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Addington — John  W.  Bell. 

Albert — John  Wallace. 

Algoma— Simon  J.  Dawson. 
Annapolis — William  Hallett  Ray. 
Antigonish— Angus  Mclsaac. 
Argenteuil— Hon.  J.  J.  C.  Abbott, 


Bagot— Flavien  Dupont. 

Beauce— Thomas  Liniere  Taschereau. 
Beauharnois — Joseph  Gideon  Horace  Bergoron. 
Bellechasse — Guillaume  Amyot. 

Berthier — E.  Octavian  Cuthbert. 

Bona  venture— -L.  J.  Riopel. 

Botiiwell — Hon.  David  Mills. 

Brant,  N.  Riding— James  Somerville. 

Brant,  S.  Riding — William  Paterson. 
Brockville— John  Fisher  Wood. 

Brome  --  Sydney  Arthur  Fisher. 

Bruce,  E.  Riding — Rupert  Mearse  Wells. 

Bruce,  N.  Riding — Alexander  McNeill. 

Bruce,  W.  Riding — James  Somerville. 


Cape  Breton  —  j  Sector  H  McDougall. 

Cardwell— Thomas  White. 

Carleton  (N.B.)— David  Irvine. 

Carleton  (0.)— Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  G.C.B. 
Cariboo — James  Reid. 

Chambly — Pierre  Basile  Benoit. 

Champlain — Hippolyte  Montplaisir. 

Charlevoix — Simon  Xavier  Cimon. 

Charlotte — Arthur  Hill  Gillmor. 

Chateauguay — Edward  Holton. 

Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay — Jean  Alfred  Gagne. 
Colchester — Hon.  Archibald  Woodbury  McLelan. 
Compton — Hon.  John  Henry  Pope. 


Cornwall  and  Stormont— Darby  Bergin. 
Cumberland— Charles  James  Townshend. 


Digby— Hon.  William  B.  Yail. 

Dorchester— Charles  Alexander  Lesage. 

Drummond  and  ArthabaskA' — Desire  Olivier  Bourbeau. 
Dundas— Charles  Erastus  Hickey. 

Durham,  E.  Riding — Arthur  T.  H.  Williams. 

Durham,  W.  Riding — Hon.  Edward  Blake. 


Elgin,  E.  Riding— John  H.  Wilson. 

Elgin,  W.  Riding — George  Elliott  Casey. 
Essex,  N.  Riding — James  Colebrooke  Patterson. 
Essex,  S.  Riding — Lewis  Wigle. 


Erontenac — Hon.  George  Airey  Kirkpatrick. 

Gasp£— Pierre  Fortin. 

Glengarry — Donald  Macmaster. 

Gloucester — Kennedy  F.  Burns. 

a  t>-j-  (  William  Thomas  Benson.* 

Grenville,  S.  Biding-  j  Waltor  shanly. 

Grey,  E.  Riding — Thomas  S.  Sproule. 

Grey,  N.  Riding— Benjamin  Allen. 

Grey,  S.  Riding— George  Landerkin. 

Guysborough — John  A.  Kirk. 


Hal  dim  and — David  Thompson. 

Halifax-  j  fa^chy  Bowes  Daly. 

[  John  Fi  Stairs. 

Halton — William  McCraney. 

Hamilton-  j  S“ois  Edwin  Kilvert. 

[  Thomas  Robertson. 

Hants — W.  Henry  Allison. 

Hastings,  E.  Riding — John  White. 

Hastings,  N.  Riding — Hon.  Mackenzie  Bowell. 

*  Died  8th  June.  Mr.  Walter  Shanly  returned  4th  July,  took  seat 
7th  July,  and  sat  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session. 
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Hastings,  W.  Riding — Alexander  Robertson. 

Hoohelaga — Alphonse  Desjardins. 

Huntingdon-— Julius  Scriver. 

Huron,  E.  Riding-— Thomas  Farrow. 
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Kent  (N.B.)— Pierre  Amand  Landry. 

Kent  (O.) — Henry  Smyth. 
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King’s  (N.S.) — Douglas  B.  Woodworth. 

irTM_.a  /t>  ij  t  \  j  Peter  Adolphus  McIntyre. 

Kings  (P.E.I.)  j  Augustine  fcolin  Macdonald. 

Kingston— Alexander  Gunn. 


Lamb  ton,  E.  Riding — J.  H.  Fairbank. 

Lambton,  W.  Riding — James  Frederick  Lister. 

Lanark,  N.  Riding — Joseph  Jamieson. 

Lanark,  S.  Riding — John  Graham  Haggart. 
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Leeds  and  Grenville,  N.  Riding — Charles  Frederick 
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Leeds,  S.  Riding— George  Taylor. 

Lennox— Mathew  William  Pruyn. 

T  tf-tn-a  f  Isidore  Noel  Belleau.* 
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Montreal,  East — Charles  Joseph  Coursol. 

Montreal,  West — Matthew  Hamilton  Gault. 
Muskoka— William  Edward  O’Brien. 

Mapierville— Med^ric  Catudal. 

New  Westminster — Joshua  Attwood  R.  Homer. 
Nioolet — Athanase  Gaudet. 

Norfolk,  N.  Riding — John  Charlton. 

Norfolk,  S.  Riding — Joseph  Jackson. 
Northumberland  (N.B.) — Hon.  Peter  Mitchell. 
Northumberland  (0.),  E.  Riding — Edward  Cochrane. 
Northumberland  (0.),  W.  Riding — Goorge  Guillet.* 


Ontario,  N.  Riding — Alexander  Peter  Cockburn. 
Ontario,  S.  Riding — Francis  Wayland  Glen. 
Ontario,  W.  Riding — James  David  Edgar. 

j  Charles  H.  Mackintosh. 

{  Joseph  Tasse. 


Ottawa  (City)  — 


Ottawa  (County)— Alonzo  Wright. 
Oxford,  N.  Riding— James  Sutherland, 
Oxford,  S.  Riding — Archibald  Harley. 


Peel — James  Fleming. 

Perth,  N.  Riding — Samuel  Rolliu  Hosson, 

Perth,  S.  Riding — James  Trow. 
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Richmond  (N.S.) — -Henry  N.  Paint. 
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Rouville— George  Aguste  Gigault. 

Russell —Moss  Kent  Dickinson. 


*  Unseated  on  judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  16th  March,  1885;  Mr.  i - 

Guay  returned  14th  April,  took  seat  27th  April,  and  sat  for  the  .  *  Ur  seated  on  judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  16th  March,  1885;  re¬ 
remainder  of  the  Session.  I  elected  7th  April,  and  took  seat  17th  April. 
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Simcoe,  E.  Riding— Herman  Henry  Cook. 
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Toronto,  East — John  Small. 
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Victoria  (N.B.) — Hon.  John  Costigan. 
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Waterloo,  N.  Riding— Hugo  Kranz. 

Waterloo,  S.  Riding — James  Livingston. 
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Wellington,  N.  Riding — James  McMullen. 
Wellington,  S.  Riding — James  Innes. 
Wentworth,  N.  Riding — Thomas  Bain. 
Wentworth,  S.  Riding — Lewis  Springer. 
Westmoreland—  Josiah  Wood. 

Winnipeg— Thomas  Scott. 

Yale — Francis  Jones  Barnard. 

Yamaska — Fabien  Vanasse. 

Yarmouth — Joseph  Robbins  Kinney. 

York  (N.B.) — Thomas  Temple. 

York  (O  ),  E.  Riding — Hon.  Alexander  Mackenz:e. 
York  (Q.),  N.  Riding— William  Mulock 
York  (O.),  W.  Riding— Nathaniel  C.  Wallace. 
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BIsohard,  Mr.  Fran§ois  ( Iberville ). 

Bergin,  Mr.  Darby  (Cornwall  and  Stormont). 
Charlton,  Mr.  John  (North  Norfolk). 

Colby,  Mr.  Charles  C.  ( Stanstead ). 
Desjardins,  Mr.  Alphonse  (Hochelaga). 
Foster,  Mr.  George  E.  ( King's ,  N.B.) 


Innes,  Mr.  James  (South  Wellington ). 
Royal,  Mr.  Joseph  (Provencher). 

Scriver,  Mr.  Julius  (Huntingdon). 
Somerville,  Mr.  James  (West  Bruce). 
White,  Mr.  Thomas  (Cardwell). 
Woodworth,  Mr.  Douglas  B.  (King's,  N.S.) 


Chairman  /—Mr.  Thomas  White  (Cardwell). 
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On  amendment  of  Mr.  McLelan  to  motion  of  Mr.  Edgar,  of 
13th  Feb.,  1885 

Ministerial.  Opposition. 

Me.  WOODWORTH.  Mr.  FORBES. 

On  motion  with  refereneo  to  Supremo  Court,  19th  Feb. : — 

Me.  KILVERT.  Mr.  THOMPSON. 

On  Mr.  Tupper’s  amendment,  20th  Feb. : — 

Me.  KILVERT.  Me.  THOMPSON. 

Me.  BERGERON.  Mr.  BECHARD. 

Me.  MASSUE.  Me.  SUTHERLAND. 

On  Sir  Hector  Langevin’a  motion  to  adjourn  debate,  23rd 
Feb. : — 

Me.  KILVERT.  Me.  THOMPSON. 

Mr.  MASSUE.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 

On  Mr.  White’s  (Renfrew)  motion,  26th  Feb. : — 

Me.  WILLIAMS.  Me.  TROW. 

On  Mr.  Curran’s  amendment,  27th  Feb. : — 


On  16th  April : — 

Ministerial. 

Me.  COURSOL. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS. 

On  17th  April 

Mr.  WRIGHT. 

Me.  WILLIAMS. 

Me.  FORTIN. 

Hon.  Mr.  ABBOTT. 

Me.  CUTHBERT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew). 

Mr.  HURTEAU. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Soulanges). 

Mr.  TAYLOR. 

On  22nd  April : — 

1st  Division. 

Mr.  MASSUE.  Mr.  De  St.  GEORGES. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mb.  THOMPSON. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH,  Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburne) 


Opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE. 
Mr.  THOMPSON. 


Mr.  CHARLTON. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (She  burne), 
Mr.  COOK. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE. 

Mr.  LANGELIER. 

Mr.  WELDON. 

Mr.  BECHARD. 

Mr.  McCRANEY. 

Mr.  SCRIVER. 


Mr.  TAYLOR. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville). 
Mr.  BENSON. 

Mr.  PINSONNEAULT. 


Mr.  COCKBURN. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG. 

Mr.  CHARLTON. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex). 


On  motion  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  re  Exchange  Bank, 
5th  March 


2nd 

Mr.  MASSUE. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell). 


Division. 

Mr.  De  St.  GEORGES. 

Mr.  THOMPSON. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburne). 
Mr.  ALLEN. 


Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  RAY. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARLING.  Hon.  Mr.  VAIL. 

Mr.  VALIN.  Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE 


3rd  Division. 

Same  as  second  division. 


On  Mr.  McCarthy’s  amendment,  11th  March  : — 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  TROW. 

On  Mr.  Edgar's  2nd  reading  of  Divorce  Bill,  23rd  March : — 

Mu.  DAWSON.  Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburue) 

Mr.  VANASSE.  Mr.  RINFRET. 

On  Mr.  Blake’s  amendment,  26th  March  : — 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  WELLS. 

Mr.  GUILBAULT.  Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE. 


4th  Division. 

Same  as  previous  division,  also 
Mr.  COLBY.  Mr.  CHARLTON. 

Mr.  BENSON.  Mr.  SCRIVER. 

On  23rd  April : — 

1st  Division. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  CAMPBELL  (Renfrew). 

Hon.  Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Mr.  LANGELIER. 

2nd  Division. 


On  Mr.  Blake’s  amendment  to  the  motion  to  go  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  26th  March  : — 

Mr.  GUILBAULT.  Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE. 

Hon.  Mb.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  WELLS. 


On  Mr.  Davies’  amendment  to  the  motion  to  go  into  Com 
mittee  of  Supply,  10  th  April : — 


Mr.  WILLIAMS. 

Mr.  COURSOL. 

Mb.  VANASSE. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS. 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCHELL. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria). 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 


Mr.  TROW. 

Mr.  BECHARD. 

Mr.  COCKBURN. 

Mr.  WELLS. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACKENZIE. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburne). 


Same  as  first  division,  also 
Mr.  FORTIN.  Mr.  THOMPSON. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  Mr.  CHARLTON. 

3rd  Division. 

Same  as  last  division. 

4th  Division. 

Same  as  last  division,  also 
Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  Mr.  WELLS. 

6th  and  6th  Divisions. 

Same  as  last  division. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  29th  January,  1835. 

The  Parliament,  which  had  boen  prorogued  from  time 
to  time,  was  now  commanded  to  assemble  on  the  29th  day 
of  January,  1885,  for  the  despatch  of  business. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  fifteen  minutes  before 
Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

A  Message  was  delivered  by  Rene  Edouard  Kimber, 
Esquire,  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  ; 

Mr.  Speaker,— 

His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  desires  the  immediate 
attendance  of  this  Honorable  House  in  the  Senate  Chamber. 

Accordingly  the  House  went  up  to  the  Senate  Chamber. 

And  the  House  being  returned, 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  ho  had  received 
from  the  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Armour, one  of  the  Judges  selected 
for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions,  pursuant  to  the  Dominion 
Controverted  Elections  Act,  1874,  a  certificate  relating  to 
the  Controverted  Election  for  the  Electoral  District  of  Len¬ 
nox,  declaring  the  election  of  the  respondent,  David  Wright 
Allison,  null  and  void. 

Also,  from  the  Registrar  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada, 
a  copy  of  the  judgment  and  decision  of  the  said  Court  in  the 
election  appeal  relating  to  the  Controverted  Election  for 
the  Electoral  District  of  Soulanges,  declaring  the  election  of 
the  respondent,  James  William  Bain,  null  and  void. 

Also,  from  the  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Osier,  a  judgment  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  Controverted  Election  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  West  Middlesex,  declaring  the  sitting  member,  Donald 
M.  Cameron,  duly  elected. 

VACANCIES. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  also  informed  the  House  that  during  the 
Recess  he  had  received  communications  from  several  mem¬ 
bers  notifying  him  that  the  following  vacancies  had  occur¬ 
red  in  the  representation 

Of  William  McDonald,  Esquire,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Cape  Breton,  by  being  summoned  to  the  Senate ; 

Of  the  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Topper,  K.O.M.G.,  Memberfor  the  Electoral 
District  of  Cumberland,  by  the  acceptance  of  an  office  of  emolument 
under  the  Crown  ; 

Of  George  Whilbr,  Esquire,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the 
West  Riding  ot  the  County  of  Ontario,  by  resignation; 

Of  Frederick  de  St.  Groix  Brbcken,  Esquire,  Memberfor  the  Electoral 
District  of  Queen’s  County  District,  P.E.I.,  by  the  acceptance  of  an 
office  of  emolument  under  the  Crown;  and 

Of  Joseph  Bolduc,  Esquire,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Beauce,  by  being  summoned  to  the  Senate. 

He  also  informed  the  House  that  he  had  issued  his  sev¬ 
eral  Warrants  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  to 


make  out  new  Writs  of  Election  for  the  said  Electoral  Dis¬ 
tricts,  respectively. 

Ho  also  informed  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
had  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a 
copy  of  a  Warrant,  showing  a  vacancy  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  representation  of  the  Electoral  District  of  Mas¬ 
kinonge,  by  the  decease  of  Frederic  Houde,  Esq.,  and  that 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  had,  by  virtue  of  the 
Act  41  Victoria,  Chapter  5,  Section  14,  Sub-section  2,  issued 
a  now  Writ  of  Election  for  the  said  Electoral  District. 

NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  further  informed  the  House  that,  during 
the  Recess,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates  of  the  Election 
and  Return  of  the  following  Members  : — 

Of  A  than  ass  Gaudet,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of  Nicolet ; 

Of  Francois  Langelier,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of  Megantic. 
Of  Charles  James  Townshend,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Cumberland  ; 

Of  Hector  F.  McDougall,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of  Gape 
Breton  ; 

Of  John  Theophilus  Jenkins,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
ot  Queen’s  County  District,  P.E.I.  ; 

Of  James  David  Edgar,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  Ontario  ; 

Of  Thomas  Liniere  Tasihereau,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  Distict  of 
Beauce ; 

Of  Alexis  Lesieur  Desaulnibrs,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Maskinonge,  and 

Of  Matthew  William  Pruvn,  Esquire,  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the 
County  of  Lennox. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Members,  having  previously  taken  the 
Oath  according  to  law,  and  subscribed  the  roll  containing 
the  same,  took  their  seats  in  the  House:— 

Athanase  Gaudet,  E3q.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of  Nicolet, 
introduced  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Hon.  Mr.  Caron. 

Charles  James  Townshend,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Cumberland,  introduced  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  Hon.  Mr. 
McLelan. 

Thomas  LiNiiRE  Taschereau,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Beauce,  introduced  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Hon.  Mr.  Caron. 

Matthew  William  Pruyn,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
the  County  of  Lennox,  introduced  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  Mr. 
Mackintosh. 

Alexis  Lesieur  Desaulniers,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Maskinonge,  introduced  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Hon.  Mr.  Caron. 

Francois  Langelier,  Esq.,  Member  far  the  Electoral  District  of  Me¬ 
gantic,  introduced  by  Hon.  Mr.  Laurier  and  Hon,  Mr.  Blake. 

John  Theopilus  Jenkins,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Queen’s  County  District,  P.  E.  I.,  introduced  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 
and  Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 

James  David  Edgar,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the 
West  Riding  of  the  County  of  Ontario, introduced  by  Hon.  Mr.Blake  and 
Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie. 

REPORT. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  Report  of  the 
Acting  Librarian  on  the  state  of  the  Library  of  Parliament. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  OATHS  OF  OFFICE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  introduced  Bill  (No.  1) 
respecting  the  Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office. 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 
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SPEECH  FROM  THE  THRONE. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  this  House, 
that  when  the  House  attended  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  this  day  in  the  Senate  Chamber,  His  Excellency 
was  pleased  to  make  a  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and,  to  prevent  mistakes,  I  have  obtained  a  copy  of  the 
Speech,  which  is  as  follows 

Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentlemen  qfthe  House  of  Commons  : 

In  again  meeting  you  for  the  despatch  of tmsiness  1  have  to  congratu, 
late  you  on  the  abundant  harvest  with  which  Providence  has  blessed 
our  country  and  upon  the  general  condition  of  the  Dominion.  Its  com¬ 
mercial  prosperity,  although  it  has  to  some  extent  shared  in  the  depres¬ 
sion  which  has  prevailed  in  Great  Britain  and  in  the  neighboring  Re¬ 
public,  rests  npon  foundations  which  no  temporary  or  partial  distur¬ 
bance  can  remove. 

I  trust  that  the  present  year  will  be  one  of  peace  and  progress. 

The  flow  of  population  into  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories, 
although  impeded  by  various  and  unexpected  causes,  has  been  substan- 
tiil,  and  the  testimony  of  members  of  the  British  Association  and  other 
visitors  of  the  North-West  last  summer  as  to  the  well-being,  content¬ 
ment,  and  hopefulness  of  the  settlers,  is  most  gratifying. 

A  Bill  introducing  into  those  Territories  a  more  simple  and  economi¬ 
cal  system  for  the  transfer  of  land  will  be  laid  befi  re  you. 

The  Report  of  the  Commission  for  the  consolidation  of  the  Statutes 
affecting  the  Dominion  has  been  completed  and  will  be  submitted  to  you 
for  legislative  action. 

You  are  again  invited  to  consider  a  measure  relating  to  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  the  people  in  Parliament  and  for  the  assimilation  of  the  Elec¬ 
toral  Franchises  in  the  several  Provinces. 

A  provisional  arrangement  of  matters  for  some  time  under  discussion 
with  the  Government  of  Manitoba  has  been  entered  into,  and  a  measure 
confirming  the  same  will  be  submitted  to  you  so  soon  as  it  has  been 
accepted  by  the  Provincial  Legislature. 

I  deemed  it  expedient  to  issue  during  the  Recess  a  Commission  to 
consider  and  report  upon  the  whole  subject  of  Chinese  immigration 
with  reference  to  its  trade  relations,  as  well  as  to  those  social  and 
moral  objections  which  have  been  taken  to  the  influx  of  the  Chinese 
people  into  Canada. 

The  Report  of  the  Commissioners  is  very  nearly  completed,  and  will  be 
laid  before  you  during  the  present  Session. 

The  necessity  of  encouraging  the  speedy  construction  of  lines  of  rail¬ 
way  through  ihe  North-West  Territories  has  pressed  itself  on  my  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  you  will  be  asked  to  aid  railway  enterprise  by  liberal  grants  of 
land. 

Drgent  representations  have  been  made  by  the  Boards  of  Trade  of  the 
chief  towns  in  Canada,  as  well  as  by  some  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
in  Great  Britain,  of  the  necessity  that  exists  for  the  adoption  of  some 
system  of  bankruptcy  or  insolvency  giving  adequate  protection  against 
undue  preferences,  and  your  attention  to  this  important  subject  is  earn¬ 
estly  invited. 

In  pursuance  of  the  vote  of  last  Session  I  caused  a  vessel  to  be  fitted 
out  and  dispatched  to  Davis’  Straits  and  Hudson’s  Bay,  in  order  to 
obtain  more  accurate  information  as  to  the  navigation  of  those  waters, 
and  test  the  practicability  of  the  route  for  commercial  purposes. 

A  report  of  the  progress  of  the  expedition  duringjthe  last  season  will 
be  laid  before  you. 

An  International  Exhibition  will  be  opened  at  Antwerp  during  the 
present  year,  and  a  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  is  to  be  held  in 
London  in  1886.  Canada  should,  I  think,  be  represented  in  her  various 
manufactures  and  natural  productions  on  both  occassions,  and  I  invoke 
your  consideration  of  the  best  means  of  aiding  in  these  important 
objects. 

Several  other  measures  of  importance  will  be  submitted  to  you  ; 
among  them  will  be  Bills  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act  of  1877,  the  Civil 
Service  Act,  and  the  law  relating  to  contagious  diseases  among  cattle, 
Mr.  Speaker. 


as  well  as  measures  for  taking,  at  an  early  period,  a  census  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  North-West  Territories,  and  one  relating  to  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

The  accounts  for  the  past  fiscal  year  will  be  laid  before  you.  You 
will  find  that  notwithstanding  the  very  considerable  reduction  in  the 
prices  and  volume  of  many  of  the  leading  imports,  the  income  has 
exceeded  the  expenditure  chargeable  to  Consolidated  Revenue. 

The  estimates  for  the  ensuing  year  will  also  be  submitted.  They  will 
be  found,  I  trust,  to  have  been  prepared  with  due  regard  to  economy. 

Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate , 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

I  am  sure  that  your  earnest  consid  eration  will  be  given  to  the  subjects 
I  have  mentioned,  as  well  _as  to  every  matter  which  may  affect  the 
prosperity  and  good  government  of  Canada. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  Speech  of 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  bo  taken  into  consi¬ 
deration  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  : 

That  Select  Standing  Committees  of  this  House,  for  the  present  Ses¬ 
sion,  be  appointed  for  the  following  purposes  : — 1.  On  Privileges  and 
Elections.  2.  Un  Expiring  Laws.  3.  On  Railways,  Canals,  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Lines.  4.  On  Miscellaneous  Private  Bills.  5.  On  Standing 
Orders.  6.  On  Printing.  7.  On  Public  Accounts.  8.  On  Banking 
and  Commerce.  9.  On  Immigration  and  Colonization ;  which  said 
Committees  shall  severally  be  empowered  to  examine  and  enquire  into 
all  such  matters  and  things  as  may  be  referred  to  them  by  the  House  ; 
and  to  report  from  time  to  time  their  observations  and  opinions  thereon  ; 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  (at  4  o’clock)  the  House  ad¬ 
journed. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  30th  January,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Member,  having  previously  taken  the  Oath 
according  to  law,  and  subscribed  the  roll  containing  the 
same,  took  his  seat  in  the  House : 

Hector  F.  MoDougall,  Esquire,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  o 
Cape  Breton,  introduced  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Lelan. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HIS  EXCELLENCY’S 
SPEECH. 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  His  Excel¬ 
lency’s  Speech,  at  the  opening  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  TASCHEREAU.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker  :  Hav¬ 
ing  been  called  upon  as  the  youngest  member  of  this  House, 
by  virtue  of  a  time-honored  tradition,  to  move  the  Address 
in  answer  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  I  feel  that,  less 
than  any  of  my  predecessors,  would  I  be  justified  in  leav¬ 
ing  aside  that  other  time-honored  tradition  which  makes 
it  my  duty  to  begin  by  craving  the  indulgence  of  this 
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House.  When  I  consider  that,  in  order  to  deserve  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  House,  I  must  comment  on  this  document  in  a 
new  and  able  manner,  and  when,  on  the  other  hand,  I  am 
struck  with  my  own  want  of  experience,  I  feel  that  the 
duty  which  I  have  undertaken  to  fulfil  is  quite  out  of  pro¬ 
portion  with  my  ability.  However,  in  the  idea  that  this 
invitation  has  been  extended  to  me  out  of  respect  for  the 
people  by  whom  I  have  been  chosen  as  their  representative 
here,  of  the  fine  electoi’al  division  for  which  I  am  a  member, 
and  in  my  deep  sense  of  gratitude  for  my  constituents,  I 
shall  find  courage  enough  to  pursue  this  difficult  and 
honorable  task.  Moreover,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  throw  a 
glance  on  this  document  and  when  my  mind  is  fixed  upon 
the  numerous  and  important  subjects  of  new  legislation 
which  it  announces,  and  when  at  the  same  time  I  consider 
the  general  condition  of  the  country,  I  feel  that  my  task 
becomes  easier  as  it  becomes  more  agreeable  to  me.  In 
fact,  how  could  I  not  feel  happy  whilo  inviting  all  members 
of  this  hon.  House  and  the  country  at  large  to  congratulate 
themselves  on  the  abundant  harvest  with  which  Providence 
has  blessed  our  country,  and  upon  the  general  condition  of 
the  Dominion  ?  Therefore,  to  Providence  we  owe  our 
thanksgivings,  but  we  should  not  forget  to  offer  also  to  the 
Government  our  congratulations  on  the  results  of  their 
financial  policy.  In  fact,  when  we  remember  the  disastrous 
effects  in  the  country  of  the  commercial  crisis  which  has 
preceded  the  actual  depression,  when  we  have  been  in 
a  position  to  have  such  a  clear  insight  into  the  great  de¬ 
pression  which  prevailed  last  year  in  Great  Britain  and 
in  the  neighboring  Republic,  when  we  consider  the  inti¬ 
mate  and  constant  commercial  intercourse  between  these 
countries  and  our  own,  if  wo  look  at  the  actual  condition  ot 
our  trade,  we  cannot  certainly  refrain  from  making  a  com¬ 
parison  between  the  old  financial  system  and  the  present 
one,  and  this  comparison  being  made,  the  superiority  of 
the  now  system  is  not  only  mado  apparent  by  speeches 
or  by  words,  but  is  perfectly  established  by  accomplished 
facts  and  by  experience.  Neither  can  we  help  admiring  the 
clever  direction  given  by  our  legislators  to  our  commerce 
whose  prosperity  to-day  rests  upon  foundations  which  no 
temporary  or  partial  disturbance  can  remove.  If  then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  stability  ofour  institutions,  the  safety  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  and  the  prospect  of  the  future  which  cannot  but  improve 
the  wealth  and  welfare  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  country, 
are  as  many  tokens  of  peace  and  prosperi  ty ,  why  should  we 
not  feel  confident  that  the  year  now  commencing  will  open 
an  era  of  peace  and  prosperity  ?  Of  peace,  Mr.  Speaker, 
not  only  with  foreign  nations,  but  of  peace  also  in  the 
union  and  harmony  which  ought  to  exist  among  citizens  of  a 
nation  to  enable  them  to  make  more  rapid  strides  in  tho 
high  road  to  progress.  Our  legitimate  aspirations,  like  those 
of  all  new  nations,  must  necessarily  tend  to  lead  us  in  the 
way  of  progress,  and,  indeed,  no  one  can  pretend  that  our 
advance  in  that  direction  has  been  too  slow  up  to  this  day. 
Let  us  see :  the  immense  wilderness  of  the  North-West  whose 
soil  was  heretofore  untrodden  except  by  savage  tribes  or  by 
a  few  bold  explorers  endeavoring  to  discover  the  unknown, 
and  whose  echoes  had  only  been  awakened  by  the  howling 
of  wild  beasts,  that  wilderness  is  to-day  covered  by  a  net¬ 
work  of  immense  railways.  Closely  following  in  the  wake 
of  the  constructors,  thousands  of  laborers,  settlers,  and  dili¬ 
gent  workers  have  inaugurated  a  now  era  in  that  great 
country,  and  to-day  the  shrill  whistle  of  the  locomotive  is 
heard  in  these  now  regions  and  proclaims  loudly  in  all  parts 
of  that  country  that  civilization  and  progress  have  conquered 
the  great  wilderness.  But,  in  spite  of  all  that  has  been 
accomplished  up  to  this  day,  we  have  only  made  our  first 
step  in  that  direction.  It  is  true  our  institutions  are  well 
established,  but  our  traffic  is  daily  increasing  its  scope,  new 
routes  of  communication  are  furrowing  the  country  in  all 
directions,  and  soon,  in  a  few  months  hence,  a  line  of  rail¬ 
way  will  cross  it  through  and  through,  from  one  ocean  to 


the  other.  Notwithstanding  this,  what  a  great  amount  of 
work  remains  to  be  done  !  What  a  great  number  of  resources 
remain  undeveloped  !  What  an  extent  of  unsettled  territory 
and  what  an  amount  of  wealth  still  lies  in  the  bosom  of  the 
earth  !  Even  apart  from  the  older  provinces,  what  a  great 
field  for  work  is  offered  in  the  development  and  settlement 
of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories  !  Our  efforts 
must,  therefore,  be  pushed  in  that  direction,  by  promoting 
emigration  in  these  rich  and  yet  unsettled  Territories,  by 
aiding  their  colonization  and  development,  in  order  that  the 
sacrifices  made  in  the  hope  of  seeing  one  day  that  immense 
region  transformed  into  a  vast  empire,  may  not  be  lost. 
With  this  purpose  in  view  the  Government  have  felt  tho 
necessity  of  encouraging  the  rapid  construction  of  a  railway 
line  across  these  Territories,  and  have  decided  to  ask  tho 
House  to  help  the  construction  of  that  line  by  a  liberal 
grant  of  lands.  We  may  also  congratulate  the  Government 
for  the  impulse  which  they  have,  by  legitimate  means, 
given  to  tho  advancement  of  the  country.  For  my  part  I 
am  an  admirer  of  the  system  which  tends  to  facilitate  by 
grants  of  land  the  construction  of  railways,  for  this  system 
gives  to  the  immense  area  of  lands  still  remaining  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  a  great  increase  of  value,  and  at 
the  same  time  makes  of  every  individual  interested  in  those 
grants  a  devoted  and  zealous  agent  of  colonization.  The  efforts 
of  the  Government  have,  besides,  during  the  course  of  last 
year,  been  admirably  seconded  by  the  eulogistic  reports  on 
the  country  made  by  members  of  the  British  Association 
for  the  Advancement  of  Science.  A  visit  on  the  part  of 
such  prominent  men,  whose  reputation  for  science  and  gen¬ 
eral  knowledge  is  so  widely  spread  in  Europe,  cannot  fail 
to  have  the  most  happy  results.  Therefore,  I  feel  confident 
that  in  the  near  future,  the  results  obtained  from  such  a 
visit  will  be  made  clear  to  us  by  the  great  increase  in  the 
number  of  settlers  coming  to  our  Canadian  North-West. 
The  Government,  on  their  part,  must  also  contribute  as  far 
as  they  can  to  pi’omote  this  immigration,  and  they  can  do 
this  by  extending  to  the  settlers  coming  into  this  country 
all  the  legitimate  and  efficacious  protection  in  their  power, 
and  by  giving  them  a  simple  and  economical  means  of 
transferring  their  properties,  while  giving  to  their  title 
deeds  an  indisputable  character  of  authenticity  and  of 
validity.  It  is,  therefore,  just  and  right  that  we  should  re¬ 
spond  to  the  appeal  made  by  the  Government  to  this  House, 
in  order  to  pass  a  law  which  will  authorize  a  safer  and 
more  economical  mode  of  transfer  of  real  estate.  Before 
leaving  this  question  aside  I  beg  to  be  allowed  to  allude  to 
that  part  of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  which  informs  us 
that  a  provisional  arrangement  has  been  entered  into  with 
the  Government  of  Manitoba  on  matters  which  have  boen 
for  some  time  under  discussion,  and  that  a  measure  con¬ 
firming  the  same  will  be  submitted  to  us  so  soon  as  it  shall 
have  been  accepted  by  the  Provincial  Legislature.  No 
doubt,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  information  will  be  greeted 
with  satisfaction  by  the  whole  House.  Every  question 
which  has  heretofore  arisen  between  the  various  Legisla¬ 
tures  and  Parliament  has  been  amicably  settlef.  This  is 
one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favor  ofour  constitution, 
and  it  speaks  well  for  the  foresight  of  those  who  have  con¬ 
ceived  the  plan  and  have  carried  it  out.  Let  us  hope  that 
such  differences  will  always  be  settled  in  the  same  amicable 
manner,  so  that  prolonged  quarrels  and  acrimonious  con¬ 
tests  may  not  trouble  that  harmony  among  the  people 
which  is  so  necessary  to  the  advancement  and  pro¬ 
gress  of  the  provinces.  The  Speech  from  the  Throne,  Mr. 
Speaker,  after  giving  us  a  knowledge  of  those  measures  of 
legislation  more  especially  adapted  to  that  part  of  the 
country  called  the  North-West,  points  out  to  us  measures 
which  are  proposed  in  the  genera)  interest  of  the  country. 
I  read  with  pleasure  the  paragraph  which  informs  us 
that  the  work  of  the  Commission  for  the  consolidation 
of  the  Statutes  affecting  the  whole  Dominion  is  completed, 
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and  that  the  report  will  he  submitted  to  us  for  legislation. 
1  attach  to  it  a  great  deal  of  importance,  not  only  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  legal  profession,  but  furthermore,  and  above  all, 
in  view  of  the  very  great  advantages  which  will  be  derived 
from  the  measure  by  citizens  of  this  country  who  are  not 
familiar  with  the  study  of  our  laws.  During  the  eighteen 
years  which  have  elapsed  since  the  establishment  of  Con¬ 
federation,  so  many  amendments  to  existing  laws  have  been 
passed  that  even  legal  men  were  obliged  to  make  long  and 
patient  enquiries  to  discover  all  the  bearings  of  a  law.  Still 
more  numerous  were  the  difficulties  met  with  by  people  who 
were  not  familiar  with  our  laws.  But  to-day,  thanks  to  this 
consolidation,  every  one  will  have  easy  access  to  rhe  laws 
passed  by  Parliament,  and  more  than  any  others,  members 
of  the  legal  profession  will  owe  a  debt  of  gratefulness  to  the 
Government.  The  next  paragraph  of  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  tells  us  that  wo  will  bo  again  invited  to  consider  a 
measure  relating  to  the  representation  of  the  people  in  Par¬ 
liament,  and  for  the  assimilation  of  the  electoral  franchises 
in  the  several  provinces.  It  would  be  useless  for  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  deal  lengthily  with  this  paragraph,  for  I  could 
only  repeat  that  which  was  so  eloquently  said  last  year 
by  the  mover  and  seconder  of  the  Address.  However,  I  can¬ 
not  help  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  on  the  import¬ 
ance  of  defining  the  class  of  voters  which  shall  elect  its  own 
members.  Is  it  not  an  anomalous  fact  that  by  the  system 
which  prevails  to-day  members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
should  bo  elected  by  voters  chosen  and  pointed  out  by 
Local  Legislatures  ?  If,  in  order  to  act  with  more  freedom 
in  its  own  sphere,  each  Local  Legislature  must  be  thoroughly 
independent  from^tho  control  of  the  Federal  Parliament,  for 
the  same  reason  the  House  of  Commons  must  be  absolutely 
independent,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  from  the  control 
or  action  of  Local  Legislatures,  and,  above  all,  not  be  exposed 
to  fall,  sooner  or  later,  into  the  hands  of  an  electoral  division 
created  against  their  will.  Wo  all  wish  that  the 
relations  existing  between  Local  Legislatures  and  the 
Federal  Parliament  should  be  relations  of  peace  and 
good-will.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  surest  means  to 
keep  them  such  is  for  all  parties  to  entrench  themselves 
behind  their  rights,  to  carefully  watch  over  them 
and  to  maintain  them  with  all  their  might.  In  such  a  way 
the  positions  of  each  will  be  beyond  attack,  and  peace  and 
harmony  must  necessarily  prevail.  The  Government  can¬ 
not  be  charged  with  not  having  worked  constantly  to  main¬ 
tain  this  union,  not  only  among  the  various  institutions,  but 
also  among  the  different  races  and  nationalities  coexisting 
in  the  country.  I  find  the  proof  of  this  in  that  part  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  which  promises  us  that  the  work 
of  the  commission  named  to  consider  and  report  upon  the 
whole  subject  of  Chinese  immigration  with  reference  to  its 
trade  relations,  as  well  as  to  those  social  and  moral  objec¬ 
tions  which  have  been  taken  to  the  influx  of  the  Chinese 
people  into  Canada,  will  be  submitted  to  the  House  during 
this  Session.  No  doubt,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  in  preparing 
this  report  due  consideration  has  been  given  to  existing 
treaties  between  Great  Britain  and  China,  and  that,  at  all 
events,  the  determination  to  be  taken  on  this  pornt  will  be 
taken  after  that  careful  study  which  is  the  guarantee  of 
sound  legislation.  Our  attention  is  next  called  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragtaph 

“  Urgent  representations  have  been  made  by  the  Boards  of  Trade  of 
the  chief  towns  in  Canada,  as  well  as  by  some  of  the  Chambers  of  Com¬ 
merce  in  Great  Britain,  of  the  necessity  that  exists  for  the  adoption  of 
some  system  of  bankruptcy  or  insolvency  giving  adequate  protection 
against  undue  preferences,  and  your  attention  to  this  important  subject 
is  earnestly  invited.” 

Mr.  Spoaker,  if  I  remember  aright,  when  the  repeal  of  the 
Insolvent  Act,  which  existed  some  few  years  ago,  was 
moved  in  this  House  the  great  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  of  Canada  voted  for  the  repeal.  I  think  that  the 
House  then  reflected  the  opinion  of  the  people,  and  I  am 
Mr.  Tasohereau.  r 


January  30; 


not  aware  that  there  are  to-day  any  reasons  for  a  change  of 
sentiment.  But  before  deciding  on  this  question  it  might 
be  well,  perhaps,  to  form  a  just  idea  of  the  wants  of 
the  people  on  this  point.  As  for  us,  members  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  we  have,  by  virtue  of  our  civil  law, 
an  equitable  mode  of  distributing  the  estates  of  insolvent 
debtors.  Perhaps  it  would  he  just,  perhaps  it  would  bo 
advantageous,  for  the  Dominion  at  large  to  accept  the  mode 
of  legislation  now  existing  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The 
next  paragraph  informs  us  that  in  pursuance  of  the 
vote  of  last  Session  a  vessel  has  been  fitted  out  and  des¬ 
patched  to  Davis’  Straits  and  Hudson’s  Bay,  in  order  to 
obtain  more  accurate  information  as  to  the  navigation  of 
those  waters,  and  test  the  practicability  of  the  route  for 
commercial  purposes.  The  progress  of  science  and  human 
faculties  have,  for  a  certain  number  of  years,  developed  the 
natural  resources  to  such  an  extent  that  feats  which  were 
considered  as  impossible  even  at  the  beginning  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  century,  may  now  be  accomplished  with  astounding 
•facility.  If  I  remember  aright,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  general 
impression  has  long  been  entertained  that  it  was  impossible 
to  navigate  the  Strait  of  Behring;  to-day,  this  problem  has 
long  been  solved.  Why  should  not  we  be  as  justified  to 
think  to  day  that  the  Hudson’s  Bay  is  navigable  as  peoplo 
were  a  few  years  ago  in  believing  that  the  Strait  of  Behring 
could  be  navigated  ?  What  great  advantages  would  result 
for  Canadian  trade  if  we  could  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
Hudson’s  Bay  is  navigable  for  commercial  purposes  ?  An¬ 
other  paragraph  of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  tolls  us 
that  an  International  Exhibition  will  be  opened  at  Antwerp 
during  the  present  year,  and  a  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibi¬ 
tion  is  to  be  held  in  London  in  1886.  Canada  should  bo 
represented  in  her  various  manufactures  and  natural  pro¬ 
ductions  on  both  occasions.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  success  already 
obtained  by  Canada  at  the  various  exhibitions  to  which  i  t 
has  been  represented  during  the  last  few  years,  is  certainly 
a  great  encouragement  for  the  future.  At  the  Philadelphia, 
London  and  Paris  Exhibitions,  Canada  has  been  very  suc¬ 
cessful,  and  I  think  we  should  send  our  productions  to  the 
two  exhibitions  which  will  soon  take  place  ;  and  increase,  if 
possible,  the  quantity  of  articles  to  be  exhibited,  the  more 
so  as  we  are  pursuing  a  policy  of  immigration  to  our  coun¬ 
try,  in  order  to  cause  the  richness  of  our  soil  and  the  great 
variety  of  our  resources  to  be  known  abroad.  Finally,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  conclude  as  I  have  commenced,  by  con- 
gi*atulating  our  country  on  the  happy  condition  of  affairs, 
and  on  its  prosperity  during  the  commercial  depression 
which  has  prevailed  of  late  years.  In  spite  of  the  numer¬ 
ous  expenses  necessitated  by  the  administration  of  such  a 
vast  country  as  ours,  a  country  whose  population  is  dissemi¬ 
nated  on  all  points,  still,  the  fact  that  the  receipts  exceed  the 
expenses  chargeable  to  the  Consolidated  Revenue  is  a  proof 
of  the  spirit  of  economy,  and  of  the  ability  of  our  rulers  who 
have  foreseen  all  coming  emergencies,  and  have  managed 
to  throw  the  balance  on  the  surplus  side.  Moreover,  I  think 
that  I  reflect  the  opinion,  if  not  of  the  whole  population,  at 
least  of  the  greatest  part  of  the  population,  when  I  state  that 
the  inhabitants  of  this  country  are  satisfied  with  their  lot ; 
that  they  live  happy  under  the  protection  of  Great  Britain, 
and  that  they  do  not  intend  to  transfer  their  fealty  and 
homage,  but  that  they  wish  to  continue  to  live,  grow  and 
prosper  under  the  folds  of  that  glorious  flag  which  ensures 
to  them  peace  and  prosperity  for  a  long  time  to  come.  I 
have  the  honor  to  move  the  following  Address  in  answer  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General,  to  thank  His  Excellency  for  his  gracious  Speech  at  the  opening 
of  the  present  Session,  and  further  to  assure  His  Excellency  : — 

That  we  rejoice  to  know  that  in  again  meeting  us  for  the  despatch  of 
business,  His  Excellency  is  able  to  congratulate  us  on  the  abundant 
harvest  with  which  Providence  has  blessed  our  country,  and  upon  the 
general  condition  of  the  Dominion,  and  to  express  his  belief  that  its  com¬ 
mercial  prosperity,  although  it  has  to  some  extent  shared  in  the  depres- 
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sion  which  has  prevailed  in  Great  Britain  and  in  the  neighboring 
Republic,  rests  upon  foundations  which  no  temporary  or  partial  distur¬ 
bance  can  remove  ;  and  that  we  trust  with  His  Excellency  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  year  will  be  one  of  peace  and  progress. 

That  we  are  glad  to  learn  that  the  flow  of  population  into  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Territories,  although  impeded  by  various  and  un¬ 
expected  causes,  has  been  substantial,  and  that  the  testimony  of  members 
of  the  British  Association  and  other  visitors  of  the  North-West  last 
summer  as  to  the  well-being,  contentment,  and  hopefulness  of  the  set¬ 
tlers,  is  most  gratifying. 

That  any  Bill  introducing  into  these  Territories  a  more  simple  and 
economical  system  for  the  tnansfer  of  land,  laid  before  us,  shall  receive 
our  best  attention. 

That  we  learn  with  pleasure  that  the  report  of  the  commission  for 
the  consolidation  of  the  Statutes  affecting  the  Dominion  has  been  com¬ 
pleted  and  will  be  submitted  to  us  for  legislative  action. 

That  we  shall  carefully  consider  any  measure  relating  to  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  the  people  in  Parliament  and  for  the  assimilation  of  the  elec¬ 
toral  franchises  in  the  several  provinces,  which  may  be  laid  before  us. 

That  we  thank  His  Excellency  for  informing  us  that  a  provisional 
arrangement  of  matters  for  some  time  under  discussion  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Manitoba  has  been  entered  into,  and  that  a  measure  confirming 
the  same  will  be  submitted  us  so  soon  as  it  has  been  accepted  by  the 
Provincial  Legislature. 

That  we  learn  with  great  interest,  that  Hi3  Esellency  deemed  it  ex¬ 
pedient  to  issue  during  the  recess  a  Commissoin  to  consider  and  report 
upon  the  whole  subject  of  Chinese  immigration  with  reference  to  its 
trade  relations,  as  well  as  to  those  social  and  moral  objections  which 
have  been  taken  to  the  influx  of  the  Chinese  people  into  Canada,  and 
that  the  report  of  the  Commissioners  is  v  v  nearly  completed  and  will 
be  laid  before  us  during  the  pres'5"  1  sshm. 

That  we  thank  His  Excelle  \  f  n  r  ang  us  that  the  necessity  of 
encouraging  the  speedy  construct, <l>l.  of  lines  of  railway  through  the 
North-West  Territories  has  pressed  itself  on  his  Government,  and  that 
we  shall  be  asked  to  aid  railway  enterprise  by  literal  grants  of  land. 

That  we  feel  with  His  Excellency  that  the  urgent  representations 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Boards  of  Trade  of  the  chief  towns  in 
Canada,  as  well  as  by  some  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  in  Great 
Britain,  of  the  necessity  that  exists  for  the  adoption  of  some  system  of 
Bankruptcy  or  insolvency  giving  adequate  protection  against  undue 
preferences,  demand  the  earnest  attention  to  this  important  subject 
which  His  Excellency  invites  us  to  give  to  it. 

That  we  learn  with  much  satisfaction  that  in  pursuance  of  the  vote  of 
last  Session  His  Excellency  caused  a  vessel  to  be  fitted  out  and  dis¬ 
patched  to  Davis’  Straits  and  Hudson’s  Bay,  in  order  to  obtain  more  ac¬ 
curate  information  as  to  the  navigation  of  those  waters,  and  test  the 
practicability  of  the  route  for  commercial  purposes,  and  that  a  report  of 
the  progress  of  the  expedition  during  last  season  will  be  laid  before  us. 

That  we  thack  His  Excellency  for  informing  us  that  an  International 
Exhibition  will  be  opened  at  Antwerp  during  the  present  year,  and 
that  a  Colonial  and  Ind  an  Exhibition  is  to  be  held  in  London  in  1886  ; 
that  we  agree  with  His  Excellency  in  thinking  that  Canada  should  be 
represented  in  her  various  manufactures  and  natural  productions  on 
both  occasions,  and  that  we  shall  attentively  consider  the  best  means 
of  aiding  in  these  important  objects. 

That  any  other  measures  of  importance  submitted  to  us,  including 
among  them  Bills  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act  of  1877,  the  Civil  Service 
Act,  and  the  law  relating  to  contagious  diseases  among  cattle,  as  well 
as  measures  f  r  taking  at  an  early  period  a  census  of  the  population  of 
the  North-West  Territories,  and  one  relating  to  the  North-West 
Mounted  Police,  will  receive  our  attentive  and  earnest  consideration. 

That  we  thank  His  Excellency  for  informing  u3  that  the  accounts  for 
the  past  fiscal  year  will  be  laid  before  us  ;  and  that  we  shall  be  glad  to 
find  that  notwithstanding  the  very  considerable  reduction  in  the  prices 
and  volume  of  many  of  the  leading  imports,  the  income  has  exceeded 
the  expenditiue  chargeable  to  consolidated  revenues. 

That  we  shall  respectfully  consider  the  estimates  for  the  ensuing 
year  to  be  submitted  to  us,  and  which  will  be  found,  we  trust,  to  have 
been  prepared  with  due  regard  to  economy. 

That  His  Excellency  may  rest  assured  that  our  earnest  consideration 
will  be  given  to  the  subjects  he  has  mentioned,  as  well  as  to  every  mat¬ 
ter  which  may  affect  the  prosperity  and  good  government  of  Canada. 

Mr.  TOWNSHEND.  In  rising  to  second  the  motion  for 
an  Address  in  reply  to  His  Excellency’s  Speech,  I  beg  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  make  a  few  remarks.  There 
is  nothing  contained  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  which  is 
more  deserving  of  the  attention  of  the  House  and  the  coun¬ 
try  than  the  reference  made  to  the  recent  visit  of  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Association  to  this  Dominion.  The  presence  in  Canada 
of  a  body  of  such  eminent  men  would,  under  any  circum¬ 
stances,  be  an  advantage  to  the  country  at  large,  but  coming 
as  they  did  and  meeting  here,  and  afterwards  visiting  every 
portion  of  the  Dominion,  seeking  to  inform  themselves  as  to 
the  resources  of  eur  country  with  tho  same  eagerness  as  they 
have  displayed  in  prosecuting  scientific  enquiries  in  other 
countries,  their  visit  gave  to  Canada  a  double  advantage. 
We  find  that  far  from  confining  themselves  merely  to  tho 
objects  of  their  mooting  as  an  association  they  traversed 


this  country  from  one  end  to  the  other  acquainting  them¬ 
selves  in  the  most  thorough  manner  with  its  resources  and 
capabilities ;  and  having  obtained  that  information  they 
have  carried  it  with  them  to  England  and  to  Europe  gen¬ 
erally,  dispersing  it  in  all  directions  in  a  manner  most  ad¬ 
vantageous  to  this  country,  and  in  a  mode  by  which,  under 
no  other  circumstances,  could  tho  samo  advantages  have 
been  secured  to  this  Dominion.  Tho  utterances  of  such  men 
as  visited  this  country  with  the  British  Association,  such 
men  as  Sir  Bichard  Temple,  Professor  Tanner,  Professor 
Sheldon,  Professor  Gilbert,  General  Lefroy  and  others — 
for  I  have  only  mentioned  a  few  of  the  most  prominent— 
with  the  fact  that  they  sought  this  information  and 
gave  it  to  tho  British  public,  cannot  but  bo  of  immense 
advantage  to  us,  because  these  men  speak  with  authority. 
It  is  with  no  ordinary  pleasure  that  I  have  had  the 
opportunity  of  porusing  some  of  the  letters  and  speeches 
of  those  gentlemen  since  their  return  to  tho  Mother 
Country,  in  which  they  have  spoken  in  the  most  glowing 
terms  of  this  great  Dominion  of  ours,  impressed  as  they  were 
with  our  great  agricultural  and  mineral  resources — in  fact, 
with  all  the  great  material  resources  of  this  country — to 
such  an  extent  as  thoroughly  to  surprise  them ;  and  I  repeat 
that  their  viows  given  to  the  public  cannot  but  bo  of  in¬ 
estimable  advantage  to  us.  Indeed,  I  consider  that  nothing 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  history  of  Canada  during  tho 
present  century  has  been  of  more  consequence  to  the  people 
of  this  country  than  this  visit,  and  it  is  an  event  which 
speaks  well  for  the  intelligence  of  Parliament  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  affording  the  association  so  much  assistance  in 
visiting  the  different  parts  of  this  country.  There  was 
nothing  that  struck  me  more  forcibly— -and  I  think  it  must 
have  struck  almost  every  one — than  the  contrast  between 
the  eloquent  and  truthful  statements  of  these  gentlemen — 
statements  which  were  made  and  published  by  men  unbiassed 
in  the  slightest  degree — and  some  of  the  doleful  utterances 
which  have  been  spread  broadcast  through  Canada  itself. 
Sir,  the  contrast  was  so  striking  that  it  would  be  hard  to 
pass  over  it  without  comment.  These  statements  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  association  came  from  men  who  aro  utterly 
without  bias,  and  without  any  political  ends  in  view.  I 
think,  Sir,  that  this  country  will  ever  remain  under  a  debt  of 
deep  gratitude  to  these  men  who  have  spoken  so  well  of  us 
and  have  taken  such  pains,  even  at  much  cost  and  trouble  to 
themselves,  to  find  out  what  our  resources  really  are,  and 
what  this  Canada  really  contains.  How,  Sir,  the  general 
condition  of  this  country  is  spoken  of  in  His  Excellency’s 
Speech.  The  revenue,  we  are  told,  will  again  give  us  a 
surplus.  I  rejoice,  and  the  country  must  rejoice,  that 
tho  days  of  surplussos  are  not  yet  gone  by,  and,  Sir, 
this  is  the  more  gratifying  when  it  is  remembered 
that  at  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  a  considerable  reduc¬ 
tion  was  made  in  the  taxation  of  the  country.  I  refer 
principally  to  the  tax  on  tobacco,  which  was  reduced  from 
20  to  12  cents  on  the  pound.  This,  with  some  other  reduc¬ 
tions,  if  I  remember  rightly,  was  estimated  to  cause  a  loss  in 
the  revenue  of  over  a  million  dollars  ;  and  yet,  Sir,  we  find, 
notwithstanding  that,  and  in  spite  of  the  large  expenditures 
made  in  the  country,  that  the  Government  aro  able  to  meot 
Parliament  with  the  announcement  of  a  surplus.  This  is  the 
first  year  that  we  have  felt  the  effect  of  this  great  reduction 
in  the  taxation.  We  might  also  have  expected  a  consider¬ 
able  diminution  in  the  revenue  from  other  causes.  We  know 
from  the  returns  that  the  duties  collected  on  spirits  have 
been  very  much  reduced,  which  I  attribute  to  the  greatly 
diminished  quantity  of  spirits  consumed  th”Oughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  Dominion,  owing  to  the  general 
temperance  sentiment  which  is  happily  now  prevailing.  I 
hopo,  Sir,  it  may  long  continue  so.  How,  Sir,  while  on  the 
subject  of  revenue,  1  may  be  permitted  to  refer  to  what 
must  be  a  cause  of  congratulation  to  this  country — the 
loan  offected  in  England  last  summer  by  the  Finance 


6 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


January  30, 


Minister — effected  on  terms,  I  believe,  never  obtained  by 
any  colony  before,  and  at  a  rate  of  interest  lower  than  we 
over  had  enjoyed  up  to  this  time.  As  to  the  details  of  that 
loan,  whether  it  might  have  been  for  a  larger  amount, 
or  whether  it  was  the  best  which  could  have  been  obtained 
I  say  nothing  ;  but  this  I  do  know,  that  eminent  financiers 
on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic  have  pronounced  it  an  admir¬ 
able  transaction  ;  and  I  think  if  speaks  well  for  the  credit 
of  this  country,  and  should  convince  us  that  wo  are  not 
going  backwards,  that  such  is  the  opinion  cf  men  best  able 
to  form  a  judgment  on  the  matter.  How,  Sir,  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  country  have  been  referred  to  by  His 
Excellency.  It  is  true  there  has  been  a  certain  amount  of 
depression  common  to  this  country  with  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  ;  but,  Sir,  we  have  tho  consolation  of  re¬ 
flecting  that  if  there  is  a  depression  hero,  it  is  less  trying 
and  less  damaging  in  every  respect  than  in  either  the 
United  States  or  England.  Any  person  who  reads  the 
terrible  accounts  of  the  trade  depression  in  England — of 
closing  factories  and  unemployed  operatives — and  tho  same 
thing  in  the  United  States,  and  compares  that  condition  of 
affairs  with  what  exists  in  Canada,  must  at  once  be  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  trade  of  this  Dominion,  if  depressed 
at  the  present  time,  at  least  rests  on  sound  foundations. 
Tho  trade  of  our  country  consists  chiefly  in  fisheries,  coal 
and  other  mineral  products,  agricultural  and  animal  pro¬ 
ducts,  lumbering  and  manufacturing.  From  these  wo  should 
find  the  best  index  of  the  condition  of  tho  trade  of  this 
country.  Now,  taking  the  six  months  ending  the  31st 
Docomber,  1884,  I  find  that  tho  exports  of  tho  products  of 
the  mines,  as  compared  with  the  corresponding  period  in 
1883,  have  increased  $683,000,  of  animals  and  their  pro¬ 
ducts,  $1, 1K)0, 000,  of  agricultural  products,  $500,000,  and  of 
manufactures,  $45,000;  showing  a  steady  increase  in  tho 
value  of  our  exports  in  these  important  branches  of  indus¬ 
try  in  which  our  people  are  engaged.  This  is  convincing 
evidence  that  the  tendency  of  the  present  fiscal  tariff 
is  to  broaden  and  extend  the  base  upon  which  our  com¬ 
mercial  prosperity  must  rest — that  instead  of  having,  as 
was  the  case  when  the  former  depression  overtook  the 
country,  to  depend  solely  upon  our  agricultural  and  mining 
interests,  we  havo  other  industries  which  have  boon  created 
by  the  present  fiscal  policy,  to  supply  the  deficiencies  that 
existed.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  our  shipping  in¬ 
terest.  I  come  from  a  Maritime  Province — a  pro¬ 
vince  which,  I  think,  is  the  largest  shipping  province  in 
tho  Dominion  ;  -and,  notwithstanding  tho  fact  that  there  is 
a  decrease  amounting,  I  think,  to  some  $20,000,000  in  the 
value  of  the  imports  and  exports  of  the  Dominion  dui-ing 
the  past  year,  yet  we  find  that  the  tonnage  of  the  sea-going 
vessels,  inwards  and  outwards,  has  largely  increased.  Tho 
inci  ease,  I  find,  amounts  to  558,291  tons,  showing  that  a 
larger  quantity  of  goods  has  been  moved  during  the  year 
than  previously ;  and  the  increase,  compared  with  1879, 
reaches  the  very  largo  amount  of  2,712,214  tons.  This  1 
take  to  be  very  strong  evidence  of  the  soundness  of  our  trade 
policy ;  for  I  believe  i  am  not  wrong  in  saying  that,  accord¬ 
ing  to  eminent  statists, 'there  is  no  better  evidence  of  the 
soundness  of  a  country’s  trade  than  the  extent  of  its  inward 
and  outward  shipping.  I  find  also  that  the  coasting  trade, 
notwithstanding  the  development  of  railways  and  low 
freights  which  have  prevailed,  has  steadily  and  satis¬ 
factorily  increased,  that  trade  now  amounting  to 
15,473,000  tons.  These  figures  afford  strong  testimony 
to  the  healthy  state  of  trade,  particularly  in  connection 
with  the  shipping  interest.  I  had  my  attention  drawn  the 
other  day  to  a  very  excellent  and  clear  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Fairweather  before  the  Board  of  Trade  in  St.  John, 
N.B.,  in  which  he  exhaustively  discussed  tho  question  of 
inter- provincial  trade.  Hegavo  figures  which,  I  think,  were 
unknown,  or  at  any  rate  unappreciated,  up  to  this  time. 
From  his  statement  we  find  that  the  trade  between  tho  pro- 
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vinees  amounts  to  the  very  large  sum  of  $16,271,332.  Six 
years  ago,  beforo  the  introduction  of  tho  present  fiscal  policy, 
our  inter-provincial  trade  amounted  to  only  one-eighth  of  this 
figure.  This  is  a  remarkable  and  healthy  state  of  affairs,  and 
is  clearly  tho  result  of  the  fiscal  policy  adopted  at  that  time. 
From  these  figures  wo  can  draw  our  own  conclusions  as  to 
what  in  the  near  future  this  trade  must  grow  to.  From 
tho  steady  increases  it  has  shown  we  may  expect,  when  tho 
great  North-West  is  more  fully  connected  with  the  Eastern 
Frovinces,  that  an  infinitely  larger  trade  will  spring  up 
between  them  and  that  portion  of  the  Dominion.  Now,  Sir, 
there  is  one  fact  in  connection  with  our  trade  to  which  I  may 
bo  permitted  briefly  to  refer,  and  that  is  that  tho 
exports  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  during  the  past  year 
were  much  larger  than  the  imports.  I  think  the  excess  for 
consumption  amounts  to  $2,137,000 ;  that  is  the  excess  of 
oxports  over  the  imports  entered  for  consumption  ;  while 
on  the  other  hand  in  the  Western  Provinces  the  imports 
very  largely  exceed  the  exports.  For  those  who  contend 
that  the  excess  of  exports  over  imports  is  evidence  of  a 
country’s  prosperity,  these  figures,  I  hope,  will  make  them 
onco  and  for  all  appreciate  tho  value  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  to  the  Dominion.  When  you  add  to  that  the  fact 
that  our  vessels,  sailing  in  every  sea,  manned  by  the  expert 
and  hardy  mariners  who  belong  to  our  provinces — when 
you  reflect  that  those  vessels  are  returning  to  this  Dominion 
the  freights  earned  by  them,  you  will  see  that  the  Maritime 
Provinces  are  a  still  greater  source  of  wealth  to  the  Do¬ 
minion.  Shipbuilding  is  said  to  be  on  the  wane;  we  were 
told  that  that  industry  would  be  ruined  by  the  introduction 
of  the  present  fiscal  policy.  Now,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
speak  for  tho  other  provinces,  but  I  can  say  for  Nova 
Scotia  that,  so  far  from  that  being  the  case,  the  tonnage  is 
greater ;  I  can  say  that,  although  the  number  of  vessels  has 
slightly  diminished,  the  tonnage  has  actually  increased.  In 
18S3  tho  result  of  the  National  Policy  was  to  show  that  in 
Nova  Scotia  we  were  building  a  much  larger  class  of  vessels. 
In  1883  wo  built  202  vessels  with  a  tonnage  of  35,765 
tons;  in  1884,  while  wo  only  built  175  vessels, the  tonnage 
was  42,000  tonp,  thus  showing  that  so  far  from  that  industry 
diminishing  it  is  on  the  increase.  The  tonnage  is  also — and 
that  is  another  fact  worthy  of  noto — tho  largest  tonnage 
since  1878.  There  are  somo  other  facts  in  connection  with 
this  matter  to  which  I  will  refer  farther  on.  I  will  take 
now  the  fisheries,  an  interest  also  connected  with  my  pro¬ 
vince,  and  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  congratulate  the 
country  on  the  fact  that  the  catch  of  fish  steadily  increases. 
Thus,  notwithstanding  the  decrease  of  prices,  the  total  value 
of  the  catch  last  year  exceeds  that  of  the  year  previous  by 
a  million  dollars.  Now  that  is  a  satisfactory  result  for  us 
in  view  of  the  fishing  interest,  and  it  bears  testimony  to  tho 
wisdom  of  tho  policy  adopted  by  this  House  in  giving 
bounties  to  fishermen.  I  find  on  reference  to  some  reports 
that  1  hold  in  my  hand  that  the  effect  of  the  bounty  was 
to  increase  the  number  of  vessels  employed  in  the  deep 
sea  and  in-shore  fishing.  Last  year  we  had  about  40  fish¬ 
ing  vessels  built  in  the  county  of  Lunenburg  alone.  An¬ 
other  fact,  which  I  also  claim  as  proof  of  the  wisdom  of 
the  policy  of  giving  bounties,  is  that,  in  1883,  we  had  902  ves¬ 
sels  against  116  in  1882,  an  increase  of  786  vessels,  26,711 
tons,  which  increase  was  made  up  almost  entirely  from  Nova 
Scotia,  principally  in  the  counties  of  Lunenburg,  Shelburne, 
Yarmouth  and  Digby.  Eeforence  has  been  made  in  the  Speech 
to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  expedition.  I  have  no  doubt,  from  what 
wo  have  learned  on  the  subject,  that  oven  if  that  expedition 
does  not  realize  all  the  happy  results  anticipated  by  this 
country — even  if  alL the  objects  for  which  it  was  sent  are 
not  accomplished — and  that  wo  cannot  know  yet — it  will 
in  the  matter  of  fisheries,  be  a  large  gain  to  this  country. 
From  reports  we  have  already  received  we  find  both  in 
regard  to  the  salmon  and  cod  fisheries  that  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
expedition  will  give  us  important  information.  In  fact  it 
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has  already  shown  us  that  iu  addition  to  the  great  sea 
pastures  which  wo  have,  both  in  the  Eastern  Provinces  and 
British  Columbia,  we  will  have  one  moro  very  im¬ 
portant  field  added  in  the  north.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  with  reference  to  the  treaties  about  to  bo  made  be¬ 
tween  the  United  United  and  Spain.  While  wo  would  re¬ 
gret  being  excluded  from  any  advantage  we  might  gain  by 
trading  with  the  West  India  Islands  on  equal  terms  with  our 
neighbors,  yet  we  must  not  forget  one  fact,  that  we  possess 
the  great  fisheries  of  this  continent,  and  that  the  United 
States  have  not  sufficient  to  supply  their  own  consumption. 
From  some  figures  I  have,  I  find  that,  in  188 1,  the  Americans 
exported  $4,742,000  while  they  imported  $5,579,000,  show¬ 
ing  that  they  actually  have  not  enough  for  their  own 
consumption,  and  that,  should  they  make  these  treaties, 
they  will  have  to  look  to  us  for  their  supply.  In 
this  connection  I  may  be  pardoned  for  referring  to  the 
Washington  Treaty,  and  expressing  a  hope  that,  if,  when 
the  fishery  clauses  expire  in  June  next,  they  cannot  be  re¬ 
newed  on  as  favorable  terms  as  were  obtained  by  our 
worthy  chief,  the  Premier  of  this  Dominion,  at  Washington, 
formerly,  such  measures  will  be  taken  as  will  guard  and 
protect  this  our  national  heritage.  I  may  be  permitted  to 
add  one  thing  moro.  We  have  another  industry  in  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  which  we  trust  may  be  protected  at  the 
samo  time.  I  refer  to  our  great  coal  industries,  and  I  can¬ 
not  forbear  expressing  the  hope  that  the  United  Slates  may 
remove  duties  from  the  coal,  thus  enabling  our  great  col¬ 
lieries  to  immensely  increase  their  output.  I  hope  for  this, 
unless,  indeed  it  would  have  the  effect  of  raising  the  price 
of  coal  in  Ontario  by  enabling  the  Pennsylvania  coal  own¬ 
ers  to  increase  their  price.  I  find  that  the  total  exports  of 
animals  and  animal  products  for  this  year  is  some  $24,500,- 
000,  making  an  increase  of  over  $3,000,000  as  compared 
with  1883,  and  that  for  the  past  six  months  the  increase  in 
this  export  is  $1,875,000,  showing  a  much  larger  increase 
than  in  the  previous  year*.  While  on  that  subject  and  referring 
to  the  immense  importance  of  that  industry  to  the  people 
of  this  Dominion — becoming,  as  it  must,  greater  year  by 
year  as  tho  North-West  is  more  settled  and  developed — I 
cannot  help  alluding  to  the  vigorous  and  wise  action  of  my 
predecessor  in  the  representation  of  Cumberland,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  who  so  ably  represents  this  country  in  England, 
and  whose  wise  management  has  done  so  mueh  to  assist  and 
improve  this  trade.  Taking  into  consideration  tho  large 
ranches  now  existing  in  the  North-West  and  the  millions  of 
dollars  that  have  been  invested  in  that  industry,  we  can 
hardly  estimate  the  immense  importance  it  is  going  to  be 
to  this  country.  But,  Sir,  there  is  one  thing  that  we  may 
anticipate.  Perhaps  it  may  be  received  with  an  incredulous 
smile  by  some  persons,  but  I  believe  the  day  is  not  far 
distant,  when  communication  is  effectually  made  between 
the  North-West  and  the  Eastern  Provinces,  when  we  shall 
have  the  cattle  bred  and  fed  on  those  ranches  in  the  North- 
West  brought  to  tho  shores  of  the  Bay  of  Fundy  and  fatten¬ 
ed  on  the  marshes  which  surround  its  borders,  thus  enabling 
them  to  be  transported  to  England  with  the  least  loss  of 
flesh,  which  is  tho  great  difficulty  that  now  exists  in 
bringing  the  cattle  from  so  great  a  distance.  The 
lumbering  industry,  it  is  true,  is  to  a  certain  oxtent 
depressed.  That  is  a  matter  which  is  beyond  the  con¬ 
trol  of  any  fiscal  policy.  What  the  Government  could 
do  has  been  done  by  enabling  the  lumbermen  to  obtain 
their  supplies  at  the  very  lowest  rates.  On  examining  the 
returns,  however,  it  will  be  found  that  the  volume  of 
exports  from  the  forests  is  actually  greater  during  the  past 
year  than  in  the  previous  year,  while  we  know  the 
price  has  been  less.  This  is  convincing  evidence  of  the  fact 
that  our  hardy  lumbermen  are  receiving  employment, 
although  those  interested  in  buying  from  them  may  not 
receive  such  large  returns.  It  is  also  a  matter  of  congratu¬ 
lation  to  us  that  the  latest  reports  show  that  the  market  is 


rising.  I  find  that  tho  export  of  manufactures  during  tho 
past  fiscal  year  is  groator  than  in  tho  previous  one,  and 
during  the  past  six  months  it  has  been  proportionately 
larger  than  for  tho  provious  twelve  months.  This,  Sir, 
shows  that  this  important  industry,  tho  creation,  we  may 
almost  say,  of  the  National  Policy,  is  not  in  such  a  depressed 
state  as  wo  were  led  to  suppose.  I  can  only  rofor,  in  sup¬ 
port  of  this,  to  tho  remarks  made  by  the  Finance  Minister 
recently  in  Toronto,  as  vory  satisfactory  evidence  on  that 
point.  He  showed  that  the  artisans  have  increased  since 
the  introduction  of  the  protective  policy  9,500  a  year,  whilo 
during  tho  previous  ten  years  tho  increase  was  only  6,500. 
Take  that  statement  in  connection  with  Bradstreet' s,  where 
we  find  that  the  decrease  of  artisans  and  mechanics  in  the 
United  States  was  130  for  every  10, 000, while  in  Canada  it  was 
only  65  in  ton  thousand  during  the  samo  period.  In  tho 
matter  of  immigration — although  it  is  true  that  there  is  a 
falling  off,  owing,  as  His  Excellency  says,  to  various  causes 
to  which  I  need  not  now  allude — wo  find  that  a  much  better 
class  of  substantial  settlers  is  coming  amongst  us,  and  be¬ 
coming  permanent  residents.  I  find  tho  total  number  of  im¬ 
migrant  settlers  is,  in  round  numbers,  100,000  for  the  past 
year.  I  think  those  few  facts  which  I  havo  been  enabled  to 
givo  to  the  House  will  vorify  the  first  statement  in  His  Excel¬ 
lency’s  Speech,  when  ho  says  that  the  “  commercial  pros¬ 
perity,  although  it  has  to  some  extent  shared  in  the  depres¬ 
sion  which  has  prevailed  in  G  reat  Britain  and  in  the  neigh¬ 
boring  Republic,  rests  upon  foundations  which  no  temporary 
or  partial  disturbance  can  remove.”  Reference  is  made  to 
tho  railways  in  the  North-Wost.  Now,  Sir,  wo  can  all  appre¬ 
ciate  the  immenso  value  which  tho  North-West  is  to  this 
country.  It  is  not  for  me  to  descant  on  that  subject,  but  I 
do  believe  that,  if  tho  North-West  is  important  to  the  Do¬ 
minion,  it  is  equally  important  that  everything  should  be 
done  by  Parliament  to  help  and  develop  that  country.  It  is  to 
be  remombored  that  every  extra  cont  of  freight  which  tho 
farmers  have  to  pay  for  want  of  railway  communication 
in  that  country  handicaps  them  in  the  English  market. 
The  country  can  congratulate  itself  upon  the  near  comple¬ 
tion  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  groat  trunk  line 
which  wo  must  regard  as  a  national  achievement  of  which 
every  Canadian  may  be  proud.  I  regard  it  as  a  work,  not 
only  of  importance  to  Canada,  but  to  England  and  to  the 
Empire  itself,  and  we  may  expect  at  no  distant  day  that  it 
will  form  the  great  highway  from  England  to  her  Eastern 
possessions.  While  we  are  fully  convinced  that  Parliament 
has  done  well  to  aid  railways  in  the  North-West,  there  are 
some  railway  matters  in  connection  with  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  to  which  I  beg  leave  to  refer.  Parliament  gave  large 
assistance  to  railway  communication  throughout  the  North- 
West,  and  at  the  same  time  some  compensation  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces  was  given  by  subsidising  our  railways. 
Respecting  the  construction  of  the  road  from  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  to  Louisburg  through  tho  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  the 
House  will  learn  with  regret  that  the  company  have  failed 
to  carry  out  the  object  Parliament  had  in  view.  I  am  sorry 
to  have  to  say  that  the  people  are  suffering  in  consequence 
of  the  default  of  that  company,  but  I  trust  I  am  fully  justified 
in  believing  that  ere  the  Session  closes,  such  provision  will 
have  been  made  by  the  Government,  either  by  negotiation 
or  legislation,  as  will  remove  all  cause  of  discontent  and 
lead  to  the  early  completion  of  that  road  to  the  Port  of 
Louisburg  in  Cape  Breton.  Now  there  are  many  other 
matters  in  the  Speech,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  allude  to 
them  at  any  length.  The  franchise,  for  instance,  is  of  great 
importance  to  this  country,  and  it  is  time  that  it  should  be 
dealt  with.  Having,  as  we  now  have,  different  franchises 
on  which  membors  are  elected  to  this  House,  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  those  franchises  should  be  made  uniform,  and  any  mea¬ 
sure  of  that  kind,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  have  ample  consid¬ 
eration.  The  revision  of  the  Statutes,  also,  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  the  country.  The  subject  of  a  bank- 
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ruptcy  law,  we  must  all  admit,  is  a  difficult  one  to  deal  with 
—a  most  difficult  subject,  indeed,  to  deal  with.  It  has  been 
found  so  in  the  United  States  ;  it  has  been  found  so  in  Eng¬ 
land;  and  I  can  only  trust  that  any  measure  that  may  be 
brought  forward  in  reference  to  that  subject,  will  have  a 
just  and  proper  regard  to  the  relations  between  debtor  and 
creditor.  The  exhibitions  at  Antwerp  and  London  are  also 
matters  of  great  importance  to  this  country,  and  as  they 
will  be  an  excellent  advertisement  of  the  country’s  re¬ 
sources,  it  is  our  duty  to  encourage  manufacturers  and 
others  to  show  the  world  what  our  country  can  do.  In 
conclusion,  Sir,  I  cannot  forbear  referring  to  the 
gratification  we  must  all  feel  at  finding  still  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  of  this  country  the  dis¬ 
tinguish©  i_  leader  of  the  Liberal -Conservative  party, 
who,  with  undiminished  vigor,  is  still  able  to  sustain 
the  responsibilities  of  his  office.  It  was  with  feelings  of 
gratification  that  the  people  of  this  country,  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  heard  of  the  honors  conferred  upon  him  by 
Her  Majesty ;  and  I  think  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  through¬ 
out  this  Dominion  the  hope  is  indulged  that  ho  may  long 
bo  spared  to  preside  over,  and  guide,  and  guard  the  destinies 
of  this  great  Dominion  of  ours. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  to  congratulate  my  hon. 
friends  who  have  just  addressed  the  House  on  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  discharged  their  somewhat  difficult  and 
onerous  task.  It  is  true  that  we  observed  at  some  stages 
slight  signs  of  hesitation,  but  upon  the  whole,  if  I  were 
asked  to  say  in  what  particular  art  of  oratory  they  have 
most  shown  their  abilities  to-day,  I  should  say  it  was  in  the 
euphemistic  and  hyperbolic  stylo.  We  have  heard  an 
account  of  the  country,  we  have  heard  an  account  of  its 
progress  and  prosperity,  we  have  heard  an  account  of  its 
condition,  which  we  should  be  only  too  glad  if  we  could 
adopt  as  correct,  but  which,  unfortunately,  from  the  point 
of  view  from  which  wo  look  at  that  condition,  from  the 
facts  which  are  visible  to  our  eyes,  from  the  accounts  which 
reach  our  ears,  we  are  utterly  unable  to  assent  to ;  and  I  must 
repeat  my  congratulations  to  my  hon.  friends,  havi ug 
undertaken  the  task  of  seconding  and  bettering  the  expres¬ 
sions  in  the  Speech,  that  they  have  been  able  to  go  through 
their  business  with  so  much  gallantry,  and,  upon  the  whole, 
with  so  little  hesitation.  I  am  sorry  that  we  are  met  so  late. 
I  had  hoped  that  after  the  promise  made  the  Session  before 
last,  and  which  was  very  measurably  kept  last  Session,  we 
should  have  adhered  to  the  notion  of  comiDg  here  as  soon  as 
our  friends  and  colleagues  from  the  most  distant  parts  of 
the  Dominion  could  reach  Ottawa,  after  passing  their  Christ¬ 
mas  week  at  home.  I  believe  that  that  is  the  most  con¬ 
venient  time  for  the  discharge  of  the  legislative  business  of 
the  Dominion,  and  it  is  a  very  important  thing  for  us  that 
that  business  should  be  discharged  at  the  period  at  which  it 
can,  with  the  least  inconvenience  to  the  country,  and  to  the 
members  who  compose  the  Legislature,  be  discharged.  I 
trust  that  we  shall  not  on  future  occasions  go  further  into  the 
year  than  to-day,  but  rather  that  our  future  Sessions  may 
commence  at  the  time  at  which  the  hon.  gentleman  brought 
us  together  last  year,  if  not  a  few  days  earlier.  I  join  in  the 
congratulations  which  have  been  addressed  to  the  House  in 
the  gracious  Speech,  and  referred  to  slightly  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  moved  and  seconded  the  Answer,  as 
to  the  abundant  harvest  which,  no  doubt,  has  been  a  very 
great  blessing.  I  have  not  observed  upon  this  occasion  a 
repetition  of  those  further  eulogies  with  reference  to  har¬ 
vests  which  have  accompanied  some  former  Ministerial 
utterances  upon  that  subject.  1  recollect  very  well  the 
occasion  of  a  Ministerial  demonstration  in  the  western  part 
of  this  province  a  few  years  ago — I  think  in  honor  of  the 
Minister  ot  Public  Works — when  a  then  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  representing  an  Ontario  constituency,  declared  that 
he  had  voted  for,  and  intended  to  support,  the  Government 
Mr.  Townsend. 


that  had  raised  the  price  of  wheat  from  77  cents  to  $1.40. 
He  did,  I  admit,  vote  for  and  support  that  Government, 
whether  upon  those  or  other  grounds  I  know  not.  He  was 
faithful,  and  he  has  received  his  reward.  He  no  longer 
adorns  these  benches,  at  least  during  the  sitting  of  the 
House,  but  he  receives  a  handsome  salary  for  inspecting 
the  Colonization  Companies  of  the  North-West.  I  dare 
say,  under  similar  circumstances,  some  other  hon.  members, 
with  similar  expectations,  may  be  induced  to  say  that  the 
price  of  wheat  is  to-day  satisfactory  ;  but  that  stretch  of 
audacity  has  not  yet  prevailed  in  this  House.  And  we  are 
told  besides,  in  effect,  that  we  are  enjoying  commercial 
prosperity  as  well  as  a  good  harvest ;  and  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Beauce  (Mr.  Taschereau),  several  times  felicitated 
us  upon  the  condition  of  the  country.  He  opened  his 
speech  with  felicitating  us  on  our  general  prosperity,  and 
he  said  he  could  not  do  better  than  close  it  with  a  repeti¬ 
tion  of  the  same  felicitation.  It  is  admitted,  indeed,  that 
we  have  a  share,  a  slight  share,  a  modest  share  hardly 
worth  mentioning,  to  be  mentioned  only  in  a  whisper  at  all 
events,  in  the  depression  which  is  said  to  prevail  in  the 
neighboring  Republic  and  also  in  Great  Britain.  But  we 
are  told  that  we  are  ever  so  much  better  off  than 
they  are — the  great  exemplars  of  Free  Trade  on  the 
one  hand,  and  of  Protection  on  the  other.  We 
have,  I  presume,  reached  the  happy  modium  with 
respect  to  our  fiscal  policy.  We  are,  I  suppose,  just 
right.  They  protect  too  much  in  the  United  States,  and  so 
their  depressions  are  deeper;  they  protect  too  little  in 
England,  and  so  their  depressions  are  deeper;  but  happy 
Canada,  its  financial  destinies  presided  over  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  smiles  so  blandly  upon  me,  and  who,  no 
doubt,  would  smile  in  the  same  way  on  a  platform  in  St. 
John,  if  he  happened  to  be  there  to-day, — I  say  happy  Can¬ 
ada  has  found  the  medium.  She  neither  indulges  iu  Free 
Trade  nor  does  she  indulge  in  Protection,  and  so,  by  conse¬ 
quence  of  that  the  depression  is  ever  so  much  lighter.  But 
there  is  a  depression.  It  is  now  acknowledged.  It  was 
faintly  denied  last  year.  I  remember,  two  or  three  years 
before,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  prophesied — standing 
as  he  does  on  a  great  eminence,  with  means  and  sources  of 
information  not  available  to  the  general  public,  responsible 
as  he  is,  at  least  to  some  extent  for  giving  the  tone  and  turn 
to  public  opinion,  which  is  important  in  these  respects  — 
ten  years  of  prosperity,  and  invited  those  who  might  trust 
in  him  to  clap  on  all  sail  for  that  time  and  then  to  take  it 
in.  Last  year  he  offered  us  a  modified  prosperity.  Three 
years  had  elapsed  so  he  did  not  offer  us  the  ten  years  then  ; 
but  he  gave  us  seven  years,  to  date  from  last  Session,  It  was 
not  absolute  prosperity,  it  was  not  an  all-sail  kind  of  pros¬ 
perity  ;  you  were  to  take  in  a  reef  or  two,  and  if  only  you 
took  in  a  reef  or  two,  and  were  prudent,  you  would  get  seven 
years  of  prosperity.  Well,  we  have  had  one  year  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  half-breed  prosperity;  we  have  had  one 
year  of  going  under  reduced  canvas,  and  I  am  afraid  in  too 
many  instances  with  masts  gone  and  running  under  jury 
masts,  and  in  some  other  instances  with  wrecks  on  divers 
rocks  and  reefs,  some  of  which  were  created  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself.  I  say  we  have  had  that  little  time,  and 
now  we  are  told  that  there  is  depression,  but  that  it  is  only 
a  modified  depression.  What  a  contrast  that  is  to  the  ten 
years  of  full-sail  prosperity,  and  even  to  the  seven  years  of 
modified  prosperity  promised  last  year  !  What  a  contrast 
the  condition  of  the  country  presents  in  the  light  of  the  pro¬ 
mises  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  just  before  the  General 
Election  of  1882  !  What  do  we  hear  to-day  of  the  increasing 
industries  which  were  to  be  established,  provided  he  se¬ 
cured  the  verdict  which  the  hon.  gentleman  solicited  and 
which  he  obtained  upon  the  faith  of  fallacious  promises 
made  in  1882?  The  hon.  the  First  Minister  speaking  in 
Toronto,  said  : 
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“I  tell  you  th;s, and  this  is  not  a  matter  of  supposition  but  of  certainty 
and  knowledge  on  my  part,  that  there  are  millions  of  dollars  waiting  to 
be  invested  in  Canada,  millions  in  England  and  large  sums  in  the  United 
States  waiting  to  be  invested  in  every  kind  of  industry,  in  mines  and 
manufactures  of  every  kind.  ” 

And  then  a  little  later  he  said  : 

“  All  that  is  wanted  by  capitalists  in  Canada,  England,  and  the'United 
States,  aye,  in  Prance  and  Germany,  is  to  learn  whether  the  country  is 
of  the  fixed,  coustant  opinion  that  the  National  Policy  shall  be  continued 
as  settled  in  1878.” 

He  promised  us,  not  as  a  matter  of  speculation,  not  as  a 
matter  of  expectation,  not  as  a  matter  of  belief,  not 
as  a  matter  of  calculation  as  were  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister’s  promises  ot  continued  prosperity, not  as  a  matter  of 
supposition,  but  of  certainty  and  knowledge,  that  if  he 
got  the  verdict  which  a  few  weeks  afterwards  he  did  get, 
we  would  see  not  merely  a  continuance  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  indirstrial  activity,  not  merely  a  continuance  of  exist¬ 
ing  industrial  investment,  hut  an  enormous  influx  of 
capital  in  addition,  to  be  invested  in  various  industries. 
Where  are  they  ?  I  ask  again,  where  are  those  millions 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  certified  to  us  as  a  matter  of 
absolute  certainty  would  bo  here  if  he  was  retained  in  power  ? 
The  gracious  Speech  assures  us  that  our  commercial  pros¬ 
perity  rests  upon  foundations  which  no  temporary  or  partial 
disturbance  can  remove.  There  is  a  sense  in  which  I  agree 
to  that  proposition.  I  am  glad  to  do  so,  because  I  do  not 
desire  to  move  an  amendment  to  the  Speech.  There  is  a 
sense,  I  say,  in  which  I  agreo  to  that  proposition.  Such 
commercial  prosperity  as  in  this  country  wo  can  enjoy  does 
rest  on  permanent  foundations.  It  rests  on  the  land  and  on 
the  sea.  It  rests  upon  the  fertility  of  the  soil,  upon  our 
agricultural  products,  upon  our  great  timber  resources, 
upon  our  minerals,  upon  our  ships,  upon  our  fisheries;  but 
important  and  large  as  all  these  interests  are,  it  rests,  and 
will  for  many  generations  mainly  rest  in  Canada,  upon  the 
land.  And  it  depends,  these  being  the  foundations,  upon 
the  well-applied  energy  and  industry  of  our  people  and  the 
frugality  of  their  expenditure.  If  those  energies  and  abili¬ 
ties  and  that  frugality  are  properly  applied  we  shall 
grow  in  trade,  commerce  and  manufactures.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  obviously  reads  the  Speech  in  another  way.  It 
is  not  upon  these  great  foundations  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred,  which  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  may  indeed  shape, 
which  he  may  indeed  to  some  extent  interfere  with,  but  it 
is  upon  Acts  of  Parliament  that  he  thinks  our  trade  and  com¬ 
merce  and  prosperity  depend.  We  should,  circumstanced 
as  we  are,  having  gone  through  a  very  long  period  of  liqui¬ 
dation,  of  depression,  of  economy,  during  which  all  the 
weak  houses  in  business  were  eliminated,  and  having  made 
a  fresh  start  a  very  little  while  ago,  we  should,  in  the 
natural  and  ordinary  course  of  things,  have  had  a  right  to 
expect,  not  indeed  the  Finance  Minister’s  promised  duration 
of  prosperity,  but  we  had  a  right  to  expect  a  very  consider¬ 
able  number  of  years  of  extraordinary  prosperity.  That 
is  what  past  events,  and  tho  experience  of  different 
commercial  countries,  would  have  indicated  to  us.  What 
wo  have  got  is  a  too  brief  gleam  of  prosperity.  What 
we  obtained  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  arrangement  was 
not  an  increased  permanence  of  that  prosperity  but  an 
abbreviation  of  it.  It  has  been  contracted,  its  term  has  been 
shortened,  and  difficulties  have  been  created  by  the  system 
which  he  lauds  as  the  very  foundation  of  prosperity  itself. 
How  has  this  been  done  ?  Disturbances  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  speaks  of.  He  talks  of  temporary  and  partial  disturb¬ 
ances.  There  have  been  disturbances  not  very  partial  but 
pretty  general— not  very  temporary,  for  they  have  lasted  a 
good  while.  There  have  been  disturbances  which  he  has 
created.  There  has  been  tho  disturbance  of  a  high,  an 
excessive  taxation.  There  has  been  the  disturbance  of  an 
unequal,  an  unjust  taxation.  There  has  been  the  disturbance 
of  a  sectional  taxation.  There  has  been  the  disturbance  of 
an  unnecessary  amount  of  taxation.  There  has  been  an 


unnecessary  withdrawal  of  the  people’s  earnings  from  the 
conduct  of  the  people’s  business.  There  has  been  a  diver¬ 
sion  and  a  lock-up  of  money,  causing  an  entire  loss  and 
annihilation  of  capital  as  an  effect  of  his  policy.  There  have 
been  great  inflation  and  speculation  promoted  by  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  policy.  There  has  been  an  unnatural  stimulus 
administered  to  certain  favored  industries,  giving  to  them 
a  brief  opportunity  of  fleecing  the  public  with  the  higher 
rates  they  were  enabled  to  charge  while  they  were  practical 
monopolies,  and  producing,  natural,  inevitable,  predicted 
results  at  a  time  even  earlier  than  we  might  have  expected 
them  .  These  disturbances  are  due  not  to  visitations  from 
on  high  ;  they  are  not  due  to  the  natural  difficulties  of  our 
situation.  They  are  due  to  the  action  of  this  Government 
and  the  preceding  and  present  Parliament.  It  is  natural, 
under  the  circumstances  to  which  I  have  alluded,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  propose  to  press  upon  our  attention 
a  bankruptcy  or  insolvency  law.  It  was  the  natural  out¬ 
crop  of  his  policy.  He  has  delayed  it  as  long  as  he  could, 
but  he  feels  that  the  situation  is  so  serious  that  that 
measure  must  be  brought  into  the  -prominence  which 
all  measures  receive  when  they  are  introduced  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  We  are  told  that  Canadian  boards  of 
trade  and  English  chambers  of  commerce  alike  have 
pointed  out  the  necessity  of  such  a  measure.  We  were 
quite  familiar  with  the  views  of  Canadian  boards  of  trade. 
They  have  been  pressed  upon  us  for  more  than  one  Session 
past.  Strong  representations  have  been  made  by 
the  principal  boards — the  Montreal  board,  the  Toronto  board 
— and,  I  think,  one  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  Montreal 
introduced  last  Session  a  Bill,  based  on  a  report  or  pro¬ 
posal  by  the  board  of  trade  of  his  city,  and  we  know 
the  active  course  which  has  been  pursued  by  some  of  our 
western  boards.  They  did  not  have  much  effect ;  but  I 
observe  by  the  papers  that  the  First  Minister  has  taken  a 
trip  to  the  other  side  of  the  water  and  has  seen  there  some 
of  the  English  chambers  of  commerce.  The  Finance 
Minister  has  also  seen  them,  and  I  am  glad  to  know  that 
their  representations  have  had  more  effect  than  the  repre¬ 
sentations  of  our  home-made  boards  of  trade,  and  that  they 
have  given  so  much  attention  to  the  subject  as  is  involved 
in  suggesting  its  consideration  in  the  Speech.  The  First 
Minister,  indeed,  in  that  country,  in  which  it  seems  there  is 
something  in  the  air — I  do  not  know  what  it  may  be— 
which  makes  our  tongues  wag  a  little  wildly  sometimes, 
told  one  of  the  chambers  he  addressed,  that  we  were  prin¬ 
cipally  a  rural  population,  with  the  prejudices  of  a  rural 
population  ;  that  we  naturally  represented  those  prejudices 
ourselves,  and  of  course  there  were  difficulties  iu  passing 
such  a  law.  If  we  were  an  urban  population,  if  we  had  the 
superior  intelligence  and  knowledge  of  affairs  which 
belong  to  urban  populations,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
the  matter;  but  having  only  poor  homespun  country 
people  for  our  constituents  and  representing  them  in 
this  House,  there  were  difficulties  in  carrying  out 
the  measure.  However,  he  said  he  would  do  what  he  coaid 
with  us  ;  he  would  do  his  best  to  open  our  eyes  and  remove 
these  scales  of  prejudice  from  our  vision.  And  1  suppose  he 
has  satisfied  himself  that  if  his  influence  is  so  great,  and  in¬ 
deed  I  observe  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  said  V6tat, 
c'est  moi~ that  he  will  do  what  he  will — and  I  suppose  from 
the  utterances  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  has  decided  that 
he  will  do  what  he  will  in  this  matter.  Now  there  were  glori- 
fications  on  this  subject  some  time  ago  when,  after  a  long 
period  of  depression,  the  threat  of  the  removal  from  the 
Statute  Book  of  the  existing  bankruptcy  Act  had  frightened 
all  the  weak  houses  into,  in  some  cases,  premature  assign¬ 
ments.  We  had  pointed  out  to  us  as  the  effect  of  the 
policy  of  the  Administration  the  short  bead  roll  of  the 
bankruptcies  and  insolvencies  when  they  were  something 
between  six  and  eight  millions  for  a  period  of  three  years. 
In  1883  they  became  heavy,  though  noi  so  heavy  as  in  the 
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old  days,  and  they  became  very  heavy  in  1884.  The  list  of 
liabilities  for  1883  was  about  $15,900,000  while  for  1884  they 
were  about  $19,000,000,  and  these  figures  become  still  more 
i*emarkable  when  we  look  at  the  distribution  of  the  bank¬ 
ruptcies  by  Provinces.  Quebec  has  fared  much  better  in 
this  regard  in  1884  than  in  1883.  The  Province  of 
Manitoba  has  fared  better  still,  for  if  I  rightly  recol¬ 
lect  its  insolvency  liabilities  amounted  to  only  about  one- 
fourth  of  the  liabilities  for  the  year  before.  But  the 
other  Provinces,  Ontario,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and 
Prince  Edward  Island,  present  very  different  features.  The 
liabilities  for  Ontario,  in  1883,  are  stated  at  $4, 100, 000  ; 
for  1884,  $9,600,000.  Nova  Scotia,  1883,  $1,075,000  ;  in 
1884,  $2,075,000.  In  New  Brunswick,  in  1883,  the  liabilities 
were  $750,000,  and  in  1884,  $1,675,000.  The  liabilities  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  in  1883  were  $40,000,  and  in  1884, 
$150,000.  In  all  cases  I  have  given  the  round  figures,  and 
they  make  a  gross  result  for  1883  in  these  four  provinces 
of  $6,550,000,  and  in  1884,  $14,400,000,  an  increase  of 
about  140  per  cent.  As  to  the  numbers,  I  observe  that  the 
hon .  First  Minister  the  other  day  stated  that  we  compared 
favorably  in  that  respect  with  the  United  States.  But  that 
was  a  statement  made  on  very  inaccurate  information 
indeed,  because  the  number  in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
traders  in  Canada  was  ono  in  fifty,  while  in  the  United 
States  it  was  only  one  in  eighty-four;  and  it  would  be  difficult 
even  for  my  hon.  friend  from  Baauce  (Mr.  Taschereau)  or 
my  hon.  friend  from  Cumberland  (Mr.  Townshend)  to  make 
out  that  that  was  a  sign  of  comparative  prosperity.  The 
bank  returns  show  similar  results.  The  current  commer¬ 
cial  loans  have  decreased  over  eighteen  and  a-half  millions 
between  1882  and  1884,  and  the  larger  portion  has  taken 
place  in  1883.  Overdue  debts  have  more  than  doubled 
between  1.  82  and  1884.  They  were  $3,190,000  in  1882, 
and  $4,400,000  in  1883,  and  $6,440,000  in  the  year  which 
has  just  expired.  The  circulation  has  decreased  more  than 
four  and  a-half  millions  between  1882  and  ls84  ;  public  de¬ 
posits  have  decreased  about  the  same  amount  in  tho  same 
period.  Government  deposits  have  decreased  about  one 
half— in  fact  we  do  not  know  where  the  money  has  gone. 
On  the  whole  I  maintain,  notwithstanding  the  smooth 
phrases  of  my  hon.  friend,  that  the  condition  of  the  country 
in  the  large  is  one  of  dulness  and  depression  ;  of  stagnation, 
of  short  hours,  of  reduced  wages,  of  reduced  opportunities 
for  working  men,  of  lost  capital,  of  vanished  opportunities, 
of  hard  times  generally,  and  hardest  chiefly  in  those 
industries  which  were  but  a  while  ago  the  chief  and  prime 
glories  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  fiscal  policy.  Take 
the  cotton  industry.  In  New  York  the  First  Minister 
was  candid  enough,  I  observe,  to  admit  that  there  was  a 
little  trouble  in  cotton,  but  when  he  got  to  England  he 
almost  forgot  the  existence  even  of  that  trouble,  and  said 
there  was  a  condition  of  tolerable  general  prosperity.  Take 
the  iron  industry;  take  the  sugar  industry;  take  important 
branches  of  the  woollen  industry.  I  will  give  as  an  example 
the  general  production  of  knitted  goods.  All  these  were 
cases  for  the  application  of  unbounded  praise  but  a  short 
time  ago  to  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Administration,  which 
had,  it  was  said,  revived  and  almost  recreated  these  indus¬ 
tries,  and  put  them  in  a  position  of  stability,  permanence, 
and  great  prosperity.  What  is  their  condition  to-day  ? 
What  has  it  been  for  the  past  year  ?  Does  any  man  doubt 
that  there  has  been  an  immense  permanent  loss  of  capital 
in  the  cotton  industry  ?  Does  any  man  doubt  that  there  has 
been  an  unproductive  diversion  of  capital  in  that 
industry,  as  well  as  in  the  industry  of  knitted  goods  ? 
There  is  another  great  industry — an  industry  which  if 
you  take  the  output,  may  be  said  xo  be  almost  the 
largest  —  the  milling  industry.  I  do  not  perceive 
that  the  millers  are  entirely  contented  with  the  present 
tariff.  The  degree  of  protection  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  them  does  not  seem  to  satisfy  them.  On  the  contrary, 
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they  seem  to  be  so  blind  as  to  suppose  that  they  are  dis¬ 
criminated  against.  They  are  so  foolish  as  to  allege  that 
there  is  a  positive  premium  placed  on  the  importation  of 
flour  in  place  of  wheat  from  the  United  States;  and  I  see 
that  they  are  presenting  a  petition,  whether  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  the  Parliament  I  know  not,  asking  that  the  duty  on 
flour  should  be  raised  to  a  dollar  a  barrel,  and  I  observe 
that  the  Finance  Minister  has  more  than  once  stated  lately 
that  serious  consideration  would  have  to  be  given  to  the 
difficulties  of  the  milling  industry.  Having  stated  so  much 
generally  with  reference  to  the  condition  of  the  country,  I 
would  allude  again  to  the  City  of  St.  John.  It  is  the  con¬ 
stituency  of  the  Finance  Minister,  and  in  its  fate  and  fortune 
he  is  no  doubt  specially  interested.  1  do  not  believe  things 
have  been  so  bad  in  the  City  of  St.  John  for  forty  years  as 
they  have  been  in  the  last  year,  aud  I  do  not  believe  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  find  his  old  and  faithful  friends 
in  that  city  rally  around  him  in  support  of  his 
policy  as  they  might  do  in  support  of  himself  indi¬ 
vidually.  I  believe  they  have  had  amongst  the 
saddest  and  most  difficult  experiences  of  the  failure 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  policy  to  do  the  great  things  which 
he  promised  it  would  do.  Take  the  capital  city  of  Nova 
Scotia,  the  City  of  Halifax,  and  ascertain  what  its  condition 
is.  Ascertain  in  each  case  what  the  condition  of  the 
specially-protected  industry  is.  Look  at  the  cotton  indus¬ 
try  of  St.  John  ;  look  at  the  cotton  industry  of  Halifax,  the 
sugar  industry  of  Halifax,  the  West  Indian  trade  of  Halifax 
which  this  policy  was  going  to  do  so  much  to  develop.  Go 
to  the  far  West,  and  look  at  the  City  of  Winnipeg,  and  what 
is  its  condition  this  year  as  compared  with  the  last  ?  Manu¬ 
factures,  of  course,  have  not  been  developed  there;  but 
take  the  returns  of  Customs  duties,  of  populations,  of  assess¬ 
ment,  take  the  general  condition  of  the  people,  and  tell  us 
whether  Winnipeg  has  prospered.  And  so,  whether  you  go 
to  the  far  East  or  to  the  far  West  on  this  side  of  the  Bocky 
Mountains,  can  you  find  prosperity  ?  Take  the  old  City  of 
Quebec,  and  notwithstanding  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cumberland  that  the  timber  and  ship  building 
industries  are  flourishing  in  Nova  Scotia,  I  ask  what  is 
the  condition  of  these  industries  in  Quebec  ?  There  is 
another  view,  however,  not  quite  so  pleasant,  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  overlooked  when  he  told  us  of  the  change 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  system  of  construction  of  ships  in 
Nova  Scotia,  and  that  is,  that  it  is  found  that  the  ships  of 
the  tonnage  formerly  prevalent  can  no  longer  live,  that  they 
cannot  do  a  business  to  keep  thon  afloat,  and  that  vessels  of 
larger  tonnage  for  longer  voyages  have  to  be  constructed. 
There  has  been  a  change  in  the  system  owing  to  a  change 
in  the  times.  In  the  long  struggle  between  steam  and  sail 
and  between  wood  and  iron,  it  is  found  that  the  only  chance 
for  wood  must  be  in  vessels  of  large  tonnage  and  built  for 
long  voyages,  and  if  so  ships  constructed  before  that  change 
took  place  must  be  doing  an  unprofitable  business.  So, 
when  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  spoke  of  the  largo 
amount  of  tonnage  employed,  and  said  it  was  in  an  active 
condition,  I  must  say  he  surprised  me,  because  it  is  tho 
common  talk  of  the  world  that  there  has  never  been  a  time 
when  tonnage  was  so  unprofitable  as  it  has  been  in  the  last 
year.  It  is  certain  that  there  has  been  a  great  over¬ 
production  in  the  world’s  tonnage.  It  is  also  certain  that 
freights  were  never  lower  and  that  ships  are  carrying 
freights  at  pricos  which  cannot  pay.  It  happenoi  only 
the  other  day  that  there  were  tenders  for  carrying  a 
certain  lot  of  stuff  from  Liverpool  to  London,  and  an 
Atlantic  linor  agreed  to  carry  it  by  way  of  New  York  for 
six  shillings.  That  is  the  state  of  the  shipping  industry  of 
the  world  when  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  finds 
cause  for  congratulation  in  the  state  of  tho  shipping  indus¬ 
try  of  Nova  Scotia.  The  hon.  member  having  told  us  that 
his  province  was  flourishing  so  greatly,  it  was  natural  that 
out  of  the  abundance  of  bis  heart  he  should  have  had  regard 
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for  tho  poor  Province  of  Ontario.  I  thank  him  for  his  con¬ 
sideration  when,  in  expressing  the  hope  that  the  article  of 
coal  should  be  admitted  free  into  the  United  States,  he 
coupled  with  it  the  reservation  that  he  would  have  regard 
for  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  that  he  should  not  like  to 
have  the  price  increased  there  by  the  removal  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  duty  on  that  article  imported  from  the  United  States. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  member’s  remark  was 
serious  or  a  joke.  If  a  joke  he  will  allow  me  to  say  that  it 
was  not  a  very  good  one  ;  if  serious,  I  will  not  waste  time 
upon  it.  To  go  a  little  farther  west  than  Montreal,  take  tho 
town  of  Cornwall,  one  of  the  glories  of  the  National  Policy, 
a  place  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  was  good  enough  to 
visit  shortly  after  the  election  of  1882,  and  find  what  the 
condition  of  the  main  industry  in  that  town  is.  Go  to  the 
City  of  Kingston,  to  Cobourg,  to  Oshawa;  go  even  to 
Toronto,  which  has  exceptional  opportunities  of  prosperity 
and  growth,  and  which  has  fortunately  only  a  few  pro¬ 
tected  industries.  It  is  true  we  have  a  couple.  We 
have  the  bolt  works,  but  they  are  shut  up — yes,  they 
bolted,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Fast  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie) 
says ;  we  have  also  the  glucose  works,  but  they  were 
never  opened.  Other  industries  we  have,  and  they  are 
in  a  happier  condition.  Then  take  Hamilton,  Dundas, 
London,  St.  Catharines,  Guelph,  Chatham — it  would  be 
too-  tedious,  Sir,  to  prolong  the  list,  but  with  very  few  ex¬ 
ceptions  you  will  find  that  the  story  of  the  cities  and  towns 
and  industrial  centres  of  Canada  is  the  same  everywhere. 
It  varies  in  degree,  but  it  is  the  same  in  kind  ;  it  is  one  of 
difficulty  and  depression  instead  of  life  and  animation.  No 
wonder.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  I  have  said,  has  done 
what  he  could  to  disarrange  the  natural  progress  and  growth 
of  these  industries,  and  we  have  in  the  lumbering  industry, 
the  farming  industry  and,  notwithstanding  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland,  the  fishing  and  ship¬ 
ping  industries,  great  sources  of  difficulty,  owing  to  this 
process  of  disarrangement.  You  could  not  give  that  perma¬ 
nent  prosperity  you  talked  of,  but  you  could  take  it  away, 
you  could  shorten  it,  and  that  you  have  done.  The  Speech 
rather  regrets  than  otherwise  the  diminution  in  imports,  but 
it  announces,  I  observe,  that  notwithstanding  that  circum¬ 
stance  and  notwithstanding  the  lessened  prices  and  volume 
of  imports,  the  revenue  exceeds  the  expenditure.  At  the 
close  of  the  financial  year  a  surplus  was  announced  of  about 
$1,600,000 — $700,000  from  the  other  sources  of  the  revenue 
and  $900,000,  in  round  figures,  from  Dominion  lands.  The 
expenditure  on  Dominion  lands  was  omitted,  and  I  am 
afraid  it  was  very  large,  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  charges 
it  to  capital  account,  he  finds  it  is  of  no  account  at 
all.  We  borrow  the  money  to  pay  for  the  expenditure 
on  Dominion  lands  which  1  am  afraid  was  about  $700,000. 
This  would  leave  a  modest  margin  of  $200,000  as  tho  net 
revenue  from  Dominion  lands  instead  of  $900,000:  or  if 
you  leave  your  revenue  from  Dominion  lands  intact,  it 
would  absorb  the  surplus  from  all  other  sources.  Perhaps 
I  am  uncharitable,  but  I  suspect  the  hon.  gentleman  of 
having  put  to  capital  account  some  of  those  railway  aids 
which  we  have  been  granting  so  lavishly  out  of  our  revenues, 
from  time  to  time,  until  taday ;  and  I  shall  look  with  some 
anxiety  for  the  production  of  the  Public  Accounts  to  see 
whether  this  surplus,  small  as  it  is,  compared  with  former 
surplusses  which  the  hon.  gentleman  gloried  in,  is  real  or 
in  large  part  fictitious.  With  reference  to  the  question, 
adverted  to  in  the  Speech,  of  the  lessened  price  of  imports, 
it  is  to  be  remembered  that  that  circumstance  is  not  of  such 
great  importance  under  the  present  as  under  the  old  ad 
valorem  tariff,  because  there  is  now  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  duties  specific,  and  you  pay  the  same  duty  to  that 
extent,  however  cheaply  the  goods  may  be  bought.  But 
this  is  also  to  be  remembered,  that  your  revenue — although 
you  very  nearly  produce  an  equilibrium — is  still  very  large. 
In  1879  and  1880  the  imports  were  from  eighty-two  to 


eighty-six  and  a  half  million  dollars,  and  tho  hon.  Minister 
said  they  were  too  large  and  ought  to  bo  reduced.  Ho  said 
that  one  of  tho  great  sources  of  evil  and  difficulty  in  this  coun¬ 
try  had  boon  the  expansion  of  imports ;  he  congratulated  us 
on  their  being  down  to  these  figures,  but  he  wanted  to 
break  them  down  still  further  in  order  to  make  things  safe 
and  lidy  and  comfortable.  Now  in  this  year  of  reduced 
imports  they  are  still  $30,000,000  to  $35,000,000  more  than 
they  were  in  the  year  when  the  hon.  gentleman  said  they 
were  too  large,  so  that  it  is  not  for  you,  whose  policy  it 
was  to  make  tho  imports  smaller  than  $85,000,000,  to  con¬ 
gratulate  yourselves,  because  they  are  $35,000,000  more 
than  what  you  said  was  too  much.  If,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  imports  have  decreased  and  the  revenue  has  diminished, 
on  the  other  hand  the  hon.  gentleman  is  getting  back  slowly 
to  his  policy  which  was  to  havo  loss  than  $85,000,000.  But 
about  the  same  time  tho  hon.  gentleman  denounced  the 
adverse  balance  of  trade  and  gloried  very  much  insthe  cir¬ 
cumstance  that  in  one  year  that  adverse  balance  had  been 
turned  the  other  way,  and  I  recollect  well  how  the  Minis¬ 
terial  organs  generally  crowed  over  that  event.  The  good 
time  had  come  and  we  were  going  to  keep  it  up.  We  were 
going  to  keep  up  our  exports  and  to  keep  down  our 
imports.  Well,  that  has  not  happened.  At  the  time  that 
the  hon,  gentleman  said  he  did  it,  he  had  succeeded,  in 
pursuance  of  his  policy,  in  so  arranging  that  he  had, 
I  think,  one  or  two  millions  excess  of  exports  over  imports 
and  ho  was  happy.  But  if  his  policy  is  to  be  measured 
by  his  statement  at  that  time,  what  sort  of  value  must 
be  given  to  it  when  there  is  an  adverse  balance  of 
$.'5,000,000?  In  1878  he  declared  $13,000,000  was  about 
the  sum  required  for  Customs  duties  to  carry  on  the 
public  service,  and  in  1881  he  gloried  in  having  obtained 
a  revenue  of  eighteen  and  a-half  millions,  which  was 
a  very  handsome  revenue  and  produced  a  very  large 
surplug.  This  year  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  Customs 
revenue  of  more  than  twenty  millions,  or  more  than  one 
and  a-half  million  greater  than  in  the  year  1881,  when  he 
got  this  eighteen  and  a  half  millions  which  produced  so 
large  a  surplus  as  the  surplus  of  that  year.  Yet  we 
learn  now  lhat  the  hon.  gentleman  almost  seems  to  regret 
the  revenue  is  reduced,  and  says  that  notwithstanding  its 
reduction  he  is  still  able  to  produce  a  modest  surplus. 
Well,  I  admit  the  growth  of  Canada  in  one  respect ; 
we  have  grown  in  "many  things,  in  various  degrees, 
but  there  is  one  thing  alone  in  which  it  may  be 
said  we  have  grown  enormously — a  growth,  I  think, 
almost  too  great  to  be  natural  and  wholesome,  though 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  thought  differently.  What  I  re¬ 
fer  to  is  the  amount  of  money  we  take  out  of  the  people  in 
the  way  of  Customs — an  amount  which  has  increased  50 
per  cent.  Whether  we  have  grown  equally  in  any  other  re¬ 
spect,  except  in  our  ability  to  extract  from  the  people  their 
national  life,  I  leave  to  the  most  ardent  supporters  of  the 
Government,  not  to  assert  but  to  establish.  Our  public 
debt  has  increased  very  largely  ;  we  shall  get  the  account 
very  soon.  With  the  engagements  of  the  year  preceding,  and 
looking  to  those  engagements  which  are  to  be  added  in  the 
coming  year,  it  is  clear  that  there  must  be  an  increase  of 
the  public  debt  to  a  very  large  extent.  That  general  result 
affected  our  credit.  Notwithstanding  the  great  commenda¬ 
tion  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  the  great  loan,  we  find  it 
drags  ;  we  find  that  it  is  a  drug  in  the  market;  we  find  it 
stated  in  an  important  London  paper  the  other  day  that  a 
portion  of  it  was  taken  by  a  few  persons  who  hold  it  still, 
as  they  havo  been  unable  to  unload.  And  that 
is  the  condition  of  things,  arranged  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  in  which  we  have  to  effect  the  important  opera¬ 
tion  of  exchanging  a  very  large  proportion  of  our  5  per 
cent,  debt  in  a  very  few  months.  I  hope,  however,  Sir, 
that  whatever  else  the  hon.  gentleman  may  have  done  with 
reference  to  our  finances,  he  has  been  more  careful  of  his 


12 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


January  SO 

9 


investments  than  he  was  last  year.  I  trust  he  has  not  in¬ 
vested  any  more  money  in  banks  like  the  Exchange  Bank, 
and  that  no  item  of  that  description  will  reappear  in 
our  Public  Accounts  as  an  investment.  All  the  circum 
stances  which  have  since  become  manifest  to  the  general 
public  with  reference  to  the  disgraceful  management  of  that 
institution  throw  light  upon  what  ought  to  have  been  the 
conduct  and  the  policy  of  the  Administration,  when  they 
lent,  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which  they 
did  lend,  that  sura  at  the  time  at  which  they  did  lend  it; 
and  I  cannot  but  conceive  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
have  a  very  difficult  task,  even  in  this  House  and  to  this 
House,  in  vindicating,  with  that  added  light,  his  conduct  in 
that  transaction.  We  seem  to  have  stopped  a  good  many 
gaps.  We  seem  to  have  filled  up  many  voids.  We 
seem  to  have  handed  over  to  Mi-.  Craig  some  $i00,000 
I  think  it  was,  and  I  suppose  that  settled  that 
little  gap  that  was  made  in  that  anomalous  account  which 
placed  a  sum  of  $6,500,  I  think  it  was,  to  the  credit  of  the 
Conservative  election  committee.  I  forget  which  division 
of  Montreal  it  was,  but  I  dare  say  the  hon.  member  to  whom 
it  belongs  will  rise  and  say.  Now,  Sir,  it  was  in  this  state 
of  things  with  reference  to  the  country  that  the  First 
Minister  in  England  in  November  last  declared  that 
at  that  juncture  there  were  no  industries  materially  suffer¬ 
ing  and  that  every  industrious  man  could  get  a  good  day’s 
pay  for  a  good  day’s  work.  It  is  indeed  quite  true  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  assumed  a  new  role.  Who  does  not 
remember  the  diatribes  that  were  uttered  against  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  and  those  who  acted 
with  him  when  they  modestly  said  that  they  thought  it  was  of 
some  consequence  to  Canada  that  it  should  be  a  cheap 
country  to  live  in  ?  Who  does  not  remember  that  we  were 
almost  told  it  was  a  disreputable  thing  to  have  a  cheap 
country  to  live  in — cheap  and  nasty — that  what  was 
wanted  was  a  dear  country  to  live  in  and  plenty  of  money 
to  pay  the  high  prices  ?  That  was  the  argument, 
and  it  was  said  that  the  argument  to  the  contrary,  of 
its  being  of  some  consequence  that  the  prices  of  com¬ 
modities  should  be  low  and  that  people  should  pay  as 
little  as  possible  for  what  they  wanted,  was  a  despicable 
argument,  an  argument  to  be  swept  away  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  But  it  is  his  argument  to-day.  He 
repeats  on  two  occasions  the  statement  that  we  are  suffering 
to-day  from  too  great  plenty.  There  is  too  much  wheat  in 
the  country  and  so  wheat  and  flour  are  too  cheap ;  thero  is 
too  much  cotton  in  the  country,  enough  for  three  times  as 
many  people  as  there  are,  and  so  we  are  suffering  because 
cotton  is  too  cheap ;  and  so  forth  and  so  forth.  Well,  in 
part,  of  course,  this  is  due  to  that  general  reduction  of  values 
which  the  hon.  gentlem  n  mentions  in  the  Speech  itself, 
which  he  declares  exists,  and  which  applies  necessarily  to 
imports  and,  by  reflex  action,  to  a  considerable  extent  to 
home  manufactures.  For  example,  sugar.  I  read  the  report 
the  other  day  of  the  Connal  stores  in  Glasgo-v  for  the  close  of 
the  year,  and  l  find  from  it  that  for  the  last  few  weeks  of 
the  year  a  fair  quantity  of  yellow  sugar  was  retailed  in 
Glasgow  at  a  penny  a  pound,  and  it  was  not  due  to  the 
fiscal  policy  of  Great  Britain,  in  the  way  of  protection  at  all 
events,  that  that  was  achieved.  But  I  hear  hon.  gentlemen 
talking  about  relatively  cheap  sugar,  not  relatively 
cheap  as  compared  with  the  price  in  England, 

but  as  compared  with  the  price  hero  a  little 
while  ago,  and  declaring  that  this  is  the  result 
of  their  fiscal  policy  here.  But  the  effect  of  these  valuos 
being  reduced,  as  far  as  their  policy  has  affected  them,  is 
that,  instead  of  there  being  a  slaughter  of  the  foreign  goods 
to  the  prejudice  of  the  foreign  maker,  there  is  a  slaughter 
of  the  dorm-stic  goods  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  domestic 
maker.  We  have  brought  to  our  own  doors,  to  our  own 
homes,  and  amongst  ourselves  an  unnecessary  and  abnormal 
degree  of  demoralization  of  trade,  of  depression  of  values, 
Mx.  Blake, 


and  of  difficulty.  The  consumer  is  reaping  a  temporary 
advantage,  it  may  be,  which  we  know  will  not  be  a  per¬ 
manent  one,  which  will  very  soon  bo  disposed  of;  but,  in 
the  meantime  what  has  happened  to  the  industries  the  hon. 
gentlemen  were  so  anxious  to  protect  and  secure,  and  to 
the  workingmen  whose  wages  are  reduced,  whose  numbers 
are  diminished,  whose  horn's  of  remunerative  toil  aro 
shortened  ?  What  is  wanted  in  some  of  those  industries  is  a 
blessing  of  some  kind  or  another.  There  are  natural  bless¬ 
ings  which  may  relieve  the  hon.  gentleman.  A  flood  or  a 
fire  would  relieve  him.  If  we  could  sell  some  of  our  sur¬ 
plus  cotton  manufactories  to  an  insurance  company,  it 
would  relieve  him.  If  we  had  a  violont  storm  of  some  kind 
that  would  carry  them  away,  that  would  help  the  thing  a 
little  bit.  Short  of  that,  if  what  we  hear  is  to  be  believed, 
we  want  a  ring  or  a  combination  by  which  half  the 
machinery  can  be  kept  idle  and  the  other  half  worked;  by 
which  the  operatives  may  be  cut  off  to  the  extent  of  one 
half  in  numbers,  the  rest  worked,  and  the  general  consumer 
may  be  obliged,  by  the  effect  of  the  high  tariff,  to  pay  such 
a  price  as  will  remunerate  the  capitalist  in  respect,  first,  of 
the  mill  he  is  working,  and,  secondly,  of  the  mill  he  is 
keeping  idle.  These  are  the  things  we  want,  and  in  regard 
to  cotton  and  knitted  goods  I  observe  that  there  is  some 
hope  of  something  of  the  kind  being  accomplished.  It  is  a 
difficult  matter  to  accomplish,  it  takes  time  to  arrange,  land 
afterwards  very  often  it  is  broken.  Still,  it  is  getting  along, 
and  by  means  of  these  natural  or  these  artificial  blessings  it 
is  possible  that  the  hon.  gentleman  may  be  able  to  report 
some  improvement  in  some  of  these  industries  on  some  other 
and  happier  day*  While  this  is  the  condition  of  matters, 
we  hear  nothing  now  about  the  foreign  trade.  Oh,  I  beg  the 
hon.  member  for  Cumberland’s  pardon  — we  did  hear  a  little 
of  it  from  him — we  hoard  that  the  export  of  manufactures 
had  increased  by  $43,000  over  the  previous  year.  Has  the 
hon.  gentleman  taken  the  average  of  the  years  before  the  pre¬ 
sent  fiscal  tariffand  compared  it  with  tho  average  of  theyears 
under  the  present  tariff,  which  was  to  develop  our  manufac¬ 
tures,  and  promote  our  trade  ?  If  he  does  so,  he  will  find 
the  comparison  gives  a  vory  different  result.  I  know  not 
the  figures  for  the  last  six  months.  No  doubt  he  has  stated 
them  correctly,  but  tho  excess  which  he  gives,  notan  excess 
over  the  figures  of  the  old  days,  but  an  excess  over  those  of 
1883,  is  no  indication  of  the  improvement  of  trade.  We 
heard  in  tho  past  a  groat  deal  of  the  efforts  made  to  encour¬ 
age  trade  with  foreign  nations.  We  have  appointed  High 
Commissioners,  first  one  and  then  another,  specially  to  ac¬ 
complish  that  object.  We  have  had  missions  to  France, 
Spain  and  elsewhere  with  tho  same  view.  As  yet,  however, 
there  has  been  no  result  that  we  can  ascertain,  and  I  am 
entitled  to  assume,  in  the  absence  of  any  statement  to-day 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that  there  is  no  result— that 
there  is  nothing  to  be  communicated  to  us.  So  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  that  which  is  of  course  also  foi'eign  trade,  but  which 
naturally  assumes  an  exceptional  prominence  in  our  eyes 
— reciprocity  with  the  United  States — we  hear  nothing 
except  tho  statement  that  we  are  not  to  move,  that  we 
are  to  do  nothing,  that  we  are  not  to  approach 
them,  that  we  must  wait  until  they  approach  us. 
It  was  our  view,  and  we  emphasised  it  last  Session  by  a 
vote,  that  the  expiry  of  tho  articles  of  the  Washington 
Treaty  rendered  it  prudent  to  enter  into  negotiations  with 
the  United  States  upon  the  subject  of  the  fishery  arrange¬ 
ments  betwoen  the  two  countries,  and  in  connection  with 
that  the  subject  of  reciprocal  trade  between  the  two  coun¬ 
tries.  The  hon.  gentleman  caused  that  resolution  to  bo 
amended ;  he  declared  it  was  inopportune,  and  the  policy 
of  masterly  inactivity  seems  to  have  been  pursued  until 
now.  We  drifted  along  without  effort,  that  we  know  of, 
that  we  are  told  of,  to  secure  better  relations  than  are 
likely  to  occur  from  the  policy  of  drifting.  Now  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  having  found  grounds  for  con- 
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gratnlation  as  to  tlio  past,  and  as  to  tho  present,  found  it  I 
very  easy  to  be  congratulatory  as  to  tho  future.  I  am  not 
surprised  that  when  they  wore  able  to  felicitate  us  upon 
our  present  condition  they  should  come  to  that  conclusion 
with  reference  to  our  more  immediate  future ;  and  I  hope 
that  tho  early  apprehension  by  tho  public  of  Canada  of  the 
fallacy  of  tho  views  of  the  hon.  Finance  Minister,  their 
early  reaching  the  conclusion  that  ho  was  not  a  trust¬ 
worthy  guide,  the  determination  which  they  evinced — not, 
indeed,  until  after  there  had  been,  under  his  advice,  an  un¬ 
healthy  expansion,  a  diversion  of  capital  from  which  we  are 
suffering  tc-day,  but  still  much  earlier  than  wo  would  have 
expected  them  to  do — their  reaching,  I  say,  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  they  must  retrench  and  draw  in,  will  enable  us 
to  pass  through  what  one  hon.  gentleman  called  tho 
present  crisis,  and  pass  through  the  present  period  of  de¬ 
pression,  at  any  rate,  within  a  period  of  not  very  protracted 
length  nor  of  very  great  severity.  But  I  do  not  bolieve 
that  there  are  indications  which  would  render  it  justifiable 
in  the  Legislature  of  this  country,  in  membors  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  or  in  Ministers,  to  invite  the  commercial  and  the 
general  community  to  launch  out  at  this  time.  I  believe 
that  we  have  before  us  a  year  of  considerable  difficulty  ;  I 
believe  we  have  before  us  a  year  in  which  it  will  be 
requisite  to  exercise  the  virtues  of  prudence,  of  frugality, 
and  of  retrenchment  in  public  and  in  private  affairs,  and 
that  the  true  advice  to  give  to  the  people  is  what  I  have 
just  now  suggested — not  to  befool  them  with  statements  as 
to  their  immediately  returning  into  the  state  from  which 
they  have  recently  gone,  but  rather  to  point  out  tho  true 
method  by  which  it  is  alone  possible  to  hope  for  a  recur¬ 
rence  of  good  times.  I  am  quite  aware  that  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  opposite,  many  of  them,  denounce  statements  of  this 
description,  that  they  declare  that  they  are  unpatriotic, 
that  they  declaro  that  it  is  wrong  to  deal  with  facts  as 
they  present  themselves  to  the  mind  of  the  speaker,  if  those 
facts  are  not  grateful  10  their  ears;  but  I  believe  that  it  is 
our  duty  not  to  exaggerate  but  to  state  facts,  and  the  con¬ 
clusions  from  them,  as  we  really  understand  them,  and  that 
honest  advice  of  that  description  is  what  we  owe  to  our 
country;  and,  therefore,  notwithstanding  these  denuncia¬ 
tions,  i  am  determined,  for  my  part,  to  “toll  tho  truth  and 
shame — the  Tories.”  Now,  Sir,  tho  second  paragraph  of 
the  Speech  deals  particularly  with  Manitoba  and  tho  North- 
West;  and  somo  later  paragraphs  with  railways  thoro  and 
with  tho  financial  status  of  the  Province.  1  am  very  glad 
to  hear  the  account  of  the  well- being,  the  hopefulness  and 
content  of  the  settlers  there,  which  are  said  to  have  been 
manifested  to  the  visitors  from  tho  British  Association. 
We  all  cheerfully  voted  the  supplies  which  were  asked 
from  this  Parliament  in  order  to  carry  out  the  projected 
visit  of  the  British  Association ;  wo  were  all  very  glad  that 
it  took  place;  we  all  expected  considerable  benefit  from  it, 
and  there  was  no  dissenting  voice  as  to  the  pecuniary  arrange¬ 
ments  that  the  Government  proposed  upon  that  occasion ; 
but  it  did  strike  me  as  one  of  tho  most  cogent  proofs  of  tho 
excellence  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland,  in  that 
particular  part  of  oratory  to  which  I  referred,  namely, 
hyperbole,  that  he  should  have  declared  that  no  event  in 
the  history  of  Canada  during  the  present  century  has  been 
so  important,  or  x'edoundod  so  much  to  its  advantage,  as 
the  visit  of  the  British  Association.  I  remember  in  my  own 
experience  a  good  many  things,  and  I  have  read  of  many 
more  which  i  conceive  to  have  been  of  infinitely  greater 
importance  to  our  country,  which  have  conduced  more  to 
its  credit  and  prosperity  than  tho  visit  of  some  two  hundred, 
or  whatever  the  number  may  have  been,  of  eminent  British 
gentlemen,  could  by  any  possibility  do.  Now,  Sir,  tho  ex¬ 
pectations  of  immigration,  it  is  said,  have  been  disappointing 
but  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  account,  not  so  very  much 
so.  He  says  about  100,000  came  in.  I  shall  not  enter 
into  the  controversy  which  is  going  on  from  Session  to 


Session  as  to  tho  accuracy  of  those  figuros.  Wo  will  got 
them,  and  they  will  be  analysed  in  duo  time.  But  extra¬ 
vagant  expectations  of  immigration  were,  no  doubt,  enter¬ 
tained.  At  one  time  we  hoped  great  things  from  the  rail¬ 
way  company  and  we  were  told  when  the  contract  was  lot 
that  one  of  the  burdens  from  which  the  country  would  bo 
relieved  was  that  of  getting  immigration  into  tho  North- 
West,  bocause  tho  railway  company  would  do  that  for 
us.  I  havo  not  observed,  in  any  accounts  that  I  have 
received,  any  large  expenditures,  as  yet,  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  Company  upon  immigration,  but  I  do 
observe  per  contra  that  our  own  expenditures  havo  boon 
very  largely  increased,  and  this  year  they  will  be  found 
considerably  to  have  exceeded  half  a  million  of  money. 
Notwithstanding  that  glowing  picture  which  the  Speech 
gives  of  hopefulness,  well-being  and  content  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  1  am  obliged  to  reiterate  tho  viow 
that  there  have  been  great  blunders  and  errors  in 
the  policy  of  the  Administration,  with  reference  to  that 
country;  that  tho  railway  monopoly,  the  policy  as  to 
other  lines  in  Manitoba  in  the  earlier  years  after  the  con¬ 
tract  with  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  Company,  the  lock¬ 
ing  up  of  largo  blocks  of  lands,  the  speculative  sales  which 
were  made,  and  the  operation  of  the  tariff,  have  all  been  ex¬ 
tremely  adverse  to  the  creation  and  permanent  existence  of 
that  condition  of  hopefulness,  woll  being  and  content  which 
we  all  agree  is  so  essential  to  tho  growth  of  that  country  and 
the  prosperity  of  Canada  at  Jax-ge,  dependent,  as  it  is,  for  its 
prospox’ity  upon  tho  pi-osperity  of  tho  North-West,  so  great  is 
the  stake  it  has  takon  in  that  countiy.  The  hon.  momber  for 
Cumberland  pointed  out  in  a  sentence  that  fact.  He  says 
one  cent  on  a  bushel  of  wheat  to  the  farmer  of  the  North- 
West  is  of  the  gi’eatest  impoi'tance ;  we  must  not  handicap 
him  in  his  effox-t  to  get  his  wheat  to  the  mai’kets  of  Eui’ope. 
That  is  the  great  difficulty.  That  is  the  difficulty  which  wo 
have  got  to  combat,  a  difficulty  largely  of  our  own  crea¬ 
tion,  in  viow  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  whole  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  Tho 
anxiety  of  tho  people  of  that  country  to  obtain  some  other 
mode  of  communication,  their  anxiety  to  reach  Europe  by 
some  other  means,  cutting  off  us  of  the  East  by  a  shoi’t  run 
to  Hudson’s  Bay,  their  proposals  with  l’espect  to  tho  ex¬ 
penditure,  the  zeal  which  they  display  in  px-essing  tho  con¬ 
struction  of  that  railway,  are  to  my  mind  tho  strongest 
evidences  of  tho  feeling  that  must  oxist  thero,  as  to  tho  vital 
impoi'tance  of  procuring  some  other  moans  of  communica¬ 
tion  or  somo  competition  with  respect  to  moving  their  pro¬ 
duce.  I  was  vei’y  soxTy  to  hear — I  suppose  it  was  a  half 
inepii’ed  utterance — fi’om  the  hon.  member  for  Cumbei'land 
(Mi'.  Townshend),  when,  in  referring  to  tho  expedition  to 
Hudson’s  Bay  ho  told  us  that  whatever  difficulties  it  m:ght 
havo  evidenced  as  to  its  primary  object,  the  establishing  of 
the  possibility  of  a  route  between  tho  North-West  and 
Eux'ope,  we  had  at  all  events  to  congratulate  ourselves  more 
than  to  console  ourselves  with  the  reflection  that  we  had 
found  a  new  salmon  fishery.  That  will,  indeed,  be  balm  to 
the  peoplo  of  the  North-West.  I  am  very  glad  under  these 
cii’cumstances  to  hear,  and  I  hope  it  is  not  now  too  late,  that 
a  libox-al  land  policy  with  x'ospect  to  l-ailways  in  the  North- 
West  is  about  to  be  adopted.  When  the  Pacific  Bailway 
Company  was  chartered  we  wore  told  that  it  would  supply 
us  with  branch  linos;  that  a  very  lai’ge  proportion  of  tho  land 
grant  was  to  be  taken  in  districts  off  the  main  line,  and  that 
interest  and  policy  would  necessitate  their  building  tho 
branches ;  and  in  tho  earlier  days,  after  the  execution  of  that 
contract,  they  adopted  that  view  themselves  and  they  pi-o- 
jected  very  lengthy  lines — I  cannot  now  give  you  the  mile¬ 
age,  but  in  one  year  the  projects  transmitted  to  tho  Minister 
covered  more  than  one  thousand  miles  of  branch  lines.  But 
a  change  took  place  in  their  policy  and  in  the  policy  of  tho 
Administration, and  it  was  determined  to  make  it  the  primai-y 
1  objoct,  to  the  exclusion  and  sacrifice  of  the  bx’anch  linos,  in 
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the  meantime,  to  finish  the  ends  of  the  main  line;  and  so, 
although  something  has  been  done  by  the  company  in  that 
direction,  something  where  it  was  necessary  perhaps  to 
meet  competition,  something  where  it  was  necessary  to  push 
to  one  side  rival  enterprises,  something  where  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  another  means  of  connection  with  the 
second  lino  of  the  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  Manitoba 
Bailway,  yet  what  has  been  done  in  that  direction  has  beon 
trifling  compared  with  tho  expectations  which  were 
hold  out  to  us,  trifling  compared  with  their  own 
projects  as  laid  before  us  years  ago.  I  cannot  blame  them, 
•—this  policy  having  been  adopted — because  if  all  tho  res- 
sources  they  possessed,  if  all  the  money  they  could  borrow 
and  raise,  woro  to  be  devoted  to  tho  construction  of  the  ends 
of  the  line,  it  was  clear  there  could  bo  nothing  left  for  the 
branches.  One  observation  only  1  will  make.  Long  ago, 
in  the  last  Session,  I  think,  of  the  Parliament  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  a  proposal  was 
made  to  grant  liberal  aid  to  local  railways.  That  proposal 
has  been  the  subject  of  much  animadversion  and  criticism  on 
t  he  other  side.  Hon.  gentlemen  were  going  to  do  the  thing 
a  great  deal  better;  they  were  going  to  help  the  railway 
companies  and  at  the  same  time  make  money  out  it ;  they 
would  not  give  the  land  away,  not  they  ;  they  would  sell  it 
at  $1  per  acre  and  tho  company  would  make  $1  or  $1.50, 
and  so  both  the  railways  would  be  benefited  and  the  Public 
Treasury  replenished.  But  now  we  find  free  grants  are  to 
be  given  to  railways.  I  will  add  this  caution  to  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  I  hope,  whatever  arrangement  is  made 
with  any  railway  for  a  free  grant  of  land,  it  will  be  coupled 
with  such  restrictions  as  will  secure  those  lands  being  open 
for  settlement  at  fixed  moderate  prices.  I  maintain  that 
that  is  of  vital  importance.  We  have  suffered  enough  in  tho 
North-West  from  not  keeping  that  before  us  as 
a  leading,  cardinal  principle  in  the  land  and  railway 
policy  of  the  country.  To  repeat  that  policy  now 
would  be  more  than  a  blunder ;  it  would  be  a  crime.  I  hope 
that  the  golden  dream  has  not  altogether  vanished,  and  that 
it  is  not  too  late  for  the  Government  to  have  awakened  to 
the  necessities  of  the  situation,  because  I  have  always 
believed  that  the  rapid  settlement  of  that  country  demanded 
numerous  railways  through  it,  and  I  stated  in  my  place 
here  years  ago,  that  you  might  as  well  talk  about  rapidly 
settling  the  North-West  with  one  cart  road  as  with  one  rail¬ 
way.  The  hon.  First  Minister  has  not  upon  this  occasion 
said  anything  in  the  Speech  about  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  Company— and  for  this  much  thanks.  We  were  a 
little  afraid  there  might  be  an  announcement  made  to  us. 
We  were  reassured  by  a  statement  made  that  tho  company 
had,  during  a  certain  period,  mado  $800,000  or  $900,000  of 
net  profits.  We  were  reassured  by  a  statement  that  out  of 
those  profits  the  company  would  be  able  to  pay  its 
February  dividend  in  excess  of  the  guarantee  dividend, 
$625,000,  making  a  profit  to  investors  in  that  enterprise  of 
from  11  to  12|-  per  cent.,  according  to  the  rate  at  which 
they  acquired  their  security.  We  are  glad  to  know  by  this 
fortunate  omission  in  the  Speech  that  we  will  not 
be  called  upon  to  put  our  hands  into  our  pockets 
again.  We  are  glad  to  know  that  no  demand  for  further  help 
will  be  made;  wo  aro  glad  to  know  that  the  second  final 
settlement  is  final,  at  all  events  for  this  Session,  and  that 
wo  have  therefore  nothing  to  apprehend  in  that  direction 
with  respect  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  But  while 
that  is  so,  I  had  expected  that  the  circumstances  of  the 
road,  its  approaching  completion  and  the  great  through 
trade  that  is  about  to  be  developed,  would  have  been  the 
subject  of  a  glorifying  paragraph.  I  had  really  expected 
that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  could  extract  so  much  sun¬ 
shine  from  cucumbers  as  he  has  done  with  respect  to  those 
matters  which  he  has  put  into  the  Speech,  he  would  have 
certainly  found,  particularly  when  we  regard  the  floods  of 
oratory  which  we  have  heard  within  the  last  fow  weeks  on 
Mr.  Blake. 
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this  subject,  something  in  rogard  to  tho  completion,  boforo 
we  next  met,  of  the  great  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  and  its 
through  trade,  and  the  new  impetus  which  is  to  be  given  to 
Cauada.  And  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr. 
Townshend)  felt  there  was  an  omission  there,  and  he 
bettered  the  Speech  by  himself  introducing  the  subject,  and 
pointing  out  to  us  that  the  road  was  going  to  do  great 
things  tor  us,  of  which  the  Speech  does  not  tell  but  of 
which  orators  toll  us.  I  hope  it  may  be  so.  I  hope  tho 
trade  will  be  quite  as  large  as  the  hon.  gentleman  depicted, 
and  quite  as  profitable;  but  still  I  would  havo  had  a 
stronger  assurance  had  I  found  it  certified  by  Ministers  whose 
every  prediction  has  hitherto  beon  verified  to  the  letter. 
There  is  one  point  on  which  I  should  like  to  have  heard  some¬ 
thing,  and  that  is  with  respect  to  the  grades  in  the  Bockies 
and  tho  Selkirk  Bango.  Tho  time  has  now  arrived 
when  Ministers  must  have  settled  and  approved  the  route 
of  the  road.  I  have  more  than  once  called  their  attention 
to  the  fact  that  tho  reports  of  engineers  indicated  that 
grades  could  not  be  obtained  within  the  contract,  and  that 
there  was  no  power  to  approvo  grades  heavier  than  those 
specified  in  the  contract.  1  trust  no  violation  of  the  law 
has  taken  place,  and  that  no  grades  havo  been  approved  or 
sought  to  be  approved  in  excess  of  those  which  Parliament 
sanctioned,  because  it  seems  to  me  that  a  grave  breach  of 
the  duty  of  tho  Administration  to  Parliament  will  have 
been  committed,  as  well  as  a  coui'se  taken  which  may  be,  in 
the  future,  extremely  prejudicial  to  the  permanent  interests 
of  the  railway,  if  that  result  has  taken  place.  Nor  do  we 
hear  anything  this  time  about  the  colonization  companies. 
I  am  sorry  for  that.  I  had  hoped  to  hear  they  had  paid 
their  instalments  and  that  the  Treasury  was  getting  filled 
from  their  resources.  Instead  of  that,  a  rumor  is  in  circu¬ 
lation  that  they  are  calling  for  relief.  It  is  actually  said 
that  they  talk  about  a  change ;  that  they  require  some  modi-, 
fication  in  their  position,  and  that  they  make  the  change  in 
the  policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to  branch  rail¬ 
ways  a  basis  for  their  application.  They  say,  if  you 
are  going  to  give  branch  railways  lands  free  along  then- 
roads,  the  companies  will  sell  them  at  prices  at  which 
people  who  have  free  lands  can  sell  them  and  make  a  hand¬ 
some  profit;  and  how  shall  we  make  a  profit  when  we  have 
to  pay  for  our  lands  which  will  come  into  competition  with 
these  free  lands  at  the  disposal  of  railway  companies, 
and  therefore  as  you  have  conceded  it  for  the  others,  so  you 
should  for  the  colonization  companies.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  it  is  to  me  a  great  pleasure  and  satisfaction  to 
refer  to  solemn  estimates,  to  ascertained  and  carefully  cal¬ 
culated  results,  to  feel  that  whatever  difficulties  may  some¬ 
times  oppress  my  mind  and  make  me  rather  gloomy  as  to 
the  financial  results  of  the  lands  in  tho  North-West,  we 
know  that  the  Government,  on  an  occasion  when  they  were 
calling  upon  Parliament  to  take  an  important  step,  when 
they  were  demonstrating  the  consequences  of  that  step, 
took  their  officers  into  their  confidence,  and  obtained  from 
them  statements  which  reassured  my  sinking  spirits.  On 
the  4th  of  May,  1883,  the  late  hon.  Minister  of  Eailways 
was  about  to  address  the  House  on  the  subject  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  and  on  that  day,  doubtless  with  a 
view  of  confirming  his  own  statements — as  if  those  state¬ 
ments  should  need  confirmation — read  a  letter  from  the 
first  officer  of  the  hon.  First  Minister,  which  letter  the  late 
Minister  of  Bailways  read  in  the  House,  and  which  I  have 
read  several  times  in  the  last  few  months,  whenever  I  felt 
low  spirited  about  the  financial  results  of  the  sales  of  our 
lands  in  the  North-West.  That  letter  is  as  follows 

“  Ottawa,  4th  May,  1883. 

“  Sir,— Having  given  the  subjects  my  best  and  fullest  consideration”— 

You  see  how  careful  he  was,  Mr.  Speaker- - 

“  I  estimate  that  the  receipts  of  this  department  from  the  sale  of  agri¬ 
cultural  and  coal  lands,  timber  dues,  rents  of  grazing  lands,  and  sales 
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of  mineral  lands  other  than  coal,  with  the  royalties  from  the  minerals, 
between  the  1st  January  1883,  and  the  31st  December,  1801,  both 
inclusive,” - - 

Mark  you  the  precision  of  detail.  The  1st  of  January  and  the 

3 1st  December,  wero  both  included  in  the  calculation - 

“  will  amount  to  not  less  than  $58,000,000. 

“  A.  M.  Bcrgess.” 

That,  Sir,  is  testimony  which  makes  mo  feel  happy  under 
the  most  desperate  circumstances.  We  are  sorry  to  observe 
that  the  receipts  from  Dominion  lands  this  year  do  not 
quite  come  up  to  the  proportion.  In  fact,  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  particular  year  in  which  they  may  be  said  to  have 
reached  those  figures.  But  doubtless  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  just  stooping  to  conquer.  He  was  withdrawing  only 
to  make  the  better  leap,  and  what  little  has  been  done  in 
the  way  of  permitting  arrears  to  accumulate  in  the  North- 
West  lands  will  be  made  good;  the  assurance  given  to 
Parliament  by  the  Ministry  will  be  implemented,  and  our 
debts  will  not  only  be  paid  but  we  will  have  a  handsome 
revenue  from  the  sale  of  North-West  lands — between  the 
1st  of  January,  1883,  and  the  3 1st  December,  1891,  “both 
inclusive.”  But  while  I  feel  thus  assured  as  to  the  West, 
while  I  stick  to  my  text  and  insist  on  its  accuracy  in 
spite  of  all  difficulties,  I  am  not  so  certain  about  the  Eastern 
part  of  our  expenditure.  One  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  addressed  the  House — in  fact  both  of  them — alluded 
to  the  East,  The  hon,  member  for  Beauce  (Mr;  Tas- 
chereau)  said  something  about  one  East  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Townshend)  said  something 
about  another  farther  East,  and  it  seems  we  havo  not  re¬ 
ceived  any  assurance  or  statement  as  yet  as  to  the  effects 
of  the  policy  of  last  Session  in  the  East.  What  of  the  Short 
Line  route  ?  What  of  the  Bill  of  last  Session  for  reaching 
the  city  of  Quebec  ?  As  to  the  arrangement  for  reaching 
that  city,  one  alternative  of  that  arrangement  was  to  take 
effect,  if  at  all,  within  six  months  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act ;  the  other  within  twelve  months.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  fatal  hour  has  struck,  but  at  any  rate  it  ap¬ 
proaches  very  nearly,  and  wo  begin  to  be  anxious  about  the 
arrangement  in  that  regard.  As  to  the  route  of  the  Short 
Lino  wv  really  thought  last  Session  that  we  had  something 
to  say  about  it.  Some  of  us  were  audacious  enough  to 
suggest  that  the  people’s  representatives  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  deciding  whether  the  view  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  after  receiving  the  report  of  a  competent  engineer, 
was  good  or  not,  and  that  the  route  should  not  be  linally 
fixed  by  executive  action.  Wo  were  pooh-poohed.  My 
hon.  friend  who  sits  close  to  me  tested  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  that  view,  but  his  motion  was  denied,  the 
Government  resisting  it,  and  we  were  refused 
the  opportunity.  But  I  see  something  in  the  news¬ 
papers,  which  always  are  accurate,  that  seems  to  indicate 
that  after  all  my  hon.  friend  was  not  so  far  wrong.  I  see 
that  something  was  said  by  the  First  Minister,  and  corro¬ 
borated  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works — as  if  the  state¬ 
ment  required  corroboration — in  the  city  of  Throe  Rivers,  in 
the  county  which  he  so  ably  represents,  indicating  that  we 
were  to  see  the  surveys,  that  we  were  to  have  some  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  dealing  with  the  selection  of  the  route.  Clearly 
then  the  decision  which  was  reached  last  Session  was  a 
wrong  decision  under  the  circumstances.  To  what  do 
we  owe  this  new  light  on  the  part  of  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  ?  Was  it  to  reconcile  his  supporters,  or  what,  that, 
having  us  completely  in  his  hands,  having  procured 
from  this  confiding  Parliament  the  consent  that  he 
asked  for,  he  should  now  say  that  he  will  be  gracious 
enough  to  permit  us  to  do  our  duty  in  the  matter  ? 
From  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Townshend) 
we  learned  that  nothing  has  been  done  in  the  far  East,  and 
that  the  counties  of  Cumberland  and  Pictou  are  in  a  sad 
condition  by  reason  of  that  failure.  Now  that  surprises  me. 
I  begin  to  lose  faith  in  assurances,  however  plausible.  I  had 


myself  doubts  about  this  matter;  I  oxprossod  them  frankly 
as  I  always  do.  I  questioned  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pre¬ 
decessor,  the  late  hon.  Minister  of  Railways,  as  to  whethor 
ho  had  satisfied  himself  that  the  companies  were  all  right, 
that  they  were  solvent,  that  the  matter  was  bond  fide,  and 
the  Minister  of  Railways  assured  mo,  with  every  positive¬ 
ness,  that  it  was  all  right,  that  he  had  satisfied  himself  as  to 
the  bona  fides  and  good  standing  of  the  corporations,  and  that 
everything  was  going  through.  Now,  the  hon,  gentleman 
from  Cumberland  says  that  his  predecessor  was  all 
wrong.  Ho  assures  mo  that  nothing — no,  that  some 
small  work  has  been  done,  which  has  not  boon  paid 
for,  and  that  the  poor  laborers  lack,  and  the  store 
keepers  lack,  and  they  call  on  the  Government  whom 
they  have  faithfully  supported  in  two  elections,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  offer  held  out  to  them  of  a  railway 
through  the  country — they  call  on  the  faithful  Government 
to  pay  these  debts  and  procure  the  construction  of  this  rail¬ 
way.  And  has  it  not  gone  to  Cape  Breton  either  ?  Wo 
had  a  positive  assurance  on  that  point,  too.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  declared  that  he  thought  that 
the  amount  was  too  small,  and  I  was  obliged  to  say  to  him 
that  the  Minister  of  Railways  had  told  us  it  was  enough  and 
that  the  work  was  going  to  be  done ;  that  if  we  wanted 
more  money  to  spend  on  railways  we  should  spend  it  where 
it  was  wanted,  but  not  to  ask  us  to  take  more  money  out  of 
the  Treasury  than  was  needed  to  secure  the  railway.  Is 
the  hon.  gentleman  serious  in  saying  that  no  arrangement 
has  been  made  for  the  building  of  that  railway  ?  Whom 
shall  I  believe  ?  As  to  the  Manitoba  settlement,  I  am  glad 
to  hear  that  there  has  been  another  final  settlement  in  that 
Province.  But  I  want  to  know  if  it  is  final  for  this  year,  or 
really  finally  final.  There  are  some  things  which  it  is 
utterly  impossible  to  settle  finally.  You  cannot  provide 
finally  with  reference  to  that  Province  on  the  population 
basis.  And  with  regard  to  that  question,  I  suggested,  two 
or  three  years  ago,  that  there  should  be  more  frequent 
censuses  to  regulate  the  adjustment  of  the  population  sub¬ 
sidy  to  that  Province.  But,  apart  from  that,  there  was 
no  reason  why  these  matters  should  not  have  been 
settled  once  for  all.  I  see,  however,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  declares  that  we  shall  have  a  Bill  to  confirm 
the  settlement  as  soon  as  the  Local  Legislature  has 
accepted  it.  Therefore,  I  presume  that  the  Province 
will  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  the  matter  in  the  first 
place,  and  I  am  not  called  upon  to  pronounce  ujxrn  the 
merits  of  this  settlement  until  the  details  shall  be  laid  be¬ 
fore  us.  But  I  am  very  glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  succeeded  again  in  conciliating  his  stern  opponent,  tho 
Premier  of  that  Province,  and  actually  capturing  his  con¬ 
fidence.  We  are  treated  with  the  statement,  for  the  third 
time  repeated,  that  wo  are  to  have  a  Representation  Bill, 
and  I  suppose  the  third  time  is  the  charm,  because  twice 
before  we  have  had  it  up  to  a  certain  point,  but  no  farther. 
I  trust,  however,  that  as  the  story  goes  that  this  is  to  be  a 
very  short  Session,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  reconsidered 
the  provisions  of  that  measure  as  introduced  on  two  former 
occasions,  and  that  he  will  have  taken  heed  to  the  objections 
rather  suggested  than  elaborated ;  because  it  was  not  proper 
that  the  measure  sfiould  have  been  fully  discussed  until  the 
hon.  gentleman  opened  that  discussion  by  an  expository 
speech  in  introducing  the  measure,  which  he  has  never  yet 
made,  and  that  the  measure  introduced  will  be  more  satisfac¬ 
tory  than  the  former  one  was.  For  my  part,  I  declare  my  un¬ 
swerving  adhesion  to  the  view,  notwithstanding  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  this 
occasion,  that  simplicity,  economy,  convenience  and  the 
public  welfare  are  to  be  served  most  by  our  adopting,  until 
there  is  some  good  reason  given  to  the  contrary,  the 
franchises  of  the  Local  Legislatures.  I  shall  not  anticipate 
that  question,  but  I  maintain  further  that  a  measure  which 
proposes,  as  tho  former  measures  of  tho  hon.  gentlemen 
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proposed,  that  persons  to  be  appointed  by  the  executive  of 
the  day  shall  practically  control  the  revision  of  the  voters’ 
lists,  is  a  measure  that  should  not  be  accepted  by  a  free  and 
independent  Parliament 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  lion,  member, Mr.  Speaker,  was  very 
much  pleased  with  the  paragraph  in  the  Speech  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  question  of  Chinese  immigration,  and  thought  it 
evinced  great  care  and  great  diligence  on  the  part  of  the 
Administration  in  the  prosecution  of  thoir  duty.  I  am  not 
surprised  that  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland,  who  is  new 
to  this  House,  should  have  apprehended  the  state  of  the  case 
somewhat  differently  from  the  way  in  which  somo  of  us  are 
disposed  to  look  at  it;  because  I  find  in  the  Commission  to 
which  reference  is  made  in  the  Speech  that  a  most  inaccu¬ 
rate  recital  has  been  made  of  the  facts  of  the  case.  That 
Commission,  speaking  from  memory,  as  it  was  published  in 
the  papors,  was  issued  upon  a  report  of  the  First 
Minister  to  tho  effect  that  a  motion  which  had 
been  made  in  this  House  on  the  subject  of  Chinese 
immigration  had  been  withdrawn  upon  a  pledge  made 
by  tho  Government  that  they  would  issue  such 
a  commission.  Now,  this  is  wholly  incorrect,  and  I  am 
astonished  that  the  hon.  gontleman  should  have  so  soon 
forgotten  the  events  of  the  Session,  or  that  ho  should  have 
trusted  to  his  memory,  and  not  have  referred  to  the  record.  ! 
It  is  quite  true  tho  hon.  gentleman  used  his  most  porsuasivo 
tones  to  induce  the  withdrawal  of  the  motion.  It  is  quito 
true  ho  asked  my  hon.  friend,  who  is  a  supporter  of  his,  and 
who  was  pressing  on  tho  motion  very  earnestly,  to  with¬ 
draw  it,  but  he  was  not  successful  on  that  occasion.  The 
hon.  gentleman  insisted,  and  the  First  Minister  then  pro¬ 
posed  somo  slight  modification  of  the  terms  of  tho  motion, 
or  of  the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Grey  (Mr.  Allon),  and  with  that  amendment  the  motion 
passed.  So  far  then,  from  this  Commission  issuing  upon  a 
pledge  of  tho  Government,  the  fact  is  that  we  unanimously 
resolved  “  that  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  expedient 
to  enact  a  law  restricting  or  regulating  tho  incoming  of 
Chinese  into  tho  Dominion  of  Canada.”  That  was  tho  state 
of  the  case  at  tho  close  of  the  Session;  that  motion  was 
carried  with  tho  assent  of  the  Government;  and  now  we  are 
informed  that  a  Commission  has  been  issued,  that  the  report 
is  nearly  ready,  and  that  it  will  be  presented  to  us  during 
the  Session,  which  I  suppose  is  intended  to  convey  to  those 
interested  in  this  subject  that  they  shall  seo  the  report,  but 
that  the  measure  which  the  House  agreed  should  be  brought 
down,  and  which  it  was  understood  should  be  brought  down 
this  Session,  will  not  make  its  appearance.  I  do  not  think, 
Sir,  the  report  ought  to  be  delayed.  There  is  one  member 
of  the  Government  at  any  rate- -the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  who  also  fills  the  position  of  Commissioner — who 
cannot  admit  tho  necessity  of  delay.  Therefore,  I  hope,  the 
report  will  como,  not  during  tho  Session  merely,  but  at 
once,  so  that  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to  grapple  with 
the  question  in  accordance  with  the  resolution  of  the 
House  to  which  I  refer.  The  hon.  member  for  Cumberland 
paid  a  very  natural  and  graceful  compliment  to  his  prede¬ 
cessor — whom  ho  will  permit  me  to  say  we  miss  from  his 
place  this  Session.  His  disappearance  from  that  place  is  tho 
practical  result  of  the  view  taken  by  this  side  of  the  House 
last  Session.  Wo  insisted  that  the  holding  of  the  two  posi¬ 
tions  which  that  gentleman  then  held  was  inconsistent,  in¬ 
convenient  and  improper.  My  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  moved  a  resolution  indicating  that  it  should 
not  be  continued;  the  hon.  gentleman  resisted  it,  and  his 
usual  majority  sustained  him  ;  but  immediately,  at  the  close 
of  the  Session,  tho  position  we  took  prevailed,  and  the  hold¬ 
ing  of  the  double  office  coascd.  Tho  office  of  Minister  of 
Mr.  Blake. 
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Railways  has  not  since  been  filled  for  now  a  long  time — for 
more  than  two  years,  if  we  except  the  actual  period  of  the 
Session,  during  a  considerable  portion  of  which  it  was  tho 
opinion  of  a  largo  number  of  the  members  of  this  House  that 
the  office  was  not  filled  either— at  any  rate  by  a  member  of 
Parliament — there  has  been  no  Minister  of  Railways  practi¬ 
cally.  It  is  of  some  consequence  to  us,  particularly  when 
important  transactions  are  taking  place  with  reference 
to  the  Pacific  Railway  route  and  other  matters,  that  there 
should  bo  a  Minister  of  Railways.  It  is  of  somo  importance 
to  us  to  know  who  should  bo  the  successor  of  the  late  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways.  It  is  of  little  consequence  when  a  Robi- 
taille  succeeds  a  Robitaillo,  but  it  is  of  some  consequence 
who  should  bo  tho  successor  of  the  late  member  for  Cumber- 
berland.  Now,  wo  are  promised  some  measures,  mostly  of 
an  amendatory  character — measures  to  amend  the  insurance 
law,  tho  Civil  Service  Act,  a  contagious  diseases 
measure,  a  North-West  census  measure,  and  a  mea¬ 
sure  in  relation  to  tho  North-West  Mounted  Police. 
These  are  indicated  to  us  as  somo  of  the  principal  subjects 
of  legislation  of  the  Session.  But  wo  find  on  both  sides  of 
the  House — tho  hon.  member  for  Cornwall  and  Stormont 
has  shown  that  he  found  it  too — that  certain  measures  which 
were  promised  once  or  twice  before  are  not  mentioned. 
There  is  no  factory  Bill  promised,  though,  like  the  fran¬ 
chise  Bill,  it  adornod  former  Speeches  from  the  Throne. 
Tho  franchise  Bill  survives,  but  we  cannot  say,  in  this 
instance,  that  it  is  the  survival  of  the  fittest.  The  factory 
1  Bill  seems  to  have  disappeared,  obviously,  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Cornwall  and  Stormont  thinks,  for  good.  It  is  not 
among  the  alia,  tho  other  things  which  it  was  not  thought 
worth  while  to  montion  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  but 
which  are  to  be  brought  forward  as  special  plums  in  the 
pudding.  Nor  do  we  find  anything  more  promised  to  tho 
North-West  than  tho  census.  I  had  hoped  some  measure 
would  have  been  promised  for  the  representation  of  tho 
North-West  Territories.  That  question  was  discussed  in 
both  branches  of  the  Legislature  last  Session.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  brought  in  a  Bill  to 
provido  for  representation  in  tho  Territories,  but  tho 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  see  fit  to  offer  them  representa¬ 
tion,  and  tells  them  instead  ho  will  count  their  numbers. 
Nor  is  anything  said  with  reference  to  the  grand  schemes 
of  which  tho  hon.  Minister  lately  declared  himself  a  sup¬ 
porter.  Wo  had  somo  reason  to  expect  that  when  a  gen¬ 
tleman  in  his  position  had  announced,  in  his  view,  the  im¬ 
portance  of  these  schemes,  they  would,  at  any  rate,  have 
been  brought  forward  in  that  Speech.  But  upon  them 
nothing  is  said.  I  shall  not,  under  these  circumstances,  dis¬ 
cuss  them,  but  I  cannot  pass  by  the  occasion  on  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  statements  on  these  subjects  without 
protest,  for  my  part,  with  reference  to  certain  names  he  used. 
When  in  England,  as  the  First  Minister  of  Canada,  the  hon. 
gentleman  ought  to  have  been  particularly  careful,  if  ho 
chose  to  make  allusions,  to  make  them  with  regard  to  ac¬ 
curacy  and  fact,  and  not  to  have  used  his  position  unfairly, 
as  I  conceive  ho  did,  to  discredit  those  who  are  opposed  to 
him  in  this  country.  As  reported  in  tho  English  papers, 
he  said  in  one  of  his  speeches  : 

“The  Canadian  Liberal-Conservatives  are  those  who  draw  their 
inspirations  from  England,  who  believe  in  the  English  constitution,  and 
would  loyally  follow  English  precedents.  Opposed  to  them  we  have 
the  Liberal  party,  but  they  are  not  the  true  Liberals.  The  majority 
are,  I  believe,  as  loyal  as  any  Conservatives.  They  have  an  earnest 
desire  to  continue  the  union  which  happily  exists  between  Canada  aud 
the  Mother  Country,  but  they  do  not  draw  their  inspirations  from  Eng¬ 
land.  We  have  contiguity  to  a  great  nation,  to  a  people  who  speak 
the  same  language,  deal  with  us  and  trade  with  us,  and  it  is  therefore 
very  uatural  that  their  institutions  should  offer  some  attraction  to  a 
considerable  body  ot  our  people.” 

I  maintain  that  was  an  inaccurate  statement  of  the  opinions 
of  the  Liberal  party.  I  maintain  that  the  Liberal  party  has 
a  well  settled  and  reasonable  preference  for  that  system,  as 
more  flexiblo,  as  giving  earlier  and  apter  opportunities  for 
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the  triumph  of  the  popular  will,  which  we  have  here  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  British  system,  than  it  has  for  the  presidential 
system  which  prevails  on  the  other  side  of  the  line.  I  have 
never  hoard  aDy  gentloman  who  represented  in  any  shape 
any  section  of  the  Liberal  party  or  any  constituency  in  the 
interest  of  the  Liberal  party,  express  a  preference  for  the 
presidential  as  opposed  to  our  parliamentary  system,  and  I 
maintain  it  was  an  unfair  use  to  make  of  the  position  the 
bon.  gentleman  occupied  in  England,  that  he  should  make  a 
statement  eminently  calculated  to  discredit  his  political 
opponents  and  without  any  foundation  in  fact.  At  the  same 
time,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  good  enough  to  say  that : 

“Any  Englishman,  in  coming  to  Canada,  if  he  was  a  man  of  educa- 
tion,  invariably  joined  the  Canadian  Conservative  party,  no  matter 
what  his  home  politics  may  have  been.” 

I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure,  under  what  circumstances  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  such  a  statement,  but  I  say  he 
inflicted  a  gross  insult  on  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
most  intelligent  part  of  this  community,  who  have  come 
from  England,  are  educated  men,  and  are  warm  adherents 
of  the  Liberal  party.  The  hon.gentleman  made  another  state¬ 
ment  on  the  same  occasion.  In  giving  what  he  thought 
was  a  historical  resume  of  past  history,  he  declared,  with 
some  very  violent  language  which  I  will  not  read,  for  we 
are  accustomed  to  it  from  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  Liberal  party  had  been  that  of  demagogues  in 
Canada,  and  then  he  went  on  to  say  : 

“  And  they  charged  Sir  George  Cartier  with  being  little  better  than  a 
French  speaking  Englishman.” 

That  was  the  climax  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attack  uponusi 
that  wo  had  charged  Sir  George  Cartier  with  being  no 
better  than  a  French  speaking  Englishman.  Why,  I  fancy, 
if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  audience  had  been  present  when  Sir 
George  Cartier  was  in  England  on  a  former  occasion,  they 
would  have  heard  him  making  the  same  statemeift.  That 
was  Sir  George  Cartier’s  public  statement  with  reference  to 
his  position.  But  the  hon.gentleman  turns  this  speech, 
which  came  from  the  lips  of  his  own  colleague,  into  a 
dreadful  accusation  hurled  at  him  by  political  opponents.  I 
hope  the  hon.  gentleman,  on  future  occasions,  when  in  Eng¬ 
land,  will  be  a  little  more  accurate  when  he  attempts 
to  describe  the  actions  and  conduct  of  his  political 
opponents.  The  hon.gentleman  ought  to  have  remembered, 
when  he  gave  that  account,  which  I  have  read,  of  the  prin¬ 
ciples  and  views  of  the  Liberal  party,  that  the  only  man 
of  the  quondam  annexationists  of  1849  now  prominent  in 
public  life,  Sir  David  Macpherson,  is  a  colleague  of  his  own. 
He  ought  to  remember  that  the  most  prominent  advocate 
of  independence  in  Canada  was  a  former  colleague  of  his 
own,  his  Minister  of  Finance  for  many  years,  who  declined 
to  receive  the  honor  of  knighthood  except  upon  the  distinct 
understanding  that  he  held  views  on  independence  which 
he  would  be  at  perfect  liberty  to  uphold ;  and  who  denounced 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  1875,  but,  as  a  repentant  sinner,  was 
afterwards  received  by  the  hon.  gentleman  into  his  service. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  little  becomes  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  make  such  attacks  as  he  has  made  in  the  absence  of 
those  whom  he  was  aspersing.  Besides  the  absence  of 
those  subjects  in  the  Speech,  there  are  some  other  little 
omissions.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  found  place  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  last  year  for  the  decision  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  in  Bussell  and  the 
Queen.  There  has  been  a  greater  decision  since  then. 
There  has  been  a  decision  on  the  boundary  question.  The 
Bussell  case  settled  a  point  of  law  with  reference  to 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  thought  were  the  relative 
jurisdictions  of  the  Dominion  and  the  Provinces. 
The  decision  of  the  boundary  question  decided  the  fate,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  described  it,  of  a  kingdom,  and  yet  we 
find  no  statement  of  it.  There  is  much  said  upon  this  sub¬ 
ject,  which  I  am  a  little  compelled  to  disagree  with.  People 
seem  to  think  that  the  issue  is  very  different  from  what  I 
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have  always  thought  tho  issue  to  have  been.  A  great 
question  has  been  settled  ;  a  question  botween  Canada  and 
one  of  the  Provinces ;  a  question  promoted  by  this  Admin¬ 
istration,  in  one  point  of  view,  which  it  afterwards  thrust 
upon  one  of  the  Provinces,  and  which  has  ultimately  been 
decided  adversely  to  that  Administration.  Isay  adversely 
to  that  Administration.  The  issue  was,  as  to  what  the 
boundary  of  Ontario  was,  and  upon  that  subject,  as  long 
ago  as  March,  1872,  tho  Government  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  mado  this  declaration  with  reference  to  that 
boundary : 

“  The  boundary  in  question  is  clearly  identical  with  the  limits  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  according  to  14  George  III,  chap.  83,  the  Quebec 
Act,  and  described  as  follows  *  *  *  Extending  along  the  river 
Ohio  westward  to  the  banks  of  the  Mississippi  (that  is  the  junction  of 
the  two  rivers)  and  northward  to  the  southern  boundary  of  the  Hudson’s 
Bay  territory.  The  southern  boundary  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  territory 
is  well  understood  to  be  the  height  of  land  dividing  the  waters  which 
flow  into  Hudson’s  Bay  from  those  entering  the  valley  of  the  Great 
Lakes,  and  torming  the  northern  boundary  of  Ontario.” 

Therefore,  the  position  the  hon.  gentleman  took  at  that  time 
was  that  the  boundary  of  Ontario  was  the  due  north  lino 
from  the  junction  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Mississippi  on  the  one 
part,  and  the  height  of  land  upon  tho  other  part.  Tho 
Government  of  Ontario  stated  its  position  in  the  course  of 
that  correspondence,  which  was  practically  the  boundary  of 
the  Lake  of  the  Woods  to  the  westward  and  on  the  north  a 
line  to  the  northward  of  the  height  of  land.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman,  on  the  17th  November,  1872,  reported, 
stating  this : 

“The  northern  boundary  of  Ontario  the  Government  believe  to  be 
the  line  of  the  watershed  separating  the  waters  that  run  towards  Lake 
Superior  from  those  which  run  towards  Hudson's  Bay,  and  the  western 
boundary  a  line  drawn  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  14  Geo. 
III.,  chap  83,  from  the  conflux  of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rivers  north¬ 
ward,  that  is,  by  the  shortest  northward  course  to  the  southern  boundary 
of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  territory.” 

There,  Sir,  were  the  two  statements  of  tho  Administration 
on  that  subjiCt.  Then  there®  came  an  attempt  to  ascer¬ 
tain  what  the  boundary  was,  and  the  arbitration  was  ar¬ 
ranged,  and  the  award  took  place,  and  the  hon.  gentleman, 
in  opposition  to  the  contention  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  award  ought  to  be  accepted,  declared  that  it  should 
not  be  accepted.  Why  ?  Because  he  said  it  was  all  wrong, 
that  we  ought  to  have  an  entirely  different  boundary  from 
that  which  was  found  by  the  award.  Ho  said  this : 

“They” — that  is  the  Dominion  Parliament  or  Government — “say  it 
is  not  a  true  boundary — that  the  Dominion  wants  simply  what  by  law 
is  their  right.  The  Ontario  Government  and  Legislature  have  no 
right  to  ask  more,  but  they  say  no.  They  passed  a  law  accepting  the 
award,  because  they  saw  it  added  au  additional  kingdom  to  Ontario,  as 
was  the  remark  of  its  Premier,  and  they  will  not  do  anything  el3e.” 

Once  again : 

“  The  effect  of  settling  the  boundary  between  these  Provinces  will 
compel,  I  do  not  say  the  Province  of  Ontario,  but  th8  present  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Ontario,  to  be  reasonable,  and  not  to  insist  upon  a  boundary 
which  cannot  be  supported  in  any  court  or  tribunal  in  the  world.  They 
will  come  to  terms  quick  enough  when  they  find  that  they  must  do  so. 
To  use  au  expression  which  is  common  in  Scotland,  it  is  land  hungry  they 
are  for  that  country,  and  they  are  resolved  to  get  it  rightly  or  wrongly 

Then  again : 

“Nor  is  it  the  duty  of  the  Domiuion  Government  to  accept  their  idea 
of  the  facts  ;  because,  according  to  my  idea,  the  whole  case  was  given 
away  before  the  arbitrators.  Anybody  reading  the  case  would  see  that 
it  was  most,  wretchedly  managed  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion.  An 
inferior  man,  though  a  respectable  man  in  his  way,  Mr.  McMahon,  was 
chosen  to  conduct  the  whole  case,  instead  of  employing  the  first  legal 
ability  in  the  country — instead  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  himself  eon- 
ducting  the  case  before  the  arbitrators  The  whole  case  was  thrown 
away — it  looks  almost  as  if  it  was  deliberately  thrown  away.  Never 
was  such  a  case  so  given  away  as  the  case  of  the  Dominion  was  on  the 
very  face  of  it.” 

Now  we  find  that  this  subject  is  once  more  discussed  ;  but, 
before  it  was  discussed,  and  at  the  very  time  at  which  this 
debate  took  place  from  which  I  have  been  reading  these 
extracts,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  arranging  to  thrust  the 
issue  upon  a  sister  Province  and  to  hand  over  to  Manitoba 
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the  controversy  which  he  had  been,  up  to  that  time,  himself 
engaged  in,  between  the  Dominion  and  Ontario,  and  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  endeavored  to  take  possession  of  a 
portion  of  that  which  had  beon  awarded  to  be,  and  is  now 
found  to  be,  territory  of  Ontario.  And  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  said  it  was  all  light  for  the  Province  of  Manitoba  to 
do  it;  and  the  Province  of  Ontario  resisted  the  attempt  of 
Manitoba  to  take  possession  of  what  is  determined  to  have 
been  Ontario’s  territory.  And  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  said 
it  was  all  wrong  for  Ontario  to  attempt  to  resist  such  a 
taking  of  possession — they  ought,  like  good  Christians,  to 
have  allowed  the  Manitobans  to  take  possession  of  the  terri¬ 
tory  which  it  is  now  established  was  all  along  their  own. 
The  question  has  been  practically  settled  according  to 
the  award,  as  far  as  the  committee  have  decided.  They 
have  decided,  it  seems,  not  that  the  award  was  wrong, 
not  that  it  was  a  conventional  boundary,  but  that 
it  was  the  real  boundary.  As  far  as  the  com¬ 
mittee  have  decided,  the  case  was  not  given  away 
before  the  arbitrators,  deliberately  or  otherwise,  and  the  is¬ 
sue  which  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  year  1872,  joined,  as  1 
have  shown  from  these  extracts,  between  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  the  Province  of  Ontario,  in  which  he  contended 
for  a  due  north  line  from  the  conflux  of  tbe  Ohio  and 
Mississippi  as  the  western  boundary  and  for  the  height  of 
land  as  the  northern  boundary,  as  far  as  it  is  decided,  so 
far  is  decided  entirely  against  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  in  favor  of  the  contention  of  the  Province ; 
and  those  oceans  of  learning  and  erudition  which  we  heard 
poured  out  in  the  debates  upon  the  subject  in  this  House 
from  supporters  of  the  Administration  seem  to  have  been 
all  wasted  and  thrown  away,  inasmuch  as  the  decision  has 
been  altogether  opposed  to  them.  Yet  the  whole  question  is 
not  settled.  The  hon.  gentleman,  for  some  reason  or  other, 
although  it  was  agreed  in  this  House  that  the  reference 
should  take  place  between  the  Dominion  as  well  as  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  Province  of  Ontario,  although  it  is  said  that 
there  was  an  assent  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion  to  such  a 
reference,  at  the  end  it  seems  withdrew,  and  so  the  decision 
only  formally  and  effectually  settles  the  question  as 
far  as  the  boundary  of  Manitoba  and  Ontario  is  concerned. 
Still  one  is  led  to  the  hope  that,  inasmuch  as  what  has  been 
declared  by  the  arbitrators  settles  the  principles  upon  which 
the  rest  ot  the  boundary  ought  to  be  determined,  there  will 
be  no  further  controversy  and  the  award  will  be  accepted, 
in  reference  to  the  rest  of  it,  on  the  principle  which  appears 
to  have  guided  the  Judicial  Committee  so  far  as  it  has  gone. 
Nor  is  anything  said  a*  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attitude  in 
regard  to  the  lands.  He  has  arranged  another  controversy 
with  the  Province  ;  he  is  at  issue  as  to  the  ownership  of  the 
lands  in  this  territory.  He  has  declared  that,  even  if  the 
territory  be  within  the  boundary  of  the  Province  of  On¬ 
tario,  still  the  lands  are  the  property  of  the  Dominion.  It 
will  be  important  for  us  to  know,  if  that  contention  is  to  be 
maintained,  whether  there  is  still  to  be  a  controversy,  or 
whether  this  question  is  not  to  be,  as  I  say  it  ought  to  be, 
at  ODce  settled  in  all  its  parts.  There  is  yet  another  omis¬ 
sion  which  is  proper  to  be  remarked  upon — nay,  two.  The 
first  is  with  reference  to  the  Streams  BilJ.  Since  we  last 
met  here,  there  has  been  a  decision  of  the  Judicial  Commit¬ 
tee  on  that  subject  also.  It  was  alleged  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  the  legislation  in  the  Local  Legislature,  declaring 
what  the  law  was,  was  not  legislation  ;  that  it  was  robbery. 
He  used  language  which,  coming  from  anybody  else,  I  should 
have  said  was  strong.  He  said  these  things  : 

•  Government,  “dressed  in  a  little  brief  authority,  Jacks- 

1?"* /?  if1  trampling  on  the  man,  as  they  said  they  would  do,  pleased 
Air.  Caldwell  and  roobed  Mr.  McLaren.  An  hon.  member  has  stated 
that  the  Streams  Bill  was  not  iut^nded  for  Mr.  McLaren,  but  for  general 
application.  But  it  is  mean  ol  the  sneak  who  creeps  down  the  back  stairs 
and  steals  the  kitchen  utensils,  or  the  fellow  who  comes  behind  you  and 
picks  y  '  >ur  pockets — they  are  men  more  to  be  despised  than  the  high¬ 
way  robber.  It  would  have  been  more  manly  if  the  Ontario  Govern- 
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ment  had  introduced  a  Bill  to  hand  over  Peter  McLaren’s  property  to 
Wm  Caldwell ;  they  dare  not  do  so,  and  therefore  they  passed  a  Bill 
respecting  rivers  and  streams.  It  was  a  wretched,  flimsy  and  trans¬ 
parent  device  ;  it  deceived  nobody,  but  it  was  only  by  being  a  public 
bully  that  the  Government  could  ii  troduce  and  carry  it ;  otherwise  there 
must  be  a  petition.  It  had  the  effect  of  depriving  Mr.  McLaren  of  his 
property,  under  the  pretence  that  it  was  in  the  public  interest.  Nothing 
more  contemptible  or  sinister  could  be  done  by  a  Government  or  Legis¬ 
lature.  It  was  a  Bill  to  take  from  Mr.  McLaren  his  property  and  hand 
it  over  to  Mr.  Caldwell.  True,  Mr.  McLaren  had  spent,  some  say 
$250,000,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  from  $100,000  to  $150,000. 

I  do  not  know  how  much  it  was — but  it  was  Mr.  McLaren’s  property. 
The  river  at  that  spot  was  not  a  navigable  river,  and  tbe  judge  who 
heard  the  evidence  and  viewed  the  facts  stated  that  it  was  clear  that  at  the 
place  where  the  improvements  were  made  it  was  not  only  not  navigable 
but  not  floatable.  It  would  scarcely  allow  a  plank  or  a  slab  to  go  down 
any  more  than  upon  a  ditch  Caldwell’s  timber  and  logs  could  not  go 
through  there  until  the  improvements  were  made.  Mr.  McLaren,  with 
his  usual  industry  and  perseverance,  in  order  to  carry  on  his  extensive 
business,  made  a  dam  and  a  slide  ont  of  his  own  timber,  for  his  own 
purposes  and  on  his  own  soil.  Mr.  Caldwell  had  no  right  to  use  it  with¬ 
out  his  consent  and  without  paying  for  it.  It  was  absolutely  the 
property  of  Mr.  McLaren,” 

And  again  ho  says : 

“Supposing  an  honest  old  farmer’s  wife  should  expropriate  her  neigh¬ 
bor’s  hen  and  say  :  ‘I  thall  keep  this  hen,  and  you  shall  feed  it  right 
and  set  that  it  lays  at  the  proper  time,  and  I  will  pay  you  by  giving  you 
a  share  of  the  eggs.’  ” 

Now  that  was  the  attitude  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  But  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  have  decided  to  the 
contrary;  they  have  decided  that  it  was  not  Mr.  McLaren’s 
right  to  interfere  with  Mr.  Caldwell’s  coming  down  this 
stream  ;  they  have  decided  the  law  was  correctly  declared 
by  those  who  advised  the  local  legislation ;  they  have 
docided,  in  fact,  that  the  Bill  which  was  said  to  be  a  means  of 
taking  away  Mr.  McLaren’s  property  with  an  illusory  com¬ 
pensation,  was  the  only  Bill  that  could  protect  him  at  all, 
or  give  him  any  reasonable  compensation  for  the  use  of  his 
improvements  over  property  in  respect  of  which  there  was  a 
public  easement  under  the  existing  law  of  the  land.  So  the 
infallible  disallowers  who  disallowed  this  measure  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  an  unjust  interference  with  Mr.  McLaren’s 
property,  turned  out  to  be  all  wrong,  and  the  reason 
upon  which  they  acted,  insufficient  as  I  conceive  that  reason 
to  have  been,  turns  out  to  have  been  no  valid  reason  at  all. 
I  say  insufficient,  as  I  conceive  that  reason  to  bo,  because  I 
am  convinced  that  upon  the  true  reading  of  our  constitution 
the  mere  circumstance  that  in  the  opinion  of  these  gentlemen 
a  different  kind  of  compensation  ought  to  be  given,  that  it  was 
interference  with  private  rights, was  no  ground  whatever  for 
exercise  of  the  power  of  disallowance.  But  it  turns  out 
that  the  very  basis  of  their  action  was  an  error.  And  yet, 
Sir,  we  do  not  find  any  reference  to  Caldwell  and  McLaren 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  Then,  Sir,  there  was  the 
very  case  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  introduced  this 
custom  of  giving  an  account  to  us  of  the  decision  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council— the  case  of  the 
license  question.  The  license  question  was  raised  last  Ses¬ 
sion  on  several  occasions,  but  it  was  last  raised  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  on  the  motion  of  our  lamented  friend,  Frederic 
Houde;  and  I  may  say  that  all  of  us  who  watched  his 
course  here  must  receive  the  mention  of  his  name  with  sad¬ 
ness.  He  has  since  passed  from  amongst  us.  He  was  a 
man  of  marked  independence  of  character,  of  frankness,  of 
honor,  of  indomitable  spirit  and  energy  ;  and  no  man  who 
has  seen  him  here  for  those  many  years  past  but  must  have 
been  touched  with  the  exhibition  of  that  spirit  and  energy 
which  he  made  when  he  struggled  against  weakness  and 
disease  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  in  Parliament.  We 
know  that  ho  exhibited  that  independence  of  character  to 
which  I  refer  in  a  very  marked  way,  outside  this  House,  with 
reference  to  the  journalistic  career  to  which  he  was 
attached.  We  havo  observed  in  this  House,  with 
what  emotion  ho,  on  ono  or  two  occasions,  separated 
himself  from  his  friends,  feeling  that  it  was  a  painful  thing 
to  do,  knowing  that  it  was  a  painful  thing  to  do,  but  rising 
superior  to  his  emotions  at  the  call  of  duty.  And  he  was  a 
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man  of  groat  kindness  of  spirit  as  well  He  was  kind  to 
all  of  us,  opponents  as  well  as  friends;  and  I  cannot  omit 
mentioning  here  the  marked  kindness  and  generosity  of 
feeling  with  which,  during  many  years,  he  treated  myself 
who  am  now  addressing  you.  More  than  once  it  has 
happened  to  mo  to  receive  from  him,  sitting  on  these 
opposite  benches,  before  he  came  to  sit  near  my  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal  Bast  (Mr.  Coursol) — I  have  received 
from  him  a  little  noto,  after  I  had  said  something  that 
pleased  him,  expressing  satisfaction  with  the  way  it  was 
said,  though  not  always  concurring  in  the  rentiments  I 
uttered.  Such  was  the  spirit  in  which  he  treated  his  oppo¬ 
nents,  and  the  manliness  he  exhibited  towards  them  1  am 
sure  was  exhibited  in  a  redoubled  spirit  towards  his  friends. 
How  would  he,  who  has  gone  from  amongst  us,  have  re¬ 
joiced  at  the  late  decision  in  this  case,  the  last  of  his  efforts; 
how  would  he  have  rejoiced  to  see  that  by  the  unanimous 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  the  view  which  he 
took  as  to  the  law  was  sustained  in  this  case.  Mow  we 
have  no  reference  to  that,  and  yet  it  was  an  important 
transaction.  Parliament,  by  a  Bill,  -decided  that  there 
should  be  a  reference  of  this  subject  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
It  was  thought  important  enough  to  do  so,  and  a  reference 
was  made.  The  Provinces  were  called  upon  to  take  part 
in  the  proceedings,  and  five,  I  think,  did  take  part — the 
Province  of  Ontario,  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  Province 
of  IS  ova  Scotia,  the  Province  of  Mew  Brunswick  and  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia.  From  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  as  we  are  aware  by  public  documents,  there  had  pro¬ 
ceeded  a  protest  against  this  license  measure  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  although  I  do  not  observe  that  they  took  part  in  the 
case.  I  am  not  aware  what  was  the  attitude  of  the  Pro- 
vince  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  But  we  find  most  of  the 
Provinces  taking  part  in  this  transaction  on  one  side,  and 
the  Dominion  on  the  other;  yet  a  transaction  of  that  des- 
ci-iption,  taking  place  under  authority  of  that  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  resulting,  as  it  has  resulted,  is  not  thought  woi’thy  of 
being  admitted  into  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  Why  ? 
Because  the  result  is  unpleasant  to  the  hon.  gentlemen,  I 
suppose.  Now,  I  ask  tho  House,  is  it  too  late  to  retrace 
our  steps  ?  Bemember  that  we  meddled  in  this  matter  for 
one  x-eason,  and  for  one  reason  only,  because  it  was  said 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  local  laws  were  waste 
paper,  and  that  it  was  absolutely  necessai-y  that  we 
should  intervene.  JRemember  that  was  the  ground  upon 
which  ho  invited  his  supporters  to  sustain  him  in 
passing  his  Bill.  Bemember  that  that  alleged  necessity 
was  wholly  disproved  by  the  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
Queen  vs.  Hodge;  that  since  that  time  the  insister ce 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  local  license  laws  were 
waste  papei-,  has  been  by  him  withdrawn  ;  that  it  was 
admitted  they  were  valid,  and  therefore  the  pretence  upon 
which  Parliament  was  induced  to  interfere  has  disappeax-ed 
and  disappeared  forever-.  Bemember  that  from  that  time 
out  it  was  only  as  an  expedient  and  not  as  a  necessity  that 
we  were  told  wo  should  interfex-e;  that  it  was  admitted  to  be 
true  that  the  local  laws,  which  had  been  in  force  for  seven¬ 
teen  years, wexe  good  and  valid  laws,  and  it  was  only  because 
it  was  thought  better  in  tho  interests  of  the  whole  Dominion 
that  we  should  interfei-e,  and  if  wo  could  supersede  them, 
invalidate  them — submerge  them,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster),!  think,  said — by  fedei-al  legis¬ 
lation,  we  should  interfei-e.  Bemember  that  in  this  policy 
of  intei-fei-ence,  of  absti-action  from  the  Px-ovinces  of  that 
which  it  was  decided  by  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  is  their  right,  we,  in  this  Parliament,  are  engaged 
in  a  conflict  with  each  one  of  six  out  of  seven  Provinces  ;  and 
I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  attitude  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Prince  Edward  Island  differs  fi-om  the  attitude  of 
the  other  Provinces.  Mow,  remember  that  we  are  engaged 
in  an  effort  to  take  away,  against  the  will  of  the  Provinces 
of  Canada,  a  right  which  they  have  been  exercising — validly, 


as  decided  by  the  court  of  last  resort— ever  since  Confedera¬ 
tion.  Bomomber,  again,  that  since  last  Session,  the  Supremo 
Court  has  decided  unanimously,  not  that  tho  local  laws  are 
waste  paper,  as  tho  hon.  gentleman  alleged,  but  that  his 
Act  is  waste  paper,  that  the  Act  which  he  passed  bocause 
tho  local  laws  wex-e  waste  paper  is  itself  waste  paper ;  and 
consider  for  yourselves  whether  it  is  useful,  in  the 
interests  of  this  Confederation,  to  continue  this  struggle ; 
whether  it  is  calculated  to  strengthen  the  bonds  of  union, 
to  strengthen  our  confidence  in  the  fedei-al  system,  to  pro¬ 
ceed  into  this  Parliament  further  in  a  controversy  in  order 
to  take  away  from  the  several  Provinces  a  right  which  is 
theirs  under  tho  laws  of  those  Provinces,  that  you  may  be 
able,  by  legislation  of  your  own,  to  do  the  same  things  which 
they  ai-o  doing,  according  to  your  fashion,  and  by  that 
means,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  stated,  submerge  their  legis¬ 
lation.  I  do  think  we  ought  to  reti-ace  our  stops,  that  we 
ought  not  to  prolong  this  controversy,  that  we  ought  to  re¬ 
peal  the  objectionable  parts  of  the  Act  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  passed,  and  leave  tho  Local  Legislatures,  according 
to  the  wants  and  wishes  and  the  condition  of  public  senti¬ 
ment  and  opinion  in  each  locality,  to  deal  with  the 
license  question.  I  do  trust  that  wiser  counsels  will  prevail. 
I  know  lull  well  that  it  would  be  a  humiliating  act  for  the 
First  Minister.  He  made  great  pi-etensions.  On  the  stump 
and  elsewhere  he  declai-ed  himself  infallible.  He  declared 
he  had  never  been  mistaken,  but  had  always  been  sustained. 
It  was  a  foolish  action  It  was  not  necessary  to  have  done 
it,  and  he  should  have  allowed  his  followers  to  have  sounded 
his  pi-aise's  in  that  regard  rather  than  have  sounded  them 
himself,  because  just  so  soon  as  he  began  to  do  so  defeat  after 
defeat  took  placo.  Once  he  began  boasting  of  his  infallibility, 
day  after  day  the  hon.  gentleman  found  that  he  was  mortal 
and  fallible  like  the  rest  of  us.  Is  it  not  much  better  that  we 
should  acknowledge  that  we  are  all  fallible,  even  if  some  are 
immortal,  and  decide  that  we  will  not  continue  this  stniggle 
to  save  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amour  propre,  but  we  will  leave 
the  master  where  it  was  for  seventeen  years,  whence  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself  said  he  would  never  have  di-agged 
it,  except  under  the  belief  that  it  was  necessary  in  the  public 
good,  becauso  the  local  laws  were  only  waste  paper  ?  Let 
the  local  laws  remain.  If  I  could  hope  that  my  words  have 
any  weight  I  would  pi-ay  the  House  to  recognise,  though  it 
may  be  late,  our  true  position ;  to  appi-ehend  the  fact  ttxat 
we  are,  by  our  genei-al  policy,  and  have  been  for  some  time, 
rather  weakening  than  strengthening  the  true  bonds  of 
union  ;  that  oxxr  centralising  policy,  our  tariff  policy,  our 
policy  of  high  and  sectional  taxation,  our  policy  of  extrava¬ 
gant  expenditure,  has  beon  and  is  alienating  important  ele¬ 
ments  in  Canada  from  sympathy  with  the  union  itself;  that 
it  is  our  duty  to  recall  the  promises  that  were  made  to  the 
various  Pi*ovinces  which  were  induced  to  enter  into  this 
union,  the  px-omises  of  economical  government  and  of  low  tax¬ 
ation,  the  promises  with  respect  to  ti-ade,  the  promises  with 
respect  to  a  fiscal  policy,  the  promises  with  respect 
to  expenditui*e,  which  were  made,  particularly  by  ttie  leaders 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  at  the  time  the  un.on  measure 
was  brought  before  them ;  and  that  we  ought  to  set  aboxxt  the 
initiation,  I  might  almost  call  it  so,  of  a  true  federal  policy, 
including  that  of  a  reduction  of  expenditure  and  such  a  re¬ 
duction  of  taxation  as  the  past  extravagance  permits — a 
policy  suitable  to  our  actual  circumstances,  instead  of  one 
based  on  hollow  dreams  alx-eady  proved  untrue,  and  which 
will,  too  late,  if  persisted  in,  end  in  a  disastrous  awakening. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can  join,  in 
the  first  place,  most  cordially  in  the  commendation  passed  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  upon  the  mover  and  seconder 
of  these  resolutions  in  their  maiden  efforts.  The  hon. 
gentleman  could  not  well  do  otherwise,  and  he  has  shown 
the  sincerity  of  his  belief  in  the  ability  with  which  those 
hon.  membox-s  addressed  the  House  by  making  as  the  basis 
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and  text  of  his  remarks  the  speech  of  the  seconder  of  the 
resolution.  I  do  not  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
have  done  if  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Towns- 
hend)  had  not  furnished  him  with  the  text  on  which  he 
preached  such  an  eloquent,  and  at  the  same  time,  a  rather 
discursive,  amusing  and  instructive  address.  All  three 
speeches  were  eloquent ;  but  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
style  of  their  eloquence.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated,  while 
paying  a  compliment  to  my  hon.  friend  behind  me, 
that  all  his  language  was  euphemistic  and  hyperbolical.  It 
cannot  be  said,  in  regard  to  any  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite,  with  respect  to  the  development  of 
Canada,  that  his  remarks  were  either  euphemistic  or  hyper¬ 
bolical.  He  is  pessimistic — and  I  was  going  to  say  maledi- 
cent.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  with  a  very  grave  face — he 
had  to  admit  it,  though  he  did  so  with  some  reluctance — 
that  we  had  had  a  very  good  crop,  an  abundant  harvest.  He 
said  that  gloomily,  but  his  countenance  lighted  up  when  he 
added  that  the  prices  are  very  low  ;  and  he  alluded  to  a  re¬ 
mark  made  by  my  old  friend  Eufus  Stephenson,  some  years 
ago,  that  $1  was  the  normal  value  of  that  important  cereal, 
wheat.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  quite  cheery  at  the  idea 
that  this  country  was  not  so  prosperous — at  all  events  that 
the  Speech  did  not  announce  universal  prosperity,  as 
previous  Speeches  from  the  Throne  had  done.  Well,  we 
had  to  tell  the  truth  ;  wo  did  tell  the  truth  :  that  Canada  was 
suffering,  but  in  no  very  great  degree,  from  the  depression 
which  existed  alike  in  the  protectionist  country  of  the 
United  States  and  the  free  trade  country  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  The  hoD.  gentleman  stated  that  the  chief  cause  of 
the  depression  in  this  country  was  the  high,  unjust  taxation 
which  oppressed  the  people.  I  would  ask  him,  I  would  ask 
this  House  and  the  country,  if  there  is  any  evidence  of  the 
people  objecting  to  the  present  system  of  taxation.  In  1879 
the  tariff  was  introduced  with  the  general  assent  of  the 
people  and  of  their  representatives.  The  tariff  has  in  no 
great  degree  been  altered  since  that  time.  The  oppression, 
if  it  took  place,  took  place  in  and  from  1879.  Since  that 
time  there  has  been  an  appeal  to  the  people.  Has  there 
been  laid  on  this  Table  any  petition  from  any  body,  large  or 
small,  important  or  insignificant,  showing  that  the  country 
is  suffering  from  excessive,  unjust,  sectional,  exorbitant 
or  oppressive  taxation  ?  No.  We  hear  throughout  the 
country  that  the  millers  and  some  other  interests  are  asking 
an  increase  of  taxation ;  but  no  body,  party  or  individual 
is  complaining  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  establish¬ 
ing  this  protective  tariff.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  not 
set  up  his  own  opinion,  for  it  represents  but  a  small  minority 
in  the  country  who  are  free  traders.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows,  if  he  will  admit  it,  that  a  very  large  body  of  those 
acting  with  him,  and  called  Beformers,  those  having  general 
confidence  in  him  and  want  of  confidence  in  the  present 
Administration,  aye,  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  behind 
and  cheer  him,  would  not  allow  him,  if  he  occupied 
my  position,  to  carry  out  the  extreme  views  of  free 
trade  which  he  has  enunciated  to-night  here,  and  has 
enunciated  elsewhere.  They  would  not  allow  him  to 
do  it,  and  he  knows  this  right  well.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  made,  however,  one  very  important  admission  in 
his  speech.  He  admitted  for  the  first  time  in  his  life 
that  there  had  been  a  brief  gleam  of  prosperity — a  too 
brief  gleam  of  prosperity ;  and  it  was,  I  repeat,  the  first 
occasion  on  which  he,  as  the  leader  of  the  party  which  he 
leads  so  ably,  admitted  that  there  was  any  prosperity.  Let 
us  look  back  to  the  faithful  Hansard ;  let  us  read  the 
speeches  made  by  him  in  the  years  1879-80-81-82-83-84,  and 
we  will  find  that  during  the  period  of  this  brief  prosperity, 
in  every  Session  and  in  every  speech,  without  one  single 
admission  of  there  being  even  a  gleam  of  prosperity,  the 
same  pessimistic  cry  was  raised  that  the  country  was  ruined 
and  oppressed ;  that  this  enormous  taxation  was  ruination 
to  the  country’s  best  interests;  and  now  the  hon.  gentleman 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


is  obliged  to  admit  that  there  has  been  a  gleam  of  prosper¬ 
ity.  And  it  has  passed;  it  was  too  brief;  it  only  lasted  a 
short  time.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  exists  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  laugh  and  sneer  and  regret  it,  as  they  do  regret 
it,  but  1  say  that  this  country  at  this  moment  is  substan¬ 
tially  prosperous.  It  is  a  prosperous  country,  and  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  or  any  other  hon.  gentleman  says  there 
is  anything  like  real  poverty,  in  the  European  sense — aye, 
or  in  the  American  sense  of  poverty— -by  which  a  man  can¬ 
not  get  bread  for  himself  and  family,  I  deny  it.  I  say  he  is 
libelling  this  country ;  he  is  making  an  untruthful  state¬ 
ment  regarding  the  condition  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
I  say  that,  looking  at  the  country  as  a  whole,  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  any  industrious  man  can  earn  a  fair  day’s 
wage  for  a  fair  day’s  work.  To  be  sure,  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  “Look  at  the  factories  ;  look  at  Cornwall  and  Kings¬ 
ton,  and  several  other  places  where  the  cotton  trade  was 
suffering,  where  thei'e  was  depression.”  Well,  we  all  know, 
and  we  said  at  the  time  the  tariff  was  introduced — my  boD. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  said  it,  and  I  in  my  place 
said,  when  we  were  told  that  the  consequence  of  introducing 
the  National  Policy  would  be  that  there  would  be  a  great 
number  of  cotton  lords  having  a  monopoly  of  the  trade,  that 
they  would  build  up  enormous  fortunes  at  the  expense  of 
oppressing  the  people,  that  there  was  an  absence  of  free 
competition — we  said  no,  there  will  be  home  competition  ; 
the  natural  competition  which  will  arise  when  our  manu¬ 
facturers  find  that  when  they  are  protected  from  the  free 
influx  of  foreign  goods,  the  struggle,  the  competition 
between  man  and  man,  between  capitalist  and  capitalist, 
will  bring  down  the  price.  Is  not  that  so  ?  Are  not  prices 
lower  than  ever  before  ?  Is  not  the  price  of  cotton  lower  than 
it  ever  has  been  ?  Is  not  nearly  every  article  which  is  produced 
by  industries  introduced  into  Canada,  at  less  than  the  normal 
price  ?  The  consequence  of  that  competition  has  been  that 
in  the  cotton  industry,  for  instance,  there  was  an  undue 
rush  into  it ;  there  was  a  speculative  spirit  arose,  and  more 
money  was  invested  in  that  particular  industry  than  the 
restricted  market  required.  That  was  prophesied.  But  it  is 
all  for  the  benefit  of  the  consumer ;  the  bloated  aristocrats 
are  the  sufferers,  and  the  people  of  the  country  are  the  gain¬ 
ers.  This  condition  of  things  will  remedy  itself,  and  we 
see  how  it  is  being  remedied.  The  manufacturers  meet; 
they  say,  we  make  too  many  grey  cottons,  for  instance  ;  we 
will  diminish  the  quantity  so  as  to  suit  our  market;  we 
hope  the  Government  and  Parliament  will  get  us  foreign 
markets,  but  in  the  meantime  we  will  diversify  our  in¬ 
dustries;  we  will  go  into  prints  or  other  cottons;  wo  will 
use  our  machinery  for  other  purposes  than  those  for  which 
it  was  originally  established.  That  kind  of  thing  regulates 
the  supply  until  there  is  such  a  diminution  of  the  supply  as 
to  bring  it  to  an  equality  with  the  demand  ;  and  meantime 
the  country  has  been  the  gainer.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  we  see  the  miserable  operatives’  sufferings.  The 
operatives  are  not  suffering.  There  may  be,  in  places,  a 
diminution  of  wages,  but  theieis  enough  wage  left  to  enable 
an  industrious  man  to  support  himself  and  his  family  in 
comfort.  There  may  be  workmen  on  short  time  in  some 
places,  but  that  only  exists  until  the  balance  between  the  de¬ 
mand  and  supply  is  adjusted.  In  the  meantime  what  would 
the  condition  of  things  have  been  but  for  the  National 
Policy?  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  deny  that  the  suffer¬ 
ings  among  the  operatives  in  the  United  States  are  greater 
than  in  Canada ;  that  their  sufferings  in  England  are  greater 
than  in  Canada.  He  cannot  truthfully  deny  it.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  exodus  of  our  population,  over 
which  he  used  to  gloat,  is  going  on.  Our  people  were 
seeking  among  the  manufacturers  of  the  United  States  for 
the  employment  which  they  could  not  got  in  Canada.  But 
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if  they  had  gone  to  the  United  States  factories  which  are 
Buffering  from  the  depression  which  exists  there,  and  the 
starvation  which  exists  there — away  from  their  Canadian 
homes,  without  any  money  to  bring  them  back — in  that 
case  there  would  have  been  real  suffering  amongst  them. 
But  instead  of  that  we  have  kept  them  in  our  own  country. 
They  are  here;  on  the  whole,  well-doing  follow  subjects  of 
ours  and  furnishing  a  homo  market  for  the  great  industry 
of  all,  our  agricultural  industry.  The  hon.  gentleman  con¬ 
templates  a  return  of  that  happy  state  of  affairs  when  our 
factories  shall  be  closed,  when  all  the  vigor  and  energy  and 
constructive  skill  and  enterprise  of  those  who  are  not  fitted 
or  inclined  to  follow  agricultural  pursuits  must  go  to  the 
United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  bo  glad  to 
return  to  that  state  of  things,  but  he  does  not  express  the 
opinion  of  the  country ;  he  does  not  express  the  opinion  of 
the  representatives  of  the  people  in  this  House.  And  I  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  goes  to  the  country  as  the  leader 
of  his  party,  as  the  exponent  of  free  trade,  and  I  go  to  the 
country  as  the  exponent  and  supporter  of  the  National 
Policy,  wo  will  beat  him  at  almost  every  poll, 

Mr.  COCK  BURN.  Try  it  to  morrow. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  have  been  trying  it, 
and  of  the  nine  members  who  were  introduced  to  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  seven  went  to  the  polls  as  advocates  and  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  National  Policy — as  advocates  and  supporters 
of  the  Government  which  introduced  and  maintained  the 
National  Policy,  and  two,  I  bolieve,  occupy  seats  on 
the  opposito  benches.  We  are  quite  satisfied  with  the 
opinion  of  the  country.  We  have  the  declaration  of  the 
majority  of  the  country,  and  I  believe  that  as  seven 
is  to  two,  so  is  the  majority  in  the  whole  country  in 
favor  of  the  National  Policy.  My  hon.  friend  was 
merry  over  all  this  kind  of  thing.  He  is  not  usually  play¬ 
ful,  but  to-day  he  was  excessively  merry,  and,  like  Mark 
Tapley,  he  wished  to  show  that  he  was  jolly  under  adverse 
circumstances,  and  certainly  the  portentous  sight  of  seven 
gentlemen  walking  in  one  after  the  other,  declaring  con¬ 
tinued  confidence  in  the  Government  and  their  policy,  was 
enough  to  arouse  alibis  energies  and  make  him  as  happy 
and  as  smiling  as  Mark  Tapley  himself,  even  at  the  Garden 
of  Eden.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  knows  that  he  and 
his  party  have  been  charged  with  belittling  the  country 
and  undervaluing  its  position,  but,  he  says,  I  must  tell  the 
truth  and  shame  the — Tories.  Well,  I  do  not  know  that  the 
Tories  will  accept  the  comparison  drawn  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  but  certainly  it  will  occur  to  him  in  that  case  that 
the  Tories  have  played  the  very  devil  with  him  and  his  party. 
The  hon.  gentleman  alluded  to  my  speeches  in  England. 
Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  in  England,  and  I  made  some 
speeches.  I  am  not  ashamed  of  those  speeches,  and  I  ad¬ 
here  to  what  I  said.  I  believe  what  I  said  was  true,  in  sub¬ 
stance  and  in  spirit ;  I  intended  to  speak  the  truth,  and  I 
am  not  ashamed  of  what  I  said.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke 
of  my  speech  as  to  a  Bankruptcy  Act,  and  he  said  I  sneered 
at  the  prejudices  of  the  rural  population.  I  simply  told 
the  truth.  I  stated  that  the  boards  of  trade  in  Canada, 
representing  the  commercial  interest,  were,  as  a  whole,  in 
favor  of  the  introduction  of  a  bankruptcy  or  insolvent  law  ; 
I  said  that  the  rural  population  were  opposed  to  a  bank¬ 
ruptcy  or  insolvent  law — that  they  had  strong  prejudices 
against  it.  Is  that  not  so  ?  Is  it  not  so,  in  this  House  and 
out  of  this  House,  that  while  the  commercial  men  desire  an 
insolvent  system  with  protection  against  undue  preferences, 
the  representatives  of  the  rural  constituencies  as  a  whole 
are  opposed  to  a  bankruptcy  law  ?  That  is  what  I  stated, 
and  I  stated  the  truth.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  I 
stated  that  I  was  going  to  do  the  best  I  could  for  them. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  read  my  speech  carefully,  or  he 
has  forgotten  it.  I  carefully  guarded  myself  from  express¬ 
ing  any  opinion  upon  the  question.  When  the  represen¬ 


tatives  of  the  chambers  of  commerce,  some  of  the 
most  important  chambers  in  England,  asked  what  course 
they  should  take  to  express  their  views,  I  said  I  really 
did  not  know  that  they  could  do  anything  better  than 
to  pursue  the  course  which  they  had  already  commenced 
— to  keep  up  their  communications  with  the  various 
boards  in  Canada,  and  through  them  to  use  the  powers  and 
arguments  they  wished  to  use  for  tho  purpose  of 
showing  that  a  bankruptcy  law  was  a  necessity.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  my  duty  and  my  pleasure  to 
receivo  with  all  courtesy  these  important  bodies.  Tho 
trade  of  England  with  Canada  is  of  great  importance, 
and  I  bolieve  is  going  to  be  of  still  more  importance  ;  and  it 
was  of  the  utmost  moment  that  I  should  receive  such  great 
representative  bodies  as  the  chambers  of  commerce  when 
they  wished  to  state  that  they  believed  sincerely  that  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  England  and  Canada,  and 
the  development  of  that  intercourse,  were  greatly  prejudiced 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  a  bankruptcy  or  insolvent 
law.  I  believe  they  have  taken  my  advice.  They  are  com¬ 
municating  now,  or  have  communicated,  with  the  various 
boards  of  trade  in  Canada ;  and,  Mr.  Speaker,  tho 
Speech  did  not  say  that  there  was  not  going  to  be 
any  measure  introduced.  I  may  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  this  information  in  advance,  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  ask  this  House  to  strike  a 
special  committee,  carefully  formed,  for  the  purpose  of 
examining  into  the  whole  subject.  They  will  have  before 
them  the  petitions,  the  memorials  and  the  remonstrances  of 
these  various  commercial  bodies,  and  wo  shall  get  a  report 
upon  tho  whole  subject,  and  especially  upon  one  point  of  the 
greatest  importance,  which  owells  most  particularly  in  the 
minds  of  the  members  of  the  English  chambers  of  com¬ 
merce,  that  is  to  say,  the  possibility  of  there  being  undue  or 
fraudulent  preferences.  Those  who  have  read  my  remarks 
may,  perhaps,  remember  that  I  explained  to  those  bodies, 
that  unless  the  measure  amounted,  in  the  fullest  sense,  to  a 
bankruptcy  or  insolvent  law,  the  jurisdiction  did  not  rest 
with  us,  but  with  the  Provincial  Legislatures.  In  order, 
therefore,  that  this  whole  subject  may  be  reviewed  in  its 
commercial  and  constitutional  aspects,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  ask  this  House  to  strike  a  committee  of 
competent  men  to  deal  with  this  subject.  The  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  has  spoken  about  a  reciprocity  treaty,  and  treaties  in 
general,  and  if  I  understood  his  remarks,  he  desired  that  we 
should  go  again  to  the  United  States  and  renew  our  efforts 
to  secure  a  reciprocity  treaty.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  public 
men  of  the  United  States,  from  the  President  down, 
know  that  Canada  has  always  been  ready  to  enter 
into  negotiations  for  a  reciprocity  treaty.  They 
know  that  upon  our  Statute  Book  there  is  a  provision  that 
in  case  the  Americans  at  any  time  choose  to  enter  into  ne¬ 
gotiations  with  us,  tho  Government  are  empowered  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  without  a  new  Act,  without  any  leg¬ 
islation  whatever,  to  reduce  tho  tariff,  or  wipe  away  the 
duties  altogether,  on  condition  that  the  Americans  reci¬ 
procate.  And,  Sir,  what  more  do  they  want  ?  It  is  not  by 
going  down  on  our  knees  that  wo  shall  get  reciprocity,  or 
by  doing  what  those  people  at  St.  John  did  the  other  day. 
Because  there  has  been  a  treaty  entered  into  between  the 
United  States  and  Spain,  giving  the  United  States  exclu¬ 
sively  the  trade  with  the  Spanish  Antilles,  they  said.  We 
must  have  annexation  with  the  United  States— anything 
in  order  to  get  this  trade  as  well. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Not  many  said  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear 
from  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  very  few  said  that.  Yet 
they  were  men  who  held  out  to  the  United  States  the  sup¬ 
position  that  we  must  have  annexation  if  we  do  not  trade 
with  the  Spanish  Antilles.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  conse¬ 
quence  was, as  happened  before, and  as  has  happened  again  and 
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again  with  United  States  statesmen.  They  desire  to  enlarge 
the  boundaries  of  the  country;  they  would  like  to  add  Can¬ 
ada  to  the  United  States;  they  said,  Jot  us  hold  off  a  little  lon¬ 
ger;  let  us  refuse  them  reciprocity,  and  Canada  will  fall  like 
a  ripe  plum  into  our  mouths.  What  was  the  result  ?  It  turns 
out  now  during  the  present  sitting  of  Congress  that  there 
is  not  the  slightest  chance  of  this  same  Spanish  treaty 
being  ratified  at  Washington.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  that  ho  has  heard  a  great  deal  about  our  attempt  to 
develop  the  trade  of  Canada — that  we  had  two  commission¬ 
ers  appointed  to  England,  and  yet  we  have  not  heard  of  any 
results.  The  United  States  has  had  ambassadors  appointed 
to  Franco  and  Spain,  and  you  do  not  hear  of  any  results 
yet.  Believe  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  the  majority  of  this 
House  and  of  this  country  will  believe  me  when  I  say  that 
the  Government  keep  their  attention  constantly,  earnestly 
and  most  actively  directed  to  the  development  of  the  trade 
of  Canada,  and  the  obtaining  of  commercial  treaties 
with  the  various  civilized  countries  of  tho  world. 
And  I  say  this,  that  we  have,  I  am  happy  to  say,  from  Her 
Majesty’s  Government,  every  assistance  in  doing  so.  They 
have,  for  instance,  taken  the  step  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  perhaps  consider  insufficient,  but  which  I  consider  all 
sufficient.  They  have  joined  our  High  Commissioner,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  with  the  Spanish  Ambassador  at  Madrid  as 
joint  envoys  in  order  to  attempt  to  negotiate  a  treaty  be¬ 
tween  Canada,  as  part  of  England,  and  not  only  tho  Spanish 
Antilles  but  the  mother  country — Spain.  So  with  respect  to 
Franco.  Tho  attention  of  tho  Government  has  been  steadily 
given  in  that  direction.  The  continual  changes  in  govern¬ 
ment  in  France  and  tho  various  circumstances  connected 
with  their  own  government  are  such  that  we  have  never 
b:cn  able  to  induco  them  to  approach  this  subject  with  an 
earnest  desire  to  come  to  a  conclusion,  but  by  and  bye  we 
may  have  successful  negotiations.  At  all  events  wo  will 
keep  “  pegging  away,”  to  use  the  homely  phrase  of  Abraham 
Lincoln ;  we  will  lose  no  opportunity  of  extending  and 
developing  tho  foreign  trade  of  Canada.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  congratulates  the  House  on  there  being  no  mention  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Well,  that  is  all  very 
well.  There  is  no  necessity  for  mentioning  it,  inas¬ 
much  as  there  is  no  legislation  that  wo  are  going  to 
lay  before  the  House — that  we  propose  to  lay  before  tho 
House  just  now.  What  we  may  do  in  the  immense  future, 
and  with  the  immense  future  of  that  railway,  we  must  leave 
to  the  future.  At  present  we  do  not  mention  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  as  we  do  not  propose  to  lay  a  measure  be¬ 
fore  tho  House  on  this  subject.  But  tho  hon.  gentleman 
asks  a  great  many  questions  about  the  progress  of  the  work, 
the  grades,  and  other  cognate  questions.  I  will  take  it 
that  the  report  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  will  settlo 
that  question,  and  therefore  there  was  no  necessity  for  en¬ 
cumbering  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  with  any  remarks 
about  them.  I  do  not  think  that  it  will  answer  any  good 
purpose  to  follow  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his  discursive  re¬ 
marks  on  the  various  subjects  of  public  interest.  It  was 
rather  a  waste  of  time,  when  the  facts  and  papers  are  not 
before  the  House,  to  discuss  the  question.  Therefore,  I  will 
say  not  a  word  more  about  the  railway  policy  or  about  the 
laud  policy,  or  about  the  receipts  for  land  sales,  and  so  on. 
By  the  way,  however,  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  rather  unfair — I  was  going  to  say  uncandid — • 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  which  he  pooh-poohed 
the  receipts  for  the  sales  of  land.  He  says  that  the 
receipts  were  so  much  and  the  expenditure  was  so 
much,  and  that  there  is  a  very  small  balance  left.  The 
hon.  gentleman  ought  to  have  told  the  House  that  the 
receipts  for  the  sales  of  land  were  for  a  particular  year,  while 
tho  expenditure,  on  the  other  side,  was  for  the  surveys, 
which  will  last  for  all  time  to  come.  The  Government 
have  been  going  on  surveying  township  after  township — we 
have  surveyed  a  kingdom,  almost,  in  area,  and  we  have  paid 
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the  expense  of  those  surveys.  Those  surveys  will  last  for  al 
time;  the  receipts  were  merely  the  receipts  for  one  year. 
The  hon.  gentleman  would  like  to  know  very  much  whether 
there  is  going  to  be  a  Factory  Bill  introduced  or  not.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  BerginJ,  has  rushed  to  tho 
rescue  at  once  for  fear  there  should  be  a  dereliction  of  duty. 
We  will  see,  by  and  by,  when  we  have  my  hon.  friend’s 
measure  before  the  House,  how  that  will  be  dealt  with. 
With  respect  to  tho  factory  law,  the  case  stands  thus  :  Al- 
x*eady  in  two  of  the  Provinces  there  is  factory  legislation. 
If  at  any  time  it  is  found  requisite  for  the  protection  of  life 
or  property  that  offensive  broaches  of  the  factory  law 
should  be  made  a  crime,  a  misdemeanor,  of  course  we  must 
act  here.  The  Provincial  Legislatures  have  no  power  to 
declare  any  breach  of  the  law  a  misdemeanor ;  they  can 
of  course  fix  certain  penalties  in  civil  law  to  any  breach  of 
their  law.  The  constitutional  Act  provides  that  they  may 
by  decision  imposi  ng  a  fine,  protect  their  legislation,  but  they 
cannot  interfere  with  any  portion  of  the  criminal  law. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  we  ought  to  have 
mentioned  an  Act  to  give  representation  to  the  people 
of  tho  North-West.  I  think  before  we  can  do  that 
we  must  know  what  people  are  there,  how  they  are  divided, 
where  their  settlements  are,  what  divisions  are  to  be  made, 
how  the  electoral  franchise  is  to  be  exercised,  what  the 
electoral  franchise  is.  We  can  have  no  satisfactory  adjust¬ 
ment  of  that  question  until  we  know  the  number  of  people 
that  are  there,  whero  they  are  situated,  how  they  are 
scattered,  in  order  that  wo  may,  hereafter,  if  Parliament 
thinks  proper,  give  them  representation  in  Parliament. 
The  time  must  come  ero  long  when  these  districts  will  bo 
made  Provinces,  and  if  made  Provinces  they  will,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  bo  represented  in  this  Parliament  like  any 
other  Province.  In  the  meantime,  the  first  and  necessary 
step  must  be  taken  of  having  a  census.  Tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  objects  very  much  to  some  remarks  I  made  in  England, 
to  the  effect  that  the  Liberal-Conservatives  are 
the  true  Liberals.  Well,  I  have  said  so  in  the  House 
and  in  the  country;  I  have  not  the  slightest  reason 
for  not  repeating  tho  same  thing  in  England.  I 
believe  the  Liberal-Conservative  party  is  the  progressive 
party,  the  party  that  is  going  to  develop  this  country.  I 
believe  thai  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  succeeded  in  taking 
our  place,  a  restrictive  policy  would  be  introduced,  and  the 
prosperity  of  this  country  retarded  and  obstructed.  I  said 
so  thero  and  I  say  so  here.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  said  I 
spoke  unfairly  of  their  party  when  I  said  tho  Conservative 
party  drew  its  inspiration  from  England  and  the  other  from 
the  neighboring  Republic.  I  thought  I  was  doing  them  full 
justice  when  I  said  I  believed  they  were  as  loyal  a  party 
and  as  true  to  British  interests  as  were  the  Conservatives. 
I  could  not  go  further  than  that.  I  did  not  state  in  my 
speech,  though  I  might  have  done  so,  that  they  were 
anxious  for  any  constitutional  changes.  I  simply  stated 
that  in  their  legislation,  their  general  legislation,  they 
drew  their  inspiration  from  the  United  States,  from  the 
neighboring  Republic,  and  I  believe,  if  you  look  at  the 
Statute  Book,  from  1874  to  1878,  you  will  find  the  proof  of 
my  assertion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Fiscal  policy,  for  instance. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  has  really  mentioned  the  exception  which 
proves  the  rule.  That  is  the  only  case  in  which  we  have 
adopted  the  policy  of  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  laugh  over  there.  I  wonder  if  the  members  do  not 
think  we  were  right  in  adopting,  in  that  instance  only,  the 
policy  of  the  United  States.  1  know  many  of  them  do. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  order  to  wind  up  his  speech, 
although  it  had  not  anything  to  do  with  the  Address  from 
the  Throne,  brought  up,  in  the  first  place - - 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  License  Bill. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  ho  brought  up  the 
License  Bill. 

An  lion.  MEMBER.  Streams  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  come  to  the 
Streams  Bill  just  now.  Ho  brought  up  the  Licenso  Bill. 
Mr.  Speaker,;  we  have  the  decision  of  Russell  vs.  the 
Queen ;  we  have  the  decision  of  the  Queen  and  Hodge. 
Unfortunately,  in  the  reference  to  the  Supreme  Court  here, 
it  was  presented  to  them  in  such  a  way  that  we  have  not 
tbe  reasons  given  by  the  judges  for  their  decision.  They 
have  not  decided  according  to  Russell  and  the  Queen — that 
is  quite  clear.  They  have  not  decided  according  to  the  case 
of  tbe  Queen  vs.  Hodge — that  is  quite  clear.  The  only 
way  in  which  we  can  judge  of  the  reasons  which  induced 
the  Supreme  Court  to  decide  or  give  an  opinion  as  they  have 
done  is  from  the  remarks  of  the  judges  during  the  course  of 
the  argument.  During  the  course  of  that  argument  it  was 
said  by  more  than  one  of  the  judges  that  the  two  decisions 
in  the  Queen  and  Russell,  and  the  Queen  and  Hodge,  were 
antagonistic ;  that  they  were  contradictory ;  that  one  opposed 
the  other,  and  so  apparently  the  court  has  split  the  differ¬ 
ence;  it  has  declared  that  all  the  wholesale  licenses  belong  to 
the  Dominion,  and  all  the  retail  and  tavern  licenses  belong 
to  the  Provincial  Legislatures.  Now,  Mr.  Speakei*,  I  think 
it  is  of  very  great  importance  that  we  should  get  such  ques¬ 
tions  settled.  After  that  decision,  not  one  of  the  Provincial 
Governments  can  issue  licenses  or  receive  a  dollar  for  any 
wholesale  licenses  or  for  licenses  on  any  vessel;  and  it  is 
strange  that  the  words  “wholesale”  and  “retail”  have 
different  significations  in  the  different  Provinces.  In 
one  of  the  Provinces,  a  wholesale  license  covers  five 
gallons  and  upwards ;  in  another  it  covers  one 
pint  and  upwards.  We  must  get  these  questions  settled, 
and  it  is,  I  considor,  of  the  very  greatest  importance  that, 
so  early  in  the  history  of  Confederation,  while  wo  are  yet 
just  laying  the  basis  of  the  Dominion  under  our  present  con¬ 
stitution,  all  possible  questions  of  conflict  of  jurisdiction 
should  be  settled.  You  see  what  the  consequences  of  allowing 
the  contrary  practice  to  obtain  wore  in  the  United  States. 
They  culminated  in  a  great  war.  Now  we  are,  one  after 
the  other,  settling  these  questions,  and  I  hope  this  question 
will  bo  settled  in  the  same  way,  finally  and  forever.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  says  we  should  have  no  more  legislation 
about  it.  How  can  we  help  ourselves,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  Who 
is  to  decide  what  “  wholesale”  means  and  what  “  retail” 
means  ?  If  the  Provincial  Governments,  for  a  matter  of 
revenue,  wish  to  tax  all  sellers  of  spirits  and  wines,  they  are 
cut  off  from  a  great  branch  of  the  trade.  They  cannot  charge 
a  license  fee  to  any  wholesale  dealer  in  wines  or  spirituous 
liquors.  That  must  be  settled  in  some  way,  and  can  only  be 
settled  by  tho  final  tribunal.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  then  spoke 
about  the  boundary  question.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  proffer,  the 
repeated  proffer,  the  solemn  proffer  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  had  been  accepted,  the  boundary  question  would  have 
been  settled  ten  long  years  ago.  He  has  quoted  remarks  of 
mine,  and  state  papers  issued  by  the  Government,  alleging 
that  the  boundary  line  was  due  north  from  tho  con¬ 
fluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Mississippi.  The  Government 
were  obliged  to  take  that  ground,  and  why  ?  Because  there 
had  been  a  solemn  decision  of  a  court  of  competent  juris¬ 
diction,  tho  Queen’s  Bench,  in  the  then  Province  of  Lower 
Canada,  which  was  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction 
specially  charged  to  deal  with  the  subjects  before  it.  In 
the  Queen  and  Reinhart,  it  was  a  question  of  the  greatest 
importance,  on  tvhich  the  life  of  a  man  depended.  The  man 
was  tried  for  murder,  and  the  question  whether  that  man 
could  be  tried  or  could  be  executed  depended  upon  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  that  court,  and  it  decided  that  the  line  was  a  line 
drawn  due  north  from  the  confluence  of  the  two  rivers. 
Until  that  decision  was  reversed  it  was  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  Judge  Armour,  who 


before  he  was  a  judge,  was  selected  specially  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  that  hon.  gentleman  was  a  member,  to 
manage  the  case  for  the  Dominion  in  respect  to  this  bound¬ 
ary,  in  his  evidence  before  the  committee,  declared  that  he 
would  feel  himself  bound  by  the  decision  in  the  Queen 
against  Reinhart.  It  was  tho  law  of  tho  land  until  it 
was  reversed  by  a  superior  tribunal.  So  tho  Dominion 
Government  were  bound  to  hold  to  that  docision  as  a 
decision  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  until  it 
was  reversed.  But  the  Government  had  no  disinclination 
to  have  it  reversed  if  the  Supreme  Court  decided  it 
was  erroneous.  They  offered,  in  1812,  and  repeated 
the  offer  again  and  again,  but  it  was  too  valuable  a 
political  plaything  to  give  up.  It  was  kept  to  be  used  at 
the  polls  and  on  the  stump,  and  therefore  the  plain,  straight¬ 
forward  offer  of  tho  Dominion  Government  to  go  at  once 
with  the  question  and  leave  it  to  the  Judicial  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  was  set  aside  and  was  only  at  last 
forced  and  dragged  out  of  the  Provincial  Government.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  :  “  But  that  boundary  question  was 
handed  over  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  so  that  that  Prov¬ 
ince  might  intervene  in  the  matter.”  The  Parliament  of 
Canada  was  enlarging  the  boundaries  of  that  Province,  and 
it  was  necessary  that  there  should  be  no  interval  between 
tho  Province  of  Manitoba  ani  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The 
piece  of  land  there  would  be  too  small  to  form  a  Province 
or  to  form  a  territory,  and  therefore  the  Government  pro¬ 
posed,  and  Parliament  adopted  it,  and  it  was  declared  that 
the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  should  bo  the  eastern 
boundary  of  Manitoba.  The  reason  and  common  sense 
were  obvious.  There  was  no  use  in  having  a  small  piece  of 
land  which  was  not  fit  to  make  into  a  Province  or  into  a 
territory,  and  therefore  the  Government  and  Parliament 
adopted  tho  suggestion  made  by  the  Government  of  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  a  member,  or  at  least  by  Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie’s  Government,  when  they  formed  the  Territory  of 
Keewatin.  In  the  statute  forming  that  territory  it  is  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  shall  be  the  east¬ 
ern  boundary  of  the  District  of  Keewatin.  And  we  did  exactly 
the  same  thing.  Wo  copied  the  Act  of  the  late  Administra¬ 
tion,  when  we  made  the  boundary  of  tho  ono  tbe  boundary 
of  tho  other.  Why  the  hon.  gentleman  brought  in  tho 
Streams  Bill  I  cannot  well  understand.  Why  did  ho  bring 
that  in  ?  In  order,  he  said,  that  he  might  show  that  I  was 
not  infallible.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  pretty  good  autho¬ 
rity  for  my  opinion  on  that  subject.  I  know,  of  course,  I 
had  the  authority  of  Mr.  Mowat,  the  Attorney-General  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  because  he  was  so  satisfied  that 
according  to  law  Mr.  McLaren  could  hold  those  rights 
and  exclusive  privileges  that  ho  thought  it  necessary  to 
introduce  an  Act  to  take  them  away.  He  believed  that  the 
law  of  the  land  would  not  take  them  away,  so  he  introduced 
that  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  taking  them  away.  It  was  on 
account  of  that  course,  it  was  because  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  held  that  it  was  a  question  of  law  then  in  litigation 
that  should  be  left  to  the  courts,  and  if  the  courts  decided 
that  Mr.  McLaren  was  right  it  would  be  wrong  to  pass 
an  Act  to  take  that  right  away;  and  if  the  courts  decided 
that  Mr.  Caldwell  was  right,  then  there  was  no  necessity  for 
the  legislation  at  all,  and  therefore  the  Government  disallow¬ 
ed  it,  in  order  that  the  case  might  go  before  the  proper  tribu¬ 
nals  and  be  settled  according  to  law  and  not  according  to  the 
political  exigencies  of  the  Ontario  Government,  But  not 
only  was  it  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Mowat,  but  I  believe  I  am  not 
wrong  when  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  in  his 
professional  capacity  as  counsel  for  Mr.  McLaren,  gave  his 
opinion  that  Mr.  McLaren’s  contention  was  right. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  you  are  not  right. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDON  ALD.  Then  if  I  am  not  right  I 
am  informed  very  erroneously,  and  when  another  member 
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of  Parliament  is  in  his  place  perhaps  I  shall  bring  up  this 
question  again  in  order  that  we  may  have  this  point  set¬ 
tled.  At  all  events,  it  was  asserted  in  this  House  and  not 
denied. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  is  to  be  an  amendment  moved  to  the 
Address  or  not.  I  thought  I  gathered  from  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  remarks  that  he  did  not  intend  to  movo  an  amend¬ 
ment.  The  Speech  I  believe  and  consider  to  be  a  plain, 
straightforward,  business-like  document.  The  subjects  to 
be  submitted  to  Parliament  are  important,  and  we  invite 
the  earnest  consideration  of  Parliament  to  those  measures. 
We  believe  the  time  of  the  House  will  be  usefully  employed 
in  the  discussion  of  those  measures.  We  have  not  put  into 
the  Speech,  inserted  into  the  mouth  of  the  representative 
of  Her  Majesty,  long  ossays  upon  constitutional  law  or  upon 
the  question  whether  myself  was  right  or  wrong,  fallible  or 
infallible.  We  have  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
important  subjects,  and  if  it  carries,  as  I  believe  it  will,  the 
measures  that  we  are  going  to  submit,  the  members  of  this 
House  will  have  the  pleasure  of  knowing  and  feeling,  when 
they  go  home,  that  they  havo  passod  a  useful  Session  and 
done  great  service  to  the  country. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  it 
may  be  fairly  left  to  the  impartial  judgment  of  this  House, 
and  also  of  the  country,  when  they  read  the  report  of  the 
two  speeches,  whether  my  hon.  friend  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  or  the  First  Minister  is  the  more  obnoxious  to 
the  chargo  of  having  unduly  wasted  the  time  of  the  House  on 
the  present  occasion.  I  partly  agree  with  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter,  that  it  would  not  be  expedient  to  enter  on  a  discussion 
in  detail,  particularly  as  I  propose  at  the  earliest  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  discuss  a  good  many  questions  to  which  the  First 
Minister  has  alluded.  I  think  I  may  also  fairly  con¬ 
gratulate  the  First  Minister  and  the  House  on  the  fact 
that  on  the  present  occasion  the  First  Minister  has  observed 
a  moderation  of  tone  and  statement  which  it  might 
have  been  well  had  he  observed  on  other  occasions.  The 
First  Minister,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  no  bad  type,  on  the  whole, 
of  that  Spanish  hero  immortalized  by  Punch,  who  was 
awfully  determined  when  he  had  twenty  men  to  one, 
but  who,  when  the  odds  were  less  enormously  in  his 
favor,  usually  found  it  convenient  to  remember  that  dis¬ 
cretion  was  an  important  part  of  a  general’s  duty.  The 
First  Minister,  in  old  time,  in  fact,  in  very  recent 
times,  as  some  of  us  know  to  our  cost,  has  found 
it  much  more  convenient  to  gerrymander  his  political 
opponents  out  of  existence  than  to  face  them  on  the  floor 
of  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  as  I  have  said,  having  this  pro¬ 
pensity  and  this  habit  of  mind,  it  might  have  been  as  well 
had  he  been  less  valiant,  less  pot-valiant,  I  might  say,  on  the 
occasion  of  some  recent  demonstration  in  his  honor  when 
that  hon.  gentleman  made  certain  statements  to  which  I 
propose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to-night — not 
solely  on  account  of  the  personal  elements  they  contain,  but 
because  there  are  certain  important  questions  greatly 
affecting  the  welfare  of  this  country  underlying  that  hon. 
gentleman’s  uttei’ancos.  He  has  had  the  opportunity  to¬ 
night,  if  he  had  chosen  to  use  it,  to  retract  or  to  modify 
some  of  those  statements,  but  he  tells  us  that  he  adheres, 
if  I  understand  him  aright,  to  every  word  he  has  uttered. 
Sir,  I  propose  to  edify  and  amuse-— pei’haps  to  instruct — 
the  House,  by  giving  them  a  specimen  of  the  state¬ 
ments  to  which  the  hon.  Minister  adheres,  and  which  he  is 
not  disposed  to  modify  or  alter.  I  must  apologise  to  the 
House  if  my  own  unworthy  name  appears  a  little  too 
prominently  in  some  of  the  statements  I  am  about  to  read. 
It  was  not  I  who  introduced  it.  I  find  that  by  reports  in 
his  organs,  the  First  Minister  is  represented,  on  a  very  recent 
occasion  to  have  delivered  himself  as  follows:— 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


“  He  was  an  old  Tory,  the  son  and  grandson  of  old  Tories — and  if  it 
be  true,  a3  we  believe,  that  grandfathers  and  fathers  can  look  down 
upon  what  is  going  on  among  their  descendants,  how  they  would 
shudder,  they  who  have  sacrificed  everything  to  their  country  and  their 
Conservative  principles,  when  they  could  see  the  honor  conferred  upon 
him  because  he  had  sold  his  party.  (Loud  cheers.)  Ah,  yes,  gentle¬ 
men,  he  was  a  knightly  man,  was  Sir  Richard  Cartwright.'  We  know 
that  knighthood  is  an  order  of  chivalry,  and  that  a  knight  should  be  a 
chivalrous  man,  and  the  first  duty  of  every  man  is  to  be  true  to  his 
allegiance,  to  be  loyal  to  his  party.  (Cheers.)  The  duty  of  the  knight¬ 
hood,  when  occasion  calls  for  it,  is  to  surround  the  Sovereign  and  the 
Crown,  and  if  necessary  to  fight  in  defence  of  that  Crown.  But  Sir 
Richard  Cartwright  has  set  himself  up  as  the  champion  of  independence  ; 
he  is  set  up  to  see  how  such  a  thing  will  be  received  by  the  people  of 
this  country.  Mr.  Blake  will  not  commit  himself  to  the  policy  yet ;  he 
will  wait  to  see  how  the  cat  will  jump— (laughter  and  cheers);  and  so 
they  tried  it  the  other  day,  and,  gentlemen,  only  think  of  it,  the  man 
who  is  a  Privy  Councillor  of  Canada,  who  has  sworn  allegiance  to  Her 
Majesty,  Her  heirs  and  successors — only  think  of  it,  the  man  who  has 
accepted  the  order  of  knighthood  at  Her  hands,  who  is  supposed  to  have 
knelt  at  her  feet,  kissed  Her  hand  and  received  the  accolade  on  both 
shoulders — ” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  question  has  arison  hero  of  very  great 
practical  moment.  I  rocollect,  Sir,  on  the  occasion  that  I 
received  the  honor  of  knighthood,  I  only  received  and  the 
hon.  Finance  Minister  only  received  the  accolade  on  one 
shoulder.  Now,  I  want  to  know,  in  my  own  interests  and 
in  the  interest  of  the  Finance  Minister,  in  the  interest  of 
several  of  his  own  colleagues,  has  there  been  a  mistake  ? 
Looking  at  the  subsequent  language  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
it  may  become  an  important  question  to  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister  and  all  the  rest  of  us,  who  only  got  the 
accolade  on  one  shoulder.  Are  we  only  half  knights  ?  I 
refer  the  question  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  because 
knights  of  high  degree,  like  the  First  Minister,  are  expected 
to  be  well  up  in  the  science  of  heraldry  as  well  as  of  consti¬ 
tutional  law.  I  refer  to  him — do  knights  of  his  high  degree 
get  the  accolade  on  both  shoulders,  and  do  knights  of  the 
inferior  order — Knights  Commander — only  get  it  on  one?  I 
only  mention  the  question  because,  really,  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  it  be  otherwise  then,  Mr.  Speaker  (and  I  only 
vonture  the  suggestion  as  a  possible  explanation  of  an 
otherwise  inexplicable  difficulty),  is  it  possible  that  when 
the  First  Minister  says  he  received  the  accolade  on  both 
shoulders,  I  say,  is  it  possible  he  may  have  seen  double? 
However  that  important  question  may  be  decided,  and  I 
commit  it  with  all  confidence  to  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
who  is  interested  with  myself.  It  appears  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  continues : 

“saying,  ‘Rise,  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  true,  faithful  and  loyal’  — 
fancy  him  preaching  independence ;  fancy  him  casting  aside  the  loyalty 
he  has  sworn  to  maintain  and  still  flaunting  the  title  of  K.O.M.G.” 

Up  to  this  point  the  horn  gentleman  had  confined  himself 
to  simple  prose,  but  here  his  feelings  become  too  much  for 
him  and  so  he  finally  dropped  into  poetry,  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  remarkable  fashion : — 

“  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen,  when  reading  of  this  I  think  of  the  lan¬ 
guage  put  into  the  mouth  of  Lady  Constance  by  Shakespeare,  when  he 
addresses  the  Archduke  of  Austria,  after  he  had  caused  Prince  Arthur 
to  be  killed — 

‘  Now,  cold-blooded  slave, 

Didst  thou  not  speak  like  thunder  on  my  side, 

Being  sworn  my  soldier,  bidding  me  depend 
Upon  thy  star,  thy  fortune  and  thy  strength, 

And  dost  thou  now  pass  over  to  my  foe  ? 

Thou  wear’ st  a  lion’s  hide — doff  it  tor  shame, 

And  hang  a  calfskin  on  thy  recreant  limbs.’  " 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  only  fair  to  the  First  Minister  to 
say  that  that  great  rhetorical  effort  from  which  I  have 
quoted,  and  of  which  I  make  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  friends  are  justly  proud,  abounds  with  passages 
like  these,  passages  of  equal  stateliness  of  diction,  of  equal 
loftiness  of  thought,  of  equally  exquisite  good  taste.  These 
little  outpourings,  as  one  may  say,  of  a  thankful  heart  and 
mind,  tiDged  probably  with  a  little  glow  of  after-dinner 
enthusiasm,  do  infinite  credit  to  the  First  Minister.  I 
know  from  old  recollection  that  the  First  Minister  was 
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always  more  conversant  with  Hudibras  than  with  Shakes¬ 
peare,  and  with  Rabelais  than  either ;  but  I  really  did 
not  think  that  the  First  Minister’s  memory,  in  former 
times  at  all  events,  would  have  led  him  to  make  such  an 
inapt  quotation  as  that  with  which  ho  wound  up.  If  I 
remember  anything  of  the  play  of  King  John,  the  identical 
language  he  quotes  is  uttered  by  a  certain  Sir  Richard 
to  a  certain  craven  Grand  Duke  or  Grand  Cross,  as  the  case 
might  be,  who  came  to  condign  punishment  afterwards  at  the 
hands  of  the  aforesaid  Sir  Richard.  And  if  I  recollect  any¬ 
thing  of  my  Shakespeare,  and  I  knew  something  of  his 
works  in  former  days,  it  was  not  the  Grand  Duko  who  killed 
the  unfortunate  Prince  Arthur,  but  his  own  uncle,  King  John. 
I  do  not  want  to  criticise  too  severely  these  utterances  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  but  I  advise  him  when  he  next  drops  into 
poetry  to  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  whole  play,  and  then 
he  will  be  able  to  quote  it  a  little  more  correctly.  Rut  not 
content  with  poetry,  the  hon.  gentleman  went  on,  as  he  has 
not  infrequently  done  before,  to  invoke  the  spirits  of  my 
ancestors,  in  order  that  they  may  inflict  on  me  such  punish¬ 
ment  as  he  would  like  to  inflict  if  his  power  were  equal  to 
his  will.  I  recollect  that  about  seven  or  eight  years  ago 
the  hon.  gentleman  could  hardly  make  a  speech  in  which 
my  name  figured  in  which  the  ghosts  of  my  ancestors  did 
not  appear,  until  at  last,  in  pure  self-defence,  I  had  to  do  a 
little  spirit  raising  on  my  own  account,  and  on  one  occasion, 
before  a  large  audience  at  Aylmer  I  invoked  the 
spirit  of  my  esteemed  grandfather.  I  enquired  of  him  how 
he  would  deal  with  the  hon.  gentleman  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  the  reply,  I  remember,  satisfied  me  and 
the  large  audience  I  referred  to,  that  if  the  First  Miniscer  had 
lived  in  my  grandfather’s  days  and  indulged  his  predatory 
and  other  instincts  then  as  he  has  done  in  later  times,  the 
First  Minister  would  undoubtedly  have  had  infinitely  more 
cause  to  shudder  at  the  doom  which  my  ancestor  would 
inevitably  have  inflicted  on  him  than  ever  my  ancestor 
would  have  had  to  shudder  at  me.  I  may  further  tell  him 
that,  even  if  it  should  turn  out,  which  is  not  so  clear,  that 
my  grandfather’s  opinions  and  my  own  might  differ  on 
other  matters,  from  all  I  know  of  the  character  of  that 
worthy  gentleman,  I  feel  most  positively  certain  that  in 
the  opinion  he  and  I  would  have  formed  as  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  there  would  have  been  perfect  unison  between  grand¬ 
father  and  grandson.  But,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  under¬ 
took  to  speak  of  the  sentiments  which  actuated  the 
United  Empire  Loyalists  of  former  times.  I  have  to  toll 
that  right  hon.  gentleman  that  I  do  not  admit  that  a  man 
who  never  struck  one  honest  stroke,  who  never  spilled  one 
drop  of  blood,  who  never  lost  a  dollar,  who  never  risked  a 
foot  of  land  in  proof  of  his  loyalty,  is  quite  capable  of  under¬ 
standing  the  feeliDgs  and  sentiments  of  men  who  sacri¬ 
ficed  everything  that  men  hold  dear  for  the  sake  of  alle¬ 
giance  to  their  country.  Sir,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  loyalty  is  not  very  sincere.  He 
says  it  is,  and  he  ought  to  know.  But  this  I  do  say,  that 
that  hon.  gentleman’s  loyalty,  ever  since  I  have  known 
him,  has  proved  a  most  lucrative  investment,  politically 
and  otherwise  ;  that  his  is  the  sort  of  loyalty 
that  pays;  and  if  he  wants  a  further  certificate  of 
character,  I  am  prepared  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  so 
long  as  it  continues  lo  pay,  She  will  have  no  more  ardent 
and  devoted  servant  than  the  present  First  Minister  of 
Canada.  But  these  are  minor  matters;  there  are  other 
and  much  more  important  ones  to  which  I  desire  to 
call  the  attention  of  this  House.  I  do  not  at  all  agree, 
I  do  not  at  all  approve  of  the  idea  or  the  conception  of 
the  duties,  and  obligations  of  Canadian  statesmen  which 
underlies,  not  merely  the  passage  I  have  quoted,  but 
almost  every  word  of  the  first  half  of  the  speech  de¬ 
livered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  to  his  friends  and  admirers 
at  Montreal — I  say  that  his  words  and  the  ideas  they  imply 
are  of  the  most  mischievous  character,  and  that  it  is  in  the 
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interests  of  all  of  us  that  they  should  be  repudiated  by  some 
person,  at  all  events,  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  Wo  can 
gather  from  the  language  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman  what 
his  ideas  are  of  the  duties  and  obligations  which  Canadian 
statesmen  owe  to  their  country.  For  myself,  I  have  to  tell 
him  that  I  stand  here  as  the  representative  of  a  Canadian 
constituency,  and  as  a  Privy  Councillor  of  Canada  I  am 
bound  to  give  to  Her  Majesty  or  Her  Majesty’s 
representative  that  advice  which  in  my  heart  I  believe 
is  best  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Canada.  That 
is  my  plain  duty,  and  that  I  propose  to  do  at  any 
cost.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  this,  that  the  Canadian 
who  does  anything  else,  who  fails  to  state  what  he 
believes  to  be  for  the  interest  of  Canada,  who  allows 
himself  to  be  silenced  for  any  consideration  whatever, 
is  a  traitor  to  his  country.  I  say  he  is  a  traitor  to  his 
country.  I  am  prepared  to  maintain  here  or  elsewhere, 
againBt  the  hon.  gentleman  or  against  his  friends,  that  the 
advice,  or  more  correctly  speaking,  the  warning  I  gave  once 
or  twice  to  the  peoplo  of  Canada,  contained  advice  which  is 
good  for  the  people  of  the  Dominion,  and  good  also,  when 
rightly  understood,  in  the  interests  of  the  whole  empire. 
But  that  is  too  large  a  subject  to  enter  upon  just  now.  What 
I  mean  to  say  is  this,  that  if  the  view  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  or  implied  by  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  with  reference  to  the  duties  and  obligations  which 
are  assumed  by  Canadians  who  accept  Imperial  decora¬ 
tion  be  correct,  if  by  receiving  an  Imperial  decoration  a 
Canadian  statesman  is  bound  to  be  silent  when  the  interests 
of  Canada  require  that  he  should  speak,  then,  Sir,  those  dec¬ 
orations  are  not  honors,  but  bribes.  I  wish  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  to  understand  that,  and  it  is  well  that  the  people  of 
Canada  should  understand  it  too.  Sir,  the  idea  which  the  hon, 
gentleman  has  given  utterance  to  are  ideas  which  may  suit 
political  adventurers  who  have  no  drop  of  Canadian  blood  in 
their  veins,  no  spark  of  honest  regard  for  the  true  interests 
of  Canada  in  their  hearts.  For  myself  I  utterly  repudiate 
those  ideas,  and  I  know  this,  that  British  statesmen  of  the 
highest  rank,  were  they  asked  if  the  granting  of  Imperial 
honors  to  Canadian  statesmen  bound  them  to  be  silent  when 
the  interests  of  their  country  called  upon  them  to  speak, 
would  repudiate  the  idea  with  the  same  disdain  with  which 
I  repudiate  it  now.  The  truth  is,  that  the  whole  tenor  of 
the  First  Minister’s  speech  is  only  one  of  a  good  many  proofs 
of  how  far  he  is  in  reality,  with  all  his  pretence,  behind 
the  age— a  proof  that  he  is  retrograde  and  reactionary  in 
the  highest  degree.  He  goes  to  the  middle  ages  for 
his  fiscal  policy;  he  takes  as  his  guide,  in  the  method  of  con¬ 
ducting  a  Government,  the  teachings  o?  Sir  Robert  Wal¬ 
pole,  and  his  ideas  of  free  discussion  are  ba3ed  on  the 
times  of  the  Stuarts  and  on  those  disgraceful  periods  of 
English  history  when  it  was  ruled  from  the  bench  that  the 
greater  the  truth  the  greater  the  libel,  a  doctrine  which 
would  suit  the  First  Minister  most  admirably.  Sir,  I  tell 
the  First  Minister  that  he  knows  very  little — and  perhaps  it 
is  unfortunate  that  he  does  know  so  little — of  questions 
which  are  now  seething  in  the  public  mind,  questions  which 
are  not  to  be  ignored,  questions  which  he  will  soon  discover, 
and  perhaps  some  of  his  colleagues  could  tell  him,  will  have 
to  he  faced  before  we  aro  many  years  older.  The  hon. 
gentleman  claims  to  be  ultra-loyal,  but  I  can  recollect  the 
time  when  the  Frst  Minister  was  not  so  ultra-loyal.  It  is 
true  that  at  that  period  the  First  Minister  was  in  Opposi¬ 
tion,  and  it  is  possible  that  the  fervent  loyalty  that  he  now 
professes  does,  sometimes,  I  do  not  say  fall  to  zero,  but  ex¬ 
perience  a  great  cooling  in  the  shades  of  Opposition.  At 
any  rate,  I  recollect  when  the  First  Minister  was,  if  not  the 
instigator  of,  at  least  the  ardent  sympathizer  with  that  mob 
of  disloyal  partisans  who  burned  the  Parliament  House  of 
Canada,  and  pelted  the  Governor  General,  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  royalty,  through  the  streets  of  Montreal. 
Sir,  I  recollect  perfectly  well  the  discussion  which 
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took  plage  in  this  House  with  respect  to  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  a  certain  Mr.  J.  M.  Perris  to  an  im¬ 
portant  post  under  the  Crown,  and  I  remember  that  it  was 
publicly  stated  here  by  many  members  of  this  House,  sev¬ 
eral  of  them  supporters  of  the  First  Minister,  that  one  of  his 
claims  to  recognition  was  the  fact  that  he  was  a  very  old 
friend  of  the  First  Minister  and  a  very  active  promoter  of 
the  burning  of  the  Parliament  House  in  the  City  of  Mont¬ 
real.  My  hon.  friend  from  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  called  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  a  certain  well-known  annexation 
manifesto  is  ornamented  with  the  signature  of  an  important 
member  of  the  present  Cabinet.  My  hon.  friend  might  have 
added  that  if  you  choose  to  go  back  through  the  old  Gazettes 
you  will  find  the  name  of  a  certain  Lieut.  David  Lewis 
Macpherson,  who  was  turned  out  of  the  militia  for  rank  dis¬ 
loyalty,  and  I  would  ask  if  this  is  the  same  David  Lewis  Mac¬ 
pherson  who  is  now  the  friend  and  the  associate  of  the  First 
Minister.  Upon  the  same  manifesto  is  the  name  of  no  less  a 
person  than  Sir  John  Eose,  ex-Finance  Minister  of  Canada. 
A  little  further  down  you  will  find  the  name  of  one  Alex¬ 
ander  Tilloch  Galt,  of  whom  it  may  be  remembered,  that 
before  accepting  the  decoration  which  I  now  wear,  he 
addressed  a  formal  communication  to  Lord  Carnarvon, 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  in  which  he 
wished  that  it  should  be  known  before  accepting  that 
decoration  that  he  was  an  advocate  of  the  indepen¬ 
dence  of  Canada,  and  to  whom  Lord  Carnarvon,  than 
whom  no  more  honorable  nobleman  exists,  replied 
that  he  saw  no  reason  in  that  fact  why  that  gentle¬ 
man  should  not  accept  that  decoration.  Must  I  recall  the 
language  of  the  Mail,  which,  if  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
organ,  is  the  next  thing  to  it,  in  which,  when  it  was  pointed 
out  that  the  fiscal  policy  which  he  inaugurated  was  likely  to 
prove  injurious  to  British  connection,  wo  were  told  that  if 
that  were  the  case  it  was  so  much  the  worse  for  British 
connection.  Lastly,  must  I  recall  the  conduct  of  the  First 
Minister  to  Lord  Lome.  Sir,  this  House  remembers  bow 
Lord  Lome  was  exposed  to  unmeasured  obloquy,  how  he 
was  assailed  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s  supporters  and 
the  press  which  supports  those  supporters,  and  we  recollect 
the  reason  why.  We  recollect  that  at  the  earnest  request 
of  the  First  Minister,  in  order  to  extricate  himself  from  a 
grievous  political  difficulty,  Lord  Lome  consented  to  refer 
a  certain  matter  to  England,  and  therefore  ho  was  assailed 
in  a  most  virulent  manner  by  a  good  many  members 
of  this  House  and  a  good  many  of  the  newspapers  of 
this  country.  1  have  here  the  express  and  positive 
declaration  of  Lord  Lome  that  “  on  Wednesday,  the 
second  day  of  April,  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  again  came 
to  me  and  informed  mo  that  as  an  alternative  to 
his  (Lord  Lome’s)  refusal  to  dismiss  Mr.  Letellier,  he 
suggested,  that  the  question  involved  in  the  dismissal  of  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  of  Quebec  should  be  referred  to  Her 
Majesty’s  Government.  I  referred  to  this,  and  Sir  John 
produced  a  note  of  the  statement  he  proposed  to  make  to  the 
House  on  the  subject.”  In  another  place  he  says  that  “  on 
Wednesday  Sir  John  again  came  to  me,  and  informed  me 
that,  as  an  alternative,  lie  suggested  that  the  question  in¬ 
volved  in  the  dismissal  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor  should 
be  referred  to  Her  Majesty’s  Government.”  The  man  who 
gave  the  advice  that  Lord  Lome  acted  upon,  that  loyal  and 
chivalrous  person,  sat  mute,  aid  not  raise  bis  band,  did  not 
open  his  mouth,  but  allowed  the  representative  of  royalty, 
the  Queen’s  son-in-law,  to  bo  assailed  and  traduced  by  his 
supporters,  when  one  word  from  him  would  have  closed 
their  mouths.  And  having  done  so,  he  is  the  man  who 
now  lectures  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  on 
their  imagined  disloyalty  to  the  British  Crown.  I  would 
advise  the  hon.  gentleman  to  caution  ;  I  would  remind  him 
that  persons  who  live  in  glass  houses  should  be  careful 
of  throwing  stones.  Although  1  do  not  at  the  moment 
see  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  in  the  House,  it  strikes 
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me  that  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred  that 
hon.  gentleman,  to  his  credit  be  it  said,  took  occasion 
to  separate  himself  from  his  leader,  and  declare  that 
he  was  not  altogether  averse  to  discussing  the  future  of 
Canada.  I  say  that  the  First  Minister,  not  content  with 
the  assaults  to  which  I  have  alluded,  must  needs  make 
insinuations  of  a  somewhat  offensive  character  regard¬ 
ing  certain  Liberal  leaders.  They  were  to  the  effect  that 
they  had  sought  and  supplicated  for  these  honors.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  meant  to  insinuate  that  I  was  one 
who  had  done  so,  but  I  can  tell  the  First  Minister  that  not 
only  was  that  insinuation  not  a  fact,  at  any  rate  as  regards 
myself,  and  I  believe  as  regards  the  other  members  of  the 
late  Cabinet,  but  it  was  the  exact  reverse  of  the  fact.  Not 
one  of  us,  that  I  know  of,  ever  sought  or  asked  for  any 
honor.  Honors  were  tendered  to  us,  and  under  circum¬ 
stances  which  made  the  tendering  of  them  peculiarly 
gratifying,  because  they  were  tendered  after  we  had 
ceased  in  any  way  lo  control  the  destinies  of  the  country. 
But,  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  well  known  that  eo  far  from  the 
Liberal  leaders  sueing  or  supplicating  for  honors,  my  hon. 
friend  here  (Mr.  Blake),  my  hon.  friend  who  usually  sits 
beside  me  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  and  my  hon.  friend  the  late 
lamented  Mr.  George  Brown,  were  all  severally  tendered 
honors,  and  all,  for  reasons  which  did  them  honor,  saw  fit 
to  decline  them.  Can  the  First  Minister  say  as  much  for 
his  own  colleagues?  Will  he  rise  in  his  place  and  say  that 
his  own  colleagues  did  not  sue  and  supplicate  for  honors? 
Sir,  we  know  hotter.  We  know  that  members  of  his  own 
Cabinet  did  sue  and  supplicate  for  honors.  I  think  that  Cana¬ 
dian  statesmen,  when  they  are  freely  and  spontaneously  ten¬ 
dered  to  them,  may  freely  accept  Imperial  decorations  ten¬ 
dered  in  the  way  I  have  described  ;  but  I  can  tell  the  hon, 
gentleman  this,  that  no  Canadian  statesman  worthy  of  the 
name,  or  worthy  to  hold  such  an  important  place,  will  ever 
stoop  to  sue  or  supplicate  for  honors  in  any  quarter;  and  if, 
besides  sueing  and  supplicating,  it  is  understood  that  men 
who  accept  them  are  bound  to  silence  when  the  interests  of 
their  country  demand  that  they  should  speak  out,  the 
case  is  ten-fold  worse  than  that  to  which  1  have  alluded, 
I  fear  that  on  the  occasion  I  have  referred  to  the  First  Min¬ 
ister’s  head  was  a  little  turned,  and  I  am  sorry  for  it,  because, 
with  all  his  faults — and  they  are  neither  few  nor  far  be¬ 
tween — I  confess  I  had  a  better  opinion  uf  the  First  Minister. 
1  thought  there  was  enough  selfrespect  and  manliness 
left  in  him  to  prevent  his  using  the  language  I  was 
sorry  to  see  ho  used  with  respect  to  the  honor  recently 
conferred  upon  him.  That  honor,  Sir,  was  one  cf  con¬ 
siderable  importance.  It  was  intended,  no  doubt,  .  as 
a  graceful  recognition  by  Her  Majesty  of  the  growing 
importance  of  this  great  Dominion,  and  it  is  fitting  that 
it  should  have  been  acknowledged,  but  acknowledged 
in  a  respectful  and  manly  fashion.  It  was  not  a  fitting 
thing  that  the  First  Minister  of  this  Dominion  should 
talk  of  a  thing  of  that  kind  as  an  overwhelming  honor 
conferred  on  him.  Does  the  First  Minister  not  know 
that  within  the  last  few  years,  again  and  again,  honors 
of  that  kind,  and  of  a  much  superior  kind,  have  been  con¬ 
ferred  upon  English  statesmen,  of  Cabinet  rank,  it  is  true, 
but  of  no  very  high  grade  in  their  respective  parties  ?  Sir, 
I  object  on  ray  part  altogether  to  the  use  of  such  language, 
and  I  tell  the"  First  Minister  that  he  ought  to  learn  that  the 
First  Minister  of  Canada  occupies  such  a  position  that  ho 
should  not  speak  of  overwhelming  honors  conferred  upon 
him  by  any  parties  whatever.  I  tell  the  First  Minister 
that  the  use  of  such  servile  and  debasing  language  has 
only  shown  how  unfit  ho  is  to  bo  trusted  in  any  matter 
affecting  the  honor  of  Canada.  And  if  the  iron,  gentle¬ 
man  imagines  that  we  are  awe-struck  on  this  side  oi  tne 
House  because  be  is  entitled  to  wear  across  bis  breast  a  red 
ribbon  six  inches  wide  instead  of  a  red  ribbon  three  inches 
wide  around  his  neck,  and  to  write  after  his  name  G.C.B.  in- 
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stead  of  K.C.B.,  all  I  can  tell  him  is  that  long  before  this 
Session  closes  his  mind  will  be  wholly  disabused  of  any  such 
idea.  Now,  I  am  not  going  to  allow  the  First  Minister  or  his 
followers  or  press  to  allege  that  I  in  any  way  oppose  or  depre¬ 
ciate  the  honors  which  Her  Majesty  has  conferred  upon  him. 
I  may  tell  him  that  when  I  hoard  that  the  honor 
had  been  conferred  upon  him,  the  first  feeling  that  filled 
my  mind  was  one  of  lively  gratitude,  sympathy,  and  admir¬ 
ation,  and  I  will  tell  him  why  ; — in  the  first  place,  lively 
gratitude,  because,  when  She  saw  fit  to  do  this  thing,  Her 
Majesty  had  been  graciously  pleased  to  select  the  Order  of 
the  Bath,  and  not  the  Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St.  George ; 
in  the  second  place,  I  have  the  honor  myself  of  knowing 
a  reasonable  number  of  Knights  of  the  noble  and  honorable 
order  of  the  Bath,  and  I  know  them  to  be  gallant,  truthful 
and  upright  gentlemen,  and,  therefore,  for  reasons  which 
I  will  not  go  into  at  this  moment,  I  feel  they  deserve 
the  sincere  sympathy  of  everybody  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  antecedents  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  and  in  the  last 
place,  if  it  be  true,  as  asserted  by  the  First  Minister’s  press, 
that  there  are  certain  purifying  and  cleansing  influences 
inherent  in  the  ceremonial  of  the  investiture  of  the  Grand 
Cross  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  then,  Sir, 
I  am  filled  with  the  profoundest  admiration  for  the  great 
wisdom  of  Her  Majesty’s  advisers,  inasmuch  as  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  satisfied  that  of  all  Her  Majesty’s  three  hundred 
million  subjects,  black,  brown,  white,  yellow  and  copper 
coloured,  there  is  no  one  who  stands  more  desperately  in 
need  of  every  cleansing  and  purifying  influence  it  is  possible 
to  bestow  upon  him  than  the  last  recipient  of  that  dis¬ 
tinguished  honor.  Moreover,  I  am  bound  to  tell  the  House 
that  there  is  precedent  for  it.  I  am  not  disposed  myself  to 
hunt  up  musty  old  precedents,  but  you  know  precedents  are 
dear  to  every  rightly  constituted  -British  mind,  and  I  have  a 
very  recent  precedent  for  the  hon.  gentleman’s  case  which 
goeswith  it  almost  on  all  fours.  About  twenty-five  years  ago, 
under  peculiar  circumstances,  Her  Majesty  was  advised  to 
bestow,  and  did  bestow,  the  honor  of  the  Grand  Cross  of  the 
Bath  upon  another  Prime  Minister— the  Prime  Minister  of 
the  Principality  of  Nepaul,  Jung  Bahadur.  Now,  Nepaul,  1 
may  mention  for  the  special  information  of  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister,  is  a  Chinese  Principality,  paying  tribute  to  Pekin,  and 
inhabited  by  a  race  of  Chinese  extraction  ;  and  from  what  I 
have  heard,  from  the  writings  of  Mr.  Lawrence  Oliphant, 
and  from  information  that  came  to  my  knowledge  while  in 
London,  I  am  inclined  to  believe,  in  point  of  scrupulous¬ 
ness,  in  point  of  regard  for  his  word,  and  in  point  of  dexter¬ 
ity  in  getting  rid  of  his  political  opponents — -although  tho 
oriental  method  had  the  merit  of  being  considerably  simpler 
and  more  effectual  than  the  occidental  one— and  in  what 
one  may  call  his  common  walk  and  conversation,  I  believe 
there  was  not  a  pin’s  point  of  difference  in  the  way  of 
practical  morality  botween  the  Prime  Minister  of  Nepaul 
and  the  present  Prime  Minister  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada;  and,  therefore,  I  conceive  that  there  was  a  good 
precedent  for  the  bestowal  of  the  distinguished  honor  of  the 
Grand  Cross  of  the  Bath,  upon  our  Prime  Minister.  I 
mention  that,  because  I  know  there  are  many  who  felt  that 
it  was  rather  to  be  regretted,  taking  all  things  into  account, 
that  Her  Majesty’s  advisers  should  have  been  moved  to 
take  this  particular  action ;  and  I  wish  here  to  say  that  I 
hold  that  it  is  not  fair  to  throw  any  blame  upon  Her 
Majesty’s  advisers  for  their  action  in  the  matter.  Let  us 
be  just.  I  think  that  the  thing  for  certain  reasons  may  have 
been  regrettable,  but  not  that  Her  Majesty’s  advisers 
are  to  blame.  The  parties  who  are  to  blame,  to  say  the 
truth,  are  the  majority  of  tho  electors  of  Canada- 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT— who  were  ill-advised 
enough,  knowing  tho  antecedents  of  the  First  Minister,  to 
elect  him  to  the  important  office  which  he  now  holds,  and 


to  confirm  him  again  in  1882.  That  these  unfortunate  peo¬ 
ple  are  likely  to  pay  a  most  heavy  penalty  for  their  folly, 
will,  I  am.  afraid,  be  only  too  clearly  shown  when  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  perusing  the  Public  Accounts,  and  of 
bolding  some  farther  discussion  on  the  results  of  the  folly 
they  then  allowed  themselves  to  commit.  But  if  we  are  to 
blush  for  anybody,  it  is  not  for  Her  Majesty’s  advisers,  but  for 
that  portion  of  the  people  of  Canada  who  had  so  little  sense  of 
public  honor  and  self-respect  as,  after  what  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  done,  to  again  entrust  him  with  further  powers 
of  injuring  his  country.  And  I  say  that  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances  a  decoration,  more  or  less,  is  a  very  little  matter. 
What  is  to  bo  regretted,  is  that  being  such  as  he  is,  having 
mado  such  a  use  as  he  has  made  of  the  talents  with  which 
Providence  has  endowed  him,  the  hon.  gentleman  should  be 
to-day  the  First  Minister  of  tho  country.  Now,  I  have  a 
warning  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  can  tell  him  this,  that 
the  next  time  ho  prates  or  vapors  about  his  loyalty  in  this 
House,  he  will  do  well  to  wait  until  those  gentlemen  who, 
like  myself,  are  acquainted  with  his  previous  career  and 
antecedents,  have  ceased  to  have  seats  in  the  House,  I  can 
tell  him  that  the  next  time  he  talks  of  the  greed  of  Liberal 
leaders  for  honors  he  had  better  do  so  in  the  absence  of 
two,  at  any  rate,  of  his  hon.  colleagues  who  sit  beside 
him  and  have  recently  received  decorations.  I  can  tell 
him  that  the  next  time  he  chooses  to  interdict  free  dis¬ 
cussion  in  this  House  or  elsewhere  he  had  better  do  it  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  can  tell  him 
that  the  next  time  he  chooses  to  quote  Shakespeare  he  would 
do  well  to  read  the  drama  from  which  he  quotes  before  he 
introduces  another  quotation.  I  have  further  to  say  to  the 
hors,  gentleman,  that  I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  extent  of 
his  patriotism  and  have  tested  the  quality  of  his  valor.  I 
know  what  his  loyalty  is  worth,  and  of  one  thing  ho  may 
rest  assured,  that  anything  I  choose  to  say  elsewhere  or  here 
he  will  find  me,  fully  prepared  to  maintain  and  to  justify, 
and  neither  threats  nor  bribes  from  him  or  from  any  other 
party  will  prevent  me,  on  any  occasion  I  see  fit,  from  ad¬ 
vocating  that  course  or  from  making  any  statements  or 
tendering  any  advice  which  I  believe  to  be  on  the  whole  for 
the  interests  of  my  native  country. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  ; 

That  the  said  resolution  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  com* 
posed  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  Sir  Hector 
Langevin,  the  Hon.  Mr.  McLelan,  Messrs.  Taschereau  and  Townshend. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  from  the  committee,  re¬ 
ported  the  draft  of  an  Address,  which  was  read  the  first  and 
the  second  time  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  His  Excellency  by  such  members  of  this  House  as 
are  members  of  the  Privy  Council. 

SUPPLY. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved : 

That  this  House  will,  on  Tuesday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a  commit¬ 
tee  to  consider  of  a  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Sin  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved : 

That  this  House  will,  on  Tuesday  next,  resolve  itself  into  a  com* 
mittee  to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  gave  notice  that  he  would 
move,  on  Monday  next : 

That  a  special  committee  of  seven  members  be  appointed  to  prepare 
and  report,  with  all  convenient  speed,  list  of  members  to  compose  the 
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Select  Standing-  Committees  ordered  by  the  House  on  Thursday, the  29(h 
inst.,  and  that  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  Sir  Hector 
Langevin,  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  Messrs.  McLelan,  Blake,  and  Vale  do 
compose  the  said  committee. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  I  should  be  very  glad  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  move  that  at  once.  Then  we  could  meet  on 
Monday.  He  might  move  instead  of  giving  notice. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  do  that,  I  think. 

OFFICIAL  REPORT  OP  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  With  the  consent  of  the  House,  I  will 
make  the  usual  motion  to  appoint  a  committee  to  supervise 
tho  Debates  of  the  House.  It  has  been  usual,  on  previous 
occasions,  to  make  this  motion  without  giving  notice.  I 
therefore  move : 

That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  supervise  the  official  re¬ 
port  of  the  Debates  of  this  House  during  the  present  Session,  with 
power  to  report  from  time  to  time,  said  committee  to  be  composed  of 
Messrs.  Bechard,  Bergin,  Colby,  Charlton,  Desjardins,  Foster,  Innes, 
Royal,  Scriver,  Somerville  (Brant),  White  (Cardwell)  and  Wood- 
worth. 

It  is  the  same  committee  as  was  appointed  last  year,  with 
tho  exception  of  Mr.  Woodworth,  who  is  substituted  for  Mr. 
McDonald,  called  to  the  Senate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPORT  PRESENTED. 

Annual  report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  for 
1884. —-(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  tho  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:25 

o’clock  p.m. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Monday,  2nd  February,  1885. 

ifke  Speaker  took  the  (  hair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

REPORTS  PRESENTED. 

Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
30th  June,  1884.— (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Report  of  tho  Minister  of  Public  Works  for  the  year  end¬ 
ing  30th  June,  1884 ;  also,  Report  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
on  the  Penitentiaries  of  tho  Dominion  of  Canada  for  the 
same  year. — (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Public  Accounts  of  Canada  for  the  year  ending  30th  June, 
1884 ;  also,  Report  of  the  Auditor  General  for  the  same  year. 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

Report  of  the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs  for  the  year 
onding  30th  June,  1884.— (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Report  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  for  the  year 
ending  30th  June,  1884. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

COST  OF  PRINTING!  AND  ADVERTISING. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  enquire  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  when  they  will  bring  down  the  Return  ordered  on  the 
14th  of  February  last,  showing  : 

The  amounts  paid  by  the  Government  to  the  Gazette  Publishing  Com¬ 
pany,  of  Montreal,  for  printing,"  advertising,  or  any  work  done  or 
material  furnished  during  the  years  1878,  1879,  1880,  1881,  1882,  1883,  in 
detail- 

Slr  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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The  hon.  gentleman  suggested  that  the  words  “  and  other 
newspapers  of  the  Dominion  ”  should  be  added,  and  the 
years  1874,  1875,  1876  and  1877  be  also  included,  so  that  we 
might  have  a  Return  for  the  last  ten  years.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  at  that  time  promised  he  would  give  this  Return 
prompt  attention.  Eleven  months  have  passed  since  and 
no  return  has  yet  come  down.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
the  probability  is  of  that  Return  being  laid  before  the  House 
at  an  early  day. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Ido  not  remember  exactly 
the  circumstances  and  have  no  doubt  the  Return  was  not 
ready  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  but  it  will  be  brought  down 
immediately. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  soon  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  was  a  discussion 
on  the  subject,  and  I  took  occasion  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  addition  he  proposed  would  proba¬ 
bly  entail  six  months  labor  for  a  dozen  clerks,  involving  an 
expenditure  unnecessarily  of  some  thousands  of  dollars. 
He  declared  that  all  pains  would  be  taken  and  all  possible 
despatch  used  to  give  us  the  Return.  It  should  be  ready, 
therefore,  by  this. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No  doubt  all  those  pains 
and  this  despatch  were  used,  and  the  Return  was  not  ready 
at  the  end  of  the  Session.  That  was  the  reason  it  was  not 
brought  down,  but  it  will  be  brought  down  immediately. 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY  STOCKHOLDERS. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  At  this  stage  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Government,  and  I  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  doing  so 
that  there  may  be  no  excuse  with  regard  to  time,  whether 
they  are  yet  prepared  to  lay  before  the  House,  in  accord- 
ance  with  the  Order  of  the  House  last  Session,  a  list  of  the 
stockholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk  and  their  residences. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  account  of  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  the  Secretary  of  State  I  cannot  say  whether  that 
Return  has  yet  been  1’eceived  or  net.  Of  course  it  would  be 
sent  to  him. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentleman  not 
to  let  it  drift  over  for  more  than  a  week  or  two. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  BILL. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Seeing  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agricultui’e 
has  been  so  prompt  in  giving  notice  of  a  couple  of  measures 
mentioned  rather  among  the  addenda  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Premier  when  the  Civil 
Service  Bill,  also  mentioned,  will  be  brought  down. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  measure  is  under  the 
charge  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  believe  it  will  be  intro¬ 
duced  in  a  few  days. 

SUPREME  COURT. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  moved  for  leave  to  intro¬ 
duce  Bill  (No.  3)  to  limit  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Explain. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  (Translation.)  The  explanations  which 
are  asked  from  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  very  simple,  and  the  Bill 
itself  will  give  them  in  full  at  the  second  reading.  As  tho 
title  indicates,  it  is  intended  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  tho 
Supreme  Court  as  regards  matters  relating  to  civil  law  in 
the  vai’ious  Provinces.  The  object  of  the  law  is  to  with¬ 
draw  those  cases  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  If  the  Government  intend  to  introduce  a  measure 
which  would  be  better  than  mine,  and  which  would  be 
calculated  to  meet  our  views,  I  will  not  object  to  having  it 
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substituted  for  my  Bill,  but  if  they  do  not  introduce  a 
measure  of  that  kind,  I  intend  to  ask  the  vote  of  this 
House. 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  ASSETS  OF  INSOLVENT 
DEBTORS. 

Mr.  CURRAN,  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
4)  for  the  distribution  of  assets  of  insolvent  debtors.  He 
said  :  This  Bill  has  been  prepared  under  the  direction  of  the 
Boards  of  Trade  of  Montreal,  Toronto,  Hamilton  and  Winni¬ 
peg,  and  embodies  the  views  of  the  commercial  community 
of  the  Dominion. 

Mr,  MITCHELL.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  the 
mover  of  the  Bill  whether  it  contains  any  provision  for  the 
discharge  of  the  debtors  when  their  property  is  taken  away. 
Without  such  a  clause  the  Bill  will  be  incomplete. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  promoters  of  the  Bill  have  not 
thought  proper  to  include  a  clause  for  the  discharge  of  in¬ 
solvent  debtors.  This  Bill  merely  aims  at  an  equitable  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  assets.  However,  as  the  mattor  is  to  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  committee  later  on,  any  additions  thought  neces¬ 
sary  will  be  made  there. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  understand  that  the  Bill  simply  pro¬ 
vides  to  take  away  the  property  of  unfortunate  debtors,  but 
does  not  admit  of  the  discharge  of  the  debtors ;  I  think  it  is 
a  very  one-sided  affair. 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  2)  to  regulate  the  employment  of  children  and 
young  persons  and  women  in  the  Workshops,  Mills  and 
Factories  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  5)  respecting  the  liability  of  carriers  by  land. 
—(Mr.  Coughlin.) 

Bill  (No.  6)  to  further  amend  the  law  of  evidence  in 
criminal  cases.— (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

THE  FACTORY  BILL. 

Mr.  BLAKE  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  introduce  tho  Factory  Bill  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  under  considera¬ 
tion. 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  introduce  a  measure  this  Session  restricting 
tho  immigration  of  Chinese  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Until  the  report  of  the 
Commission  is  received  and  considered,  the  Government 
have  not  come  to  any  resolution  on  the  subject. 

PUBLIC  DEBT  OF  CANADA. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  enquired,  The  net  amount  of  the  public 
debt  of  Canada  on  January  1st,  1885  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  net  debt  of  Canada  on 
the  80th  Juno,  1884,  was  $181, *719, 931. 30 ;  the  increase  of 
the  debt  from  the  1st  July,  1884,  to  the  3lst  December, 
1884,  was  87, 194,853. *75 ;  total,  #188, 914, 855.05. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  the  gross  amount  besides  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY,  No.  The  question  is  not  as 
to  the  gross  amount. 


CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  LOAN. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  enquired,  Of  the  loan  of  $22,500,000 
which  Parliament  at  its  last  Session  authorized  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  make  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
what  amount  has  been  paid  over  to  that  company  up  to 
January  29th,  1885  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  amount  paid  to  the 
company  up  to  the  29th  January,  1885,  is  $18,591,600. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  enquired,  Whether  it  is  tho  intention 
of  the  Government  to  accept  as  final  th.8  judgment  rendered 
by  the  Supreme  Court  as  to  the  competency  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament  to  pass  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  report  is  being  ob¬ 
tained  as  to  the  effect  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
will  have  on  the  laws  of  the  different  Provinces.  Until  that 
is  received — and  it  will  be  received  in  a  few  days — the  Gov¬ 
ernment  cannot  express  any  intention  on  the  matter. 

RESIGNATION  OF  CAPT.  LUDGER  BOLDUC, 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  moved  for: 

Return  of  all  papers  relating  to  the  resignation  of  Capt.  Ludger 
Bolduc,  after  the  collision  which  occurred  on  the  20th  May,  1884, 
between  La  Ganadienne  and  the  brig  Alliance ,  of  Jersey  ;  covering  com¬ 
plaint,  enquiry,  report,  &e.,  and  all  correspondence’ relating  to  the 
matter. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  If  tho  hon.  member 
has  no  objection,  I  shall  ask  him  to  add  to  his 
motion  a  demand  for  papers  concerning  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  that  same  Capt.  Bolduc.  The  reason  why 
I  make  the  demand  is  this:  Capt.  Bolduc  super¬ 
seded  Capt.  Auguste  Dupre,  who  commanded  that 
steamer  for  several  years  without  meeting  with  any  acci¬ 
dent  whatever.  For  one  reason  or  another  means  have 
been  found  to  dismiss  him  and  to  appoint  in  his  place  Capt. 
Bolduc,  to  which  the  accident  mentioned  in  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber’s  motion  has  happened.  Therefore,  I  shall  ask  him  to 
add  to  his  motion  a  demand  for  papers  relating  to  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  Capt.  Bolduc. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  I  believo  the  hon.  member  wishes  to 
mix  up  two  questions  which  are  altogether  distinct  and 
separate.  If  he  wishes  to  get  information  ho  is  at  liberty 
to  do  what  I  am  doing,  by  making  a  motion  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  believe  it  is  useless  to  make  two 
motions  for  the  same  object. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  It  is  not  altogether  the  same  object. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Nothing  is  more  natural  than  to  ask 
for  the  circumstances  of  the  appointment  while  asking  for 
the  circumstances  of  the  resignation. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  the  hon.  member 
ought  to  give  a  notice  of  motion.  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  any  objection,  but  at  all  events  the  Deputy  Min¬ 
ister  will  be  notified  of  tho  motion  and  ho  will  be  enabled  to 
see  whether  the  motion  may  be  granted  or  not. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

GOVERNMENT  DEPOSITS  IN  BANKS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing  the  amount  of  money  on  deposit  to  the  credit  of 
the  Government  of  Canada  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  1885,  whether  in 
Canada  or  elsewhere,  together  with  the  names  of  the  banks  wherein  the 
said  moneys  are  deposited,  with  the  amount  in  each  bank  respectively  ; 
also  the  amount  at  interest  and  the  rate  of  interest,  if  any,  allowed  on 
the  said  deposits  in  each  case. 

He  said :  If  tho  Finance  Minister  thinks  that  it  would  make 
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no  special  delay  I  would  make  that  the  1st  of  February,  and 
save  another  motion. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

GOODS  IMPORTED  FOR  CONSUMPTION. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for  : 

Summary  statement,  similar  to  No.  2,  in  the  Trade  and  Navigation 
Returns,  of  the  goods  imported  for  consumption,  dutiable  and  free,  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  the  amount  of  duty  collected,  and  the  rates  of 
duty  levied  thereon,  during  the  six  months  ending  31st  December,  1884. 
Also,  a  similar  statement  to  No.  6,  in  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns, 
of  the  goods,  the  produce  and  manufacture  of  Canada,  exported  from 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  for  the  six  months  ending  31st  December,  1884. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  There  is  no  objection  to  the  motion  ;  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  understand  that  it  will  be  some 
time  before  the  motion  can  be  brought  down  as  it  involves 
a  very  large  amount  of  labor  and  work. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TIMBER  LICENSES. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  for : 


RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Statement  showing  :  1st.  The  Christian  and  surnames  of  the  pre- 
sent  employes  of  the  Immigration  Office  at  Quebec,  and  the  nature  of 
their  employment ; 

2nd.  The  amount  of  the  yearly  salary  paid  to  each  such  employe  on 
31st  December,  1884  ; 

3rd.  The  amount  of  the  yearly  salary  attached  to  the  said  office  on 
31st  December,  1877. 

Also,  all  correspondence  respecting  the  increase  or  non-increase  of 
the  salary  of  any  employe  of  the  said  office,  between  the  two  dates 
above  named. — (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny.) 

Return  cf  the  receipts  and  expenditure  in  detail,  chargeable  to  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  from  the  1st  day  cf  July,  1883,  to  the  31st  day  of 
January,  1884,  and  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1884,  to  the  31st  day  of 
January,  1885. — (Sir  Richard  Cartwright  ) 

Return  in  the  form  used  in  tho  statements  usually  published  in  the 
Gazette,  of  the  exports  and  imports  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1883,  to 
the  1st  day  of  January,  1884,  and  from  the  1st  day  of  July,  1884,  to  the 
1st  day  of  January,  1885,  distinguishing  the  products  ot  Canada  and 
those  of  other  counties. — (Sir  Richard  Cartwright.) 

Copies  of  the  complaint,  corresponde?  ce,  documents  and  reports,  re¬ 
lating  to  the  enquiry  respecting  Captain  Alphonse  Miville  DeChene, 
about  the  year  1879,  at  St.  Roch  des  Aulnets  — (Mr.  Casgrain.) 

Copies  of  all  documents,  correspondence  and  contracts  between  the 
Government  or  its  officers  and  the  several  parties  tendering  for  the 
supplying  of  wood  to  the  lightship  at  the  Lower  Traverse,  for  the 
years  1883  and  1884. — (Mr.  Casgrain.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 


1st.  The  total  number  of  timber  licenses  or  permits  to  cut  timber 
granted  since  February  1st,  1883,  and  the  total  area  covered  by  such 
licenses  or  permits ; 

2nd.  The  total  amount  of  bonuses  or  premiums  paid  on  such  licenses 
Or  permits ; 

3rd.  The  name  and  residence  of  each  grantee  of  a  timber  license  or 
permit  ;  the  number  of  the  license  or  permit ;  the  area  covered  by  each  ; 
the  date  of  application  for  the  same  ;  "the  bonus  or  premium  per  square 
mile  paid  upon  each  :  whether  the  survey  of  each  berth  or  area  covered 
by  license  or  permit  was  made  by  the  Government  previous  to  granting 
the  same,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  as  to  its  value  ;  and 
the  information,  if  any,  id  the  possession  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
quantity,  quality  and  kind  of  timber  upon  each ;  also,  the  location  of 
each  berth  or  limit ; 

4th.  The  Crown  dues  or  stumpage  charged  or  chargeable  on  each 
license  or  permit ; 

6th.  Whether  in  each  case  where  a  license  or  permit  was  granted  the 
berth  was  first  put  up  at  public  auction  after  public  notice  inviting 
tenders  was  given,  and  was  sold  to  the  highest  bidder,  or  whether 
granted  upon  application  from  the  grantee  without  public  competition 
being  invited  ; 

6th.  Copies  of  all  petitions,  remonstrances,  claims,  or  communications 
sent  or  made  to  the  Government  respecting  such  timber  licenses  or  per¬ 
mits  ;  and  copies  of  all  correspondence  had  with  the  Government 
respecting  such  lands,  licenses  or  timber,  and  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  thereon. 

He  said:  I  notice  in  a  Return  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  very  late  last  Session,  in  a  statement  showing  the 
number  of  timber  licenses  and  leases  granted,  area,  bonuses, 
total  amount  of  dues,  etc.,  that  the  names  of  the  grantees 
are  omitted  in  each  case,  in  no  instance  are  we  able  to  say 
who  were  the  parties  to  whom  these  leases  were  granted. 
I  think  this  motion  called  for  that  information,  and  I  con¬ 
sider  it  essential  that  tho  information  should  be  given.  I 
hope  the  Return  to  this  motion  will  be  made  very  soon,  as 
there  is  nothing  asked  for  here  except  the  licenses  actually 
granted,  and  I  hope  when  that  Return  is  made  we  may  have 
the  names  of  tho  parties  to  whom  the  licenses  were  given. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  think  it  is  desirable  to  add, 
“  assignees  of  Government  licenses  and  the  consideration 
expressed  in  the  assignment  of  licenses,” 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  4:10  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  3rd  February,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  from  tho  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  appointed  to  prepare  and  report  lists  of  members  to 
compose  the  Solect  Standing  Committees,  ordered  by  the 
House  on  tho  29th  ult.,  reported  lists  as  follows: — 

No.  1. — ON  PRIVILEGES  AND  ELECTIONS. 


Abbott, 

Amyot, 

Belleau, 

Blake, 

Bosse, 

Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Victoria), 
Casgrain, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Curran, 

Daly, 


Messieurs 

Davies, 

Desjardins, 

Girouard, 

Hall, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackenzie, 

Macmaster, 

McCarthy, 

McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 


Mills, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Royal, 

Shakespeare, 

Temple, 

Weldon, 

Wells, 

White  (Cardwell)  and 
Woodworth.— 35. 


No.  2.— ON  EXPIRING  LAWS. 
Messieurs 


STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  : 

That  a  Special  Committee  of  seven  members  be  appointed  to  prepare 
and  report,  with  all  convenient  speed,  lists  of  members  to  compose  the 
Select  Standing  Committees,  ordered  by  the  House  on  Thursday,  the  2Sth 
ultimo,  and  that  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  Sir  Hector 
Langevin,  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  and  Messrs.  McLelan,  Blake"  and 
Vail  do  compose  the  said  committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Armstrong, 

Benson, 

Billy, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Casey, 

Cochrane, 

Coughlin, 


Daoust,  Mclntjrc, 

De  St  Georges,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Desaulniers(St.  M’rice),  Paint, 

Dodd,  Pruyn, 

Guillet,  Riufret, 

Hackelt,  Robertson  (Hastings), 

Harley,  Tyrwhitt, 

Hesson,  Valin  arid 

Labrosse,  Yeo. — 27. 


And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do  consist  of  Seven 
Members. 
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No.  3.-ON  RAILWAYS,  CANALS,  AND  TELEGRAPH  LINES. 


Abbott, 

Allen, 

Amyot, 

Bain, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bechard, 

Bell, 

Belleau, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 

Blondeau, 

Bosse, 

Bourassa, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Burns, 

Burpee  (St.  John), 
Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Inverness), 
Cameron  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

'  iaron, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

Chapleau, 

Charlton, ; 

Oockburn, 

Colby, 

C  oo  k, 

Costigan, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

De  St.  Georges, 

De.-jardins, 

Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dundas, 

Edgar, 

Fait  bank, 


Messieurs 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fisher, 

Forbes, 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gault, 

Geoffrion, 

Girouard, 

Glen, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hay, 

Hickey, 

Hilliard, 

Holton, 

Irvine, 

Ives, 

Kilvert, 

Ring, 

Kinney. 

Landerkin.J 
Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
Laurier, 

Livingstone, 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackenzie, 

Mackintosh, 

Macmaster, 


Ouimet, 

Paint, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Pope, 

Ray, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Robertson  (Shelburne), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Rykert, 

Scott, 

Scriver, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Sutherland  (Selkirk), 
Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Temple, 

Thompson, 

Tilley  (Sir  Leonard), 
Townshend, 

Trow, 

Topper, 

Vail, 

V  alin, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 


Macmillan  (Middlesex), Wallace  (York),^ 


McUallunr 
McCarthy, 
McOraney, 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McGreevy, 

McIntyre, 

Mclsaac, 

McLelan, 


Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells 

White’  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Williams, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  Wilson, 

McMullen,  Wood  (Brockville), 

Mills,  Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Mitchell,  Woodworth  and 

Mulock,  Wright. — 140. 

Orton, 


No.  4— -ON  MISCELLANEOUS  PRIVATE  BILLS. 


Messieurs 


Allen, 

Amyot, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Bell, 

Benson, 

Bourasaa, 

Burns, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Victoria), 
Caron, 

Casey, 

Catudal, 

Oockburn, 

Cuthbert, 

Daoust, 


Gillmor, 

Girouard, 

Glen, 

Guilbault, 

Hay, 

Hickey, 

Holton, 

Homer, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kinney, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Laugelier, 


Desaulniers  (Mask’nge), Landry  (Kent), 
Desaulniers(St.  M’rice),  Landry  (Montmagny), 
Edgar,  Laurier, 

Farrow,  Lesage, 

Fleming,  Lister, 

Foster,  Macmaster, 

Gagne,  McDougall  (0.  Breton), 

Geoffrion,  Mclsaac, 

McMullen, 


Massue, 

Montplaisir, 

Mulock, 

Ouimet, 

Pinsonneault, 

Ray, 

Reid, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 
Scriver, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Springer, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Thompson, 

Tupper, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Weldon, 

Wells,  and 
Wright. — 71. 


And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said/Committee  do  consist  of  Seven 
Members. 


No.  6.— ON  STANDING  ORDERS. 
Messieurs 


Auger, 

Bain, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Beatyr 

Bergeron, 

Bourbeau, 

Burnham, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 


Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren)Landerkin, 
Ferguson  (Welland),  Livingstone, 
Gaudet, 

Gault, 

Gigault, 

Gillmor, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 


Macdonald  (King’s), 
MaDougal!  (0.  Breton), 
Macmilian  (Middlesex), 
Massue, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 


Casgrain, 

Coughlin, 

Dawson, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dodd, 

Dundas, 

Dupont, 


Gunn, 

Hackett, 

Hurteau, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Jackson, 

Eaulbacb, 


O’Brien, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Patterson  (Essex), 
Rinfret, 

Sutherland  (Oxford)and 
Wood  (Brockville). — 44. 


And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do  consist  of  Seven 

Members. 


Allison, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Belleau, 

Bergio, 

Bourassa, 


No.  0.  -ON  PRINTING. 

Messieurs 

Bowell, 

Desjardins, 

Foster, 

Innes, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 


Somerville  (Brant), 
Tass6, 

Thompson, 

Trow  and 

White  (Cardwell).--15. 


No.  7. “ON  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 


Messieurs 


Baker  (Victoria), 

Bechard, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blake, 

Bowell, 

Carling, 


GrandboiS; 

Holton, 

Ives, 

Kilvert, 

r 

Langelier, 


Rykert, 

Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Suthe-land  (Selkirk), 
Taschereau, 

Tilley  (Sir  Leonard), 


Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Townshend 


Cartwright  (Sir  Rich.),  Mackenzie, 

Charlton,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Colby,  McLelan, 

Costigan,  Massue, 

Coursol,  Mulock, 

Davies,  Pope, 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice), Rinfret, 

Farrow,  Riopel, 

Ferguson  (Welland),  Robertson  (Shelburne), 

And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do  consist  of  Nine 
Members, 


Tupper, 

Vail, 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 

Wood  (Brockville)  and 
Wood  (Westmoreland) 
—40. 


No.  8,—ON  BANKING  AND  COMMERCE. 


Messieurs 


Abbott,  Dupont, 

Allison,  Fairbank, 

Baker  (Victoria),  Fleming, 

Bechard,  Forbes, 

Bernier,  Foitin, 

Blake,  Gagne, 

Bosse,  Gault, 

Bourbeau,  Gigault, 

Bowell,  Girouard, 

Bryson,  Guillet, 

Burnham,  Gunn, 

Burpee  (Sunbury),  Hackett, 

Cameron  (Huron),  Haggart, 

Cameron  (Middlesex),  Hall, 

Cameron  (Victoria),  Hesson, 

Campbell  (Victoria),  Hilliard, 

Carling,  Innes, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Rich.),  Ives, 
Casgrain,  Jackson, 


Catudal, 
Charlton, 
Oimon, 
Cochrane, 
Cook, 
Coursol, 
Curran, 
Cuthbert, 
Daty, 
Davies, 
Dawson, 
Desjardins, 
Dickinson, 
Dugas, 
Dundas, 

And  that 
Members. 


Jamieson, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

l!“V 

Kranz, 
Landerkin, 
Langelier, 
Lesage, 


McCallum, 

McCarthy, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 
McGreevy, 

McMullen, 

McNeill, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

O’Brien, 

Orton, 

Ouimet, 

Paterson  (Braut), 
Platt, 

Reid, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Rykert, 

Scott, 

Scriver, 

Shakespeare, 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Tilley  (Sir  Leonard), 
Vail, 

VaDasse, 

Wallace  (York), 
Weldon, 

White  (Cardwell), 


Macdonald  (Sir  John),  White  (Renfrew), 


Macdonald  (King’s), 
Mackenzie, 
Mackintosh, 
Macmaster, 


Williams, 

Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Wright,  and 
Yeo. — 100. 


the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do  consist  of  Nine 


No.  9.— ON  IMMIGRATION  AND  COLONIZATION. 
Messieurs 

Allen,  Dugas,  Mitchell, 

Allison,  Edgar,  Montplaisir, 

Armstrong,  Fairbank,  Orton, 

Auger,  Farrow,  Paterson  (Brant), 

Bain,  Ferguson  (Leeds&Gren)Pattersou  (Essex), 

Barnard,  Fisher,  Pinsonneaolt, 

Bdchard,  Fortin,  Platt, 

Bell,  Gagne,  Pope, 
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Benoit, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bourassa, 

Bryson, 

Burnham, 

Burns, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Catudal, 

Ohapleau, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Oockburn, 

Colby, 

Coughlin, 

Daly, 

Dawson, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge) 
Dickinson, 


Gaudet, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Harley, 

Hay, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jenkins, 

King, 

Kirk, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Mackintosh, 

McCallum, 

McCraney, 

McMillan  (  V&udreuil), 
McNeill, 


Pruyn, 

Ray, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 

Royal, 

Scott, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sproule, 

Sutherland  (Selkirk), 
Taylor, 

Trow, 

Tyr  whitt, 

Watson, 

White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wilson, 

Wright  and 
Yeo.— 84. 


And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do  consist  of  Nine  Mem¬ 
bers. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  said  report 
be  concurred  in. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  presented  a  Message  from. 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAK  EE  read  the  Message  as  follows  :  — 

Lansdowne. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons  a  copy  of 
a  despatch  which  he  has  received  from  the  Right  Honorable  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  in  reply  to  a  Joint  Address  to  the  Queen, 
expressing  sympathy  with  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty,  on  the  death  of 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Albany. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  30th  January,  1885. 

(Copy— No,  57  ) 

The  Earl  of  Derby  to  the  Governor  General ,  Canada. 

Downing  Street,  1st  May,  1884. 

My  Lord,— I  have  received  and  laid  before  the  Queen  your  Despatch 
(Vo.  65, )  of  the  9»h  ultimo,  enclosing  a  Joint  Address  to  Her  Majesty  from 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  expressing  sympathy  with 
Her  Most  Gracious  Maj  -sty  on  the  death  of  His  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Albany. 

I  am  commanded  by  the  Queen  to  request  that  you  will  convey  Her 
Majesty’s  thanks  to  the  Dominion  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  for 
this  expression  of  their  sympathy,  which  Her  Majesty  has  received  very 
gratefully. 

I  have,  etc., 

DERBY. 

Governor  General 

The  Most  Honorable 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdownb,  G.O.M.G. 

&c ,  &c.,  &c. 


OFFICIAL  REPORT  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  presented  first  report  of  the 
Committee  appointed  to  supervise  the  official  reporting  of 
the  Debates. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  would  be  convenient  if  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  would  state  when  he  proposes  to 
ask  the  House  to  concur  in  the  report  of  the  Debates  Com¬ 
mittee  which  he  has  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardweli).  I  should  like  to  do  it  to  day.  I 
have  given  the  usual  notice,  but  I  will  do  it  to-morrow  if 
the  House  will  consent. 

CONSOLIDATION  OF  THE  STATUTES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  laid  on  the  Table  reports  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  to  consolidate  and  revise  the 
Statutes  of  Canada.  Ho  said :  There  are  two  parts,  and 
some  tables  are  wanting  to  the  second  part.  The  whole  of 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


the  revised  Statutes  are  here,  and  the  tables  will  be  finish¬ 
ed  by  the  printers  to-day  or  to-morrow.  Then  the  whole 
will  be  distributed,  with  the  tables.  The  French  copies  are 
not  yet  ready,  but  will  bo  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as  they 
are  printed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  that,  with  a  reasonable  notice  of 
that  kind,  the  hon.  gentleman  might  move  it,  because  it 
obviously  involves  a  double  impression  being  made  in  the 
meantime. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  suppose  the  report  will 
be  printed  in  the  Votes  and  Proceedings? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  I  suppose  so. 

ADVANCES  TO  PROVINCES. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  7)  to  amend  the  Act  37  Vic.,  cap.  17.  He  said  : 
This  is  for  the  purpose  of  amending  an  Act  which  provides 
that  the  Dominion  Government  may,  on  application  made 
by  a  Local  Government,  by  Order  in  Council,  advance  to  the 
Province  or  Provinces  such  sums  of  money  as  they  may  re¬ 
quire  for  public  works,  out  of  the  debt  account.  The  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Bill  requires  that  that  application  shall  have  the 
assent  of  the  Legislature. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  both  Legislatures? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No;  but,  for  instance,  if  an 
application  should  come  from  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  the  assent  of  the  Legislature  of  that  Province  must  be 
obtained  to  the  proposal  that  the  amount  should  be  with¬ 
drawn  from  the  debt  account. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
propose  that  this  Government  should  have  full  power  to 
refuse  such  application,  or  is  the  power  to  be  given  to  the 
Provinces,  as  of  course,  to  draw  at  any  moment  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  law  at  the  present 
moment  is  that  this  Government  shall  have  the  power  to 
refuse  any  such  application,  but  circumstances  have  occurred 
which  have  led  the  Government  to  believe  that  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  all  parties  that  the  assent  of  the  Legislature 
should  be  had  to  any  such  application. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  the  only  altera¬ 
tion  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes,  that  is  the  only  altera¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  it  is  quite  competent  for  the 
Government,  as  an  administrative  act,  to  refuse  to  assent  to 
the  application  of  any  Province  unless  it  is  backed  by  the 
assent  of  the  Legislature.  The  Government  is  not  under 
any  compulsion  to  assent  to  any  such  application.  It  has 
power  to  say  yea  or  nay ;  and,  if  at  any  time  it  thinks  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Local  Legislature,  as  well  as  that  of  the 
Local  Executive  should  be  given  in  regal’d  to  such  an  appli¬ 
cation,  it  has  the  power  to  say  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  true,  but  the 
Government  think  it  is  well  that  no  such  responsibility 
should  be  thrown  upon  the  Dominion  Government,  as,  in 
refusing  the  application  of  a  Provincial  Government,  it  is  at 
once  brought  into  collision  with  that  Government.  We 
think  that  a  vote  of  the  Local  Legislature  should  be  obtained 
before  any  sum  of  money  is  withdrawn.  Of  course,  no 
Government — either  Dominion  or  Provincial— -ought  to  use 
money  without  consent  of  Parliament.  Hitherto,  under 
the  law  which  was  introduced  for  a  very  good  purpose  by 
my  hon.  friend  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Government  is  enabled  to  apply  for  an  advance  out 
of  the  money  at  its  credit  for  local  purposes,  but  it  does  not 
appear  on  the  face  of  tho  application  whether  there  has 
been  a  vote  of  the  Local  Legislature  or  not ;  and  this 
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amendment  is  proposed  in  order  to  avoid  all  question  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  and  to  avoid  all  possible  collision 
between  the  Provincial  and  Dominion  Governments  in 
regard  to  it. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  suppose  even  Ontario  will  partici¬ 
pate  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONYLD.  Even  Ontario  will  partici¬ 
pate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time, 

LETTER  POSTAGE. 

Mr.  HESSON  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  reduco  the  rate  of  postage  on  letters  to 
two  cents  per  \  oz.  ? 

Mr.  CARLIJSIG.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  during  the  present  Session  to  reduce  the  postage  on 
letters  to  two  cents. 

PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  instructions  given,  reports  of 
engineers,  and  all  documents  whatsoever,  in  relation  to  the  selection  of 
the  shortest  and  best  line  for  a  railway  between  the  present  terminus  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  one  of  the  seaports  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces. 

He  said  (Translation)  •  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  intend  to  deal 
lengthily  with  this  question,  at  this  stage  of  the  Session,  for 
I  understand  that  the  papers,  on  which  any  debate  ought  to 
he  based,  to  be  of  advantage  to  public  interest  generally,  and 
to  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  particular,  have  not  yet  been 
brought  down.  But  I  take  this  opportunity  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  a  certain  rumor,  now  in 
circulation,  and  of  which  it  is  expedient  to  inform  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  It  has  been  recently  stated  that  an  exploration 
had  been  made  from  St.  Charles  station  on  the  Intercolonial 
towards  the  Seven  Island  through  the  fifth  or  sixth  range 
of  the  township  of  Montmagny  By  taking  this  line  we 
reach  a  cei'tain  knoll,  a  certain  hill,  whose  summit  is  about 
400  feet  above  the  ordinary  level  in  those  parts.  It  seems 
a  report  on  this  question  has  been  made  to  the  Government 
who  gave  instruction  to  the  explorer,  Mr.  Light,  to  discon¬ 
tinue  the  exploration.  In  spite  of  that,  according  to  the 
rumor,  the  engineer  took  upon  himself  to  make  an  explor¬ 
ation  by  going  round  the  mountain,  and  discovered  a  route 
just  as  short,  and  even  shorter,  than  the  proposed  line,  if 
tho  grade  is  taken  into  consideration.  Nevertheless,  rumor 
has  it — I  do  not  wish  to  affirm  anything,  but  rumors  are 
always  allowed  to  be  repeated— that  the  Government  have 
not  yet  given,  or  does  not  wish  to  givo,  instructions  to  this 
engineer  to  the  effect  that  what  is  called  an  instrumental 
survey  should  be  made  on  this  new  line.  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  these  facts,  at  this  stage  of 
the  Session,  so  that  they  may  not,  at  a  more  advanced  stage, 
come  to  us  and  say  :  We  have  encountered  insuperable  diffi¬ 
culties.  Indeed,  these  difficulties  are  not  unconquerable, 
as  the  Government  may  see  for  themselves,  by  referring  to 
the  last  reports  fyled  by  Mr.  Light,  the  engineer.  These  are 
tho  only  remarks  I  shall  make  to-day,  and  I  have  deemed  it 
my  duty  to  make  them,  so  that  I  may  not  be  charged,  later 
on,  with  having  failed  to  make  them  in  proper  time. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker, 
my  colleague,  the  hon.  Minister  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
Railway  Department,  is  not  present,  but  I  shall  not  fail  to 
repeat  to  him  the  remarks  just  made  by  the  hon.  member. 
I  am  convinced  that  he  will  be  most  happy  to  receive  the 
information  just  given,  and  that  he  will  not  fail  to  give  the 
necessary  instructions. 

Motion  agreed  to, 
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RETURN  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Federal  and  Ontario 
Governments  and  the  Imperial  Government,  on  the  subject  of  the  Im¬ 
perial  Act,  21  22  Victoria,  Chapter  90,  known  as  the  British  Medical 
Act,  1858  ;  the  Imperial  Act  31-32  Victoria,  Chapter  29,  known  as  the 
British  Medical  Amendment  Act,  1868  ;  the  Imperial  Act  41-42  Victoria, 
Chapter  33,  known  as  the  Dentists’  Act,  1878  ;  and  the  amendments 
proposed  to  be  made  thereto,  dming  the  present  Session  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.— (Mr.  JBergin.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  tho  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  3.55  p.m, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  4th  February,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

OFFICIAL  REPORT  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  It  was  understood  yesterday 
that  I  should  to-day  move  tho  adoption  of  th9  report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Debates  of  this  House.  I  may  say  that 
information  has  reached  me  since  the  report  was  presented, 
which  will  lead  me  to  propose  to  refer  the  first  part  of  it 
back  to  the  Committee  for  further  consideration — that  is, 
the  part  having  reference  to  the  resignation  of  the  head  of 
the  French  translators’  staff,  the  appointment  of  another  in 
his  place,  and  the  appointment  of  another  translator  to  fill 
the  vacancy.  I  propose  only  to  move,  therefore,  the  other 
part  of  the  report,  which  it  is  important  to  pass  upon  at 
once,  bocause  it  involves  a  change  in  the  distribution  of  the 
reports,  and  we  ought  to  know  the  result  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible.  I  beg,  therefore,  to  move  : 

That  so  much  of  the  first  report  of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to 
supervise  the  report  of  the  Debates  of  this  House  during  the  present 
Session,  as  refers  to  the  daily  issue  and  the  distribution  of  the  bound 
copies  of  the  said  report,  be  adopted. 

I  may  say  that  the  effect  of  this,  so  far  as  the  cost 
is  concerned — and  I  have  got  the  figures  made  up  by  the 
Printing  Department— will  be  an  annual  saving  of  about 
SI, 072.  Last  year  we  agreed  to  give  to  each  member  of  tho 
House  five  copies  of  the  bound  Report ;  this  year  some 
members  of  the  Committee  have  had  communication  during 
the  Recess  with  a  number  of  members  of  tho  press,  who 
have  complained  that  the  unrevised  copies  that  are  sent  to 
tho  newspapers  throughout  the  Dominion,  are  of  practically 
little  use,  because  they  are  not  revised  or  corrected  ;  that 
they  may  in  fact  be  led  into  serious  error  by  the  Report— 
and  none  but  serious  errors  are  permitted  to  be  corrected— 
and  it  may  thus  through  the  newspapers  become  the  perma¬ 
nent  record  of  that  serious  error  iu  respect  to  the  member  of 
any  particular  constituency.  Journalists  would  greatly 
prefer  to  have  the  perfected  copies  sent  to  them  at 
the  end  of  the  Session,  and  give  up  altogether  the 
daily  distribution.  With  the  view  of  accomplishing 
that  end  without  adding  to  the  cost,  it  is  thought  that  the 
members  will  agree  to  give  up  three  of  their  copies.  Last 
year  it  was  agreed  to  give  five  bound  copies  of  The  Debates 
to  each  member,  so  that  they  might  be  able  to  distribute 
somo  of  them  among  their  constituents ;  but  I  think  ex¬ 
perience  has  shown  that  the  three  or  four  extra  copies  for 
each  member  is  not  enough  to  make  a  satisfactory  distribu¬ 
tion,  but  just  enough  to  make  it  really  embarrassing.  It  is 
desirable  to  give  bound  copies  to  libraries,  mechanics’  in« 
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stitutes  and  institutions  of  that  kind,  and  the  proposal  of 
the  Committee  is  to  have  such  a  reserve  of  copies  by  means 
of  this  change  that  they  will  be  able  to  give  a  bound"  copy  of 
The  Debates  to  each  institution,  so  that  they  may  be  access¬ 
ible  to  any  person  in  the  locality  who  may  desire  to  consult 
them.  In  that  case  the  members  will  receive  only  two 
bound  copies  instead  of  five,  as  heretofore.  The  number  to 
be  bound  will  be  exactly  the  same  as  last  year.  The  num¬ 
ber  of  newspapers  on  the  distribution  list  is  about  500  Eng¬ 
lish  and  60  French.  We  will  have  100  more  English 
copies  bound  and  100  lees  French  copies,  so  that  in  the 
aggregate  the  number  of  bound  copies  will  08  exactly  the 
same.  There  will  be  a  saving  of  560  copies  for  daily  dis¬ 
tribution,  which  would,  I  have  said,  amount  to  a  saving,  ac¬ 
cording  to  a  statement  made  in  the  Printing  Department,  of 
$1,072  on  the  whole. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  state  what  is 
the  saving  effected  on  the  daily  distribution  by  itself — the 
diminution  of  the  press  daily  copies  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  About  560  copies  a  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  how  much  is  it  in  money  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  $1,072.  Outside  that  saving  the  condition 
is  precisely  the  same  as  before.  We  print  and  bind  the 
same,  number  of  completed  copies,  but  instead  of  giving  five 
copies  to  each  member  we  give  him  two  copies,  and  the 
other  three  will  go  to  supply  the  press  with  bound  copies. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  very  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses  to  refer  back  the  first  part  of  the  report — not  that  I 
have  any  information  as  to  the  individual  who  has  been 
named,  but  because  I  think  it  will  be  a  good  thing,  unless 
special  circumstances  require  otherwise,  that  in  all  cases  of 
vacancy  on  this  staff  an  opportunity  should  be  given,  after 
knowledge  of  the  vacancy  has  become  public,  for  applica¬ 
tions  to  be  made  to  the  Committee  in  order  that  they  may 
have  a  large  range  of  applicants  from  whom  to  choose.  I 
say  I  know  nothing  of  the  individual,  but  I  think  that  will 
be  a  wholesome  rule  to  follow,  and  I  hope  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  will  adopt  it  with  reference  to  this  appointment.  As 
to  that  part  of  the  report  before  us,  I  must  confess  that  I 
view  with  great  regret  the  proposal  of  the  Committee  to 
discontinue  the  daily  distribution  to  the  press  of  the  country. 
We  have  a  system,  whether  it  be  for  good  or  ill,  of  publishing 
an  Official  Report  of  The  Debates,  and  the  system  necessar¬ 
ily  impairs  the  fullness  of  the  publication  by  the  other  media 
of  communication  to  which  the  public  has  been  accustomed  to 
look.  The  great  newspapers  of  the  country  do  not  publish 
as  full  reports  as  they  otherwise  would  of  the  debates.  Now, 
it  is  very  important  that  the  only  medium  practically  super¬ 
seding  all  other  media  the  only  medium  by  which  the 
public  can  attain  a  knowledge  of  wbat  goes  on  here,  and  as 
it  goes  on  hero,  which  is  through  the  circulation,  directly 
or  indirectly,  of  their  official  reports — I  say  1  think  it  of 
great  consequence  that  the  press  of  the  country  should  have 
an  opportunity,  while  the  debates  ai’C  going  on,  while  Par¬ 
liament  is  sitting  and  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  utter¬ 
ances  of  members  have  taken  place  here,  of  knowing  what 
the  views  are  of  the  pubiic  men  of  the  country,  the  represen¬ 
tatives  of  the  peoplo,  what  the  current  of  discussion  has 
been  in  respect  of  the  matters  which  are  in  agitation.  Full 
use  is  not  made — I  regret  to  bo  obliged  to  express  the  opinion 
that  sufficient  use  is  not  made — of  this  daily  issue.  That  we 
cannot  help,  but  I  think  it  is  our  business  to  give  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  the  daily  press— I  do  not  say  of  publishing  our 
long  speeches  at  all — but  of  having  that  information  which 
is  to  be  derived  from  a  perusal  of  the  debates  and  to  express 
their  views  and  frame  their  articles  upon  questions 
of  public  policy.  I  am  not  at  all  opposed,  as  long  as 
the  system  of  Hansard  goes  on,  to  arrangements  being 
made  by  which  the  press  of  tho  country  should  receive  a 
record  in  a  permanent  form  of  the  debates,  as  well  as  the 
Mr,  White  (Cardwell). 
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daily  issue.  That  is  another  question.  If  we  are  so  vari¬ 
able  as  to  decide  that  what  we  solemnly  determined  last 
Session  was  a  mistake,  that  it  was  an  error  to  give  five 
copies  to  members,  as  the  Committee  proposed  last  Session, 
well  and  good ;  if  it  is  decided  that  gome  other  use  of  these 
extra  copies,  which  is  a  better  use,  can  be  made,  well  and 
good;  but  it  doos  seem  to  mo  an  important  thing,  as  long 
as  we  preservo  an  official  debate,  that  we  should  not  cut  off 
the  supply  to  the  press  from  day  to  day  of  the  means  of 
obtaining  early  and  authentic  information  of  what  goes  on 
here. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  believe  the  conclusion  arrived  at  by 
the  Committee  to  send  bound  volumes  of  The  Debates  to  the 
newspaper  press  in  place  of  the  daily  issue,  was  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  an  application  by  the  newspaper  press  of  the 
country.  Representations  wore  made  by  those  gentlemen 
that  the  daily  issue  waa  practically  useless  to  them,  that  in 
point  of  fact  it  was  not  an  authentic  copy,  not  a  revisod 
copy,  and  that  in  being  guided  by  it  they  were  likely  to 
make  serious  mistakes,  and  that,  therefore,  the  bound  copy 
would  be  much  more  valuable  to  them.  It  was  to  meet 
their  views  that  the  Committee  took  action  with  reference 
to  substituting  bound  copies  for  the  daily  issue.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  sought  to  make  an  arrangement  by  which  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  The  Debates  would  not  be  increased  by  this  change, 
and  they  have  done  so.  It  was  thought  the  members  of  the 
House  would  give  up  the  privilege  of  having  five  copies 
and  taking  two  instead,  in  order  thatthe  expense  might  not 
be  increased.  I  presume  that  the  great  mass  of  tbe  news¬ 
papers  in  the  country  would  prefer  tho  bound  volumes  to 
tho  daily  issue,  and  in  that  belief  this  change  is  proposed  by 
tho  Committee. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  know  how  thoroughly  tho  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  have  been  able  to  consult  tbe  press  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  ihe  mem¬ 
bers  of  tbe  press  are  not  the  only  parties  who  should  be 
considered  in  this  matter.  If  they  are  under  the  impression 
for  the  time  being  that  a  bound  volume  at  the  end  of  tho 
Session  would  be  of  more  use  than  the  daily  issue,  I  do  not 
know  that  we  are  obliged  to  accept  that  conclusion  as  final. 
I  quite  agree  with  tho  opinion  expressed  by  my  loader  that 
the  press  ought  to  have  both — I  think  I  understood  him  to 
that  effect,  I  quite  agree  that  the  unrevised  reports  of  the 
speeches  here  are  sometimes  erroneous ;  but  I  must  pay  this 
tribute  to  the  Hansard  staff,  that  the  reports  are  on  tho 
whole  and  in  the  average,  remarkably  good  ;  that  they  are 
infinitely  better,  in  my  opinion,  than  any  reports  that  could 
be  secured  by  any  newspaper  sending  reporters  here  at  its 
own  expense  ;  that  they,  therefore,  form  an  infinitely  more 
correct  representation  of  what  passes  in  this  House  than 
any  newspaper  in  the  country  could  secure  if  the  daily  issue 
of  unrevised  reports  wore  cut  off.  I  am,  therefore,  strongly 
of  the  opinion  that  tho  daily  issue  should  be  continued  as  the 
only  means  whereby  the  press  can  comment  intelligently,  and 
at  the  time  when  comment  is  needed,  on  what  passes  in  this 
House.  We  all  know  that  tho  bound  volumes  do  not  come 
out  until  tbe  middle  of  summer,  and  by  that  time  newspaper 
comment  on  what  passes  this  week  or  during  the  noxt  few 
succeeding  weeks  would  fall  very  flat.  It  is  of  tho  highest  im¬ 
portance  thatthe  newspapers  should  possess  for  the  purposes 
of  comment  the  best  obtainable  report  of  tbe  speeches  here 
immediately  after  they  are  delivered.  As  regards  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  deduct  three  copies  from  each  member  of  the 
House  in  order  to  provide  bound  copies  for  the  press,  I  am 
not  quite  inclined  to  agree  with  the  Committee.  I  have 
not  found  that  the  fivo  copies  which  I  have  received  this 
year  were  too  many  for  tho  demands  I  had  for  thorn.  1  do 
not  think  any  hon.  member  will  say  that  he  had  any  diffi¬ 
culty  in  disposing  of  his  four  spare  copies.  We  nearly  all 
have  not  only  institutions  that  should  possess  a  record  of 
this  kind,  but  in  nearly  every  constituency  there  are  leaders 
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of  opinion  who  likewise  ought  to  possess  the  record  to 
enable  them  to  form  their  own  conclusions  and  assist  in 
forming  opinion  in  the  neighborhood  as  regards  political 
matters.  If  it  is  necessary  to  retrench  somewhere  in  order 
to  provide  bound  copies  for  the  press,  I  believe  it  can  be 
effected  in  regard  to  the  publication  of  other  documents 
with  which  we  are  deluged,  many  of  which  are  of  very 
little  general  interest.  Many  of  these  documents,  which  are 
published  at  a  large  public  expenditure,  possess  very  little  in¬ 
terest,  and  in  many  case3  they  possess  interest  only  to  mem¬ 
bers  from  one  part  of  the  Dominion.  Retrenchment  might  bo 
made  in  this  direction,  not  only  sufficient  to  give  the  press 
bound  volumes  of  Hansard,  but  to  provide  us  with  a  larger 
number  of  reports  of  general  interest,  in  regard  to  which  I 
shall  take  another  opportunity  of  speaking. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  am  very  glad  to  approve,  for  once,  of 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey).  No  doubt  the  report  expresses  the  feeling  of 
newspapers  which  have  representatives  here  ;  but  there  is  a 
large  number  of  papers  which  have  no  representatives  here, 
and  they  are  equally  important  in  the  different  counties  in 
which  they  are  published.  The  work  of  the  reporting  staff 
has  certainly  impi’oved  very  much  as  compared  with  that 
done  during  the  first  few  years  I  had  any  experience  of  it 
in  this  House.  I  think  their  reports  are  very  fairly  correct, 
and  where  there  are  any  errors  worth  noticing  they  can  be 
corrected  by  members  for  the  bound  volume.  As  regards 
the  distribution  of  the  five  copies  allotted  to  members  last 
year,  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin, 
that  there  was  not  much  difficulty  experienced  in  distribut¬ 
ing  them,  and  we  could  have  distributed  many  more.  I  was 
able  to  supply  the  reading  room  of  the  Mechanics  Institute 
and  the  reading  room  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and 
also  two  leading  papers  of  my  county,  leaving  myself  one 
copy.  I  cannot  conceive  why  the  Committee  propose  to 
give  us  two  bound  volumes  instead  of  five.  I  should  prefer 
that  one  volume  be  given  rather  than  two  volumes.  If  we 
receive  five  copies  I  can  distribute  four  to  the  institutions 
and  newspapers  of  the  county,  but  I  should  not  know  what 
to  do  with  a  single  extra  copy.  It  would  be  better  to  leave 
the  matter  as  it  is  at  present. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  change  in  regard  to 
the  distribution  of  Hansard  was  made  in  the  Committee  at 
my  suggestion.  I  took  occasion  during  last  summer  to 
consult  with  a  number  of  the  newspaper  men  of  Ontario, 
and  from  the  views  they  expressed  to  me  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  change  proposed  will  meet  with  their  appro¬ 
bation.  The  copies  of  Hansard  supposed  to  bo  distributed 
daily  from  the  House  are  not  distributed  daily,  but  they  are 
often  received  at  the  newspaper  officers  in  bundles  of  five  or 
six  issues.  Tne  newspapers  throughout  Ontario,  to  my 
knowledge,  depend  more  especially  on  tho  reports 
which  appear  in  the  leading  dailies  for  their  reading 
with  respect  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliament.  In  sending 
to  the  press  the  advance  sheets,  the  newspapers  not  only 
get  incorrect  reports  which  cannot  bo  referred  to  with 
authority  afterwards,  but  they  do  not  receive  an  index, 
and  consequently,  if  they  desire  to  bind  tho  Hansard  at  the 
close  of  the  Session,  they  find  they  have  not  correct  copies 
of  the  reports  of  the  House  as  authorized,  and  have 
not  an  index  by  which  they  can  refer  to  any  particular 
speech  that  may  be  contained  therein.  I  think  in  the 
interest  of  the  newspapers  tho  change  which  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  is  a  good  ono,  and  I  am  satisfied  it  will  meet  with 
the  approbation  of  nine-tenths  of  the  newspaper  publishers 
of  the  Dominion.  The  advance  sheets  are  practically  of  no 
use  to  them  at  the  present  time,  whereas  the  bound  volumes 
would  be  of  groat  service,  especially  during  the  progress  of 
elections  in  the  coming  years.  The  change,  I  repeat,  is  a 
desirable  one  in  the  interests  of  the  newspapermen.  If  it 
is  the  wish  of  the  House  to  furnish  the  advance  sheets  as 


well  as  bound  copies,  the  newspaper  men  will  not  object; 
but  if  it  is  to  be  a  choice  between  the  daily  issue  and  bound 
volume,  nine-tenths  of  tho  press  will  prefer  to  obtain  bound 
volumes  at  the  close  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  listened  to  this  discussion,  and 
I  must  say  I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  member  who 
opposed  tho  report  submitted  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White).  I  have  heard  no  other  ground  for 
the  change  advanced  than  this  :  That  when  tho  daily 
reports  are  sent  to  the  newpapers,  they  fail  to  obtain  an 
index  with  them,  and  at  the  end  of  the  Session  they  have 
the  loose  copies  which  are  not  of  the  same  service  as  a 
bound  voluume  with  an  index  would  be.  The  difficulty  can 
be  surmounted  very  easily.  I  understand  from  a  member 
of  the  Committee  that  it  will  take  500  bouad  volumes  to 
supply  the  press  with  the  complete  report,  index  included, 
ready  for  the  library.  In  the  meantime  tho  points  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  bon.  member  for  Elgin  strike  me  as  having  a 
groat  deal  of  sound,  common  sense.  The  bound  volumes  do 
not  get  out  till  well  on  in  the  summer.  The  questions  dis¬ 
cussed  are  live  questions  only  during  the  sitting  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  for  a  very  short  time  afterwards- — at  all  events  a 
very  large  majority  of  them  are  so.  It  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  the  press  should  have  access  to  the 
debates  at  length,  presented  to  them  in  an  official 
character  as  the  discussions  go  on.  What  difficulty  is 
there  in  securing  this  ?  It  is  said  that  some  of  the 
debates  so  printed  are  issued  in  an  incorrect  form. 
I  must  say  this  for  the  gentlemen  who  occupy  the  position 
of  official  reporters  in  this  House,  that  whenever  I  have  had 
occasion  to  look  carefully  over  tho  speeches  I  have  delivered 
I  have  found  that  they  have  been  reported  generally  very 
accurately,  and  I  have  heard  from  others  no  very  serious 
complaints  in  that  respect ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  depriv« 
ing  the  public— the  clientele  of  the  newspapers  of  the 
country— of  an  amount  of  information  which  they  should 
not  be  deprived  of,  if  they  were  prevented  from  having 
access  to  the  daily  official  reports  as  printed  by  this  House, 
and,  therefore,  I  should  oppose  the  portion  of  the  report 
which  makes  a  recommendatioi  to  that  effect,  I  know  that 
gentlemen  who  occupy  positions  on  the  Committee  and  have 
before  them  the  reasons  pro  and  con  as  to  any  particular 
change  or  amendment,  shou'd  have  every  consideration 
given  to  any  conclusions  at  which  they  arrive,  but  I  have 
heard  no  sufficient  reason  to  satisfy  me  that  we  should  de* 
pvive  the  papers  of  these  daily  reports.  If  it  is  necessary 
to  give  them  additional  advantages  let  us  add  to  the  cost — 
I  am  told  it  will  only  cost  something  about  $1,000  to  furnish 
the  bound  copies  of  these  reports — and  give  them  to  the 
newspapers,  bound  and  indexed  complete. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  cannot  say  that  I  concur  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee.  I  think  the  system  which  was  followed 
last  year  is  of  more  service  than  the  one  the  Committee 
have  proposed.  It  is  my  impression  that  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  press  to  have  the  bound  eopy,  but  if 
they  are  obliged  to  choose  between  the  bound  copy  and  the 
current  publication  from  day  to  day,  if  the  press  does  its 
duty,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  current  publication  is  of  far 
more  consequence  than  the  bound  volume.  It  is  no  doubt 
very  useful  during  an  election  campaign  to  have  these 
official  reports  to  refer  to,  and  newspaper  men  during  an 
election  find  it  very  convenient  to  have  a  volume  oi*  the 
Debates  at  hand  from  which  they  can  see  what  has  been 
said  upon  questions  which  are  made  tho  issue  in  an  election 
contest.  But  the  members  of  this  House  have  opportunities 
of  acquiring  information  upon  questions  of  public  import, 
ance  and  public  interest  which  are  not  open  to  the  press, 
and  unless  the  press  have  those  daily  official  reports  of  The 
Debates  oi  this  House  they  have  not  the  necessary  means 
for  criticising  and  discussing  the  views  which  are  enunci¬ 
ated  in  Parliament  by  the  representatives  of  the  people. 
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Whether  it  be  advantageous  to  issue  a  smaller  number  of 
copies  to  the  members,  each  member  is  able  to  judge  best  for 
himself.  If  the  Committee  feel  that  it  is  necessary 
in  the  public  interest,  and  with  a  view  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  public  revenue,  to  econo¬ 
mise  in  this  particular,  I  do  not  make  any  objection,  but  I 
think  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  the  press  of  the  coun¬ 
try  were  deprived  of  the  current  numbers  of  The  Debates 
as  they  are  issued  from  day  to  day.  I  think  it  is  well  that 
they  should  have  the  bound  copy,  but  I  think  it  is  of  still 
more  consequence  that  they  should  have  the  daily  issue. 
If  what  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  says  (Mr.  Somerville) 
is  true  it  only  shows  that  some  person  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  or  the  Distribution  Office  is  not  doing  his  duty, 
because  members  of  the  press  should  receive  these  publica¬ 
tions  from  day  to  day  precisely  as  members  do.  They 
should  not  be  mailed  in  large  bundles  at  long  intervals,  but 
should  bo  issued  to  the  press  promptly  as  they  are  pub¬ 
lished, 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Thequestion  of  the  daily  dis¬ 
tribution  to  the  press  seems  to  be  the  point  upon  which 
there  is  great  difference  of  opinion.  If  that  distribution  is 
to  bo  continued  and  members  will  give  up  three  of  their  five 
copies— 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Make  it  four. 

Mr.  WHITE.  No,  three  is  the  number  mentioned  in  the 
report — I  say  in  that  caso  we  go  on  just  as  wo  did  last 
year  in  the  matter  of  cost;  that  is  to  say,  we  can  continue 
the  daily  distribution  to  the  press  without  adding  to  the 
cost,  and  give  them  a  volume  at  the  end  of  the  Session.  I 
may  say,  however,  that  the  suggestion  to  abandon  the 
daily  distribution  came  from  the  press  itself.  I  think,  as 
one  knowing  something  about  the  matter,  that  there  is  no 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  who  is  better  acquainted 
with  the  sentiments  of  the  press  of  Ontario,  at  all  events, 
than  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  and  the 
suggestion  came  from  him  as  representing  largely  the 
feelings  of  the  journalists  of  Ontario  themselves.  If  it  is 
desirable  to  give  the  journalists  both  the  daily  edition  and 
the  bound  volume  I  would  suggest  that  the  better  plan 
would  be  for  some  member  who  takes  that  view  simply  to 
move  an  amendment  that  the  daily  distribution  to  the  press 
be  continued,  and  then  the  part  of  the  report  providing 
that  two  copies  be  given  each  member  and  the  other  copies 
to  the  press  might  be  adopted. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  been  suggested, 
after  hearing  the  discussion,  that  the  motion  stand  over 
until  to-morrow,  when  we  shall  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  1  would  suggest  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House  that  if  it  is  desired  to  produce  the  same  result  of 
economy  which  is  proposed  by  the  report,  it  would  be 
better  done  by  our  giving  up  one  of  our  three  daily  copies, 
and  letting  that  go  towards  the  economical  view  of"  the 
question. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Perhaps  the  First  Minister 
would  let  the  report  go  back  to  the  Committee  and  we  will 
reconsider  the  whole  matter  in  view  of  the  discussion  which 
has  taken  place. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  in  amendment 
that  the  report  be  not  now  received  but  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  the  Commiltee  for  further  consideration. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  LIBRARY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  a  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  composed  of  Messrs.  Blake,  Cameron  (Huron), 
Caron,  Colby,  Daly,  Davies,  Desjardins,  Fortin,  Laurior, 
Macmillan  (Middlesex),  Ouimet,  Scriver,  Tasse,  Weldon, 
Mr.  Mills.  ’ 


Wells,  and  Wright,  be  appointed  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in 
the  direction  of  the  Library  of  Parliament,  so  far  as  the  in¬ 
terests  of  this  House  are  concerned,  and  to  act  as  members 
of  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  on  the  Library,  and  that 
a  message  be  sent  to  the  Senate  acquainting  their  Honors 
therewith. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PENSIONS  TO  WIDOWS  OF  YETERANS. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hastings)  enquired,  Is  it  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  extend  to  the  widows  of  pension¬ 
ers  of  1812-14,  payment  of  the  pension  ? 

Mr.  CARON,  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  extend  the  pensions  of  1812-14  to  widows. 

MoISAAC’S  POND,  INYERNESS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness)  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  grant  any  money  during  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament  to  make  Mclsaac’s  Pond, 
Inverness,  a  harbor  of  refuge  for  vessels  engaged  in  coasting 
and  fishing  on  the  north-west  coast  of  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  In  1879  this  matter  was 
brought  before  my  Department,  and  was  reported  upon  by 
the  Chief  Engineer,  who  disapproved  of  the  plan.  In  1882 
a  thorough  survey  of  the  locality  was  made  by  an  officer  of 
the  Department,  and  the  matter  was  considered  by  the  Chief 
Engineer  and  an  estimate  made  of  the  cost.  Thie  estimate 
amounted  to  SI 45,000.  Therefore,  I  must  answer  that  it  is 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— THE  GOVERN¬ 
MENT  MORTGAGE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  enquired,  Whether  any  proposals  or  sugges¬ 
tions,  written  or  verbal,  have  been  made  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  or  by  any  of  its  officers  or  direc¬ 
tors,  to  the  Government,  or  any  Minister,  for  any  pecuniary 
relief,  or  for  tho  postponing  or  any  alteration  in  the  status 
of  the  Government  mortgage,  or  for  the  freeing  of  any 
pledged  property,  or  for  the  purchase  by  or  surrender  to 
the  Government  of  any  la  ads,  or  for  tho  surrender  of  the 
undertaking  to  the  Government,  or  for  any  change  of  any 
kind  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  existing  condition  of  affairs? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  applications  have  been 
made  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  of  the 
nature  suggested  in  this  question.  As  to  verbal  conversa¬ 
tions  between  members  or  officers  of  the  company  and 
members  of  the  Goyernmont,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  say 
anything. 

TRADE  WITH  THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  moved  for : 

Copy  of  all  covreapondence  between,  the  Government  of  Canada  and 
the  several  Governments  of  the  Australian  and  Tasmanian  Colonies,  or 
any  one  acting  on  their  behalf,  in  relation  to  the  establishing  of  a  more 
direct  communication  and  extension  of  trade  between  these  Colonies 
and  Canada ;  also,  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  of 
Canada  and  the  British  Government  on  the  same  subject. 

He  said  :  I  will  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  re¬ 
ferring  at  any  length  to  this  matter.  I  would  simply  sav 
that  in  view  of  the  agitation  which  has  been  started  in 
England  in  favor  of  federating  the  Empire,  I  submit  this 
resolution  for  the  purpose  cf  ascertaining  whether  Canada  has 
had  any  negotiations  with  the  next  greatest  colonies  of  the 
Empire,  the  Australian  colonies,  or  whether  the  latter  have 
expressed  any  desire,  with  reference  to  closer  trade  com¬ 
munication  than  already  exists.  I  think  it  very  desirable 
that  information  should  be  given  to  Canada  in  relation  to 
the  stops  taken,  if  any,  to  open  up  trade  between  Canada 
and  the  Australian  colonies.  We  know  that  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Australian  colonies  a  very  large 
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trade  exists.  Wo  know  that  there  is  steam  communication 
between  those  countries,  and  that  lines  of  sailing  vessels 
have  been  established,  and  have  done  a  very  large  trade 
with  New  York  and  other  American  ports.  1  think  it  very 
desirable,  in  the  interest  of  Canadian  manufactures  and  of 
the  Canadian  people,  that  closer  communication,  for  trade 
purposes  at  any  rato,  should  be  established  between  these 
colonies,  and  I  make  this  motion  to  ascertain  whether  our 
Government  are  doing  their  duty  by  taking  any  steps  to 
open  up  such  communication,  and  what  those  steps  are. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  EECENT  LOAN. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  prospectus  of  the  loan  recently  issued  in  London ;  also 
a  statement  showing  the  amounts  of  the  commission  and  other  charges 
paid  thereon  and  to  whom  paid,  together  with  the  amounts  of  the  said 
loan  subscribed  for  by  the  Financial  Agents  of  the  Dominion,  or  by  the 
Bank  of  Montreal,  with  the  dates  of  the  said  subscriptions,  and  copies  of 
all  Orders  in  Council  connected  with  the  said  loan. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  There  is  no  objection  to  the 
motion  and  the  information  will  be  furnished  with  the  least 
possible  delay,  as  far  as  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  give  it,  but,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  the 
resolution  understands  perfectly  well,  the  Government  do 
not  possess  the  names  of  tho  parties  tendering.  In  the 
Public  Accounts  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  we  have 
given  in  detail  tho  information  furnished  us  as  to  the  different 
tenders,  but  the  information  in  possession  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  will  be  furnished  immediately. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  impossible  then  to  give  the  names.  I 
remember  some  very  serious  animadversions  on  my  hon. 
friend  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  some  years  ago,  because  he 
declined  to  give  the  names,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  finds  it 
impossible  to  do  that  which  my  hon.  friend  was  condemned 
for  not  doing. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
was  otherwise  occupied  then. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  say  that  th8  hon.  gentleman  said 
so ;  he  was  then  in  a  happier  place. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADYERTISEMENTS  FOR  LOAN. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for  : 

Return  giving  the  names  of  all  newspapers  in  which  the  Loan 
recently  issued  in  London  was  advertised,  together  with  statement  of 
length  of  time  during  which  said  advertisement  appeared. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  There  is  no  objection  to  this. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  member,  as  ho  is  no  doubt 
anxious  to  get  the  fullest  information  before  the  House,  that 
he  include  the  loaps  of  1874,  1875,  187t>  and  1878  as  well. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  no  objection, 
but  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  this  House  to  a  piactice 
which  is  becoming  very  inconvenient.  Motions  have  been 
moved  for  again  and  again  which  could  be  granted  in  a  few 
days  as  they  were  made  ;  but  tor  reasons  of  their  own,  such 
as  those  which  were  alluded  to  not  very  long  ago,  these  re¬ 
turns  are  often  encumbered  by  the  Government  with  a  huge 
mass  of  perfectly  unnecessary  and  useless  matter,  costing  un¬ 
necessary  expenditure  of  thousands  of  dollars.  I  have  not 
the  faintest  objection  to  the  hon.  gentleman  altering  that 
motion  if  he  likes.  I  do  not  think  it  affects  or  will  affect 
the  question  iu  the  slightest  degree.  I  suppose  though  that 
it  is  not  going  to  cause  this  information,  which  is  of  very 
practical  importance, ,  to  be  delayed  for  several  months 
until  it  will  of  bo  no  use  to  me  or  anybody  else. 


Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  move  that  tho  motion  be 
amended  by  striking  out  all  after  tho  word  “which”  in 
line  2  of  the  said  motioD,  and  inserting  the  following 
instead  thereof:— 

“the  Loans  of  1874,  1875,  1876,  1878  and  1881,  were  advertised, 
together  with  a  statement  of  length  of  time,  during  which  the  said 
advertisements  appeared.” 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  soon  will  that  bo 
furnished  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  imagino  I  can  get  the  same 
information  as  for  1884,  which  is  upon  the  charges  made 
by  the  agents.  We  can  turn  them  all  up  by  going  back  a 
few  years,  the  same  as  wo  can  for  1884. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No  necessity  to  send 
to  England. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

BANK  ADVANCES  TO  GOVERNMENT. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for: 

Returns  of  amount  of  sums  advanced  to  th9  Government  of  the 
Dominion  by  way  of  loan  by  any  banks  or  persons  in  Canada  or  England 
on  the  1st  February,  1885, 

He  said :  All  I  want  to  know  is  what  amount,  if  any,  has 
been  loaned  to  the  Government  by  those  institutions. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OPERATIVES  IN  FACTORIES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for: 

Returns,  statements  or  correspondence  in  possession  of  the  Gov-, 
ernment,  showing  the  number  of  operatives  employed  in  factories 
in  the  Dominion  in  1878  and  1884,  together  with  the  amount  of  capital 
invested  and  wages  paid. 

He  said:  This  has  reference  to  certain  statements  re¬ 
cently  made  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  another 
place.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  his  comparisons  were 
made  between  1878  and  1884.  If  not  with  the  year  1884, 
I  will  alter  the  motion  to  whatover  year  tho  information 
he  referred  to  was  obtained  for.  I  notice  that  there  are 
certain  sums  placed  in  the  warrants  of  the  Governor 
General,  certain  charges  made  for  this  information,  and  it 
is  obviously  desirable  that,  even  if  it  be  in  an  imperfect 
state,  whatever  information  the  bon.  Finance  Minister 
possesses  on  the  subject,  on  the  strength  of  which  he  made 
these  statements,  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  at  the  earliest 
moment. 

Sir  LEONARD  TJLLEY,  I  may  state  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  mover  that  it  is  scarcely  necessary  to  press  his 
motion,  though  we  have  no  objection  to  it,  as  a  Return  is 
now  being  prepared,  to  be  submitted  to  the  House  at  once, 
and  will  be  laid  before  tho  House  before  the  finaucial  state¬ 
ment  is  made.  The  information  is  now  being  put  in  form, 
so  that  it  will  be  accessible,  in  the  readiest  possible  iorm, 
for  hon.  members  of  the^Horse. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

VOLUNTEERS  OF  1837  AND  1838. 

Mr.  HICKEY  moved : 

That  it  is  expedient  that  some  suitable  recognition  be  made  by  the 
Government  to  the  Volunteers  of  1837  and  1838  for  the  very  valuable 
services  they  rendered  in  defence  of  their  country  at  that  time. 

He  said :  In  bringing  this  motion  before  the  attention  of 
the  House  I  am  quite  aware  that  the  claim  which  is  pre¬ 
sented  in  it  has  also  been  presented  to  this  Parliament  at 
previous  Sessions  by  other  hon.  gentlemen.  But,  Sir, 
having  the  honor  to  represent  a  county  in  which  many  of 
those  veterans  reside,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  towards  them 


88 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


February  4, 


to  again  press  this  claim  upon  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Parliament,  and  also  to  pay  my  homage  to  those 
principles  which  actuated  them  to  stand  by  their  country 
and  defend  its  Government.  In  doing  so,  I  am  not  un¬ 
mindful  of  the  fact  that  those  who  were  at  that  time  in 
arms  against  the  authorities  have  since  become  loyal, 
true  and  faithful  citizens ;  nor  have  I  forgotten  that  the 
cause  which  those  people  then  endeavored  to  maintain  might 
fairly  be  considered  an  honest  and  just  cause;  but  this 
should  not  overshadow  or  obliterate  the  great  fact  that 
these  loyal  and  forbearing  men  who  turned  out  in  1837  and 
1838  did  so  at  the  command  and  call  of  their  country.  It 
was  not  for  them  to  ask  or  reason  why  they  were  called  upon 
to  stand  by  the  Crown,  theirs  was  to  do  their  duty.  I  think 
that  great  principle  should  not  be  forgotten,  and  in  these 
days,  when  we  hear  hon.  gentlemen,  who  have  attained  to 
some  fame,  talking  about  annexation  and  about  proclaiming 
the  independence  of  Canada,  it  will  not  be  unprofitable  to 
take  a  retrospective  view  and  learn  something  from  the 
political  Beenes  of  the  yesterdays  of  our  country. 
Tho  House  well  understands  that  the  great  result  which 
was  evolved  from  the  patriotic  devotion  of  those  men  in 
1837-38  is  that  we  have  this  great  and  glorious  country  of 
Canada  to-day — a  united  Canada.  Had  these  men  failed  at 
that  time  in  obeying  tho  call  of  their  country,  what  con¬ 
dition  we  would  have  been  in  to-lay  it  would  be  difficult  to 
say.  Canada  might  have  been  a  thing  of  the  past  altogether, 
and  we  might  not  have  had  tho  glorious  right  of  maintain¬ 
ing  our  nationality  as  we  do  now.  it  has  occurred  to  me 
that,  in  the  great  wealth  of  the  North-West,  tho  Govern- 
meut  might  find  some  means  of  giving  a  homestead  right 
or  a  portion  of  land  to  those  soldier  patriots  of  1837-38,  and 
in  this  way  would  satisfy,  I  believe,  their  just  and  honest 
claims.  I  think  the  present  time  is  opportune,  and  that 
those  claims  might  bo  ackowledged  now. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  I  Quito  appreciate  the 
motive  that  induces  my  hon.  friend  to  make  this  motion, 
and  I  agree  with  him  in  his  sense  of  the  loyal  spirit  which 
induced  the  volunteers  to  obey  the  call  of  their  country 
during  the  disturbances  in  1837-38.  Those  distui  bances 
have  iong  passed.  They  took  place  long  before  the 
Dominion  osistod.  The  claim  of  those  volunteers  either  in 
Upper  or  Lower  Canada  is  upon  the  Government  of  those 
two  Provinces.  The  Dominion  being  composed  of  a  num¬ 
ber  of  different  Provinces,  which  had  no  concern  in  those 
disturbances  and  are  not  called  upon  in  any  way  to  recog¬ 
nise  those  services.  It  appears  to  mo  that  this  cannot  bo  the 
place  where  those  services  can  be  recognised.  They  should 
be  recognised  by  the  different  Provinces  where  the  disturb¬ 
ances  took  place  and  whoro  the  volunteers  performed  their 
duty. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  quite  agree  in  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  view 
on  this  subject,  as  1  did  before,  and  I  am  glad  to  seize  an 
opportunity  of  agreeing  with  him — -whon  the  matter  came 
up  in  a  former  Parliament,  and  I  may  say  to  tho  hon. 
gentleman,  who  was  not  a  member  of  that  Parliament  and 
may  not  be  aware  of  tho  fact,  that  that  view  has  been 
already  taken  by  the  Legislature  of  tho  Province  of  Ontario 
in  the  first  Legislature  of  that  Province,  under  the  lead  of 
the  late  Mr.  Sandfield  Macdonald,  when  they  felt  that  it  was 
for  them  to  deal  with  questions  which  might  arise  out  of 
tho-.e  disturbances,  and  acted  accordingly,  and  compensated 
Mr.  Montgomery  for  the  burning  of  his  barn  by  the  volun¬ 
teers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  ray  hon.  friend 
having  expressed  his  views,  had  better  withdraw  bis 
motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Hiokby. 


PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  LBSAGE  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  Reports  of  Government  Engineers  male  previously  to 
and  on  this  day,  in  relation  to  the  survey  of  the  several  proposed  lines 
for  the  intersection  of  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway,  from  Montreal  to 
a  Port  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 

He  said  (Translation)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  intend  to  take 
up  much  of  tho  time  of  the  House  while  asking  that  the 
papers  mentioned  in  this  motion  may  be  brought  down,  for 
the  proper  time  to  decide  upon  these  matters  has  not  yet 
come.  But  tho  matter  is  of  such  importance  to  the  people 
of  tho  district  of  Quebec,  that  I  shall  take  this  opportunity 
to  call  the  attention  of  tho  Government  and  of  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Railways  to  a  certain  number  of  petitions  which 
have  been  sent  to  this  Parliament  by  the  electors  of  tho 
county  of  Dorchester  with  regard  to  the  survey  of  tho  valley 
of  the  Etchemin  River.  This  valley,  as  is  well  known  by 
hon,  members,  is  situated  on  the  south  side  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  and  runs  from  Levis  towards  the  River  St.  John 
on  the  Maine  boundary.  It  is  one  of  the  most  splendid 
valleys  of  the  south  shore.  At  my  request,  last  summer, 
the  Minister  of  Railways  has  been  pleased  to  give  us  a 
barometric  survey.  This  survey  has  been  renewed  during 
the  fall  in  the  same  way  by  a  new  ongineer-,  who  pushed  his 
exploration  in  the  east  as  far  as  Churchill  Lake  in  tho  State 
of  Maine.  From  that  moment  wo  had  the  satisfaction  of 
learning,  through  the  newspapers,  that  this  valley  is  the 
finest  and  the  best  adapted  for  the  construction  of  a  railway. 
We  have  thus  been  enabled  to  ascertain  personally,  that  on 
67  miles  of  road  from  Levis  to  the  State  of  Maine  there  is  a 
differ  ence  of  level  amounting  to  1,218  feet  from  the  platform 
of' the  Chaudiere  Junction  to  the  boundary  line,  which  gives 
an  average  gradient  of  19  feet  per  mile,  in  no  case  exceed¬ 
ing  50  feet,  and  that  on  a  very  short  distance.  I  do  not 
come  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  ask  the  House  to  pronounce  at 
once  in  favor  of  extension  of  tho  Pacific  through  the  valley 
of  the  Etchemin  River,  for  I  am  not  prepared  to  establish 
the  facts  and  prove  my  statements  by  official  returns,  these 
returns  not  having  yet  been  brought  down,  and  my  eloquence 
not  being  equal  to  the  task  of  convincing  the  House,  but  I 
simply  come  to  ask  the  Government,  who  have  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  numerous  petitions  which  have  been  signed 
by  all  the  electors  of  this  important  division,  if  after  having 
examined  the  reports  of  the  barometric  surveys,  they  would 
feel  inclined  to  grant,  as  soon  as  possible,  an  instrumental 
survey,  such  as  has  been  granted  to  rival  routes.  I  have 
no  desire  to  involve  the  Government  in  useless  expenses, 
but  as  there  may  be  a  debate  on  this  question,  I  should  like 
to  bo  on  an  equal  footing  with  my  opponents.  As  to  the 
question  of  personal  interest,  I  do  not  deal  with  this  matter 
from  a  sectional  point  of  view.  Nature  has  ordained  that 
the  Etchemin  Yalley  should  be  well  adapted  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  ot  a  railway  and  that  it  should  be  situated  in  my 
county.  Once  more  I  repeat  that  I  do  not  come  to  ask  the 
House  to  oblige  the  Pacific  Railway  to  go  through  this 
valley,  but  I  desire  that  the  Government  should  take  my 
demand  into  consideration  and  furnish  me  with  the  returns 
of  which  I  would  bo  in  need  should  the  question  come  be¬ 
fore  tho  House. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  if  my 
hon.  friend,  tho  member  for  Dorchester  (Mr.  Lesage),  will 
allow  me,  I  would  suggest  to  him  to  complete  his  motion 
by  adding  something  to  it.  I  would  desiro  that  the  return 
asked  for  should  bo  accompanied  by  the  instructions  and 
correspondence  between  the  Government  and  the  engineers. 
For  this  purpose  I  shall  ask  that  tho  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  be  amended  by  adding  to  it  tho  following  words: — 

“  also  the  instructions  and  cor  espondence  which  passed  between  the 
several  engineers  and  the  Government.” 

This  would  complete  the  return. 
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Sir  HECTOK  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  In  answer 
to  tho  hon.  member  for  Dorchester  (Mr.  Lesago),  I  must 
say  that  the  Government  will  not  fail  to  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  suggestion  which  ho  has  just  made,  with  regard  to 
an  instrumental  survey,  in  order  to  obtain  tho  greatest 
possible  amount  of  scientific  information  concerning  this 
route,  and  the  Government  will  not  fail  to  take  into  account 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member.  As  to  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  I’Islet  (Mr.  Casgrain),  I 
would  ask  him  to  limit  himself  to  the  word  “  instructions” 
and  not  to  ask  that  tho  correspondence  should  be  brought 
down.  Correspondence  of  this  kind  is  never  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  for,  beiDg  exchanged  between  engineers 
and  acting  engineers  it  is  of  a  confidential  and  private 
nature,  and  as  such  is  never  laid  on  the  Table.  As  to  the 
instructions,  given  they  must  be  brought  down  the  moment 
they  are  asked  for  by  the  hoD.  member.  In  consequence,  I 
shall  ask  him  to  withdraw  from  his  amendment  the  words 
“  and  correspondence.” 

Mr.  LAURIER.  (Translation.)  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  can  be  no  objection  to  laying  the  official  corre¬ 
spondence  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  Of  course  my  hon. 
friend  has  no  intention  of  moving  for  the  confidential 
correspondence. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  This  cor¬ 
respondence  will  be  comprised  under  the  term  “instruc¬ 
tions.”  But  if  he  adds  the  word  “  correspondence,”  the  hon. 
member  must  see  that  the  whole  correspondence  between 
an  engineer  and  an  acting  engineer — which  is  of  no  interest 
whatever  to  the  public-must  bo  laid  on  the  Table.  The 
official  correspondence,  that,  for  instance,  which  refers  to  the 
instructions  given  by  the  engineers,  will  be  included  in  this 
return. 

Mr.  LAURIE!?.  (Translation.)  The  correspondence 
cannot  bo  comprised  in  tho  word  “instructions.”  Tho 
word  “  instructions”  is  well  defined  and  can  be  readily 
understood  by  itself  as  well  as  the  word  “  correspondence,” 
which  has  also  its  meaning  by  itself.  Ho  correspondence 
of  a  purely  confidential  nature  between  the  Government 
and  the  engineers  cambe  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
my  hon.  friend  does  not  intend  to  ask  for  such  papers,  but 
tho  official  correspondence  exchanged  with  the  engineers, 
and  their  instructions  ought  to  bo  brought  down. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  To  avoid  further  dis¬ 
cussion,  I  will  add  the  word  “official”  before  the  word 
“  correspondence.” 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

CUSTOMS  COLLECTIONS  IN  ALGOMA. 

Mr.  DAWSON  moved  for : 

Return  of  all  Customs  collections  in  Algoma  during  the  six  months 
ending  31st  December,  1881,  showing  the  amount  collected  at  Port 
Arthur  and  its  outports,  and  at  SaultSte.- Marie  and  its  outports,  respec¬ 
tively  :  also,  the  amount  collected  at  Spanish  River  and  such  other 
stations  in  Algoma  as  report  to  Collingwood. 

He  said :  At  this  period  of  the  Session,  I  fancy  there  can  be 
no  impropriety  in  members  alluding  somewhat  to  local 
matters,  as  there  is  very  little  else  going  on  just  now,  and  I 
detiro  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tire  fact  that  tho 
Customs  rovcnue  in  Algoma  is  increasing  very  rapidly 
and  becoming  an  important  item  in  the  revenues  of  the 
country.  Up  to  the  end  of  the  last  fiscal  year,  the  Customs 
revenue  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie  was  $23,808.95,  and  at  Port 
Arthur  $199,734.75,  while  at  Spanish  River  there  were  col¬ 
lections  which  I  cannot  exactly  make  out,  as  that 
part  of  the  district  reports  at  Collingwood,  but  which  I 
assume  to  have  been  about  $0,000,  making  altogether  an 
amount  collected  in  Algoma  of  $229,543.70.  Now,  Sir, 
that  is  a  very  good  showing  for  such  a  young 


country  as  Algoma,  and  I  believe  tho  revenue  during  tho 
year  now  current  will  be  quite  as  great  as  that  during  iho 
last  fiscal  year.  It  is  quite  evident  from  this  that  tho  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  district  is  increasing  very  fast,  and  indeed  it  is 
so.  We  hear  a  groat  many  complaints  of  an  exodus  from 
other  districts,  that  the  people  arc  running  off  to  tho  United 
States  and  flying  in  every  direction  away  from  Canada.  We 
hear  that  very  often,  but  it  is  a  very  different  story  in 
Algoma.  The  population  is  increasing,  settlers  are 
coming  in  every  day,  and  the  people  who  have  been 
lost  from  other  districts  are  now  in  Algoma.  I  believe 
that  is  very  largely  the  case.  At  the  last  census,  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Algoma  proper  was  only  20,OG0,  or  a  little  over, 
and  that  of  the  disputed  territory  8,000  cr  thereabout,  mak¬ 
ing  altogether  28,000  people  in  the  immense  district  of 
Algoma,  that  is  some  four  years  ago.  Now,  according  to 
the  best  estimates  that  can  be  made,  tho  population  is  up  to 
55,000.  Port  Arthur  alone  has  increased  from  2,000  to 
6,097,  according  to  a  census  taken  last  fall  by  the 
municipal  authorities.  Here  we  have  an  instance  of  tho 
population  increasing  ;  there  is  no  exodus  from  that  part  of 
tho  country.  On  the  Manitoulin  Island  tho  population, 
which  was  barely  10,000  at  the  last  census,  is  now 
estimated  by  tho  people  themselves  to  be  13,000  or 
14,000.  On  the  north  coast  of  Lake  Huron  settle¬ 
ment  has  also  been  inci’easing  very  rapidly,  especially 
back  of  the  Bruce  Mines,  in  a  section,  which  used  to 
be  considered  the  most  barren  part  of  the  whole  dis¬ 
trict;  settlements  now  extend  40  miles  back  in  that 
particular  section.  I  am  sure  this  House  will  be  much 
gratified  to  learn  that  we  have  at  least  one  part  of  tho 
country  which  is  filling  up  very  fast,  and  where  the  people 
are  very  comfortable  and  are  doing  well;  in  fact,  I  think 
they  do  much  better,  or  at  least  as  well,  in  these  wooded 
countries  as  in  the  prairies  of  the  west.  Now,  as 
another  evidence  of  progress,  and  which  is  also  connected 
with  the  motion,  I  may  refer  to  the  increase  of  the  shipping 
of  Algoma,  which  a  few  years  ago  was  inconsiderable.  The 
shipping  at  Port  Arthur  during  the  season  of  navigation  of 
1884  was  as  follows 

Number 

of  Vessels.  Tonnage.  Tons  Freight,  Crews. 


Canadian . 600  407,186  158,316  16,680 

American  . . 258  95,100  131,577  2,937 

Totals .  858  502,286  292,89  3  19,617 


That  is  a  very  satisfactory  showing  for  such  a  short 
period — all  within  two  or  three  years  since  the  district 
began  to  grow  up.  But  while  the  shipping  and  the  trade 
of  that  country'have  been  increasing  so  fast  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  tho  losses  in  shipping  from  accidents  during  tho 
past  summer  have  been  less  than  formerly.  There 
have  not  been  so  many  vessels  lost;  but  still  a 
great  deal  too  many.  Last  year  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Marine  brought  forward  an  Act  for  inspecting  vessels,  and 
I  must  say  that  since  then  the  duties  of  inspectors  and  all 
people  connected  with  the  shipping,  have  been  pretty  well 
attended  to,  and  the  condition  of  affairs  that  now  exists  is 
in  a  groat  measure  due  to  tho  better  supervision  exercised 
by  officers  employed  by  the  Government.  Still,  there  re¬ 
mains  a  good  deal  to  be  done,  as  appears  from  statistics.  In 
Lake  Superior  there  were  eight  vessels  wrecked  by  heavy 
weather,  with  a  loss  of  $15,000;  there  were  collisions  of 
12  vessels,  involving  a  loss  of  $84,000;  stranded,  24, 
involving  a  loss  of  $50,000 ;  disabled,  8,  which  were  repaired 
agaiD,  involving  a  loss  of  $10,000  ;  ashore,  7,  involving  a 
loss  of$66, 000;  sprung  aleak,  7  ;  exploded,  1 ;  total  67  vessels, 
involving  a  loss  of  $250,000.  It  thu9  appears  that  a  good  deal 
is  still  to  be  done  in  the  way  of  a  better  supervision  of 
vessels.  But  a  good  beginning  has  been  made.  Fortunately 
there  has  been  no  serious  loss  of  life  during  the  past 
summer— indeed  I  think  only  five  or  six  all  told  wore  lost 
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daring  the  whole  season,  and  they  were  mostly  from  acci¬ 
dents.  I  merely  call  attention  to  these  matters,  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  making  this  motion,  to  show  that  that  part  of 
the  country,  at  least,  is  progressing  fast,  that  settlement 
and  traffic  are  advancing,  and  that  shipping  has  increased 
immensely. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Amongst  the  interesting  information  my 
hon.  friend  gave  us,  there  was  one  thing  he  missed.  Would 
he  tell  us  where  Algoma  is  now  ?  He  did  not  seem  to  know 
last  Session. 

Mr.  LAWSON.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  such  geographical  information  as  he  may  require. 
There  is  a  special  Act  defining  the  electoral  district  of 
Algoma.  It  extends  from  French  Kiver  on  the  east  to  the 
Winnipeg  Kiver  at  Kat  Portage  on  the  west,  and  from  the 
great  lakes  on  the  south  to  Hudson  Bay  on  the  north.  It  is 
a  pretty  extensive  district. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  according  to 
the  latest  advices. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  According  to  the  Act  forming  the 
electoral  district. 

Motion  agreed  to . 

THE  LIBRARY-— MR.  BOURINOT’S  WORK. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  (Translation.)  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  get  Mr,  Bourinot’s  work  in  the  Library.  There  are 
but  few  copies  of  it,  and  I  think  that  those  hon.  members 
who  wish  to  refer  to  this  work  ought  to  bo  enabled  to  get 
it,  and  that  a  few  additional  copies  ought  to  bo  bought  for 
the  use  of  members. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  matter  will  be  brought  before  the 
Library  Committee. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  of1  all  sugars  imported  at  Halifax  from  Jamaica  from  the  1st  of 
January,  1883,  to  the  31st  of  December,  1883  ;  also  a  return  of  all  sugars 
from  Jamaica  entered  for  the  same  term  at  Montreal,  either  direct  or 
viA  Halifax,  giving  name  of  vessel,  number  of  pounds  landed  ;  value  for 
duty  of  each  cargo,  and  rate  of  duty  per  100  lbs.  of  each  shipment. —(Mr. 
Vail.) 

Statement  showing  the  several  amounts  collected  by  the  Dominion 
Government  for  lands  sold  or  leased  ;  for  timber,  logs  or  staves,  cord- 
wood,  telegraph  poles  or  other  product  of  the  forest ;  with  the  names  of 
persons  making  such  payments,  within  the  bounds  ant  limits  of  the 
western  part  of  Ontario,  as  determined  by  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  against  the  claim  of  the  Dominion  Government. — (Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie.) 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned,  at  4.45  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  5th  February,  18S5. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

REPORT  PRESENTED, 

Report  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence  for  the 
year  ending  31st  Decombcr,  1884. — (Mr.  Caron.) 

PRIVATE  BILLS -EXTENSION  OF  TIME. 

Mr.  BEATY  moved  that  in  accordance  with  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  first  report  of  the  Select  Standing  Com- 
Mi\  Dawson. 


mittee  on  Standing  Orders,  the  time  for  the  reception  of 
petitions  for  Private  Bills  be  extended  to  Saturday,  the  21st 
of  February  instant.  He  said:  I  wish  to  say  for  the  in¬ 
formation  of  the  House  and  of  those  persons  interested  in 
Private  Bills,  that  the  Committee  desire  it  to  be  understood 
that  no  further  extension  will  be  made. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  8)  respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Railway 
Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway 
Company,  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Railway  Company. — 
(Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  10)  to  reduce  the  capital  stock  of  tho  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes.~-(Mr.  Small.) 

Bill  (No.  11)  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  tho  Maritime 
Court  of  Ontario. — (Mr.  Allen.) 

Bill  (No.  13)  respecting  carriers  by  land.— (Mr.  Me 
Car  thy.) 

OFFICIAL  REPORT  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  beg  loave  to  move  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  second  report  of  The  Debates  Committee.  I  may 
say  that  we  have  dropped  all  that  part  of  it  relating  to  dis¬ 
tribution.  Tho  number  of  copies  that  will  be  printed  will 
enable  us  during  the  Session  to  make  a  daily  distribution 
for  the  press  and  also  to  give  them  a  bound  copy  at  tho  end 
of  the  Session  if  membors  should  be  disposed  to  deduct  the 
copies  given  to  them.  But  in  tho  meantime  we  thought  it 
better  to  leave  it  over  for  further  consideration  and  consul¬ 
tation  with  the  members.  The  other  part  of  the  report 
relates  to  the  translating  staff,  and  further  consultation  in¬ 
duced  the  Committee  to  adhere  to  the  recommendation  of 
their  first  report. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  presented  a  Message  from 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Mossage  as  follows - 
lansdowne. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons  an 
approved  Minute  in  Council  appointing  the  Right  Honorable  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald,  President  of  the  Queen’s  Privy  Council  for  Canada,  the 
Honorable  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  Minister  of  Finance,  the  Honorable 
Sir  Hector  Langeviu,  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  the  Honorable  A. 
W.  MeLelan,  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  to  act  with  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  as  Commissioners  for  the  purposes  and  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  31  Victoria,  Chapter  27,  intituled  :  “An  Act 
respecting  the  Internal  Economy  of  the  House  of  Commons;  and  for 
other  purposes.” 

Goveunmbnt  House, 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  2nd  February,  1885. 

COURT  OF  RAILWAY  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  McCARTHY  moved  for  loave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  12)  for  instituting  a  Court  of  Railway  Commissioners 
for  Canada,  and  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act, 
1879. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Explain. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Tho  only  explanation  I  desire  to  offer 
is  this  :  That  I  propose  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  has  been  already  referred 
to  Committee,  tho  matter  has  been  fully  discussed  there, 
and  both  the  public  and  the  House  are  familiar  with  the 
subject ;  and  1  propose,  as  I  have  stated,  to  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  second  reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
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PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  14)  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  election  of  members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Explain. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  Bill  which  I  have  moved 
for  leave  to  introduce  is  substantially  tho  same  as  that  which 
was  before  the  House  last  Session  of  Parliament,  but  which, 
owing  to  the  pressure  of  business  at  the  close  of  the  Session, 
we  were  unable  to  reach.  One  of  its  main  objects  is  to  make 
violations  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  criminal  offences — 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  candidates  and  on  the  part  of 
electors.  The  Bill  contains  several  provisions,  which  I  will 
discuss  fully  when  I  move  the  second  reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  road  the  first  time. 

THE  SCOTT  ACT. 

Mr.  TUPPER  enquired,  Whether  it  is  tho  intention  of 
the  Government  to  indemnify  tho  parties  who  prosecuted 
under  the  Scott  Act,  but  failed  in  their  prosecution  solely 
in  consequence  of  tho  proclamation  of  the  Act  being  held 
by  the  courts  to  be  of  no  force  or  effect  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  desire  to  say  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  there  is  no  reason  for  assuming  any 
responsibility  in  regard  to  the  prosecutions  referred  to. 

OFFICE  OF  MINISTER  OF  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  enquired,  How  many  days  was  tho  late 
Minister  of  Railways  in  Canada  during  the  Recess  between 
the  Session  of  1883  and  that  of  1884?  At  what  date  did  he 
resign  ?  Who  has  been  acting  as  Minister  of  Railways 
since  his  resignation  ?  Is  it  intended  to  fill  tho  office  of 
Minister  of  Railways  ?  If  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  memorandum  with 
which  I  have  been  furnished  does  not  answer  the  first  part 
of  the  question — the  part  with  reference  to  the  number  of 
days  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  in  Canada  during  the  Recess 
between  tho  Session  of  1883  and  that  of  1884 — but  I  will 
give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  information  to-morrow.  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  resigned  about  the  first  of  June,  1884. 
The  Hon.  John  Henry  Pope  has  been  acting  Minister  of 
Railways  since  that  resignation.  It  is  intended  to  fill  the 
office  of  Minister  of  Railways  ere  long. 

OFFICE  OF  LIBRARIAN  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  enquired,  Whea  did  the  office  of  Librarian 
of  Parliament  become  vacant  ?  Has  a  Librarian  been 
appointed  ?  If  not,  when  is  it  intended  that  a  Librarian 
shall  be  appointed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  office  of  Librarian 
became  vacant  on  the  death  of  Dr.  Todd. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  1  asked  when. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  say  that  it  was  on  the 
death  of  Dr.  Todd. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  when  was  that  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  the  22nd  of  January, 
1884.  A  librarian  has  not  yel  been  appointed,  one  will  be 
appointed  ere  long — I  was  going  to  say  to-morrow,  only  I 
know  the  hon.  gentleman  would  laugh. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY- — SUBSIDY  TO  THE 
NORTH  SHORE  LINE. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  and  the  North  Shore  Railway  Company,  for  the  purchase  by 


the  said  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  of  the  said  North  Shore 
Railway  from  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec,  or  to  obtain  control  of 
the  same,  or  to  make  such  arrangements  as  would  allow  the  said 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  ex  end  its  railway  to  Quebec  ;  2nd,  of  all 
correspondence  between  the  Givernment  and  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  concerning  the  extension  of  their  railway  from  St.  Martin’s 
Junction  to  the  Harbor  of  Quebec  ;  3rd,  of  all  correspondence  between 
the  Goverement  and  any  other  persons  for  the  purpose  of  incorporating 
such  persons  for  the  construction  of  a  railway  from  the  terminus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  St.  Mai  tin’s  Junction  to  the  harbor  of 
Quebec. 

He  said  :  It  must  be  within  the  vivid  I’ecollectiou  of  hon. 
members  of  this  House  that  last  Session,  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  introduced  their  policy  concerning  subsidies  to  rail¬ 
ways,  they  allotted  a  certain  sum  to  the  Government  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  in  consideration,  as  the  resolution  said, 
of  their  having  constructed  the  railway  from  Quebec  to  Ot¬ 
tawa,  forming  a  connecting  link  between  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  coasts  via  the  Intercolonial  and  Pacific  Railways, 
and  being,  as  such,  a  work  of  national  and  not  merely 
provincial  utility.  The  reason  which  was  thus  sum¬ 
marily  recited  in  the  resolution  was  stated  more  fully  by  the 
then  acting  hon.  Minister  of  Railways,  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
that  reason  being  that  the  railway  constructed  by  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  was  really  a  part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  a  part  of  our  national  system  of  railways.  This 
argument  of  the  bon.  Minister  did  not  apply  simply  to  that 
portion  of  the  road  which  has  been  acquired  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  which  was,  at  the  time  that  he 
spoke,  actually  part  of  their  line,  but  applied  to  the  whole 
of  the  railway  as  constructed  by  the  Government  of  Quebec 
from  tho  City  of  Ottawa  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec.  The  hon. 
Minister  then  said  further  that  in  his  opinion,  and  indeed  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government  of  which  he  formed  a  part, 
the  best  interests  oi  the  country  required  that  the  whole  of 
the  railway  constructed  by  the  Quebec  Government  should 
be  a  part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  the 
summer  terminus  of  the  railway  should  be  the  harbor  of 
Quebec.  Indeed,  as  far  as  I  understood  the  Minister,  he 
somewhat  deprecated  the  action  of  the  Government  of  Que¬ 
bec  in  failing  to  secure  that  national  requirement.  But  I 
cannot  do  better  than  quote  the  forcible  language  which 
was  used  on  that  occasion  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  He  said: 

“  We  now  come  to  the  Province  of  Quebec ;  and  I  may  say  no  person 
in  this  House,  will  question  for  a  moment  the  fact  that  if  provision  bad 
not  been  madfc  by  the  Province  of  Quebec,  forthe  construction  of  a  rail¬ 
way  from  Quebec  to  Ottawa,  this  House  would  have  regarded,  the 
country  would  have  regarded,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  entirely 
incomplete,  and  would  have  been  prepared  to  deal  with  that  b-anch  of 
the  question,  just  as  our  hon.  friends  opposite  dealt  with  the  question  of 
connecting  the  Canada  Central  Irom  Pembroke  to  Callander,  by  au 
appropriation  of  a  sum  of  money  sufficient  to  accomplish  the  purpose. 
The  fast  that  the  Government  of  Quebec  anticipated  that  action,  the 
fact  that  the  Government  of  Quebec  have  since  Confederation,  expended 
from  their  own  treasury  a  sum,  I  believe,  of  over  $14,000,000  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  railways  within  the  Province  of  Quebec,  instead  of  dimin¬ 
ishing  their  claim  to  consideration  at  this  late  hour,  strengthens  it,  I 
think,  very  much;  this  fact  increases  the  strength  of  their  position  in 
approaching  the  Government  as  they  have  done,  and  asking  to  be 
recouped  a  lair  amount  of  that  money  aad  to  be  placed  relatively  in 
somewhat  the  same  position  as  that  which  they  would  have  occupied  if 
they  had  not  been  so  forward  to  promote  that  which  is  admitted  on  all 
sides  to  be  the  great  national  work  of  this  country.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  the  Government  of  Quebec,  having  contributed,  as  I  say, 
over  $14,000,000  in  railway  construction  in  that  portion  o:  the  Domi¬ 
nion,  came  to  this  Government  with  a  claim  for  fair  and  just  considera¬ 
tion  as  regarded  that  section  of  railway  construction  which  they 
had  engaged  in  and  completed  and  which  might  fairly  be  regarded  as  a 
portion  of  the  great  inter-oceanic  line  of  railway  connecting,  in  fact, 
across  the  entire  Continent,  through  Canadian  territory,  the  two  oceans. 
Alter  full  and  fair  consideration  of  the  proposals  that  were  made,  and  of 
the  fact  that  they  had  exhausted  the  resources  of  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  in  this  effort,  this  successful  effort,  to  construct  this  most  important 
link  of  the  great  national  work,  the  Government  came  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  Government  of  Quebec  were  entitled  to  a  grant  of  $12,000 
per  mile  for  that  portion  of  the  road  that  had  already  become  a  link  and 
a  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, — that  portion  lying  between 
the  city  of  Montreal  and  Ottawa  ;  and  as  regarded  the  other  portion, 
the  only  hesitation,  the  only  doubt  that  existed  as  to  the  propriety  of 
expending  the  $12,0  0  per  mile  from  Montreal  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec, 
arose  from  the  fact  that  the  Government  of  Quebec  had  parted  with  that 
portion  of  the  railway,  and  that,  at  this  moment,  it  bid  not  afford  that 
short  and  unrestricted  line  of  communi.'ation  forthe  Canadian  Pacific 
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Railway  to  make  the  harbor  of  Quebec  that  which  it  ia  believed,  in  the 
interest  of  the  whole  of  this  country,  it  is  desirable  it  should  be  made, 
namely,  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.'' 

Indeed  so  convinced  seemed  the  Government  to  be  that  the 
port  of  Quebec  should  be  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  that  they  thought  it  proper  not  only 
to  appropriate  the  sum  of  $6,000  per  mile  totho  Government 
of  Quebec  for  the  line  from  Montreal  to  the  harbor  of  that 
city,  but  also  to  ask  for  an  equal  amount  of  $6,000  per  mile 
to  ensure  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at 
Montreal  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec.  The  policy  which  had 
been  propounded  was  to  grant  the  Province  of  Quebec  a 
subsidy  of  $12,000  per  mile,  but  this  subsidy  was  divided. 
For  the  part  of  the  road  which  had  boon  disposed  of  in  favor 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company — that  is  to  say, 
from  the  City  of  Ottawa  to  the  City  of  Montreal-— the  Pro¬ 
vince  was  allowed  $12,000  per  mile.  But  for  the  part  from 
St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  the  port  of  Quebec,  they  were  only 
allowed  $6,000  per  mile,  the  difference  of  $6,000  being  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  subsidy  which  otherwise  would  have  gone 
to  the  Province,  in  order  that  it  might  be  applied  by  the 
Government  in  enabling  them  to  extend  the  x-ailway  from 
St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec.  Respecting  that  part  of 
the  question  Sir  Charles  Tupper  used  this  explicit  language: — 

“  Under  these  circumstances  it  was  thought  judicious  to  appropriate 
$6,000  per  mile  to  the  Government  of  Quebec,  for  that  portion  of  the 
line  extending  from  Montreal  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec,  and  to  ask  Par¬ 
liament  for  an  appropriation  fdr  an  equal  amount  ot  $6,000  a  mile  for 
the  purpose  of  ensuring  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  its  present  terminus  at  Montreal  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec.  The  re¬ 
solution  states  very  explicitly  the  mode  in  which  that  appropriation 
will  be  used.” 

It  is  fair  to  assume  that  the  Government  wore  impelled 
to  the  course  which  they  then  took  by  the  strong  force  of 
public  opinion  which  tboy  found  in  favor  of  that  project. 
The  public  mind  had  become  uneasy  as  to  the  intention 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  A  speech  deliv¬ 
ered  by  the  president  of  the  company,  Mr.  Stephen,  at 
Portland,  had  led  people  to  believe,  and  not  unnaturally  to 
believe,  that  the  intention  of  the  company  was  not  to  extend 
their  road  farther  east  than  the  City  of  Montreal,  and 
after  reaching  the  City  of  Montreal,  to  diverge  to  the 
south-east,  and  then,  if  I  may  so  speak,  scamper  off  to  some 
port  on  the  other  side  of  the  line.  Public  opinion  had  been 
considerably  agitated  on  the  subject,  and  the.  unanimous 
consensus  of  opinion  was  that  the  railway  should  be  extend¬ 
ed  along  the  north  shore  as  far  east  as  where  the  waters  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  are  tapped  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
and  that  Quebec  should  be  the  summer  terminus,  and  some 
port  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  the  winter  terminus  ;  and  I 
remember  that  a  highly  representative  deputation,  com¬ 
posed  of  delegates  from  Halifax,  St.  John  and  Quebec,  had 
an  interview  with  the  Government  on  that  matter.  How¬ 
ever,  whatever  may  have  been  the  impelling  motive  of  the 
Government,  there  was  no  uncertainty  as  to  their  act.  They 
undertook  to  procure  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  as  far  east  as  the  harbor  of  Quebec.  I  have  already 
quoted  the  language  of  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  in  which  he 
stated  that  ample  provision  for  that  extension  was  to  be 
found  in  the  resolution.  The  resolution  to  which  he  re- 
lerred  read  thus 

“  For  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  its  terminus 
at  St.  Martin’s  Junction,  near  Montreal,  to  the  harbor  ot  Quebec,  in  such 
manner  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  $6,000  per 
mile,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  $960,000.” 

When  this  resolution  came  before  the  House,  my  hon. 
friend  beside  me  (Mr.  Blake)  pointed  out  that  it  was  rather 
wide  and  indefinite  in  its  scope.  He  was  answered  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  it  was  made  so  wide  and  indefinite  the 
better  to  enable  the  Government  to  carry  out  the  end  they 
had  in  view.  His  language  was  as  follows : — - 

“It  is  framed  so  as  to  enable  the  Government  to  procure  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  this  railway  from  its  terminus  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  Laurier, 


There  is  no  specific  mode  pointed  out,  nor  is  it  desirable  that  there 
should  be.  It  leaves  the  question  open  for  the  adoption  of  the  best  line 
that  can  be  secured.” 

In  the  course  of  that  discussion  the  hon,  member  for 
Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot),  who  I  observe  is  absent  to-day, 
spoke  very  plainly  as  to  what  be  believed  to  be  the  intention 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  He  stated  in  no 
many  words  that  he  did  not  believe  that  they  had  any 
intention  to  go  farther  east  than  the  City  of  Montreal,  and 
that  so  far  as  could  be  inferred  from  their  words  and  deeds, 
he  was  fully  of  opinion  that  their  intention  was  to  divert 
the  trade  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  Montreal 
to  some  American  port,  as  Portland  or  Boston.  He  was 
answered  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  whose  language 
as  to  what  was  the  intention  of  the  Government,  and  as  to 
what  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  thouid  be  compelled  to 
do,  was  as  forcible  and  definite  as  language  can  be.  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  said  : 

“  In  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bellechasse  I  must  say  this — the 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  as  if  the  extensioi  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  was  not  to  be  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  That  extension  is  to  be 
from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  and  in  the  Province  'of  Quebec,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  Dominion,  but  especially  for  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec.  The  intention  is  to  make  the  harbor  of  Quebec  the  eastern  ter¬ 
minus  in  summer  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  This  has  been  asked, 
the  people  and  the  press  have  asked  it,  and  we  have  come  down  wi’h 
these  resolutions  to  carry  it  out ;  that,  is  to  say,  we  propose  to  give 
$6,000  per  mile  in  order  that  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  shall  be  in  the  harbor  of  Quebec.” 

So  that,  Mr,  Speaker,  there  cannot  be  any  ambiguity  as  to 
what  was  then  the  intention  and  the  pledge  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  reference  to  this  matter.  They  directly  pledged 
themselves  to  procure  an  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  as  far  as  the  harbor  of  Quebec ;  and  if  the  languago 
of  the  resolution  was  wide  in  its  scope,  the  language  of  the 
statute,  though  more  explicit,  was  equally  wide.  The  statute 
which  was  framed  on  the  resolution  passed  by  Parliament 
provided  two  ways  by  which  the  Government  could  secure 
the  proposed  extension.  One  was  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  should  buy  the  section  of  the  North 
Shore  Railway  extending  from  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  the 
waters  of  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Quebec,  and  the  other  was 
that,  failing  this  alternative,  failing  the  co-operation  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific,  Railway  Company  with  the  Government  in 
that  respect,  another  line  should  be  built  from  some  point 
near  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  the  waters  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
at  Quebec.  Here  is  the  languago  of  the  statute : 

“  3.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  may,  within  six  months 
from  the  passing  of  this  Act,  purchase  the  North  Shore  Railway  from 
St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec,  or  may  obtain  control  of  the  same,  or 
may  make  with  the  owners  of  the  said  railway  such  arrangements  as 
will  allow  the  said  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  extend  its 
railway  to  Quebec — failing  which,  the  provisions  contained  in  the  three 
following  sections  may  take  eflFect. 

“4.  And  whereas  it  may  become  necessary  for  the  construction  of  a 
railway  in  conformity  with  the  intention  and  purpose  of  the  subsidy, 
tor  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  from  its  terminus  at 
St.  Martin’s  Junction,  or  some  other  point  on  the  said  railway,  to  the 
harbor  of  Quebec,  that  a  company  should  be  incorporated  with  the 
powers  requisite  for  such  construction,  and  for  making  financial  ar¬ 
rangements  for  the  purpose  thereof ;  therefore  it  is  hereby  further 
enacted  as  follows  : — 

“  For  the  purpose  of  incorporating  the  persons  undertaking  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  said  railway,  and  those  who  shall  be  associated  wita 
them  in  the  undertaking,  and  so  soon  as  a  contract  shall  be  made  with 
them  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  for  such  construction, 
the  Governor  may  grant  to  them,  under  such  corporate  name  as  he 
shall  deem  expedient,  a  charter.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  such  was  the  state  of  this  matter 
at  the  end  of  last  Session.  What  has  taken  place  since  ? 
So  far  as  we  can  judge,  we  are  standing  in  exactly 
the  same  position  as  we  occupied  at  the  close  of  last 
Session.  The  six  months  within  which  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  were  to  enter  upon  negotiations 
for  the  purchase  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  have  lapsed, 
and  the  North  Shore  Railway  has  not  been  acquired  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  nor  have  the'nompany 
obtained  control  of  the  railway,  nor  have  they  made  any  ar- 
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rangemont  for  oxtending  thoir  road  to  tho  City  of  Quebec.  And 
what  has  boon  tho  action  of  tho  Government  in  the  matter  ? 
So  far  as  we  know,  tho  Government  havo  taken  no  steps  to 
give  effect  to  their  intentions,  expressed  in  Parliament  dur¬ 
ing  last  Session.  They  began  last  Session  full  of  fire  and 
zeal,  but  thoir  zeal  appears  to  havo  lasted  only  as  long  as 
the  Session  lasted  and  to  havo  come  eto  an  end  with  the 
Session.  It  would  seem,  as  far  as  we  can  know,  as  if  tho 
Government  had  been  compelled  by  somo  concealed  power 
to  promise  what  they  did.  Judging  from  their  activity 
during  the  Session,  and  their  inactivity  during  tho  recess, 
wo  would  bo  led  to  suppose  that  they  had  undertaken  an 
unpleasant  duty,  which  they  took  occasion  to  cast  off  as  soon 
as  they  could.  For  my  part,  I  really  believe  tho  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot)  told  the  truth  when  he 
said  his  belief  was  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Com¬ 
pany  had  no  intention  of  carrying  their  road  farther  east 
than  Montreal.  I  concur  in  the  statement  mado  at  the  time 
by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  assented  to  by  the  hon.  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  reiterated  by  tho  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Public  "Works,  that  the  best  interests  of  the  country  required 
that  the  port  of  Quebec  should  be  made  the  summer  ter¬ 
minus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway;  and  I  add  this  that 
tho  winter  port  should  bo  in  somo  one  of  the  numerous 
harbors  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The  duty  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  as  expressed  by  the  Government,  was  to  see  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  should  carry  out 
that  intention ;  if  they  failed,  then  some  other  persons  should 
undertake  the  duty.  At  all  events,  it  was  tho  duty  of  the 
Government  to  do  something  in  that  matter.  The  Govern¬ 
ment,  to  all  appearances,  havo  been  perfectly  idle ;  they 
have  taken  absolutely  no  steps  to  do  what  they  said  should, 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  be  done.  Possibly,  how¬ 
ever,  I  may  be  wrong  in  my  surmise ;  it  may  be  that, 
although  no  result  has  come  from  any  action  of  theirs,  the 
Government  have  been  very  active,  and  in  order  to  see  how 
tho  case  stands,  I  beg  to  move  for  these  papers. 

Sir  HECTOE  LA.NGEVIN.  The  papers,  of  course,  wil^ 
bo  brought  down,  and  I  think  that  it  would  havo  been 
better  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  have  waited  until  tho 
papers  had  been  brought  down.  He  would  then  see  what 
has  beenjlono,  and  would  probably  avoid  making  some  of 
the  statements  he  has  just  made.  Of  course  nobody  can 
find  fault  with  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  those  statements.  They  are  exactly  in  accordance 
with  his  way  of  making  statements  before  the  House.  Of 
course  wo  cannot  find  fault  with  that,  but  I  think  it  would 
serve  no  purpose  just  now  to  undertake  a  discussion  on  this 
point  before  all  the  papers  are  brought  down.  They  will 
be  brought  down  as  soon  as  possible. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

[RESIGNATION  OP  CHIEF  JUSTICE  MEE EDITH 
Mr.  LAUEIEE  moved  for : 

Copy  of  the  resignation  of  the  Honorable  Judge  Meredith  as  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the  Province  of  Quobec,  and  of  the 
correspondence  which  followed  that  resignation. 

He  said:  Mr.  Justice  Meredith  tendered  his  resignation  in 
the  month  of  September  to  the  Government,  as  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Superior  Court  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  may 
be  permitted  to  say  at  once  that  tho  resignation  of  Mr. 
Justice  Moredith  is  a  great  loss  to  the  public  of  tho  Province 
of  Quebec.  Courteous  in  manner,  of  genial  disposition, 
with  a  high  judicial  mind,  with  a  vast  knowledge  of  the 
law,  and  a  spotless  character,  tho  Hon.  Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  Meredith  was  a  credit  to  the  bench  and  enjoyed  the 
universal  respect  of  all  classes  in  Lower  Canada.  Unfortu¬ 
nately  the  health  of  Mr.  Justice  Meredith  had  been  failing 
some  time,  and  some  months  previously  he  had  received 
and  accepted  a  leave  of  absonco.  At  the  expiration  of  his 


leave  of  absence,  in  the  month  of  September,  finding  that 
his  health  was  still  impaired,  and  that,  in  all  probability, 
he  could  not  again  ascend  the  bench,  he  sent  in  his  resig¬ 
nation.  If  I  am  correctly  informed  the  Government  asked 
the  hon.  judge  to  withdraw  his  resignation  and  to  accept 
a  further  leave  of  absence  for  six  months.  But  the  very 
high  sense  of  honor  of  the  hon.  judge  would  not 
allow  him  to  accept  what  was  tendered.  He  persisted  in 
his  resignation,  and  ever  since  tho  office  has  been  vacant. 
Fivo  months  havo  elapsed  since  then  and  the  office  is  still 
vacant.  Now,  I  submit  it  to  the  sense  of  the  House  and  it 
must  be  apparent  to  everybody,  without  argument,  that 
this  state  of  things  is  highly  detrimental  to  the  public  at 
largo,  and  constitutes  a  great  wrong  to  the  other  judges 
whose  duties  are  thereby  increased.  It  must  be  apparent 
to  everybody,  without  any  argument  on  my  part,  that  a 
court  which  is  composed  of  something  like  twenty-eight 
judges  cannot  work  as  harmoniously  and  effectively  towards 
the  public  as  it  would,  if  it  were  presided  over  by  a  Chief 
Justice,  and  I  put  it  to  the  Government  and  the  sense  of  the 
House  as  well  that  there  is  no  excuse  whatever  for  so  long 
a  delay  in  making  the  appointment  to  the  important  office 
of  Chief  Justice  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Lawyers  are  not 
a  scarce  article  in  that  Province  and  there  eoujd  be  no  very 
great  difficulty  in  making  a  choice,  and  though  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  to  which  I  belong  the  practice  has  not  been  followed 
of  making  appointments  without  regard  to  party,  as  is  done 
in  Ontario,  still  I  submit  that  in  the  ranks  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  of  Quebec — since  a  judge  must  be  selected 
from  the  ranks  of  the  Conservative  party — it  would 
be  easy  to  find  men  perfectly  competent  to  become 
worthy  successors  of  the  Hon.  Chief  Justice  Mered  th, 
whether  from  judges  on  the  bench,  or  from  members  ot  the 
bar.  If  I  must  give  the  whole  of  my  belief,  I  must 
say  that  I  belive  that  no  appointment  has  yet  been 
made,  simply  because  there  have  been  some  political  intri¬ 
gues  at  tho  bottom.  I  would  bo  sorry  to  believe  this,  but  I 
cannot  see  any  public  motive  that  can  he  given  as  a  reason 
why  this  office  has  been  kopt  vacant  so  long.  If  any  can 
be  given,  I  would,  for  my  part,  be  ready  and  willing  to 
accept  it  and  also  be  happy  to  accept  it.  But,  in  the  mean¬ 
time,  I  must  call  attention  to  this  state  of  things  and  say  to 
the  Government  that  it  is  their  imperious  duty  to  make 
this  appointment  without  any  delay— not  simply  ere  long, 
but  without  any  delay  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  can  heartily  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  respecting  the  character  and 
standing  of  Chief  Justice  Meredith,  the  great  advantage  it 
was  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  have  such  a  man  at  the 
head  of  tho  judiciary,  and  the  corresponding  loss  it  was 
when,  from  advancing  age  and  ill  health,  he  was  obliged  to 
retire.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has,  I  think,  correctly  stated 
the  facts  concerning  the  resignation  of  the  Chief  Justice. 
He  and  I  were  neighbors  at  Biviere  du  Loup  during  last 
summer.  He  came  to  see  me,  and  said  that,  after  receiving 
tho  views  of  his  medical  men  and  in  accordance  with  his 
own  opinion  as  to  his  health,  he  could  not  perform  his  duties 
satisfactorily  to  himself.  I  was  exceedingly  distressed,  I 
may  say,  because  he  was  an  old  personal  friend  of  mine, 
and,  on  that  ground,  and  in  consequence  of  my  acquaint¬ 
ance  with  his  great  abilities  and  his  distinguished  standing 
as  a  judge,  I  was  extremely  sorry  to  receive  the  informa¬ 
tion.  I  pressed  him  to  try  to  go  on  for  a  few  months 
longer.  I  said :  “  I  have  no  doubt  that,  With  the  universal 
feeling  that  you  should  remain  at  your  post,  the  country 
will  accept  the  action  of  the  Government  in  giving  you,  say, 
six  months’  longer  leave.”  He  said:  “  I  have  had  a  long  leave 
of  nine  months,  which,  with  my  vacation,  amounts  to  nearly 
a  year,  and  I  do  not  think  that  I  can  apply  for  a  further 
extension  of  leave.”  I  said  :  “  I  am  so  satisfied  that  you 
ought  to  remain  if  you  can  that,  if  you  think  another  six 
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months  will  be  of  any  service  to  you,  I  will  take  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  asking  for  the  leave  of  absence  from  His  Excel¬ 
lency  without  your  making  any  application.”  So  it  stood 
over  for  a  day,  and  then  I  received  a  communication  from 
him  stating  that  what  he  could  not  properly  ask  for  he 
could  not  properly  accept ;  so  I  said  :“That  being  your 
feeling,  I  have  no  more  to  say.”  The  resignation  was 
accepted.  The  office  has  not  been  filled,  but  it  will  bo  filled 
ere  long.  There  is  no  political  agreement  of  any  kind. 
There  have  been,  perhaps,  conflicting  claims  of  individual 
judges  who  may  think,  each  on  his  own  behalf,  that  he 
should  have  the  preference.  However,  we  do  not  hear  of 
any  delay  in  justice,  or  any  impediment  to  justice.  No 
complaints  have  reached  the  Government  in  consequence  of 
the  non-appointment  of  the  Chief  Justice.  In  his  absence 
the  senior  judge  is  practically  the  Chief  Justice.  I  agree, 
however,  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  office  should  be 
filled,  and  it  will  be  filled  ere  long. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  tbii.k  t lie  expla¬ 
nation  cf  the  hon.  gentleman  is  at  all  satisfactory.  I  am 
not  able  to  speak  from  personal  knowledge  of  what  the 
exigencies  of  the  court  may  be, but  I  know  the  exigencies  of 
a  court  in  my  own  Province  under  a  similar  state  of  things, 
and  I  can  quite  understand  the  inconvenience  which  must 
be  caused  by  the  absence  of  the  chief  judge  where  he  has 
the  management  of  a  court  of  twenty-eight  judges,  as  my 
hon.  friend  has  said.  There  are  difficulties  in  reference  to 
the  disposition  of  business,  which  is  often  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chief  Justice,  and  it  is  of  much  more  consequence  in 
point  of  the  want  of  judicial  strength  with  reference  to  the 
working  of  the  whole  court  than  it  could  be  in  reference  to 
the  much  smaller  divisions  efthe  High  Court  of  Ontario.  I 
can  only  express  the  regret  that  the  Government  did  not 
feel  the  same  sense  of  duty  towards  the  public  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  explained  the  late  Chief  Justice  felt.  He 
said  that,  after  having  a  leave  of  nine  months,  and  a  vaca¬ 
tion  of  nearly  three,  it  was  due  to  the  public  that  he  should 
not  retain  the  office  on  an  extended  leave  which  left  it  prac¬ 
tically  empty  when  it  ought  to  be  filled.  He  declined  to 
accept  a  further  leave  because  he  felt  that  the  office  ought 
to  be  filled.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  said,  “I  have  no  more  to 
say.”  He  acceded,  as  he  must  accede,  to  the  view  of  the 
Chief  Justice,  but  the  Chief  Justice  might  just  as  well  have 
had  tbe  leave,  because  the  office  has  not  been  filled,  and,  as 
far  as  the  public  business,  of  which  he  was  so  tender,  is 
concerned,  there  has  been  no  improvement  consequent  upon 
his  resignation.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  filling  the 
office  “  ere  long”  and  so  forth,  but  I  remember  that  he 
spoke  of  filling  another  office  “  ere  long” — the  office  of 
Minister  of  Railways. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Is  that  a  previous  debate? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  it  was  a  question  on  which  no  debate 
was  allowed,  and  consequently  it  could  not  be  a  previous 
debate.  He  said  that  he  would  fill  that  office  “ere  long.” 
My  opinion  is  that  in  that  case  it  ought  to  have  been  one 
delayed.  We  have  heard  that  in  this  matter  thero  is  an 
aspirant  for  this  office,  or  an  office  that  might  be  vacated 
when  it  is  filled,  from  the  centre  of  Quebec,  from  the  very 
middle  of  the  city;  and  that  difficulties  connected  with  a 
subjectwhich  was  before  the  House  this  afternoon  have  been 
amongst  those  which  have  caused  this  long  delay,  to  the 
detriment  of  the  administration  of  justice,  though  perhaps 
to  the  advantage  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HIGH  COMMISSIONER  FOR  CANADA. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  relative  to  any  payments,  claims  or 
allowances  on  any  account  whatever  in  respect  to  the  office  of  High 
Commissioner  not  already  brought  down  ; 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


And  separate  statement  in  detail,  with  dates  and  sums,  of  all  p\jments 
made  on  any  such  accounts  in  respect  to  the  office  during  its  tenure  by 
the  present  incumbent  ; 

An  estimate  in  detail  of  all  sums  payable  on  any  such  accounts  up  to 
this  date  and  yet  unpaid  ; 

Also,  copies  of  all  correspondence  not  yet  brought  down  as  to  Ibe 
letting  or  purchase  of  a  residence  for  the  High  Commissioner,  and  as  to 
the  repairs  and  furnishing  thereof,  with  copies  of  all  accounts  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  same ; 

A  statement  in  detail  of  all  sums  paid  in  respect  of  such  letting  or 
purchase  or  furnishing  or  repairs  ; 

And  an  estimate  of  all  sums  payable,  but  not  yet  pail,  in  respect 
thereof. 

He  said:  This  motion  is  practically  the  same  as  one  car¬ 
ried  last  Session.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  sums  in  round  numbers,  of  about  $28,000  for  a  resi¬ 
dence,  and  about  $12,000  for  furnishing  tho  same,  wero 
voted  for  the  High  Commissioner.  I  see  by  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  that  the  sum  of  $41,000  has  actually  been  paid  on 
those  accounts.  There  was  also  brought  down  last  Session 
correspondence  between  the  High  Commissioner  and  the 
gentleman  whom  he  employed  in  London  to  negotiate 
with  reference  to  the  purchase  or  rent  of  a  residence  ;  also, 
as  to  the  furniture,  with  the  inventory  of  the  same.  It 
would  be  satisfactory  to  get  further  statements  which  will 
indicate  tho  completion  of  tho  transaction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— ALLOWANCES  TO 
CANADIAN  MANUFACTURERS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  reports  and  Orders  in  Council  not 
covered  by  the  previous  Address  relating  to  the  allowances  proposed  to 
be  paid  to  the  Canadian  manufacturers  of  certain  goods  required  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ;  of  all  applications  for  such  allowances,  and 
correspondence  in  connection  therewith  ;  a  statement  of  the  calcula¬ 
tions  on  which  the  allowances  have  been  based,  and  an  estimate  in 
detail  of  the  probable  sums  payable  out  of  the  Treasury  in  respect  of 
each  class  of  goods,  assuming  them  to  be  made  in  Canada,  to  the 
extent  of  the  company’s  requirements,  and  of  the  ad  valorem  percentages 
of  all  allowances  on  each  such  class. 

He  said  :  This  is  largely  a  repetition  of  motions  formerly 
made.  A  resolution  passed  three  years  ago  permitted  us  to 
ask  separately  for  these  matters  which  the  House  unani¬ 
mously  agreed  should  bo  brought  down  ten  days  from  the 
opening  of  the  Session.  These  are  on  other  lines,  which 
experience  has  demonstrated  were  not  covered  by  that 
resolution. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— ROUTE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

A  statement  of  the  various  matters  required  to  be  returned  under  “  The 
Consolidated  Railway  Act,  i879,”  and  amendments  thereto. 

For  the  fiscal  year  1883-84,  in  each  case,  separately,  as  to, — 

1.  The  line  of  railway  specifically  provided  for  by  the  contract  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

2.  The  branches  and  extensions  already  acquired  or  controlled  by  the 
company. 

Like  statements  with  like  particulars,  separately,  as  to, — 

1.  The  Eastern  Division,  and  (2)  the  Western  Division  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway. 

Statement  of  the  total  sum  expended  up  to  the  30th  June,  1884,  by 
the  company  under  their  contract, — 

1.  For  work  of  construction  on  the  line  to  be  built  by  the  company 
as  particularly  specified  in  the  contract. 

2  For  rolling  stock  for  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as 
particularly  specified  in  the  conti act. 

3.  For  works  of  <  onstruction  on  extensions  and  branches  and  lines 
controlled  by  the  Company,  not  embraced  in  the  Railway  particularly- 
specified  in  tbe  contract. 

4.  For  rolling  stock  for  all  extensions  and  branches  not  so  embraced. 

Like  Statements  to  those  hereinbefore  mentioned,  up  to  the  31st 

December,  1884. 

Statement  of  the  receipts  of  the  company  up  to  the  30th  June,  1884, 
on  account  of : — 

(1.1  Cash  subsidy. 

(2.)  Land  Grant  Bonds. 

(3.)  Bonuses. 
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(3.)  Land  sales  or  transactions  not  embraced  in  the  operations  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Land  Grant  Bonds. 

(5.)  Number  of  acres  of  land  subsidy. 

(6.)  Amounts  of  bonuses  agreed  for  though  not  paid. 

(7.)  Government  loan. 

Like  Statements  up  to  the  31st  December,  1884. 

He  said  :  This,  with  the  exception  of  No.  7,  in  the  addition, 
is  precisely  a  copy  of  a  former  motion  which  was  carried. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  would  remind  tho  hon.  gentleman  that  with 
reference  to  some  of  these  headings  very  likely  we  cannot 
obtain  the  information  in  the  way  he  asks  tor  it,  but  I  think 
it  will  all  be  included  in  the  annual  Return  under  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Railway  Act,  which  will  bo  laid  before  the  House. 


He  said  :  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  tho 
Finance  Minister  announced  the  other  day  that  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances  had  occurred  in  connection  with  applications 
by  Provinces  for  advances  of  money  on  debt  account,  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  rendered  it  proper  that 
a  Bill  dealing  with  tho  subject  should  bo  introduced.  I 
suppose  the  applications  are  on  record  in  some  form  or 
other,  and  it  is  highly  important  wo  should  know  what  they 
are. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT,  1883. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  my  hon.  friend  say  ho  will  not  grant 
the  Return  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  that  does  not  follow.  It  depends  con¬ 
siderably  upon  the  accounts.  I  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  kept  according  to  the  divisions  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  mentions. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  obscrvo  that 
there  are  several  hundreds  of  miles  between  the  two 
divisions  that  are  specified,  and  it  is  quite  obvious  that 
these  accounts  can  be  kept  together,  and  aro  kept  together. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

IMMIGRANTS  TO  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Statement  of  the  number  of  persons  entering  Manitoba  or  the  North- 
West  by  rail,  during  each  month  of  the  last  calendar  year  ;  and  of  the 
number  of  persons  leaving  Manitoba  or  the  North-West  by  rail  during 
each  such  month ;  also,  copies  of  all  correspondence,  reporta,  data  and 
statements  on  -which  are  based  the  estimates  made  by  the  Government 
of  the  number  of  immigrants  who  have  come  from  specified  countries 
and  settled  in  each  Province  of  Canada,  and  in  the  North-West  i  erri- 
tories  during  the  year,  and  of  the  number  of  Canadians  who  have  left 
each  Province  or  Territory,  or  the  Dominion,  during  the  year. 

Ho  said  :  This  is  also  a  copy  of  a  motion  adopted  last  Ses¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  POPE,  There  is  ro  objection  to  bringing  down  the 
information  asked  for,  so  far  as  this  can  be  done.  There  is 
some  information,  however,  asked  for  which  we  cannot 
give;  but  whatever  we  can  furnish  will  bo  brought  down 
to  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— STOCK. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for: 

Statement  showing  the  date  and  rate  at  which  the  Ten  million  dollars 
of  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  stock  formerly  pledged  for  a  loan  of  about 
$4,950,000  was  sold,  and  the  net  amount  received  by  the  company  in 
respect  of  such  sale. 

He  eaid :  The  House  will  remember  that  the  amount  of 
stock  issued  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and 
in  the  hands  of  the  public  when  the  arrangement  was  made 
was  $55,000,000,  but  a  further  sum  of  $10,000,000  was 
embraced  in  the  arrangement.  It  was  stated  in  the  public 
press  about  two  months  ago  that  the  loan  for  which  this 
$10,000,000  of  stock  was  pledged  had  been  paid  off  and  tho 
stock  sold,  and  we  are  obviously  very  much  interested  in 
knowing  at  what  price  the  stock  was  sold,  as  on  that  is 
based  the  estimate  of  the  10  per  cent,  dividend. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADVANCES  TO  LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS. 

Mi\  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Correspondence  or  papers  touching  applications  by  Local  Govern¬ 
ments  for  advances  of  money  on  debt  account,  and  for  any  papers 
throwing  light  on  the  reasons  for  the  pending  Bill  on  the  subject. 


Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  for: 

l3t.  A  copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  respecting  the  submission  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  case  agreed  on  between  the  Government  of 
Canada  and  the  Government  of  each  of  the  Provinces  under  the  Liquor 
License  Act  of  1883,  and  the  Act  to  amend  the  Liquor  License  Act  of 
1883,  as  to  the  competency  of  Parliament  to  pass  the  said  Acts  in  whole 
or  in  part ; 

2nd.  A  copy  of  the  said  case  of  the  factum  of  the  Government  of 
Canada  and  of  the  factum  of  each  of  the  said  Provinces — the  arguments 
of  counsel  in  such  case  and  the  notes  of  the  short-hand  reporter  taken 
during  such  argument ; 

3rd.  A  copy  of  the  report  of  said  Court  in  said  case  ; 

4th.  All  correspondence  between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the 
Government  ot  each  of  said  Provinces  touching  said  case,  and  the  sub¬ 
mission  thereof  and  the  report  thereon  ;  and  all  correspondence  betw  en 
said  Governments  before  and  since  said  report,  respecting  the  same  and 
the  matters  in  dispute  and  so  referred. 

Ho  said  :  I  trust  tho  returns  asked  for  will  bo  brought 
down  very  shortly.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  question 
just  now;  but,  later  on,  I  intend  to  invito  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  some  of  the  questions  necessarily  arising  in 
connection  with  this  matter,  and  such  a  discussion  cannot 
be  properly  conducted  unless  we  have  the  papers  before  us. 
I  trust,  therefore,  no  unnecessary  delay  will  occur  in  bring¬ 
ing  them  down. 

Motion  agreed  (o. 

CHARGES  AGAINST  LIE UT.-COL.  O’MALLEY. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  Report  of  the  Major  General  Commanding  the  Militia  in 
reference  to  the  charges  against  Lieut.-Col.  O’Malley,  25th  Battalion. 

He  said:  This  motion  has  been  referred  to  in  tho  House 
on  previous  occasions  and  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  it  at 
all  at  present,  further  than  to  say  that  I  think  perhaps  it  is 
unfortunate  that  the  course  finally  adopted  in  regard  to 
these  charges  was  not  adopted  sooner,  viz.,  that  of  having  a 
report  made  upon  them  by  the  Major  General  commanding: 
the  Militia,  so  that  the  officer  in  question,  whom  I  know  to 
be  an  enthusiastic  volunteer,  might  have  had  an  opportu¬ 
nity  of  clearing  himself  sooner  of  these  charges.  However, 
that  course  has  been  taken  at  last,  and  I  am  glad  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  report  of  the  Major  General  entirely  clears 
Col.  O'Malley  from  tho  charges  ;  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Militia  himself  will  agree  with  me  in  rejoicing  that 
such  is  the  case.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  report  of  the 
Major  General  will  cover  all  that  is  necessary  to  bring  to 
the  House  about  the  matter,  and  I  hope  tho  Ministor  will 
bring  it  down  as  early  as  possiblo. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EXPENDITURE  ON  CAPITAL  ACCOUNT,  &c. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for: 

Statement  showing  sums  expended  on  Capital  Account,  from  the  1st 
day  of  July,  1884,  to  the  1st  day  of  February,  1885,  and  the  purposes  for 
which  said  sums  were  expended.  Also  for  statement  of  the  gross 
amouut  of  the  debt  ot  the  Dominion  on  the  1st  day  of  February,  1885. 

He  said :  If  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  no  objection  I  would 
like  to  add  to  the  motion  :  “  And  a  statement  of  debts  and 
assets  to  that  date,  as  given  in  the  Public  Accounts,  pages 
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13  and  14.”  I  may  explain,  as  I  notice  tho  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  is  not  in  his  place,  that  this  information  is  always  on 
record  in  the  Department,  and  I  think  it  could  be  obtained 
with  very  little  trouble.  I  do  not  at  all  want  to  bother  the 
Department  to  bring  down  a  comparative  statement;  I 
merely  want  a  statement  showing  how  our  debts  and  assets 
stand  on  the  1st  of  February,  as  wo  now  have  it  on  the  1st 
of  July. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  Minister  of  Finance  is 
not  in  his  place,  but  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  agreo  to  the 
amended  notice. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  number  of  persons  who  applied  in  the  year  1884 
for  licenses  under  the  License  Act  of  1883.  The  total  number  of  licenses 
granted  in  Canada.  The  total  number  in  each  Province,  and  in  each 
Electoral  District.  The  total  number  refused  a  license  and  the  reason 
tor  refusal.  The  total  number  in  each  Province  who  paid  part  of  the 
fee  but  did  not  take  out  a  license.  The  total  amount  received  by  the 
Government  for  such  licenses  in  Canada,  in  each  Province  of  Canada, 
and  also  in  each  Electoral  Division  ;  together  with  a  statement  showing 
what  salary  was  paid  the  commissioners,  inspectors,  and  sub-inspectors 
under  the  Act,  and  giving  the  names  and  address  of  said  commissioners, 
inspectors,  and  sub-inspectors  in  every  Electoral  District  of  Canada. — 
(Mr.  Landerkin.) 

Return  of  all  rifle  associations  in  the  Dominion,  their  headquarters, 
the  annual  grant  to  each,  with  the  names  of  the  members  of  each  of 
such  associations — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

For  map  or  maps  showing  - 

(1.)  The  location  Of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  far  as  approved 
of  or  constructed. 

(2.)  Its  location,  so  far  as  proposed  to  Government,  but  not  yet  ap¬ 
proved. 

(3.)  The  location  of  any  branches  constructed  or  acquired,  and  of  any 
now  contemplated  by  the  company,  so  far  as  the  Government  is  advised. 

(4.1  The  lands  set  apart  by  the  company,  but  not  granted. 

(5  )  The  lands  granted. 

(6.)  The  lands  applied  for,  but  not  yet  set  apart. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Return  showing  the  names  and  residence  of  all  officials  appointed  by 
the  Government  or  Board  of  License  Commissioners  under  the  Liquor 
.License  Act  of  1883  and  amending  Act ;  the  salary,  fees  and  emolu¬ 
ments  paid  to  each,  and  the  aggregate  costs  incurred  up  to  1st  January, 
1885,  under  the  said  Act,  and  for  carrying  out  and  enforcing  the  same  ; 

2nd.  A  statement  of  the  name  and  residence  of  each  person  who 
obtained  a  license  under  the  said  Act,  and  who  obtained  a  license  under 
the  said  Act,  as  well  as  under  any  local  law  ; 

3rd.  A  statement  of  all  sums  received  by  the  Government  or  any  per¬ 
sons  appointed  under  the  said  Acts  up  to  1st  of  January,  1885,  as  license 
fees  or  otherwise  ;  and  the  name  and  residence  of  the  persons  from 
whom  received,  end  the  disposal  made  by  the  Government,  or  the 
officials  of  the  Government,  of  such  fines  ; 

4th.  A  full  and  detailed  statement  of  all  costs,  charges  and  expenses 
paid  by  the  Government  up  to  1st  January,  1885,  under  the  said  Acts  or 
in  connection  therewith,  or  arising  therefrom,  for  the  purpose  of  carry¬ 
ing  said  Acts  into  effect  and  enforcing  the  same,  and  testing  the  consti¬ 
tutionality  of  said  Acts. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
tho  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  tho  House  adjourned  at  4:55  p.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  6th  February,  1885. 
Tho  Steaker  took  tho  Chair  at  Throe  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  15)  to  continue  an  Act  respectiug  tho  Albion 
Mines  Savings  Bank. — (Mr.  McDougald.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  Bills  of 
Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes. —  (Mr.  Smyth.) 

Bill  (No.  17)  respecting  International  Ferries. — (Mr. 
Patterson,  Essex.) 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Bill  (No.  19)  to  provide  for  the  better  observance  of  tho 
Lord’s  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday,  by  prohibiting  Sun¬ 
day  excursions  of  certain  kinds.— (Mr.  Charlton.) 

WHARVES,  DOCKS  AND  PIERS  IN  NAVIGABLE 
WATERS. 

Mr.  'IUPPER  moved  for  leave  tointroduco  Bill  (No.  18) 
respecting  wharves,  docks  and  piers  constructed  iu  navig¬ 
able  waters. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Explain. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Tho  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  provide  for 
legalizing — if  I  may  use  the  term  in  that  connection — the 
wharves  already  built  in  navigable  waters,  and  to  provide 
for  the  construction  of  wharves  to  be  built  in  future.  At 
present  there  is  no  legislation  in  this  Parliament  dealing  with 
the  subject,  and  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  somewhat 
similar  to  the  measure  which  was  passed  in  Parliament  in 
1883,  dealing  with  the  construction  of  booms  and  dams  in 
navigable  waters.  I  hope  the  Bill  will  reach  a  Committee 
where  its  provisions  may  either  meet  with  approval,  or  be 
replaced  by  others  dealing  with  the  question,  which,  I  may 
say,  is  one  of  some  importance. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  tinao. 

CONSOLIDATED  INSURANCE  ACT. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  20)  to  modify  the  application  of  “  Tho  Consoli¬ 
dated  Insurance  Act,  1877.” 

Mr.  BLAKE,  Explain. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY,  It  is  tho  same  Bill  as  la->t 
year.  There  is  no  change. 

Motion  agroed  to,  and  Bill  road  the  first  time. 

QUINQUENNIAL  CENSUSES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST, 

Mr.  POPE  moved  for  loavo  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  21)  to 
provide  for  the  taking  of  a  census  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories  and  the  District  of 
Keewatin. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  may  say  that  the  reason  for  introducing 
the  Bill  is  that  we  have  made  arrangements,  or  partial 
arrangements  with  Manitoba  that  we  will  take  the  census 
once  in  fi?e  years.  With  respect  to  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  probably, we  shall  not  take  the  census  of  all  of  them, 
but  we  think  it  advisable  that  tho  census  of  some  of  thorn 
should  be  taken. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  state  whether  lie  purposes  taking  the  census  dejure  or 
defacto,  because  the  system  may  seriously  affect  the  result. 
In  other  words,  will  he  report  the  men  who  are  there,  or 
the  men  who  ought  to  be  there,  according  to  the  system 
be  adopted  last  census. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  shall  follow  the  usual  plan,  the  ono  wo 
have  followed  hitherto. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
REMUNERATION  OF  CENSUS  ENUMERATORS. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  that  on  Tuesday  next  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  the  following 
resolutions  : — ■ 

Resolved,  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  shall  cause  to  be  prepared 
one  or  more  tables  setting  forth  the  rates  of  allowances  or  remuneration 
of  the  several  census  commissioners  and  enumerators  employed  in  the 
taking  of  the  census  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  and  the  District  of  Keewatin,  not  however  to  exceed  in  the  aggre- 
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gate  such  amount  for  each  day  of  proved  effective  service  for  any 
enumerators,  and  for  each  day  for  like  service  for  any  census  commis¬ 
sioner  as  the  Governor  in  Council  directs,  and  the  same  shall  be  laid 
before  Parliament  within  the  first  fifteen  days  of  the  Session  next  ensu¬ 
ing. 

2.  Resolved,  that  'such  allowances  or  remuneration  shall  be  paid  to 
the  several  persons  entitled  thereto  in  such  manner  as  the  Governor  in 
Council  directs,  but  shall  not  be  payable  until  the  services  required  of 
the  person  receiving  the  same  have  been  faithfully  and  entirely  per¬ 
formed. 

3.  Resolved,  that  such  allowances  or  remuneration,  and  all  expenses 
to  be  incurred  in  carrying  into  effect  any  Act  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  relating  to  such  census  shall  be  paid  out  of  such  moneys  as  are 
provided  by  Parliament  for  that  purpose. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

COMMITTEE  ON  BANKRUPTCY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved : 

That  a  Special  Committee  be  appointed  to  take  into  consideration  and 
report  upon  the  alleged  necessity  that  exists  for  the  adoption  of  some 
system  of  bankruptcy  or  insolvency,  giving  adequate  protection  against 
undue  preferences  ;  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers;  that 
the  leave  of  the  House  be  given  for  the  said  Committee  to  comprise  more 
than  15  members  ;  and  that  the  said  Committee  be  composed  of  Messrs. 
Abbot,  Baker  (Victoria),  Beaty,  Blondeau.  Cameron  (Middlesex),  Cas- 
grain,  Colby,  Coursol,  Curran,  Edgar,  Kilvert,  Macdonald  (King’s), 
Mitchell,  Mulock,  McGreevy,  Mclsaac,  Macmillan  (Middlesex), 
McMullen,  Patterson  (Essex),  Royal,  Scriver,  Small,  Stairs,  Weldon  and 
White  (Renfrew). 

Ho  said  :  This  subject  has  excited,  as  the  House  knows,  the 
attention  of  the  commercial  community,  and  especially  their 
representatives  in  the  different  boards  of  trade.  The  com¬ 
mercial  classes  in  England  also  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  law  relating  to 
bankruptcy  and  insolvency,  and  have  specially  referred  to 
what  was  alleged  to  be  the  opportunity  to  traders  of  grant¬ 
ing  undue  preferences.  In  order  that  the  whole  subject 
may  be  fully  examined  and  ventilated,  including  the  state  of 
the  law  in  the  different  Provinces,  and  the  expediency  or 
non-expediency  of  introducing  legislation,  this  Committee 
has  been  struck  in  the  hope  that  its  enquiries  will  enable 
the  House  to  come  to  a  sound  conclusion  upon  the  subject. 
We  know  that  there  is  great  diversity  of  opinion  on  the 
subject  in  the  House  and  in  the  country.  The  commercial 
men,  on  the  whole,  are  in  favor  of  a  bankruptcy  law, 
although  they  are  not  unanimous  as  to  how  far  such  a  law 
should  extend.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  thought  proper 
to  move  for  this  Committee. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  say  that  I  think  this  is  not  a  satis¬ 
factory  mode  for  the  Government  to  adopt  in  dealing  with 
this  question.  My  opinion  is  that  this  question  will  only  be 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  by  the  Government  undertaking  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  with  it,  and  proposing  to  the  House 
whatever  measure  they  think  the  public  interest  requires.  If, 
on  the  whole,  they  do  not  think  the  public  interest  requires 
a  measure  of  this  kind,  let  them  say  so,  and  the  matter  is 
settled  at  any  rate  for  this  Parliament.  If  they  think  the 
public  interest  does  require  such  a  measure,  I  think  their 
attention  should  be  directed  to  it,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
just  declared  the  attention  of  the  commercial  bodies  of  Eng¬ 
land  and  Canada  has  been  directed  to  it  for  some  time  past. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  brought  once  again  the  excuse  he 
once  gave  for  the  appointment  of  a  famous  Committee  some 
two  Sessions  ago — the  Committee  which  attacked  the  Liquor 
License  Acts — namely,  that  there  are  different  laws  in  the 
different  Provinces,  and  that  it  requires  a  Select  Committee 
of  Parliament  adequately  to  grasp  the  divergencies  existing 
in  the  provincial  laws.  But,  as  I  said  then,  I  repeat  now, 
that  I  do  not  see  that  the  fact  that  there  are  divergent  laws 
relating  to  the  civil  rights  which  appertain  to  the  question 
of  dealing  with  a  man’s  goods  in  execution,  and  the  prefer¬ 
ring  of  one  creditor  over  another,  is  a  reason  why  this  mat¬ 
ter  should  come  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes.  I  think  the  proper  courso  for  him  to 
have  taken  was  to  have  decided  whether  legislation  was  in 


his  opinion  necessary,  and  if  ho  thought  so  to  have  brought 
in  a  Bill. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  may  add  that  after  tho  experience  I 
have  had  of  similar  Committees,  I  am  satisfied  that  this  ono 
will  be  a  repetition  of  what  has  occurred  before.  This  is  a 
good  mode  of  preventing  measures  being  brought  before  this 
Parliament.  In  the  first  place,  the  Committee  is  rather 
numerous  and  it  will  be  difficult  to  secure  the  attendance  of 
a  quorum.  Secondly,  this  Committee  ought  to  be  empow¬ 
ered  to  report  from  time  to  time,  so  that  we  may  arrive  at 
some  result  during  tho  Session.  I  make  this  suggestion 
to  tho  hon.  gentleman  if  ho  wants  really  to  have  a  report, 
a  valuable  aud  substantial  report,  before  tho  end  of  tho 
Session. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  pi’oposition  of  tho  First  Minister  is  very 
like  a  plea  of  incapacity.  We  remember  that  when  tho  horn 
gentleman  and  his  colleagues  were  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
they  accused  the  Government  of  being  flies  on  the  wheel 
because  they  confessed  themselves  unable  to  prevent  de¬ 
pression  and  to  create  prosperity  throughout  the  country. 
Now,  here  is  a  question  that  obviously  comes  under  the  con  ■ 
trol  of  tho  Administration,  it  is  one  of  the  questions  which  it 
is  the  duty  of  tho  Government  to  deal  with,  and  the  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  confess  their  incapacity 
to  deal  with  it.  They  confess  that  tho  question  is  sur¬ 
rounded  with  so  many  difficulties  that  they  cannot  present 
to  Parliament  a  satisfactory  measure,  and  they  ask  that  a 
Committee  be  appointed  of  gentlemen  better  qualified  to 
discharge  those  duties  which  they  seem  to  shirk  or  to  bo 
unable  to  perform.  It  does  seem  to  mo,  that  if  tho  hon. 
gentleman  is  unable  to  propose  a  proper  measure,  and 
admits  that  neither  he  nor  his  colleagues  can  deal  with  the 
question  satisfactorily,  ho  is  hardly  in  a  position  to  indicate 
who  in  this  House  are  competent  to  deal  with  this  particular 
question,  and  he  ought  to  have  proposed  a  Committee  to 
ascertain  who  in  this  House  are  best  qualified  to  discharge 
those  duties  which  the  Government  admit  that  they 
themselves  are  unable  efficiently  to  discharge. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  if  wo  are  not 
competent  to  select  the  Committee  to  deal  with  the  subject, 
we  are  not  competent  to  select  men  to  select  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  With  respect  to  the  remark  made  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  L’lslet  (Mr.  Casgrain),  I  would  say  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  is  large  of  necessity,  because  there  are  representa¬ 
tives  upon  it  from  every  one  of  the  Provinces,  who  will  be 
able  to  speak  with  some  degree  of  authority  with  respect 
to  their  several  localities.  The  resolution  has  been  pur¬ 
posely  framod  without  saying  that  the  Committee  should 
report  from  time  to  time.  They  are  asked  to  examine  into 
the  whole  subject,  and  to  report  upon  it.  If  they  desire  to 
report  from  time  to  time  they  will  ask  for  permission  to  do  so, 
and  the  House,  as  a  general  rule,  grants  that  requost.  In  the 
same  way,  if  they  come  to  such  a  conclusion  as  to  be  prepared 
to  report  a  Bill,  they  will  ask  to  report  the  Bill,  and  no  doubt 
the  House  will  allow  them  to  report  the  measure.  Hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  say  the  Government  ought  to 
introduce  a  measure ;  the  Government  ought  certainly  to 
introduce  one  if  they  made  up  their  minds  a  measure 
ought  to  be  introduced.  But  they  have  not  made  up  their 
minds,  and  as  they  desire  to  get  information  they  ask  that 
a  Committee  be  formed.  That  is  the  custom,  and  the 
proper  custom,  for  the  Government  of  the  day,  who  are 
supposed  to  lead  the  House,  to  take  when  thoy  desire 
information.  They  do  it  either  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  or  by  a  Commission;  and  when  the  Government  get 
full  information  and  have  considered  it  thoy  will  be  in  a 
position,  and  not  before,  to  make  up  their  minds  what 
course  ought  to  be  taken  on  the  important  subject.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  we  should  go  on  without  infor¬ 
mation,  that  we  should  make  up  our  minds  at  once,  and 
because  wo  want  information  we  are  not  capable.  We 


48 


COMMONS 


have  not  got  the  hardihood  of  ignorance  ;  we  desire  to  get 
information,  and  on  getting  information  will  prepare  a 
measure  of  some  kind.  A  Government  may  be  in  too 
great  a  hurry  to  introduce  a  measure.  1  remember  a 
measure  being  introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr  Mills)  to  grant  all  the  lands  in  the  North-West 
to  railways,  and  when  that  was  quoted  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  leader  of  the  party  said  that  was  merely  a  private 
balloon  introduced  to  see  what  the  opinion  of  the  House 
was,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  legislation  at  all. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  was  stated  at  the  time  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  recollect. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  was  a  declaration  of 
ignorance  and  incapacity. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  do  think  the  Government  might 
be  informed  by  their  own  endeavors.  They  should  take 
the  best  steps  to  get  the  information  they  require  and  not 
shift  the  responsibility  of  a  measure  of  this  kind  to  a  Com¬ 
mittee  of  tho  House.  I  never  knew  of  such  a  proceeding 
before. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  quite  misunderstood  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  I  do  not  question  for  a  moment  tho  ignorance 
and  incapacity  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  seems  to  mo  that  this  question  really 
includes  two  separate  heads.  There  is  the  question  as  to 
t  he  necessity  of  any  bankruptcy  law  and  the  question  as  to 
the  exact  constitutional  mode  of  dealing  with  it — as  to 
whether  we  have  a  right  to  pass  anything  else  than  a  full 
Bankruptcy  Act.  With  regal’d  to  the  question  of  fact,  the 
right  hon.  the  Premier  appeared,  from  the  newspaper  re¬ 
ports,  to  be  quite  satisfied  some  time  ago,  when  he  spoke  to 
the  chambers  of  commerce  in  England,  that  there  was  no 
doubt  as  to  tho  desirability  of  such  a  law. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
revive  his  recollection  of  what  I  did  say  as  reported. 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  present  recollection  is  that  ho  made  no 
objection  to  the  statement  of  the  chambers  of  commerce 
that  such  a  law  was  desirable,  but  apologised  for  not  having 
introduced  a. law  of  that  kind  on  the  ground  that  the  thick¬ 
headed  rural  population,  whose  minds  wore  not  opened  to 
commercial  subjects,  wore  opposed  to  it.  I  understood  also 
very  clearly,  from  the  reports  of  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  re¬ 
marks,  which  appeared  from  time  to  time,  without  contra¬ 
diction,  that  he  assured  the  English  chambers  of  commerce 
he  would  use  his  best  endeavors  to  persuade  his  thick¬ 
headed  supporters  to  consider  the  subject  and  introduce  a 
Biil.  But  there  is  the  constitutional  point.  Is  it  possible 
that  tho  right  hon.  gentleman  shouUl  need  any  information 
on  the  constitutional  point?  Is  it  possible  that  the  brilliant 
success  which  has  attended  his  late  attempts  at  interpreting 
tho  constitution  of  the  country  has  lead  him  to  doubt  in 
any  way  his  capacity  of  judging  this  great  constitution  of 
which  he  had  so  large  a  share  in  forming  ?  It  appears  from 
his  second  explanation  —his  explanation  of  his  explanation — 
that  it  is  not  in  order  to  settle  any  of  these  points  the 
Committee  is  appointed.  It  appears  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  not  made  up  their  minds  ;  they  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  expedient  to  introduce  a  measure 
of  this  kind  or  not,  and  they  have  appointed 
this  Commit)  ee  to  make  up  their  minds  for  them.  I  do  not 
know  if  that  is  in  harmony  with  precedent  in  this  House.  I 
do  not  remember  any  instance  during  the  late  Administration 
of  the  Government  having  appointed  a  Committee  to  make 
up  tho  Government’s  mind.  In  regard  to  the  Bill  introduced 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll  when  he  was  Minister 
of  the  Interior  with  reference  to  tho  granting  of  lands  to 
railways  in  the  North-West,  that  may  have  been  a  private 
balloon  as  tho  hon.  member  says.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie)  said  it  was  announced  at  the  time  that  the  Bill  was 
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only  intended  to  sound  public  opinion.  At  all  events,  the 
hon.  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  then  took  the  responsibility 
for  his  scheme.  He  laid  it  before  the  House  and  said  he 
was  prepared  to  stand  or  fall  by  it.  When  an  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  brings  forward  a  Bill  in  detail  he  declares  thereby  his 
responsibility  for  it,  and  that  was  what  the  hon.  member  tor 
Bothwell  did.  The  leader  of  the  present  Government  has 
not  even  dared  to  go  so  far  as  that.  He  has  not  dared  to 
send  out  a  private  balloon,  but  has  appointed  a  Committee 
to  construct  a  private  balloon  for  him  and  send  it  out,  as  he 
does  not  wish  to  take  the  risk  himself. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  commercial  community,  so  far  as  I 
am  informed,  and  I  have  very  good  opportunities  of  know¬ 
ing,  are  thoroughly  in  earnest  about  having  a  Bill  for  the 
equitable  distribution  of  insolvents’  assets,  and  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  they  will  view  with  a  certain  amount  of  alarm  the  tone 
that  has  been  infused  into  this  debate  by  hon.  members 
opposite,  who  appear  to  make  it  rather  a  political  question 
for  party  bickering  than  to  take  into  consideration  the 
interests  of  the  commercial  community  who  have  been 
asking,  for  some  time  past,  for  a  law  that  will  enable  them 
to  wind  up  insolvent  estates  in  such  a  manner  as  will  mete 
out  justice  to  all  tho  creditors.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  com¬ 
munity  at  large  will  view  with  satisfaction  the  move  to 
bring  this  matter  to  a  satisfactory  result,  and  as  we  are 
beginning  early  in  the  Session  the  Committee  will  be  able 
to  report  at  an  early  day,  and  we  may  be  able  before  the 
end  of  the  Session  to  get  through  such  a  measure  as  will 
afford  that  relief  to  the  community  which  they  are  so 
anxious  to  obtain. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  CENSUS. 

On  tho  Orders  of  the  Day  boing  called, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  1  would  like  to  enquire 
of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  whether  the  fourth  volume  of 
the  Census  has  been  issued,  and,  if  not,  when  he  expects  to 
bo  able  to  place  it  in  our  hands  ?  Also,  if  he  can  say  any¬ 
thing  about  the  forwardness  of  tho  fifth  volum  \ 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  say  anything  about  the  fifth  volume, 
because  I  am  not  aware  of  its  existence.  The  fourth  volume 
is  nearly  ready,  and  I  shall  soon  be  able  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  a  fortnight? 

Mr.  POPE.  Perhaps  not  in  a  fortnight.  The  printer  is 
getting  on  well  with  the  volume. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tomorrow  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  tomorrow. 

QUESTIONS  OP  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  BENSON.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  which  appeared  in 
Wednesday’s  issue  of  the  Daily  Globe.  It  runs  as  follows : — 

“  The  Annual  Report  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  shows  that 
Mr.  Benson,  Tory  M.  P.  for  South  Grenville,  owes  the  Government 
13,840  for  arrears  of  rent  for  water  power  on  the  Williamsburg  Oanal. 
The  Government  cannot  be  expected  to  collect  this  debt  so  long  as  Mr. 
Benson  supports  them  faithfully,  and  Mr.  Benson  will  scarcely  be  in  a 
position  to  act  independently  upon  party  questions  unless  he  pays  up 
his  arrears.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  for  reasons  which  it  would  take  too  loDg  to 
explain,  the  Government  have  hitherto  been  unable  to  sup¬ 
ply  me  with  the  water  power  to  which  this  has  reference, 
and  having  received  nothing  from  the  Government  I  owe 
nothing  to  the  Government.  The  Department  of  Railways 
and  Canals  acknowledged  this  fact,  but  the  Inland  Revenue, 
being  a  purely  collecting  Department,  refused  to  recognise 
any  counter  claim  against  any  other  of  the  Departments 
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unless  it  were  allowed  by  His  Excellency  the  Governor  in 
Council.  Therefore,  this  charge  remains  on  the  books  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  though  I  have  explained 
time  and  again  that  I  never  owed  one  cent  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  water  power  because  I  never  got  it. 

Mr.  GAULT.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  similar  ai’ticle  which  appeared  in  the  Globe  in 
reference  to  myself.  It  says  that  Mr.  A.  F.  Gault,  my 
brother,  owes  a  large  amount  to  the  Government  for  the 
hydraulic  power  on  the  Cornwall  Canal,  and  that,  therefore, 

I  cannot  give  an  independent  vote.  To-day  I  have  gone  to 
tho  Inland  Revenue  Department,  and  I  find  that  Mr.  A.  F. 
Gault  does  not  owe  one  single  cent  to  the  Government,  but 
that' his  rent  has  been  paid  to  tho  1st  of  January,  1885.  To 
show  the  favors  that  this  Government  grants  to  its  friends, 

I  may  say  that  my  brother’s  mill  was  burnt  down  in  1883. 
The  Government  was  asked  if  it  would  not  remit  the  rental 
for  the  time  the  mill  was  not  running,  and  the  Government 
positively  refused  to  remit  one  shilling  That  is  the  sort 
of  favor  it  grants  to  its  friends.  I  believe,  if  it  was  to  its 
enemies,  tho  case  would  be  very  different.  We  know  that 
Mr.  George  Stephen,  the  President  of  the  Cornwall  Pattern 
Company,  got  his  privilege  for  one  dollar  per  annum 
forever. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  GAULT.  I  believe  that  was  under  the  Ministry  of 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie.  However,  my  brother  does  noi 
owe  one  cent  to  the  Government,  and  the  article  is  untrue. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  can  only  say  that  I  have  no  recol¬ 
lection  of  giving  water  power  to  anybody  for  a  mill,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  bad  better  take  an  opportunity  of  proving 
his  statement. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  very  embarrassing  to  these  hon. 
gentlemen— 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

REPORT  OF  THE  INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that, 
though  the  Report  of  the  Department  of  tho  Intoi’ior  seems 
to  have  been  supplied  to  the  press  and  was  laid  on  tho  Table 
on  the  second  day  of  tho  Session,  members  of  Parliament 
cannot  get  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  like  members  on  both  sides 
of  the  Houso  who  represent  the  Government  and  the  Oppos¬ 
ition  to  speak  a  little  iouder.  We  who  sit  in  this  part  of 
the  House  cannot  hear  one  quarter  of  what  is  said  by  the 
hon.  the  Premier  or  by  the  leader  of  tho  Opposition. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  complaining  that,  although  the  Report 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  had  been  laid  upon  tho 
Table  tho  second  day  of  the  Session  with  great  pomp  by  the 
First  Minister,  and  bad  gone  to  all  the  newspapers  of  the 
country,  yet  it  has  not  been  distributed  to  the  members  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  is  a  tone  of  voice  which  suits  very 

well. 

ACCOMMODATION  FOR  MEMBERS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that,  as  a  mat 
ter  of  privilege,  I  am  entitled  to  call  your  attention,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  a  fact  affecting  some  of  tho  gentlemen  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  which  I  have,  no  doubt  you  will  I 
rectify  if  you  can.  There  are  a  great  many  rooms  which  ' 
have  been  heretofore  put  at  the  disposal  of  members  of  this 
House — if  I  am  correctly  informed,  some  fourteen  or  fifteen. 
Now,  we  have  no  objection  to  bon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  having  twice  the  number  of  rooms  that,  we 
on  this  side  have,  but  it  would  be  a  great  convenience  if  there 
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could  be  put  at  the  disposal  of  the  seventy  gentlemen  on 
this  side  some  four  or  five  of  the  fifteen  rooms  which  I  am 
informed  have  been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  members. 
That  would  be  a  great  convenience  to  us  in  the  management 
of  our  business  and  our  domestic  affairs.  I  do  not  want  to 
reflect  upon  the  previous  distribution — and  it  would  pos¬ 
sibly  have  been  bettor  to  refer  to  this  matter  with  closed 
doors — I  merely  want  to  know  if  it  is  possible  that  four 
or  live  rooms  can  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Her  Majesty’s 
loyal  Opposition.  I  am  aware  that  my  hon.  friend  besido 
mo  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  as  an  ex-Premier,  and  tho  leader  of 
tho  Opposition  have  separate  rooms,  but  it  would  be  con¬ 
venient  if  a  few  more  could  be  placed  at  our  disposal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course  the  Government 
do  not  interfere  in  the  distribution  of  the  rooms  in  this 
House.  All  those  arrangements  rest  with  the  Speaker  and 
the  officers  of  the  House,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  you,  Sir, 
will  geo  that  every  accommodation  is  given  to  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  in  such  a  way  as  to  facilitate  the  public 
business.  I  wouhi  also  say  that  I  do  not  know  that  I  laid 
the  Report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  with  any  great 
pomp  and  circumstance  of  war  or  of  peace  ;  I  laid  it  where 
I  was  asked  to  do  so  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  As  to 
the  distribution  of  the  report,  I  will  not  assume  any  respon- 
ibility.  That  is  a  matter  between  the  officials  of  the  House 
and  the  printing  contractor. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  seems  to 
forget  tho  fact  that  there  is  a  third  party  in  the  House. 
When  I19  speaks  of  dividing  the  rooms  into  two  parts,  ho 
ought  not  to  forget  that  there  is  a  little  bit  of  a  room  about 
big  enough  fo  turn  around  in  occupied  by  my  hon.  friend 
opposite,  myself  and  another  gentleman,  from  which  a  good 
deal  of  the  thunder  of  the  third  party  is  fulminated. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  point  out  to  my 
hon.  friend  that  there  is  a  Government  side  of  the  House—" 
they  have  one  side ;  there  is  an  Opposition  side  of  the 
House— they  have  another  side ;  and  then  there  is  the  out¬ 
side  of  the  House,  occupied  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  thank  my  right  hon,  friend  for  the 
compliment.  I  think  he  begins  to  realise  by  this  time 
that  I  occupy  a  good  deal  more  interest  outside  tho  House 
than  he  has  heretofore  given  me  credit  for, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  With  regard  to  the  distribution  of  tho 
rooms,  it  is  a  very  difficult  matter,  because  there  is  not 
enough  rooms  to  satisfy  the  wants  of  all  the  hon.  members 
of  tho  House  ;  and  I  have  not  been  able,  as  yet,  to  make 
any  satisfactory  arrangements.  I  may  say  that  the  hon. 
gentlemen  of  the  Opposition  have  had  four  rooms  ;  that  is 
very  nearly  the  number  asked  for  by  tho  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes,  they  have  had  four-one  for  the 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  one  for  the  hon.  member  for 
East  York,  some  hon.  gentlemen  from  New  Brunswick  have 
had  a  room,  and  there  has  been  the  large  room,  No.  6. 

Sir  RICHARD  C 1RTWRIGHT.  No,  that  has  not  been 
at  our  disposal;  it  is  constantly  occupied  for  Committee 
purposes.  The  Colonization  Committee  sits  there, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  At  all  events,  until  this  Session  I  have 
had  no  complaints  from  hon.  gentlemen  of  the  Opposstion 
that  have  not  been  attended  to  at  once.  I  now  find  it  so 
difficult  that  I  think  the  only  satisfactory  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  matter  is,  that  as  all  tho  committee  rooms  are 
!  open  for  the  use  of  members,  they  must  make  some  ar¬ 
rangements  among  themselves,  as  I  confess  I  am  unable  to 
make  a  satisfactory  allotment.  It  is  perfectly  impossible 
with  the  rooms  now  at  our  disposal  to  satisfy  200  members. 
I  think  the  House  should  ask  the  Department  of  Public 


50 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


February  6, 


Works  to  make  some  new  arrangement  that  will  meet  tlie 
case — perhaps  another  Committee  room — and  then  the  pre¬ 
sent  Railway  Committee  room  will  be  availablo  for  mem¬ 
bers.  Bat  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed,  so  far  as  I  can,  to 
satisfy  hon,  gontlemen  on  both  s:des  of  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  no  doubt  the 
whips  could  arrange  that  matter  on  either  side  if  they 
would  take  it  in  hand.  All  we  want  really  is  more  small 
rooms  apart  from  those  assigned  to  those  hon.  gentlemen 
■who  ought  properly  to  have  them. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  suggested  the  matter  to  the 
whips,  and  I  think  it  carl  bo  done. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  think  there  is  somo  reasonable  cause  of 
complaint  on  tho  part  of  the  Opposition  with  reference  to 
rooms.  No.  6  really  is  occupied  three-fourths  of  the  Session 
by  various  Committees.  Last  Session  no  less  than  four 
Committees  occupied  it  at  various  times.  Tho  only  room  I 
am  aware  of  set  apart  for  our  uso  is  that  occupied  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  and  another  for  the  hon.  member 
for  East  York.  By  the  courtesy  of  yourself  and  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Durham  (Mr.  Williams),  the  Conservative 
whip,  I  procured  a  room  here  yesterday,  a  small  room  in 
tho  lower  flat,  for  which  we  are  extremely  thankful.  We 
have  nothing  to  conceal,  nothing  uncommon  goes  on  in 
our  ranks;  yet  at  the  same  time  it  is  very  convenient  to 
have  a  room  for  our  own  use. 

Mr.  EARROW.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
matter.  In  the  first  place  I  would  like  to  say  that  tho 
Opposi1  ion  have  no  reason  for  complaint  about  occupying 
rooms  in  this  House.  My  hon.  friend  who  has  just  spoken 
says  that  No.  6  is  taken  up  chiefly  by  Committees.  Now,  I 
wish  to  say  that  it  is  not.  I  think  this  is  my  fifteenth  Ses¬ 
sion,  and  1  have  been  on  the  Immigration  and  Colonization 
Committee  ever  since  I  bavo  been  in  the  House.  About 
four  years  ago  the  Opposition  members  really  took  posses¬ 
sion  of  that  room  ;  they  claimed  it  as  their  own.  Just  look 
into  tho  thing  for  a  moment.  How  often  does  that  Com¬ 
mittee  meet,  and  when  does  it  meet  ?  If  the  Committee 
meets  once,  on  the  average,  a  week,  it  is  about  all.  It  meets 
about  ten  or  half  past  ten  o’clock  in  the  morning,  and, 
genei-ally  speaking,  the  mooting  is  over  by  twelve  o’clock 
and  then  that  room  is  vacant  all  the  rest  of  the  time.  Now 
we  have  a  just  cause  of  oomplaint  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
We  have  not  a  place  to  go  and  write  a  private  letter,  or  any 
letter,  and  we  have  got  to  do  it  in  our  lodgings,  or  wo  have 
got  to  cramp  ourselves  up  here  after  hours  on  these  desks. 
There  has  been  a  real  ground  of  complaint  by  the  rank  and 
file  on  this  side  of  tho  House,  and  though  they  arc  loath  to 
get  up  yet  I  am  not  loath  to  got  up  and  make  a  complaint, 
and  1  am  thankful  1  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  that  wo 
are  misused,  badly  used.  I  wish  wo  bad  some  one  as  good 
as  tho  hon.  member  from  iho  south  riding  of  my  county 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  look  after  our  interests ;  lor  we 
have  been  sadly  neglected,  and  I  guarantee  that  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  the  solid  wish  of  three-fourths,  if  not  nine-tenths,  of  the 
rank  and  file  on  our  side  of  tho  Houso.  I  would  also  men¬ 
tion  that  tho  other  largo  Committeo  room,  No.  8,  is  entirely 
taken  up  with  our  French  frionds,  so  that  when  I  went  to 
the  door  the  other  day  a  man  says  “  Who  are  you?’’  I  began 
to  wonder  if  I  had  so  changed  in  appearance  that  I  was  not 
myself,  exactly.  Well,  at  last  I  got  him  to  understand  that 
I  had  been  a  member  for  a  little  time,  and  by  dint  of  great 
perseverance  I  got  my  bead  in.  Then  I  went  to  the  other 
room  occupied  by  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Perth  (Mr. 
Trow)  the  Liberal  whip  who  superintends  that  room,  and  I 
could  not  eveD  get  my  head  in.  As  soon  as  I  looked  in 
there  were  as  many  frowns  as  there  were  faces.  I  wish, 
Mr.  Speaker,  seoing  that  you  are  the  head  and  front  of  this 
whole  question,  you  would  give  us  fair  play  and  no  favor. 
Mr.  Speaker. 


Mr.  COCHRANE.  A  deputation  of  members  from  Ontario 
constituencies,  supporting  the  Government,  waited  on  your¬ 
self,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  other  day,  and  wo  were  informed  that 
we  could  not  have  a  room,  as  they  were  all  occupied.  We 
thought  that  we  could,  perhaps,  get  No.  6.  We  went  there 
and  found  that  it  was  occupied  by  three  members  of 
Hor  Majesty’s  loyal  Opposition.  It  seems  strange  to  mo 
that  as  regards  Committee  rooms  tho  members  aro  divided 
into  provincial  squadrons.  You  go  to  one  part  of  the  build¬ 
ing  and  you  find  membors  from  New  Brunswick,  in  another 
part  are  members  from  Nova  Scotia,  in  another  part  mem¬ 
bers  from  Quebec.  I  do  not  approve  of  this  action.  I  hold 
that  wo  are  all  members  of  this  grand  Dominion,  and  I 
deprecate  the  idea  that  wo  should  divide  ourselves  into  pro¬ 
vincial  squadrons  in  this  House.  Tho  Opposition  have 
rooms,  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has,  and  is,  entitled 
to  a  room,  and  we,  tho  humble  members  of  the  House,  are 
entitled  to  somo  respect,  although  we  may  not  burden 
Hansard  with  speeches  that  do  not  contain  much  informa¬ 
tion  for  tho  electors,  but  express  opinions  that  injure  the 
prosperity  of  this  country,  and  I  may  say  that  Hansard  is 
burdened  with  speeches  that  I  believe  lower  the  dignity  of 
this  House  in  the  estimation  of  tho  people.  If  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Opposition  have  rooms  at  their  disposal,  and  as 
the  Independent  party  has  a  room  at  its  disposal,  wo  hum¬ 
ble  followers  of  the  Government  should  have  some  consid¬ 
eration  shown  us. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  > 
who  informed  us,  quite  unnecessarily,  that  he  was  not 
beside  himself,  and  who  almost  left  his  head  inside  No.  8 
the  othor  day  by  bis  own  account,  I  think  has  left  the  House 
and,  at  least,  people  outside,  who  may  learn  what  has  been 
said  through  tho  medium  which  the  hon.  member  for  North¬ 
umberland  objects  to  so  much,  under  a  misapprehension. 
Room  No.  8  is  a  large  Committee  room  appropriated,  as  I 
understand,  to  the  sittings  of  tho  Privileges  and  Elections 
Committee.  That  Committeo  seldom  sits,  and  therefore  it 
is  practically  unused  for  Committeo  purposes.  It  is  under¬ 
stood  to  bo  at  the  disposal  not  of  tho  French  members,  but 
of  the  French  members  of  the  Conservative  party.  That  is 
tho  disposition  of  room  No.  8.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  not  recognised  tho  other  day  when  he  went  to 
the  door  and "  looked  in,  it  was  his  own  friends  who 
did  not  know  him,  who  found  some  difficulty  in 
deciphering  his  title  and  passport  to  admission  there.  No. 
8  has  very  important  functions  to  discharge,  as  we  all 
know.  IL  has  quasi-pariiamentary  functions.  I  am  the  last 
one,  considering  the  ovents  of  last  Session  and  the  possible 
events  of  this  Session,  to  propose  anything  in  regard  to 
room  No.  8  which  would  interfere  with  that  important,  part 
of  our  Parliamentary  machinery  which  goes  on  there.  While 
No.  8  is  appropriated  for  purposes  of  Government  sup¬ 
porters,  in  so  far  as  Committeo  exigencies  will  allow,  it  is 
for  thorn  to  decide  whether  it  shall  be  clovoted  exclusively 
to  French  members  who  support  tho  Government  or  to 
members  of  whatever  Province  or  nationality  they  may  be¬ 
long.  That  is  a  matter  of  domestic  arrangement,  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  can  settle  with  his  estranged  friends, 
who  did  not  know  him  tho  other  day,  just  as  he  ploaees. 
Tho  other  largo  room  is  more  largely  appropriated  for 
Committee  purposes  than  is  room  No.  8.  The  Immigration 
and  Colonization  Committeo  meet  much  more  frequently 
than  does  tho  Privileges  and  Elections  Committee,  and  that 
room,  No.  6,  is  also  used,  as  1  am  informed,  for  some  other 
Committee  purposes  ;  but,  subject  to  these  exigencies,  that 
room  has  for  a  number  of  years  been  appropriated  to  the 
use  of  Opposition  membors  generally,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
very  fair  and  reasonable  arrangement  of  which  no  one 
can  complain.  If  thero  were  anothor  large  room 
available  I  should  not  object  to  its  appropriation  for  the 
use  of  Government  supporters  generally.  As  to  tho  remain¬ 
ing  rooms,  tho  quoetion  is  a  very  simple  one.  First,  it  must 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


51 


be  ascertained  how  many  convenient  rooms  are  available, 
and  then  their  disposition  should  be  made  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House,  according  to  numbers  in  some  rough 
manner,  and  further  allocation  of  them  should  be  a  matter 
of  domestic  arrangement.  Thero  was  one  remark  made  by 
the  hon.  momber  for  East  Northumberland  (Mr.  Cochrane) 
in  which  I  heartily  agree.  I  should  like  to  see  the  rooms, 
when  used,  used  by  members  irrespective  of  the  Provinces 
to  which  they  belong,  and  I  believe  such  a  state  of  things 
would  do  a  gj’eat  deal  of  good.  I  am  very  glad  that  room 
No.  G  is  not  appropriated  to  any  particular  Province  or 
nationality,  but  is  used  generally  by  hon.  members  who  are 
good  enough  to  act  with  mo  in  this  House. 

ONTARIO’S  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  MILLS  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  propose  any  legislation,  or  to  invite  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  ask  for  Imperial  legislation  to  define  the  boundary 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario  upon  the  north  and  west? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  propose  any  legislation.  Thequostion 
as  to  whether  it  is  necessary  to  ask  for  Imperial  legislation 
is  now  receiving  earnest  consideration. 

Mr.  MILLS  enquired,  Whether  the  Government  propose 
to  contest  further  the  claims  of  Ontario  to  the  country  north 
of  the  height  of  land  and  south  of  Hudson’s  Bay  and  tho 
Albany  River  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  are  not 
awaro  that  they  have  at  any  time  contested  the  claim  of 
Ontario  to  the  country  north  of  the  height  of  land  and 
south  of  Hudson’s  Bay  and  the  Albany  River.  There  has 
been  no  contest  in  regard  to  the  matter, 

Mr.  MILLS  enquired,  What  circumstances  arose  after  the 
12th  of  March,  1884,  to  prevent  th8  Government  agreeing 
to  the  extension  of  the  order  of  reference  to  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  in  relation  to  the  disputed  boundaries  of  Ontario  so  as  to 
embrace  the  whole  subject  of  the  northerly  and  westerly 
boundaries,  as  recommended  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  and 
concurred  in  by  an  Order  in  Council  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  the  question  pri¬ 
marily  referred  to  tho  boundary  between  Manitoba  anu 
Ontario,  it  was  considered  by  counsel  retainei  both  on 
behalf  of  the  Dominion  and  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
that  the  quostion  between  the  fwo  Provinces  should  be  first 
settled, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  tho  hon.  gentleman  will  say 
whether  that  conclusion  was  reached  after  the  Order  in 
Council  was  adopted. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  presume  so,  but  I  can¬ 
not  say  positively. 

MONEY  PAID  TO  J.  A.  WILKINSON. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN  enquired,  Whether  any,  and  if  so,  what 
sum  or  sums  of  money  have  been  paid  to  j.  A.  Wilkinson 
by  the  Government  of  the  Dominion,  from  the  first  day  of 
January,  1884,  to  the  first  day  of  February,  1885.  If  paid, 
for  what  purpose  or  services,  and  where? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  was  a  sum  of  $69  paid  him  on  1st 
February,  1884,  and  a  further  sura  of  $262  on  23rd  May  in 
the  same  year.  That  is  all.  It  was  paid  him  as  valuator 

IMPERIAL  FEDERATION. 

Mr.  EDGAR  enquii-ed,  Whether  any  correspondence  has 
taken  place  between  the  High  Commissioner  in  London  and 
the  Government  on  the  subject  of  Imperial  Federation,  and 
whether  tho  Government  has  received  copies  of  the  resolu¬ 
tions  passed  at  the  Conferences  on  Imperial  Federation 


hold  in  London  during  the  past  year,  or  any  communica¬ 
tions  upon  the  subject  of  Imperial  Federation  from  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  or  from  any  organizations  formed  in 
London  for  tho  purpose  of  promoting  that  object  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No  correspondence  has  taken  place 
betweon  the  Government  and  the  High  Commissioner,  or 
the  Colonial  Secretary,  or  any  organisation,  on  the  subject 
of  Imporial  Federation.  Tho  Department  of  tho  Secretary 
of  State  has  received  a  printed  pamphlet  containing  the 
speeches  and  pi’oceedings  of  one  of  the  Conferences. 

Mr.  EDGAR  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  tho 
Government  to  submit  fur  the  consideration  of  the  House 
during  the  present  Session  any  proposals  upon  the  subject 
of  Federation  of  the  Empire  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  the  intention, 

PRIVATE  BANKS  AND  BROKERS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex)  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce  this  Session  any 
legislation  affecting  or  in  any  way  dealing  with  private 
banks,  brokers  and  brokers’  offices. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY,  It  is  not  the  intention  of 
tho  Government  to  introduce  any  such  measure  this  Session, 

BENEVOLENT  SOCIETIES. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex)  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  any  legislation  this  Session 
affecting  benevolent  or  friendly  societies  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  only  measure  which  will 
affect  the  organisations  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  be  the  Insurance  Bill,  the  firstreadiDg  of  which  we  had 
to-day. 

BANK  INSPECTION. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  enquired,  In  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov* 
ernment  to  introduce  some  moasure  for  securing  a  better 
supervision  and  inspection  of  hanks  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  tho 
Government  to  introduce  any  such  measure  this  Session. 

EXTENSION  OF  THE  FISHERIES  ACT  TO  THE 
NORTH-WEST, 

Mr.  1IESSON  enquired,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  extend  the  operations  of  the  Fisheries  Act® 
to  the  Now  Provinces  of  the  North-West  Territory,  West 
of  Manitoba,  and  if  so  when  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  at  present  an  inspector,  Alex¬ 
ander  McQueen,  residing  at  Winnipeg,  and  an  overseer,  F, 
C.  Gilchrist,  at  Fort  Qu’Appelle, 

HARBORS  IN  GUYSBORO’  COUNTY. 

■  Mr.  KIRK  enquired,  Whether  the  Government  had,  during 
recess  of  Parliament,  a  re-survey  made  of  the  harbors  of 
New  Harbor  and  Port  Hillford,  in  the  county  of  Guysboro’, 
with  a  view  of  ascertaining  tho  probable  cost  of  erecting  a 
breakwater  at  each  of  these  harbors  suitable  to  tho  neces¬ 
sities  of  the  fishermen  ?  If  so,  will  the  engineer’s  report  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  at  an  early  day  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEV1N.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  I  may  Ray  that  during  last  summer  an  exami¬ 
nation  was  made  of  the  harbor  of  New  Harbar,  and  that 
the  report  of  the  Chief  Engineer  on  that  examination  may 
be  submitted  to  Parliament  if  asked  for  by  an  Address.  As 
to  the  other  harbor  the  Department  knows  nothing  of  a 
harbor  bearing  that  name. 
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Mr.  KLRK.  It  is  also  known  as  Indian  Harbor. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  gave  it  under  another  name.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
answer  that  part  of  the  question  to-day. 

WHITE  .POINT,  N.  S.,  BREAKWATER, 

Mr.  FORBES  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  repair,  during  next  summer,  the  White  Point 
Breakwater,  Queen’s  County,  Nova  Scotia,  recently  very 
badly  damaged  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  The  information  I  have 
about  this  work  is  to  the  effect  that  it  would  cost  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  repair  it,  and  that  it  has  been  reported 
to  the  Department  as  being  one  upon  which  we  should  not 
expend  so  large  a  sum  of  money,  and  therefore  it  is  not  the 
intention  to  touch  it  at  present. 

OFFICE  OF  MINISTER  OF  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  asked  me  yesterday  a  question,  only  a  portion  of 
which  I  was  able  to  answer.  I  may  now  state  that  the  late 
Minister  of  Railways  was  in  Canada  during  the  recess,  be¬ 
tween  the  Session  of  18S3  and  that  of  1884,  sixty  days. 

DISALLOWANCE  OF  PROVINCIAL  ACTS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  reports  and  correspondence,  not 
already  brought  down,  in  reference  to  the  exercise  or  non-exercise  o’ 
the  power  of  disallowance  as  to  any  Provincial  Acts  ;  with  a  statement 
of  the  dates  of  prorogation  of  each  of  the  Provincial  Assemblies ;  and 
of  the  dates  at  which  the  Acts  of  the  Session  were  received  at  Ottawa ; 
and  a  copy  of  the  despatches  addressed  to  the  Lieutenant-„Governor3  on 
the  subject  of  the  transmission  to  ihe  Government  of  Canada  of  such 
Acts ;  and  like  papers  with  reference  to  the  action  on  reserved  Bills. 

He  said :  In  making  this  motion,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  an  order,  which  was  made  at  an  early  period  of  last 
Session,  for  the  transactions  with  reference  to  these  Acts,  was 
not  complied  with,  and  I  wa3  informed  privately  that  it  was 
because  it  was  desired  to  make  a  very  careful  chronological 
arrangement  which  would  perhaps  prevent  the  work  being 
done  during  the  Session.  X  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
return  is  ready,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  presented  at  once, 
before  the  press  of  business  comes  on,  because  as  it 
is  a  bulky  return  it  will  otherwise  be  really  impossible 
to  give  proper  attention  to  it  after  it  is  before  us.  I  will 
venture  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  in  this  connection.  It  is  quite  clear  that  these 
important  transactions  are  a  proper  subject  of  communica¬ 
tion  to  Parliament.  The  report  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
at  present  consists  of  five  lines,  in  which  he  addresses  to 
His  Excellency  tho  report  of  the  Inspector  of  Penitentia¬ 
ries.  If  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  would  contain 
a  few  more  lines,  in  which  he  would  declare  that  he  also 
communicated  the  whole  of  the  transactions  with  reference 
to  Provincial  Acts,  and  the  report  were  printed  and  brought 
down  to  us  in  that  form,  at  the  commencement  of  the  Session, 
it  would  greatly  facilitate  our  dealing  with  the  subject. 
The  papers,  though  prepared  chronologically  and  brought 
down  during  the  Session ,  are  very  apt  to  be  disarranged  in  the 
processor  printing.  I  took  great  trouble,  when  I  happened 
to  be  Minister,  to  prepare,  in  answer  to  an  Address,  a  very 
large  batch  of  these  papers,  and  to  see  that  they  were-chro- 
nologically  arranged;  but  in  the  Sessional  Papers  they  are 
at  sixes  and  sevens,  and  it  is  like  looking  for  a  needle  m  a 
bundle  of  bay  to  find  any  particular  paper.  The  chronolo¬ 
gical  arrangement  of  these  papers  is  of  considerable  conse¬ 
quence,  bccauso,  when  so  arranged,  they  indicate  at  a 
glance  the  turn  of  mind  of  each  Minister  of  Justice,  and  the 
course  of  the  disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts,  and  it  seems 
Sir  Hector  Langevik, 
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to  me  that  it  would  bs  an  improvement  in  the  practice  if 
some  such  arrangement  as  I  suggest  were  pursued  in  tho 
future. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ONTARIO’S  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  Imperial,  Oanadian^or  Provincial,  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  not  already  laid  before  Parliament, 
relating  to  the  disputed  boundaries  of  Ontario  ;  also  alljdespatches  and 
correspondence  with  any  of  the  Provinces  and  with  the  Imperial  Gov¬ 
ernment  upon  the  same  subject. 

He  said  :  The  House  is  no  doubt  familiar  with  all  the 
facts  connected  with  this  boundary  dispute,  and  knows  that 
so  far  as  the  claims  of  Manitoba  are  concerned,  the  report 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  confirms  the 
conclusion  reached  by  the  arbitrators  in  1878.  There  were 
questions  as  to  certain  portions  of  the  disputed  territory 
which  the  bon.  leader  of  the  Govemmentdid  not  permit  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Judicial  Committee  for  their  consideration. 
We  have  all  along  understood  that  hon.  gentlemen  were  most 
anxious,  in  accordance  with  the  motion  proposed  and  carried 
in  this  House,  that  this  question  should  be  referred  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  be  disposed  of. 
The  country  is  anxious  to  know  whether  the  Government 
intend  farther  to  contest  the  claims  of  Ontario  to  the 
territory  lying  north  of  tho  height  of  land  and  south 
of  Hudson’s  Bay  and  the  Albany  River.  This  was  not 
submitted  to  tho  Judicial  Committee  for  any  report  on 
the  subject.  The  committee  have  intimated  their 
intention  to  recommend  to  Her  Majesty  a  measure, 
for  the  purpose  of  confirming  the  boundaries,  so  far  as 
they  were  called  upon  to  report  on  the  subject ;  but 
theieisavery  considerable  section  of  the  disputed  boun¬ 
daries  on  which  the  opinion  of  the  committee  was  not 
asked,  and  it  is  no  doubt  important,  if  we  are  to  have  Im¬ 
perial  legislation  on  the'subject,  that  this  portion  of  the 
boundaries  shall  be  dealt  with,  as  well  as  that  upon  which 
the  committee  have  made  a  report.  I  think  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  know  what  the  Government  intend  to  do  on 
this  subject,  and  what  conclusion  they  have  reached  in 
their  correspondence  with  the  Government  of  Ontario  ia 
relation  to  this  portion  of  the  boundary. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman,  that  it  is  advisable  this  question  should 
bo  settled  and  the  whole  boundary  west  and  north 
determined  early  aud  for  ever.  This  return  will  be 
brought  down,  as  well  as  any  legal  correspondence  going  on 
just  now. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SHORT  LINE  TO  THE  SEA  COAST. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  This  motion,  which  is  on  the  Orders 
for : 

Copy  of  the  report  of  snrvey  made  by  Mr.  Wicksteed,  C.E.,  of  the 
proper  location  of  the  so-called  Short  Line  to  the  sea  coast ;  also  of  the 
reports  made  by  S.  L.  Light,  0.  E  ,  and  other  engineers,  and  all  corres¬ 
pondence  relative  to  the  said 'Short  Line,  and  the  surveys  thereof — 

was  granted  the  day  before  yesterday;  but  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Public 
Woj-ks,  who  takes  a  great  interest  in  this  matter,  as  far  as 
the  City  of  Quebec  is  concerned,  to  the  importance  of  bring¬ 
ing  down  these  papers  as  speedily  as  possible.  The  Quebec 
population  to-day  is  very  anxious  to  have  a  decision  upon 
this  point,  and  are  urging  their  claims  with  great  force,  so 
that  if  the  report  he  brought  down  as  soon  as  possible  it  will 
meet  tho  wishes  of  the  people  of  Quebec,  and  I  think  the 
hon.  the  Prime  Minister  has  a  great  regard  for  his  Quebec 
friends,  even  those  on  the  Opposition  benches.  At  the  same 
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time,  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  wording  of  the  motion 
in  the  Order  paper  in  French,  by  which  it  might  appear  1 
was  casting  a  slur  on  the  subject  itself.  The  word  cette  is 
used  (cette  courte  ligne)  instead  of  ainsi  appeUe  (the  said). 
I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  tho  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

DEEDGES,  TUGS  AND  SCOWS. 

Mr.  JACKSON  moved  for : 

Return  showing  the  number  of  dredges,  tugs  and  dumping 
scows  built  in  the  United  States  for  the  Government  of  Canada,  during 
the  years  1883  and  1884,  showing  where  they  were  built,  giving  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  name,  and  the  price  paid  for  the  same. 

He  said  ;  During  the  Session  of  1883  the  Government  of 
Canada  built  or  caused  to  bo  built,  in  the  city  of  Lockport, 
State  of  New  York,  two  dredges,  two  tugs,  and  four  dump¬ 
ing  scows,  for  service  in  the  Dominion.  I,  being  a  lumber¬ 
man  or  timber  dealer,  having  an  office  in  Tonawanda,  New 
York,  within  some  16  miles  of  Lockport,  and  hearing  the 
Canadian  Government  were  getting  dredges  built  at  Lock- 
port,  went  there  to  ascertain  the  facts  for  myself.  I  saw 
one  of  the  contractors  who  was  there.  I  also  saw  Mr.  James 
Jackson,  the  senior  partner  of  the  firm  of  Jackson  &  Son, 
mill  owners,  who  furnished  the  contractors  with  timber,  and 
lumber.  From  these  gentlemen  I  ascertained  the  facts  de¬ 
sired,  with  the  exception  of  the  price  paid  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  That  price  was  given  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Public  Woiks  on  the  3rd  March,  1884,  when  he 
slated  that  S53,'775  had  been  paid  for  two  tugs  and  two 
dredges,  not  including  tho  scows.  Add  the  price  of  those 
scows  to  the  above,  and  I  believe  it  would  make  tho  price 
not  less  than  $65,000.  In  1884  the  Government 

duplicated  that  order.  The  same  contractors,  Sutton  & 
Morgan,  aga;n  built  for  tho  Canadian  Government, 

two  dredges,  two  tugs,  and  four  scows.  This  time  the 
tugs  were  built  in  Buffalo  and  tho  dredges  in  Tona- 
wanda.  When  they  were  being  launched,  one  of  the 
dredges  was  named  Sir  John  Macdonald,  in  honor  of  the 
hon.  tho  Premier.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  the 

price  paid  for  these,  but  I  presume  it  would  be  about  the 

same  amount  of  $65,000,  which  would  make  $130,000  paid 
by  the  Government  within  the  last  two  years  to  foster  and 
build  up  the  industries  of  the  United  States.  In  1878,  an  i 
again  in  1882,  the  people  were  told  to  vote  for  the  National 
Policy,  in  order  to  build  up  tho  industries  of  this  country. 
In  Dundas,  in  1877,  the  First  Minister  said  : 

“I  and  my  friends  have  nailed  our  colors  to  the  mast.  We  want  to 
keep  Canada  for  the  Canadians,  and  not  allow  it  to  be  a  slaughter  mar¬ 
ket  for  the  United  States.  We  declare  war  to  the  knife  against  the 
opposite  policy.  We  are  not  sailing  north  by  south.” 

Is  this  keeping  Canada  for  the  Canadians  ?  I  say  it  is  not. 
It  is  Canada  for  the  United  States.  We  have  had  numbers 
of  dredges  and  boats  built  throughout  this  Dominion  — 
they  have  been  built  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  in 
Montreal,  in  Port  Dolhousie  and  in  St.  Catharines.  And  I 
want  here  to  mention  that  Muir  Bros.,  of  Port  Dalhousie, 
and  Mr.  Shickiuna,  of  St.  Catharines,  advertised  to  build 
dredges  and  boats  equal  to  any  builders  in  the  world.  Have 
we  not  got  machinists  and  mechanics,  have  we  not  skill,  aud 
have  wo  not  the  timber,  and  the  very  same  timber  that  was 
used  to  build  these  boats  in  1883  was  grown  in  the  county 
of  Haldimand,  was  sent  to  Tonawanda,  and  was  furnished 
to  Jackson  &  Son,  of  Lockport,  who  furnished  it  to  the 
contractors,  and  in  1884  tho  timber  that  was  put  into  those 
dredges  and  boats  built  for  tho  Government  grow  in  the 
counties  of  Norfolk  and  Lambton  and  was  shipped  to  Tona¬ 
wanda  and  told  to  the  sarno  parties  at  Lockport  who  fur- 
ished  it  to  the  contractors.  These  are  facts  which  cannot 
bo  contradicted,  and,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  I  think  it 
my  duty  to  show  the  people  of  this  country,  who  have  no 
way  ot  knowing  these  things,  that  this  Government  has 


spent  this  money  to  advance  the  enterprises  of  tho  Unitod 
States. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  havo  this  return  a  second 
time,  but  tho  statements  required  by  him  were  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  House  last  Session.  I  suppose  ho  wanted  to 
make  a  statement  himself,  which  I  am  sorry  I  could  not 
hear  distinctly  in  my  place  here,  but  I  understood  from  him 
that  he  found  fault  with  the  Government,  or  with  my  De¬ 
partment,  as  a  portion  of  the  Government,  for  having  given 
the  contract  for  these  scows  and  dredges  to  an  American 
firm.  This  matter  was  fully  explained  last  Session.  It  was 
shown  that  we  had  taken  all  the  precautions  we  c^uld  to 
havo  this  work  done  here,  and  had  called  on  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  merchants  and  others,  who  were  in  a  position,  as  we 
thought,  to  furnish  tho  timber  and  to  build  the  scows  and 
dredges,  and  that  these  contractors  and  builders  and  mer* 
chants  refused,  and  stated  that  they  could  not  doit, and  that 
under  these  circumstances,  as  we  had  to  obtain  these  scows 
and  dredges,  they  wd-o  obtained  from  this  firm— I  do  not 
remember  now  tho  name — at  Lockport,  and  they  completed 
thoir  contract  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Department.  I 
showed  at  that  time  also,  that  we  had  called  for  tenders 
for  scows  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  that  wo  could 
not  obtain  tenders  for  that  work.  I  also  showed  that 
a  number  of  other  parties  who  wanted  similar  work  per¬ 
formed  had  to  go  to  that  place  in  Lockport ;  and  now  I 
may  say,  in  addition  to  that,  that  I  have  obtained  a  state¬ 
ment  to  this  effect,  that  the  timber  required  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  ferry  boat  for  the  Canada  Atlantic  Railway, 
atCotoau,  was  obtained  from  the  same  locality  in  the  United 
States,  for  tho  same  reason,  that  it  could  not  be  obtained 
here,  and  that  Messrs.  Allan  &  Nicholson,  contractors  for 
works  at  the  Galops  Canal,  after  making  diligent  search 
throughout  the  country,  from  Sank  St e.  Marie  to  tho  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  were  compelled  to  have  a  dredge  construct¬ 
ed  at  Lockport,  similar  to  that  supplied  to  the  Dominion 
Government.  Wo  required  tho  best  machinery,  tho  best 
work  and  the  best  plan,  and  we  had  to  obtain  it.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  that,  the  machinery  for  a  dredge  at  Chatham,  Ont., 
is  being  constructed  at  Lockport,  for  Mr.  Martin,  the  presi¬ 
dent  of  tho  Chatham  Dredging  Company,  whose  dredge  the 
Department  has  employed  for  two  years,  A  year  ago  the 
Department,  desiring  to  construct  two  dredges  and  scows, 
invited  offers  from  timber  merchants  in  Canada,  who 
all  declined  to  tender,  and  the  scows  remained  unbuilt. 
I  may  say  that  this  last  fall  tenders  were  again  invited, 
but  none  of  these  leading  merchants  submitted  offers,  and 
tho  tender  of  Hurteau  &  Co.,  Montreal,  was  accepted. 
The  timber  was  to  be  delivered  at  Ottawa;  a  portion  has 
been  delivered,  and  it  seems  that  what  has  been  received 
has  como  in  bond  from  the  Unitod  States,  showing  that 
Hurteau  &  Co.  had  to  procure  the  timber  ont  of  Canada, 
Tho  fact  is,  this  work  required  a  special  sort  of  timber,  and 
we  have  obtained  it  where  it  could  bo  got.  The  boo.  gen¬ 
tleman  may  be  sure  that  it  is  my  desire  and  the  desire  of 
the  Government  that  all  these  works  should  be  executed 
hero  in-  our  own  country,  and  so  far  as  possiblo  that  has 
been  done.  In  order  to  show  that  we  desired  to  obtain  this 
timber  in  Canada,  I  repeat  that  last  winter  we  called  for 
tenders  in  the  way  I  have  just  stated,  and  this  firm  of  Hur¬ 
teau  &  Co.,  of  Montreal,  having  tendered,  we  gave  tho  con- 
tract  to  them,  and  it  is  they  who  have  procured  the  timber 
from  the  United  States,  and  delivered  it  here  at  Otta  wa.  Of 
course,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  requires  this  statement  again, 
we  will  get  it  for  him. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Tho  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
does  not  meet  my  point.  There  was  a  second  order— an 
additional  order  for  which  tho  timber  could  be  got  in  Canada. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  very  sorry  that  in  this  wooden 
country  of  ours  we  are  unable  to  find  timber  for  these  pur- 
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poses.  My  hon.  friend  only  alluded  to  one  portion 
of  the  subject.  As  to  that  portion  which  he  did  not 
allude  to,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  a  very  special  quality  of 
timber  was  required,  in  order  that  the  vessel  might  be 
worthy  of  its  name,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  mentioned 
that  one  of  these  tugs  was  to  be  called  the  John  A  Macdon¬ 
ald.  It  is  a  little  singular  that  while  we  are  raising  statues 
to  our  distinguished  men,  we  have  to  take  American  timber 
to  raise  a  monument  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  I  hope 
the  tug  will  get  up  steam  and  blow  off  steam,  as'its  name 
shows  it  ought  to. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

TOLLS  ON  CERTAIN  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  MULOCK  moved  for : 

(a.)  A  statement  showing  all  tolls  of  the  Northern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  of  Canada,  the  Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway  Company, 
and  he  Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Railway  Company  respectively  ; 

(6.)  Copies  of  the  respective  by-laws  of  such  companies,  fixing  and 
regulating  such  tolls  ; 

(c.)  Copies  of  any  Orders^  ia  Council  approving  of  any  of  such 
tolls. 

He  said:  I  would  be  glad  if  the  returns  asked  for  here 
could  be  brought  down  at  an  early  date.  A  widespread 
impression  prevails  in  the  section  ot  country  served  by  the 
Northern  Railway  and  the  Hamilton  and  North-Western 
Railway,  that  their  tolls  are  excessive  and  unreasonable  ;  and 
inasmuch  as  they  require  the  sanction  of  the  Government,  in 
order  to  their  validity,  itis  proper  that  those  who  havegriev- 
ances  should  have  an  opportunity  of  applying  to  Parliament 
ior  red:  oss.  A  portion  of  this  motion,  I  think,  is  more  par¬ 
ticularly  important,  in  view  of  the  fact,  as  I  understand  it, 
that  the  Northern  Railway  Company  has  leased  the  North¬ 
ern  Pacific  Junction  Railway  Company,  which  was 
largely  aided  by  this  House,  with  a  view  of  making  it,  as 
far  as  possible,  a  eheap  line,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
whole  Province.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  information  1 
have  laid  before  the  House  is  well  founded  or  not,  but  the 
production  of  the  schedule  of  rates  will  give  us  material  on 
winch  to  form  aa  opinion. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

ABOLITION  OF  THE  DUTY  ON  GRAIN,  &c. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (West  Middlesex)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  memorials,  petitions  or  other  documents 
relating  to  the  abolition  ot  the  duty  on  graia,  flour  and  coal,  daring  1884 
end  np  to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  There  is  no  correspondence  of  this  char¬ 
acter  received  by  the  Government,  that  I  am  aware  of,  nor 
have  I  been  able  to  ascertain  from  the  Finance  Minister 
that  be  has  any.  But  should  there  bo  any  such  correspond¬ 
ence  it  will  be  brought  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CHURCH  POINT  AND  TROUT  COVE  PIERS. 

Mr.  VAIL  moved  for : 

Copy  of  the  report  for  1894,  of  the  resident  engineer  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  on  the  Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
adoption  of  the  motion,  if  it  is  worded  so  as  to  call  for  copy 
of  the  report  made  by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Department 
of  Public  Works.  I  suggest  this  change  because  reports  of 
local  engineers  sent  to  the  Department  are  not  in  sha-po  to 
be  presented  to  Parliament.  They  contain  information 
obtained  for  the  chief  engineer,  who  condenses  it  and  places 
it  before  the  head  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  change  being 
made,  provided  the  result  will  be  the  same ;  hut  I  am  a  little 
Mr.  Blake. 


surprised  to  hear  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  say  that  this 
House  cannot  call  upon  public  officials  for  what  may  be 
considered  official  reports.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  chief 
engineer  is  hardly  in  a  position  to  give  us  iho  necessary 
information,  unless  h8  forwards  us  the  report  of  the  resident 
engineer.  I  do  not  know  that  the  chief  engineer  has  been 
in  any  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  this  year — I  am  sure  he 
has  not  been  in  Nova  Scotia— and  we  must  in  that  case 
depend  altogether  on  any  portions  of  the  report  submitted 
by  the  resident  engineer,  which  he,  the  chief  engineer,  may 
choose  to  furnish. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  course  is  always 
followed  in  all  matters  connected  with  engineering.  The 
chief  engineer  of  a  railway,  for  example,  cannot  ascertain 
everything  himself,  but  he  obtains  data  from  sub-engineers, 
and  all  information  is  collected  by  him  and  embodied  in  his 
report. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agrood  to. 

RECEIPTS  OF  INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  House  may,  perhaps,  recollect  having 
heard  road,  some  little  timeago,  a  letter,  which  I  re-ro^d  the 
other  day  and  which  forms  the  subject  of  the  present  mot  ion 
—  a  letter  in  which  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Interior 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  his  estimate  as  to  the 
receipts  of  the  Department  from  the  sale  of  agricultural 
and  coal  lands,  rents  of  grazing  lands,  timber  dues  and  salo 
of  mineral  lands,  other  than  cool,  with  the  royalties  from 
tho  minerals,  between  1st  January,  1 88 and  3'st  Decem¬ 
ber,  1891,  both  inclusive,  as  amounting  to  not  less  than 
$5 -(,000,090,  I  havo  not  had  time,  because  I  only  received 
a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  a 
few  moments  ago,  to  ascertain  how  far  this  conclusion  is 
borne  out,  as  regards  all  the  elements  of  which  it  is  com* 
posed,  for  the  period  which  has  elapsed  and  which  is  covered 
in  the  report.  The  letter  speaks  of  the  calendar,  while  the 
report  deals  with  the  fiscal  year,  and  this  year  I  observe 
the  report  does  not  do  what  it  did  last  year,  viz.,  give  the 
returns  also  for  the  last  six  months  of  the  year  which  im¬ 
mediately  preceded  ic ;  so  the  information  is  not  before  us; 
nor  am  I  able  to  ascertain,  from  the  circumstance  of  having 
received  the  report  only  a  few  moments  ago,  how  the  mat¬ 
ter  stands  in  regard  to  timber  dues,  royalties  and  timber 
and  grazing  lands.  But  1  observe,  taking  the  fiscal  instead 
of  the  calendar  year,  that  the  report  statos  that  the  receipts 
for  tho  fiscal  years  1882-1883,  from  homestead  and  pre¬ 
emption  fees,  from  ordinary  sales,  cash  and  scrip,  and 
sales  to  colonization  companies,  amounted  to,  in  round 
numbers,  $925,000,  while  for  the  years  1883-1884  the  sum 
under  those  heads  amounted  to  $190,000,  making  an 
aggregate  of  $850,000,  or  over  $100,000  less  than  the  re¬ 
ceipts  for  the  fiscal  years  1881-82  from  the  same  sources. 
Omitting  for  the  moment  the  revenues  from  timber  dues, 
royalties  from  mining  lands  and  rents  from  grazing  lands, 
\vhich  I  am  not  able  to  deal  with  at  this  instant— and  of 
course  we  know  that  under  the  present  arrangement  and 
Administration  we  may  expect  a  great  deal  from  those 
sources,  owing  to  the  mode  in  which  the  Government  have 
been  husbanding  the  timber  lands  of  the  North-West  and 
dealing  with  the  mineral  and  grazing  lands  thero — I  am  un¬ 
able  to  state  how  much  should  be  added  to  tho  calculation  ; 
but  it  would  require  an  average,  for  the  nine  years,  of  about 
$644,000  a  year,  from  all  sources,  to  meet  the  estimate  laid 
before  Parliament.  In  these  last  two  fiscal  years — and  I  sus¬ 
pect  tho  revenues  for  the  two  calendar  years  1883-84  will  be 
somewhat  smaller  than  the  revenue  for  the  two  fiscal  years — 
the  revenues  amounted  to  $1,100,000,  which  would  leave  a 
sum  of  $8,000,000  a  year  as  the  average  for  the  next  seven 
years,  to  bo  received  from  all  sources,  in  ordor  that  the 
estimate  may  be  carried  out.  As  the  estimate  was  made 
with  so  much  care  and  consideration,  and  has  been  so 
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accurately  verified  up  to  this  [time  by  results,  I  am  sure 
it  would  add  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  and  the 
country  to  have  the  details  on  which  it  is  based  divided  into 
different  headings.  I  therefore  beg  to  move  for: 

Statement  showin g  the  estimated  receipts  for  each  yexr,  in  respect 
of  each  cla3S  of  public  'property  described  in  the  letter  making  the 
aggregate  of  $58,000,000  mentioned  in  the  following  letter  of  A.  M. 
Burgess,  Deputy  Minister  of  the  Interior,  read  to  this  House  on  4th  May, 
1883: 

“Ottawa,  4th  May,  1833. 

“Sir, — Having  given  the  subject  my  best  and  fullest  consideration,  1 
estimate  that  the  receiptsof  this  Department  from  the  sale  of  agricultural 
and  coal  lands,  timber  dues,  rents  of  grazing  lands  and  sale  of  mineral 
lands  other  than  coal,  with  the  royalties  from  the  minerals,  between  the 
1st  of  January,  1883,  and  31st  of  December,  1891,  both  inclusive,  will 
amount  to  not  less  than  $58,000,050,” 

And  also,  for  a  statement  in  detail  of  the  actual  receipts  in  respect 
of  each  such  class  for  each  of  the  years  1883  and  1881. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  MULOCK  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  Minutes  of  Council,  Reports  to  Council  and  of  corres¬ 
pondence  between  the  Canadian  Government  and  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  any  of  its  officers  or  members,  not  already  laid  before  Parlia¬ 
ment,  relating  to  the  so-called  fishery  question,  from  the  1st  of  July, 
1867,  up  to  the  time  of  the  signing  of  the  Washington  Treaty. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  under  the  i  mpression 
that  all  Minutes  of  Council  and  all  papers  of  any  conse¬ 
quence  relating  to  the  so-called  fishery  question  were  laid 
before  Parliament  long  ago.  If  the  hon.  member  thinks  of 
any  papers  that  have  been  omitted,  I  shall  bo  glad  toreceivo 
a  hint  as  to  where  they  shall  be  found. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  awaro  that,  in  the  year  1872, 
certain  doouraonts  rotating  to  the  Washington  Treaty  were 
laid  beforo  the  House.  On  April  12th,  of  that  year,  the 
Governor  General  transmitted  certain  documents,  and  on  the 
18th  of  the  same  month,  an  Address  was  adopted  by  this 
House,  desiring  that  certain  other  documents  be  laid 
before  it.  The  Address  to  which  I  refer  was  somewhat  in 
the  same  direction  as  is  that  of  the  present  motion, 
though,  perhaps,  not  quite  so  comprehensive — at  least 
it  does  not  embrace  tho  same  period  of  time.  It  stops 
with  tho  date  of  the  appointment  of  tho  commissioners. 
My  motion  asks  for  all  correspondence  not  alroady  brought 
down — that  is,  correspondence  existing  up  to  the  time  of 
the  signing  of  the  treaty,  wliii  h  was  some  time  afterwards. 
I  have  examined  the  documents  printed  in  tho  Sessional  Pa¬ 
pers,  and  also  those  not  printed,  which  are  now  lobe  seen  in 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  Routine  and  Records,  and  it  is  just 
from  tho  examinations  of  those  papers  that  I  find  evidence 
to  satisfy  me  that  Parliament  has  not  yet  been  placed  in 
possession  of  some  very  important  documents.  For  instance, 
I  may  direct  the  attention  of  tho  light  hon.  Minister  to 
the  memorandum  which  I  find  in  the  Sessional  Papers  of 
1872,  No.  18.  It  is  a  copy  of  tho  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council,  dated  28th  of  July,  187 1,  and  submit¬ 
ted  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General,  It  is  rather 
lengthy,  but  I  find  in  it  passages  like  these  : 

“  The  Earl  of  Kimberly,  after  observing  that  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  took  the  initiative  in  suggesting  that  a  joint  British  and  American 
Commission  should  be  appointed,  with  a  view  to  settle  the  disputes 
which  had  arisen  as  to  the  interpretation  of  the  tieaty  of  1818,  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  state,”  <Src. 

From  this  it  appears  that  the  Earl  of  Kimberly  stated  that 
the  Canadian  Government  look  the  initiative  in  those  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  negotiations  which  culminated  in  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  a  Joint  Commission,  and  resulted  in  the  treaty. 
Rut  if  we  look  at  the  documents  produced,  we  find,  in  point 
of  time,  that  tho  earliest  is  one  dated  on  tho  26th  January, 
1871.  The  appointment  of  the  commissioners  was  made 
on  the  8th  of  February,  1871,  only  thirteen  days  after  tho 
date  of  the  only  document  we  have  produced,  which  was 
prior  in  date  to  tho  appointment  of  tho  commissioners. 


Now  we  know,  as  a  matter  of  unwritten  history,  that  ne¬ 
gotiations  between  this  Government  and  the  Imperial 
authorities,  in  tho  direction  of  this  troaty,  in  tho  direction 
of  tho  appointment  of  the  Commission,  occupiod  a  consid¬ 
erable  period  of  time,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  supposo  that 
communications,  or  correspondence  not  necessarily  of  a 
private  character,  passed  between  tho  Government  of 
Canada  and  the  Government  of  England  before  that 
additional  step  of  appointing  the  commissioners.  But  I 
find  a  further  passage  in  this  report  as  follows  : — 

“  When  the  Canadian  Government  took  the  initiative  of  suggesting 
the  appointment  of  a  Joint  British  and  American  Commission,  they 
never  contemplated  the  surrender  of  their  territorial  rights,  and  they 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  Her  Majesty’s  Government  enteitaiaed 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  Eail  of  Kimberly  in  his  recent 
despatch.” 

Now  if  the  Government  contemplated  anything  at  all  in  re- 
'gard  to  the  Commission,  I  presume  their  views  are  on 
record  somewhere.  They  initiated  tho  negotiations  which 
resulted  in  tho  Commission.  They,  no  doubt,  expressed 
their  views  to  the  Imperial  authorities,  and  no  doubt  the 
Imperial  authorities  duly  considered  them,  if  they  did  not 
think  proper  ultimately  to  adopt  them.  This  memorandum 
says  that  the  views  entertained  as  to  the  Commission  by  the 
Imperial  authorities  were  not  those  entortained  by  the 
Canadian  Government.  How  were  theso  views  of  the 
Government  communicated  to  the  Imperial  authorities, 
anterior  to  the  appointment  of  tho  Commission?  Again  I 
find : 

“The  Oodamitte9  of  the  Privy  Council  may  observe  that  the  opposi¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  reciprocal  free  trade  in 
the  products  of  the  two  countries,  was  just  as  strong,  for  some  years 
prior  to  1854,  as  it  has  been  since  the  termination  of  the  Reciprociiy 
Treaty,  and  that  the  Treaty  of  1854  was  obtained  chiefly  by  the  vigorous 
protection  of  the  fisheries  which  preceded  it, and  that  but  tor  the  concili¬ 
atory  policy  on  the  subject  of  the  fisheries  which  Her  Majesty’s  Govern¬ 
ment  induced  Canada  to  adopt,  after  the  abrogation  of  the  treaty, in  1854, 
by  the  United  States,  it  is  not  improbable  that  there  would  have  been  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  its  renewal.  The  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  have  adverted  to  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government  because 
the  Earl  of  Kimberly  has  stated  that  there  is  no  difference  in  principle 
between  a  money  payment  and  the  system  of  licenses  calculated  at  so 
many  dollars  a  ton,  which  was  adopted  by  the  Colonial  Government 
for  so  many  years  after  the  termination  of  the  Reciprocity  Treaty.” 

Tho  report  goes  on  : 

“  Reference  to  the  correspondence  will  prove  that  the  license  sj^stem 
was  reluctantly  adopted  by  the  Canadian  Government  as  a  substitute 
for  the  still  more  objectionable  policy  pressed  upon  it  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  it  having  been  clearly  understood  that  the  arrangement 
was  of  a  temporary  character.” 

Then,  quoting  from  Secretary  Cardwell’s  despatch  of  3rd 
March,  1866,  the  following  occurs  : — 

“  Her  Majesty’s  Government  do  not  feel  disinclined  to  allow  tho 
United  States,  for  the  season  of  '.866,  the  freedom  of  fishing  granted  to 
them  in  1854,  on  the  distinct  understanding  that  unless  some  satisfac¬ 
tory  arrangement  between  the  two  countries  be  made  daring  the  course 
of  the  year,  this  privilege  will  cease,  and  all  concessions  made  in  the 
treaty  of  1854  will  be  liable  to  be  withdrawn.” 

After  this  quotation  tho  report  proceeds: 

“  The  principle  of  money  payment  for  the  concession  has  ever  been 
most  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of  the  Canadian  people,  and  has  only 
been  entertained  in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  the  Imperial  Government. 
What  the  Canadians  weie  willing,  under  the  circumstances,  to  accept  as 
an  equivalent,  was  the  concession  of  certain  commercial  advantages.” 

Now,  here  it  is  stated  that  the  Canadians  had  a  certain 
policy  on  this  question,  that  there  had  been  correspondence 
on  this  subject,  and  that  the  correspondence  showed  that  tho 
representatives  of  Canada  desired  commercial  advantages 
rather  than  a  money  payment.  Now,  that  correspondence, 
perhaps,  might  very  justly  bo  laid  before  the  public  of 
Canada  at  tho  present  time.  Tho  Washington  Treaty  is 
about  to  expire,  and  perhaps  the  same  process  may  have  to 
be  gone  through  again.  I  find  in  the  Montreal  Gazette  of 
the  15th  December,  1884,  an  editorial  article,  of  which  the 
following  is  a  passage : — 

“  The  Globe  is  disposed  to  censure  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  for  not 
having  taken  steps,  as  it  alleges,  to  effect  a  renewal  of  the  fishery 
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clauses  of  the  Washington  Treaty.  What  action  the  Premier  may  have 
recommended  to  the  British  Government  is  in  the  meantime  a  secret, 
although  there  is  no  doubt  that  an  answer  has  by  thi3  time  been  made 
to  the  despatch  of  the  Home  authorities  a  year  ago,  soliciting  the  views 
o i  the  Canadian  Government  on  the  subject.” 

Accordingly,  I  think  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  this 
very  great  question  is,  at  the  present  time,  receiving  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  If  not,  it  is  to  be  regretted, 
and  if  as  this  memorandum  says  the  Imperial  authorities,  on 
the  last  occasion,  misapprehended  the  views  entertained  by 
the  Government  of  Canada,  it  is  important,  I  think,  that  no 
such  mistake  should  again  happen .  It  is  here  stated  in  solemn 
documents  approved  by  the  Privy  Council,  and  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  presided  over  by  tho  same  gentleman  as  presides 
over  it  to  day,  that  it  is  not  improbable  that  bad  the  Commis¬ 
sion  been  instructed  to  press  tor  what  is  there  called  recipro¬ 
cal  trade  relations,  rather  than  money  payments,  such  a  result 
wouldhave  been  the  outcome ;  and  as  none  of  these  documents 
appear  on  record,  so  far  as  I  can  find,  it  seems  to  me 
it  would  be  proper  and  in  the  interest  of  the  public  that  we 
should  see  these  documents, which,  according  to  this  minute, 
show  that  it  is  .not  improbable  a  Reciprocity  Treaty  would 
have  been  the  outcome  of  the  negotiations  had  our  views 
been  presented  on  our  behalf  by  the  Imperial  authorities  in 
framing  tho  articles  of  tho  Commission,  and  may  bo  expect¬ 
ed  as  the  outcome  of  futuro  negotiations. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FISHERY  BOUNTIES. 

Mr.  FORTIN  moved  for : 

Statement  showing  the  number  and  several  amounts  of  the  claims 
for  bounties  granted  for  the  encouragement  of  sea  fi-heries,  paid  in  1883 
and  1881;  the  names  of  fishermen  and  of  ownera  of  fishing  vessels  who 
received  the  raid  bounty,  the  localities  to  which  they  belong  and  the 
class  of  vessel  or  boat,  with  the  length  of  keel  of  the  latter,  for  which 
they  received  the  said  bounty  ;  a  statement  of  the  cost  of  distributing 
the  said  bounties,  and  copies  of  all  correspondence  -relating  t)  the  said 
bounties. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  preparation  of  the  statement 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  gentleman  will  involve  a  great  deal 
of  labor  and  expense,  and  the  examination  of  some  40,000 
papers.  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  as 
the  Annual  Report  of  tho  Fisheries  Department  will  bo  laid 
upon  tho  Table  next  week,  and  will  contain  a  great  deal 
more  information  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of  the 
fishery  bounties  than  it  has  done  before,  he  should  not 
press  his  motion  unlil  he  sees  that  report. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Names  of  persons  in  the  employ  of  the  Government  along  the  line  of 
the  Canadian  Pac  fic  Railway  during  the  year  1884  ;  the  date  of  their 
engagement,  the  leDgth  cf  time  employed;  the  work  assigned  them  and 
the  salary,  fee  or  allowance,  paid  ;  also  the  amount  of  travelling  ex¬ 
penses  paid  to  each. — (Mr.  McMullen.) 

Copy  of  the  commission  and  the  names  cf  the  commissioners  ap¬ 
pointed  to  proceed  to  British  Columbia  to  enquire  into  and  report  upon 
the  Chinese  difficulty  in  that  country.  The  date  of  the  commission¬ 
ers  engagement,  the  salary  or  other  allowance  paid  them,  and  the 
amount  of  travelling  and  other  expenses  up  to  the  1st  February,  1885. 
~-(Mr.  McMullen.) 

Statement  showing  the  number  of  seizures  made  at  each  port  of 
entry  in  the  Dominion  during  the  last  fiscal  year;  also  daring  the  six 
months  ending  the  31st  December  last  ;  the  amount  of  fines  exacted  at 
each  port  during  each  of  the  said  periods;  and  the  manner  in  which 
the  sard  fines  were  disposed  of,  giving  the  name3  of  the  officers  re¬ 
ceiving  any  portion  thereof,  and  the  amount  received  by  each  of  such 
officers  out  of  the  said  fund. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  reports,  correspondence  and  papers, 
respecting  the  grant  or  payment  of  any  subsidies  to  railways,  other 
than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  not  already  brought  down;  and 
statements  in  detail  of  all  such  payments  to  date. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Copy  of  the  commission  or  other  authorisation,  Order  in  Council, 
correspondence  and  instructions  in  relation  to  t.he  commission  issued 
for  the  investigation  of  certain  facts  as  to  the  condiuon  of  the  indostries 
of  Canada  during  the  last  recess  ;  copy  of  the  report  of  the  commis¬ 
sioners,  and  the  evidence  and  data  obtained  by  them;  statement  in 
detail  of  all  moneys  paid  in  respect  of  the  commission,  and  an  estimate 
in  detail  of  all  moneys  payable  but  as  yet  unpaid.— (Mr.  Blake.) 

Mr.  Mulook, 


Statement  showing,  for  the  time  elapsed  since  the  period  covered  by 
the  order  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  last  Session,  with  reference  to 
the  Superannuation  Fund  :  1.  The  number  of  persons  on  the  list  for  the 
year  as  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  Act;  2.  The  number  superannuated 
during  the  year  under  the  Act ;  3.  The  number  retired  during  the  year 
on  a  gratuity  under  the  Act ;  4.  The  total  amount  paid  into  the  fund 
from  the  beginning  by  those  who  were  during  the  year  superannuated 
or  retired  on  a  gratuity;  distinguishing  between  those  whose  superan¬ 
nuation  was  caused  by  the  abolition  of  office,  those  who  were  superan¬ 
nuated  otherwise,  and  tho:e  who  retired  on  a  gratuity ;  5.  The  number 
of  persons  oa  the  list  for  the  year  who  died  in  the  service  ; — and  6.  The 
total  amount  paid  into  the  fund  from  the  beginning  by  those  who 
during  the  year  died  in  the  service.— (VIr.  Blake.) 

Copies  of  all  reports  and  despatches  not  already  brought  down,  from 
the  High  Commissioner  to  the  Government  or  to  any  Minister,  and  the 
correspondence  relating  thereto.— (Mr  Blake.) 

Return  showing— 1st.  The  number  of  persons  on  the  list  of  Civil  Ser¬ 
vants  on  the  first  day  of  January,  in  the  years  1879-80-81-92-83-84  and  85, 
separately,  contributing  to  the  Superannuation  Fuad;  2nd.  The  number 
ot  persons  on  the  list  of  Civil  Servauts  on  the  first  day  of  January, 
1885,  entitled  to  the  benefit  cf  the  Superannuation  Act  by  annuity  in 
case  of  retirement ;  3rd.  The  total  amount  paid  into  the  fund  from  the 
beginning  by  each  of  those  superannuated  during  the  year  1884;  also 
the  respective  amounts  paid'in  by  those  granted  a  gratuity  during  the 
year  1884. — (Mr.  McMullen.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  leases,  agreements  and  statements  of 
payments  for  rent,  or  taxes,  or  allowances  to  auy  Government  employe 
for  the  same,  for  a  building  occupied  by  the  engineer  or  assistant  en¬ 
gineers  of  the  Trent  Valley  Canal,  on  part  of  lot  2,  west  of  Colborne 
street,  and  north  of  Frances  street,  in  the  valley  of  Fenelon  Falls,  Ont. 
— (Mr.  Coekburn.) 

Return  showing  the  quantity  of  wheat,  flour,  corn  aDd  cornmeal 
imported  into  and  exported  from  the  various  Provinces,  from  the  1st  of 
July  to  the  31st  December,  1884.— (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex.) 

Copy  of  the  lease  of  the  Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Railway 
Company  to  the  Northern  Railway  Company  cf  Canada,  and  Hamilton 
and  North-West  Railway  Company,  or  either  of  them. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  tho  adjournment  of 

the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  5:55  p.m. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Monday,  9th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CUTTING  TIMBER  ON  INDIAN  LANDS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  at  the  last  Session  an  Order  was  made  for  papers 
on  the  subject  of  cutting  timber  on  the  lands  of  tho  Indians 
at  Fort  William,  and  on  that  occasion  the  hon.  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Indian  Affairs  asked  the  House  to  suspend  its 
judgment  until  the  papers  were  brought  down.  They  wore 
brought  down,  they  are  very  voluminous,  I  have  read  them, 
and  I  think  it  my  duty  to  bring  the  question  under  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
agree  that  apart  from  tho  monoy  involved,  it  is  rather  im¬ 
portant  to  that  class  that  some  attention  should  bo  paid  to 
their  complaints,  and  that  the  House  should  have  a  proper 
judgment  of  the  matter.  Tho  Returns  are  not  printed,  and 
I  move : 

That  the  Return  to  the  address  of  last  Session  on  the  subject  of 
t'mber  of  the  Indians  of  the  Fort  William  Mission,  be  printed. 

Of  course  under  the  Order  this  will  be  referred  to  the  Print* 
mg  Committee,  and  I  merely  preface  my  motion  with  that 
statement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  will  be  referred  to 
the  Printing  Committee. 

DREDGES,  TUGS  AND  SCOWS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Jackson), 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


57 


on  Friday,  which  I  could  not  hear  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
with  reference  to  my  Department.  As  reported  in  Hansard , 
he  stated  that,  in  1883,  there  had  been  given  by  my 
Department  a  contract  for  dredges,  tugs  and  scows,  and  that 
ho  understood  that  the  cost  would  be  about  865,000,  and  that 
an  additional  contract  had  been  given  in  1884  for  other 
dredges,  tugs  and  scows,  which  he  thought  might  cost 
another  865,000,  making  $[30,000  in  all.  If  I  had  heard 
the  hon.  gentleman  then,  I  would  have  stated  at  once,  as  I 
state  now,  that  since  the  beginning  of  1884  no  other  contract 
was  given.  There  was  only  the  contract  which  was  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  House,  and  with  reference  to  which  a  Keturn 
was  made  last  Session.  So  there  is  only  one  contract, 
and  instead  of  the  sum  being  $130,000,  it  is  only  what  was 
mentioned  at  that  time,  about  $60,000. 

-  FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  22)  to  amend  the  Criminal  Law,  to  declare 
it  a  misdemeanor  to  leave  unguarded  and  exposed,  holes 
cut  in  the  ice  on  any  navigable  or  frequented  waters,— -(Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

RETURNS  AND  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  the  fact  that  a  considerable  number  of 
Returns  ordered  last  Session  have  not  yet  been  brought 
down.  I  have  a  list  of  some  of  them  which  I  will  send 
across  the  House.  I  would  also  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  though  we  were  very  diligent  in  striking  the  Stand¬ 
ing  Committees,  these  Committees  have  not  yet  been  called 
together.  It  is  a  pity  that  we  have  lost  a  week  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session,  and  I  hope  there  will  be  no 
further  delay  in  getting  them  to  work.  If  the  acting  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways  were  here,  I  would  like  to  ask  where  the 
Report  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  made  up  to  the  end 
o t  the  year,  but  not  up  to  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  8)  respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Railway 
Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway 
Company  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  10)  to  reduce  the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. --(Mr.  Small.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  reference  to  these 
Bills,  they  are  only  printed  in  English,  and  must  bo  printed 
and  distributed  in  French  before  they  can  bo  taken  up  by 
Committees. 

GOVERNMENT  AND  LAND  COMPANY  AGENT. 

rMr.  BLAKE  enquired,  Whether  Mr.  G.  A.  Simpson  is 
agent  for  the  Government,  as  well  as  for  the  Edmonton 
Saskatchewan  Land  Company  in  the  District  of  Alberta; 
and  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  it  is  ex¬ 
pedient  that  the  same  person  should  bo  agent  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  for  a  land  company  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Simpson  is  not  the 
agent  of  the  Government  as  well  as  ol  the  Edmonton  Saskat¬ 
chewan  Land  Company,  but  for  convenience  sake,  agents 
for  land  companies  are  allowed  to  act  specially  in  settling 
people  on  even  numbered  sections. 

SABLE  ISLAND  COMMUNICATION. 

Mr.  DALY  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  during  the  present  Session,  to  provide  for  the  establish- 
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ment  of  telegraphic  communication  between  Sable  Island 
and  the  mainland  of  Nova  Scotia ;  and  also  the  means  of 
communicating,  by  telephone,  between  the  several  stations 
on  Sable  Island  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  question  of  providing 
for  the  establishment  of  telegraphic  communication  between 
Sable  Island  and  the  mainland  of  Nova  Scotia  is  now  re¬ 
ceiving  the  special  attention  of  the  Government.  As  to  the 
means  of  communicating  by  telephone  between  the  several 
stations  on  Sable  Island  the  intention  of  the  Department  of 
Marino  is  to  have  this  communication. 

NORTHERN  AND  PACIFIC  JUNCTION  RAILWAY, 

Mr.  EDGAR  enquired,  Whether  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  did,  within  six  months  after  12th  April, 
1884,  or  subsequently,  enter  into  a  contract  with  the  Northern 
Railway  Company  of  Canada,  and  the  Hamilton  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company,  as  lessees  of  the  Northern  and 
Pacific  Junction  Railway  Company,  agreeing  as  to  through 
rates  and  fares  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  agreement 
under  which  the  subsidy  of  $12,000  per  mile  was  granted  to 
the  last  mentioned  railway  company  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  Government  is  not 
aware  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has 
done  so, 

GOVERNMENT  YARDS,  MONTREAL. 

Mr.  GAULT  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern, 
ment  to  let  or  lease  the  vacant  land  for  coal  or  lumber  yards 
fronting  on  the  two  new  basins  on  William  street,  Montreal  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  basins  are  not  com¬ 
pleted,  and  the  question  as  to  the  best  method  of  utilising 
these  basins  is  still  under  consideration. 

CANNED  GOODS. 

Mr.  GAULT  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  either  repeal,  amend  or  enforce  the  law  passed  last 
Session  with  relation  to  canned  goods  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  intention  of  the  Government  is  to 
have  the  Act  amended. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr,  BLA.KE  enquired,  Whether  the  Government  will 
introduce  this  Session  any  measure  on  the  subject  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  It  is  not  the  present 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce  any  measure  on 
the  subject  during  the  present  Session. 

SUMMERVILLE,  (N.S.),  BREAKWATER, 

Mr.  FORBES  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  repair  the  breakwater  at  Summervilie,  Queen’s 
County,  N.S ,  during  next  summer  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  answer 
that  to-day,  but  when  the  Estimates  come  down  I  will  be  in 
a  position  to  give  an  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

DYNAMITE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  FARROW  enquired,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  this  Session,  to  prepare  special  legislation  to  prevent 
Canada  being  made  the  base  of  dynamite  operations  against 
England  or  elsewhere  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  tho  intention. 
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RAILWAYS  IN  THE  COUNTY  OP  GREY. 

Mr,  LANDERKIN  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  memorial  from  the  County  Council  of  Grey,  praying  for  a 
refund  of  bonuses  paid  by  municipalities  of  that  county  in  aid  of  rail¬ 
ways  which  are  now  used  for  Dominion  purposes  or  tributary  to  such. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN,  I  have  enquired  about 
the  memorial  mentioned  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion, 
but  I  am  informed  that  no  such  memorial  has  been  received. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  During  the  session  of  the  County 
Council  of  the  County  of  Grey,  a  memorial  to  this  effect  was 
passed,  I  understand  unanimously,  and  I  will  take  this 
opportunity  of  stating  the  position  of  the  County  of  Grey  in 
reference  to  the  aid  the  county  has  given  to  railways,  and 
I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  to  the  House  that  the  County 
Council  was  justified  in  memorializing  the  Government  to 
assist  them  when  they  had  come  to  their  own  assistance  so 
liberally.  The  County  of  Grey  gave  to  the  Toronto,  Grey 
and  Bruce  Railway  Company  $360,000  to  assist  in  the  build¬ 
ing  of  that  road  from  Toronto  to  Owen  Sound.  Somo 
of  the  municipalities  in  the  riding,  I  believe,  also 
gave  some  aid  to  that  line,  and  portions  of  the 
county  have  also  aided  other  lines  of  railway.  Tne  Georgian 
Bay  and  Wellington  road  was  aided  by  the  municipalities 
along  that  line  to  the  amount  of  $112,000.  The  Grand 
Trunk,  Georgian  Ray  and  Lake  Erie  Railway  Company  was 
aided  to  the  extent  of  $177,000.  The  total  aid  given  by  the 
county  was  $597,000.  The  County  of  Grey  has  borne  her 
share  in  the  burdens  of  the  great  enterprises  that  have  been 
undertaken  by  the  Dominion.  She  has  taken  her  share  in 
the  aid  granted  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  in 
the  cost  of  constructing  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  also 
in  tho  cost  of  constructing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  it  is  natural  to  suppose  that  tho  members  of  the  County 
Council  would  expect  that,  in  conformity  with  an  Act  passed 
last  Session,  giving  aid  to  other  roads  similarly  situated, 
this  Government  wouid  aid  tho  County  of  Grey  by  repay¬ 
ing  the  bonuses  granted  to  these  railways.  The  County  of 
Grey  received  no  assistance  from  the  Government  of  Canada 
for  tho  building  of  her  own  roads.  She  had  to  do  that 
herself  with  the  aid  which  she  icceived  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Ontario.  Tho  county  is  a  new  one;  the 
land  only  came  into  market  in  the  year  1854,  and 
the  county  has  made  wonderful  progress,  so  that  in 
the  matter  of  population  I  think  it  stands  the  third 
highest,  in  tho  Province  of  Ontario.  Last  Session  the 
Government,  by  the  legislation  which  it  passed  in  this 
House,  laid,  not  only  upon  that  county  bud  upon  all  the 
counties  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  a  very  heavy  burden. 
Last  Session  the  Government  granted  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  $30,000,000,  not  for  the  purpose  of  building 
the  Pacific  Railway — for  the  Government  then  told  us  that 
the  Pacific  Railway  Company  was  quite  able  to  build  the 
road  without  additional  aid — but  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
tho  road  through  a  little  sooner.  The  amount  apportioned 
to  the  County  of  Grey — it  being  a  very  large  county— as  its 
share  of  that  loan,  was  not  less  than  $500,000.  The  County 
Council  naturally  felt  the  increase  of  the  burden  placed 
upon  the  people  of  that  county  by  that  loan  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  no  doubt  that  was  one  of 
the  causes  which  compelled  the  County  Council,  which 
moved  them  to  memorialise  the  Government  in  a  very 
respectful  manner  to  come  to  their  assistance,  after  they 
had  so  liberally  aided  their  own  roads  without  receiving 
any  assistance  whatever  from  the  Dominion  Government. 
These  roads  were  chartered  by  the  Local  Government.  By 
the  charters,  the  Local  Government  and  the  municipalities 
had  some  control  over  them.  They  hai  their  directors  on 
the  board  in  tho  management  of  these  railways.  The 
County  Council  of  Grey  had  the  privilege  of  ap¬ 
pointing  a  director  on  tho  board  of  the  Toronto, 
Mr.  Landerkin. 


Grey  and  Bruce  Railway,  and  I  bolievo  they  had 
a  similar  privilege  in  regard  to  the  other  two  rail¬ 
ways.  They  h.ad  a  voice  in  the  management  of  the  road, 
they  had  a  voice  in  tho  control  of  the  road,  they  had  tho 
power  to  say  what  freight  rates  should  bo  levied  ;  but,  by 
an  Act  passed  two  Sessions  ago  in  this  House,  that  power 
was  taken  away  from  the  county.  The  local  directorate 
has  ceased  to  have  any  power  or  voice  in  the  management 
of  the  road.  These  roads  were  made,  by  the  Act  that  was 
then  passed,  lines  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  and 
hence  the  local  control  and  management  was  taken  away, 
and  those  roads  became  Dominion  lines.  The  people  in  the 
county  feel  that,  when  the  Government,  by  the  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament  then  passed,  have  taken  away  their  control,  that 
the  Government  ought  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  people, 
when  they  have  created  Dominion  lines  out  of  those  which 
were  built  for  purely  local  purposes,  and  ought  to  assist 
them  as  they  have  rendered  assistance  elsewhere.  The 
amount  of  railway  indebtedness  that  was  placed  upon  tho 
people  of  that  county  by  the  Government  last  Session  was, 
in  the  matter  of  the  loan  to  the  Pacific  Railway,  about 
$500,000,  and,  in  the  matter  of  subsidies  to  the  railways  in 
the  other  Provinces,  about  $150,000,  making  a  total  levy 
which  the  Government  has  imposed  upon  the  County  of 
Grey  of  about  $650,000.  This  estimate,  I  think,  will  be 
found  quite  correct — probably  it  is  under  what  was 
really  imposed.  The  representatives  of  the  people  in  the 
County  Council  naturally  felt  that,  when  local  control  was 
taken  away  from  their  roads  and  they  had  no  voice  in  the 
management  of  them,  or  power  to  say  how  much  should  be 
charged  for  freight  or  passengers,  it  was  but  the  necessary 
sequence  of  those  roads  coming  under  tho  control  of  the 
Dominion  Government  that  they  should  ask  that  Govern¬ 
ment  to  assist  them,  inasmuch  as  it  had  introduced  a  policy 
of  assisting  local  roads.  This  Government  last  Session  in¬ 
augurated  a  policy  of  giving  aid  to  roads  that  had  been 
built  tor  local  purposes  but  had  been,  by  its  act,  converted 
into  Dominion  lines.  I  do  not  know  that  the  policy  was 
inaugurated  in  the  ordinary  way  or  by  the  ordinary  channels. 
I  do  not  know  that  the  Government  themselves  initiated  the 
polioy;  I  believe  that  the  supporters  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  from  Quebec,  to  some  extent,  are  responsible  for 
the  policy  and  were  the  means  of  putting  it  in  force. 
We  did  hear  then,  and  it  has  become  a  matter  of  his¬ 
tory,  that  the  Government  refused  to  grant  the  sub¬ 
sidies  that  were  asked  for  by  their  supporters  until  it 
became  essential  to  their  existence  that  they  should 
do  so,  and  then  they  consented.  I  believe  tho  consumma¬ 
tion  of  that  policy  took  place  in  room  No.  8.  I  believe  it 
is  possible  that  thero  may  bo  an  extension  of  that  policy 
going  on  now,  because  the  hon.  member  for  East  Huron 
(Mr.  Farrow)  told  us  that  he  went  to  No.  8  the  other  day 
and  could  not  even  get  his  nose  in.  They  did  not  want  that 
hon.  gentleman  to  know  that  they  were  elaborating  a  new 
policy  of  a  kindred  naturo ;  I  suppose  they  were  not  going 
to  take  the  hon.  member  for  East  Huron  into  their  confi¬ 
dence  for  ho  could  scarcely  get  his  nose  into  the  room  and 
had  to  retiro  to  No.  6.  Now,  I  will  read  to  the  House  what 
was  done  by  the  Government  and  by  Parliament  last  Ses¬ 
sion,  in  order  to  show  you  that  what  was  asked  by  tho 
County  Council  of  Grey  is  but  just  and  fair  to  their  people. 
When  the  policy  has  been  initiated,  whether  it  be  a  good 
policy  or  a  bad  one  I  am  not  going  to  say,  but  when  it  has 
been  initiated  and  put  into  force  for  the  benefit  of  other  parts 
of  the  country,  then  those  people  who  received  the  aid,  no 
matter  what  Province  it  came  from,  wili  no  doubt  come  to 
tho  rescue  of  those  people  who  are  situated  as  are  the  people 
of  Grey,  and  will  vote  as  strongly  tor  the  Government  to 
aid  those  who  are  situated  as  they  are  as  they  did,  time  and 
again,  that  the  Government  should  aid  others.  Now,  I  will 
not  read  the  whole  resolution,  but  I  will  just  read  the  names 
of  the  lines ; 
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To  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  consideration  of 
their  having  constructed  the  railway  from  Quebec  to  Ottawa,  $954,000. 

For  the  portion  between  Montreal  and  Ottawa,  $1,440,000. 

For  the  constructor  of  a  line  of  railway  connecting  Montreal  with  the 
harbors  oi  St.  John  and  Halifax,  $2,550,000, 

To  the  Quebec  Central  Railway  Company  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Beauce  (unction  to  the  international  boundary  line,  $211,200. 

For  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  its  terminus 
at  St.  Martin’s  Junction,  near  Montreal,  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec, 
$360,000. 

T  >  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company  for  that  portion  of  their 
railway  between  St.  Jerome  and  New  Glasgow,  in  the  County  of  Terre¬ 
bonne,  $32,000. 

For  a  line  of  railway  and  bridge  between  the  Jacques  Cartier  Union 
Railway  Junction  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  St.  Martin’s 
Junction,  $200,000. 

For  aline  of  railway  from  St.  Louis  to  Richibacto,  a  subsidy  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole,  $22,400. 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  St.  Andrew’s  to  Lachute,  in  the  County  of 
Argenteuil,  $22,400. 

For  a  line  of  railway  from  the  Grand  Piles,  on  the  River  St.  Maurice, 
to  Lake  des  Isles,  $217,600. 

To  the  Pontiac  Pacific  Junction,  for  a  line  of  railway  from  Avlmer  to 
Pembroke,  $272,000. 

To  the  Gatineau  Railway  Company  for  a  line  of  railway  from  Kazua- 
bazua  to  LeDesert,  $160,000. 

To  the  Montreal  and  Western  Railway  Company  for  a  line  of  railway 
from  Lake  Simon  to  Le  Desert,  $160,000. 

For  a  branch  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  Metapediac  eastward 
towards  Paspebiac,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  $300,000. 

All  these  grants  make  something  in  tho  neighborhood  of 
$7,000,000.  Now,  this  will  entail  an  additional  burden  upon 
the  people  of  the  County  of' Grey,  and  it  was  a  very  natural 
thing  that  they  should  come  to  this  Government  and  ask  in 
tho  most  respectful  manner  that  this  Government, which  has 
made  these  grants  to  other  portions  of  the  Dominion,  should 
come  to  their  rescuo  and  relievo  them  from  the  burdens 
which  they  have  assumed  for  the  purpose  of  getting  railway 
communication.  I  hope  the  Government  will  give  every 
consideration  to  the  memorial  that  was  passed  by  the 
County  Council  of  Grey — and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Public  Works  that  1  am  perfectly  certain  it  was  passed. 
I  understand  it  was  presented  to  the  Government,  and  I  was 
dosirous,  at  tho  earliest  possible  momont,  of  bringing  it 
before  the  Government  and  before  the  House  that  they 
might  see  that  a  'county  which  has  so  largely  aided  rail¬ 
ways  throughout  the  country,  and  so  largely  contributed  to 
building  railways  in  other  portions  of  the  Dominion,  ought 
not  to  bo  forgotten  by  tho  Government,  but  that  every  con¬ 
sideration  for  the  claims  of  that  county  should  be  given  by 
the  Government  and  by  this  House. 

Mr,  LISTER.  Tho  justice  of  the  claim  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Grey  who  has  just  spoken  must  be 
my  excuse  for  saying  a  few  words  on  this  subject.  I  feel 
that  the  municipalities  which  have  bonused  railways  in 
Ontario  for  tho  last  eight  or  ten  years, as  well  as  tho  Province 
itself,  are  entitled  to  be  paid  back  tho  money  expended  in 
the  construction  of  those  roads.  I  look  upon  this  Act  of  last 
Session  as  a  piece  of  unjustifiable  confiscation  of  the  railway 
property  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  When  that  Province 
commenced  its  railway  policy  we  know  there  were  only  one 
or  two  roads — I  think  the  Grand  Trunk  and  tho  Great 
Western  ;  but  owing  to  the  impetus  that  policy  gave  to 
railway  construction  almost  every  portion  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  is  now  served  by  railways.  In  the  construction 
of  those  roads  the  Province  has  exponded  of  her  own  funds 
upwards  of.  $8,000,000 ;  and  the  different  municipalities 
through  which  the  roads  run  have  exponded  a  sum,  I 
believe,  exceeding  $7,000,000.  Now,  Sir,  at  the  last  Session 
of  this  Parliament  the  then  Minister  of  Railways,  without 
any  excuse  whatever,  and  I  believe  contrary  to  the  true 
intent  of  the  Briti-h  North  America  Act,  caused  an  Act  to 
be  passed  by  which  the  railways  of  the  Province  of  Ontario 
were  made  Dominion  property.  By  that  Act  he  took  away 
from  the  people  of  Ontario  tho  right  to  control  these  roads, 
the  right  to  say  by  what  law  they  should  be  governed, 
tho  right  to  regulate  them  as  they  pleased  and 
vested  that  right  in  ttie  Parliament  of  this 


Dominion.  That,  as  I  stated  before,  was,  in  my 
opinion,  an  Act  of  confiscation,  because  it  took  away  from 
the  people  of  Ontario  tho  property  of  that  poople.  Now,  I 
can  cite  to  the  House  one  example,  at  least,  of  tho  bad 
effect  of  the  legislation  of  last  Session.  Some  time  ago  the 
Province  of  Ontario  passed  an  Act  by  which  the  roads  of 
that  Province  were  made  responsible  unless  they  did  certain 
things  for  the  safety  of  the  people  whom  they  carried. 
There  is  no  such  Act  of  the  Dominion  Parliament.  During 
the  past  year  a  young  lad  lost  his  leg  through  the  neglect 
of  one  of  the  railway  companies.  Ho  brought  action 
against  tho  company,  and  it  was  held  by  tho  courts  that, 
under  the  law  passed  by  this  Parliament,  the  Province  of 
Ontario  had  no  right  to  say  what  protection  these  railways 
should  give  to  the  public.  That,  Sir,  is  one  among  many 
reasons  why  this  Dominion  should  refund  to  that  Province 
the  money  which  it  has  expended.  We  have  contributed, 
as  tho  hon.  member  for  Grey  has  just  shown,  not 
only  lor  the  construction  of  our  own  railways,  but 
to  the  construction  of  all  the  great  railway  highways 
throughout  this  country.  We  have  borne  our  fair  propor¬ 
tion,  and  I  may  safely  say,  more  than  our  fair  proportion 
in  the  construction  of  these  roads,  and  if  this  Government 
thinks  that  it  is  in  tho  interest  of  the  country  that  these 
roads  should  be  taken  away  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Local  Legislature  then  I  say  it  is  but  fair  that  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  should  pay  back  to  the  Province  the  money  which 
that  Province  has  expended  in  the  construction  of  these 
roads.  And  if  it  does  pay  that  money  back  a  portion  of  it 
should  go  to  the  municipalities  who  have  contributed  the 
money,  because  they  contributed  that  money  under  a  certain 
state  of  facts.  These  facts  have  been  altered,  these  circum¬ 
stances  have  been  changed  by  the  all-poworful  Acts  of  this 
Parliament.  This  is  a  question  upon  which  no  members 
from  the  Province  of  Ontario  can  differ,  upon  which  every 
representative  from  Ontario,  Conservative  and  Reformer, 
can  stand  on  a  common  platform,  and  ask  the  Government 
to  pay  back  to  the  municipalities  which,  have  contributed 
their  money  and  paid  it  out,  every  dollar  they  have  so  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  construction  of  those  roads ;  because,  if  it  is 
in  th8  interest  of  the  whole  country  that  those  lines  should 
be  Dominion  roads  it  is  but  fair  that  the  Dominion  should 
pay  back  to  tho  municipalities  the  money  they  have  con¬ 
tributed  for  their  construction.  I  submit  again  that  this 
is  a  question  upon  which  every  representative  from  Ontario 
can  unite  and  urge  and  force  on  the  Government  to  do  what, 
in  my  opinion,  is  an  act  of  simple  justice,  namely,  to  pay 
bade  to  the  municipalities  the  money  which  they  have  paid 
for  the  construction  of  those  roads. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  Since  I  spoke  on  this 
motion,  I  have  been  informed  that  the  memorial  in  question 
was  mailed  last  week  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and,  as  it 
was  no  doubt  delayed,  it  has  not  yet  reached  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Railways.  That  information  having  boon  given  mo, 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  motion  being  adopted. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  think  tho  people  of  the  County  of  Grey, 
as  well  as  thoso  of  other  counties  in  Ontario,  have  just 
reason  and  cause  to  object  to  tho  course  pursued  by  this 
Government  in  respect  to  their  railway  policy.  They  com¬ 
plain,  and  I  think  justly,  of  the  distribution  of  the  $10,000,- 
000,  or  the  amount  appropriated  last  year  for  recoup¬ 
ing  the  various  Provinces  for  railways  taken  from  their 
control.  We  find  in  tho  distribution  of  that  amount,  that, 
in  round  figures,  the  Province  of  Quebec  received  nearly  60 
cents  in  the  dollar,  on  the  amount  appropriated,  that  the 
Lower  Provinces  received  nearly  20  cents,  British  Columbia 
nearly  10  cents,  and  the  Province  of  Ontai’io,  west  of 
Kingston,  a  little  less  than  one  cent  on  the  dollar.  Well,  we 
complain  that  this  is  not  fair.  We,  in  Ontario,  are  always 
willing  to  pay  a  fair  share  of  the  improvements  of  all  the 
other  Provinces ;  but  I  think  it  is  ony  fair  that  we  should 
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be  met  in  the  same  spirit.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
take  this  matter  into  consideration,  and  treat  honestly  and 
fairly  the  County  of  Grey  and  the  other  counties  through 
which  railways,  which  have  been  declared  Dominion  rail¬ 
ways,  have  been  built.  I  would  recommend  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  appropriate  $10,000,000  this  Session  and  com¬ 
mence  the  distribution  with  Ontario,  paying  them  60  cents 
in  the  dollar  and  continue  the  scale  contrary  to  last  year’s 
distribution. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  hope  that  during  this  Session  some 
steps  will  be  taken  to  recoup  those  counties  which  have 
paid  so  largely  for  lines  of  railway  which  have  come  under 
the  control  of  the  Dominion.  I  believe  the  County  of  Duf- 
ferin  has  been  worse  used  than  any  other  county  in  western 
Canada.  That  county  contributed  very  largely  towards  the 
construction  of  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Druce  Kail  way.  Sub¬ 
sequently,  in  order  to  secure  competition,  the  people  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  construction  of  the  Credit  Valley.  Those 
railways  ran  in  opposition  to  each  other  for  some  consider¬ 
able  time  ;  but  for  some  time  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway 
has,  unfortunately  for  the  county,  controlled  both  lines,  and 
now  after  the  people  have  contributed  a  very  large  amount 
of  money  in  order  to  secure  competition,  those  two  lines  are 
operated  by  the  same  company,  and  the  people  are  charged 
increased  rates  as  compared  with  those  which  formerly 
prevailed.  That  county,  I  repeat,  has  paid  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  to  both  those  lines,  and  the  people  are  placed 
in  this  position  :  that  the  Ontario  Government  have  virtu¬ 
ally  lost  control  of  those  railways  from  the  fact  that  the 
Dominion  Government  have  declared  them  of  general  advan¬ 
tage  to  Canada  and  under  their  control,  consequently,  the 
Local  Government  say  they  have  no  power  to  interfere,  thus 
the  people  of  the  county  are  left  in  a  very  unfortunate  posi¬ 
tion.  I  understand  a  memorial  for  their  relief  has  been  sent  to 
the  member  for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton)  ;  I  am  not 
certain  whether  it  has  been  received,  but  no  doubt  it  will  be 
in  due  time.  I  hope  the  Government  will  take  up  this  ques¬ 
tion,  and  that  something  will  be  done  to  recoup  the  people 
of  the  county  for  the  very  largo  sum  they  have  contributed 
to  railways .  The  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  also  runs  through 
the  County  of  Wellington.  Last  year  the  Government  felt 
it  to  be  their  duty  to  recoup  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  the 
very  largo  amount  of  money  expended  on  a  road  which  be¬ 
came  a  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  of  general  advantage  to  Canada  and 
formed  a  link  in  the  groat  through  line  from  ocean  to  ocean. 
I  contend  that  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  is  also  a  link  in 
that  line.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  have  been  using 
that  line^this  year  and  a  portion  of  last  year ;  they  now  own 
it,  and  fit  is  used  in  connection  with  their  steamers  from 
Owen  Sound  to  Port  Arthur,  and  probably  will  continue 
to  be  used  in  that  way.  If  Quebec  was  entitled  to  a  certain 
sum  because  one  of  its  roads  had  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
use  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  on  the  same  ground 
the  people  of  Dufferin  and  of  Wellington  are  entitled  to 
be  recouped  because  their  road  is  used  as  a  link  in 
connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I 
believe  it  is  the  intention  of  a  large  number  of 
the  counties  of  Ontario  to  send  deputations  hero  for  the 
purpose  of  urging  this  whole  question  on  the  House  and  the 
Government,  and  I  certainly  hope  some  action  will  be  taken 
in  the  direction  of  recouping  those  counties.  When  people 
contributed  their  money  under  charters  granted  by  the 
Ontario  Government,  and  when  the  Government  are  de¬ 
prived  of  the  power  of  seeing  that  the  rights  and  privileges 
and  contracts  entered  into  by  the  companies  are  carried  out, 
and  when  the  Dominion  Government  have  taken  into  their 
own  hands  full  control  and  power,  it  is  nothing  but  reason¬ 
able  and  right  that  the  Dominion  Government  should  see 
that  those  people’s  rights  and  interests  are  protected,  and 
that  the  money  which  they  invested  in  thoce  lines,  which 
are  now  declared  to  be  of  general  advantage  to  Canada, 
Sir  Hector  Langevin. 
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should  be  refunded  to  them,  on  the  same  ground  as  money 
invested  by  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in  a 
similar  road,  has  been  refunded  to  them.  I  did  not  iutend 
to  broach  this  question — I  did  not  know  that  it  would  come 
up  to-day  ;  but  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  lose  no  opportunity  of 
pressing  earnestly  on  the  House  and  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  dealing  fairly  with  this  whole  question,  and  I 
hope  something  will  be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  people 
to  whom  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  cannot  help  expressing  my  approbation 
of  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  members  who  have 
spoken  on  this  subject.  The  policy  of  aiding  not  only  roads 
which  are  through  lines,  or  which  may  become  part  of  a 
through  line  and  of  our  transcontinental  railway  system, 
but  also  local  roads,  has  been  already  established  by  the 
action  of  the  Government  during  the  last  two  Sessions.  I 
am  not  going  to  discuss  at  present  the  propriety  of  that 
policy,  but  I  wish  merely  to  point  out  the  fact  that  the 
Government  have  adopted  that  policy.  But  not  only  lines 
that  are  through  lines  or  may  become  such  have  been  aided, 
but  aid  has  been  granted  to  lines  which  are  purely  local  lines, 
such  for  example  as  that  to  Lake  St.  John,  which  are 
intended  to  open  up  new  districts  for  settlement  .  If  this  bo 
the  policy  of  the  Government  I  consider  that  in  a  just  and 
fair  distribution  of  the  public  money  there  can  be  no  reason¬ 
able  doubt  whatever  that  the  County  of  Grey  and  other 
counties  in  Ontario  which  have  contributed  money  to 
lines  of  railway  should  be  recouped  to  some  extent. 
I  have  to  speak  more  particularly,  however,  for  the  county 
in  which  I  reside,  the  County  of  Elgin .  That  county  has 
given  large  bonuses  in  support  of  railways.  It  gave  a 
bonus  of  $200,000  in  support  of  the  Canada  Southern 
Railway  Company  in  1871.  The  then  town  of  St. 
Thomas  gave  an  additional  bonus  of  $25,000;  and 
since  that  time  St.  Thomas,  now  grown  into  a  city,  has 
given  $50,000  to  the  Credit  Yalley  Railway  Company. 
Now,  it  must  bo  borne  in  mind  that  the  Canada  Southern  is 
an  important  link  at  present  in  the  western  connections  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  in  fact,  it  is  its  regular 
route  to  tho  North-West,  The  Credit  Valley,  which  has 
also  been  bonused  by  St.  Thomas,  has  become,  not  only  a 
link  in  the  communications  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  but  a  part  of  their  lines,  it  being  completely  under 
their  control.  If  there  is  a  case  in  favor  of  recouping  any 
county  for  bonuses  to  railways,  I  think  the  case  is  especially 
strong  in  regard  to  the  County  of  Elgin.  I  understand 
from  the  public  press  that  tho  County  Council  has  directed 
a  memorial  to  bo  prepared  to  be  presented  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  tho  House  in  reference  to  this  matter,  but  I  believe 
the  memorial  has  not  yet  been  forwarded.  When  it  comes 
down  I  shall  perhaps  havo  occasion  to  call  attention  to  tho 
matter  again,  but  meantime  I  could  not  let  this  opportunity 
pass  without  adding  my  voice  to  that  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  and  others,  as  to  the  justice  of 
the  claims  of  those  counties. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

McISAAO’S  POND,  INVERNESS,  N.S. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness)  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  documents,  and  reports  of  engineers 
relating  to  improvements  of  the  entrance  into  Mclsaac's  Pond,  Inver¬ 
ness,  Nova  Scotia. 

He  said:  In  placing  this  motion  in  your  hands  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  iu  explanation.  On  Wednesday  last  I 
asked  : 

Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  grant  any  money 
duringthe  present  Session  of  Parliament  to  make  Mclsaac’s  Pond,  Inver¬ 
ness,  a  harbor  of  refuge  for  vessels  engaged  in  coasting  and  fishing  on 
the  north-west  coa3t  of  the  Island  of  Capo  Breton  ? 

To  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  with  his 
usual  courtesy  replied  ; 
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“  In  1879  this  matter  was  brought  before  my  Department,  and  was 
reported  upon  by  the  chief  engineer,  who  disapproved  of  the  plan.  In 
1882  a  thorough  survey  of  the  locality  was  made  by  an  officer  of  the 
Department,  and  tho”matter  was  considered  by  the  chief  engineer  and 
an  estimate  made  of  the  cost.  The  estimate  amounted  to  $145,000. 
Therefore,  I  must  answer  that  itis  not  the  intention  of  the  Government.” 

The  counties  of  Nova  Scotia,  bordering  on  the  Atlantic 
coast,  are  famous  for  their  capacious  and  excellent  harbors, 
open  during  the  whole  year,  in  the  winter  as  well  as  in  the 
summer,  but  the  counties  along  the  Northumberland  Strait, 
St.  George’s  Bay  and  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  are  notori¬ 
ous  for  the  want  of  these  facilities  for  developing  the  indus¬ 
tries  of  these  counties.  Fortunately,  however,  for  some  of 
the  northern  counties  of  Nova  Scotia,  such  as  Cumberland, 
Colchester,  Pictou  and  Antigonish,  they  have  boen  afforded 
facilities  for  distributing  their  products  by  means  of  rail¬ 
ways.  Inverness,  however,  is,  in  that  respect,  less  fortunate 
than  the  adjoining  counties,  and  if  that  county  possessed 
similar  facilities  for  the  distribution  of  its  products  I  have 
no  doubt  that  it  would  vie  with  any  of  the  Atlantic  counties 
in  the  Province  in  the  shipping  and  fishing  industries,  as  it 
excels  all  of  them  put  together  in  agricultural  products. 
Besides  possessing  advantages  in  soil  which  none  of  the 
Atlantic  counties  possesses,  it  also  possesses  mineral  wealth 
which  cannot  be  properly  utilised  without  facilities  for  dis¬ 
tributing  them  throughout  the  world.  In  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  this  House 
last  Session  to  obtain  information  as  to  the  geological 
surveys,  otc.,  I  find  that  Mr.  Fletcher,  geological  surveyor, 
of  Inverness  County,  in  answer  to  a  question,  stated  : 

“  Large  exposures  of  coal  occur  at  Chimney  Corner,  and  from  Broad 
Marsh  to  Broad  Cove  Mines,  at  Mabou  and  Port  Hood.  They  are  very 
extensive  and  would  be  very  extensively  worked  were  it  not  that  there 
are  no  shipping  harbors  on  that  shore.” 

If,  therefore,  the  County  of  Inverness  possessed  even  one 
shipping  harbor  at  this  point  I  have  no  doubt  that  Broad 
Cove,  being  the  centre  of  the  great  coal  area  of  Inverness, 
would  vie  with  any  of  the  counties  in  the  shipping  portion 
of  Nova  Scotia  in  the  shipment  of  coal.  I  find  by  a  state¬ 
ment  which  lately  appeared  in  the  press  that  the  arrivals  at 
North  Sydney,  Cape  Breton,  which  is  a  coal  shipping  port, 
during  1884,  with  tho  tonnage,  were  as  follows  : — 


Class. 

Number. 

Tonnage. 

Ocean  steamships  ............ 

240,674 

Coasting  do  . 

35,303 

Ships.. . . . . 

13,148 

Barques . . .  .....  ... 

80,039 

Brigantines . . . 

36,597 

Schooners  - . 

63,428 

Totals,. . . 

469,189 

With  the  exception  of  ocean  steamships,  why  is  not  the 
shipping  from  Broad  Cove  Mines  as  great  as  tho  shipping 
from  North  Sydney?  This  statement  shows  the  shipping 
that  enters  the  Port  of  North  Sydney  alone  ;  but  besides  it 
there  are  scvoral  ports  in  the  County  of  Cape  Breton  from 
which  very  large  shipments  of  coal  are  made.  The  ship¬ 
ment  of  coal  from  Broad  Cove  would  equal  the  shipment 
from  North  Sydney  if  similar  facilities  were  provided  ;  and 
if  the  expenditure  of  $145,000  would  give  us  such  facilities 
why  not  expend  the  money  ?  If,  however,  tho  chief  en¬ 
gineer  reported  that  the  impi’ovement  desired  is  impracticable 
I  think  it  is  full  time  that  we  should  look  for  some  outlet 
for  the  enormous  coal  product  which  lies  dormant  in  that 
locality.  I  am  anxious,  therefore,  to  know  upon  what 
ground  the  chief  engineer  reported  against  the  improve¬ 
ment  desired  by  the  people  of  that  section  of  Inverness. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FUEL  OF  NORTH-WEST  SETTLERS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  and  regulations,  not  already  brought 
down,  respecting  timber  for  settlers’  fuel,  applicable  to  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  pf  Moosomin,  North-West  Territory ;  all  correspondence  as  to  the 


demands  made  during  the  winter  of  1882-83  by  the  Mounted  Police,  of 
25  cents  a  load  for  settlers'  firewood;  all  correspondence  concerning 
the  demand  made  by  a  sub-agent  of  Mr.  Stephenson  during  the  winter  cf 

1883- 84,  for  50  cents  for  a  permit,  in  addition  to  the  charge  of  25  cents  a 
cord;  all  correspondence  as  to  the  demands  made  during  the  winter  of 

1884- 85,  including  the  demands  of  the  present  sub-agent,  of  25  cents  for 
affidavits  as  to  how  much  wood  each  settler  had  burned  since  he  first 
came  to  the  locality;  and  for  all  letters  and  instructions  from  the  De¬ 
partment  or  from  the  Winnipeg  office  upon  these  subjects. 

He  said :  I  have  received  a  letter  from  a  respectable 
settler  in  the  neighborhood  of  this  place,  in  which  ho  says  : 

“  In  the  winter  of  1882-83  one  of  the  Mounted  Police  demanded  25 
cents  a  load  for  every  load  of  firewood  brought  by  a  settler  into  our 
then  infant  village.  Last  winter,  1883-81,  an  agent  under  Mr.  Stephen¬ 
son,  Crown  Timber  Agent  at  Winnipeg,  demanded  50  cents  for  a  permit, 
not  only  from  every  townsman  who  brought  a  load,  with  25  cents  a  cord 
for  the  same,  but  also  from  every  settler  around,  where  he  had  not  too 
far  to  travel,  tor  the  wood  he  (the  settler)  burned  at  his  own  home. 
Thi3  winter  is  much  worse  than  either  of  the  last  two.  Another  sub- 
ag  nt  has  been  appointed,  who  first  demanded  25  cents  for  an  affidavit 
as  to  how  much  wood  a  settler  had  burned  since  he  first  came  to  the 
country,  and  then  25  cents  per  cord  for  all  that,  together  with  50  cents 
for  a  permit,  telling  us  no  one  had  any  authority  to  issue  permits  before 
his  advent  to  this  section  of  the  country." 

The  gentleman  then  proceeds  to  state  : 

“I  think  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  has  reference  only  to  lands  where 
there  are  wood  or  timber  reserves  divided  into  ten  or  twenty  acre  lots 
to  go  with  the  prairie  farms,  and  my  conclusion  is  that,  as  this  is 
entirely  a  prairie  district,  no  timber  reserve  being  nearer  that  I  know  of 
than  the  Moose  Mountain,  which  is  about  fifty  miles  south-west  ot  this 
point,  we  have  no  wood  in  our  neighborhood  save  in  what  are  called 
bluffs.  Some  of  these  contain  a  quarter  of  au  acre,  and  few  of  them 
reach  four  acres  on  one  homestead  ;  and  the  wood  in  these,  which  has 
been  burned  and  charred  years  ago  by  prairie  fires,  and  is  now  fallen  and 
dry,  endangering  the  remaining  green  poles  the  next  prairie  fire  which 
occurs  in  the  locality,  is  what  we  have  been  charged  for  as  above.” 

It  seemed  to  me  that  that  was  an  unreasonable  courso. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SEA  LOTS  OF  PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Copies  of  departmental  instructions  and  correspondence  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  apportionment  of  sea  lots  to  individuals  desiring  to  place  lobster 
traps  in  the  open  sea  off  the  coast  of  Prince  Edward  Island. 

He  said:  I  have  received  a  letter  from  Prince  Edward  Island, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  Mr.  Davar,  the  Inspector  of  Fish¬ 
eries  there,  says  that  the  Government  gave  him  authority 
to  apportion  off  to  each  person  a  lot  in  the  sea  for  fishing 
purposes,  and  that  any  person  wishing  to  erect  lobster  traps 
in  the  sea  must  first  make  application  to  him  ;  and  these  are 
put  out  in  the  open  sea,  and  not  in  the  inlets  or  bays  at  all. 
it  seemed  to  me  a  curious  thing  that  permits  should  be  given 
for  fishing  in  the  open  sea,  beyond  the  limits  within  tho  juris¬ 
diction  of  tho  Government;  and  in  anycaso,  I  wish  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  character  of  the  regulations. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— -EARNINGS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing  the  gross  earnings,  expenses  and  net  earnings  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  each  momh  of  the  years  1883  and  1884, 
distinguishing  between  the  main  line  and  the  lines  now  worked  under 
the  lease  from  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  Railway  Company  ;  and  distin¬ 
guishing  also  between  the  main  line  east  of  Port  Arthur  or  Fort  William 
and  tha  main  line  west  of  that  point,  giving  in  each  case  the  mileage 
open  for  traffic  during  the  month  specified. 

He  paid  :  I  observe  that  statements  have  been 'made  public 
as  fo  tho  gross  expenses  and  net  earnings  of  the  railway  for 
each  of  several  months,  but  these  statements  do  not  distin¬ 
guish  between  the  leased  lines  and  the  main  line  of  the 
railway,  nor  do  they  extend  over  the  whole  period  to  which 
this  motion  applies. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MANITOBA  INDIAN  AGENCY. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  report  on  the  condition  and  management  of  the  Manitoba 
Indian  Agency  under  J.  A.  N.  Proyencher,  the  Indian  Superintendent 
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of  the  Manitoba  district,  made  by  the  Government  Commission  of 
Enquiry,  composed  of  the  late  W.  H.  Ross,  barrister,  and  Ebenezer 
McColl,  Indian  Agency  Inspector,  and  the  evidence  upon  which  the 
same  was  made;  also,  a  voucher  dated  25th  June,  1675,  for  $180, 
signed  by  one  Trembly;  a  voucher  dated  25th  June,  1875,  for  $1,290, 
signed  by  one  Trembly  ;  and  a  voucher  dated  25th  December,  1875,  for 
$600,  signed  by  one  Trembly. 

Ho  said:  In  1832  I  made  this  motion,  and  renewed  it  in 
1883.  The  return  was  brought  down  in  a  day  or  two 
before  the  close  of  the  Session  of  1883  — the  22nd  of  May. 
The  letter  communicating  the  return  is  dated  29th  of 
March,  1882,  and  is  as  follows: — 

“  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  documents  described  in 
the  accompanying  schedule,  in  compliance  with  an  Address  of  the  House 
of  Common?,  asking  for  a  copy  of  the  report  on  the  condition  and 
management  of  the  Manitoba  Indian  Agency,  under  J.  A.  NL  Provencher, 
the  Indian  Superintendent  of  the  Manitoba  district,  made  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  Commission  of  Enquiry,  composed  of  the  late  vV.  II.  Ross, 
barrister,  and  Ebenezer  McColl,  Indian  Agency  Inspector,  and  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  same  was  made,  etc. 

(Signed)  “  A.  Yankoughnet.” 

The  schedule  promises  to  give  us  a  copy  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner's  report,  a  copy  of  letter  from  the  Hod.  David  Mills, 
dated  7th  February,  1879,  a  memorandum,  to  my  right  lion, 
friend  tho  Premier,  the  evidence  of  J.  H.  Ashdown  and  63 
others,  while  men  and  Indians,  and  the  vouchers  from 
Trombly.  Now,  these  are  the  papers  we  wanted,  but  where 
are  they  ?  Whether  they  were  not  sent  by  the  Department, 
whether  they  have  been  lost  by  tho  Clerk  of  Koutine  and 
Records,  or  abstracted  by  some  interested  party,  I  am  un 
able  to  say;  but  they  are  not  here,  and  tho  report  without 
the  substance  is  not  what  we  want.  Consequently,  I  move 
again  for  these  papers. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  may  say  to  the  bon.  gen 
tlemen  that  not  only  the  papers  ho  has  before  him  but  the 
evidence  and  tho  records,  and  everything  mentioned  in  the 
schedule,  was  laid  before  this  House  by  myself.  It  was  a 
vory  voluminous  report,  and  I  am  surprised  it  has  not  been 
found.  I  really  believe  if  a  search  were  made  in  the 
Departments  hero  it  would  bo  found,  because  I  have  brought 
down  everything  in  accordance  with  the  Order  of  the  House. 
I  must  say,  however,  if  this  Order  passes  aga<D,  and  I 
suppose  it  will,  tho  horn  gentleman  should  ask  also,  in  order 
to  be  fair  to  the  party  accused,  for  the  defonco  made  by  Mr. 
Provencher. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  see  that  the  objections  of’ Mr.  Pro¬ 
vencher,  made  in  his  defence,  are  included  in  theYcheduIe 
of  documents  submitted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  rather  unfortunate  that  my  lion,  friend 
should  be  driven  to  ask  for  these  papers  again.  I  think  some 
enquiry  ought  to  bo  made  when  a  voluminous  return  of  this 
description  is  presented  by  a  Minister,  and  when  all  that 
tho  member  of  tho  House  can  find  is  tho  shell  of  the  return, 
the  oyster  having  been  abstracted.  This  is  really  important, 
and  1  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  not  dispenso  with  an  inves¬ 
tigation,  and  merely  have  the  papers  copied,  if  all  the  docu¬ 
ments  mentioned  are  accessible.  If  they  cannot  he 
immediately  found,  I  hope  severe  measures  will  be  taken 
and  every  effort  made  to  have  these  papers  recovered.  Two 
Sessions  have  already  passed  since  they  were  asked  for,  and 
they  are  not  yet  at  hand. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  officer  who  has  charge  of  these 
documents  requires  the  signature  of  tho  party  to  whom  he 
gave  them,  so  that  they  ought  to  be  easily  traced. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  I  was  speaking  to  tho 
Clerk  of  the  House,  hut  he  had  not  heard  of  this  abstraction, 
it  I  may  call  it  so,  of  these  documents.  When  made  aware 
of  it  by  tho  hon.  gentleman,  I  called  tho  attention  of  the 
Clerk  to  the  matter,  who,  of  course,  wili  enquire  into  it,  and 
to  mornow  or  the  next  day  1  will  know  how  it  stands.  If 
the  papers  are  not  found  shortly  we  will  have  them  recopied, 
Mr,  Charlton. 
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Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  think  this  is  a  question  of  privilege 
of  this  House.  If  some  of  the  papers  have  disappeared  the 
House  ought  to  ascertain  in  what  manner  they  have  dis¬ 
appeared.  If  they  are  not  simply  missing  or  lost,  but  have 
been  abstracted,  it  islheduty  of  the  House  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  see  that  some  enquiry  bo  made,  so  as  to  fix  the  cul¬ 
pability  on  the  propor  parties. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

POET  STANLEY  AND  BURWELL  HARBORS  OF 
REFUGE. 

Mr.  WILSON  moved  for: 

A  return  of  all  reports  of  Government  engineers  respecting  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  harbor  cf  refuge  at  Port  Stanley  and  Port  Burwell,  on 
the  north  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  together  with  the  estimated  cost  of  each. 

Ho  said  :  I  believe  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  sent 
engineers  to  this  point  during  the  latter  part  of  tho  summer, 
and  I  suppose  the  returns  will  not  be  very  voluminous.  I 
should  like  to  have  them  down  as  soon  as  convenient, 
becanso  tho  peop'e  there  are  very  anxious  to  have  the  infor¬ 
mation. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  I  should  like  to  adx  the  hon.  tho  Minister 
of  Public  Works  if  ho  authorised  tho  engineers  to  visit 
Port  Rowan  as  weil.  During  the  recess,  I  have  had  con¬ 
versations  with  many  captains  and  mates  sailing  on  these 
lakes,  and  I  have  asked  them  whore  would  be  the  proper 
place  to  build  a  harbor  of  refuge,  and  the  answer  has  been 
universally,  except  from  a  few  who  came  from  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  of  Port  Stanley,  that  Port  Rowan  was  the  proper 
place.  For  two  or  three  very  important  x-eaeons,  Port 
Rowan  is  the  proper  place.  Take  the  geographical  reason 
— Port  Rowan  is  just  on  the  west  side  of  Long  Point,  and 
Port  Burwell  and  Port  Stanley  lie  in  a  bay,  Port  Burwell  40 
miles  west,  and  Port  Stanley  60  miles  west  of  Long  Point. 
Port  EowaD  is  in  the  very  vicinity  where  the  wrecks  take 
place.  In  1883  five  largo  vessels  were  wrecked  within  a 
few  miles  of  Port  Rowan,  at  this  vory  place  which  the 
captains  and  mates  declare  to  be  the  proper  place  for  a 
harbor  of  refuge;  and  in  1884  ono  propeller  was  wrecked 
there.  I,  therefore,  ask  tho  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  whether  he  instructed  his  engineers  to  visit  Port 
Rowan  as  well  as  the  other  points,  because  those  captains 
and  mates  all  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  Port 
Rowan  is  the  proper  place  to  build  this  harbor  of  refuge. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  I  was  not,  of  course,  aware 
of  the  statoment  which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  reference  to  Port  Rowan,  but  evidently  there  is  a 
row  browing  between  the  three  gentlemen,  so  I  shall  have 
to  look  into  tho  matter  aud  endeavor  to  bring  about  peace 
between  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

WINTER  CROSSING  FROM  PRINCE  EDWARD 
ISLAND. 

Mr.  McDONALD  (KiDg’B)  moved  for  ; 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  with  the  Government  or  any  member 
thereof,  relating  to  the  plac;ng  of  piera  and  procuring  of  steam  tugs  at 
Capes  Traveree  and  Tormentine,  to  facilitate  the  winter  crossing  of 
mails  and  passengers  to  and  fro  a  Prince  Edward  Island. 

lie  said :  Tho  placing  of  piers  at  the  points  indicated  is  a  very 
important  matter  for  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island. 
A  vote  was  taken  last  year  for  tho  purpose  of  building  a 
pier  at  Cape  Tormcntine  and  at  Cape  Traverse.  The  pier 
at  Cape  Traverse  has  been  completed  or  is  nearly  com¬ 
pleted1;  tho  pier  at  Cape  Tormentino  has  not,  as  far  as  I 
know,  yet  been  located.  This  is  very  much  to  bo  regretted, 
as  anything  that  will  facilitate  the  winter  crossing  at  this 
very  important  place  is  of  very  great  consequence,  not  only 
to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  but  to  the  people  of 
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the  adjoining  Maritime  Provinces.  The  importance  of  this 
service  has  been  repeatedly  pressed  upon  the  attention,  not 
only  of  this  Government,  but  of  former  Governments,  and  it 
has  been  almost  annually  brought  before  the  notice  of  the 
House.  Yet  I  regret  to  say  that  there  has  not  been  as  much 
accomplished  as  we  would  wish  to  see.  I  trust  that  the  late 
accident  that  occurred  in  crossing  the  Straits  of  Northum¬ 
berland,  on  the  23rd  of  this  last  month,  may  be  the  means  of 
hastening  the  necessary  work  that  should  be  performed  to 
improve  the  crossing  at  that  point.  It  was  thought  a  year 
ago  that  the  branch  line  from  Sackville  to  Cape  Tormentine 
would  ere  this  have  been  completed,  and  that  tho  piers 
at  Cape  Tormentine  would  at  least  havo  been  under  way. 
We  regret  to  find  that  the  branch  line  has  not  been  com- 
ple'ed.  I  am  sorry  that  this  work  is  not  in  the  hands  of 
the  Federal  Government,  as  I  believe  that  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  very  much  prefer  that  it  should  be. 
It  is  not  dosiiable  that  a  short  gap  of  30  or  40  miles  should 
intervene  between  the  Intercolonial  Hailway  and  the  cross¬ 
ing  from  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
tho  Government  has  set  about  providing  boat  houses  to 
improve  the  accommodation  at  the  capes,  and  although 
this  work  has  been  a  little  late  in  being  carried  out,  still  it 
is  said  to  be  of  great  service.  Tho  good  ship  Northern  Light , 
at  the  eastern  extremity  of  the  Island,  between  Pictou  and 
Georgetown,  has  been  doing  very  good  work,  and  there  is 
no  doubt  that  a  large  amount  of  money  has  been  expended 
in  putting  her  in  as  thorough  a  state  of  repair  as  was 
possible;  but  we  all  know  very  well  that  a  vessel,  however 
well  built,  when  she  comes  to  be  used  in  breaking  through 
ice,  must  have  her  strength  much  impaired.  1  think  it 
has  been  also  shown  by  the  experience  gained  in  running 
that  boat  that  her  model  could  be  improved  upon  so  that 
greater  service  would  be  rendered  by  her.  It  has  been 
shown  very  conclusively,  I  think,  from  what  I  can  learn, 
that,  while  she  may  be  very  well  adapted  for  going 
through  rough  ice  in  tho  winter,  sho  is  not  adapted 
for  going  through  field  ice,  and  I  think  the  time 
has  arrived  when  the  Government  should  take  stops 
to  procure  a  new  boat,  with  the  improvements  suggested  by 
the  experience  which  has  been  gained  in  the  number  of 
years  that  the  Northern  Light  has  been  running.  The-e  is 
also  this  to  be  said,  with  reference  to  the  service  at  the 
capes.  I  think  we  want  that  whole  service  reconstructed. 
I  believe  that,  while  the  men  performing  that  service  are 
doing  very  good  work,  the  whole  service  wants  to  be  re¬ 
organized  ;  that  it  requires  to  be  put  under  the  control  of  a 
good  and  efficient  officer,  who  will  see  his  men  enrolled  at  tho 
commencement  of  the  season,  and  have  them  always  within 
call  at  a  momont’s  notice.  At  present,  they  are  gathered 
from  the  surrounding  country  as  they  are  required,  and 
they  are  not  under  that  control  and  command  that  men 
in  that  situation  should  be.  There  is  no  doubt  also 
that  they  are  insufficiently  paid.  That  may,  properly 
speaking,  not  be  the  fault  of  the  Government, 
as  I  suppose  they  are  paid  by  tho  contracting  parties. 
But  it  is  a  fact  that  these  men  are  very  poorly  paid,  since 
they  get  only  $3.25  tho  round  trip,  which  takes  one 
day,  two  days — and  sometimes  it  takes  four  or  five 
days,  and  possibly  ovor  a  week,  on  certain  occasions.  This 
should  not  be.  These  men  perform  one  of  the  hardest  ser¬ 
vices,  perhaps,  that  is  performed  for  the  Government,  in  the 
mail  service,  in  any  part  of  the  country.  They  are  an 
active,  energetic  and  hardy  class  of  men,  who  havo  to 
undergo  great  perils,  and  certainly,  if  they  were  not  good 
men,  we  would  have  to  deplore  many  more  accidents  than 
have  heretofore  occurred.  I  trust  the  Government  will  see 
fit  to  put  this  service,  as  I  said  before,  under  the  charge  of 
an  intelligent  officer,  who  will  get  the  necessary  number 
of  men  to  perform  it.  They  should  be  regularly  enrolled 
and  paid  monthly  wages,  besides  getting  a  certain  amount 
for  each  round  trip.  I  think  the  service  would  be  further 


improved  if  another  boat  was  fitted  out— a  relief  boat,  you 
might  call  it — which  would  accompany  the  mail  boats 
on  each  trip.  This  boat  could  bo  oquipped  in  such  a  man. 
ner  that  she  could  provide  a  shelter  for  the  mou  in  case  of 
an  emergency,  such  as  the  recent  accident,  or  their  being  out 
over  night.  Sho  might  be  equipped  with  a  portable  sort  of 
heating  apparatus,  and  all  the  other  necessaries  that  would 
ensure  their  comparative  safety,  in  case  tho  boats  wore  com¬ 
pelled  to  remain  out  ovor  night,  as  I  regret  to  say  has  been 
the  case  recently.  If  tho  piers  were  constructed  at  tho 
capes,  tho  ice  boat  service  reconstructed,  another  steamer 
providod  to  assist  the  Northern  Light ,  and  the  branch  lines 
from  Sackville  to  Capo  Tormentine  wero  completed  and 
in  the  hands  of  tho  Government,  I  am  sure  we  would  have 
little  to  complain  of.  But  until  that  or  something  equiv¬ 
alent  is  accomplished,  1  feci  certain  that  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  will  hold  this  Government  respon- 
si  bio,  and  will  demand  that  the  terms  of  Confederation  bo 
carriod  out,  which  guaranteed  us  efficient  and  contin¬ 
uous  steam  communication,  both  winter  and  summer. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  I  regret  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Kings,  P.  E:  I.,  has  had  occasion  to  draw  attention  to  tho 
fact  that  tho  railway  from  Sackville  to  Cape  Tormentine  has 
not  yet  been  completed.  I  desire  to  say,  for  the  information  of 
those  hon.  gentlemen  from  that  portion  of  the  country  who 
feel  an  interest  in  this  work,  that  the  company  havo  made 
very  considerable  progress  in  its  construction.  The  road  is 
now  nearly  all  graded,  with  the  exception  of  three  miles  at 
the  lower  end,  and  those  three  miles  would  have  been  finished 
had  the  pier,  for  which  an  appropriation  was  made  last  Ses¬ 
sion,  been  located  dating  the  summer,  Bern  es  this,  the 
track-laying  is  finished  for  about  half  the  distance,  and  con¬ 
siderable  ballasting  has  been  dona  on  that  section  of  tiro 
road.  The  work,  so  far,  has  been  carried  on  by  the  private 
means  of  tho  company,  slightly  aided  by  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  of  New  Brunswick,  It  has,  however,  been  done  in  the 
most  substantial  manner,  and  1  have  good  authority  for  say¬ 
ing  that  the  engineer  of  the  Government  of  New  Brunswick, 
who  has  had  an  opportunity  of  inspecting  the  road,  has 
pronounced  it  the  oest  road  that  has  been  built  by  a 
private  company  in  that  Province,  During  the  last  .two 
Sessions  I  made  application  to  the  Government,  on  behalf  of 
tho  company,  for  a  subsidy  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  that 
work,  but  so  far  I  have  made  that  application  without  suc¬ 
cess,  I  intend  to  make  application  again  this  Session,  and  I 
trust,  from  the  interest  which  those  gentlemen  display  in 
this  work,  I  shall  have  their  assistance  and  cooperation  in 
securing  the  subsidy,  I  think,  if  I  do  have  their  assistance, 
that  surely  the  kind-hearted  Minister,  who  is  now  acting  in 
the  place  of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  will  comply  with  tho 
request.  If  we  succeed  in  getting  this  aid  the  company  will  be 
able,  during  the  coining  season,  to  complete  and  equip  their 
road  and  mako  it  in  every  respect  a  first-class  road  ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  when  those  hon.  gentleman  return  to 
this  House  next  Session  they  will  be  able  to  ride  by  rail 
from  Cape  Tormentine  to  the  Intercolonial  quito  as  com¬ 
fortably  as  if  that  road  were  owned  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  HAGKETT.  In  seconding  the  resolution,  I  desire 
to  say  that  two  years  ago  we  thought  this  matter  was  finally 
settled.  At  that  time  this  matter  of  steam  communication 
with  Prince  Edward  Island  was  referred  to  a  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House.  That  committee  exhausted  a  great 
deal  of  tiifte  and  patience  in  endeavoring  to  arrive  at  a 
proper  conclusion.  We  had  witnesses  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  gentlemen  who  were  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
who  had  experience  in  that  steam  communication,  and 
others  who  were  acquainted  with  ice-boats,  crossing  over 
the  ice  to  the  mainland  ;  and  after  having  had  all  that  evi¬ 
dence,  they  brought  down  a  report  which  we  considered 
covered  the  whole  ground.  The  only  regret  I  have  is,  that 
that  report,  so  far,  has  not  been  acted  upon  with  that 
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energy  which  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  desired. 
I  think  if  the  Government  consider  that  report  and  act 
upon  it  they  will  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  deserve  and  should  be  given  that  steam 
communication  which  was  guaranteed  them  at  the  time  of 
Confederation,  The  recommendation  of  that  report  is,  in 
my  opinion,  the  only  mode  by  which  communication  can 
be  kept  up  with  Prince  Edward  Island — at  least  in  the 
winter  season  At  the  present  time  we  make  no  complaint 
about  the  summer  service.  Last  year  it  was  very  efficiently 
performed,  and  we  think  this  last  autumn  the  Northern 
Light  did  very  good  work.  Although  she  has  dono  fairly 
well,  I  must  say  that  she  does  not  come  up  to  what  was 
guaranteed  to  the  Island  at  the  time  of  Confederation.  As 
a  means  of  efficient  communication  in  winter  with  the 
mainland,  she  has  been  so  lar  a  failure.  Now,  Sir,  this 
question  has  been  specially  brought  to  our  minds  by  the 
accident  which  occurred  on  the  straits  a  few  days  ago. 
We  all  remember  the  great  anxiety  that  pervaded  this 
Rouse  the  opening  day  of  the  Session,  when  it  was  learned 
that  a  number  of  people  from  Prince  Edward  Island, 
New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  were  for  two 
days  and  a  night  exposed,  at  this  season  of  the  year, 
to  the  inclement  weather  of  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence. 
Those  men  were  overtaken  by  a  very  severe  snow  storm.  They 
had  left  Cape  Traverse  and  were  unable  to  reach  the  mainland. 
Their  only  recourse  was  to  provide  as  good  shelter  as  pos¬ 
sible,  by  nmans  of  their  little  ice-boat,  a  boat  only  12  feet  in 
length,  and  they  were  compelled  to  pass  the  night  on  the  drift¬ 
ing  ice,  which  was  going  at  the  rate  of  four  miles  an  hour, 
before  a  strong  north-east  gale,  in  the  middle  of  the  Straits  of 
Northumberland,  That  was  an  experience  which  1  hope 
no  hon,  member  will  be  compelled  to  endure.  We  cannot 
imagine,  and  it  is  impossible  to  describe,  the  sufferings  and 
hardships  of  those  men  on  that  night.  The  whole  of  them, 
I  believe,  were  frost- bitten—some  seriously,  some  crippled 
for  life;  and  all  this  because  a  small  effort  was  not  made  to 
place  the  service  in  an  efficient  condition.  If  a  small 
steamer  had  been  placed  between  the  two  capes,  much  of 
the  danger  might  have  been  avoided.  We  know  that  while 
the  Northern  Light  cau  keep  up  communication  for  a  cer¬ 
tain  period  at  the  eastern  end  of  the  Island,  it  has  been 
demonstrated  that  during  the  winter  there  must  be  an  ice¬ 
boat  service  between  Cape  Tormentine  and  Cape 
Traverse,  The  committee  on  this  subject  recommended 
that  the  service  should  be  performed  by  the  Government. 
Let  them  place  a  sufficient  number  of  ice¬ 
boats  on  the  route,  and  a  small  steamer  to  act  in  connection 
with  them,  and  make  it  a  Government  service  directly,  and 
I  believe  the  difficulties  will  be  far  overcome,  that  in  a 
short  time  very  few  complaints  on  this  head  will  come  from 
Prince  Edward  Island.  But  it  is  not  an  Island  matter  alto¬ 
gether,  although  we  are  called  upon,  as  representatives  of 
the  Island,  to  refer  to  it  more  especially.  There  is  not  an 
hon.  gentleman  representing  a  constituency  from  Sarnia  to 
Halifax  who  has  not,  directly  or  indirectly,  an  interest  in 
keeping  up  communication  with  the  Island,  because  the 
people  of  the  Island  are  an  agricultural  people  and  are  fairly 
well  to  do,  aDd  they  are  large  consumers  of  the  manufac¬ 
tures  of  the  other  Provinces.  This  is  apparent,  if  you  look 
at  the  agricultural  implements  on  the  farms,  and  the  clothing 
of  the  people ;  you  see  the  tweed  manufactures  of  the  older 
Provinces,  the  cotton  manufactures  of  Montreal  and  Moncton, 
sugar  and  other  products  from  other  Provinces.  All  these 
products  come  to  the  Island,  and  it  is,  therefore,  as  much 
in  the  interest  of  the  producers  of  these  articles,  indirectly, 
that  communication  with  the  Island  should  be  kept  open,  as 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  islanders  directly.  As  this  mat¬ 
ter  has  been  so  fully  discussed  on  previous  occasions,  and 
as  I  know  hon.  gentlemen  are  thoroughly  conversant  with  it, 
it  will  be  useless  to  occupy  much  time  in  discussing  it. 
But,  as  regards  the  ice-boat  service,  something  must  be 
Mr,  Haokett, 


done  to  improve  it,  either  by  providing  a  steamboat  to 
assist  the  ice-boats  or  in  some  other  way.  It  will  not  do  to 
allow  the  matter  to  remain  any  longer  in  its  present  con¬ 
dition.  The  lives  of  Her  Majesty’s  subjects,  as  well  as  those 
of  citizens  of  foreign  countries,  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
men  performing  that  service.  The  Government  should  see 
that  the  men,  when  they  leave  the  shores  to  mako  the  trip 
between  Capes  Tormentine  and  Traverse,  have  boats  pro¬ 
perly  equipped,  and  are  provided  with  everything  essential 
to  making  the  trip  with  safety.  What  are  the  facts  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  serious  matter  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  which  occurred  only  a  few  days  ago  ?  I  find  a  local 
paper  asks  this  question  :  Is  it  true  that  they  started  out  in 
the  face  of  a  storm,  entirely  unprovided  with  food,  matches, 
oils,  light  or  compass?  There  should  be  some  one  in 
authority  who  would  bo  held  reeponeiblein  case  of  accident. 
But  it  appear?,  that  although  this  service  is  one  which 
should  bo  faithfully  and  efficiently  performed  by  the 
Dominion  Government,  it  is  let  by  tender  to  the  lowest  bid- 
der.  The  contractors  receive  a  mere  pittance — I  believe 
only  §10  for  each  trip.  Of  course,  there  is  com¬ 
petition— they  cut  prices  low;  but  they  are  not 
sufficiently  -  recompensed,  and  such  accommodation  for 
passengers  is  not  provided  as  would  be  provided  if  the  mon 
were  sufficiently  compensated  for  their  labor.  But,  not* 
withstanding  the  poor  equipment  of  the  boats,  and  the  fact 
that  the  crew  in  question  was  out  for  86  hours,  exposed  to 
all  the  cold  and  blasts  of  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence  at  that 
inclement  season,  it  is  a  proud  boast  to  be  able  to  say  that 
not  one  bag  of  the  mails  was  lost.  While  the  men  were 
struggling  for  their  lives,  while  they  were  battling  with 
terrible  cold,  and  in  a  state  of  despair,  so  that  they  wore 
almost  ready  to  lie  down  and  die,  they  clung  to  their  work 
with  the  greatest  energy  and  tenacity,  and  although  some 
of  them  were  badly  frozen  and  almost  dead,  Her  Majesty’s 
‘mails  wore  saved.  That  is  something  of  which  our  people 
should  be  proud— that  these  heroes  of  this  ice  fight  never 
wavered  or  flinched  from  the  duty  they  had  to  perform, 
and  I  consider  this  one  of  the  most  heroic  actions  of  these 
days.  But  these  men  will  not  get  one  dollar  for  their 
courage  and  the  hardships  they  endured.  They  did  not 
make  the  round  trip,  and  consequently  they  are  not  en¬ 
titled  to  receive  any  remuneration.  I  hope,  however,  that 
the  Postmaster  General  will  overlook  this  circumstance  and 
see  that  these  men  not  only  receive  the  compensa¬ 
tion  for  what  they  did  or  were  expected  to  dc,  but 
will  receive  a  suitable  gratuity  for  performing  a  noble 
service,  by  which  some  of  them  have  been  crippled  for 
life,  and  although  they  have  families  dependent  on  them, 
they  will  be  unable  to  earn  a  dollar ;  and  I  hope  the  gratuity 
will  be  such  as  will  remunerate  them  for  all  their  labors 
and  sufferings.  The  hon.  member  for  Westmoreland  (Mr. 
Wood)  has  referred  to  the  railway  from  Sackville  to  Cape 
Tormentine.  I  should  much  prefer  seeing  that  railway  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  because  I  believe  it  will  be 
in  the  interests  of  tne  whole  service  that  the  same  control 
should  be  had  over  that  line  as  is  pad  over  the  Government 
lailway  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Intercolonial. 
But  if  we  cannot  have  that,  I  hope  he  will  get  such 
assistance  as  will  enable  him  to  energetically  prosecute 
the  work,  so  as  to  complete  it  at  as  early  a  date  as 
possible,  and  have  it  ready  for  next  year’s  service  at 
least.  What  I  also  desire  to  see  is,  that  the  8150,000 
voted  by  Parliament  last  year  for  the  construction  of  a 
pier  at  Cape  Tormentine  should  be  expended  next 
summer.  I  should  like  to  see  advertisements  issued  calling 
for  tenders  for  the  construction  of  the  work.  Everyone 
knows  that  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  whero  works  are 
constructed  mostly  of  wood,  it  is  of  great  advantage  to  tho 
contractors  and  the  Government  that  the  timber  should  be 
got  out  in  winter,  and  I  hope  tho  matter  is  in  such  an  ad¬ 
vanced  state  that  wo  will,  at  a  very  early  date,  see  adver- 
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tisements  issued  in  this  connection.  When  we  have  the  two 
piers  completed,  the  railway  running  down  to  the  wharves, 
and  an  improved  service,  with  a  sufficient  number  of  ice¬ 
boats  and  with  a  small  steamer  to  assist  them,  and  the 
whole  service  placed  under  ono  man,  whom  the  Government 
can  hold  responsible, 'I  think  we  shall  be  able  to  keep  up 
communication  with  the  Island,  and  hon.  members  will  not 
hear  annual  complaints  from  Island  representatives,  as  they 
hear  them  now. 

Mr.  LA.NDEY  (Kent).  Whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
there  exists,  no  doubt,  a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  Province 
of  New  Brunswick, and  especially  so  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
that  the  present  service  is  a  very  inefficient  one.  What  I 
mean  by  saying  “  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,”  is  as  to 
whether  any  blame  should  attach  to  the  present  or  the  pre¬ 
vious  Governments,  which  have  had  charge  of  the  matter 
since  Prince  Edward  Island  entered  the  Union.  It  may  be 
that  the  peoplo  do  not  fully  appreciate  the  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  any  Government  seeking  to  make  the  service 
efficient.  But  the  fact  remains,  notwithstanding,  that  the 
service  is  not  such  as  to  command  confidence,  and  is  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  complaint  by  the  people  generally.  Now,  Sir,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  is  some  ten  or  twelve  years  since 
Prince  Edward  Island  was  admitted  into  the  Confederation  ; 
that  at  that  time  it  was  promised,  and  in  fact  an 
engagement  was  made,  that  whan  it  entered  the  Do¬ 
minion  an  efficient  mode  of  communication  would  be 
established  between  the  mainland  and  Prince  Edward 
Island;  and  it  does  appear  to  the  people,  as  it  ap¬ 
pears  to  me,  that  the  time  has  been  quite  long  enough  for 
the  Government  to  have  arrived  at  some  definite 
conclusion  as  to  what  is  the  best  mode  of  ensuring 
efficient  service  between  the  Island  and  the  mainland.  As 
yet  it  would  seem  as  if  no  definite  conclusion  had  been 
arrived  at,  as  to  whether  it  shall  be  a  communication  be¬ 
tween  the  two  capes,  Tormentine  and  Traverse,  the  route 
that  is  followed  by  the  Northern  Light  or  some  other 
route.  Eepresentations  were  made  to  the  Government 
last  Session  by  my  constituents,  through  me,  that  the 
route  between  Eichibucto  and  the  point  opposite  on 
the  Island  was  a  very  easy  one,  and  one  over  which 
communication  could  be  maintained  the  whole  year 
round.  I  do  not  know  if  action  has  been  taken ;  I  have  not 
understood  that  any  has  been  taken  in  an  affirmative  sense, 
at  any  rate,  and  no  reply  has  beon  received,  I  believe, 
stating  that  that  plan  would  be  tested.  I  cannot  speak 
personally  as  to  that  route,  but  only  upon  information  re¬ 
ceived  from  my  constituents ;  but  it  is  asserted  by  them,  by 
people  who,  I  believe,  know  of  what  they  speak,  because 
they  have  long  been  residents  near  the  shore,  that  within 
their  memory  there  have  not  been  more  than  one  or  two 
winters  that  a  boat  could  not  have  crossed  every  day  in  the 
year  between  Eichibucto  and  the  opposite  point,  the 
name  of  which  I  have  forgotten  for  the  moment.  As 
I  havo  said,  no  answer  was  made,  I  believe,  to  repre¬ 
sentations  in  this  behalf.  It  was  asked  that  some  subsidy, 
relatively  small,  should  bo  given  to  a  steamer  between 
those  points,  and  companies  wore  willing  and  ready  to  as¬ 
sume  the  responsibility  of  trying  the  route  with  a  steamer, 
provided  that  a  small  subsidy  were  given  them.  It  is 
asserted  by  these  people  that  communication  could  easily 
be  had  between  those  two  points,  and  that  there  were  only 
two  or  three  days  in  one  or  two  winters,  during  the  last 
twenty-five  years  or  so,  when  this  communication  could  not 
be  had.  It  is  true  that  the  distance  is  a  little  longer  than 
between  the  two  capes,  but  they  assign  reasons  for  their 
statement  that  a  boat  could  ply  between  these  places,  and  I 
think  the  Government  should,  at  least,  test  whether  or  not 
those  representations  are  correct.  But  if  the  Government 
have  made  up  their  minds  that  the  proper  place  to  have 
communication  between  the  mainland  and  the  Island  is  from 
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cape  to  cape,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  more  efficient  service 
should  be  had  than  the  one  existing  at  the  present  time, 
and  that  as  speedily  as  possible  the  railways  on  each  side 
should  be  mado  to  come  to  the  water’s  edge,  and  something 
more  expensive,  something  which  would  give  greater  as¬ 
surance  of  safety  to  passengers,  should  be  done  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  than  exists  at  the  present  time.  I  have  thought 
it  my  duty  to  add  my  voice  to  what  has  been  said,  in  order 
that  the  attention  of  the  House  and  tho  Government  may 
be  called  more  strongly  to  the  matter,  and  that  another 
series  of  years  may  not  elapse  without  something  more 
definite  and  more  secure  having  been  provided  for  this 
service.  Believing  the  statements  made  by  my  constituents 
as  to  the  practicability  of  the  route  between  Eichibucto  Vil¬ 
lage  on  the  ono  side  and  West  Point  on  the  Island  side — in 
fact  as  being  the  best  and  safest— I  respectfully  urge  the 
Government  to  grant  some  subsidy’  to  that  route,  knowing 
that  a  company  will  easily  be  found  to  put  a  steamer  on  it 
and  test  the  accuracy  of  the  representations  made. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Eecent  experience  with  the  boats  on 
this  service  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  excitement  among 
the  peoplo  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  has  brought  this 
question  very  prominently  before  them.  It  is  now  nearly 
twelve  years  since  Prince  Edward  Island  entered  the  Union. 
It  is  well  known  that  a  very  large  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  Island  were  averse  to  the  Union  with  the  other 
Provinces.  They  were  desirous  of  maintaining  their  inde¬ 
pendence,  of  preserving  the  freedom  of  their  government 
and  the  control  of  their  revenues,  but  they  felt  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  British  Government  that  they  should  join  the 
Union,  and  partly  from  a  feeling  of  loyalty  and  partly  be¬ 
cause  they  thought  the  terms  of  Confederation  offered  to 
them  were  likely  to  conduce  to  their  benefit,  they  accepted 
the  terms  of  Confederation  and  entered  the  Union.  Sir, 
one  of  the  principal  inducements  to  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  enter  the  Union  was  the  promise  on  the 
part  of  the  Dominion  Government  that  continuous  commu¬ 
nication,  winter  and  summer,  should  be  kept  up  with 
the  mainland.  Now,  I  ask  this  House,  how  has  this 
communication  been  kept  up  ?  The  members  of 
this  Parliament  who  live  on  Prince  Edward  Island  have 
been  obliged,  for  the  last  ton  yrcars,  to  cross  the  straits  that 
divide  it  from  the  mainland  at  tho  risk  of  their  lives. 
Lately  we  have  seen  that  twenty-two  men  were  exposed  to 
all  the  horrors  of  cold  and  hunger  and  exposure,  and  that 
they  escaped  with  their  lives  almost  by  a  miracle.  That  is 
the  risk  that  hon.  members  of  this  House  have  been  obliged  to 
run  for  ten  years,  and  I  think  it  is  time  that  Parliament  should 
consider  some  better  and  more  effectual  means  of  giving  us 
continuous  communication  between  the  Island  and  tho  main¬ 
land.  The  agreement  which  was  made  before  Prince 
Edward  Island  entered  Confederation,  to  give  us  this 
communication,  has  not  been  carried  out,  and  we  are  now 
no  better  off  than  we  were  twenty  years  ago  before  we 
entered  the  Union.  The  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
feel  that  a  wrong  has  been  done  them  ;  that  the  Government 
is  not  taking  that  interest  in  tho  matter  which  they  should 
take;  that  they  have  not  performed  the  promise 
which  was  made,  with  regard  to  winter  communication ; 
that,  in  short,  the  Island  is  at  as  great  a  loss  now  as  it  ever 
was  in  this  respect.  It  is  impossible  that  any  country  can 
thrive  unless  it  has  continuous  communication  with  other 
countries.  We  have  a  very  fertile  Province;  we  are  able 
to  grow  fool  largely,  but  we  have  no  opportunity,  except 
a  few  weeks  in  the  fall,  for  disposing  of  our  produce. 
Now  there  are  many  ways  in  which  I  believe  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  could  assist  us.  We  have  a  very  short  season ;  our 
harbors  are  closed  early  in  tho  fall,  so  that  our  farmers  are 
unable  to  attend  to  the  work  of  developing  their  farms, 
because  they  are  forced  to  bring  their  crops  to  market 
before  the  ice  forms,  I  believe  it  is  quite  possible  to  keep 
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the  harbors  of  the  Island  open  for  five  or  six  weeks  longer 
in  the  year  than  is  the  case  at  present,  and  that  time  would 
be  of  vast  advantage  to  the  people  of  the  Island,  by  enabling 
them  to  work  on  their  farms  and  to  leave  the  shipping  of 
their  produce  until  the  frost  came,  and  they  could  no  longer 
attend  to  their  ploughing.  This  is  not  a  question  which 
affects  Prince  Edward  Island  alone,  for  I  take  it  that  what 
affects  one  portion  of  this  Dominion  affects  all ;  and  I  think 
the  representatives  from  the  Upper  Provinces  take  as  much 
interest  in  the  matter  as  those  more  directly  concerned. 
The  Northern  Light  has  been  alluded  to,  but  I  have  always 
considered  that  it  was  not  adapted  to  the  service.  It  is  not 
modelled  on  the  proper  plan  for  such  work,  and  there  is 
no  doubt  that  it  has  been  to  a  great  extent  a  failure. 
I  came  over  in  her  the  other  day,  when  she  ran  into  a  piece 
of  ice,  not  more  than  6  inches  in  thickness,  and  stuck 
there  ;  and  she  would  have  been  there  until  now  but  that 
fortunately  there  was  a  sheet  of  water  open  which  enabled 
us  to  avoid  the  ice  and  reach  Pictou  Harbor.  On 
her  return  trip  she  was  out  a  week,  and  would  prob¬ 
ably  have  been  out  until  the  spring,  but  the  captain 
adopted  a  suggestion  I  made  on  the  first  day  the 
Northern  Light  went  out  of  Charlottetown  Harbor,  which 
was  that  he  should  turn  her  stern  foremost-;  He  did  so,  with 
fhe  result  that  he  made  his  way  through  sixteen  or  eighteen 
miles  of  field  ice  at  the  rate  of  two  and  a-half  miles  an  hour. 
That  is  sufficient  to  show  that  this  boat,  which  was  not 
built  for  this  service,  is  not  adapted  for  it ;  and  I  can  tell  hon. 
gentlemen  she  does  better  stern  foremost  than  stem  foremost. 
I  can  assure  this  House  that  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  will  not  rest  contented  until  they  have  a  boat 
thoroughly  adapted  for  the  service.  This  is  not  a  matter 
of  a  day.  We  know  that  there  are  other  countries 
in  which  ice  has  to  be  combatted.  In  some  of  the  countries 
of  Northern  Europe,  in  polar  expeditions,  and  in  New¬ 
foundland,  people  use  steamers  built  specially  for  contending 
with  ice  ;  and  we  should  have  a  steamer  constructed  on 
similar  principles.  My  opinion  is  that  there  need  not  be 
twenty  days  in  the  whole  year  when  a  steamer  may  not 
navigate  the  channel  between  the  Island  and  the  mainland. 
It  is  true  that  occasionally,  between  Georgetown  and 
Pictou,  a  north-east  gale  causes  a  heavy  flow  of  ice.  On 
these  occasions  I  believe  no  steamer  can  run  ;  but  I  am 
quite  satisfied  that  at  the  capes  there  are  very  few  days 
when  a  steamer  cannot  run  from  one  side  to  the  other,  be¬ 
cause  the  distance  is  so  short  that  the  sailors  can  see  from 
the  masthead  the  condition  of  the  straits  from  one  side  to 
the  other,  and  if  they  find  that  they  are  not  able  to  run  a 
steamer  they  can  run  ice-boats.  But  I  believe  this  prob¬ 
lem  of  winter  navigation  will  be  solved  by  the  running  of  a 
moderate  sized  steamer  at  the  capes  in  connection  with  the 
ice-boats.  If  it  is  found  that  the  steamer  cannot  contend 
with  the  ice,  she  can  land  the  ice-boats,  and  they  can  take 
the  mails  and  passengers  to  the  other  side.  Now,  Sir,  this 
question  is  a  burning  one  with  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island — I  am  sorry  to  say  it  has  been  a  freezing  question 
with  some.  But  it  is  a  question  in  which  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  are  deeply  interested  ;  they  are  agi¬ 
tated  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  on  the  subject, 
because  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  engage  in  manufactures 
unless  they  can  carry  their  products  to  market  continuously. 
At  present,  there  are  three  or  four  months  in  the  year 
during  which  we  are  not  able  to  get  our  products  to  market. 
Wo  possess  a  fertile  soil ;  we  have  cheap  food,  cheap  house- 
rent,  and  cheap  fuel,  and  we  have  a  climate  which  is 
as  invigorating  as  any  on  this  continent;  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  Prince  Edward  Island  should  not  have  manu¬ 
factures,  except  the  one  reason,  that  we  have  not  continuous 
communication  with  the  mainland.  Now,  Sir,  the  very  sad 
disaster  which  has  happened  will,  I  trust,  show  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  it  is  necessary  that  there  should  be  some  super¬ 
vision  over  the  boats.  The  contractors  are  obliged,  owing 
Mr,  Jenkins. 
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to  competition,  to  place  their  rates  down  at  the  lowest  pos¬ 
sible  point ;  they  are  not  properly  paid,  and  they  are  afraid 
to  ask  more,  for  fear  that  someone  else  would  step  in  and 
take  the  contract  from  them.  Now,  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  take  this  matter  in  hand.  The  service  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Postmaster-General,  conducted  by 
him  and  under  his  control ;  he  should  employ  the  men,  and 
should  see  that  the  boats  are  properly  equipped  and  are 
never  allowed  to  go  to  sea,  as  the  boats  now  are,  without  a 
scrap  of  provisions,  and  with  no  comforts  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  against  such  a  disaster  as  has  occurred.  I  trust  that 
this  will  all  be  changed,  and  that  the  Government  will  see 
that  no  boats  are  allowed  to  go  out  without  proper  super¬ 
vision.  If  that  were  done,  disasters  of  this  kind  would  be 
almost  impossible. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

GOVERNMENT  OFFICIALS  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  Mo  MULLEN  moved  for  : 

Return  of  the  names  of  all  Government  officials  in  the  North-West 
Territories ;  the  date  of  their  appointment  and  the  date  upon  which 
they  entered  upon  their  respective  duties  ;  the  salary,  fee  or  other  allow¬ 
ance  granted  to  each,  including  travelling  or  other  expenses  ;  the  names 
and  respective  locations  of  sheriffs  and  registrars  ;  the  dates  of  their 
respective  appointments,  and  the  dates  upon  which  they  entered  npon 
their  duties,  and  the  date  from  which  their  salary  commenced  to  run  ; 
the  receipts  of  their  respective  offices,  monthly  or  annually,  from  their 
establishment  up  to  the  1st  of  January,  1885.” 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  FIN,  I  am  not  sure  whether  we 
will  be  able  to  obtain  all  these  details,  but  of  course  we  will 
do  the  best  we  can. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PARRSBORQ’  BREAKWATER. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburne)  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  tenders  for  construction  of  breakwater  at  Parrs- 
boro’  lighthouse  station,  in  the  County  of  Cumberland,  N.  S.; 
copies  of  letter  from  Deputy  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
accepting  the  tender  of  one  Neil  McKay,  and  of  telegram  postponing 
the  work ;  also  all  letters  objecting  to  the  said  Neil  McKay  as  con¬ 
tractor  and  to  the  bondsmen  offered  by  him,  and  letters  tendering  other 
names  as  bondsmen  if  required,  and  all  other  correspondence  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  no  objection  to  bring  down  all 
the  papers  that  are  not  confidential  from  our  agent  on  the 
subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

NORTH-WEST  LANDS,  &c. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  despatches  or  other  communications 
with  the  Government  of  Ontario,  in  reference  to  the  ownership  of  the 
lands, mines  or  timber,  north  and  west  of  the  height  of  land  to  the 
north  of  Lakes  Superior  and  Huron  since  1878,  which  have  not  already 
been  brought  down  to  the  House. 

He  said  :  The  hon.  the  First  Minister,  it  will  bo  remem¬ 
bered,  made  a  very  extraordinary  statement  in  1882.  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  ownership  of  these  lands.  He  informed  the 
electors  of  Yorkville  and  the  country  at  that  time  that  the 
lands  of  which  the  Indian  title  had  not  been  extinguished 
before  Confederation,  and  which  had  been  extinguished 
since,  became  the  property  of  the  Dominion.  That  propo¬ 
sition  is  so  wholly  at  variance  with  the  views  usually  held 
with  regard  to  the  rights  of  the  Crown  to  the  public  do¬ 
main  of  the  various  Provinces,  that  I  think  it  was  well  to 
see  what  correspondence  has  taken  place  on  this  subject,  to 
ascertain  how  far  the  views  announced  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  at  that  time  have  been  adhered  to  by  himself  and  col¬ 
leagues. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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KETUKNS  ORDERED. 

Statement  showing  the  number  of  passenger  trains,  freight  trains  and 
mixed  trains,  distinguishing  each  class,  run  daily,  or  weekly,  incases 
in  which  there  was  not  a  daily  train, over  each  division  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  in  each  week  of  the  years  1883  and  1884 ,  respectively. 
— (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statement  in  detail,  showing  amount  of  work  done,  contracts  made, 
and  with  whom,  moneys  paid,  and  to  whom,  and  all  expenditures  in 
connection  with  the  improvements  of  Great  Village  River,  in  the 
county  of  Colchester,  Nova  Scotia.— (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne.) 

Return  of  all  certificates  for  liquor  under  section  ninety-nine,  clause 
four,  second  part  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878,  by  the  physi¬ 
cians  of  the  County  of  Halton  ;  giving  the  name  of  each  physician  and 
the  name  of  each  person  to  whom  certificates  were  granted,  from  the 
1st  of  May,  1884,  to  the  1st  of  May,  1885.— (Mr.  McCraney.) 

Statement  with  reference  to  the  cases  in  which  demands  for  extradi¬ 
tion  have  been  made  by  or  upon  the  Government  of  Canada  ;  or  in 
which  extradition  proceedings  have  been  taken  in  continuation  of,  and 
in  the  same  form  as,  the  statement  transmitted  by  the  Government  of 
Canada  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  or  about  the 
year  1876.— (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statement  and  plan  showing  the  grades  and  curves  on  the  temporary 
or  permanent  line  actually  constructed  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company,  from  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  as  far  as  the  rails 
are  laid ;  and  the  proposed  grades  and  curves  on  the  continuation  to 
Kamloops  ;  showing  also,  the  proposed  grades  and  curves  on  the  per¬ 
manent  line,  at  a  point  at  which  a  temporary  line  of  about  nine  miles 
has  been  constructed.— (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statement  showing  the  present  position  of  the  transactions  on  joint 
account,  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  respect  of  sales  of  town  sites,  indicating  :  (a.)  The  sites 
agreed  to  be  dealt  with  on  joint  account,  with  the  areas  ;  (6.)  The 
amount  of  sales  made ;  (c.)  The  amount  received  in  respect  of  such 

sales  ;  (cf.)  The  amount  due  in  respect  of  such  sales  ;  ( e .)  The  expense 
of  the  operation  ;  distinguishing  the  shares  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  company  in  each  such  statement. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Sir  JOHN"  A.  MACDONALD  raovel  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  5:45  p.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  10th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  jThree  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MANITOBA  INDIAN  AGENCY. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  papers  moved  for  yesterday  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  and  which  were  missing 
in  the  Return,  have  been  found.  They  were  among  the 
other  papers  just  below  the  Return.  The  address  voted  yes¬ 
terday  is  therefore  now  unnecessary,  and  I  think  some 
action  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  As  the  papers  were  mislaid  and  have 
been  found,  I  move  that  the  motion  made  yesterday  for  the 
papers  be  rescinded. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  23)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Williams.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  to  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex  and 
Detioit  River  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex.) 

PATENT  ACT  OF  1872. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew)  moved  that  Bill  (No.  25) 
further  to  amend  “The  Patent  Act  of  1872,”  be  read  the  first 
time.  He  said  :  The  object  I  have  in  view  is  to  provide 
that  the  innocent  purchaser  of  articles  which  may  have 


been  patented  shall  not  be  held  liable  for  any  penalties  for 
tho  infringement  of  the  patent  rights  of  the  patentees,  but 
that  these  penalties  should  bo  imposed  only  upon  the 
manufacturer  and  vendor  of  the  articles. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  tho  Orders  are  called,  I  would  once 
again  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Standing  Committees 
have  not  been,  as  yef,  summoned  for  organisation,  although 
a  week  has  elapsed  since  they  were  constituted. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  understand  tthey  are 
summoned  for  Thursday. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  not  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD*  They  will  meet  ere  long, 

GOVERNMENT  ADVERTISING. 

Mr.  McMULLEN,  A  portion  only  of  the  Return  I  moved 
for  relative  to  the  amounts  paid  the  different  publishing 
companies  in  the  Dominion  during  the  last  ten  years  by  tho 
Government  has  been  brought  down,  and  as  that  constitutes 
but  a  mere  fragment  of  the  whole,  I  would  like  to  know 
what  progress  is  being  made  in  getting  the  balance  ready . 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  laid  before  the  House  all  the 
information  which  has  been  received  in  the  Department. 
T'ao  balance  of  the  information  will  be  brought  before  the 
House  as  soon  as  possible— very  shortly. 

DEPUTY  SPEAKER  AND  CHAIRMAN  OF  COM¬ 
MITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
following  resolutions 

That  the  House  do  elect  a  Chairman  of  Committees  of  this  House  at 
the  commencement  of  every  Parliament,  as  soon  as  an  Address  has  been 
agreed  to  in  answer  to  His  Excellency’s  Speech  ;  and  that  the  member 
so  elected  do  take  the  Chair  of  all  Committees  of  the  Whole,  including 
the  Committees  of  Supply  and  of  Ways  and  Means,  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  and  usages  which  regulate  the  duties  of  a  similar  officer  gener¬ 
ally  designated  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in 
the  House  of  Commons  of  England. 

That  the  member  so  elected  Chairman  of  Committees  do  continue  to 
act  in  that  capacity  until  the  end  of  the  Parliament  for  which  he  is 
elected,  and  in  the  case  of  a  vacancy  by  death,  resignation  or  otherwise, 
the  House  shall  proceed  forthwith  to  elect  a  successor. 

That  the  foregoing  Resolutions  be  made  Standing  Orders  of  this  House. 

That  this  House  do  proceed  forthwith  to  elect  a  Chairman  of  Com¬ 
mittees  to  take,  during  the  remainder  of  this  Parliament,  the  Chair  of 
all  Committees  of  the  Whole,  including  the  Committee  of  Supply  and  of 
Ways  and  Means. 

If  these  resolutions  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  House, 
I  shall  follow  them  up  with  the  following  resolutions 

That  whenever  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  from  illness  or 
other  cause,  finds  it  necessary  to  leave  the  Chair  during  any  part  of  the 
sittings  of  the  said  House,  on  any  day,  he  may  call  upon  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  or  in  his  absence  any  member  of  this  House,  to  take  the 
Chair,  and  to  act  as  Deputy  Speaker  during  the  remainder  of  snch  day, 
unless  the  Speaker  himself  resume  the  Chair  before  the  close  of  the  sit¬ 
tings  for  that  day. 

That  whenever  the  House  shall  be  informed  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
do  perform  the  duties  and  exercise  the  authority  of  Speaker  in  relation 
to  all  the  proceedings  of  the  House  as  Deputy  Speaker,  until  the  next 
meeting  of  the  House,  and  so  on  from  day  to  day  on  the  like  information 
being  given  to  the  House,  until  the  House  shall  otherwise  order;  pro¬ 
vided.  that  if  the  House  shall  adjourn  for  more  than  twenty-four  hours 
the  Deputy  Speaker  shall  continue  to  perform  the  duties  and  exercise 
the  authority  of  Speaker  for  twenty-four  hours  only  after  such  adjourn¬ 
ment. 

That  the  two  foregoing  resolutions  be  made  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House. 

These  resolutions  are  intended  to  introduce  the  practice 
which  obtains  in  the  English  House  of  Commons,  and  also, 
I  believe,  in  many  of  the  Colonial  Legislatures.  It  is  found, 
and  we  have  found,  that  the  Chair  of  the  Speaker  is  not  a 
bed  of  roses.  In  Canada,  the  health  of  our  Speakers  has 
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Buffered  from  the  too  loDg  sittings  which  have  taken  place. 
I  do  not  like,  Sir,  to  allude  to  yourself  in  your  presence,  but 
you  have,  I  believe,  had  more  than  one  significant  hint  that 
the  long  sittings  which  you  have  been  obliged,  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  your  duty,  to  submit  to  have  been  prejudicial 
to  your  health.  I  know  that  your  immediate  predecessor 
suffered  materially,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  my  old 
friend  and  colleague,  Mr.  Cockburn,  died  in  consequence  of 
a  disease  caused  by  the  long  sittings  in  the  Chair.  There  is 
a  partial  relief  given  to  the  Speaker  by  the  provision  that, 
during  his  illness  or  unavoidable  absence,  he  may  call  to 
the  Chair  any  member  of  the  House;  but  it  appears  to  me, 
and  experience  shows,  that  that  is  altogether  an  unsatis¬ 
factory  way  of  doing  business.  In  the  first  place,  the  hon. 
member  who  may  be  called  may  have  no  special 
aptitude  for  performing  the  duties  of  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  or  Chairman  of  Committees  of 
the  Whole  House  and  Deputy  Speaker.  He  has  no 
sense  of  responsibility,  and,  if  any  question  of  Order  arises, 
he  is,  of  course,  obliged  at  once  to  vacate  the  seat.  He  has 
no  weight,  he  has  no  prestige  or  authority.  He  has  no 
such  authority  as  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  has  in 
England,  who  rules  on  points  of  Order,  subject,  of  course, 
to  be  overruled  by  the  superior,  paramount  authority  of  the 
Speaker,  but  rules  without  the  disturbance  and  interruption 
of  the  Committee  being  broken  up  and  the  Speaker  called 
to  resume  the  Chair.  The  experience  ofthe  British  Parlia¬ 
ment  all  points  in  one  way,  in  that  direction,  and  there  is  a 
series  of  reports  which  are  to  be  found  in  the  Journals  and 
Sessional  Papers  in  England  showing  the  general  consensus 
of  the  House,  of  the  various  Committees,  and  the  various 
Speakers  of  great  experience,  such,  for  instance,  as  Mr. 
Lefebvre,  who  was  known  to  be  an  authority  on  all 
such  matters,  Although  our  Sessions  do  not  last  as  long,  I 
find  on  enquiry  that  the  average  length  of  sittings  de  die  in 
diem  in  Canada  is  fully  as  great  as  in  England,  perhaps  on 
the  whole  greater,  and  crowded  into  a  shorter  period,  thus 
causing  at  least  as  great  a  draft  on  the  health  of  the  Speaker 
as  in  England.  We  are  a  hardy  race  ;  wo  have  a  good 
climate ;  but  I  do  not  know  that  the  physique  of  our 
Speakers  will  be  found  to  be  superior  to  that  of  the 
gentlemen  generally  selected  in  England.  I  shall  move  the 
first  resolution,  which  refers  to  the  election  of  a  Chairman 
of  Committees  of  the  Whole  House.  He  is  called  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  Ways  and  Means  in  England,  because,  as  a  matter 
of  practice,  in  England  the  House  goes  into  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  and  Supply  immediately  after  the  Speech 
is  answered,  and  there  are  certain  estimates — I  think  the 
Ordnance  estimates — which  are  brought  down  at  once,  and 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  is  formed  and  organised 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Parliament,  the  Deputy  Speaker  and 
Chairman  ofWays  and  Means  being  elected  almost  imme¬ 
diately  after  the  election  of  a  Speaker.  Our  practice  is 
different,  and  therefore  I  have  adopted  the  name  which 
seems  to  bo  more  appropriate — Chairman  of  Committees  of 
this  House — and  I  see  the  same  reason  has  induced  the 
other  Colonies  to  adopt  the  same  name  instead  of  the  purely 
technical  name  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  For  years 
past  a  Chairman  of  Committees  has  been  chosen  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Australian  Colonies : — In  Victoria,  where  he  gets  a 
salary  of  £800  ;  in  Queensland,  where  he  gets  a  salary  of 
£500  ;  in  New  South  Wales,  where  the  salary  is  £500  ;  in 
South  Australia,  £400  ;  and  in  New  Zealand,  £500.  In  all 
these  Colonies  they  have  found  it  necessary  to  have  such 
an  officer.  We  have  not  examined  you,  Sir,  either  upon 
oath  or  otherwise  upon  this  subject,  but  I  think  the  House 
will  see  that  the  regularity  of  its  proceedings  and  the  man¬ 
agement  of  Committees  of  the  Whole  will  be  infinitely  better 
conducted  with  an  officer  of  this  rank  and  position  selected 
especially  by  the  House,  having  in  fact  the  same  responsi¬ 
bilities  in  the  position  as  you  have  in  your  position  as 
Speaker.  I  move  the  adoption  of  the  first  resolution. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


On  the  first  resolution, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
have  adopted  this  particular  form  of  reaching  the  conclusion 
which  he  desires  to  adopt.  The  course  which  he  has  pur¬ 
sued  was  not  at  all  unreasonable  in  opening  the  question, 
namely,  to  invite  our  attention  to  the  two  resolutions,  the 
whole  mass  of  resolutions,  I  may  say,  of  which  only  the 
first  branch  has  been  moved.  I  say  that  was  not  at  all  un¬ 
reasonable,  because,  of  course,  the  resolutions  ought  to  be 
considered  together.  But  the  course  which  I  think  ought 
to  be  pursued  in  a  matter  of  this  description  differs  from  that 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  adopted.  My  opinion  is  that 
a  change  in  our  practice,  both  in  reference  to  the  occupation 
of  the  Chair  and  with  reference  to  the  appointment  of  a 
permanent  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  of  Supply,  and  of  the  Committees  of  Whole  in  this 
House,  that  the  powers  which  are  given  by  the  resolution 
to  that  officer,  by  reference  to  the  powers  given  in  England, 
that  all  the  considerations  which  are  involved  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  Chair  itself,  and  all  the  considerations  as  to 
the  salary,  etc.,— -that  a  proposal  of  that  kind,  when  it 
involves  also  the  proposition  that  we  should  pass 
the  Standing  Orders  and  so  innovate  upon  our  prac¬ 
tice,  ought  to  have  been  a  reference  to  a  Select  Com¬ 
mittee.  When,  on  former  occasions,  we  have  dealt,  as 
a  general  rule,  with  alterations  in  our  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  even  of  a  less  important  character  than  this,  we 
have  adopted  that  course.  There  is  no  immediate  hurry 
why  we  should  appoint  a  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  to-day  ;  there  is,  even,  no  immediate  hurry 
why  we  should  do  it  this  Session ;  but  there  certainly  is 
none  why  wo  should  do  it  to-day.  There  is  ample  time  for 
consideration,  so  far  as  this  particular  branch  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  resolution  is  concerned.  We  have  got  on  pretty 
well  for  nineteen  Sessions  ;  we  adopted  a  long  time  ago  the 
practice  of  calling  one  hon.  member  to  the  Chair  of  the 
Committee  of  Supply,  which  is  the  principal  Committee  of 
this  House.  That  has  come  to  bo  the  recognised  practice, 

:  and  the  Administration  can  adhere  to  it  with  that  degree  of 
rigidity  which  they  think  convenient.  The  course,  which 
I  admit  is  advantageous,  of  having  one  gentleman  in  the 
Chair  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  is  one  which 
has  great  merit,  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  adopt  this  resolu¬ 
tion  in  order  that  we  may  carry  it  out.  When  a  change 
analogous  to  these  changes — at  any  rate,  to  the  second 
branch  of  them — was  about  to  be  proposed  in  the  Imperial 
House  of  Commons  in  1853,  and  again  in  1855,  Select  Com¬ 
mittees  were  instructed  to  consider  the  whole  question,  to 
report  what  it  had  been  in  the  past,  to  report  their  advice, 
and  upon  their  advice  steps  were  taken  which  were  after¬ 
wards  carried  out  by  the  House.  The  regulation  is  a  per¬ 
manent  one,  and  as  it  is  to  be  a  permanent  and  lasting  one, 
it  is  well  to  be  cautious.  In  this  very  first  branch  of 
this  resolution,  I  think,  apart  altogether  from  the  question 
of  the  merits  of  the  change,  there  is  a  defect.  As  I  read  the 
first  branch  of  this  resolution  the  House  would  be,  after 
having  passed  it,  entirely  in  a  quandary  if  it  should  happen 
that  the  gentleman  who  is  elected  to  be  Chairman  of 
Committees  should  happen  to  be  absent  from  the  Chamber 
when  we  are  called  upon  to  go  into  Committee.  The  second 
branch  provides  for  filling  the  vacancy  when  there  is  a 
death,  a  resignation,  or  otherwise,  by  the  election  of  a 
successor;  but  that  does  not  apply  to  the  case  of  a  tempor¬ 
ary  absence  from  the  Chamber ;  and  in  the  case  of  a 
temporary  absence  from  the  Chamber  there  is  no  provision 
made  for  filling  the  office.  This  officer  is  to  be  Chairman 
of  all  Committees  of  the  Whole.  What  if  he  is  away  ?  We 
have  provision  for  his  absence  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
resolution,  of  this  second  resolution,  where  you,  Sir,  are 
given  an  authority  to  call  a  gentleman  to  the  Chair  during 
your  absence.  It  is  said  that  if  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
be  absent  you  may  call  some  other  member.  But  what  if 
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the  Chairman  of  Committees  is  absent  when  the  Chair  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  is  to  be  filled?  No  provision 
whatever  is  made  to  fill  that  gap.  I  instance  that,  Sir,  as  a 
reason  why  it  is  important  that  we  should  look  carefully  into 
this  matter  and  investigate  it,  according  to  our  custom, 
with  the  assistance  of  a  small  Select  Committee  of  which,  I 
think,  you  should  be  one.  Now,  I  have  said  that  our 
cufiom  has  been  for  a  long  time  to  call  some  member  to  the 
Chair  for  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  that  that 
custom  has  worked  satisfactorily  on  the  whole.  It  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  an  improvement  that  the  same  member 
of  this  House  should,  as  a  rule,  be  called  to  the  Chair  in  the 
other  Committees  of  the  Whole.  I  do  not  speak  of  Ways 
and  Means,  because  I  think  that  Committee  is  a  less  im¬ 
portant  part  of  our  procedure  than  is  Supply,  but  I  speak  of 
Committees  of  the  Whole  on  private  and  public  legislation. 
I  think  it  is  important  that  we  should  adopt  that  as  a 
practice,  just  as  we  have  adopted,  as  a  practice,  that  one 
man  should  be  called  to  the  other  Committees.  These  are 
the  proceedings  of  this  House  which,  I  think,  are  the  least 
satisfactorily  conducted,  and  I  do  not  attribute  that  to  the 
fault  of  the  Chairman  of  any  particular  Committee  ;  I  attri¬ 
bute  it — if  the  House  will  permit  me  to  say  so — to  the  fact  that 
we  are  in  the  habit  of  regarding  altogether  in  a  too  perfunc¬ 
tory  light  proceedings  of  Committees  of  the  Whole ;  that  they 
ought  to  be  regarded  much  more  seriously  ;  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  the  matters  of  course  which,  in  too  many 
cases,  they  are  ;  and  so  long  as  they  are  sp  regarded  by  the 
main  body  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  it  matters  little 
who  the  Chairman  may  be.  Now,  the  hon,  gentleman  spoke 
most  of  all,  Sir,  of  the  question  of  the  Chair  of  this  House. 
He  addressed  his  observations  to  that  point  almost  en¬ 
tirely.  With  that  point  we  are  not,  however,  now 
dealing;  we  are  dealing  with  the  Chair  itself.  But  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  discourse  was 
directed  to  that,  and  he  gave  us  a  very  melancholy  account 
of  the  consequences  of  filling  this  chair  to  previous  Speakers, 
and  he  hinted  that  you,  Sir,  yourself— although  noco  of  us, 
by  any  outward  and  visible  signs  would  have  conjectured 
it — had  suffered  seriously  in  your  health  from  the  discharge 
of  your  duties.  I  hope,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  kind  feel¬ 
ing  and  sympathy  towards  yourself  have  led  him  to 
express  a  little  more  strongly  than,  perhaps,  the  facts  en¬ 
tirely  warrant  as  to  the  degree  in  which  you  have  suffered 
from  the  discharge  of  your  duties  here.  Ever  since  we 
commenced  our  existence  as  a  Parliament,  ever  since  the 
year  1868,  we  have  had  a  very  proper  provision  incorporated 
in  our  legislation  by  which  you  are  empowered  at  any  time 
to  call  another  member  to  the  Chair,  and  calling  another 
member  to  the  Chair,  to  retire  and  get  those  periods  of  re¬ 
freshment  which,  I  quite  agree,  may  be  essential  to  the 
person  who  has  to  perform  your  exalted  duties  during  the 
stress  and.  strain  of  a  Session.  I  do  not  suppose  that  it  is 
intended  the  Speakers  of  this  House  shall  be  absent 
oftener  or  longer  than  has  been  the  custom  in  the  past. 
I  agree  as  to  the  importance  of  the  Chair  being,  as  a  rule, 
unless  in  case  of  emergency,  filled  by  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  himself  :  and  therefore  I  shall  very  much  more  regret 
that  we  should  appear  to  lend  a  color  to  more  frequent 
absences  of  the  Speaker  than  those  necessary  absences  wfiich 
have  heretofore  pi’evailed.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  gave 
us  an  account  of  the  unfortunate  position,  and  of  the  diffi¬ 
culties  created  by  the  men  who  had  from  time  to  time  filled 
the  Chair  at  your  request  and  by  your  order,  which,  I  think, 
was  somewhat  exaggerated.  He  stated  that  gentlemen  had 
been  called  who  had  no  special  aptitude  for  the  Chair,  who 
had  no  sense  of  the  responsibilities  which  devolved  upon 
them  in  the  Chair, who  had  not  thatprestige  of  author  ity  which 
hej-onged  to  you,  as  Chairman,  and  hence  these  difficulties  oc¬ 
curred.  I  do  not  remember  a  single  difficulty  which  has  occur¬ 
red  in  this  House  during  the  absence  of  yourself  or  your  pre¬ 
decessor,  Mr.  Speaker,  while  the  Chair  was  filled  by  some 


hon.  gentleman  from  time  to  time.  I  believe  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  been  called  from  time  to  time  to  fill  the 
Chair  have  been  persons  who  were  not,  of  courso,  as  com¬ 
petent  as  one  specially  trained  for  that  office  and  filling  that 
office  permanently,  but  reasonably  competent  to  discharge, 
and  they  did  discharge,  its  functions  reasonably  well;  and, 
therefore,  I  testify — and  I  had  never  the  good  fortune  to  be 
one  of  them— that  they  from  time  to  time  supplied  reason¬ 
ably  well  the  place  of  yourself  and  your  predecessors  during 
temporary  absence.  That,  however,  again  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  present  resolution.  While  I  have  said  that  it 
would  be  an  improvement  if  we  could  adopt  the  practice  of 
calling  one  individual  to  the  Chair  of  Committees  of  the 
House,  not  necessarily  the  same  individual  for  all  the  Com¬ 
mittees,  but  perhaps  one  for  Supply  and  Ways  and  Moans, 
and  another  for  Legislation,  which  involves  different  con¬ 
siderations,  different  training  and  knowledge,  and  a  different 
amount  of  enquiry  and  information  from  that  which  is 
involved  in  holding  the  office  of  Chairman  of  Supply  and  Ways 
and  Means — I  would  say  this,  my  opinion  is  that  the  plan 
would  have  considerable  advantage.  I  think  if  one  or  two 
members,  say  two  members,  were  chosen  by  those  who  are 
of  the  majority  and  control  the  House,  and  if  it  were  under¬ 
stood  that  on  occasions  when  you  vacate  the  Chair  as 
Speaker,  one  of  those  should  be  called  upon,  and  upon  the 
occasion  of  the  House  goiDg  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
one  or  other  should  be  chosen,  you  would  find  the  exigen¬ 
cies  of  the  case  folly  met.  The  position  is  one  of  dignity 
and  one  of  usefulness,  one  which  has  been  cheerfully  under¬ 
taken  by  respec'able  mend  ers  of  this  House,  when  from 
time  to  time  in  this  and  previous  Parliaments  they  have 
been  asked  to  undertake  it.  It  is  understood  to  be  one 
which  is  an  important  position,  and  which  hon.  members 
are  very  ready  to  occupy  as  part  of  that  service  which  they 
owe  to  the  House  and  the  country.  Our  Sessions  last  three 
months  only,  one-half  or  sometimes  less,  than  those  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  Our  attendance  is  regular  compared 
with  that  of  members  in  England,  and  therefore  the  ques¬ 
tion  whether  a  member  sits  in  the  Chair  or  in  his  own  chair 
in  this  House  is  not  so  very  material.  That  plan,  there¬ 
fore,  would  give  an  opportunity  of  training  more  men 
than  one;  it  would  have  the  advantage  of  elasticity.  It 
would  have  also  an  advantage  which,  I  think,  is  not 
destroyed  bj?  the  present  plan,  but  which  would,  perhaps, 
be  rendered  more  feasible  by  wffiat  1  suggest,  of  selecting 
members  most  familiar  with  each  of  the  two  guaranteed 
languages  in  this  House.  We  know  that  by  the  constitution 
the  use  of  the  English  and  of  the  French  languages  is 
secured  in  our  proceeding's  here,  as  well  oral  as  written  ; 
and  I  say  that  the  rights  of  the  minority  in  that  respect  are 
by  us,  who  happen  to  be  of  the  majority,  to  be  carefully 
guarded,  and  it  comes,  perhaps,  with  better  grace  from  one 
of  those  who  belongs  to  the  majority  to  say  this,  or  at  all 
events,  to  open  the  discussion  on  this  subject,  rather  than 
one  of  the  minority.  I  say  that  those  rights  exist  from  cir¬ 
cumstances  over  which  we  have  no  control.  Circumstances 
are  too  strong  for  us.  A  distinguished  former  member  of 
this  House  said,  as  I  observed  the  other  day,  that  he  was  an 
Englishman  speaking  French ;  but  of  how  many  English 
members,  may  I  ask,  can  it  be  truly  said  that  they  are 
Englishmen  speaking  French  ?  It  is  not  so.  We  sometimes 
make  efforts,  but  they  are  not  great  successes.  You  and  I, 
Mr.  Speaker,  each  sometimes  try  to  read  some  words  of 
French,  but  you  will  agree  with  me  that  we  do  not  make 
very  much  of  it.  You  have  an  advantage  in  every  respect 
over  myself  in  that  your  utterances,  even  if  it  were  other¬ 
wise  in  regard  to  the  language,  would  always  be  under¬ 
stood  ;  but  mine  being  addressed  to  finite  intelligences, 
would  not  be  so  easily  understood.  And  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  difficulty  is  as  clearly  exhibited  in  our  cases  as  it  can 
be.  You  have  sometimes  reminded  me  of  the  story  in 
Punch  of  the  young  English  couple  who  went  to  France  on 
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their  honeymoon  trip,  and  while  breakfasting  at  the  hotel, 
the  gentleman  found  some  difficulty  in  making  himself 
understood.  Thereupon  he  dropped  into  English,  and  he 
found  the  waiters  understood  him.  “  ADgclina>”  said  he, 
“  these  waiters  seem  to  understand  English.”  “  Of  course, 
they  do,”  said  his  wife, who  was  familiar  with  the  language, 
“  and  I  recommend  you,  if  you  want  to  tell  me  any  secrets 
in  public,  to  talk  only  in  French.”  It  is  a  little  otherwise 
with  our  friends  here.  They  have  shown  themselves  to  be 
very  much  more  familiar  with  our  language  than  we  seem 
to  be  able  to  get  with  theirs,  and  yet  it  must  be  conceded 
that  many  of  them  speak  to  us  at  a  disadvantage  when  they 
addi’ess  the  House  in  a  language  not  their  own,  and  it  must 
be  increased  when  the  presiding  officers  as  well  as  the 
audience  are  in  tho  same  position.  I  think  the  plan  men¬ 
tioned  by  me  is  the  best.  I  think  the  plan  which  I  have 
suggested,  and  which  would  carry  out  substantially  all  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes,  would  enable  us  to  say 
that  if  the  Chair  of  this  House  were  filled  by  a 
gentleman  whose  native  language  is  English,  tho 
Chair  of  the  Committees  should  be  filled  by  one  whose 
native  language  is  French.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  a  great  change  ;  ho  proposes  this  new  plan,  and  it 
is  just  as  well  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  the  plan  is 
to  create  a  now  salaried  office.  On  this  subject,  indeed,  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  do  more  than  touch.  Just  by  way 
of  introducing  the  subject  delicately,  he  told  us  that  in 
Australia  there  was  a  salary  of  so  much,  in  Queensland  a 
salary  of  so  much,  in  Victoria  a  salary  of  so  much.  Those 
circumstances  are  not  very  important  to  us  ;  what  we 
should  like  to  know  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
for  us,  whether  he  proposes  that  this  office  shall  be  a  salaried 
office,  and  if  so,  what  shall  be  the  salary.  We  are  left  in 
this  respect  in  entire  ignorance.  I  am  not,  I  think,  far 
wrong  in  predicting  that  the  hon.  gentleman  does  propose 
to  create  a  new  salaried  office  ;  and  I  am  rather  afraid  I 
must  say  moro,  that  it  is  a  case,  not  of  an  office  for  which  a 
man  is  wanted,  but  of  a  man  who  wants  an  office.  I  am 
much  afraid  it  is  so,  though  I  do  not  like  to  believe  it.  But 
can  it  bo  that  an  estimable  and  amiable  member  whom  we 
all  respect,  whom  wo  ail  esteem,  but  who  will  be  the 
first  himself  to  admit  that  ho  has  not  yet  exhibited 
to  us  on  the  floor  of  this  House  his  Parliamentary 
capacity  or  fitness  for  that  post,  is  to  be  made  Chairman  of 
Supply  and  of  Committees  and  Deputy  Speaker  of  this 
House?  And  is  he  to  be  made  so  in  compensation  for  hopes 
deferred,  if  not  destroyed,  of  a  cabinet  office  to  which  he  is 
not  to  be  promoted,  perhaps  because  he  is  thought  not 
strong  enough  for  the  place,  and  perhaps  because  it  is 
thought  not  safe  to  submit  his  acceptance  of  that  place  to 
the  endorsation  of  his  constituents.  For  my  part  I  object 
at  this  time  to  the  creation  of  a  new  sala  ried  office.  I  think 
the  times  are  not  opportune  for  an  increase  of  expenditure 
in  this  way.  I  believe  the  people  at  large  think  this  legis¬ 
lative  machine  of  itself  is  costly  enough  as  it  stands,  and 
that  they  will  be  averse  to  paying  an  additional  salary  even 
to  a  member  of  this  House  without  cogent  reason.  And 
especially  are  they  so  when  it  threatens  the  independence 
of  Parliament  and  involves  an  addition  to  the  places  which 
may  be  held  by  members  of  Parliament,  and  more  par¬ 
ticularly  to  the  places  which  may  be  held  by  members  of 
Parliament  without  their  receiving  the  endorsation  of  their 
constituents  in  the  step  which  they  take  when  they  become, 
instead  of  being  independent  members  of  Parliament,  mem¬ 
bers  who  hold  offices  at  the  gift  of  the  Administration  just 
as  plainly  as  if  they  were  Crown  offices,  and  from  which 
time  they  cease  to  be  independent  members  of  Parliament, 
They  see,  Sir,  today  indirect  means  of  increasing  the  pat¬ 
ronage  which  already  exists.  They  see  it  through  com¬ 
panies  of  which  members  of  Parliament  are  the  principal 

Srietors,  and  under  which  enormous  sums  are  yearly 
in  effect  to  members  of  Parliament.  They  see  timber 
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limits,  they  see  ranches,  they  see  colonization  companies, 
they  see  coal  lands,  they  see  gold  lands,  they  see  railway 
charters,  they  see  railway  subsidies,  they  see  departmental 
favors,  all  used  as  machinery  by  which  this  Parliament  is 
being  perverted  from  being  a  free  and  independent  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  something  very  different,  which,  perhaps,  it  would 
not  be  quite  parliamentary  to  mention  ;  and  I  do  not  think 
they  will  desire  to  see  added  to  this  a  new  office,  which,  as 
I  hive  said,  is  in  the  gift  of  the  Administration  as  much  as 
if  it  was  a  proposal  that  the  Ministry  should  appoint  the 
officer,  inasmuch  as  the  Ministry  is  about,  in  a  little  while, 
when  this  discussion  is  over,  to  move  a  selection  or  appoint¬ 
ment  which  the  House  will  doubtless  ratify.  I  object, 
therefore,  to  the  plan  on  all  these  grounds,  but  I  am  not 
sanguine  enough  to  hope  that  my  objection  will  prevail. 
This  House  has  already  swallowed  camels,  and  I  do  not 
suppose  that  it  will  now  strain  at  a  gnat.  If  I  could 
I  would  press  on  the  hon.  gentleman  the  settlement 
of  the  question  in  the  sense  in  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  two  languages.  If  the  system — the  more 
elastic  system  which  1  have  mentioned,  which  I  believe 
would  be  the  best — is  to  be  departed  from,  and  we 
are  about  to  lay  down  once  for  all  a  plan  under  which  this 
additional  officer  shall  be  appointed,  then  the  time  comes  to 
consider  what  shall  be  done  in  that  regard,  and  whether 
that  question  should  not  be  regulated  formally,  as  we  are 
now  regulating  formally  the  appointment  of  the  officer.  We 
have  here  between  fifty  and  sixty  members  whose  native 
language  is  French.  They  bear  with  good  nature  and  for¬ 
bearance  the  inconvenience  inseparable  from  the  majority 
being  English,  with  an  imperfect  knowledge  of  their 
language.  They  usually  address  us  in  English,  and  when 
they  do  so,  they  acquit  themselves  in  that  language  to  the 
admiration  of  tho  House.  But  great  inconvenience  to  them 
must  result,  and  it  is  then  our  duty  to  minimise  that  incon¬ 
venience  as  much  as  possible ;  and  it  would  be  reasonable 
to  provide  that  whenever  the  Chair  of  this  House  is  filled 
by  a  person  whose  language  is  English,  the  other  office 
should  be  filled  by  one  whoso  native  tongue  is  French — turn 
about  is  fair  play  in  that  regard.  Now,  in  these  questions 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  the  whole  subject  might  best  be 
considered  in  the  way  I  have  suggested.  I  very  much  pre¬ 
fer  that  our  proceedings  with  reference  to  our  infoimal 
organisation  should  be  disposed  of  in  that  way, and,  if  possible, 
by  unanimous  consent.  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  show 
that  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  proceed  to  the  de¬ 
cision  of  this  question  to-day;  I  think  we  ought  to  consider 
it  in  the  method  to  which  I  have  referred.  I  am  prepared, 
for  my  part,  to  vote  against  the  scheme  as  now  brought 
down,  if  the  House  presses  it  to  a  vote  to-day  ;  but  I  am 
prepared  to  vote  for  such  a  cast  of  the  office  as  that  I  have 
referred  to,  though,  on  the  whole,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
to  endeavor  to  adjust  this  matter  in  the  way  I  suggested  at 
the  opening  of  my  remarks — to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  to  consider  the  whole  subject  and  to  endeavor  to 
ascertain  what  is  the  proper  way  to  deal  with  it — to  find 
precedents  and  practices  and  report  to  this  House.  I  should 
like  to  know,  at  this  moment  at  which  we  are  called  on 
to  vote,  how  many  members  are  acquainted  with  the  powers 
and  usages  and  practices  that  ought  to  be  considered  with 
reference  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees — the  powers  and 
rights  affecting  the  Speaker  as  they  obtain  in  England  ? 
We  are  not  informed  as  to  these  matters.  The  scheme  does 
not  strike  my  mind  favorably  in  the  first  instance;  but, 
desirous  rather  of  finding  a  method  which  will  accommodate 
opposing  views,  I  propose  the  following  amendment — leave 
out  the  words  after  “  that  ”  and  insert  the  following 

A  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  and  report  to  this  House 
whether  any  and  what  improvements  may  be  made  witn  reference  to  the 
chairmanship  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  com¬ 
menced  by  stating  that  the  practice  had  been  that  one  hon. 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


71 


member  was  generally  selected  as  Chairman  of  Commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Whole,  and  that  that  was  the  best  practice  that 
could  be  adopted.  Well,  it  is  very  difficult  to  carry  it  into 
effect — to  carry  it  out  thoroughly.  This  subject,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows — because  I  see  ho  has  studied  the  subject 
and  oxamined  the  reports  of  the  various  committees  in 
England — is  one  which  was  fully  considered  there  ;  it  was 
a  matter  of  very  grave  consideration  and  some  doubt,  and 
it  was  only  after  the  whole  subject  matter  had  been  fully 
sifted  that  the  House  of  Commons  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  a  change  was  absolutely  necessary.  The  hon.  gent  Io¬ 
nian  says  that  he  has  not  observed,  when  a  Chairman  is  cal¬ 
led  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  that  there  has  been  any 
irregularity  or  inconvenience.  The  hon.  gentleman,  if  he 
looks  back,  will  see— any  hon.  member  who  has  sat  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  some  time,  must  have  observed — that  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  are  not  conducted  with  all  the 
regularity,  are  not  conducted  with  that  deference  to  Parlia¬ 
mentary  propriety  that  usually  obtains  when  you,  Sir,  occupy 
the  Chair.  A  casual  chairman  selected  for  the  nonce  cannot 
himself  feel  that  confidence,  that  right  to  rule  and  decido, 
which  a  chairman  clothed  with  official  authority  must  feel. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  this  is  a  matter  of  governmental 
appointment.  The  appointment  is  to  be  made  by  the  House 
— by  a  majority  of  the  House,  certainly,  but  still  by  the 
House,  by  the  representatives  of  the  people,  and  the  officer 
appointed  will  be  no  more  a  governmental  appointment  than 
is  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  The  majority  will  decide  as 
they  see  fit,  in  a  free  Parliament  of  a  free  people,  and  if  they 
choose  to  support  the  Government  of  the  day,  if  they  choose 
to  approve  the  recommendations  of  that  Government,  it  is 
no  impairment  of  the  freedom  of  the  people ;  it  is  an  exer¬ 
cise  of  the  freedom  of  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
when  they  support  the  Government  of  the  day.  The  hon. 
gentleman’s  main  objection,  however,  is  that  there  is  going 
to  be  another  salary.  Well,  I  think  we  should  pay  a  few 
pounds  for  the  purpose  of  compensating  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  for  performing  the  onerous  and  responsible 
duties  of  such  a  position.  Put  tho  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
to  be  economical.  Why,  Sir,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
be  more  economical  in  the  notices  ho  gives  for  roturns,  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  cost  for  returns  which  he  has  moved 
for — many  of  them  of  no  use  or  utility,  many  that  will  not 
be  printed,  or  considered  by  the  Printing  Committee  to  be 
worthy  of  printing — the  cost  of  the  returns  which  ho  asks  for 
will  provide  tho  salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  five 
times  over.  And  then,  Mr.  Speaker, the  hon.  gentleman,  above 
all  things,  is  so  anxious  that  my  friends  from  Lower  Canada 
who  speak  French  shall  have  their  interests  protected.  Sir, 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  thought  that  he  might  introduce  a 
little  sectionalism — that  he  might  set  English  against  French, 
and  French  against  English.  The  thing  is  obvious — ho  gets 
such  a  support  from  the  French  Canadians  that  he  feels  that 
he  must  defend  their  rights,  and  must  prevent  them  being 
trampled  upon.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  motive  is  kind, 
it  is  philanthropic.  The  hon.  gentleman,  flowing  over  with 
love  for  his  fellow.men,  and  especially  for  his  French  Cana¬ 
dian  fellow-men,  makes  this  proposition  because  he  has 
heard  that  a  gentleman  who  is  not  a  French  Canadian  may 
probably  be  proposed .  It  is  rather  unworthy,  that,  Mr. 
Speaker,  of  the  hon.  gentleman ;  it  is  not  very  dignified, 
and  1  am  quite  sure  that  the  shaft  will  fail  of  its  object.  It 
is  too  thin,  Mr.  Speaker.  My  French  Canadian  friends 
understand  this ;  they  understand  the  object  and  the  motive 
too  well  to  pay  much  attention  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  new¬ 
born  philanthropy  and  French  Canadianism.  Mr.  Spoaker, 
I  do  not  consent  to  the  appointment  of  this  committee. 
The  subject  has  been  threshed  out  by  the  experience  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  England,  to  which  we  always  refer 
with  pleasure  and  instruction.  We,  as  a  general  rule,  in 
unprovided  cases,  adopt  the  rules  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  is  provided  in  our  own  rules  that  in  unprovided  cases  we 


shall  adopt  tho  practice  of  the  Houso  of  Commons.  We 
propose,  in  this  case,  to  adopt  that  practice,  and  I  shall 
oppose  the  motion  in  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE  Y.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  mado  two 
or  three  points,  which  ho  evidently  considers  vory  strong 
ones,  against  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  friend  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  He  says,  Sir,  that  tho  Chairm  m  of  Committees 
would  be  just  as  independent  of  tho  Government  as  you  your¬ 
self.  Well,  Sir,  admit  that  ;  admit  that  the  Chairman  of  Com¬ 
mittees  would  bo  equally  independent  with  the  Spoakor. 
Tho  difference  remains  that  tho  Chairman  of  Committees, 
instead  of  having  a  seat,  like  yourself,  outside  of  the  party 
contentions  of  the  House,  acting  as  arbiter  on  points  of 
Ordor,  would  be  an  active  member  of  tho  House,  occupying 
a  seat  in  the  Houso,  and  with  the  privilege  of  voting  on 
every  party  question,  and  casting  his  vote  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  which  he  owes  his  appointment.  I  conclude  that  if 
tho  Chairman  of  Committees  is  to  bo  only  as  independent  as 
the  Speaker,  he  should  not  have  a  seat  in  tho  House,  and 
should  not  vote  on  party  questions  any  more  than  the 
Spoakor  does.  On  the  second  point,  that  the  cost  of  the 
returns  moved  for  by  my  hon.  friend  who  proposed  this 
amendment  would  be  equal  to  five  times  the  salary  of 
the  proposed  new  officer,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
spoke  with  some  feeling  ;  he  spoke  with  some  energy,  with 
something  approaching  anger,  about  tho  number  of  roturns 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  and  I  do 
not  wonder  at  it,  Mr.  Speaker.  Theso  roturns  have  been 
called  for,  for  the  information  of  the  public  and  tho  members 
of  this  Houso.  “  Oh,”  says  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  “lots 
of  thorn  won’t  bo  printed  ;  lots  of  them  are  not  worthy  to  be 
printed.”  Well,  Sir,  I  agree  that  if  those  returns  are  a  true 
representation  of  the  facts,  many  of  them  are  scarcely  fit 
for  publication;  because  returns  have  been  presented  to 
this  House  before  now,  and  will  be  again,  I  am  quite 
sure,  bringing  things  to  light  which  ought  to  disgust  tho 
public,  not  only  with  tho  Government  who  do  such  things, 
but  with  tho  people  who  tolerate  such  a  Government.  It 
is  true  that,  for  tho  credit  of  the  country,  some  of  these 
roturns  should  not  be  printed.  But  tho  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  tho  cost  of  these  returns  would  pay  the  salary  of  this 
Chairman  of  Committees  five  times  over.  If  so,  it  follows 
that  that  gentleman  is  to  havo  a  very  small  salary,  or  that 
the  cost  of  bringing  down  these  returns  is  to  bo  extravagant. 
We  have  heard  $2,000  mentioned  as  the  probable  salary 
of  this  Chairman.  If  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  Govern* 
ment  can  make  the  preparation  of  these  returns  cost 
$10,000,  it  will  certainly  be  a  glorious  harvest  time  for  tho 
sessional  clerks,  and  for  those  who  have  friends  to  be  ap¬ 
pointed  sessional  clerks.  But  what  hurt  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  most  was  the  “  unworthy  sectionalism”  displayed 
by  my  hon.  friend  and  leader.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  certainly  a 
crushing  accusation  to  come  from  that  quarter.  If  tho  action 
of  the  hon.  leader  of  tho  Opposition  seems  to  the  right  hon. 
Premier  such  a  display  of  sectionalism  as  to  pass  tho 
bounds  of  propriety,  it  must  indeed  have  been  a  most  dis¬ 
gusting  display  of  sectionalism ;  becauso,  if  the  sectionalism 
of  yielding  to,  taking  care  of,  and  conciliating,  the  prejudices 
and  feelings  and  interests  of  the  different  sections  of  the 
country  was  ever  carried  to  perfection  by  any  individual, 
I  am  quite  sure  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will  be  not  only 
prepared  to  confess,  but  to  boast,  that  it  has  been  carried  to 
perfection  by  himself.  That  which  ho  now  denounces  as 
sectionalism  has  been  one  of  the  secrets  of  his  own  suc¬ 
cess.  But  is  it  sectionalism,  in  any  sense,  to  provide  for  tho 
convenience  of  the  minority  in  this  House  ?  Is  it 
even  unworthy  of  our  attention  to  provide  for  that 
recognition  of  their  influence,  their  prejudices  and  their 
feelings,  which  can  be  granted  without  the  slightest  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  feelings  of  any  member  of  this  House,  or 
any  interference  with  the  business  of  this  House  ?  I  think 
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it  is  not  so.  I  believe  the  proposition  of  ray  hon.  loader 
is  worthy  of  him,  and  worthy  of  the  acceptance  of 
this  House,  and  I  am  sure  it  will  be  as  gladly  accceded 
to  by  the  English-speaking  members  of  this  House  as 
by  those  who  speak  French.  Wo  have  rocognised  the 
principle  of  it  already,  more  or  loss,  in  the  appointment  of 
Speakers.  It  has  not  been  a  hard  and  fast  rule,  but  it  has 
been  almost  the  uniform  practice  that  tko  Speakers  should 
be  taken  alternately  from  those  who  speak  the  two  lan¬ 
guages  ;  and  it  has  sometimes  been  urged  that  we  should 
have  an  English-speaking  Speaker  in  the  Senate,  and  a 
French-speaking  Speaker  here,  or  vice  versa.  In  the  present 
case,  the  Speaker  of  the  Senate,  as  well  as  yourself,  is  a 
gentleman  whose  native  language  is  English,  and  that  adds 
force  to  the  contention  in  favour  of  tho  amendment.  But, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  concludes  that  this  exhibi¬ 
tion  of  sectionalism  lacks  dignity ;  it  is  “  undignified,”  he 
said,  in  his  most  rolling  tones. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh  ! 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  hon.  friends  evidently  recogniso  tho 
imitation.  They  are  so  accustomed  to  chcor  tho  tones  I 
refer  to,  that  when  I  imitate  them  they  are  bound  to  cheer 
also.  Ho  said  it  was  “  unworthy,  undignified,”  and  ho 
capped  the  climax  by  saying,  “  It  is  too  thin.”  If  the  speech 
seems  undignified  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  considers 
the  use  of  slang  of  that  sort  to  bo  a  highly  dignified  pro¬ 
ceeding,  it  certainly  was  undignified,  and  I  am  very  much 
ashamed  of  it. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Blake),  negatived  on  the  following 
division :  — » 

Yeas  : 


Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fleming, 

McMullen, 

Armstrong, 

Forbes, 

Mills, 

Auger, 

Geoffrion, 

Mulock, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Gillmor, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bechard,! 

Gnnn, 

Platt, 

Blake, 

Harley, 

Ray, 

Bourassa. 

Holton, 

Kin  fret, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Cartwright, 

Innes, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Irvine, 

Scriver, 

Jackson, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

King, 

Somervilio  (Bruce), 

Casey, 

Kirk, 

Springer, 

0 as grain. 

Landerktn, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Catudal, 

Langelier, 

Thompson, 

Charlton, 

Laurier, 

Trow, 

Cockburn, 

Lister, 

Livingstone,] 

Vail, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Watson, 

Edgar, 

Mackenzie, 

Wells, 

Fairbank, 

Fisher, 

McCraney, 

Mclsaae, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Wilson. — D9. 

Abbott, 

Dundas, 

McNeill, 

Allison, 

Dupont,  j 

Massue, 

Amyot, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Mitchell, 

Baker  (Missisquoi), 

Montplaisir, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Fortin, 

O’  Brien. 

Barnard, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

Orton, 

Beaty, 

Quimet, 

Bell, 

Gaudet, 

Paint, 

Belleau, 

Gault, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Benoit, 

Gigault, 

Pinsonneault, 

Benson, 

Girouard, 

Pruyn, 

Bergeron, 

Gordon, 

Reid, 

Bergin, 

Grandbois, 

Riopel, 

Billy, 

Guilbault, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Blondeau, 

Guillet, 

RoberLon  (Hastings), 

Bosse, 

Backett, 

Royal, 

Bourbeau, 

Hall, 

Rykert, 

Bowell, 

Hay, 

Shakespeare, 

Bryson, 

Hesson, 

Small, 

Burnham, 

Hickey, 

Smyth, 

Burns, 

Hilliard, 

Sproule, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Homer, 

Stair3, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Huiteau, 

Taschereau, 

Carling, 

Ives, 

Tasso, 

Taylor, 

Caron, 

Cbapleau, 

Mr.  Casey. 

Jamieson, 

Kilvert, 

Temple, 

Cochrane,  -  Kinney, 

Ooiby,  Kranz, 

Oostigan,  Landry  (Kent), 

Coughlin,  Landry  (Moatmagny), 

Coursol,  Langevin, 

Curran,  Lesage, 

Daly,  Macdonald  (King’s), 

Daoust,  Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Dawson,  Mackintosh, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’ngc),Macmaster, 

Desaulniers  (St.  M’rice), Macmillan  (Middieses), 
Desjardins,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dickinson,  McDougall  (C  .  Breton), 

Dodd,  McLelan, 

Dugas, 


Tilley, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (Tork), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Williams, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth, 

Wright.— 121. 


Mr.  ROYAL.  I  move  that  after  the  second  paragraph 
the  following  paragraph  bo  inserted 

And  (hat  the  member  elected  to  serve  as  Deputy  Speaker  and  Chair¬ 
man  of  Committees  shall  be  required  to  possess  a  full  and  practical 
knowledge  of  the  language  which  is  not  that  of  the  Speaker  for  the 
time  being. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  will  give  a  fine 
opportunity  for  introducing  a  competitive  examination. 

Mr.  GIRO  CARD.  The  House  will  be  tbo  judge  of  that. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved : 

That  the  main  motion  be  amended  by  inserting  after  the  words 
“  eo  elected  do  ’  ’  the  words  “  if  in  his  place  in  this  House.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  bon.  gentleman  will 
find  that  in  England  tho  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  as  in 
this  resolution,  takes  the  Chair,  as  a  matter  of  course,  in  all 
committees  and  in  the  Committee  of  tho  Whole  House,  but 
should  he  be  absent  another  Chairman  can  be  appointed. 
However,  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  accept  the 
lion,  gentleman’s  amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  IYE3.  It  strikes  me  there  might  possibly  be  some 
misunderstanding  in  reference  to  the  wording  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  bon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Royal), 
His  amendment  says  that  tho  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
shall  possess  a  practical  knowledge  of  the  language,  not 
the  language  of  tho  Speaker’,  for  the  time  being.  I  do  not 
know,  as  it  is,  that  there  are  only  two  languages.  We 
have  a  good  many  Gormans  in  Canada,  and  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  is  bringing  them  in  more  rapidly  every  year. 
I  think  it  is,  therefore,  worth  considering  whether  the 
wording  is  not  a  little  loose. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  if  Ah-Sin  should 
be  hero,  or  an  Indian,  ho  might  object ;  but  as  there  are 
only  two  languages  recognised  by  the  Constitutional  Act, 
the  French  and  English,  I  do  not  think  the  question  can 
possibly  arise. 

Main  motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to  on  the  foregoing 
division  reversed. 

Second  resolution  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

Third  resolution  agreed  to. 

Fourth  resolution  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved 

That  Malachy  Daly,  Esq.,  member  for  the  County  of  Halifax,  do  lake 
the  Chair  at  all  Committees  of  the  Whole  House,  iu  accordance  with 
the  foregoing  resolutions. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  will  be  now  in  order,  under  tho  stand¬ 
ing  Orders  of  the  House,  to  appoint  a  committee  or  a  Board 
of  Examiners  to  enquire  as  to  whether  the  gentleman  pro¬ 
posed  has  a  full  and  practical  knowledge  of  the  French 
language. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  VIN.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  not  be  at  that  trouble.  He  knows  as  well  as  I  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  was  proposed  is  a  gentleman  who, 
although  he  cannot  speak  the  French  as  well  as  his  own 
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language,  understands  it  fully,  and  I  am  sure  will  bo  quite 
competent  to  make  himself  understood  by  hon.  members  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  know  that,  and  was  only  drawing  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  peculiarity  of  the  arrangement  which  may  make 
it  difficult  at  times  to  go  into  effect. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

On  the  fifth  resolution, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  signified  the  consent  of  the  Crown  to  this. 

SIE  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  right,  but  I  have  obtained  the  consent  of  the  Crown  in 
writing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  yet  signified 
the  consent  of  the  Crown. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
captious. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  “  captious  ”  is  not  a 
parliamentary  word,  I  will  take  it  back.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  not  captious.  I  move  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  question  of  order  being  now  settled,  I 
call  your  attention,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  another  question,  which 
appears  to  me  to  be  of  considerable  consequence  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  resolution.  The  Constitutional  Act  has  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  mode  in  which  a  Speaker  shall  be  appointed, 
and  for  the  functions  of  the  Speaker.  The  44th  section 
provides  that :  % 

“  The  House  of  Commons,  on  its  first  assembling  after  a  general  election, 
shall  proceed  with  all  practicable  speed  to  elect  one  of  its  members  to 
be  Speaker;’  ’ 

And  then  the  next  section  provides  for  the  case  of  a 
vacancy.  The  46th  section  provides  that : 

“The  Speaker  shall  preside  at  all  meetings  of  the  House  of 
Commons 

And  the  47th  section  that : 

“Until  the  Parliament  of  Canada  otherwise  provides,  in  case  of  the 
absence  for  any  reason  of  the  Speaker  from  the  Chair  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  period  of  forty-eight  consecutive  hour3,  the  House  may 
elect  another  of  its  members,” 

for  certain  purposes ;  but  the  Constitutional  Act  does  not 
itself  make  any  provision  for  the  case  which  is  being  met 
by  this  proposed  resolution.  It  provides  only  for  the  case 
of  the  absence  of  the  Speaker  and  the  action  of  the  House 
thereupon.  The  difficulty  with  reference  to  the  action  of 
the  Speaker  himself  was  provided  for,  as  I  mentioned  awhile 
ago,  in  the  first  Session  of  the  first  Parliament,  by  chap¬ 
ter  2,  the  second  A.ct  we  passed ;  and  under  that,  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  it  was  provided  that : 

“  Whenever  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  from  illness  or 
other  cause,  finds  it  necessary  to  leave  the  Chair  during  any  part  of 
the  sittings  of  the  said  House  on  any  day,  he  may  call  upon  any  mem¬ 
ber  thereof  to  take  the  Chair  and  to  act  as  Speaker  during  the 
remainder  of  such  day,  unless  the  Speaker  himself  resume  the  Chair 
before  the  close  of  the  sittings  for  that  day;” 

and  so  forth.  Therefore,  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  you  were 
given  a  full  and  free  power  and  discretion  to  choose  any 
one  from  amongst  the  members  of  this  House  whom  you 
thought  fit  to  take  the  Chair,  and  such  person  was  bound 
to  take  tho  Chair  and  have  the  authority.  Now, 
the  proposed  resolution  is  that  you  shall  “  call  upon 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  or  in  his  absence,  any  member 
of  the  House  to  take  the  Chair."  I  do  not  object  to  that 
rule  at  all.  I  think  it  is  an  extremely  reasonable  thing,  in 
furtherance  of  the  intention  of  the  House  and  the  English 
practice,  that  you  should  call  upon  the  Chairman  of  Com¬ 
mittees,  or  in  his  absence,  any  member  of  the  House.  But 
it  is  clear  that  the  discretion  given  to  you  by  this  Act  of 
Parliament  is  qualified  and  limited  by  the  proposed  Standing 


Order  requiring  you  to  call  upon  a  designated  member,  and, 
in  his  absence  only,  upon  another  member  of  the  House. 
Of  course,  the  House  of  Commons,  no  more  than  the  Senate, 
can  alter  tho  law  of  the  land  by  a  resolution.  That  is  well 
understood.  That  is  a  fundamental  point.  Therefore  it  is 
by  Bill  that  this  change,  which  I  entirely  approve  of  in 
itself,  must  be  made.  If  it  is  desired  by  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  to  lay  it  down  as  a  rule  that  a  designated  member 
must  be  called  upon,  we  are  altering  the  Act,  and  we  can¬ 
not  do  that  by  a  Standing  Order  or  by  a  resolution. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  tho 
principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  this  House 
cannot  by  a  resolution  alter  an  Act  of  Parliament.  There 
is  no  doubt  about  that,  and  that  is  not  my  intention  in 
moving  these  resolutions,  These  resolutions  are  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  basing  and  founding  an  Act  of  Parliament 
upon  them,  and  the  moment  they  are  passed  a  Bill  will  bo 
introduced. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  they  are  not  the  Orders  of  the  House, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  question 
which  comes  before  the  Parliament  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
menced  by  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  there  is  no  question  which  comes  before 
Parliament  which  cannot  be  commenced  by  a  resolution, 
but  it  must  be  a  resolution  upon  which  a  Bill  is  to  be 
founded.  This  is  not  a  resolution  for  the  founding  of  a 
Bill,  but  a  resolutiop  complete  in  itself,  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  make  a  Standing  Order.  It  is  now 
for  the  first  time  that  we  hear  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pro¬ 
posed  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  nothing  said 
about  this  being  a  Standing  Order  in  the  resolution  now  in 
your  hands.  We  will  come  to  that  by-and-bye.  In  the 
meantime,  I  may  assure  the  hon,  gentleman  that  I  have  the 
Bill  drafted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Wo  have  this  difficulty.  We  have  already 
elected  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  The  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Moans  will  be  struck  very  soon,  we  hope,  and 
committees  of  this'House  will  be  in  existence.  Is  this  reso¬ 
lution  to  have  any  force  in  the  meantime  ?  Are  you  to  be 
bound  by  it  ?  On  the  face  of  it,  you  appear  to  be  bound  by 
it,  but  you  are  not  bound  by  it,  and  it  is  an  illegal  order 
until  the  Bill  is  passed. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

On  the  sixth  resolution, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  have  already  arranged  by  a  Standing 
Order,  until  and  unless  a  Bill  shall  be  passed,  to  override 
an  Act  of  our  own  Parliament.  I  presume  the  hon.  gentle-  ■ 
man  is  equally  able  to  override  the  Constitutional  Act  by  a 
like  Order.  The  Constitutional  Act  is  an  Act  of  the  Im¬ 
perial  Parliament,  for  which  the  hon .  gentleman  has  been 
supposed  to  have  some  deference,  and  the  47th  section  of 
that  Act  declares  that,  “  until  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
otherwise  provides” — mark  you,  Sir,  not  until  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  a  Standing  Order  or  otherwise,  otherwise 
provides,  but  “  until  the  Parliament  of  Canada  otherwise 
provides,”  and  the  only  way  in  which  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  can  provide  is  by  an  Act  of  Parliament — in  case  of 
the  absence  for  any  reason  of  the  Speaker  from  the 
Chair  of  tho  House  of  Commons  for  a  period  of  forty- 
eight  consecutive  hours,  the  House  may  elect  another 
of  its  members  to  act  as  Speaker,  and  the  member  so  elected 
shall,  during  the  continuance  of  such  absence  of  the 
Speaker,  have  and  execute  all  the  powers,  privileges  and 
duties  of  Speaker.”  Now,  there  is  a  provision  which 
was  the  same  as,  or  was  based  upon,  the  then  provision  in 
England  for  this  case.  It  is  in  the  same  words,  and  I  main¬ 
tain  that  any  variation  from  that  provision,  any  alteration 
of  the  relations  of  the  House  to  the  Chair  in  the  case  of  the 
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absence  of  the  Speaker,  cannot  be  accomplished  otherwise 
than  by  Bill.  Here  you  lind,  “  until  the  Parliament  of  Can¬ 
ada  otherwise  provides,”  certain  things  are  to  be  done. 
Now,  what  does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  ?  “  That  when¬ 
ever  the  House  shall  be  informed  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,”  so  that,  if  you 
are  absent  at  any  time,  not  merely  for  forty-eight  hours, 
but  for  that  or  any  other  time,  “  the  Chairman  of  Commit¬ 
tees  shall  perform  the  duties  and  exercise  the  authority  of 
Speaker.”  What  is  provided  in  the  47 th  section  is  that 
“  the  House  may  elect  another  of  its  members  to  be  Speaker.” 
I  maintain  that  we,  by  Slanding  Order,  have  no  right  to 
amend  this  47th  clause  of  the  Constitutional  Act,  and  pro¬ 
vide  that  a  designated  member  shall  be  called  to  the  Chair. 
It  must  be  done  by  Bill,  and  by  Bill  only,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  Standing  Order,  unless  and  until  a  Bill  bo  passed, 
is  a  void  Standing  Order,  in  so  far  as  it  varies  from  the  Con¬ 
stitutional  Act,  and  is  otherwise  useless  and  waste  paper. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  unless  and  until  the  Act  passes,  the 
present  provision  in  the  British  North  America  Act  must 
prevail— -unless  and  until  it  be  otherwise;  and  we  are  now 
proceeding  for  the  purpose  of  otherwise  providing. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Will  the  election  of  a  Chairman  of  Com¬ 
mittees,  who  is  also  to  act  as  Deputy  Speaker,  be  also  null 
and  void  unless  and  until  the  Act  is  passed  ?  And  after  the 
Act  is  passed,  will  it  be  necessary  to  re-elect  that  gentle¬ 
man  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  meet  the  view,  to  a 
certain  extent,  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  instead  of  mov¬ 
ing  that  tho  two  foregoing  resolutions  be  made  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House,  I  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
founded  upon  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  scon  tho  hon. 
gentleman  having  intended  to  do  a  thing,  and  wanting  to 
do  a  thing,  being  quite  decided  to  do  a  thing,  not  know  the 
way  to  do  it.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  said  these  resolu¬ 
tions  were  intended  to  initiate  proceedings  for  a  Bill,  and  in¬ 
tending  that  and  knowing  that,  he  gave  us  notice  they  were 
going  to  be  Standing  Orders,  and  then  sprang  the  Bill 
upon  us,  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  hon.  gentleman  should,  upon 
this  occasion,  not  have  known  the  way.  I  rather  suspect 
it  was  because  he  did  not  know  the  difficulty.  If  he  had 
known  the  difficulty  and  intended  to  accomplish  the  object, 
I  am  quite  sure  we  would  not  have  seen  this  last  resolution 
put  upon  the  paper  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  now 
moved. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  (No.  26)  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Deputy  Speaker  read  the  first  time. 

REMUNERATION  OF  CENSUS  COMMMISSIONERS 
IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  CARON.  In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  I  beg  leave  to  move  that  you  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,  and  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  to  consider  the  following  resolutions 

1.  Resolved, — That  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  shall  cause  to  be  pre¬ 
pared  one  or  more  tables,  setting  forth  the  rates  of  allowances  or  remu¬ 
neration  of  the  several  Census  Commissioners  and  enumerators 
employed  in  the  taking  of  the  census  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  the 
North-West  Territories  and  the  District  of  Keewatin,  not,  however,  to 
exceed  in  the  aggregate  such  amount  for  each  day  of  proved  effective 
service  for  any  numerator  and  for  each  day  of  like  service  for  any 
Census  Commissioner  as  the  Governor  in  Council  directs,  and  the  same 
shall  be  laid  before  Parliament  within  the  first  fifteen  days  of  the  Session 
next  ensuing. 

2.  Resolved, — That  such  allowances  or  remuneration  shall  be  paid 
to  the  several  persons  entitled  thereto,  in  such  manner  as  the  Governor 
in  Council  directs,  but  shall  not  be  payable  until  the  services  required 

Mr,  Blake. 


of  the  person  receiving  the  same  have  been  faithfully  and  entirely  per¬ 
formed. 

3.  Resolved, — That  such  allowances  or  remuneration  and  all  expenses 
to  be  incurred  in  carrying  into  effect  any  Act  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  relating  to  such  census  shall  be  paid  out  of  such  moneys  as  are 
provided  by  Parliament  for  that  purpose. 

These  resolutions  are  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  the 
remuneration  of  the  enumerators  to  be  appointed  for  taking 
the  census  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories.  It 
has  been  considered  desirable  to  have  the  oensus  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  and  also  in  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  taken  every  five  years  instead  of  every  ten,  I 
think  it  is  very  desirable  that  in  a  new  and  growing  country 
like  Manitoba  its  progress  and  development  should  be  ascer¬ 
tained  and  published  more  frequently  than  once  in  ten 
years.  As  to  the  North-West  Territories,  I  think  it  is  also 
very  desirable  that  their  agricultural  development  and  the 
producing  capabilities  of  that  very  fertile  country,  in  the 
way  of  agricultural  products  and  cattle,  should  be  ascer¬ 
tained  and  published  to  the  world  oftener  than  once  in  ten 
years.  I  know  that  at  the  present  time  those  statistics  are 
collected,  but  I  think  that  under  the  new  system  they  will 
be  collected  in  a  very  much  more  satisfactory  and  complete 
manner  than  they  are  at  present. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  member  has  pro¬ 
posed  these  resolutions  to-day.  I  think  the  proceedings,  if 
not  absolutely  irregular,  are  premature.  It  is  not  a  resolu¬ 
tion  upon  which  to  found  a  Bill  at  all,  and  no  Bill  is 
actually  introduced  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  for  the 
taking  of  a  census  in  the  North-West  Territories;  and  yet 
we  have  here  the  money  resolution  for  that  Bill.  Now,  as 
a  rule,  we  do  not  take  money  resolutions  on  Bills  until  after 
the  House  has  had  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  for 
the  reason  thaC  money  resolutions,  when  reported,  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  committee  to  which  the  Bill  has  been  referred. 
But  the  Bill  itself  has  not  been  printed.  We  are  unable  to 
scrutinise  its  provisions,  to  see  if  they  harmonise  with  the 
money  resolutions ;  and  we  really  have  not,  therefore,  a 
fair  opportunity  of  seeing  how  they  fit  into  the  resolutions 
of  the  Bill.  There  is  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  From  this  side  of  the  House,  some 
years  ago,  the  suggestion  was  made  that  there  should  be  a 
quinquennial  instead  of  a  more  distant  census.  These  reso- 
lutions  contain,  however,  certain  very  peculiar  provisions 
as  to  details  for  the  payment  of  the  enumerators.  I  know 
not  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Caron)  has  received 
instructions  from  the  Minister  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
Department  to  give  full  explanations  as  to  the  reasons  why 
they  have  been  inserted ;  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
devoted  himself  to  that  point,  instead  of  discussing  the 
principle  of  a  quinquennial  census,  which  belongs  to  the 
Bill  and  not  to  the  resolutions,  his  remarks  would  have 
been  more  pertinent  to  what  is  immediately  before  us. 
What  is  immediately  before  us  is  as  to  these  details.  There 
is  an  illusory  provision  as  to  the  control  of  Parliament  over 
these  salaries.  The  resolution  reads : 

“  That  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  shall  cause  to  be  prepared  one  or 
more  tables,  setting  forth  the  rates  of  allowance  or  remuneration,”  and 
so  forth,  “  and  the  same  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament  within  the  first 
fifteen  days  of  the  Session  next  ensuing.” 

We  do  not  know  the  principle  on  which  these  men  are  to 
be  remunerated.  We  should  have  some  further  information 
as  to  the  principle  on  which  the  public  money  is  to  be  ex 
pended.  Moreover,  the  resolutions  should  indicate  the 
principle.  This  House  should  not  give  a  vague  and  inde¬ 
finite  power  to  the  hon.  Minister,  particularly  when  there  is 
no  need  to  do  so.  The  census  has  been  taken  in  these  very 
Territories.  It  was  done  in  1881.  The  decennial  census 
has  been  taken  more  than  once  in  the  country.  The  hon. 
Minister  must  know  the  proper  principle,  and  if  he  does 
not  know  it  he  must  find  it  out;  he  must  lay  down  a  prin¬ 
ciple  after  a  little  while,  before  he  passes  the  Order  in 
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Council,  Why  should  he  not  state  to  the  House  that  such 
and  such  a  principle  is  to  be  applied  to  -the  remunera¬ 
tion  of  the  enumerators,  and  ask  the  House  to  sanc¬ 
tion  it,  not  ask  .  the  House  to  give  the  whole 
matter  into  his  discretion.  The  resolutions  also  set 
forth  that  the  allowances  or  remuneration  and  all  ex¬ 
penses  shall  be  paid  out  of  such  moneys  as  are  provided  by 
Parliament.  My  objection  is  to  asking  this  House  to  sur¬ 
render  its  functions  of  passing  upon  these  proposals  and 
handing  over  exclusive  control  and  an  indefinite  power  to 
fix  the  remuneration  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  quite  right 
in  asking  for  the  information  which  I  have  recived  from  my 
colleague,  who,  unfortunately,  owing  to  illness,  is  prevented 
from  being  in  his  seat  to-day.  As  the  House  knows,  under 
the  old  Act,  the  remuneration  given  to  commissionei’s  was 
$4  per  day,  and  $3  per  day  to  each  enumerator.  Payment 
was  made  up  under  the  old  Act— and  it  will  be  made  up  in 
like  manner  if  these  resolutions  are  carried  into  effect  and  a 
Bill  based  on  them  is  accepted  by  the  House — on  a  calcula¬ 
tion  of  the  days  of  service,  the  number  of  miles  travelled  and 
the  number  of  families  taken,  the  payment  to  commissioners 
not  to  exceed  the  amount  I  have  stated,  $4  per  day,  and  that 
of  enumerators,  $3  per  day.  In  addition  to  the  amount 
stated,  additional  compensation  was  given  in  the  case  of 
some  outlying  parts  of  the  Province,  such  as  the  upper  part 
of  the  county  of  Ottawa.  As  in  some  remote  portions  of 
the  older  Provinces,  so  in  the  North-West  Territory  and 
Province  of  Manitoba,  although  the  rule  of  $4  per  day  to 
commissioners  and  $3  per  day  to  enumerators  was  laid 
down  extras  had  to  be  paid,  due  to  the  sparseness  of  the 
population  and  the  great  length  of  mileage  which  had  to  be 
travelled,  and  also  from  the  difficulties  experienced  in  many 
instances  by  enumerators  in  getting  from  one  place  to  an¬ 
other,  Nevertheless,  the  rule  adopted  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  is  intended  to  be  followed — according  to  in¬ 
formation  I  have  received — which  is,  payment  of  $4  per  day 
to  commissioners  and  $3  to  enumerators. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

(In  the  Committeo.) 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  alter 
the  resolutions  by  inserting  the  maximum  rate  of  payment 
to  which  he  has  referred. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  information  I  have  given  is  the  infor- 
formation  which  I  have  received.  I  know  that  the  maximum 
which  the  Minister  intended  to  lay  down  as  the  rule  to  be 
adopted  is  $4  per  day  for  each  commissioner,  and  $3  for 
each  enumerator.  In  the  absence  of  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  I  do  not  desire  to  make  the  change  which  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  suggested ;  but  I  do  not  mean 
to  ask  concurrence  in  the  resolutions  until  that  point  has 
been  satisfactorily  settled. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  will,  of  course,  be  allowed  the  same 
freedom  of  debate  on  the  motion  to  concur  as  in  committee  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Certainly. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  see  the  practical  inconvenience  of  being 
called  on  to  consider  these  resolutions  without  knowing 
precisely  at  this  moment  what  is  contained  in  the  Bill.  I 
do  not  know  from  the  provisions  of  the  resolutions  whether 
the  Government  intend  taking  the  census  over  the  entire 
North-West  Territories  and  the  District  of  Ke6watin,  or 
merely  in  particular  organised  districts,  I  think  we  should 
know  what  the  Government  propose  to  do  before  we  are 
called  on  to  take  action.  The  hon.  Minister  in  charge  of 
the  resolutions  must  be  aware  that  unless  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  dispute  the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Com¬ 
mittee  in  regard  to  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba,  all  those 
parts  of  the  District  of  Keewatin  in  which  there  were  no 


civilised  settlers  were  embraced  either  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  or  the  Provinco  of  Manitoba.  Tho  settlers  along 
the  Rainy  River  are  now  held  to  be  within  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  not  within  the  District  of  Keewatin.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  by  tho  alterations  they  made  in  the 
boundaries  of  Manitoba,  included  in  it  the  Icelandic  settle¬ 
ments  which  were  in  the  District  of  Keewatin,  so  that  there 
are  no  settlers  in  the  District  of  Keewatin,  except  a  few 
wandering  tribes,  or  sections  of  tribes  of  Indians.  There  are 
no  people  to  provide  a  government  for ;  there  is  no  necessity 
for  a  government,  and  in  fact  there  can  be  no  civilizod 
government  within  that  particular  district,  and  I  cannot 
understand  why  the  hon.  gentleman  should  propose  resolu¬ 
tions  to  take  the  census  in  a  district  in  which  there  are  no 
settlers,  and  in  which  there  are  not  likely  to  be  any  for  some 
time  to  come ;  for  all  those  sections  of  the  District  of  Kee- 
watia  which  were  at  all  likely  to  be  settled  for  years  to 
come  are,  as  I  have  already  stated,  within  either  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  or  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  North-West  Territory,  there  are  certain 
districts  which  the  hon.  gentleman  marked  out  by  Order  in 
Council,  into  which  settlers  are  going,  which  are  surveyed 
and  set  out  for  settlement.  I  can  understand  why  tho 
census  should  be  taken  in  those  districts,  as  the  hon  gentle¬ 
man  proposes,  but  surely  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  take  the  census  of  the  Indian  population  on  lands 
which  are  not  set  out  for  settlement.  Surely  the  census  is 
being  taken  with  some  object  in  view,  either  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  representation  to  the  population  in  those 
districts,  or  for  the  purpose  of  giving  aid  to  people  going  in 
there.  So  far,  then,  as  those  districts  are  concerned,  which 
are  set  out  for  settlement  and  to  which  a  population  is 
going  with  a  view  of  making  a  permanent  settlement, 
there  is  a  reason  for  taking  a  census.  But  with  regard  to 
other  sections  of  the  North-West  Territories  there  can  be  no 
reason  for  taking  the  census  and  incurring  a  large  expenditure 
unnecessarily.  If  there  is  one  thing  more  than  another 
which  devolves  upon  the  House,  it  is  to  look  carefully  after 
tho  public  expenditure.  When  the  Government  make  a 
proposal,  it  is  the  business  of  the  House  to  see  the  extent 
of  the  authority  which  they  seek  to  take,  and  to  confine 
that  authority  within  a  reasonable  limit.  The  duties  of  the 
Government  are  administrative,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  to  determine  how  far  they 
shall  authorise  the  Government  to  take  the  census  within 
five  years.  I  think  we  should  have  had  the  Bill  before  us, 
so  that  we  could  have  seen  precisely  what  the  proposal  is, 
and  seen  that  the  taking  of  the  census  is  confined  to  those 
districts  which  are  set  out  for  settlement ;  and  only  where 
it  is.  necessary,  where  settlement  goes  on  rapidly  should  the 
census  be  taken  oftener  than  once  in  ten  years. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  resolutions  were 
introduced  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  business,  and  of  course  if  the  Bill  does  not  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  the  House,  these  resolutions  fall ; 
they  are  of  no  value.  The  considerations  which  the.  hon. 
gentleman  has  very  properly  brought  up  will  have  full 
weight  with  the  House  when  that  measure  is  taken.  It  is 
for  the  House  to  see  whether  the  census  has  to  be  taken  at 
all,  except  the  usual  decennial  census,  and  it  is  for  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  see  to  what  portion  of  the  North-West,  Manitoba  or 
Keewatin  the  Bill  shall  apply.  These  resolutions  are 
merely  to  fix  the  rate  of  remuneration,  and  they  in  no  way 
pledge  the  House,  except  as  to  this  point,  especially  when  the 
proposition  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  carried  into 
effect,  and  a  maximum  is  stated. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  the  District  of  Keewatin  and  the 
North-West  Territory  are  stated  without  limit. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course.  But  the  limit 
must  be  put  in  the  Act. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  the  absence  of  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  charge  of  the  measure,  that  it  might  be  desirable  to 
do  as  was  intended  to  be  done  in  taking  the  original  census — 
that  is,  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  schedule  of  the 
questions  which  these  proposed  enumerators  are  to  ask  and 
the  information  they  should  obtain.  I  mention  that  because 
I  think  it  might  be  of  very  considerable  practical  import¬ 
ance  in  the  future,  that  there  should  be  presented  as  clear  a 
view  as  possible  of  the  condition  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  to-day.  I  am  quite  convinced  that  in  a  few  years 
their  progress  will  be  very  great,  and  any  comparison 
with  this  census  would  be  of  great  value  in  every  point 
of  view.  There  are  two  or  three  matters  which,  at  the  proper 
time,  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to,  which  have  been 
omitted  in  our  present  census,  and  which  I  think  it  is 
greatly  to  be  regretted  were  omitted,  more  particularly — 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  and  the  First  Minister  will  see  the 
force  of  it — that  we  have  no  information  as  to  the  quality 
and  condition  of  the  buildings  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
In  all  other  censuses  that  I  know  of,  and  certainly  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  great  care  is  taken  to  show  of  what 
material  the  houses  consist,  of  how  many  rooms  the  houses 
are  composed,  and  valuable  and  important  deductions 
touching  the  welfare  of  the  population  are  and  have  been 
drawn  from  this  information.  I  called  attention  to  it  in 
1881,  but,  unfortunately,  it  was  not  attended  to,  and  a  valu¬ 
able  element  of  information  has  thereby  been  lost.  Now, 
I  think  that  in  the  case  of  the  North-West  Territories  it 
would  be  of  special  interest  to  those  who  may  be  here  five 
years  hencp  to  have  this  information. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  will  make  a  note  of  the  remarks  which 
have  fallen  from  hon.  gentlemen,  and  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to  them.  I  am  quite  cer¬ 
tain  he  will  give  the  information  if  possible. 

Resolutions  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  reported. 

THE  BUDGET. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance  in  a  position  to  give  us  any  information  as  to 
when  we  may  expect  the  financial  statement  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  cannot,  at  present. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  5:50  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  11th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  beg,  if  the 
Finance  Minister  does  not  object,  that  the  Public  Accounts 
should  be  referred,  together  with  the  Auditor-General’s 
report,  to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Public  Accounts. 
There  has  been,  perhaps  necessarily,  some  little  delay  in 
calling  the  Committee  together,  and  it  would  be  a  conve¬ 
nience  to  have  the  Public  Accounts  before  them  to-morrow. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  have  no  objection.  The 
meeting  to-morrow  is  for  organization. 

Sir  John  As  Macdonald. 


Mr.  SPEAKER.  Do  you  move  it  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPORTS  PRESENTED. 

Report  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  for  the 
year  ending  30th  June,  1884. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

Report  of  the  Postmaster-General  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1884.— -(Mr.  Carling.) 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  27)  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  seduction 
and  like  offences. — Mr.  Charlton. 

THE  PUBLIC  DEBT. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  The  gross  amount  of  the 
public  debt  on  1st  January,  1885  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  amount  of  the  gross 
debt  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  on  the  1st  January,  1885, 
was  $253,739,146.77. 

BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURE. 

Mr.  GIGAULT  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  take  any  action  with  reference  to  the 
suggestions  made  in  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  to  enquire 
into  the  agricultural  interests  of  Canada,  to  the  effect : — 
“  That  the  Government  take  into  earnest  and  favorable  con¬ 
sideration  the  advisability  of  establishing  a  bureau  of  agri¬ 
culture,  and  an  experimental  farm  in  connection  there¬ 
with?” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  subject  now  engages 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  and  we  hope  to  be  able  to 
come  down  with  a  measure  on  the  subject  this  Session. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT. 

Mr.  AUGER  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has,  as 
provided  by  the  second  sub-section  of  section  56,  of  the  Act 
30  Yic,,  chap.  30,  intituled  :  “  An  Act  respecting 
the  salo  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  and  the  issue  of  licenses 
therefor,”  made  regulations  directing  in  what  manner  the 
license  fund  shall  be  applied ;  and  if  so,  what  are  the 
salaries  of  the  commissioners  and  of  the  inspectors  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  have 
made  no  regulations  on  the  subject  as  yet. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— EXPENSES  AND 
EARNINGS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  were  the  working  expenses 
and  the  earnings  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  each 
month  of  the  first  six  months  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  as 
returned  by  the  Moncton  Office  to  the  Department  of  Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals. 

Mr.  POPE.  In  the  month  of  July,  the  earnings  were 
$205,000,  and  the  expenditure  $250,000 ;  in  August  the 
earnings  were  $197,948,  and  the  expenditure  $253,869 ;  in 
September  the  earnings  were  $213,196,  and  the  expendi¬ 
ture  $255,146  ;  in  October  the  earnings  were  $233,754,  and 
the  expenditure  $266,775  ;  in  November  the  earnings  were 
$206,663,  and  the  expenditure  $232,159 ;  and  in  December 
the  earnings  were  $152,154,  and  the  expenditure  $187,550. 

OFFICIAL  REPORTERS  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  AUGER  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  employ  the  House  of  Commons  Hansard  reporters 
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during  the  recess  at  such  reporting  as  may  he  required  to 
be  done  in  connection  with  the  Supreme  Court,  before  the 
official  arbitrators,  in  special  arbitrations  or  other  cases  in 
which  such  reporting  is  chargeable  to  the  Dominion 
Government.  * 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU»  The  salary  of  the  reporters  has  been 
fixed  by  resolution  of  last  Session,  but  if  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  House  that  their  services  should  be  utilised  during  the 
recess,  the  Government  will  enquire  into  the  matter.  But, 
as  I  said  before,  the  House  has  fixed  their  salary,  by 
resolution,  for  their  work  only  during  the  Session. 

THE  CASE  OP  D.  J.  HUGHES. 

Mr.  WILSON  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has  in¬ 
vestigated  the  charges  of  certain  petitioners  of  the  County 
of  Elgin,  against  the  official  conduct  of  D.  J.  Hughes, 
County  Judge  of  Elgin?  If  so,  do  they  intend  to  appoint 
a  commissioner  or  to  take  any  further  action  in  the  matter  ? 
If  so,  what  action,  and  when  will  it  be  taken  ?  Has  there 
been  correspondence  between  the  Government  and  D.  J. 
Hughes  in  the  matter  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  has  not 
investigated  the  charge.  They  do  not  intend  to  appoint  a 
Commission,  because,  on  careful  examination  of  the  whole 
matter,  they  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  a  case  for  enquiry 
under  45  Vie.,  chap.  12.  As  to  the  third  branch  of  the 
question,  a  copy  of  the  charges  was  sent  to  the  judge,  and 
he  replied  they  were  too  general  to  answer.  The  Minister 
eliminated  those  charges  in  respect  of  which  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  ask  an  explanation.  The  other 
charges  were  then  sent  to  tho  judge,  who  replied.  The 
petitioner  (Stanton)  asked  for  a  copy  of  this  reply.  On 
enquiry  of  the  judge  whether  he  had  any  objection,  he  re¬ 
plied  that  he  preferred  that  his  answer  should  be  sent  down 
to  the  House  with  the  charges  which  had  been  mad©  against 
him. 

INDIAN  ADVANCEMENT  ACT  OP  1884;  ! 

Mr.  COCKBURN  asked,  Whether  any  band  or  bands 
of  Indians,  by  order  of  the  Govenor  in  Council,  have  been 
declared  fit  to  have  the  Indian  Advancement  Act  of  1884 
applied  to  them  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  No  band  or  bands  of 
Indians  have  been  declared  fit  to  have  the  Indian  Advance¬ 
ment  Act  of  1884  applied  to  them.  The  Act  was  not  to  be 
applied  to  Indian  bands  earlier  than  the  first  of  January, 
1885. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  asked,  Whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  by  correspondence  with  Indian  agents  or  otherwise, 
wilh  a  view  to  bring  into  operation  the  provisions  of  the 
Indian  Advancement  Act  of  1884.  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  attention  of  Indian 
agents  has  been  called  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  and 
they  have  been  instructed  to  bring  the  same  under  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  such  of  the  bands  within  their  agency  as 
might  be  considered  sufficiently  advanced  in  civilisation  to 
have  the  provisions  of  the  Act  applied  to  them. 

MR.  J.  H.  MORGAN. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  asked,  Who  is  J.  H.  Morgan, 
whose  name  appears  in  the  Public  Accounts  for  1884  as 
having  received  $3,125  for  services  as  Forestry  Commis¬ 
sioner  ?  When  was  he  appointed,  and  upon  whose  recom¬ 
mendation  ?  What  are  his  duties  ?  Has  he  made  any 
report  to  the  Government  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A^MACDONALD.  Mr.  Joseph  Henry  Morgan, 
was,  upon  recommendation  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 
appointed  by  Order  in  Council  of  22nd  February,  1883,  a 


Commissioner  to  enquire  into  and  report  upon  the  subjoot  of 
the  protection  of  the  public  forests  of  Canada.  He  has  made 
a  report,  a  summary  of  which  is  published  in  the  Report  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  for  1884,  part  6. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT,  1883. 

Mr.  FOSTER  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  maintain  the  Boards  of  Commissioners 
appointed  under  the  provisions  of  the  Liquor  License  Act 
of  1883  in  counties  and  cities  which  have  adopted  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878  ;  if  so,  whether  since  the 
recent  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  in  re  the 
“  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883,”  if  any  instructions  have  been 
issued  to  boards  in  such  counties  and  cities  looking  towards 
the  enforcement  of  the  Act ;  and,  if  not,  if  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  issue  any  such  instructions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  whole  subject  of  this 
question  is  under  the  consideration  of  the  Governmenf. 

BREAKWATER  AT  BAYFIELD,  N.S. 

Mr,  McISAAC  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  provide  this  Session  for  the  completion  or  fur¬ 
ther  extension  of  the  breakwater  at  Bayfield,  N.  S.  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LA.NGEVIN.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  whether  the  Government  will 
provide  for  this  work  during  this  Session. 

A  DIVORCE  COURT. 

Mr.  FARROW  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  create  a  Divorce  Court  instead  of  having  appli¬ 
cations  for  divorce  come  before  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  a  Divorce  Bill. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AT  NAPANEE. 

Mr.  PRUYN  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  recommend  the  construction  of  a  Cus¬ 
toms  and  Post  Office  building  at  Napanee? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  must  say  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  bring  this  matter 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— SECTION  B. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  Has  the  sum  of  $395,600,  awarded 
as  damages  to  Manning,  Macdonald,  McLaren  &  Co.,  con¬ 
tractors  for  Section  B,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  by  Messrs. 
Brydges  and  Light,  two  of  the  arbitrators  to  whom  the 
claims  of  the  said  contractors  for  damages  were  submitted, 
or  any  part  of  such  sum,  been  paid  to  said  contractors  ?  If 
so,  in  what  amounts  and  on  what  dates  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  was  a  certificate  issued  on  2nd  July 
for  $100,000;  on  14th  July  one  for  $50,000;  on  21st  Octo¬ 
ber,  one  for  $245,600,  making  a  total  of  $395,600. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  Has  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  as  stated  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  Committee  of 
Supply,  cn  17th  April,  1884,  to  take  the  opinion  of  eminent 
counsel  as  to  the  binding  character  of  the  award  of  Messrs, 
Brydges  and  Light,  giving  damages  to  the  contractors  for 
Section  B,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, to  the  extent  of  $395,600, 
and  as  to  the  action  to  be  taken  in  case  it  was  not  considered 
binding,  before  paying  anything  on  account  of  said  award, 
been  carried  out  ?  If  so,  what  was  the  opinion  of  the 
counsel  consulted,  and  what  action  has  been  taken  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Eminent  counsel  was  selected,  as  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  said  in  this  House  at  that  time  would  be  the  case  ; 
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and  the  advice  was  that  there  was  no  use  in  contesting  the 
award. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  Did  Judgo  Clarke,  the  nominee  of 
the  Government  on  the  Section  B  arbitration  make  any 
separate  report  to  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  claims  for  damages,  or  in  regard  to  the  award  of 
Messrs.  Brydges  and  Light  which  the  latter  state  he 
(Clarke)  refused  to  sign  ?  If  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  such 
report  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  no  such  report. 

TELEGRAPHS  IN  CAPE  BRETON. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness)  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  during  the  present  Session,  to 
extend  the  tel egrap a  system  from  Cape  North  along  the 
north-west  coast  of  Cape  Breton  in  connection  with  the 
existing  telegraph  lines? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  This  matter  was  brought 
to  my  notice  the  other  day  by  the  superintendent  of  tele¬ 
graph  lines ;  I  have  taken  no  action  in  the  matter  as  yet. 

TRADE  RELATIONS  WITH  POREIGN  COUNTRIES. 

Mr.  BURPEE  (Sunbury)  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  taken  any  steps  towards  promoting  the  extension 
of  our  trade  relations  with  other  countries,  British  or  for¬ 
eign  ?  If  so,  with  what  country  and  with  what  prospect  of 
success  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Government  have  taken 
step3  towards  promoting  the  extension  of  our  trade  relations 
with  other  countries,  but  I  may  state  to  the  hon.  member 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government  it  would  not  be  in 
the  public  interest  to  name  the  countries  at  this  moment. 

GREAT  AMERICAN  AND  EUROPEAN  SHORT 
LINE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  PAINT  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  reports  made  by  engineers  employed  by  the  Great 
American  and  European  Short  Line  Railway  Company  in  Nova  Scotia 
and  Cape  Breton,  with  the  plans,  papers  and  correspondence  connected 
therewith  ;  also,  tor  copies  of  all  correspondence  with  the  Dominion 
Government  and  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  on  the  same  subject ; 
also,  copies  of  all  contracts  by  and  between  the  said  company  and  other 
persons  ;  also,  a  statement  of  all  moneys  paid  out  and  expesded  on  con¬ 
tracts  for  salaries,  wages  and  labor;  showing  also  the  amounts,  if  any, 
still  due  and  owing  by  the  said  company  to  their  contractors,  agents  or 
workmen.  And  also  a  statement  of  the  number  of  miles  completed  and 
graded  in  each  of  the  counties  of  Cumberland,  Colchester  and  Pictou. 

He  said  :  My  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  moving  for  this  Return 
is  to  procure  reliable  information  in  connection  with  the 
Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  which  was  incorporated  in  1882,  by  an  Act  of  this 
Parliament.  I  desire  to  ascertain  why  this  company  has 
done  so  little  useful  work.  I  want  to  know  if  there  is  any 
just  foundation  for  the  report  so  strongly  made  by  a  reliable 
party  that  this  company  has  not  paid  its  debts  to  the  con¬ 
tractors,  laborers  and  others,  although  the  shareholders 
were  reported  to  be  millionaires.  I  wish,  in  short,  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  total  indebtedness  of  the  Short  Line  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  and  to  arrive  at  some  just  plan  whereby  the 
contractors  may  be  paid  in  order  to  avoid  their  total  ruin  ; 
and  I  desire  also  to  arrive  at  a  just  basis  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  laborers  and  others,  who  are  still  in  the 
locality  of  the  works  and  within  the  Province,  and  who  are 
deprived  of  the  necessaries  of  life  by  being  denied  wages  due 
them.  In  regard  to  the  Short  Line  Railway  passing  through 
the  Counties  of  Cumberland,  Colchester,  and  Pictou,  I  am 
not  here  to  say  that  it  should  not  be  constructed,  but  rather 
to  give  my  support  and  influence,  if  needed,  to  assist  in 
maturing  a  plan  whereby,  first,  the  debts  of  the  company 
may  be  paid,  and,  second,  the  railway  ultimately  com¬ 
pleted.  But  at  this  point  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood, 
Mr.  Pope. 
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Whatever  arrangements  are  made  for  railway  extension  into 
Cape  Breton,  my  aim  is  that  no  entanglements  shall  be  had 
in  connection  with  any  projected  railway  in  Nova  Scotia, 
and  for  this  re  a: on  :  There  are  parties  who  would  under¬ 
take  the  construction  of  the  80  miles  of  railway  in  Cape 
Breton  by  itself ;  but  if  they  are  compelled  to  construct 
some  90  miles  of  Short  Line  Railway  in  Nova  Scotia  which 
would  run  side  by  side  with  the  Intercolonial,  they  would 
not  be  disposed  to  undertake  the  contract  in  the  Island  of 
Capo  Breton.  My  interest  as  the  representative  of  one  of 
the  counties  of  Cape  Breton  lies  in  having  the  railway  con¬ 
structed  by  the  shortest  and  most  feasible  route,  and  that 
route  has  already  been  surveyed  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to 
St.  Poter’s  Canal,  80  miles,  and  the  additional  50  miles, 
from  St.  Peter’s  Canal  to  Louisburg  have  been  surveyed 
but  not  located.  The  counties  already  named  on  the 
mainland,  Cumberland,  Colchester  and  Pictou,  are 
intersected  by  railways,  while  Cape  Breton  has  not  one 
mile,  except  that  which  is  situated  in  the  locality  of  the 
Sydney  Mines,  with  a  line  connecting  the  harbor  of  Louis¬ 
burg  and  Sydney,  but  all  owned  by  the  coal  company.  Cape 
Breton  has  90,000  people  who  desire  and  long  for  railway 
accommodation.  At  this  time  I  appeal  to  the  House  on 
their  behalf.  Since  1851,  a  period  of  some  34  years,  the 
agitation  with  respect  to  this  railway  has  been  continued, 
but  nothing  has  been  done  up  to  date.  It  may  be  urged 
that  the  sum  available  in  the  Dominion  Treasury  is  not  so 
large  as  formerly  when  subsidies  were  given.  As  one  mem¬ 
ber  from  the  Island  I  take  the  responsibility  of  saying  that 
if  the  Dominion  Government  will  give  us  2,000,000  acres  of 
good  land  in  the  North-West,  that  grant  will  ensure  the 
construction  of  the  road.  It  is  time  this  much  needed  rail¬ 
way  was  an  accomplished  fact,  constructed  either  by  the 
Government  or  by  a  company.  The  necessities  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  may  compel  us  to  accept  2,000,000  acres  of  land  in 
the  North-West  in  lieu  of  a  cash  subsidy,  such  a  gift  being 
perfectly  in  order  when  made  to  a  portion  of  a  grand  trunk 
line  such  as  this  will  be,  extending  as  it  will  do  from 
Vancouver  to  Louisburg.  The  disposal ,  of  these 
lands  will  be  an  easy  mode  for  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  to  do  justice  in  the  matter  of  our  through 
railway;  besides,  the  advantages  of  such  a  trans¬ 
action  would  not  be  altogether  on  our  side,  for  the  whole 
Dominion  would  be  benefited  and  the  bond  of  mutual 
dependence  would  be  strengthened.  Whatever  arguments 
apply  to  the  granting  of  a  Dominion  subsidy  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  that  great  transcontinental  line  of 
Canada,  apply  with  equal  or  greater  force  to  a  railway  in 
Cape  Breton  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to  Louisburg,  as  a 
portion  of  the  great  trunk  line  already  constructed  to  the 
Strait  of  Canso,  and  only  requiring  the  building  of  80  miles 
to  bring  the  railway  to  an  unsurpassed  terminus.  In 
regard  to  the  disposal  of  the  land,  I  said  that  the  advantage 
would  not  be  altogether  on  our  side.  By  giving  Nova 
Scotia  a  share  in  the  North-West  Territory  the  people  of 
that  Province  would  be  interested  in  developing  and  filling 
up  those  railway  lands,  and  they  would  naturally  be  desirous 
of  furnishing  an  outlet  for  the  passengers,  mails  and  products 
of  the  North-West  Territory.  So  far  as  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton  is  concerned,  nature  has  decreed  that  the  outlet 
shall  be  by  way  of  Louisburg,  for  no  other  harbor 
in  the  Island  is  so  accessible  at  all  seasons  of  the  year. 

I  may  be  asked :  Why  do  you  not  apply  to  the  Nova  Scotia 
Government  ?  It  is  true  that  Government  ought  to  take  a 
deep  interest  in  this  railway,  but  it  is  only  a  few  days  since 
two  hon.  gentlemen  were  here  from  that  Province,  Messrs. 
Morrison  and  Church,  seeking  from  the  Government  what 
is  very  much  like  better  terms,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
think  that  a  great  deal  can  be  expected  from  them.  More¬ 
over,  when  the  Nova  Scotia  Local  Government  gave  the 
Dominion  a  good  and  sufficient  title  to  the  Pictou  and  Truro 
Branch  Railway,  including  its  extension — in  all  130  miles — • 
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worth  $4,000,000  for  tho  sum  of  $1,200,000,  sinco  this  trans¬ 
action  they  maintain  that  they  have  relieved  themselves  of 
all  responsibility  for  carrying  the  road  into  Cape  Breton, 
and  have  placed  the  obligation  on  tho  Federal  Government 
or,  at  all  events,  strengthened  our  claim  for  liberal  consid¬ 
eration.  *  I  am  not  here,  Sir,  to  plead  the  cause  of  the  Local 
Government,  nor  to  aid  them  in  relieving  themselves  of 
their  responsibility  in  this  matter.  But,  Sir,  we  have  seen 
how  much  has  been  done  in  building  branch  lines  in  differ¬ 
ent  parts  of  the  Dominion.  I  notice  that  208  miles  of  rail¬ 
way  were  built  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  which  is  only  half 
the  size  of  Cape  Breton  ;  a  railway  from  the  Intercolonial, 
the  St.  Charles  Branch,  carried  into  L6vis  opposite  the  City 
of  Quebec,  costing  nearly  one  and  a-half  million  dollars — 
nearly  sufficient  in  itself  to  build  our  road  to  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton;  the  Yancouver  Island  Railway, 
under  construction,  was  provided  for  last  winter  in 
this  House ;  a  number  of  branches  were  built  or  are  being 
constructed  on  the  great  river  of  Miramichi;  a  branch,  27 
miles  in  length,  carried  to  Dalhousie — to  the  harbor  of 
Richibucto,  connecting  it  with  tho  Intercolonial ;  43  miles 
from  the  Intercolonial  to  Parrsboro’,  and  another  short 
line  projected  to  Pugwash,  which,  in  my  opinion,  should  be 
built;  and  still  another  line  projected  in  the  vicinity  of 
Metapediac.  I  am  glad  to  see  all  these  lines  being  con¬ 
structed  ;  I  am  pleased  that  the  several  counties  in  which 
they  exist  are  deriving  these  benefits.  But,  Sir,  I  plead  on 
behalf  of  Cape  Breton,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  the  electors 
of  that  Island  look  upon  the  short  line  project  with  con¬ 
tempt,  and  consider  it  a  perfect  humbug.  I  desire  to  say 
further  that  there  is  a  great  probability  that  although  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton  sent  five  members  to  this  House  to 
support  the  Government — there  is  a  possibility  that  they 
may  not  come  again,  if  the  Government  does  not  do  something 
for  the  railway  this  Session.  When  I  see  all  these  other 
railways  in  the  different  counties,  I  am  led  to  exclaim,  I 
wish  Sir  Charles  Tupper  had  resided  in  Cape  Breton  ;  but  I 
know,  I  feel  assured,  that  the  right  hon.  leader  of  this 
House  and  his  Cabinet  will  be  disposed  to  do  us  justice. 
We  were  assured  on  the  floor  of  this  House  a  year  ago  that 
this  short  line  route  would  bo  extended  into  Cape  Breton. 
We  have  been  waiting  for  that  good  time  to  come  for  two 
or  three  years  past,  but  up  to  this  time  with  no  better 
result  than  the  miserable  failure  in  Nova  Scotia.  And 
although,  Sir,  Cape  Breton  has  not,  as  we  consider,  received 
justice  in  this  matter,  I  am  here  to  say  we  are  still  Liberal- 
Conservative  supporters  in  this  House. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  I  fully  concur  with  my 
hon.  friend  from  Richmond,  N.  S.  (Mr.  Paint),  with 
respect  to  the  feeling  which  exists  in  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton  in  reference  to  railway  extension  through  that  Island. 
It  would  almost  be  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  intense 
feeling  which  exists  on  that  Island  in  regard  to  that  ques¬ 
tion.  Disappointment  after  disappointment  followed  for 
several  years,  and  the  disappointment  of  last  year  was  not 
tbe  least,  because  then  wo  had  tho  assurance  that  at  an  early 
day  a  railway  would  be  commenced  and  finished  from  the 
Strait  of  Canso,  Sydney  or  Lou  is  burg.  However,  Sir,  I 
doubt  very  much  if  this  is  the  place  to  discuss  one  particular 
phase  of  that  question — I  moan  the  various  arguments  with 
respect  to  the  route  of  tho  railway.  My  own  idea  was  and  is 
still  that  the  determination  of  the  route  through  the  Island 
of  Cape  Breton  should  bo  left  exclusively  at  the  discretion  of 
any  company  who  would  undertake  to  build  the  railway 
through  the  Island.  I  apprehend  that  in  past  days  the 
enforcement  of  particular  routes  upon  railway  com¬ 
panies  may  have  been  the  reason  why  disappoint¬ 
ment  followed  disappointment  successively.  It  would 
be  unwise,  it  would  bo  unfair,  it  would  be  against 
the  interests  of  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  to  tie  tho  com¬ 
pany  down  to  any  particular, route,  and  therefore  I  think  it 


is  premature  even  to  mention  the  route  now.  When  tho 
Government  are  in  a  position  to  subsidise  a  company  suffi¬ 
ciently  to  enable  them  to  build  that  road,  or  when  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  undertake  the  construction  of  the  road  themselves, 
it  will  bo  ample  time  for  the  member  for  Richmond,  the 
member  for  Cape  Breton  County,  the  member  for  Yictoria, 
or  the  member  for  Inverness,  to  present  the  claims  of  the 
respective  localities,  and  to  give  reasons  why  any  particular 
route  should  be  selected.  On  that  phaso  of  the  subject  I 
have  determined  not  to  speak.  My  object  in  rising  now  is 
merely  to  make  a  statement  in  behalf  of  the  Short  Line 
Railway  Company,  in  reference  to  which  the  hon.  member 
has  spoken.  I  am  authorised  by  the  engineer  and  the 
general  manager  of  the  Great  American  and  European  Short 
Line  Railway  Company  to  state  that  no  correspondence  has 
taken  place,  and  that  no  plans  in  regard  to  routes  in  Cape 
Breton  had  been  talked  of  or  submitted  to  the  Government ; 
that  no  location  of  the  line  had  been  made  or  considered  by 
tho  company,  and  that  none  would  be  made  until  the  dif¬ 
ferent  routes  had  been  surveyed  and  reported  upon  ;  that 
while  different  routes  recommended  by  members  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  other  interested  parties  would  be  carefully  sur¬ 
veyed  and  estimated,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  company 
to  ask  those  members  of  Parliament  and  others  interested 
to  present  such  statements  as  each  might  desire  to  make  in 
favor  of  the  route  which  ho  preferred  ;  and  that  such  state¬ 
ments,  together  with  the  engineer’s  report,  would  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  directors  of  the  company  for  approval  before 
any  route  in  Cape  Breton  would  be  adopted,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council.  My  object  in  rising 
on  this  occasion  was  simply  to  state  this  in  behalf  of  the 
company  and  to  assure  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond 
(Mr.  Paint)  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  a  railway  extension 
in  Cape  Breton  to  leave  the  selection  of  the  route  exclu¬ 
sively  to  the  discretion  of  the  company  undertaking  to  build 
the  railway  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in 
Council. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria,  B.C.)  I  would  like  to  eoi*rect  an 
error  which  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond,  N.S.  (Mr. 
Paint)  made  when  ho  included  in  tho  amounts  expended  on 
railways  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  an  amount  for  a  line 
on  Yancouver  Island,  which  has  not  yet  been  constructed, 
and  which  has  not,  nor  will  it  when  built,  cost  the  Dominion 
one  dollar.  On  the  contrary,  it  will  cost  the  Pi’ovince  of 
British  Columbia  a  great  deal,  and  it  puts  me  very  much  in 
mind  of  dropping  a  shilling  and  picking  up  a  sixpence. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  may  say  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond 
(Mr.  Paint)  that  the  Government  have  already  shown  by 
their  acts  that  they  have  taken  a  great  interest  in  this  road. 
A  subsidy  has  already  been  voted  for  it ;  and  the  interest 
the  Government  took  in  it  at  that  time  has  not  lessened  one 
whit  to  this  hour.  We  feel  the  importance  of  that  section 
of  country  being  opened  up  by  railway  communication,  and 
we  will  do,  as  wo  have  hi  therto  done,  all  we  can  for  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AT  ST.  THOMAS. 

Mr.  WILSON  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  reports  and  correspondence  not  already  brought  down 
relating  to  the  construction  of  the  Post  Office,  Inland  Revenue  and 
Custom  house  at  St.  Thomas,  giving  the  amount  expended  to  date  ;  also 
names  of  all  persons  to  whom  any  portion  of  the  expenditure  has 
been  paid,  together  with  the  amount  paid  to  each,  and  for  what? 

He  said :  I  regret  exceedingly  that  I  find  it  necessary  on 
this  occasion  to  make  a  similar  complaint  to  that  which  I 
made  a  year  ago,  that  is  as  to  the  slowness  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  buildings  at  St.  Thomas.  It  appears  to  mo  that 
there  might  be  a  littlo  more  expedition  in  the  completion  of 
those  buildings,  and  I  think  the  Government,  if  they  were 
aware  of  the  offices  which  their  various  servants  there  have 
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to  occupy,  and  the  impairment  of  their  general  health 
which  is  caused  thereby,  would  find  an  inducement  for 
urging  forward  the  work  a  little  more  rapidly.  I  can¬ 
not  understand  why  they  do  not  exercise  more  energy 
in  the  completion  of  those  buildings,  unless  perhaps, 
it  is  in  order  that  some  of  the  officials  in  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  the  Government  may  be  able  to  draw  a  little 
larger  salary  the  longer  the  buildings  are  delayed.  One  of 
those  officials,  who  was  formerly  a  member  of  this  House, 
has  been  employed  by  the  Government  ever  since  the 
construction  of  those  buildings  was  commenced.  The 
buildings  were  announced  to  be  constructed  just  before 
the  last  general  election,  no  doubt  with  the  intention  of 
producing  an  effect  there, — no  doubt  with  the  object  that 
that  individual  might  be  returned ;  and  I  might  say  here  in 
passing,  that  judging  from  the  liberal  amount  he  is  receiving 
fi'om  the  Government,  it  is  much  better  for  him  that  he  was 
defeated  and  I  returned.  I  do  not  suppose,  if  I  had  been 
defeated  and  he  returned,  that  I  would  have  received  the  good 
things  he  has  been  receiving  during  the  time  those  build¬ 
ings  have  been  going  on.  But,  Sir,  I  find  the  amount  given 
•to  this  individual  a  very  liberal  one  indeed.  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  compare  the  amount  received  by  him  as 
clerk  of  works  with  the  amount  paid  to  other  clerks  of 
of  works  in  various  parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  I  find  that 
he  receives  the  largest  amount.  He  must  certainly 
be  a  very  highly  favored  individual  at  the  hands  of  the 
present  Government.  The  Auditor-General's  report  shows 
that  the  contractor  for  the  work  received  $16,000  odd. 
What  do  you  suppose  this  clerk  of  works  receives  ?  The 
liberal  amount  of  $1,980,  nearly  one-eighth  of  the  whole 
amount  paid  to  the  contractor.  How,  that  does  seem  to  me 
to  be  more  than  he  ought  to  have  received,  and  it  is  perhaps 
one  of  the  reasons  why  the  progress  of  the  work  has  been 
so  slow  ;  because,  when  the  buildings  are  completed,  of 
course  his  usefulness  in  that  capacity  will  be  gone,  and 
until  something  new  turns  up  for  him  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  he  will  be  without  his  daily  pay. 
I  wish  also  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
another  fact.  I  think  they  will  agree  with  me  that  in  the 
interests  of  the  officers,  especially  those  employed  in  the 
collecting  of  Customs,  their  health  ought  to  be  considered. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  will  know  full  well  that  the 
building  occupied  at  present  by  these  clerks  is  not  suitable 
at  all  and  very  injurious  to  their  health.  I  might  say 
further  that  though  the  Government  may  consider  they  are 
not  wholly  to  blame  for  the  delay  in  construction,  as  the 
gentleman  who  had  the  contract,  Mr.  Henry  Linden,  found 
in  the  past  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  stone  for  the 
building  on  account  of  those  with  whom  he  entered  into 
contract  not  being  able  to  supply  it  as  fast  as  required — 
though  perhaps  that  will  be  to  a  certain  extent  his  excuse 
and  be  considered  as  a  satisfactory  excuse,  as  far  as  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  concerned,  I  do  not  look  upon  it  in  that  light. 
I  think  that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government  to 
see  that  the^  contractor  proceeded  with  the  work  with  all 
due  speed.  The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  whom 
I  now  see  in  his  place,  may  be  able  to  state  the  reason  why 
the  very  large  amount  of  $1,980  was  paid  to  the  clerk  of 
works  when  there  was  only  $16,000  paid  the  contractor. 
Mr.  Arkell  does  not  appear  at  all  in  the  report  of  1883 
as  clerk  of  works.  I  do  not  know  why  he  did  not  appear 
in  that  report,  and  I  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  fact  last  year.  In  this  year’s  report  I  find 
that  his  name  appears.  It  may  have  been  that  he  has 
since  then  been  appointed  clerk  of  the  works  and  did  not 
appear  as  such  before,  as  he  had  received  no  pay  prior  to 
that  time.  I  hope  the  Government  will  proceed  with  all 
despatch  to  get  the  buildings  completed,  and  at  the  same 
time  I  would  desire  to  see  here  done  what  it  has  been  the 
custom  to  do  in  other  places  where  the  Government  put  up 
public  buildings,  namely,  make  provision  for  laying  a  pave- 
Mr.  Wilson. 


ment  in  front  of  the  building.  We  have  given  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  advantage  of  grading  and  thus  relieved  them  from 
that  necessity  ;  and  as  it  is  advisable  we  should  have  cor¬ 
rect  time  kept  by  the  Government  in  the  futui’e,  I  would 
mention  to  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  placing  in  the  tower  built  for  the  purpose  a  very 
good  clock. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  want  to  go  on  tick. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  When  I  saw  my  hon.  friend 
in  his  seat,  I  felt  sure  he  would  call  my  attention  to  that 
matter  this,  as  he  did  last  year.  I  am  very  much  pleased  to 
tell  him  that  the  work  is  proceeding  very  well  now  and  will 
be  completed  in  a  very  short  time.  The  delay  occasioned  in 
the  construction  of  the  building  was  not  due  to  the  contractor 
or  the  Government  or  their  employes.  The  contractor  had 
made  a  contract  with  parties  to  furnish  him  with  the  stone 
required,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  admit  that 
the  quality  of  the  stone  is  a  very  good  one  ;  but  the  party 
who  agreed  to  furnish  the  stone  was  delayed  or  disappointed 
and  could  not  furnish  it  in  time,  thus  occasioning  delay. 
Of  course  when  we  begin  with  a  certain  kind  of 
stone  we  must  finish  with  the  same  kind  in  order 
that  the  building  may  be  throughout  of  the  same  color, 
and  that  the  upper  part  may  not  be  of  such  color 
as  would  disfigure  the  structure.  The  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  of  the  clerk  of  works.  Well,  the  clerk  of  works, 
his  predecessor,  was  a  representative  of  the  county.  It 
shows  the  representatives  of  that  county  are  men  to  be 
trusted,  and  perhaps  the  hon .  gentleman  himself  may  some 
day  or  other  occupy  this  trustworthy  position.  As  to  the 
price  paid  per  day,  it  was  that  paid  for  a  trusted  man  or 
one  having  special  aptitude  for  this  work,  and  is  not  an 
excessive  rate.  The  hon.  gentleman  now  suggests  a  few 
different  improvements.  He  suggests  that  there  should  be 
a  sidewalk.  Well,  it  is  likely  a  sidewalk  will  go  wiih  the 
building  as  is  generally  the  case  with  all  buildings  of  some 
importance.  As  the  building  does  not  pay  any  revenue  to 
the  town,  we  may  give  it  a  good  sidewalk,  and  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose,  though  the  county  has  the  advantage  of  being  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  we  will  make  a  different  rule 
in  this  case.  As  to  the  clock,  this  matter  will  have  to  be 
considered. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  takes  time. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  cannot  say  whether  we 
will  give  the  time  to  the  hon.  gentleman  in  St.  Thomas ; 
but  at  all  events  the  suggestion  has  been  made  from  differ¬ 
ent  quarters.  The  building,  however,  not  having  been 
completed,  I  do  not  think  the  matter  should  be  laid  before 
my  colleagues  now;  but  it  will  be  considered  when  the 
building  is  about  being  completed.  The  papers  will  be 
brought  down. 

Mr,  CASE  V.  I  am 'astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  Minister 
say  that  no  unusual  price  has  been  paid  for  the  services  of 
Mr.  Arkell  as  clerk  of  works  on  this  building.  On  looking 
at  the  Public  Accounts  I  find  he  was  paid  $1,980  previous  to 
the  first  of  June,  1884,  and  apparently  for  the  year  1883-84, 
as  it  was  put  in  the  accounts  for  that  year.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  appears  to  be  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Arkell 
received  only  $3  a  day  for  the  number  of  days  he  was 
employed.  $1,980  is  a  great  deal  more  than  $3  a  day 
for  one  year  ;  that  would  only  bring  the  amount  to  about 
$900,  or  less  than  one-half  that  paid.  Or  if  you  take  it  that 
Mr.  Arkell  only  got  $3  a  day  and  that  this  amount  paid 
was  for  all  the  time  he  was  engaged  on  the  works,  it  would 
carry  his  engagement  back  two  years  and  two  months — in 
fact  to  the  time  he  sat  in  this  House.  The  hon.  Minister 
must  be  misinformed  as  to  the  rate. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN,  No;  he  was  paid  for  tbo 
time  he  was  employed. 
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Mr.  CASEY.  Then  he  was  employed  during  the  time  he 
sat  hero  as  a  member. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  $1,980,  total  payment,  made  up  at  $3  per 
day,  would  give  660  days,  or  two  years  and  two  months  of 
working  days,  which  would  bring  the  employment  back, 
dating  from  the  last  of  June,  1884,  to  the  time  this  House  was 
last  in  Session  in  1882,  previous  to  the  general  elections, 
when  Mr.  Arkell  was  still  a  member.  I  do  not  suppose  ho  was 
paid  at  that  time,  and  I  presume  the  Minister  has  been  misin¬ 
formed  as  to  the  rate  of  his  pay.  But,  when  I  compare  the 
salary  of  Mr.  Arkell  with  that  of  other  clerks  of  works 
in  the  year  1883-84,  I  find  that  he  has  received  $100  more 
than  any  other  clerk  of  works  in  the  whole  Dominion  of 
Canada,  engaged  on  any  buildings  whatever.  The  services 
of  Mr.  Arkell  were  considered  to  be  worth  $*700  more  than 
the  services  of  any  other  clerk  of  works,  and  not  only  so, 
but,  when  I  compare  the  works  on  which  he  was  engaged 
with  works  of  the  same  importance  elsewhere,  I  find  very 
grave  discrepancies.  The  nearest  comparison  I  can  find  is  the 
Dominion  buildings  at  St.  Catharines,  on  which  $16,300  were 
spent, while  $16,580  were  spent  on  the  buildings  at  St.Thomas; 
but  the  clerk  of  works  at  St.  Catharines  was  paid  only 
$150,  while  at  St.  Thomas  he  was  paid  $1,980.  It  is  evident 
that  a  very  different  scale  of  remuneration  prevails  in  St. 
Cathai’ines  from  that  which  prevails  in  St.  Thomas.  At 
another  place,  Clifton,  $17,300  were  spent  on  the  works  and 
only  $637  on  the  clerk  of  the  works.  If  I  go  a  little  farther 
and  refer  to  larger  sums,  the  discrepancy  is  still  more  re¬ 
markable.  I  find  that  the  clerk  of  works  who  looked  after 
the  building  of  the  Manitoba  Penitentiary,  near  Winnipeg — • 
and  that  is  a  place  where  living  is  supposed  to  be  pretty  dear 
■ — a  building  on  which  $38,880  were  spent,  was  paid  $145.60 
for  his  services.  The  clerk  who  looked  after  the  works  at 
Hamilton,  on  which  $89,730  were  spent,  was  paid  $1,281, 
which  is  the  nearest  approach  to  Mr.  Arkell’s  salary,  being 
$700  less,  while  six  times  as  much  money  was  spent  on  the 
works  under  his  care.  If  we  go  again  to  the  North-West, 
I  find  that  the  large  sum  of  $122,837  was  expended  on  the 
Parliament  buildings  in  Winnipeg.  The  expenditure  of  this 
money  was  looked  after  by  no  loss  than  three 
clerks,  one  receiving  $1,000,  one  $500,  and  a  third  $200, 
the  whole  three  receiving  $1,700,  or  $280j  less  than  Mr. 
Arkell  got  for  looking  after  the  expenditure  of  $  16,580  in 
St.  Thomas.  I  think  the  hon.  the  Minister  must  admit  that 
he  has  adopted  a  very  different  scale  of  remuneration  in 
these  different  cases,  and  I  can  only  draw  one  conclusion, 
that  there  is  some  special  virtue  in  connection  with  the 
Constituency  of  East  Elgin,  which  confers  not  only  distinc¬ 
tion  but  special  capacity  for  public  service  on  those  who 
have  at  some  time  or  other  represented  it.  As  Mr.  Arkell 
is  not  a  man  of  any  special  previous  experience  in  this 
kind  of  work,  and  considering  that  he  spends  most  of  his 
time,  in  the  autumn  and  winter  at  all  events,  in  buying 
grain  at  a  point  twelve  or  fifteen  miles  distant  from  St. 
Thomas,  it  cannot  be  imagined  that  his  excessive  pay  is  due 
to  any  special  aptitude  in  the  man  himself,  or  to  any  special 
attention  which  he  pays  to  the  work,  but  that  the  special 
pay  is  due  to  the  exceptional  virtue  conferred  upon  him  by 
his  having  at  one  time  represented  that  remarkable  riding 
of  East  Elgin,  a  virtue  which  has  made  his  services  worth 
$700  more  than  those  of  any  other  similar  official  in  the 
Dominion,  and  ten  or  twelve  times  as  much  as  officials  who 
have  superintended  the  expenditure  of  several  times  as 
much  money  elsewhere. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  think  the  hon.  the  Minister  ought 
to  give  the  date  of  the  first  payment  to  this  person.  Ido 
not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  can  pass  these  remarks  in 
silence.  There  is  a  grave  charge  made  of  over  payment, 
and  the  date  should  be  given. 
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Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  I  havo  not  the  date  of  the 
payments,  but  this  motion  asks  for  the  papers,  and  the  date 
will  be  given  in  those  papers  when  they  come  down.  If  a 
question  had  been  placed  on  the  Orders,  I  would  have  given 
the  answer. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentloman  was 
reading  from  a  document  in  his  hands. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  had  this  note  about  the 
delay  that  had  occurred.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  called  the 
attention  of  tho  Department  to  that,  and  I  thought  he 
would  speak  of  it  to-day,  and  therefore  I  asked  tho  officer  of 
my  Department  to  give  me  a  statement  about  the  delay  that 
had  occurred,  which  resulted,  as  I  mentioned  just  now,  from 
the  failure  of  the  party  who  was  to  furnish  the  stone  to  the 
contractor  to  give  it  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  would  suggest  that  the  date  of  payment 
should  be  added  to  the  Return. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Of  course  I  will  give  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will,  of  course,  see 
that  the  statement  he  has  made  is  entirely  irreconcilable 
with  the  Public  Accounts  in  regard  to  this  matter.  He  has 
stated  that  this  gentleman  is  paid  $3  a  day. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  $90  a  month. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  count  Sundays  as  well  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  That  is  $3  a  day.  It  is 
always  done  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  dare  say  it  is  always  done,  but  I  am  glad 
to  know  it,  because  when  we  talked  of  $3  a  day  for  a  sur¬ 
veyor  of  works,  I  supposed  it  is  paid  for  the  days  on  which 
he  surveyed  them,  and  I  presumed  that  he  went  to  church 
on  Sundays.  That  is  $1,080  a  year.  The  accounts  show  a 
payment  to  this  gentleman  of  $1,980  in  the  year,  which  is 
very  nearly  double  what  he  should  have  received  according 
to  the  hon.  Minister’s  statement.  I  think,  as  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  has  said,  that  calls  for 
some  explanation. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  will  give  the  time  from 
which  he  was  employed  and  the  amount  of  money  he  re¬ 
ceived  every  month  up  to  the  last  date. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  am  informed  this  gentleman  is 
not  a  mechanic  at  all;  Who  recommended  him  for  this 
position? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  His  services  in  this 
House  recommended  him,  and  nothing  else,  I  say  the  facts 
which  wore  disclosed  and  discussed  in  reference  to  this 
matter  before  require  the  attention  of  the  House.  Here  is 
an  expenditure  of  $16,000,  and  $2,000  is  paid  to  an  ex¬ 
member  of  the  House  who  knows  nothing  whatever,  I  have 
been  informed,  and  it  was  stated  before  in  this  House,  about 
the  practical  details  of  the  post  of  clerk  of  works,  but 
he  gets  the  $2,000  of  the  public  money  for  superintending 
an  expenditure  of  $16,000.  These  are  the  facts  as  they  ap¬ 
pear,  and  they  are  not  disputed  by  the  Minister. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INSPECTION  OF  BANKS. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  had  occasion  some  time  ago  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  by  putting  a  question 
whether  it  was  their  intention  1o  introduce  some  measure 
during  this  Session  in  order  to  get  a  better  supervision  of 
banks  and  banking  institutions.  They  answered  that  it  was 
not  their  intention  to  do  so,  at  any  rate  during  the  present 
Session.  Now,  I  think  that,  under  the  different  circum¬ 
stances  which  have  appeared  lately  before  the  public  con¬ 
cerning  banks,  some  legislation  is  required  better  than  that 
1  which  we  have  now,  in  order  to  give  more  security  to  the 
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public.  It  is  true  that  a  bank  may  bo  considered  a  private 
institution.  To  a  certain  extent  it  is,  but,  looking  at  it  in 
a  broader  light,  it  is  a  public  institution,  and  so  much  so 
that  to-day  the  banks  are  obliged  to  furnish  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  certain  returns.  Well,  these  returns  are  not  sufficient 
to  guarantee  the  public  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  figures.  I 
need  not  go  very  far  back  to  show  to  the  Minister  of  Finance 
that  a  deposit  that  he  had  in  one  of  these  banks  is  to-day  in 
a  very  precarious  situation,  and  that  also  a  deposit 
made  in  the  same  bank  by  the  Local  Legislature 
of  Quebec  is  also  in  a  very  perilous  position.  How,  if 
that  particular  bank  had  given  a  true  and  reliable  return, 
surely  it  would  have  been  the  duty,  both  of  the  Local 
Government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion,  to  make  no  deposit  in  that  bank.  I 
consider  that  some  kind  of  legislation  ought  to  be  had 
further  to  secure  the  public  interest.  The  public  are  some¬ 
times  deceived  by  these  returns.  In  one  instance  the  stock 
of  a  certain  bank  was  stated  by  tho  Government  returns  to 
be  worth  some  170  or  175  per  cent.,  but  when  the  true  state 
of  the  bank’s  affairs  came  to  be  known  those  figures 
dwindled  down  to  about  60.  It  is  true,  it  may  be  said  that 
it  is  the  fault  of  the  shareholders  who  sometimes  elect  men 
as  directors  who  ought  not  to  be  confided  with  that  trust. 
But  the  shareholders  may  have  elected  as  directors  men 
whom  they  believe  to  be  worthy,  but  who  turn  out  after¬ 
wards  to  be  dishonest.  Now,  if  these  men  are  guilty  of 
misappropriation  of  funds,  or  of  other  delinquencies,  they 
ought  to  be  brought  before  the  tribunals  of  the  country ;  and 
it  is  with  that  view  that  I  intend  to  press  this  motion  and 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  it.  For  instance, 
there  should  be  a  measure  which  would  guard  the  share¬ 
holders  and  prevent  the  bank  directors  from  endorsing,  for 
some  of  their  patrons  or  some  of  their  friends,  to  a  large 
extent.  I  consider  that  to  be  a  breach  of  trust,  and  I  affirm 
to  this  House  that  such  has  been  done  repeatedly,  and  such 
breach  of  trust  ought  to  bo  punished.  Moreover,  Sir,  these 
banks  very  often  contain  funds  which  are  tho  only 
means  of  widows  and  orphans,  and  such  funds 
ought  to  be  protected  by  the  Government.  I  know  that 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec  bank  stocks  are  considered  to  be 
immoveable  property  which  tutors  and  guardians  have  no 
right  to  sell,  and  therefore  there  is  a  security  for  minors, 
which,  I  think,  ought  to  bo  extended  all  over  tho  Dominion. 
Look  at  the  general  credit  of  our  banks  for  the  last  twenty 
years  or  so.  Previous  to  that  time  our  banks  enjoyed  a 
good  credit  all  over  the  country  and  were  on  a  solid  founda¬ 
tion  ;  but  since  that  time  we  have  a  long  list  of  losses  by 
banks  who  have  been  doing  a  bad  business,  of  failures  and 
disasters.  Tho  public  losses  in  these  respects  have  been 
very  severe,  and  I  think  they  might  have  been  prevented 
by  sound  legislation.  Look  at  the  Bank  of  Upper  Canada, 
for  instance.  What  has  become  of  its  assets  ?  I  dare  say 
there  are  many  members  on  the  floor  of  this  House  whose 
families  have  lost  through  that  bank.  I  will  not  say  what 
was  the  cause  of  it,  but  i  think  politics  had  something  to 
do  with  it  at  the  time.  What  has  become  of  the  City  Bank, 
and  of  the  Federal  Bank  ?  What  has  become  of  the  stock 
of  the  Jacques  Cartier  Bank,  of  the  Banque  Yille  Marie,  of 
the  Banque  du  Peuple  ?  Tho  latter  has  reduced  its  capital 
to  one-half.  Then  there  is  the  Mechanics’  Bank  and  the 
Metropolitan  Bank,  and  very  likely  there  are  others. 

Mr.  YA1L.  The  Consolidated  Bank. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  And  the  old  Commercial  Bank. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Well,  what  has  become  of  tho  assets 
of  all  these  banks  to-day  ?  Twenty  year’s  ago  all  our 
banking  institutions  were  on  a  solid  basis,  but  to-day  we 
must  say  that  many  of  them  are  not  on  a  solid  basis. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  that  sound  legislation  would  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  the  disasters  which  have  fallen  upon  the 
unfortunate  shareholders  and  the  country,  I  think  we 
Mr.  Casgrain, 


should  pass  a  measure  which  would  give  to  the  Minister  of 
Justice  or  the  Finance  Minister  a  direct  supervision  over 
these  banks,  and  give  power  to  enquire  into  the  state  of 
their  affairs.  Of  course,  the  information  might  be  consid¬ 
ered  confidential  by  the  Government  in  case  the  particular 
bank  was  in  a  good  condition,  and  then  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  publish  the  affairs  of  the  bank;  but  the 
moment  the  affairs  of  a  bank  appear  to  be  unsound  the 
fact  should  be  divulged  so  that  public  misfortune  may  be 
prevented.  There  is  another  point.  If  a  man  is  appointed 
as  bank  director  he  must  consider  his  office  as  one  of 
trust ;  he  is  not  to  be  appointed  a  director  in  order  to 
forward  his  own  private  interests  to  the  bank’s  detriment, 
but  he  must  consider  his  position  as  one  of  trust  in  which 
he  is  to  manage  the  business  for  the  benefit  of  the  share¬ 
holders.  He  ought  not  to  be  a  debtor  of  the  bank  to  more 
than  the  actual  amount  of  his  stock  in  that  bank — a  thiDg 
that  has  occurred  in  many  instances.  If  we  look  at  the 
returns  of  the  different  banking  institutions  we  find  the 
directors  too  often  are  large  borrowers  of  the  funds  of  the 
bank,  and  in  such  cases,  of  course,  they  look  to  their  own 
private  interests  first  and  afterwards  to  the  interests  of  the 
shareholders.  I  maintain  that  it  would  be  for  the  interests 
of  the  country  at  the  present  moment  that  we  should  have  a 
law  which  would  secure  the  public  and  the  shareholders.  I 
therefore  move : 

That  it  is  expedient  that  some  measure  be  adopted  for  securing  by 
legislation  a  better  supervision  and  inspection  of  banks. 

If  the  Government  do  not  take  up  the  matter  themselves  I 
shall  undertake  myself  to  do  the  best  I  can  in  that  direction. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  listened  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  mover  of  the  resolution, 
supposing  that  he  would  indicate  the  course  that  should  be 
pursued  in  order  to  guarantee  the  interest  of  the  public  and 
of  the  stockholders.  But  I  failed  to  gather — perhaps  be¬ 
cause  I  did  not  hoar  distinctly  all  he  said — I  failed  to  gather 
from  him  much  information  relative  to  the  system  that  he 
would  propose  to  adopt  if  he  introduced  a  measure  upon 
this  subject.  The  suggestions  made  by  the  hon.  member 
were  such  suggestions  as  would  be  made  on  an  amendment 
being  proposed  to  the  Banking  Act,  controlling  tho  direc¬ 
tors  as  to  their  using  the  funds  of  the  bank  and  various 
matters  of  like  character,  rather  than  with  respect  to  the 
security  of  the  stockholders  and  the  public,  to  whom  the 
hon.  gentleman  particularly  referred.  He  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Government  should  be  clothed  with  the 
power  to  send  some  officer  to  visit  the  different  banks  in  the 
country,  and  if  the  condition  of  a  bank  was  good,  to  say 
nothing  about  it,  but  if  bad,  to  take  such  steps  as  would 
expose  its  condition.  The  difficulty  that  would  arise 
if  the  Government  under  any  circumstances — unless, 
indeed,  they  were  of  a  very  extraordinary  and 
peculiar  nature— sent  an  officer  to  inspect  a  bank,  was  obvi¬ 
ous.  The  very  fact  of  its  being  known,  no  matter  how 
strong  the  bank  might  be,  that  the  Government  had  sent  an 
officer  to  examine  into  its  condition,  would  be  most  damag¬ 
ing  to  its  interests,  especially  so  if  the  Government  adopted 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member,  to  say  nothing  about 
the  result.  This  is  a  question  of  great  importance,  1  admit, 
and  when  we  wero  amending  the  Banking  Act  a  few  years 
ago,  it  was  discussed  very  fully  by  the  Government  and  by 
gentlemen,  both  bank  directors  and  others.  There  are 
various  difficulties  in  the  way.  If  wo  had,  as  in  the  United 
States,  national  banks,  with  comparatively  small  capital, 
doing  a  business  in  tho  locality  where  they  were  established, 
without  having  a  large  number  of  branches  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  it  would  be  comparatively  easy  to 
have  an  inspection,  as  is  done  in  the  United  States  by  the 
comptroller  of  currency  or  by  his  representative ;  but  diffi¬ 
culty  has  been  found  even  in  the  United  States,  for  we  know 
that  an  inspection  has  been  made  and  a  favorable  report 
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submitted  with  respect  to  tho  condition  of  a  bank,  and  six 
months  afterwards  the  bank  has  been  in  difficulties,  and  the 
persons  who  trusted  the  bank  had  lost  money. 

Mr.  CASGRA1N.  Who  wasjvrong,  the  inspector  or  the 
Government  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  If  an  Act  were  passed  by 
Parliament  to-morrow  authorizing  the  inspection  of  banks, 
and  the  Government  officer  visited  a  bank  and  made  a 
report  that  tho  business  was  sound  and  in  good  condition, 
and  six  months  afterwards  the  bank  became  involved  in 
financial  trouble,  who  would  be  held  responsible.  Tho 
Government  would  be  held  responsible.  It  would  be  said 
that  we  deposited  money  there,  we  took  the  notes  freely— 
the  Government  has  provided  that  notes  must  be  first  paid 
in  advance  of  all  other  claims— we  deposited  money  there 
at  a  high  rate  of  interest  because  the  Government  had 
reported  favorably  on  the  bank ;  and,  no  doubt,  people 
would  come  to  Parliament  for  compensation,  because  they 
had  deposited  money  on  the  certificate  of  the  inspector.  It 
is  an  exceedingly  difficult  question,  and  hon.  members  who 
have  anything  to  do  with  banking  business  know  that  even 
if  the  Government  secured  the  best  man  in  the  country  for 
the  position  of  inspector,  he  might  be  acquainted  with  the 
standing  of  the  Merchants  Bank  in  Montreal,  but  he  could 
form  a  very  vague  opinion  of  the  character  of  the  securities 
in  its  different  branches  throughout  the  Dominion,  and  in 
this  way  it  is  much  more  difficult  to  provide  for 
inspection  than  it  otherwise  would  be.  There  are 
those  who  object  to  inspection,  and  say,  why  inspect 
banks  more  than  other  companies?  The  Government  has 
secured  persons  holding  the  circulation.  But  if  a^  person 
will  deposit  money  at  5  or  6  per  cent,  on  a  higher  rate, 
because  a  particular  bank  is  disposed  to  give  more  than 
other  banks,  it  is  a  matter  for  the  parties  themselves  to 
considei’,  as  they  would  do  if  they  were  dealing  with  any 
other  corporation.  That  is  an  objection  pressed  by  many 
who  object  to  bank  inspection.  But  while  this  subject  was 
under  discussion  the  Government  endeavored  to  ascertain 
whether  we  could,  in  addition  to  guaranteeing  the  circula¬ 
tion,  secure  a  system  of  efficient  inspection,  because  ineffi¬ 
cient  inspection  is  worse  than  no  inspection ;  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  after  considering  the  matter  and  hearing  theargu. 
ments  j>ro,  and  con,  decided  that,  as  the  difficulties  were  so 
great,  they  would  not  ask  Parliament  to  establish  inspec¬ 
tion.  I  know  that  this  matter  has  again  been  pressed  on 
the  Government  during  the  last  two  or  three  months,  but 
surrounded  as  the  question  is  with  so  many  difficulties  tho 
Government  authorised  me  to  state,  in  answer  to  a  question 
put  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  moved  this  motion,  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
measure  in  regard  to  bank  inspection,  at  all  events  during 
the  present  Session. 

Mr.  HESSON.  This  is  a’question  of  very  considerable 
importance,  and  to  a  great  extent  I  agree  with  what  has 
fallen  from  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  regard  to  the  danger 
which  would  arise  from  improper  inspection.  If  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  found  that  a  bank  required  inspection  and  they 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member  who  has  moved 
this  motion,  there*  is  no  doubt  that  the  bank  would  be 
damaged  by  it.  I  cannot  but  feel  that  the  injury  or  evil 
arising  out  of  the  banking  system  might  be  very  largely 
mitigated  if  the  Government  would  adopt  what  may  be  re¬ 
garded  as  a  very  rash  policy  at  the  first  glance,  but  one  to 
whi^h  I  fully  believe  this  country  will  come  sooner  or  later, 
and  that  is  to  withdraw  from  the  chartered  banks  the  priv¬ 
ilege  of  circulating  their  own  bills.  I  am  satisfied  that  until 
the  Government  adopts  that  policy,  until  they  give  tho  banks 
to  understand  that  when  their  charters  lapsed  that  privilege 
will  be  withheld  in  future,  and  the  Government  will  take 
tho  whole  of  tho  paper  issue  into  their  own  charge,  the  evil 
will  go  on,  and  go  on  increasing,  as  my  friend  has  pointed  out, 


to  the  injury  of  tho  stockholders  and  depositors  and  also  the 
unfortunate  bill-holders.  I  do  not  see  why  any  institutions 
should  possess  that  privilege  simply  because  they  make  a 
demand  for  it.  It  is  quite  sufficient  that  people  should  have 
to  risk  deposits,  if  they  have  the  good  fortune  to  be  able  to 
make  deposits,  but  it  is  another  thing  that  men  drawing 
their  weekly  or  monthly  wages,  should  bo  called  upon^  to 
suffer  loss  on  the  circulation  of  the  bank,  and  that  capitalists 
should  be  able  to  buy  up  tho  circulation  and  make  large 
profits  out  of  the  unfortunate  note  holders  who  are  unable 
to  wait  until  the  assets  of  the  bank  are  realised.  The  time 
has  come  for  a  change,  and  on  the  termination  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  bank  charters  the  Government  should  take  on  them¬ 
selves  tho  responsibility  of  issuing  the  whole  of  the  paper 
circulation  of  the  country. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  mover  of  this 
resolution  in  his  view  that  bank  inspection  would  be  of 
practical  advantage.  In  fact,  my  observation  has  taught 
me  that  iD  the  United  States,  where  it  is  possible,  jt  has 
been  anything  but  effective  ;  and  I  think  with  the  Finance 
Minister,  that  here  it  is  hardly  possible.  The  inspector  by 
the  time  he  had  inspected  the  head  office  would  have  to  go 
to  the  different  branches,  and  it  would  boquite  possible  for 
a  dishonest  management  to  deceive  the  inspector  and  to 
furnish  him  with  paper  or  notes  at  the  different  branches 
which  would  verify  tho  returns,  whereas  it  might  be  trans¬ 
ported  from  the  head  office  to  the  branches,  or  from  one 
branch  to  another.  If  directors  and  managers  of  hanks  are 
not  competent  and  honest  it  is  impossible  for  any  inspection 
wo  could  adopt,  or  which  tho  Government  might  attempt 
to  carry  into  effect,  to  be  effective.  But  I  think  there  are 
some  particulars  as  to  which  the  Banking  Act  might  be 
amended  in  the  direction  of  improving  the  security  of  the 
public,  and  one  particular  to  which  I  would  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  tho  Finance  Minister, if  he  contemplates  amende 
ing  the  Act  is  this  :  that  a  more  stringent  provision  might 
be  made,  obliging  the  directors  of  banks  to  dispose  of 
immoveable  or  chattel  property  which  may  fall  into  their 
hands.  It  is  well  known  that  it  is  quite  common  for 
directors  of  banks,  when  property  falls  into  their  hands, 
to  hold  it  for  years,  and  to  put  it  down  in  their  state¬ 
ment  of  assets  at  exactly  '.'what  it  cost  them,  when  in 
reality  it  is  not  worth  one  third  or  one  half  its  cost.  It 
appears  year  after  year  in  their  statement  of  assets  ;  the 
public  know  nothing  about  it ;  the  managers  and  directors 
do  know,  but  it  appears  in  their  statement  at  a 
fictitious  value.  This  is  a  matter  which  regulates 
the  dividends  paid  by  banks,  and  I  believe  there  are  oases 
in  which  banks  are  made  weaker  by  paying  dividends 
which  they  have  not  earned,  by  reason  of  the  fictitious 
value  of  these  assets,  whereas,  if  this  property  were  not 
held,  and  they  were  compelled  to  write  oft  tho  losses,  the 
public  would  be  aware  of  their  extent,  and  the  bank  would 
not  be  weakened  by  having  to  pay  dividends  on  more  than 
the  actual  value  of  their  assets.  I  think  a  provision  obliging 
banks  to  sell  all  such  property  within  a  certain  time,  for 
whatever  it  may  bring,  would  result  in  our  getting  annually 
a  more  accurate  account  of  the  standing  of  the  banks  than 
we  can  at  present.  Our  large  institutions,  doing  business 
all  over  the  country,  in  the  course  of  years,  accumulate  a 
large  amount  of  property  which  they  find  it  difficult  to  sell, 
which  they  are  loath  to  sell  at  the  prices  they  are  able  to 
obtain  for  it ;  they  do  not  care  to  acknowledge  that  they 
have  sold  it  for  less  than  they  paid,  and  they  therefore  carry 
it  on  and  it  appears  at  tho  price  which  it  cost  them,  and 
the  result  is  that  they  pay  higher  dividends  than  they  are 
able  to  pay.  They  pay  more  than  they  should  pay,  and 
they  grow  weaker  for  that  reason.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  such  provision  as  I  have  suggested  would  be  a  panacea, 
but  I  think  it  would  be  one  of  the  best  amendments  which 
could  be  made  to  the  Banking  Act. 
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Mr.  CHAELTON'.  It  strikes  me  that  the  suggestion  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives),  that 
banks  should  bo  obliged  to  dispose  of  real  estate  and  chattel 
property  which  may  come  into  their  hands,  is  a  strong  argu¬ 
ment  in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  at 
my  side  (Mr.  Casgrain),  that  there  should  bo  some  kind  of 
inspection  of  banks.  The  argument  advanced  by  the 
Finance  Minister  that  such  inspection  would  be  damaging  to 
our  banking  institutions  would  not  have,  I  think,  very  much 
force,  if  the  law  provided  for  a  periodical  and  regular 
inspection  of  all  banks,  as  the  law  should  provide.  There 
may  be  difficulties  attending  the  inspection  of  banks,  but 
this  is  a  matter  of  detail.  If  it  is  necessary  and  proper  that 
the  affairs  of  banks  should  be  inspected,  it  rests  with  the 
Government  or  those  who  settle  the  details  of  the  Bill  to 
grapple  with  the  question  as  to  the  difficulties  of  inspection. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  inspection  clauses  of  the 
National  Banking  Law  of  the  United  States  have  been 
effective,  and  have  been  a  great  guarantee  of  protection  to 
the  public  of  that  country. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Was  it  in  the  case  of  Ward  &  Ward  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  My  hon.  friend  reminds  me  of  Ward 
&  Ward.  But  theirs  was  not  a  national  bank ;  they 
were  a  firm  of  brokers  on  Wall  street.  It  is  true 
that  many  national  banks  in  the  United  States  have 
come  to  grief,  after  the  inspectors  had  pronounced  them 
solvent,  but  this  has  been  caused  by  perjury  and  con¬ 
cealment  on  the  part  of  the  officers  of  the  bank,  the  result 
of  robbery.  But  there  can  bo  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  affairs  of  the  several  thousands  of  national  banks  of  the 
United  States  are  kept  in  proper  order,  that  they  are  pre¬ 
vented  by  the  national  inspection  from  embarking  in  specu¬ 
lations,  which  they  would  be  likely  to  embark  in  but  for 
that  inspection.  It  is  not  necessary  that  the  inspector 
should  judge  as  to  the  character  of  the  securities  or  the 
business  paper  in  the  hands  of  the  bank  ;  and  certain  pro¬ 
visions  might  be  arranged  for,  as,  for  instance,  prohibiting 
the  directors  from  borrowing  more  than  a  certain  sum  of 
money  in  proportion  to  their  stock;  preventing  banks  from 
lending  on  a  single  line  of  discount,  beyond  a  certain  propor¬ 
tion  of  their  stock  ;  and  various  salutary  restrictions  might 
be  provided,  and  the  only  way  of  securing  the  observance  of 
these  restrictions  would  be  by  an  efficient  system  of  inspec¬ 
tion.  1  believe  that  such  a  system  is  imperatively  called  for. 
I  believe  many  of  our  banks — In  fact,  we  know  that  many  of 
them — have  been  unsound,  have  been  proved  insolvent,  and 
in  many  cases  I  believe  :  the  business  of  these  banks,  under 
proper  restriction  and  inspection,  would  have  been  kept  in 
a  position  of  preventing  such  calamities.  I  take  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  motion,  believing  that  some  properly  devised 
measure  for  the  inspection  of  banks  would  have  a  salutary 
effect  on  the  public  credit,  conducing  to  the  interests  of 
those  who  have  to  do  with  the  banks  as  borrowers,  or  who 
make  the  banks  their  creditors  by  becoming  depositors  in 
them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  no  doubt  certain  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  making  a  system  of  inspection  effective,  particu¬ 
larly  in  the  respect  to  which  the  hon.  Finance  Minister 
has  alluded.  Notwithstanding,  my  own  opinion  is  that 
these  difficulties  ought  to  be  grappled  with,  and  that  the 
present  condition  of  our  banking  system  has  demonstrated 
that  it  is  very  unsatisfactory.  We  have  had,  as  my  hon. 
friend  from  L’lslet  (Mr.  Casgrain)  has  pointed  out,  a  very 
great  series  of  catastrophies  ;  and  we  find  in  tracing  these 
cases  that  the  returns  in  almost  all  of  them — made,  I  believe, 
under  the  sanction,  if  not  by  Order  of  this  Parliament — have 
been  returns  which  cannot  be  characterised  as  otherwise 
than  false.  There  are  returns  made  which  it  is  impossible 
to  reconcile  with  honesty  and  attention  to  the  concerns  of 
the  bank.  Either  there  was  a  gross  want  of  attention  or 
Mr.  Ives, 


there  was  dishonesty  on  the  part  of  the  officials 
who  made  the  returns.  Now  we  are  responsible  in 
that  regard.  We  offer  to  the  public  at  present  a 
certain  security.  We  say:  We  have  provided  for  re¬ 
turns,  and  these  returns  are  published  from  time  to  time 
in  the  Official  Gazette,  and  they  come  before 
you,  and  they  show  you  the  condition  of  the  banks  ;  we 
publish  them  in  order  that  the  public  may  be  informed 
and  may  judge  of  them.  But  we  know— I  do  not  at 
all  say  in  all  the  hanks — but  we  know  from  time  to  time, 
in  the  institutions  which  have  broken  down,  that  these 
returns  have  been  really  falsified  ;  therefore,  the  evils 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  adverts  to,  of  a  parliamentary 
security  given  to  the  public— which  turns  out  to  be 
fallacious— -exists  at  the  present  day,  but  exists  in  a  manner 
and  to  an  extent  which  requires  to  be  considered.  Now, 
I  would  make  a  practical  suggestion  on  that  subject. 
I  maintain  that  the  Government,  with  reference  to  these 
measures,  ought  to  see  to  it  that  the  criminal  law  is,  in  the 
first  place,  in  a  proper  condition  to  take  hold  of  those  who 
are  guilty  of  these  falsifications,  and,  secondly,  to  see  that 
the  provisions  of  the  criminal  law  are  enforced.  I  am  not 
now  discussing  the  constitutional  question  of  criminal  pro¬ 
cedure  and  criminal  jurisdiction  ;  we  know  that  in  election 
cases  provision  has  been  made  for  the  Attorney-General 
taking  part  in  the  prosecutions  or  arranging  them  ;  but  in 
some  way  or  other  it  ought  to  be  made  plain  that  the 
power  of  this  Legislature  is  intended  to  be  exercised  in  the 
vindication  of  the  law  in  cases  in  which  that  law  has  been 
abused.  Up  to  this  time  the  instances  of  its  abuse  and  the 
instances  of  punishment  for  that  abuse  contrast  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  manner,  and  nothing  is  more  unfortunate 
thau  that  a  law  should  be  a  dead  letter.  You  tell  the 
public  that  these  returns  are  made  under  the  sanction  of  an 
oath,  and  yet  they  are  falsified;  and  it  turns  out  now  that 
much  may  be  done  and  is  done  in  the  direction  of  falsifi¬ 
cation,  and  very  little  punishment  seems  to  follow.  With 
reference  to  the  observation  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
made,  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Government,  it  seems 
to  me  open  to  a  very  strong  comment.  He  says,  You  send 
your  inspector  out,  and  he  visits  the  bank  and  reports  that 
it  is  all  right,  and  if,  six  months  afterwards,  tho  bank  tails 
to  whom  does  the  public  look  ?  It  comes  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  he  sajs  the  Government  are  responsible.  But  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  Minister  whether  it  is  not  a  greater 
guarantee  to  the  public  of  the  confidence  of  the  Government 
in  a  banking  institution,  that  the  Government  deposits  its 
money  to  tho  extent  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  in 
that  institution — whether  the  fact  that  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  deposited  with  the  bank  is  not,  to  depositors, 
to  note-holders,  to  shareholders,  and  to  all  concerned,  a 
guarantee  of  its  solvency  of  a  much  more  pointed  character 
than  the  mere  return  of  an  inspector;  and  yet,  under  our 
present  law,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  administers  that  law, 
he  gives  a  guarantee  which  costs  to  private  individuals  who 
roly  upon  it,  I  do  not  know  how  much,  and  us  also,  largo 
sums  of  money.  So,  it  seems  to  me,  with  reference  to  the 
doctrine  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  laid  down,  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government  to  the  public  for  these 
declarations  of  tho  inspector  of  tho  solvency  of  banks,  that 
a  very  strong  comment  is  to  be  made  as  to  his  own  conduct 
in  dealing  with  insolvent  banks  and  fraudulent  roturns.  Now, 
the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  has  sug¬ 
gested  that  we  should  take  care  that  the  banks  should  realise 
their  dead  assets.  Of  course,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  we 
could  compel  them  to  do  so.  It  would  also  be  a  good  thing  if 
we  could  compel  them  to  abstain  from  making  these  big  ac¬ 
counts  which  they  make,  and  which  are  really  the  cause  of 
their  difficulties — the  creation  of  credits  of  immense  magni¬ 
tude,  out  of  proportion  to  their  resources.  In  such  cases, 
the  person  to  whom  the  credit  is  granted,  and  who  is  carry¬ 
ing  on  a  gigantic  business,  reaps  all  the  advantage  and  the 
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bank  all  the  disadvantage,  in  the  event  of  misfortune.  It 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  we  could  restrict  banks  in  making 
these  large  accounts,  and  compel  them  to  realise  their 
assets.  But  you  cannot  do  it.  What  would  happen  if  you 
tried  to  compel  a  bank  to  realise  its  real  property  which  it 
had  taken  for  a  debt?  It  would  simply  happen  that  the 
bank  would  keep  the  security  in  a  mortgage  instead  of  in  an 
absolute  deed,  until  such  time  as  it  could  be  realised.  You 
cannot  interfere  with  the  internal  economy  of  these  banks 
in  that  way.  There  are  modes  of  evading  such  interference, 
as  there  are  modes  of  evading  the  provision  of  the  law 
which  limits  the  credits  of  directors  ;  for  it  does  sometimes 
happen  that  more  money  goes  to  the  credit  of  a  director 
than  the  Banking  Act  allows.  It  seems  to  mo  that  such 
restrictions  would  be  ineffective  ;  but  something  might  be 
done  to  effect  a  more  vigorous  application  of  the  law  to 
those  who  make  these  returns,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
might  draw  some  instruction  from  the  observations  which 
have  been  made  and  which  condemn  his  practice  in  the 
past. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  are  more  directed  to  the  expediency  of  amending 
the  Banking  Act  and  having  a  supervision,  so  far  as  super¬ 
vision  could  be  had,  and  punishing  banks  making  false  re¬ 
turns  under  the  Bank  Act.  Well,  if  the  present  Bank 
Act  is  not  stringent  enough,  and  the  powers  given  to  punish 
banks  making  false  or  fraudulent  returns  are  insufficient, 
that  question  is  well  worthy  of  consideration  ;  but  that  is  not 
the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  motion 
made  is : 

“  That  it  is  expedient  that  some  measure  be  adopted  for  securing  by 
legislation  a  better  supervision  and  inspection  of  banks.” 

Now,  I  think  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  has 
given  a  satisfactory  answer  to  that  proposition,  that  it 
would  not  be  effective,  that  it  would  mislead  the  public, 
and  would  be  of  little  practical  value.  In  the  United 
States  they  have  a  system  of  inspection,  which  has  failed 
in  very  many  instances.  We  have  no  system  of  Govern- 
ment  inspection  in  the  same  sense  in  Canada;  yet  I  take  it 
that  the  proportion  of  failures  in  Canada  does  not  exceed 
the  proportion  of  failures  in  the  United  States.  But 
besides,  as  my  hon.  friend  has  stated,  the  oppori  uni  ties  lor 
an  effective  inspection  in  the  United  Slates  are  infinitely 
greater  than  in  Canada,  owing  to  the  difference  in  tho  two 
systems.  The  banks  in  the  United  States,  as  a  general 
rule,  especially  in  the  State  of  New  York,  with  which  we 
are  more  intimately  concerned  in  matters  of  trade,  have  a 
small  capital,  running  from  $50,000  to  $100,000,  and  so  on. 
They  are  small  private  banks,  doing  business  in  a  limited 
area ;  and  an  astute  inspector  sent  to  inspect  a  bank  in  any 
village  or  town  in  which  it  may  be  situated,  has  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  examining  its  securities — the  commercial  paper 
and  other  securities— and  enquiring  as  to  the  standing  of 
the  various  customers  of  the  bank.  He  can  only  approxi¬ 
mately  arrive  at  a  correct  valuation,  but  he  can  do  so  ap¬ 
proximately.  But  how  can  we  arrive  at  a  valuation  of 
the  assets  of  a  bank  having  fifty  or  sixty  agencies  ?  The 
hon.  member  for  Eichmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives), 
would  submit  to  inspection  the  branches  of  a  bank. 
If  it  be  impossible  to  have  an  effective  examination  and  to 
have  anything  like  an  efficient  valuation  of  the  assets  of  a 
bank,  and  if  there  cannot  be  an  efficient  valuation  of  fhose 
assets,  the  fact  of  an  inspection  merely  misleads  the  public. 
They  will,  rightly  or  wrongly,  put  confidence  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  s  inspection.  They  will  say  :  Well,  tho  Government 
has  just  inspected  this  bank,  it  is  all  right,  and  we  can 
make  our  deposits  in  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  about 
the  Government  strengthening  banks  by  making  deposits. 
Well,  it  is  sometimes  in  the  interests  of  tho  Government, 
and  the  Government  have  no  interest,  except  that  of  the 
public,  to  do  so.  It  has  been,  in  my  experience,  looking 


back,  found  requisite  or  expedient  by  several  governments, 
in  times  of  great  depression,  to  prevent  universal  ruin, 
universal  panic,  to  come  to  the  help  of  some  of  tho  banking 
institutions.  Those  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  lived  as  long 
as  I  have  will,  if  they  look  back,  find  that  governments 
have,  on  occasion,  prevented  universal  panic  by  acting  in 
concert  with  strong  banking  institutions,  in  helping  to  sue* 
tain  banks  which  were  not  quite  so  strong.  That  has  hap¬ 
pened  and  will  happen  everywhere.  It  has  happened  in 
England  where  governments  have  come  to  the  rescue  of 
tho  Bank  of  England,  in  times  of  panic,  to  prevent  a 
run  on  the  bank.  Every  government  must,  of  course,  act 
on  its  own  responsibility,  to  the  best  of  its  judgment,  in 
coming  promptly  to  the  protection  of  the  commercial  nnd 
financial  world  and  tho  people  generally.  If  they  make 
mistakes  they  are  liable  to  animadversion,  but  no  govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  deprive  itself  of  the  power  of  assuming  that 
position  in  times  of  great  depression,  great  commercial 
distress  and  panic.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  from  the  west 
riding  of  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  makes  certain  suggestions 
which,  as  I  have  already  said,  are  of  value,  and  the  Minister 
of  Justice  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  look  over  the  Banking  Act 
and  direct  his  attention  particularly  to  this  one  point,  that 
the  returns  should  be  carefully  considered  as  they  are 
made,  so  that  if  the  law  be  not  sufficiently  effective  now, 
most  stringent  measures  should  be  adopted,  on  the  criminal 
side  of  the  law,  to  punish  all  parties  who  make  false  or  mis¬ 
leading  returns,  and  that  faults  of  omission  in  returns 
should  be  considered  equally  criminal  with  faults  of  positive 
mistake.  I  think  that  is  worthy  of  consideration,  and  I 
hope,  after  this  discussion,  my  hon.  friend  will  not  consider 
it  requisite  to  press  his  motion  to  division. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  I  am  not  entirely 
disposed  to  dissent  from  what  the  hon.  the  First  Minister 
has  said,  but  I  think  he  will  agree  with  me  that  the  inter¬ 
ference  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  a 
particular  bank  or  particular  banks  is  a  moat  extreme 
measure,  only  justifiable  under  most  extreme  circumstances 
— in  times,  as  I  think  he  said,  of  extreme  depression  or 
panic,  or  for  the  purpose  of  averting  extieme  depression 
or  extreme  panic.  It  ought  to  be  guarded  carefully  and 
exercised  under  a  sense  ot  heavy  responsibility.  I  am  not 
at  all  sure  that  an  Act  of  indemnity  ought  not  to  be  applied 
for,  and  most  undoubtedly  it  ought  to  be  considered  as  being 
in  the  highest  degree  an  act  done  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Executive,  to  bo  guarded  with  all  possible  precautions— 
Orders  in  Council  and  the  like.  That  point  we  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  on  other  occasions  ; 
but  now,  with  respect  to  tho  matter  more  particularly  in 
hand,  I  think  the  case  stands  somewhat  thus  :  There  have 
been,  unfortunately,  very  great  scandals  connected  with  the 
failures  of  certain  recent  banks,  and  there  is  a  general  im¬ 
pression  on  the  public  mind  that  there  has  been  a  failure  of 
justice,  that  bank  directors  and  bank  presidents,  and  other 
persons  connected  with  banks,  havo  failed  most  signally  in 
their  duty,  and  no  proper  means  exist  for  punishing  them. 
That  is  the  popular  impression,  whether  correctly  founded  or 
not.  I  recognise,  as  iully  as  the  hon.  gentleman,  or  as  the 
hon.  the  Finance  Minister  can,  that  there  is  great  difficulty  in 
obtaining  adequate  inspection.  I  do  not  see  myself  how 
any  Government  inspector’,  or  set  of  inspectors,  could  arrive 
at  any  fair  idea  of  the  value  of  the  discounts  of  these  large 
banks.  I  admit  that  is  a  very  great  difficulty.  I  am  not 
certain,  however,  that  more  care  might  not  be  taken,  or 
that  the  inspection  might  not  be  judiciously  used  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether,  discounts  apart,  the  regu¬ 
lations  laid  down  by  our  Banking  Act  are  complied  with  ; 
but  of  this  I  am  very  sure,  that  in  practice,  at  any  rate, 
our  criminal  law  requires  to  be  strengthened.  Acts 
have  been  shown  to  have  been  committed  by  persons  en¬ 
trusted  with  the  funds  of  shareholders  and  depositors  which 
ought  to  have  received  severe  punishment.  In  England 
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and  the  United  States  acts  of  a  like  nature  have  received  ex¬ 
tremely  severe  punishment;  and  though  I  do  not  think  there 
is  need  that  ou*'  criminal  law  should  be  amended,  I  think 
in  this  and  many  other  cases  there  is  urgent  need  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  should  take  steps,  at  an  early 
day.  to  endeavor  to  extradite  criminals  of  this  kind.  That 
would  be  a  very  important  additional  safeguard  to  all  our 
hanking  institutions.  On  the  whole,  I  dare  say,  my  hon. 
friend  having  obtained  an  interesting  discussion  on  this 
subject  and  been  the  means  of  eliciting  some  very  valuable 
suggestions  with  reference  to  it,  might  comply  with  the 
request  of  the  hon  the  First  Minister,  though  that  is  for 
him  to  decide  T  hope  the  Finance  Minister  and  tho  First 
Minister, who  having  been  Minister  of  Justice  in  formeryears, 
is  especially  able  to  take  charge  of  this  matter — having  had 
great  experience  in  banking  matters  in  the  olden  time — 
will  consider  the  suggestions  of  mv  hon.  friend,  with  the 
view  of  strengthening  the  criminal  law,  and  will  not  disre¬ 
gard  my  own  suggestion,  that  the  immediate  extension  of  tho 
extradition  treaty  will  be  of  great  value  to  all  the  depositors 
and  shareholders  in  this  community. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  I  have,  T  think,  indicated 
to  the  House  that  there  is  an  Bxtradition  Treaty  now  being 
negotiated  between  England  and  the  United  States,  which  l 
hope  will  eome  to  fruition,  and  I  believe,  if  so,  it  will  cover 
every  real  offender  against  the  criminal  law. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  formulate  a  provision 
in  the  way  of  an  amendment  of  the  Banking  Act  that  would 
prevent  directors  of  banks  from  evading  the  provision  re¬ 
quiring  them  to  dispose  of  their  dead  and  ineffective  assets, 
but  I  still  think  it  would  be  quite  possible  to  do  it.  I  be¬ 
lieve  his  difficulty  about  changing  the  ownership  for  a 
mortgage  would  be  got  over  by  obliging  them  to  sell  such 
assets  for  cash.  If  we  had  a  provision  of  that  kind,  which 
would  clear  off  the  dead  and  ineffective  assets,  and  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  criminal  law  which  might  bring  about 
more  care  on  the  part  of  the  directors,  the  two  work¬ 
ing  together  would  do  good ;  but  it  would  be  very  easy,  under 
any  amendment  to  the  criminal  law,  for  the  directors  to 
hide  themselves  behind  ineffective  and  dead  assets  and 
make  their  statements  really  show  what  they  declare  in 
returns  to  the  Government. 

Motion  negatived. 

RAILWAY  COMMUNICATION  WITH  OTTAWA. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  moved  for: 

Return  showing  the  amount  contributed  to  the  Canada  Central  Rail¬ 
way  between  Ottawa  and  Brockville,  either  by  the  Government  of  Can¬ 
ada,  the  Provincial  Government  of  Ontario,  or  by  the  municipalities 
alouff  the  line  of  railway.  Also  for  similar  returns  concerning  the  Ottawa 
and  St.  Lawrence  Railway  from  Ottawa  to  Prescott  ;  together  with  the 
conditions  upon  which  such  grants  were  made  to  both  railways  ;  also 
statement  showing  the  present  train  service  on  both  lines  of  railway. 

Uc  said  :  My  attention  was  called  to  this  subject  in  coming 
to  Ottawa.  I  found  that  the  traia  service  on  one  of  these 
lines  at  least  was  very  different  from  v,rhat  it  formerly  was. 
I  might  state,  for  the  information  of  the  House,  that  on  the 
trip  coming  down  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  we  started 
from  Toronto  at  ten  o’clock  at  night  and  reached  Brock- 
ville,  a  distance  of  nearly  225  miles,  in  about  seven  hours. 
We  then  took  the  train  at  Brockville,  and  did  not  reach 
Ottawa  until  eleven,  so  that  it  took  us  almost  as  long  to 
come  the  distance  of  10  miles  as  to  come  the  distance  of 
225  miles.  We  had  no  delays  or  accidents  on  the  short 
road.  The  train  was  apparently  a  mixed  train.  I  under¬ 
stand  nothing  but  mixed  trains  run  on  the  line ;  that  the 
express  trains  that  formerly  ran  on  that  line  and  on  the 
Ottawa”and  St.  Lawrence  line  have  been  taken  off;  that  the 
service  has  altogether  degenerated,  and  I  want  to  ascertain, 
in  the  interests  of  the  people  of  this  country,  what  amount 
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of  interest  tho  people  had  invested  in  this  road,  what  amount 
of  interest  the  Government  of  Canada  had  invested  in  this 
road,  what  amount  of  interest  the  Government  of  Ontario 
had  invested  in  this  road.  I  want  to  see  why  it  is  that  the 
vested  rights  of  the  people,  if  they  have  any  vested  rights, 
are  not  respected.  Hon.  members  of  this  House  are  well 
aware  that,  perhaps,  there  has  been  no  Session — there  has 
been  none,  in  ray  recollection — when  our  mails  have  been 
received  so  irregularly  as  during  this  Sossion.  We  cannot 
count,  with  any  degree  of  certainty,  upon  receiving  our 
mails  at  a  stated  period.  Formerly  the  trains  were  on  time, 
tho  mails  were  regularly  received,  tho  connection  was  good 
and  thero  was  very  little  to  complain  of.  They  used  to 
have  regular  connections  between  the  trunk  lines  and  the 
local  roads  which  were  doing  public  service  for  the  muni¬ 
cipalities  in  which  they  wore  constructed.  I  want  to  know 
how  much  the  difference  is  duo  to  the  change  of  policy  in 
the  management  of  these  roads.  I  would  like  to  know  if  it  is 
that  which  has  been  the  means  of  causing  our  local  railways 
to  fall  into  disuse,  and  tho  interests  of  these  local  railways 
to  be  sacrificed,  and  the  interests  of  tho  people  on  those 
roads  to  be  neglected,  as  they  are  in  many  places.  This  is 
only  one  instance.  I  have  other  instances  in  my  mind,  and 
I  may  move  for  the  papers  in  regard  to  them,  in  order  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tho  matter,  not  with 
the  view  of  complaint,  but  in  order  to  see  if  we  cannot  get 
a  remedy.  This  country  has  aided  very  largely  tho  Pacifio 
Railway.  It  has  given  very  largely  for  the  building, 
maintenance  and  equipment  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  which 
has  absorbed  these  two  lines.  Whan  it  suits  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  they 
will  run  the  trains  and  the  kind  of  trains  they  choose.  With¬ 
out  consulting  the  interests,  the  convenience,  or  the  well 
being  of  the  people  on  those  lines  of  railway.  Is  there  no 
power  to  stop  this  sort  of  thing  ?  If  the  Government  grant 
largely  to  these  roads,  have  they  no  control  over  them  ? 
Formerly,  when  these  roads  were  under  the  control  of  the 
municipalities,  every  member  of  this  House  will  remember 
the  more  efficient  servico  wo  had  on  the  St.  Lawrence  and 
Ottawa,  and  on  the  Ottawa  and  Brockville  roads.  The 
places  that  are  servod  by  these  lines  are  no  inconsiderable 
places.  The  City  of  Ottawa  and  the  country  between 
Ottawa  and  Brockville  are  served  and  accommodated  by 
these  roads.  It  is  but  natural  that  these  people  should  take 
a  deep  interest  in  seeing  if  their  local  rights  are 
going  to  be  overridden  by  a  policy  which  took  away  the 
local  rights  of  the  local  railways,  and  centered  them  all  in 
Dominion  lines.  If  this  is  one  of  the  results  of  this 
policy  which  was  inaugurated  here  two  or  three  Sessions 
ago,  it  is  well  the  people  of  this  country  should  know  it ; 
and  if  there  is  no  protection  for  the  people,  no  guarantee 
that  the  money  they  have  invested  in  these  roads  will  en¬ 
sure  them  regular  trains  and  efficient  service,  with  a  proper 
rate  of  speed,  then  it  is  time  this  House  and  the  country 
should  know  it.  My  attention  was  drawn  to  this  matter 
coming  down,  and  it  has  since  been  drawn  to  it  by  the  irre¬ 
gularity  of  tho  mails  that  come  here,  and  I  have  felt  it  due 
to  myself  and  to  the  country  to  have  it  duly  considered,  so 
that  we  may  see  if  no  remedy  can  be  found  for  these  locali¬ 
ties  whose  lines  have  been  absorbed  by  Dominion  legisla¬ 
tion.  Wo  may  be  told,  perhaps,  that  the  lessening  of  the 
service  is  due  to  the  great  depression'  that  exists  in  this 
country;  that  it  is  owing  to  tho  hard  times  that  tho  traffic 
has  fallen  off ;  that  thero  is  no  longer  the  necessity  existing 
for  the  continuance  of  those  trains  which  we  formerly  had. 
Ln  all  the  years  gone  by,  except,  I  think,  the  last  year, 
these  roads  have  been  able  to  have  several  trains  u^on  them, 
with  a  large  amount  of  work  to  perform.  If  tho  state  and 
condition  of  the  country  is  such  that  it  cannot  now  afford  to 
keep  up  regular  trains,  that  will  run  at  some  reasonable 
rate  of  speed,  then  of  course  it  will  be  for  us  to  complain. 
We  know  that  the  Government  who  carried  on  the  affairs 
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of  this  country  a  few  years  ago,  were  charged  with  being 
flies  on  the  wheel,  but  during  the  time  they  were  in  power 
they  had  to  regulate  the  trains  on  this  road,  they  had  tho 
work  to  perform  and  we  had  an  efficient  service  on  this 
road.  What  has  become  of  the  flies  now  ?  Where  are  tk® 
flies  now  ? 

Mr.  IY.BS.  They  are  in  Opposition. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Yes,  the  flies  have  become  so 
numerous  now  that  they  have  clogged  the  wheels  of  com¬ 
merce,  not  only  on  these  roads  but  on  other  roads.  Now, 
while  I  am  speaking,  there  is  another  matter  I  wish  to  bring 
before  the  House.  Last  Session  I  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Postmaster-General  to  the  need  of  giving  to  that  most 
important  line  of  railway  from  Stratford  to  Wiarton,  two 
mails  a  day,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  promised  that  ho  would 
give  the  matter  his  earnest  consideration.  His  considera¬ 
tion  has  resulted  in  this,  that  now  we  have  three  trains  a 
week  less  on  that  road  and  only  one  service  a  day  at  noon, 
and  one  the  next  day  in  the  morning.  In  the  days  when 
the  flies  were  on  the  wheel  we  used  to  a  have  a  mail  every 
morning,  but  now,  since  this  enlightened  and  liberal 
policy  was  inaugurated,  by  which  the  industries  of  the 
country  were  to  be  protected,  we  have  a  morning 
service,  and  the  next  day  we  have  no  service 
until  noon.  The  empty  trains  have  been  taken  off  the 
road.  Wo  appealed  to  tho  railway  company  about  it,  but 
they  say  the  condition  of  the  trade  of  this  country  will  not 
warrant  them  in  keeping  on  the  number  of  trains  they  for¬ 
merly  had,  so  they  have  been  discontinued.  Consequently 
it  was  impossible,  I  presume,  for  tho  Postmaster-General,  in 
the  depressed  condition  of  the  country,  when  it  became 
necessary  for  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  to  re¬ 
move  its  trains — it  was  impossible  for  him,  I  suppose,  to 
give  a  better  service  to  the  large  towns,  the  rapidly  in¬ 
creasing  towns— — - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Yes,  the  towns  are  increasing,  but 
the  service  on  the  road  is  decreasing.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  attention  of  the  Government  having  been  called  to  this 
matter,  I  hope  they  will  bring  down  the  papers,  so  that  wo 
may  be  able  to  form  an  estimate  of  what  amount  tho 
people  have  given,  what  amount  of  vested  interest  they 
have  in  the  road — so  that  we  may  be  able  to  seo  if  any 
remedy  can  be  provided  by  this  House,  whereby  the  vested 
rights  and  interests  of  tho  people  may  be  protected. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  am  not  aware  that  this  House  is  bound 
to  pass  resolutions  for  the  personal  convenience  of  hon. 
members.  Of  course,  it  is  very  interesting  to  hear  tho  hon. 
gootleman  complain  of  the  inconvenience  to  which  he  was 
subjected  in  coming  to  Ottawa;  that  is  a  matter,  of  course, 
very  interesting  to  himself  and  perhaps  to  others  outside. 
But  I  contend  that  in  all  resolutions  moved  in  this  House,  the 
hon.  member  making  the  motion  should  show  to  the  House 
some  substantial  reason  why  the  resolution  should  be  passed. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  well  that  the  returns  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  resolutions,  when  made  to  the  satisfaction  of  hon. 
membors,  moan  the  expenditure  of  a  large  amount  of  money ; 
and  if  this  motion  were  carried  as  it  now  stands,  it  would 
involve  tho  expenditure  of  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
money.  What  I  complain  of  is,  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  come  to  this  House  and  ask  lor  information  which  it 
cannot  be  possessed  of.  If  tho  hon.  gentleman  wero  as 
studious  about  this  matter  as  he  is  about  other  matters,  ho 
would  discover,  upon  reference  to  parliamentary  documents, 
that  no  money  was  ever  granted  to  this  railway  company 
between  the  points  indicated.  He  would  discover,  also,  that 
his  friends  in  the  Ontario  Legislature  were  the  proper 
parties  to  apply  to  for  redress  and  for  the  information  he 
so  much  desires. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  tho  hon.  gentleman  will  allow 
me  to  explain,  I  would  say  there  is  an  item  in  the  railway 
statistics  of  Canada  where  a  grant  is  made  to  the  Canada 
Central  of  $1,444,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  the  extension  of  the  Canada 
Central  to  the  Canadian  Pacific. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  only  study  the 
railway  history  of  Canada  ho  will  see  quite  a  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  railway  to  which  he  refers  and  the  Brockvilleand 
Ottawa  Railway.  I  say,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to 
have  the  information  ho  speaks  of,  he  should  apply  to  his 
friends  in  the  Ontario  Legislature  and  they  can  give  it  to  him. 
If  they  cannot  give  it  to  him  I  can  afford  him  all  the  infor¬ 
mation  he  requires.  If  we  were  to  accept  the  resolution,  as 
moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  we  must  admit  then,  that 
the  Government  of  Canada  has  given  money  towards  the 
Brockvilleand  Ottawa  Railway  Company.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  recollect  that  some  years  ago  a  sum  of  money  was 
granted  by  the  Local  Legislature  for  a  portion  of  tho  Canada 
Central  Railway,  from  Carleton  Place  to  Sand  Point — a  sum 
of  $119,000;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  find  that  tho 
Government  of  Canada  ever  voted  a  sum  of  money  to 
the  Brockville  and  Ottawa  Company.  He  will  find  that 
some  years  ago  a  charter  was  asked  and  a  Bill  was 
passed  by  the  old  Parliament  of  Canada,  for  the  building  of 
a  railway  from  the  City  of  Quebec  to  Lake  Huron,  passing 
by  the  City  of  Ottawa,  and  following  the  line  of  tho 
Ottawa  River  to  Lake  Huron.  That  was  in  1856,  so  ho 
wilt  see  that  so  far  as  this  railway  is  concerned  it  cannot  be 
a  local  railway.  At  that  time  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  in 
its  wisdom,  voted  4,009,000  acres  of  land  to  assist  the 
building  of  that  railway.  That  charter  expirod,  but  in 
1861  there  was  ar  Act  passed  through  the  Legislature, 
which  is  called  the  Canada  Central  Railway  Act,  by  moans 
of  which  a  portion  of  that  line  originally  pr-oposed  by  tho 
Bill  of  1856  was  kept  alive,  and  the  land  grant  was,  by 
some  extraordinary  manoeuvring,  Sir,  continued  and  recog¬ 
nised,  to  a  certain  extent,  for  the  building  of  that  railway. 
That  charter  also  expired,  but  was  subsequently  revived  in 
part.  Nothing  was  done,  so  far  as  that  railway  was 
concerned,  until  some  years  afterwards,  when  the  people 
of  Ottawa  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good  idea  to  run 
a  road  from  this  city  to  Carleton  Place,  a  distance  of 
2cJ  miles.  They  built  that  road  and  then  leased  a 
portion  of  tho  Brockville  and  Ottawa  Railway,  from 
Carleton  Place  to  Sand  Point,  for  999  years,  and  callod 
that  the  Canada  Central  Railway.  Tho  original  Act  of 
Parliament  declared  that  that  I’ailway  should  run  direct 
from  Quebec  to  Ottawa,  and  thence  to  Lake  Huron,  keep¬ 
ing  within  25  miles  of  the  Ottawa  River.  They  built  a  road 
from  Ottawa  to  Carleton  Place,  almost  at  right  angles  to 
Brockville,  and  then  leased  a  portion  of  the  Brockville  and 
Ottawa  Railway  for  999  years,  and  called  that  the  Canada 
Central  Railway  Company,  and  they  thought  that  came 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  Well,  Sir,  what  did  they 
do  then  ?  This  company  first  applied  to  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  for  aid,  and  it  was  not  recognised.  They  then 
applied  to  the  Government  of  Sandfield  Macdonald,  in  1871, 
but  he  refused  to  recognise  them,  and  contended  they  had 
no  claim  whatever  for  the  12,000  acres  per  mile.  The  com¬ 
pany  claimed,  because  they  had  built  28A-  miles  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  Brockville,  and  had  leased  another  portion  of  railway 
at  right  angles  to  it  and  called  it  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
Company,  they  were,  therefore,  entitled  to  receive  312,000 
acres  of  the  best  land  in  Ontario.  Sandfield  Macdonald  re¬ 
pudiated  that  claim.  It  was  supported  by  tho  Hon.  Mr. 
Scott,  who  was  then  a  member  of  that  Legislature,  but  the 
claim  was  finally  refused.  When  the  Sandfield  Macdonald 
Government  fell  and  the  Hon.  Mr.  Scott  was  taken  into  tho 
Government,  then  we  find  an  Act  was  passed  by  the  leader 
of  the  Government*— the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  then 
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at  the  head  of  the  Government — by  means  of  which  the 
company  were  enabled  to  sue  the  Province  of  Ontario —it 
was  called  the  Petition  of  Eights  Act.  That  petition  was 
filed  shortly  afterwards,  and  the  case  was  submitted  to  the 
courts  and  tried.  Three  witnesses  were  called  by  the  railway 
company  and  examined,  but  none  were  examined  on  the  part 
of  tho  other  side,  and  judgment  went  against  the  Province. 
Some  months  after  that,  I,  in  my  place  in  the  Ontario  Legis¬ 
lature,  urged  that  justice  had  not  been  dono  to  the  Province, 
and  I  asked  Mr.  Mowat  to  appeal  the  case.  After  a  timo 
an  appeal  was  made  to  the  higher  court ;  but  instead  of  add¬ 
ing  additional  evidence,  instead  of  showing  to  the  court 
what  tho  facts  really  were,  as  regards  the  position  of  the 
railway  and  the  franchise  conferred  by  Ards  of  Parliament, 
they  appealed  from  the  decision  on  tho  facts  presented  to 
the  court,  and  thht  decision  was  confirmed.  The  result 
was  that  judgment  went  against  the  Province  for  342,000 
acres  of  land.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  ask:  What  con¬ 
nection  that  has  with  this  matter.  I  will  show  tho  hon. 
member  and  the  House  the  connection.  Instead  of  the 
Government  of  Canada  having  given  a  dollar  to  tho  railway 
company,  the  company  obtained  a  loan  of  $1,354,000  from 
Brcckviile,  the  township  of  Elizabethtown,  and  the  counties 
of  Lanark  and  Eenfrew,  for  which  the  company  gave  to  the 
said  municipalities  a  first  mortgage  on  the  road.  Payments 
fell  into  ai'rear,  and  at  the  time  the  municipal  loan  fund  was 
settled  by  the  Ontario  Legislature  it  amounted  to  nearly 
$2,500,000.  The  Act  passed  by  Mr.  Mowat  provided  that 
where  a  municipality  had  borrowed  money  from  the  loan 
fund  and  had  taken  security  therefor,  that  that  security 
belonged  to  the  Province.  Tho  township  of  Elizabeth¬ 
town  and  Brockville  and  tho  counties  of  Lanark  and 
Eenfrew  had,  as  before  stated,  taken  a  mortgage  on 
the  Brockville  and  Ottawa  Eailway  to  provide  for  the 
repayment  of  the  money.  The  mortgage  was  in  exist- 
ance,  it  was  a  good  and  valid  security,  but  notwithstand¬ 
ing  that,  Mr.  Mowat’s  Government  reduced  the  claim  of 
those  municipalities  from  $3,500,000  to  $556,000,  thereby 
throwing  away  nearly  $2,000,000  of  money  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  And  then  what  did  they  do  ?  They  coolly  asked 
the  House  to  set  off  the  judgment  against  the  Province  against 
the  mortgage  they  held  from  the  different  municipalities. 
So  that  by  this  transaction  the  Province  lost  $3,000,000 ; 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to  the  records  of  the 
Legislature  and  to  the  several  motions  on  this  subject,  he 
will  discover  that  the  mortgage  which  had  been  given  by 
the  railway  municipalities  was  wiped  out  by  tho  judgment 
against  tho  Province.  So  far  as  the  Government  of  Canada 
is  concerned,  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  granting  this  money. 
It  was  money  owing  by  cei’tain  municipalities  which  they 
were  well  able  to  pay,  and  those  municipalities  took  socurity 
for  their  advances,  and,  moreover,  having  that  security,  tho 
Government  could  have  enforced  payment.  But  they  failed 
to  do  so  and  thought  it  better,  in  the  interest  of  some  person 
or  of  their  party,  to  have  the  judgment  wiped  out  for  342,000 
acres  of  land  and  give  up  the  mortgage  they  held  as  security 
for  the  indebtedness  of  the  municipalities  which  had  borrow¬ 
ed  the  money. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Allow  me  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  member.  There  is  a  likelihood  of  there  being  a 
small  attendance  of  members  this  evening,  and  with  the 
consent  of  the  House  I  will  move  the  adjournment  at  six 
o’clock;  and,  in  order  to  be  able  to  do  this,  I  will  ask  that 
the  debate  on  this  motion  be  adjourned. 

Mr.  RYKEET.  I  would  like  to  move  an  amendment  to 
the  motion  before  the  House — because  it  will  not  be  con¬ 
venient  for  me  to  bo  present  at  its  next  sitting.  Tho  follow¬ 
ing  is  the  amendment 

That  tho  resolution  be  amended  by  addiog  the  following  words  after 
“railway  ”  in  the  fourth  line,  “also  showing  what  securities  were  tsken 
for  the  amount  so  advanced  to  the  said  railway  company,  and  what 
disposition  was  made  of  such  securities.  " 

Mr,  Rykert. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  papers,  correspondence  and  accounts  in  relation  to  the 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec,  from  1st  July,  1881,  to  31st  January, 
1885.— (Mr.  Langelier.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  5:55  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  12th  February,  1835. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

EXTENSION  OF  TIME.— PRIYATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  KRANZ  moved : 

That  the  time  for  receivi  ng  Private  Bills  be  extended  to  Wednesday,  the 
fifth  day  of  March  next,  in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  tho 
Select  Standing  Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  28)  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Drainage 
Company.— (Mr.  Dickinson.) 

Bill  (No,  29)  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  Patents  of 
Inventions. —  (Mr.  Smyth.) 

INDIAN  SUPERINTENDENTS. 

Mr.  LISTER  asked,  Has  the  office  of  Indian  Superinten¬ 
dent  been  abolished?  If  so,  the  names  of  the  several  in¬ 
cumbents  at  tho  time  of  its  abolition.  Has  a  new  office 
been  created  in  its  place  ?  If  so,  its  name  and  the  names 
of  the  several  inoumbents.  Has  or  have  any  person  or 
persons  who  held  the  office  of  Indian  Superintendent  been 
appointed  to  tho  new  office  ?  If  so,  the  names  of  such  per¬ 
sons  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  The  office  of  Indian 
Superintendent  has  not  been  abolished.  No  new  office  has 
beon  created  in  its  place,  and  no  one  has  been  appointed  to 
]  it.  Thoro  are  three  Indian  Superintendents  in  Ontario, 
j  namely,  Mr.  Gilkison  at  Brantford,  Mr.  Walton  at  Parry 
Sound,  and  Mr.  Phipp?  at  Manito waning,  Manitoulin 
Island;  one  in  Quebec,  Mr.  Boucher,  at  Betsiamis,  on  the 
Lower  St.  Lawrence ;  one  in  British  Columbia,  Dr.  Powell, 
at  Yictoria ;  two  in  New  Brunswick,  Mr.  Sargeant,  at 
Chatham,  and  Mr.  Farrell,  at  Fredericton ;  and  one  on 
Prince  Edward  Islacd,  Mr.  Arsennault,  on  Lennox  Island. 

OFFICIAL  ARBITRATORS. 

Mr.  BELLEAU  (Translation)  asked,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce  this  Session  a 
measure  to  alter  the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Official 
Arbitrators  of  the  Dominion  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  (Translation).  In  answer 
to  this  question,  I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  mombor  that  the 
Government  are  now  taking  into  consideration  a  measure 
to  that  effect ;  but  it  has  not  yet  been  decided  when  the 
measure  will  be  introduced. 
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IMMIGRANT  BUILDINGS  AT  LEVIS. 

Mr.  BELLEAU  (Translation)  enquired,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  commence  soon  the  con¬ 
struction,  at  Levis,  of  the  immigrant  buildings  for  which  a 
sum  was  voted  by  the  House  last  year  and  the  year  before  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  The  Govern¬ 
ment  have  not  yet  determined  exactly  where  these  build¬ 
ings  will  be  located.  As  soon  as  the  site  is  chosen  the  con¬ 
struction  will  be  commenced. 

THE  EXCHANGE  BANK  OP  CANADA. 

Mr.  HOLTON  asked,  Has  the  Government  obtained 
a  copy  of  the  judgment  recently  delivered  by  Mr.  Justice 
Mathieu,  of  the  Superior  Court  for  Lower  Canada,  dismiss¬ 
ing  its  claim,  as  a  privileged  claim,  upon  the  assets  of  the 
Exchange  Bank  of  Canada  in  liquidation,  and,  if  so,  is  it  in¬ 
tended  to  lay  it  upoa  the  Table  of  this  House,  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  of  the  legal  advisers 
of  the  Crown,  upon  the  question  involved  ? 

2.  Has  the  Government  obtained  any  security  from  Sen¬ 
ator  Ogilvie  for  the  repayment  of  money  loaned  to  the 
Exchange  Bank  and  guaranteed  by  him  ? 

3.  Has  the  Government  taken  any  proceedings  against 
Senator  Ogilvie  to  compel  him  to  pay  the  amount  of  his 
guarantee  in  this  matter,  or  to  give  security  therefor,  and, 
if  so,  when  ?  If  not,  is  it  their  intention  to  do  so  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  has 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  judgment  recently  delivered  by  Mr. 
Justice  Mathieu.  There  is  no  intention  of  laving  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  can  move 
for  it  if  he  wishes.  Of  course  it  can  be  procured  ;  it  is  like 
any  other  judgment  of  a  court,  and  can  be  obtained  by  any 
hon.  member  or  any  person  in  the  Dominion.  The  opinion 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  an  opinion  for  the  information 
of  the  Crown  ;  and  so  with  the  legal  advisors  of  the  Crown 
upon  the  question.  The  Government  has  not  obtained  any 
security  from  Senator  Ogilvie  for  the  repayment  of  the 
money  loaned  to  the  Exchange  Bank  and  guaranteed  by 
him.  As  to  the  third  part  of  the  question,  the  Government 
have  not  taken  any  proceedings  against  Senator  Ogilvie, 
inasmuch  as  this  judgment  is  now  in  appeal,  and  if  the 
Crown’s  priority  is  upheld  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  there 
will  be  no  necessity  for  taking  proceedings  against  Senator 
Ogilvie. 

PRIVILEGE-NEWSPAPER  ATTACK. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called 
I  would  like  to  make  an  explanation  in  reference  to  an 
item  which  I  see  in  the  Free  Press  of  yesterday,  and  which, 
I  believe,  was  inspired  by  an  hon.  member  of  this  House. 
It  reads  as  follows :  — 

“The  constituents  of  Dr.  Spronle,  the  member  for  East  Grey,  are 
not  to  be  congratulated  on  the  choice  they  made  in  sending  that  gentle¬ 
man  to  represent  them  in  Parliament.  About  six  months  ago  the 
County  Council  handed  a  memorial  to  the  doctor,  which  was  passed  by 
the  municipality,  praying  the  Dominion  Government  to  grant  some 
compensation  for  having  largely  deprived  the  people  of  their  railway 
facilities  by  the  legislation  which  declared  all  these  lines  lor  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  Dominion.  He  was  instructed  to  forward  the  memorial  to 
the  Government,  and  at  the  same  time  to  use  his  endeavors  with  the 
party  of  which  he  is  so  servile  a  supporter,  to  obtain  some  concessions.” 

Then  it  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Sir  Hector  Langevin  said  that  the  memorial  was  never  received  by 
the  Government.  Later  on  a  note  from  Sproule — at  least  it  is  said  so — 
made  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  state  that  it  was  said  to  be  mailed 
two  or  three  days  ago.  Now  where  has  this  memorial  been  for  the  past 
few  months,  wifi  be  a  pertinent  question  to  ask  Mr.  Sproule.” 

I  would  like  to  say  in  reference  to  that  item,  that  the 
memorial  was  passed  at  the  June  session  of  the  County 


Council  of  Grey.  It  was  not  sent  to  me,  as  the  papers  will 
show.  A  letter  accompanying  this  memorial  will  show 
that  I  only  received  this  memorial  early  in  December. 
It  was  dated  in  the  clerk’s  office  on  the  1st  of  December, 
and  I  think  I  received  it  on  the  4th,  with  instructions  to 
lay  it  before  the  Governor  in  Council  and  endeavor  to 
obtain  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  I  thought  the  best  time 
to  do  so  would  be  after  the  Session  of  Parliament  com¬ 
menced,  and  therefore  I  brought  it  along  with  me  and 
forwarded  it  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  direct  to  the 
Governor  in  Council.  As  to  the  way  I  supported  the 
prayer  of  that  petition,  I  think  it  might  reasonably  bo  left 
to  my  own  judgment. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
indicate  that  the  article  was  inspired  by  an  hon.  member 
of  this  House.  I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  would  state  who 
the  hon.  member  is. 

RAILWAY  COMMUNICATION  WITH  OTTAWA. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  Mr,  Landerkin’s  pro¬ 
posed  motion  for  Return  showing  the  amounts  contributed 
to  the  Canada  Central  Railway  between  Ottawa  and  Brock- 
ville,  either  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  the  Provincial 
Government  of  Onta'uo,  or  by  the  municipalities  along  that 
line  of  railway ;  and  the  motion  of  Mr.  Rykert  in  amend¬ 
ment  thereto. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  When  the  House  adjourned  yesterday,  I 
was  endeavoring  to  show  the  hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr, 
Landerkin),  and  also  this  House,  how  highly  favored  the 
Canada  Central  Railway  had  been  at  the  hands  of  the 
Ontario  Government.  I  pointed  out  the  fact  that  this  com¬ 
pany  had,  through  one  means  or  another,  involved  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  in  an  expenditure  of  upwards  of  $2, 000, 000. 
I  showed  that  the  Government  had,  in  the  first  place, 
given  $119,000  for  a  portion  of  the  road  from  Sand 
Point  to  Pembroke.  I  also  showed  that  money  had  been 
taken  from  the  municipal  loan  fund  of  the  old  Parliament  of 
Canada  and  had  been  loaned  to  Brockville,  the  Township  of 
Elizabethtown,  and  the  Counties  of  Lanark  and  Renfrew,  to 
the  amount  of  $1,354,900 ;  that  it  accumulated  to  $2,500,000, 
and  that,  by  the  grace  of  the  Mowat  Government,  that 
amount  was  reduced  to  $550,000,  although  at  that  time  the 
municipalities  had  a  valid  security,  a  first  mortgage  on  the 
road,  for  the  payment  of  the  whole  amount.  I  also  showed 
that  the  Ontario  Legislature  had  passed  an  Act  by  which 
the  Government  was  allowed  to  be  sued  by  the  Canada 
Central  upon  petition  of  right,  and  judgment  was  obtained 
against  the  Province  for  342,000  acres,  and  that  judgment 
was  set  off  against  the  mortgage.  Ontario  thus  lost 
about  $2,000,000  by  the  Canada  Central  Railway.  But 
that  is  not  all.  Not  only  the  Reform  Government  of 
Ontario  granted  favors  to  the  Canada  Central,  but  we  find 
that  in  the  second  Session  of  the  Reform  Government  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie  no  less  a  sum  than  $1,440,000  was  voted  for  the 
extension  of  that  railway  towards  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  The  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  go  beyond 
the  City  of  Ottawa.  Yesterday  he  interrupted  me  when  I 
was  making  some  observations,  and  pointed  out  the  fact 
that  he  found  in  the  accounts  of  last  year  an  item  of 
$16,800  paid  to  the  Canada  Central  Company.  True  it  was 
granted  and  paid.  But  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion  does 
not  reach  that  far.  It  only  covers  the  road  from  Brock- 
ville  to  Ottawa,  and  I  say  the  Government  of  Canada 
never  gave  a  single  dollar  to  that  portion  of  the  Rail¬ 
way,  but  that  the  money  was  voted  towards  the  extension 
of  the  railway.  The  House  does  not  require  any  such 
return  as  is  asked  for.  It  is  already  on  record,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows  it  right  well,  for  he  voted  for 
'  granting  $12,000  per  mile  for  120  miles  of  that  road  in 
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1875.  The  amount  was  $1,440,000,  and  there  is  no  neces¬ 
sity  for  thehon.  member  to  move  a  motion  covering  that  — 
if  he  intended  to  cover  it,  as  I  suppose  he  did  by  his  inter¬ 
ruption — and  there  is  no  necessity  to  bring  down  any 
papers  in  regard  to  that  matter.  We  know  all  about  it.  All 
we  have  to  do  is  to  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  this  House  in  1879,  for  he  gives  it  as  one  of  the 
items  of  the  expenditure  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway. 
The  hon.  gentleman  wants  this  House  to  interfere  with  the 
internal  management  of  this  railway  company.  I  should 
like  to  know  if,  in  the  liberality  of  the  Ontario  Government, 
and  of  the  Dominion  Government  in  granting  $12,000  per 
mile,  there  was  any  condition  attached  in  regard  to  operat¬ 
ing  the  road.  There  was  no  condition  attached,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Act  stating  what  the  company  should  do.  So 
far  as  regards  running  trains,  that  is  a  matter  of  internal 
economy  between  the  company  and  tho  Government.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  was  inconvenienced,  but  at  the 
same  time  others  have  been  inconvenienced  in  like  manner. 
The  same  thing  happened  last  year,  and  if  I  recollect 
rightly,  you,  Mr.  Speakei',  were  charged  with  having  com¬ 
pelled  the  railway  company  not  to  wait  for  tho  Grand 
Trunk  train,  and  in  consequence  a  large  number  of  pas¬ 
sengers  were  obliged  to  wait  over  and  some  had  to  go  to 
Montreal.  Nothing  was  said  in  this  House  about  that 
matter ;  we  had  no  right  to  say  anything.  The  hon. 
member  for  Grey  went  on  to  speak  about  what  this  Govern¬ 
ment  had  done  in  the  way  of  postal  service  in"  his  county, 
and  what  the  late  Government  did.  I  understood  him  to 
say  that  there  had  been  a  postal  service  daily  on  the  rail¬ 
way  from  his  place  to  Wiarton,  Am  I  right  in  that  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  What  is  the  question  ? 

Mx*.  RYKERT.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say 
yesterday  that  during  the  time  of  the  late  Government,  the 
fly- on-the- wheel  Government,  they  had  a  daily  postal  service 
on  the  train  from  Wiarton. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  did  not  say  so;  I  said  that  by  tho 
old  stage  coach  we  had  a  regular  mail  every  morning. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  same  all  over  the  Province.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  have  made  a  discovery.  He  is  not 
correct  in  his  statement  about  this  fly-on-the-wheel  Govern¬ 
ment.  He  said,  we  called  it  a  fly-on-the-wheel  Government. 
There  is  the  father  of  the  statement  sitting  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House— the  gallant  knight  from  Cartwright,  I  mean 
from  Huron.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  the  one  who  chris¬ 
tened  the  Government  the  fly-on-the-wheel  Government,  and 
we  have  endeavored  to  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he 
did  christen  his  Government  by  that  name.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Landerkin)  will  recollect  that  when  the 
late  Minister  of  Finance  made  that  statement  he  stood  with 
his  arms  folded  and  admitted  he  could  do  nothing  to  remedy 
the  state  of  affairs  prevailing  in  this  country.  They  were 
completely  paralysed ;  they  had  no  legislation  to  ask ; 
they  felt  it  unnecessary  to  do  anything  more  than  they 
had  done,  and  they  thought  they  had  done  every¬ 
thing  possible.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to  past 
history  he  will  find,  as  I  have  said,  that  the  name  of 
the  fly-on-the-wheel  Government  came  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House.  I  object  to  the  motion  now  under  dis¬ 
cussion  because  it  asks  for  something  that  this  Government 
cannot  furnish ;  it  asks  for  information  from  two  Govern¬ 
ments  and  also  from  different  municipalities.  The  hon. 
mover  knows  right  well  that  we  have  not  the  machinery 
by  which  we  can  procure  the  information,  he  so  much 
desires.  The  hon.  gentleman  confines  the  motion  to  that 
part  of  the  line  from  Ottawa  to  Brockville,  and  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  portion  of  the 
road.  I  object  to  the  motion  because  it  is  not  in  the  public 
interest,  and  we  would  have  been  spared  all  this  trouble  had 
the  hon.  gentleman  gone  down  to  the  corner  of  Sparks 
Mr.  Rykebt. 
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street  and  asked  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  for 
one  of  their  time  tables.  He  would  thus  have  discovered 
all  about  the  train  service  which  ho  so  much  desiros  ;  and  I 
do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  for  this  House  to  consider.  The 
motion  should  not  pass,  but  if  it  does  pass  it  should  be 
adopted  with  the  amendment  which  I  have  pi’oposed,  asking 
further  information  in  regard  to  the  securities  held  by  the 
Government  and  given  by  the  road,  and  what  has  become 
of  those  securities. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  and 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

COST  OF  HEATING  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Statement  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  of  the  cost  connected  with  the  heat¬ 
ing  of  public  buildings  (including  wages  as  well  as  fuel)  now  paid  under 
a  lump  vote,  such  statement  to  show  the  cost  under  the  same  sub-head¬ 
ings  as  those  in  which  it  was  formerly  included  in  the  Public  Accounts 
before  the  change  in  the  system. 

Ho  said :  It  will  be  recollected  that  some  time  ago  the 
House  adopted,  at  the  instigation  of  the  Government,  a 
change  in  the  mode  of  charging  the  cost  of  heating  tho 
public  buildings,  by  which  clause  they  are  now  paid  under 
a  lump  vote  instead  of  in  tho  separate  sums  for  each  of  these 
buildings.  It  is  important  that  we  should  be  able  to  com¬ 
pare  theso  items  from  year  to  year  by  having  them  brought 
down  in  the  form  in  which  the  amounts  were  formerly 
voted.  Last  Session  the  House  was  pleased  to  make  an 
order  similar  to  that  which  I  now  move. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SMALL  SAYINGS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  and  petitions  to  the  Postmaster-General, 
or  any  member  of  the  Government,  with  reference  to  the  adoption  in 
Canada  of  a  system  to  encourage  small  savings  similar  to  that  brought 
in  by  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett  in  England. 

He  said  :  Some  time  ago  the  British  Government  adopted, 
at  the  instance  of  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett,  a  system  which  I 
think  it  is  desirable  to  encourage  in  this  country,  for  small 
savings  in  connection  with  the  Post  Office.  The  details  of 
that  plan  were  that  a  slip  was  handed  out  to  any  applicant 
which  contained  twelve  compartments,  and  in  each  of  these 
compartments  the  depositor  was  intended,  as  he  made 
savings  enough  to  buy  postage  stamps,  to  put  a  stamp,  and 
as  soon  as  twelve  of  these  were  filled,  amounting  to  a 
shilling,  he  was  able  to  deposit  that  amount,  so  that  he  was 
saved  from  the  temptation,  with  reference  to  his  small  daily 
savings,  of  spending  them  and  having  them  lost,  and  was 
permitted  at  once  to  buy  a  stamp,  and  then  when  a  shilling 
was  reached  the  nearest  Post  Office  received  tbe  list 
and  he  was  credited  with  a  shilling,  I  have  one  of 
these  interesting  slips  here.  Now,  it  seems  to  me 
that  if  we  adopted,  with  reference  to  our  postage 
stamp  currency,  a  similar  system — perhaps  by  means  of 
five  cent  or  three  cent  stamps,  and  made  an  arrangement 
for  as  many  as  would  make  up  a  quarter,  which  is  our 
usual  small  denomination  of  that  kind, it  would  be  extremely 
useful.  I  think  every  effort  should  be  made  to  encourage 
a  system  of  saving  in  those  who  have  the  least  to  save.  The 
importance  is  not  to  be  measured  at  all  by  the  amount  of 
the  savings.  A  provident  habit  is  that  which  is  of  the  last 
consequence,  and  that  a  provident  habit  should  be  stimu¬ 
lated  amongst  those  who  have  but  little  to  save  and  in 
early  life,  is  a  sure  way  of  inducing  habits  of  thrift  and 
economy  which  will  make  better  men,,  better  citizens  and 
the  country  which  is  inhabited  by  them  more  prosperous.  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  this  system  has  been  suggested 
for  adoption  to  the  Government  some  time  ago,  and  if  not  L 
think  it  is  a  matter  which  should  be  taken  into  consider¬ 
ation. 
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Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  In  the  absence  of  the  Post- 
master-Generai  I  may  say  that  this  subject  has  been  under 
the  consideration  of  that  gentleman  and  the  Government, 
but  for  some  reasons  which  I  am  about  to  state  it  was  not 
considered  advisable  at  that  time  to  deal  with  it.  I  may 
remind  the  movor  of  the  resolution  that  under  our  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  system  any  poi  son  can  deposit  a  sum 
as  small  as  a  dollar.  While  we  had  the  greatest  possible 
anxiety  to  meet  cases  such  as  have  been  described  by  the 
hon.  gentleman,  the  question  arose  as  to  the  expense  of 
carrying  out  the  plan.  I  quite  admit  that  the  reference  to 
matters  of  this  kind  expense  may  at  times  be  a  secondary 
consideration ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  for  all  stamps 
that  are  now  sold  the  seller  receives  3  percent,  commission, 
and  therefore  for  a  dollar’s  worth  of  stamps  that  might  be 
sold  we  would  pay,  in  addition  to  the  4  per  cent,  interest, 
3  per  cent,  commission  to  the  vendors  as  wall  as  the  cost  of 
printing.  Therefore,  supposing  that  a  person  deposited  the 
money  and  did  not  withdraw  it  all  it  would  cost  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government  about  8  per  cent.  It  would  cost  more, 
because  we  should  have  the  debits  and  credits  on  both  sides, 
the  deposits  and  the  withdrawals.  Therefore,  in  that  view 
of  the  case,  the  Government  hesitated  at  the  time  to  deal 
with  the  matter,  inasmuch  as  every  boy  or  every  man,  no 
matter  how  humble  his  position  or  small  his  earnings  might 
be,  could  place  an  amount,  even  to  the  limited  extent  of  a 
dollar,  to  his  credit  in  any  of  the  Postal  Savings  Banks. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  calculation 
is  hardly  correct.  He  says,  add  the  prime  cost  of  selling 
postage  stamps,  3  per  cent.,  to  the  interest  of  4  per 
cent,  per  annum,  and  even  supposing  there  was  no  with¬ 
drawal,  that  would  mean  a  cost  of  8  per  cent.  Well,  it  would 
mean  a  cost  of  7  per  cent,  in  the  first  year  ;  it  is  hardly  an  ac¬ 
curate  calculation, and  I  hope  his  calculations  on  a  larger  scale 
are  more  accurate.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  Government  pays 
a  commission  on  the  sale  of  postage  stamps.  It  is  very  easy 
to  deal  with  that  as  a  question  of  interest.  If  a  loss  is  in¬ 
curred  in  that  way,  a  smaller  rate  of  interest  might  be  given 
to  the  depositor.  The  great  object  is  to  encourage  the  habit 
of  saving  ;  and  my  opinion  is  that  you  could  promote  the 
habit  of  saving  by  giving  2  per  cent,  as  much  as  you  can 
by  giving  4  per  cent.  The  great  point  is  to  facilitate  the 
accumulation  of  small  sums.  Of  course,  I  admit  that 
those  sums  would  be  constantly  going  in  and  coming  out ; 
there  would  be  friction  of  that  kind  ;  but  it  might  be  pos¬ 
sible  to  make  arrangements  for  a  reduction  of  the  commis¬ 
sion,  or  the  sale  at  the  post  office  itself  of  the  stamps  for  this 
particular  purpose,  or  other  terms.  It  does  seem  to  me 
that  the  financial  difficulty  the  hon.  gentleman  has  sug¬ 
gested  might  be  got  over.  But  even  if  it  could  not,  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  scheme  would  fail,  because  he  might 
reduce  the  minimum,  and  allow  a  smaller  sum  than  one 
dollar  to  be  deposited.  For  instance,  if  he  allowed  25  cents 
to  be  deposited,  the  whole  difficulty  would  be  got  rid  of, 
except,  of  course,  the  extra  keeping  of  accounts. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  That  was  just  one  of  the  points 
considered,  whether  the  amount  might  be  reduced.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  my  statement  is  not  accurate, 
because  4  and  3  make  7,  not  8.  Thore  is  the  cost  of  print¬ 
ing  the  stamps,  amounting  to  1  per  cent.,  to  be  added  to 
the  4  per  cent.  The  hon.  member  suggests  that  to 
meet  this  special  case  we  might  sell  the  stamps  at  a  lower 
rate.  I  would  like  him  to  arrange  a  plan  by  which  the 
office  could  distinguish  between  the  stamps  sold  to  a  person 
who  wished  to  use  them,  and  a  boy  who  wished  to  place 
them  on  a  card. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  will  give  it  to  you  in  a  moment.  He 
comes  with  his  slip,  and  gets  the  stamps  put  on  it.  * 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  But  he  may  not  have  his 
slip ;  and  the  man  who  wants  stamps  for  other  purposes 


will  come  with  a  slip  and  got  them.  There  are  persons 
ingenious  enough,  as  we  have  found  in  the  Customs  Depart¬ 
ment,  to  do  such  things;  they  would  say  they  are  for 
deposits  in  the  Post  Office  Banks  when  they  might  be  for 
other  purposes.  The  Government  did  not  reject  entirely 
the  proposition  to  reduce  the  amount,  in  case  the  necessity 
arises ;  but  the  proposition  with  reference  to  the  cards  was 
not  favorably  entertained  at  that  time. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  so  rarely  that  I 
am  able  to  corroborate  entirely  a  statement  of  the  hon, 
gentleman  opposite  that  I  take  uncommon  pleasure  on  the 
present  occasion  of  stating  that  I  believe  he  made  a  most 
correct  statement  when  he  estimated  the  cost  to  this  country 
of  every  dollar  we  borrow  through  the  Savings  Banks  at  5 
per  cent,  per  annum.  It  certainly  is  not  one  farthing  less, 
when  we  take  into  account  the  percentage  paid,  4  per  cent., 
next  the  expenses  of  management,  and  next,  if  prudence  is 
maintained  in  the  Finance  Department,  the  necessity  of 
holding  a  considerable  reserve  of  money  not  paying  interest 
to  meet  such  demands  as  may  arise.  Indeed,  1  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  be  more  accurate  if  he  put  the  cost 
at  more  than  5  per  cent.,  and  I  think  he  is  borrowing 
$26,000,000  from  the  people  of  this  country  by  means  of 
the  Savings  Banks. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  entirely  differ  from  the 
hon.  member  as  to  the  cost  of  the  money.  But  if  it  has 
been  wrong  for  us  to  adopt  that  principle,  how  much  more 
was  it  wrong  for  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  who  paid  a 
higher  rate  of  interest,  who  allowed  on  money  deposited 
in°  tho  Savings  Banks  5  per  cent,  if  it  reached  $10,000 
and  was  allowed  to  remain  a  certain  time,  instead  of  3 
per  cent.,  which  we  allow  for  deposits  of  $5,000,  allowing 
depositors,  if  they  deposited  on  the  second  day  of  the  month, 
no  interest  for  that  month,  or  if  they  withdrew  on  the  29th 
of  the  month,  no  interest  for  that  month.  Therefore  our 
system  has  been  much  more  economical  than  the  system 
pursued  by  tho  hon.  gentleman  who  has  risen  so  cordially, 
so  promptly,  and  so  graciously,  to  endorse  the  statement  I 
made.  I  hope  before  tho  Session  is  over  I  may  have  him 
endorsing  many  more  of  my  statements,  I  hope  I  shall  be 
able  to  present  evidence  which  he  himself  cannot  resist. 
But  in  regard  to  this  matter,  I  think  he  or  some  other  hon. 
member  wantod  to  know  last  Session  how  much  interest  we 
paid  in  the  Savings  Banks,  including  salaries  and  all.  I 
think  it  is  4A  or  4  -(V  percent,  or  something  of  that  kind,  but  if 
the  system  is  wrong,  I  think  we  manage  it  more  economi¬ 
cally  than  the  hou.  gentleman  did. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  stated  correctly  enough  that  following  out  the  system 
which  our  predecessors,  not  ourselves,  had  introduced,  we 
did  near],  ten  years  ago  allow  slightly  higher  rates  for  a 
small  portion  of  the  money  deposited,  not  for  much,  than 
are  to-day  paid.  Since  that  time — and  I  state  this  fact  for 
the  special  information  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance — all 
over  the  civilised  world,  in  every  great  centre  where  money 
is  dealt  in,  the  rate  of  interest  has  fallen  between  30  and  40 
per  cent. ;  but  our  rate  of  interest  paid  on  the  majority  of 
Savings  Banks  deposits  is  the  same  to-day  as  it  was  at  that 
period,  although  the  normal  rate  of  interest  paid  by  banks 
and  other  institutions  was,  I  believe,  in  many  cases  30,  40 
and  50  per  cent,  higher  in  Canada  than  it  is  to-day. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MAIL  ROBBERIES  IN  MANITOBA  AND  THE  NORTH 

WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  and  Departmental  reports  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  irregularities,  frauds  and  robberies  in  connection  with  the  mails 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  and  particularly  to  the  transactions 
in  which  one  Campbell  was  concerned. 
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He  said  :  It  has  been  stated  in  the  public  press  that  there 
have  been  very  sei’ious  irregularities  in  connection  with 
some  of  the  officers  concerned  in  the  transport  or  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  mails  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  and  not 
long  since  there  was  a  report  that  a  person  named  Camp¬ 
bell,  who  had  been  in  the  service  of  the  Department  and 
who  seems  to  have  absconded  from  those  regions,  had  been 
interviewed.  It  seems  he  had  been  for  two  days  in  some 
sort  of  durance  in  a  hotel  under  charge  of  a  Chicago 
detective,  I  think  it  was,  that  he  had  been  ultimately  seen 
by  an  official  of  the  Government,  and  I  forget  if  some  por¬ 
tion  of  the  plunder  had  been  procured,  but,  at  any  rate, 
some  information  was  obtained  with  reference  to  some  other 
persons  in  the  mail  service.  It  is  said  the  amount  lost  was 
a  considerable  one,  $18,000  has  been  mentioned  as  being 
stolen  at  one  time  ;  and  I  think  we  ought  to  hear  the  par¬ 
ticulars  of  those  transactions  in  which  the  blame  is  laid, 
according  to  some  of  the  reports  on  the  United  States 
authorities,  while  according  to  others  it  is  laid  on  some  of 
our  authorities. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

COLONIZATION  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  BLAICE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  petitions  and  correspondence  on  the  subject  of  modifica¬ 
tions  in  the  agreements  made  by  the  Government  with  the  various  col¬ 
onization  companies  ;  and  a  statement  of  the  present  position  of  the 
Companies,  as  to  the  fulfilment  of  their  obligations  under  their  agree¬ 
ments. 

He  said :  Applications,  it  has  been  said,  have  been  made  to 
the  Government  to  modify  the  agreements  entered  into  by 
the  several  colonization  companies  with  the  Government 
on  the  ground  that  the  Government  had  since  adopted 
another  policy  with  reference  to  another  class  of  operations 
in  the  North-West,  namely,  those  of  the  companies  inter¬ 
ested  in  building  lines  of  railways ;  that  the  Government 
having  adopted  the  policy  of  making  grants  instead  of  sell¬ 
ing  the  lands  at  $1  per  acre  to  these  companies,  it  was 
inequitable  that  the  colonization  companies  should  be 
called  to  pay  what  they  had  contracted  to  pay  under 
their  agreements,  $2  and  $2.50  per  acre  for  their  lands. 
Representations  have  been  made  and  petitions  presented  to 
the  Government  by  the  colonization  companies  praying 
that  some  change  should  be  made  in  their  arrangements ; 
and  from  various  sources  of  information  it  would  seem  as  if 
some  of  the  colonization  companies,  at  any  rate,  were  pro¬ 
posing  that  the  quantity  of  land  which  they  had  contracted 
tor  should  be  reduced  to  the  amount  which  their  present 
payment  would  enable  them  to  pay  for  in  full,  and  that  the 
rate  upon  that  portion  should  be  a  reduced  rate  having 
regard  to  the  altered  policy  with  reference  to  the  railway 
companies.  It  will  be  also  interesting  to  the  House  to 
learn  what  the  present  position  of  the  various  companies  is 
with  relation  to  the  fulfilment  of  their  various  obligations 
under  their  agreements. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RAILWAY  COMPANIES  OUTSIDE  MANITOBA  AND 
THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  petitions  and  Orders  in  Council,  relat¬ 
ing  to  any  application  by,  or  on  behalf  of,  any  railway  company,  else¬ 
where  than  in  Manitoba  or  the  North-West,  for  aid  or  additional  aid. 

He  said :  It  may  be  remembered  by  some  hon.  members 
that  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  the  then  Minister 
of  Railways  laid  before  the  House  applications  that  had  been 
made  by  various  companies,  and  the  great  bulk  of  which 
had  been  entertained,  informing  us,  at  the  same  time,  that 
the  number  and  the  bulk  of  the  papers  embodying  applica- 
Mr,  Blake, 


tions  which  he  had  been  unable  at  all  to  consider  was  much 
greater  than  the  very  considerable  bulk  he  had  laid  on  the 
Table.  Those  applications  we  desire  to  see,  and  in  addition 
we  desire  to  see  what  further  progress  in  the  zeal  of  rail¬ 
ways  in  the  way  of  plying  the  Government  for  aid  may 
have  taken  place  during  the  interval  since  the  last  proroga¬ 
tion  of  Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— LAND  GRANT 
AND  LAND  GRANT  BONDS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  and  petitions  of  railway  companies 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  praying  for  grants  of  laud,  or  modi¬ 
fications  in  the  condition  and  extent  of  the  grants  of  land  already  con¬ 
ceded  to  thsm  ;  and  of  all  Orders  in  Council  or  agreements  or  letters, 
not  already  brought  down,  affecting  or  in  any  wise  relating  to  any 
railway  company  in  Manitoba  or  the  North-West,  other  than  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

He  said  :  When  the  Loan  Act  of  last  Session  was  passed  in 
aid  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  will  be  recollected 
that  statements  were  laid  before  the  House  on  behalf  of  the 
company  and  corroborated  by  hon.  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
with  reference  to  the  then  position  of  the  contracted  line  and 
to  the  cost  of  that  line  when  completed.  The  object  of  this 
motion  is  to  ascertain  the  present  position  of  the  enterprise 
in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  point  to  which  I  have  referred, 
namely,  the  cost  of  constructing  and  equipping  the  con¬ 
tracted  line,  which  is  in  two  parts,  the  part  between  Callan¬ 
der  and  Port  Arthur  and  the  part  between  Red  River  and 
Kamloops.  Now,  as  I  say,  statements  were  made  to  us,  and 
they  show  these  figures,  in  round  numbers:  Expended  on 
the  main  line  contracted  for,  $23,080,000;  expended  in 
rolling  stock  for  that  line,  $6,140,000  ;  expended  in  material 
on  hand,  which  I  assume  to  bo  all  for  that  line,  although 
they  may  bo  partly  applicable  to  other  branches,  $4,025,000, 
and  the  proportion  of  the  amount  for  sheds,  tools,  and 
machinery,  which  I  take  to  he  about  two-thirds,  $105,000, 
making  a  total  amount  expended  of  $33,950,000,  and  the 
estimate  laid  before  us  to  complete  the  road  and  equip  it 
was  $27,000,000,  thus  making  the  completed  cost  of  the  line 
equipped  $60,950,000.  It  is  public  that  during  last  fall, 
within  three  or  four  months  from  tc-day,  the  vice-president 
and  chief  engineer  of  the  road  declared  in  a  formal  docu¬ 
ment  that  the  results  of  the  explorations  and  of  the  practical 
work  that  bad  been  done  indicated  that  there  had  been  an 
over-estimate  of  $4,000,000  in  the  amount  required  to  com¬ 
plete,  and  that,  instead  of  $27,000,000,  only  $23,000,000 
would  be  required  for  that  purpose.  Reducing  the  amount 
to  which  I  have  referred,  $61,000,000  in  round  figures,  by 
the  sum  of  $4,000,000,  you  find  a  cost  of  $57,000,000,  and  that 
cost  is  reached  after  attributing  to  the  contracted  line  far 
too  large  a  proportion  of  the  expenditure  for  equipment 
made  up  to  the  day  in  which  the  estimate  was  made,  for  no 
less  than  seven-eighths  of  the  whole  cost  for  rolling  stock, 
as  shown  by  the  statement  of  the  company,  is  in  this  state 
ment  attributed  to  the  contracted  line,  while  about  two- 
thirds  only  ought  to  be  attributed  to  the  contracted 
line,  having  regard  to  the  branches  and  extensions 
which  are  also  being  supplied  with  equipments.  Thus  an 
excess  of  $1,400,000  is  reached  under  this  item.  And  I 
take,  without  questioning  them,  the  stated  estimates  of 
expenditure  for  the  prairie  country,  although  they  also  are 
of  a  wholly  inordinate  and  as  yet  wholly  unexplained  char¬ 
acter  as  to  their  amount.  But,  omitting  these  considera¬ 
tions,  the  present  indication  is  that  the  road  is  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  and  equipped  for  less  than  $57,000,000.  On  the  other 
hand  the  assets  which  were  available  to  the  company  for 
the  work  were — the  original  stock,  which  by  the  contract 
and  concession  to  them  they  were  bound  to  subscribe  for 
and  to  pay  in  full,  and  which  they  did  accordingly  subscribe 
for  and  pay  in  full,  $5,000,000  ;  the  subsidy,  $25,000,000  ; 
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the  loan  of  last  Session,  $22,500,000  ;  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  land  grant  bonds  made  up  to  the  time  of  the  state¬ 
ment,  $9,260,000;  the  Winnipeg  bonus  and  other  land  sales, 
$900,000  ;  making  an  aggregate  of  $62,600,000,  to  which  is 
to  be  added  a  sum  of  about  $1,000,000  of  further  land  grant 
bonds  realized  just  about  the  month  of  January,  1881,  mak¬ 
ing  an  aggregate  of  $62*, 500, 600.  You  will  observe  that  in 
this  calculation  no  account  has  been  taken  of  the  receipts 
from  further  sales  of  stock  or  from  further  sales  of  laud, 
because  the  proposals  of  last  Session  were  such  that 
it  was  not  expected  that  any  further  stock  would 
be  put  upon  the  market  for  a  considerable  time  to 
come,  and  that,  when  it  wa3,  it  was  to  be  at  the  disposal  oi 
the  Government,  which  was  advancing  this  large  sum;  and, 
as  to  the  lands,  it  was  recognized  even  then  that  the  sale  of 
them  also  would  be  slow,  and  it  was  provided  that  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  such  sale  should  go  to  the  Government  in  diminu 
tion  of  the  mortgage.  It  was  therefore  contemplated  by 
the  Government,  by  the  company  and  by  the  Parliament 
that  these  two  resources,  sales  of  stock  and  sales  of  land, 
would  not  be  available  for  completing  the  construction  of 
the  line,  and  that  the  resources  required  for  that  purpose 
were  to  be  found  otherwise;  and  found  they  were,  as  I  have 
shown,  irrespective  altogether  of  the  large  additional  sum 
raised  on  other  shares  of  stock  which  wero  sold  ;  found  they 
were  in  the  large  sums  I  have  mentioned,  of  aid  from  the 
Government  absolute,  of  aid  from  the  Government  lent,  of 
land  grant  bonds  sold,  and  of  the  original  capital  stock  of 
$5,000,000  subscribed  and  paid  up  pursuant  to  the  contract ; 
found  they  were,  and  not  merely  found,  but,  as  now  appears, 
to  the  extent  of  $6,600,000  beyond  what  was  required. 
Under  these  circumstances,  we  had  good  reason  to  believe 
what  we  were  told,  that  we  were  absolutely  assuring  the 
finality  of  the  pecuniary  transactions  in  the  way  of  aid  or 
relief  to  the  company  from  the  public;  we  had  good  ground 
to  believe  that  wo  were  assuring  the  completion  of  this 
enterprise  at  the  early  date  the  company  proposed  to  us  to 
complete  it  at,  and  were  giving  all  the  money  that  was 
required  for  that  purpose ;  and  I  am  glad  to  observe,  by  the 
report  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  which  was  laid  upon  the 
Table  yesterday,  that  the  chief  engineer,  in  the  month  of 
October  last,  confirms  that  view  and  declares  that,  while 
his  information  was  imperfect  and  incomplete  when  he 
made  the  estimate  of  last  Session,  his  further  information 
and  the  result  of  his  inspection  of  the  line,  made  late  in  the 
summer  of  last  year,  has  led  him  to  believe  that  the 
resources  are  ample.  And  yet,  notwithstanding  that,  we 
find  statements  made,  very  generally  made,  that  the  com¬ 
pany  is  in  straits,  and  that  it  is  making  an  application  for 
relief  to  the  Government,  It  is  true  that  we  know  that,  up 
to  the  other  day  at  any  rate,  there  was  no  formal  application 
for  relief.  That  is  not  the  way  that  these  things  arrange 
themselves.  There  are  conferences  and  consultations, 
informal,  unofficial,  confidential,  until  a  conclusion  is  arrived 
at  between  the  two  high  contracting  parties,  and,  when  it 
is  agreed  what  the  Government  will  give,  then  the  com¬ 
pany  writes  irs  letter  and  makes  its  demand  or  request, 
and  then  the  Government  says,  Yes.  That  is  the  way 
these  things  get  done,  as  we  know  by  our  experience  of 
the  past  in  relation  to  this  very  company.  There¬ 
fore,  although  no  formal  application  has  been  made, 
because  the  stage  of  formal  agreement  has  not  been  reached, 
no  individual  in  this  House,  no  more  than  any  individual 
outside  of  it,  doubts  that  informal  applications  have  been 
made,  and  that  negotiations  are  going  on,  that  the  situation 
of  the  company  has  been  stated  to  the  Government,  and  that 
they  have  been  pressing  it  for  relief.  I  should  not  perhaps 
have  made  that  statement  as  positively  as  I  do  except  that 
I  observe  that,  in  the  Ottawa  correspondence  of  a  very  im¬ 
portant  paper,  which  has  received  added  importance — may 
I  say  added  lustre  ? — from  a  recent  change  in  its  proprie¬ 
torship,  that  I  see  in  the  Ottawa  correspondence  of  a  very 


important  paper,  certainly  not  unfriendly  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  by  somo  people — perhaps  unjustly — 
supposed  to  be  to  some  extent  in  the  confidence  of  that  com¬ 
pany,  a  statement  to  this  effect  : 

“  Although  S'r  John  said  there  was  no  present  intention  to 
legislate  on  the  subject,  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  is 
rumored  here  that  something  must  be  done  on  their  behalf.  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  they  have  spent  during  the  past  year  over  $8,000,000,  apart 
from  the  contract  respecting  the  main  line,  in  furthering  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  farming  and  trading  communities  by  building  elevators, 
wharves,  cattle  sheds,  termini,  etc.,  and  it  is  felt  that  an  easy  and 
proptr  way  of  effecting  this  would  be  found  in  the  Government  taking 
back  sufficient  land  in  discharge  of  their  debt,  and  thus  enabling  the 
railway  company  to  float  their  securities  and  build  the  branch  lines 
which  are  demanded.” 

Well,  of  course,  if  that  statement,  sent  from  the  centre  of 
official  and  political  information,  written  of  course  we  know 
not  by  whom, — for  the  veil  of  anonymity  shrouds  the  sacred 
mysteries  of  newspaper  correspondence,  and  I  will  not 
venture  to  guess  even  who  wrote  it, — but  written  we  know 
not  by  whom,  written  we  know  not  where,  Avhethor  in  the 
gallery,  whether  in  a  committee  room,  whether  at  a  mem¬ 
ber’s  desk, — I  say  written  we  know  not  by  whom  and 
written  we  know  not  where,  if  that  statement,  bo  at  all 
correct,  that  of  course  explains  the  situation,  because,  as  I 
have  pointed  out,  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  we 
granted  to  the  company  such  resources  as  were  adequate, 
by  thoir  calculations,  and  by  the  calculation  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  in  the  view  of  the  Parliament,  to  carry  thorn 
through,  knowing  their  stock  and  their  lands  wore 
not  to  be  available  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  them 
through,  whatever  might  be  the  ultimate  result  of 
their  stock  and  of  their  land  operations.  Of  course, 
if  it  he  true  that  over  $8,000,000  has  been  expended 
in  other  objects  than  those  which  Parliament  had 
in  contemplation  and  was  providing  lor,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  it  cannot  be  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company’s 
money  ;  it  must  be  somebody  else’s  money,  because  it  is 
quite  clear  they  had  not  got  it  to  spend  and  therefore  it 
must  be  owing.  There  is  in  this  situation  as  I  stated,  room, 
no  doubt,  for  considerable  disquiet.  There  is  room  for  dis¬ 
quiet  hero  and  elsewhere  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  company 
and  the  Government.  For  my  own  part  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  company  has  made  an  order,  formally  or  inform¬ 
ally — what  1  will  cail  the  impudent  demand — which  this 
otherwise  well-informed  correspondent  suggests  would  be 
the  easy  and  proper  way  of  accomplishing  their  object, 
namely,  that  we  should  buy  back  our  lands  which  we  have 
not  yet  handed  over  to  them  and  in  respect  of  work  which 
they  have  not  yet  done.  I  think  it  must  be  in  some  other 
way  that  the  proposal  is  to  be  made  ;  but  in  what  form  I 
know  not.  Yet  disquieting  as  that  situation  may  be,  there 
is  a  more  disquieting  rumor  still— it  is  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  not  bring  down  anything  to  Parliament  because 
there  are  difficulties  in  bringing  down  anything  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  ;  there  are  promises  and  provisions  with  the  sound  of 
which  these  walls  yet  re-echo,  and  which  would  make  it  a 
little  difficult  to  bringdown  something.  Besides,  something 
was  brought  down  lastSession,  and  it  led  to  the  organisation, 
to  the  development  in  a  new  form,  in  a  revived  form,  shall  I 
say,  of  the  Maison  Bleue.  Instead  of  the  Maison  Bleue  wq  had 
No.  8,  working  with  equal  ardor,  with  equal  ingenuity,  with 
equal  determination  and  resolve,  and  triumphing,  as  the 
Maison  Bleue  triumphed,  over  its  adversary,  triumphing,  also, 
over  the  Government  and  the  Parliament  again.  I  can 
understand  that  there  should  be  a  natm-al  reluctance  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  fought  so  long  and  fell  so 
utterly  at  last  in  that  conflict  with  No.  8,  to  resume  the 
conflict  under  the  more  disadvantageous  circumstances 
under  which  that  conflict  would  have  to  be  resumed  this 
Session.  I  cau  understand  that  there  are  great  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  the  Government  proposing  anything  to 
Parliament.  But,  Sir,  the  most  disquieting  rumor  is  that 
something  is  not  to  be  done  in  Parliament,  but  that  some- 
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thing  will  be  done  after  Parliament  rises  by  what  is  called 
executive  action  ;  because  it  will  bo  easier  when  things 
grow  cold,  and  a  few  months  have  elapsed,  and  when,  after 
all,  the  thing  is  done,  to  get  us  to  ratify  something  disagree¬ 
able  that  is  done,  than  to  approve  beforehand  of  something 
that  the  Government  would  desire  us  to  take  the 
responsibility  of  doing.  I  hope  that  course  is  not  to  be 
pursued.  We  know  that  it  has  been  pursued  in 

the  past.  We  know  that  before  the  last  Session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  the  Government,  by  executive  action,  without  legisla¬ 
tive  authority,  determined  to  give  a  gua  antee  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  Company  involving  the  public 
fortunes  to  the  extent  of  many  millions  of  dollars,  and  in¬ 
volving  a  public  policy  complicating  the  question  as  to  the 
relations  of  the  country  and  the  company  in  an  irrevocable 
manner.  We  know  that  we  were  called  upon  to  ratify,  and 
as  good  and  obedient  boys  we  did  ratify,  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  done.  We  know  from  the  report  of  the  bon. 
Minister  that  by  executive  action  again,  the  action  of  Par¬ 
liament  has  been  overridden  during  the  last  year,  and  that 
grades  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  had 
been  assumed  to  be  approved  by  executive  action,  which 
were  in  excess  of  those  that  the  contract  demanded,  and 
which  alone  the  Government  was  authorised  by  Parliament 
to  approve  of.  The  Government  was  authorised  to  approve 
of  the  location,  grades  and  curves  of  this  line  in  accordance 
with  the  contract,  and  they  have  approved  of  grades,  as  the 
hon.  Minister’s  report  says,  which  are  in  excess  of  those 
specified  by  a  reference  to  the  Union  Pacific  Kailway  as  the 
maximum  grades.  So  that  in  each  of  the  last  two  Sessions 
we  havo  instances  with  respect  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway  of  executive  action  in  excessof  executive  authority, 
and  of  Parliament  being  reduced  to  the  humiliating  position 
of  being  called  upon  to  ratify  that  which  had  been  done 
contrary  to  law  by  the  executive,  instead  of  being  asked  to 
decide  whether  it  should  bo  done  or  no.  Now  I  main¬ 
tain  that  upon  this  occasion  the  plea  of  unforeseen 
emergency  cannot  be  made.  It  is  impossible  to 
hold  this  matter  over  until  this  Parliament  rises  and 
then  to  deal  with  it  and  say  :  We  did  not  know  there  was 
any  difficulty  and  that  difficulty  arose  afterwards.  I  have 
not  that  position  in  this  House  which  would  enable  me 
with  impunity  to  do  what  another  hon.  gentleman  did  the 
other  day  and  say  “  That  would  be  too  thin,  Sir.”  But  if 
I  might  I  would  apply  that  phrase  to  such  a  pretence  as 
that.  The  difficulty  is  here.  It  is  before  us,  and  there  is 
but  one  way  to  meet  it.  There  is  but  one  way  in  which  it 
can  bo  met  without  overstraining  executive  authority  and 
without  contemning  Parliament  itself,  and  that  is  to  grapple 
with  the  question  and  determine  what  is  to  be  proposed, 
and  to  lay  before  Parliament  for  its  consideration  and 
approval  or  rejection,  the  result  of  that  determination. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  have— I  do  not  say  they 
have  not — reasons  for  despising  us,  but  they  ought  not  to 
show  their  contempt  of  this  Parliament  too  plainly,  and  it 
would  bo  to  show  it  too  plainly  altogether  to  hold  this 
matter  over  for  the  Session  if  it  is  intended  to  act  after¬ 
wards.  It  is  better,  Sir,  for  Government,  for  the  company, 
for  Parliament  and  for  the  country,  that  the  whole  facts 
should  be  known  and  developed.  The  mysteries,  the  con¬ 
cealments,  the  half-truths,  which  have  been  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  the  past  with  inference  to  the  company  and 
its  relations  to  the  Government,  and  particularly,  I  may 
say,  wiih  reference  to  the  loan  Or  guarantee  transaction 
of  the  fall  before  last,  have  been  of  the  greatest  injury ; 
and  it  is  due  largely,  I  believe,  to  that  imperfect 
state  of  the  information  and  those  rumors  which  go 
about  and  which  are  published  in  authentic  and  credible 
organs  of  public  opinion,  that  these  difficulties  arise  ;  and  it 
is  better  that  we  should  know  what  the  fates  are.  We  are 
too  deeply  interested  ,  Sir,  to  be  kept  in  ignorance  of  them. 
We  are  entitled  to  know  them,  and  we  are  entitled  to  have 
Mr,  Blake, 


laid  before  us  what  the  condition  of  the  Company  is,  what 
its  wants  are,  and  what  the  plan  of  the  Government  is  for 
solving  those  wants  and  carrying  out  what  the  public 
service  in  their  interest  demands.  For  my  part  I  earnestly 
hope  that  the  eminent  correspondent  of  that  newspaper  was 
in  error ;  I  earnestly  hope  that  those  rumors  are  all 
unfounded  ;  I  earnestly  hope  that  no  such  sum  as  that  which 
has  been  mentioned  has  been  expended  by  the  company  in 
excess  of  its  receipts  ;  I  earnestly  hope  that  the  assurances 
of  last  Session  as  to  the  financial  results  of  the  operation  of 
that  Session  will  be  fulfilled  in  their  entirety.  We  had  bet¬ 
ter  know  the  facts,  and  I  therefore  take  this  opportunity  of 
moving  for  such  information  as  it  appears  to  me  will  enable 
us,  inParliament,  at  any  rate,  to  grapple  with  them. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  was  not  in  my  seat  when  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  commenced  his  re¬ 
marks  on  this  motion,  but  I  heard  him  make  some  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  paper  which  I  own  and  control.  I  must  thank 
him  for  some  remarks  of  a  flattering  character  in  regard  to 
that  paper  and  his  reference  to  the  additional  spirit,  life  and 
ability  thrown  into  it.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  him  for 
those  remarks.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  public 
course  in  relation  to  an  institution  which  is  a  national  in¬ 
stitution,  has  not  commended  itself  to  that  paper  as  one 
which  would  lead  to  remarks  of  a  flattering  character  in  the 
columns  and  correspondence  of  the  paper  over  which  1  pre¬ 
side.  But  I  want  to  say  this,  not  only  for  the  benefit  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  and  those  who  follow  him,  but  for 
the  benefit  of  this  House  and  the  country,  and  I  wish  to  say 
it  publicly,  that,  notwithstanding  the  sneers  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  chief  organ  in  Toronto  and  the  villainous  cor¬ 
respondence  it  publishes,  notwithstanding  the  manner  in 
which  it  has  villified  me,  and  villified  my  paper  by  declaim¬ 
ing  that  it  is  subservient  to  some  other  interest — I  say 
that  that  paper  is  an  independent  paper,  that  it  repre* 
sents  the  sentiments  of  Peter  Mitchell,  who  has 
shown  by  his  public  acts  in  this  House  as  much  independ¬ 
ence  as,  if  not  more  than,  most  of  the  people  who  are 
listening  to  me.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  and  those  who 
write  paragraphs  for  his  chief  organ  make  such  remarks 
about  the  Herald,  I  wish  to  give  them  a  distinct  contradic¬ 
tion,  and  I  say  the  Herald  is  subservient  to  no  one,  to  no  in¬ 
fluence,  and  represents  no  sentiments  but  those  entertained  by 
the  proprietor  hirnsoif.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  chosen  to 
refer  to  the  fact  that  in  the  columns  of  the  Herald  there  is  a 
reference  to  a  proposal  for  the  relief  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  Is  a  monopoly  of  dealing  with  that  question  to 
be  reserved  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends  behind 
him,  and  the  organs  that  represent  them  throughout  the 
country,  especially  in  Ontario  ?  Are  they  and  their  organs 
alone  to  represent  the  views  of  the  Dominion  in  relation  to 
the  greatest  public  work  ever  undertaken  in  Canada,  a  work 
which  is  a  credit  and  honor  alike  to  the  country  and  the 
Government  which  initiated  it,  and  to  the  men  who  have 
carried  it  out  ?  Before  any  such  suggestion  appeared  in  the 
Herald,  I  find  in  the  columns  of  the  Globe ,  in  its  corre¬ 
spondence,  the  very  statement  in  question,  there  being  only 
a  difference  in  regard  to  the  value  of  the  lands,  and  it 
was  said  that  a  proposition  was  under  consideration  to 
take  back  the  lands  in  payment  of  the  public  debt. 
I  have  found  that  elsewhere.  I  found  in  a  paper  which 
I  saw  a  few  moments  ago  in  the  Library,  where  I  was 
—not  thinking  an  attack  of  this  kind  was  to  be  made — 
remarks  in  regard  to  the  Herald — and  this  is  a  point  which 
it  would  bo  well  for  the  Committee  of  the  Library  to  look 
to— for  it  is  not  the  organ  of  any  individual  or  party  in  this 
country.  It  is  independent,  and  it  is  a  great  deal  more  so 
than  the  Globe.  It  is  in  a  position  to  express  opinions 
which  I  believe  are  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  and  I 
have  done  so.  I  fancy  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  would  have  felt  more  pleased  had  the  Herald 
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in  its  editorial  columns  not  been  so  severe  as  it  was  in  a 
very  recent  issue  on  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
relation  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  What  has  been 
said  by  the  Herald  ?  It  has  made  a  suggestion  in  regard 
to  a  great  public  work  carried  on  by  a  company,  who  are 
entitled  to  credit  and  honor  for  the  way  in  which  they  have 
carried  out  the  work,  and  who  have  been  sustained  by  tne 
Government,  which  whatever  may  be  its  faults,  deserves  in 
this  particular  case  full  credit  for  the  manner  in  which 
it  initiated,  and  the  way  in  which  it  has  sustained  the 
company  and  carried  out  this  great  undertaking.  Everyone 
knows,  it  is  no  secret,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  requires  additional  aid.  They  have  spent  $8,000,000  on 
elevators,  final  stations,  cattle  sheds  and  subordinate  works 
in  connection  with  the  line,  which  were  necessary  to  com¬ 
plete  this  great  national  undertaking.  We  also  know  that 
in  the  aid  the  company  obtained  from  Parliament  last  Ses¬ 
sion  it  is  provided  that  they  shall  only  get  payment  for 
work  actually  performed  from  time  to  time;  and  after  the 
road  is  finished  there  will  be  a  surplus  on  the  main  line,  if 
the  estimates  and  statements,  not  only  of  the  Government 
engineers  but  of  the  company’s  engineers,  are  accurate. 
Besides,  there  is  10  per  cent,  kept  back ;  nevertheless,  by 
making  an  enormous  expenditure  this  year,  they  will  com¬ 
plete  the  road  nearly  five  years  before  the  original  time 
agreed  on  in  the  contract,  and  we  know  it  is  quite  possible 
the  company  may  require  aid — national  aid — in  order 
thus  to  complete  the  national  work  with  credit  alike  to  the 
country  and  the  Government  which  initiated  it.  Sir,  is  there 
anything  wonderful  in  all  that  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
read  the  Globe  ?  Does  he  not  know  that  before  it  appeared 
in  the  Herald  it  was  pictured  and  foreshadowed  in  the 
Globe,  that  in  place  of  two  dollars  per  acre  as  suggested  in 
my  paper  the  Globe  suggested  one  dollar  an  acre  ?  I  take 
his  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  land.  I  know  nothing  of 
the  scheme  of  the  Government — I  am  not  in  their  confi¬ 
dence  ;  I  know  nothing  of  the  views  of  the  company — I 
am  not  in  their  confidence  on  that  point.  Hon.  gentlemen 
laugh  derisivoly,  I  am  a  friend  of  the  company  because  I 
believe  thoy  have  done  good  by  the  country,  they  have 
carried  on  a  work  which  is  a  credit  to  the  country,  and  I 
say  whatever  may  be  done  it  is  the  duty  of  the  country  to 
stand  by  them  in  carrying  out  that  work,  paying  all  respect 
and  regard  to  the  public  interest.  It  is  not  in  the  interest 
of  Canada  that  that  work  should  be  imperilled,  and  the 
reputation  and  character  of  the  Dominion  thereby  destroyed. 
We  know  what  has  already  been  done  in  that  way.  We 
know  that  the  utterances  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  been  used  in  England  and  in  the  United  States  in  a 
manner  which  does  no  credit  to  Canada,  We  know  that 
the  press  which  stands  behind  him  have  not  confined 
themselves  to  vilifying  the  Government — I  do  not  blame 
them  for  that ;  it  is  party  tactics,  and  I  pitch  into 
them  myself  when  I  think  they  deserve  it  and  will  do 
so  again.  My  honorable  friend  opposite  may  make  an 
attack  on  me,  but  I  am  here  ready  and  willing  and,  what  is 
more,  able  to  defend  myself  and  my  paper  ;  and  whatever 
appears  in  that  paper  I  am  responsible  for,  and  nobody  else. 
My  hon.  friend  irom  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  has  chosen 
to  step  out  of  his  way  and  drag  me  into  this  controversy.  1 
have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  As  a  public  journalist,  as  a 
representative  man,  as  representing  as  independent  a  con¬ 
stituency  as  there  is  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  I  have  as 
fearlessly  expressed  my  views  as  any  man  in  tnis  House ; 
and  when  I  choose  to  propound  a  scheme  which  is  at 
variance  with  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  I 
choose  to  put  forward  a  means  of  relieving  the  company, 
sustaining  the  honor  of  the  country  and  protecting  the  public 
interests,  I  have  a  just  right  to  do  so.  The  difference  be¬ 
tween  me  and  the  Globe  in  this  scheme  is,  that  I  put  the 
value  of  the  lands  at  $2  per  acre  while  the  Globe  pats  it  at 
$1.  I  have  paid  some  attention  to  the  country  and 


to  the  proceedings  of  that  public  corporation,  and  the 
action  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  relation  to 
it.  At  one  time  we  find  the  lands  valued  at  $5  per  acre. 
Does  the  hon.  member  from  West  Durham  forget  that  ? 
Of  late  years  the  very  lowest  value  which  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  placed  on  them  has  been  about  $3  an  acre.  Now, 
Sir,  does  not  tho  hon.  gentleman  know,  when  he  discusses 
the  question  of  placing  the  value  at  $2  per  acre,  that  he  is 
putting  it  at  50  per  cent,  loss — more  than  50  per  cent,  less 
— than  the  lowest  valuation  he  individually  over  placed  on 
them.  I  am  quite  in  my  place  and  province,  both  as  a 
public  journalist  and  a  representative,  in  giving  my  opinion 
from  an  independent  standpoint  as  to  what  I  believe  are  the 
interests  of  the  country  in  relation  to  this  matter,  and  so 
far  from  looking  with  the  dread  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
seems  to  entertain  in  regard  to  a  proposition  of  that  kind, 
I  look  upon  it,  that  one  of  tho  best  things  the  country 
could  do  would  bo  to  resume  possession  of  those  lands, 
which  ought  never  to  have  passed  out  of  its  hands, 
which  ought  always  to  have  been  retained  by  the 
Government,  and.  if  necessary,  to  give  a  value  to  them  so  as 
to  develop  and  open  up  that  country.  I  know  that  this 
railway  when  built  will  not  give  that  accommodation  which 
it  should  give  with  reference  to  branches.  We  know  that 
it  is  necessary  to  open  up  that  country.  It  is  stated  that 
the  people  are  likely  to  go  out  of  the  country  unless  they 
get  the  Southern  Manitoba  branch,  and  we  know  that  other 
branches  are  required  there.  Is  it  unreasonable — is  it  not 
my  duty,  individually,  and  the  duty  of  every  honorable  and 
independent  man  here,  if  he  thinks  the  means  can  be  pro¬ 
vided  to  carry  out  this  work,  to^stato  his  opinion  openly  and 
above  board  '(  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  do  so-— of  my  own 
motion,  uninspired  by  any  man,  echoing  my  own  sentiments, 
and  I  wish  my  hon.  friend  to  understand  that  in  doing 
what  I  have  done  1  have  given  expression  to  my  own  idea 
of  what  the  duty  of  the  Government  is  ;  and  I  repeat  that 
I  am  neither  inspired  by  the  Government,  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  nor  even  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  But  for  one  reason  I  should  not  have 
noticod  the  rather  irregular  remarks  of  tho  hon.  member 
who  proposed  this  motion,  because  I  think  it  is  unnecessary 
for  the  Government  to  reply  to  such  expressions  of  fear,  or 
to  discuss  tho  anticipations  which  have  been  expressed  by 
the  hon.  gentleman.  I  do  not  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
remarks  wore  unparliamentary,  for  they  were  not,  but  I  do 
say  that  they  were  irregular.  Rumors  and  articles  in  news¬ 
papers  may  be  mentioned  when  discussing  a  question  which 
is  fairly  before  Parliament,  but  I  think  it  was.  hardly  fair 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  taken  such  rumors 
and  have  made  them  the  subject  of  a  speech  in  this  House 
and  an  attack  on  the  Government,  when  no  information,  no 
measure,  was  before  him — nothing,  in  fact,  which  would 
justify  him  in  making  tho  remarks  which  he  has  made. 
But  even  to  that  extent  I  would  have  allowed  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  go  without  answering  him  a  word,  but  he 
tried  to  throw  somo  aspersions  upon  a  section  of 
the  party  which  supports  this  Government,  and  these  I 
cannot  leave  unanswered.  There  was  nothing  wrong  in  the 
hon.  gentleman  showing  his  recollection  of  the  events  of 
last  Session,  by  saying  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  had  said  that,  after  spending  $33,000,000  in  the 
work  they  had  undertaken,  they  had  estimated  that  $27,- 
000,000  lurther  was  necessary  to  complete  the  road,  and  that 
that  made  little  short  of  $60,000,000  which  was  required. 
Every  hon.  gentleman  can  remember  that  as  well  as  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake).  The  hon. 
gentleman  wtnt  further,  and  he  said  that  during  the  course 
of  last  year  the  vice-president  or  manager  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  had  stated  or  had  written  some¬ 
thing  in  the  newspapers  to  the  effect  that  he  thought  the 
work  had  been  conducted  with  such  care,  and  that  the 
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facilities  in  the  construction  were  such  that  they  led  him  to 
think  that  out  of  the  $27,000,000,  which  had  been  estimated 
as  the  value  of  the  work  to  be  performed  in  order  to 
execute  the  contract  between  the  Government  and  the  com¬ 
pany,  two  millions - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  More. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU - -or  more  might  not  be  spent.  He 

said  that  he  had  read  that  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  a  report  made  early  last  fall  had  corroborated 
to  a  certain  extent  the  estimates  of  the  vice-president  of 
the  company,  and  had  said  that  really  the  difficulties  which 
were  expected  to  bo  encountered  in  the  mountain  regions 
were  such  that  probably  a  large  amount  of  money  might  be 
saved  in  the  estimate  of  $27,000,000.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  allowed  his  imagination  to  have  full  play,  and  we  know 
how  fertile  it  is,  and  he  has  told  us  that,  calculating  as 
he  did  calculate,  it  would  not  only  be  two  millions  of 
dollars,  as  Mr  Schreiber  estimated,  or  between  three  and 
four  millions  as  the  vice-president  of  the  company 
estimated,  that  the  contract  would  be  short  in  the  expendi¬ 
ture,  but  that  perhaps  six  millions  would  be  the  difference 
in  the  cod  and  the  money  which  is  to  be  available  to  the 
company  and  the  subsidy  which  was  to  be  given  to  them. 
All  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  perhaps  no  reason  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  have  expressed  such  fears.  Is  it  an  expecta¬ 
tion  or  a  hope  that  he  has,  or  is  it  a  fear?  Whether  it  is 
a  hope  or  a  fear  that  will  be  idealised  wo  know  not,  but  we 
know  one  thing — thank  God,  we  know  the  Government  are 
not  going  to  lose  one  dollar  of  the  liberal  advance  which 
Parliament  made  last  year  for  the  prompt  execution  of  the 
contract  between  the  country  and  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company ;  and  if  we  are  to  be  mistaken,  it  will  be  on  the 
right  side  of  the  sheet.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  so  far  so  good. 
But  the  part  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  I  object 
to  is  this.  He  appeared  from  his  remarks  to  think  that  the 
Government  were  concealing  the  truth  from  the  House 
and  the  country — that  the  Government  was  perhaps 
frightened  to  bring  before  this  House  the  truth  as  to  what 
the  company  would  be  obliged  to  ask,  lest  some  other  con¬ 
cession  would  be  forced  upon  them  as  it  happened  last 
Sossion.  Such  an  asporsion  is  unjustifiable.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  the  Government  never  have  been 
concealing  anything  from  this  House,  but  that  their  policy 
has  been  candidly,  freely  and  openly  explained,  and  not 
only  the  necessary  but  the  unnecessary  information  asked 
for  by  every  one  of  the  members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  has  been  given.  Such  was  the  course  followed  by 
the  Government  last  Session  and  the  Session  before  last ;  the 
same  thing  shall  be  done  by  the  Government  during  this 
Session.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  attempted  to  show  that 
the  Government  are  afraid.  Afraid  of  what?  And  he  has 
brought  up  recollections  that  he,  especially,  should  not  have 
brought  before  this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  Government  are  afraid  of  the  domina¬ 
tion  of  what  he  calls  the  Mahon  Bleue.  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  we  are  to  speak  of  that,  my  hon.  friend 
should  know  one  thing.  I  wish  the  late  member  for 
Chateauguay  was  still  alive  and  in  his  seat.  I  would 
state  before  him,  feeling  sure  of  not  being  contradic¬ 
ted,  that  the  principle  which  the  Mahon  Bleue  in  those 
days  vindicated  before  this  country  and  the  world  was  a 
principle  which  has  been  supported  by  the  highest  con¬ 
stitutional  authorities  in  England,  a  principle  dear  to  every 
true  lover  of  the  liberties  of  his  country.  The  Mahon 
Bleue,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  call  it — and  there 
is  no  shame  in  the  name— -existed  to  support  the 
principle  of  responsible  Government  against  the  tyranny  of 
a  despot  at  the  hoad  of  a  Government.  And  wbat  was 
fought  for  by  the  party  with  whom  the  hon.  gentleman 
wishes  to  identify  the  Mahon  Bleue  ?  The  fight  which  then 
took  place  was  one  which  did,  and  always  will  do, 
Mr.  Cbapleatj. 


honor  to  the  nation,  to  the  party,  and  to  the 
section  of  the  party  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  alluded.  My  hon.  friend  said  that  last  year  we  had  in 
what  he  calls  No.  8  a  kind  of  repetition  of  the  domi¬ 
nation  of  the  Mahon  Bleue.  My  hon.  friend  had  last  year 
a  bitter  experience  of  the  mode  of  proceeding  of  the  two 
Mahons ,  the  Mahon  Bleue  and  the  Mais'n  Rouge.  He  tried 
to  build  a  little  Mahon  Rouge  out  of  No.  8,  ana  he 
knows  how  the  disjointed  planks  of  that  little  building  were 
thrown  about  his  head  before  the  end  of  the  Session.  It  was 
not  for  my  hon.  friend  to  speak  of  No.  8  after  his 
experience  of  last  year.  What  is  the  triumph  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  was  achieved  by  those  whom  he 
designates  by  the  name  of  No.  8  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  know  ;  if  the  rumor  is  true,  he  was  endeavoring 
to  profit  by  that  triumph.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not 
say  that  those  demands  were  unconstitutional  or  excessive. 
The  vote  of  the  House  was  taken  on  those  demands,  Mr. 
Speaker;  and  what  was  the  consequence  ?  My  hon.  friend 
was  so  much  ashamed  of  the  position  his  Mahon  Rouge 
placed  him  in  at  the  time  they  left  him,  in  such  an 
insignificant  minority,  that  he  dared  not  take  his 
seat  again  at  the  end  of  the  Session.  No.  8,  Mr. 
Speaker,  was  loyal,  was  constitutional,  and  No.  8  suc¬ 
ceeded  because  it  was  both  constitutional  and  loyal ; 
and  my  hon.  friend  should  never  have  mentioned  the 
occurrence  before  this  House,  because  whatever  was  asked 
at  the  time  was  supported  by  more  than  half  the  solemn 
votes  of  his  own  friends.  This,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wanted  to 
say,  because  this  is  not  the  first  time  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  or  his  organs  have  tried  to  cast  this  aspersion 
on  the  Conservatives  of  tbo  Province  of  Quebec,  and  I 
thought  it  was  my  duty  to  repudiate  that  unmerited 
aspersion. 

Mr.  LAUBIEB.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  take  any  part 
in  this  discussion,  but  there  is  one  statement  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  which  I  cannot  allow  to  go  unchallenged.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  attempted  to  cover  the  most  contempt¬ 
ible  action  of  the  late  Mahon  Bleue  with  the  revered  name 
of  the  late  Mr.  Holton.  Sir,  everybody  knows  that  Mr. 
Holton  never  in  any  way  sanctioned  what  took  place  in 
the  Mahon  Bleue  of  1879.  I  do  not  know  myself  whether 
the  iouendoes  as  to  what  Mr.  Holton’s  views  were  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  action  of  Mr.  Letbllier  in  dismissing  his  Minis¬ 
ters  aro  true  or  not ;  for  Mr.  Holton  never,  on  the  floor  of 
this  House,  at  all  events,  expressed  an  opinion  which  could 
warrant  the  hon.  gentleman  in  claiming  that  Mr.  Holton  ever 
condemned  the  action  of  Mr.  Letellier.  But  we  know,  from 
the  action  of  Mr.  Holton  in  this  House,  that  he  deprecated 
the  course  of  this  Government  in  attempting  to  punish  Mr. 
Letellier  for  an  act  for  which  he  was  amenable  to  the  Local 
Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Quebec;  and  I  say  this,  that 
at  that  time  the  Mahon  Bleue,  the  great  Conservative  party 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  attempted  to  tyrannise  over 
their  countrymen  by  forcing  the  Government  to  dismiss  Mr. 
Letellier.  We  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  not  in 
the  House  at  the  time ;  he  was  in  another  House ;  but  if  he 
had  been  here,  he  would  have  seen  the  Government  cower¬ 
ing  under  the  pressure  of  the  Mahon  Bleue,  and  he  would 
have  seen  the  Government  coming  down  on  its  knees  at  last 
to  the  Maisan  Bleue,  not  for  any  honorable  act,  but  for 
the  most  dishonorable  act ;  for  the  Conservative  party  of 
Quebec  are  responsible  for  introducing  tbe  principle  that 
the  Local  Legislature  is  not  independent  Irom  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  dominion.  This  Isay  is  dishonorable;  and 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  attemps  to  cover  such  a  con¬ 
temptible  and  dishonorable  action  with  the  revered  name 
of  Mr.  Holton,  he  must  understand  that  such  an  attempt 
will  not  go  unchallenged. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  never  intended  my  hon.  friend  to 
understand,  nor  did  1  say,  that  Mr.  Holton  went  to  the 
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Maison  Bleue.  What  1  meant  to  say  was,  that  Mr.  Holton 
disapproved  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Letellier,  and  this  is  evident 
from  the  fact  that  he  would  never  give  his  vote  against  the 
condemnation  of  Mr.  Letellier  by  the  House. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  do  not  dispute  that ;  I  do  not  know 
what  Mr.  Holton’s  views  were  on  that  question,  but  what 
I  said  was,  that  Mr.  Holton  never  sanctioned  the  action  of 
the  Conservative  party  in  forcing  the  Government  to  dis¬ 
miss  Mr.  Letellier  for  an  act  for  which  he  was  amenable 
to  the  Local  Legislature  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  really  think  the  hon.  member  for  Que¬ 
bec  East  (Mr.  Laurier)  and  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr*  Blake)  have  done  us  too  much  honor.  I 
never  thought  that  we  deserved  so  much  credit  for  what  we 
have  done.  The  members  for  Lower  Canada  who  formed 
part  of  what  has  been  termed  the  Maison  Bleue  and  what 
has  been  called  No.  8,  only  tried  to  obtain  justice  for  their 
Province,  and  the  best  compliment  that  could  be  paid  to 
them  is  the  endorsation  which  the  Liberal  members  of 
Quebec  have  been  obliged  to  give  their  conduct.  We 
have  only  obtained  what  wo  are  entitled  to  have. 
We  have  done  not  only  good  service  to  our  Province  but 
we  have  done  good  service  to  the  Government ;  we  have 
done  good  service  to  our  party ;  we  have  done  good 
service  to  our  country.  If  we  had  some  influence  in 
bringing  the  Government  to  do  what  they  did,  I  say  it  is  a 
great  compliment  to  be  told  so  by  the  hon.  members  of  the 
Opposition.  I  say  that  these  gentlemen  coming  from  Lower 
Canada,  who  had  been  pressing  these  claims  for  Quebec  for 
so  many  years,  and  who  had  been  always  kept  back,  who 
had  been  always  going  a  begging  from  the  then  Lib¬ 
eral  Government  for  what  we  obtained  afterwards — I  say 
this  is  their  condemnation ;  this  is  the  avowal  by  them¬ 
selves  that  they  had  no  influence,  that  they  were  able  to 
do  nothing  for  their  Province  or  their  party  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec ;  and  that  was  the  verdict  that  was  passed  against 
them  in  1878  as  well  as  in  1882.  This  was  told  them  by 
one  of  the  principal  members  of  their  party  in  their  own 
organ,  the  Eocnement ,  who  said :  “  What  has  killed  our 
party  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  the  fact  that  our  mem¬ 
bers  have  never  bceu  able  to  show  that  they  had  any  in¬ 
fluence  in  the  Government  of  this  country;  they  were 
always  on  their  knees  before  the  great  spirits  of 
the  Grit  party  in  Ontario.”  If  we  deserve  some 
compliment  from  our  country  or  from  our  Prc- 
vince,  it  is  because  we  are  able  to  say  that  even 
against  the  pretended  opposition,  the  alleged  opposition  of 
the  Government  to  do  justice  to  the  claims  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  we  have  stood  up  instead  of  going  on  our  knees. 
We  have  stood  up  like  men,  we  have  pressed  our  claims  and 
we  have  succeeded.  I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Blake) 
for  the  compliment  he  has  paid  to  us  all  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec  for  what  we  have  done,  because  be  cannot  say  him¬ 
self  that  by  obtaining  that  which  we  have  obtained  wo  have 
not  done  good  service  for  our  Province.  Ho  himself  has 
been  good  enough  to  let  us  know  that  it  was  due  to  our 
influence,  to  our  courage,  to  our  loyalty,  to  our  fidelity  to 
the  interests  of  our  Province  and  our  country  ;  and  this 
will  not  bo  forgotten  by  the  people  of  Quebec.  When  I 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman  taunting  us  for  what  he  pretends 
to  be  our  disloyalty,  I  cannot  help  referring  to  the  fact  that 
he  every  day  taunts  us  with  being  the  slaves  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  It,  therefore,  comes  with  bad  grace  from  his 
mouth  to  say  we  are  acting  disloyally  the  moment  we  are 
putting  some  claims  before  the  Government  and  pressing 
them.  How  would  we  act  on  this  side  of  the  House  if  we 
were  to  follow  the  advice  of  my  hon.  friend?  We  would  be 
here  for  nothing,  because  when  we  vote  for  the  Govern  meat 
he  says  we  are  slaves,  and  when  wo  threaten  to  vote  against 
the  Government  he  calls  us  disloyal.  If  my  hon.  friend 
were  in  power  the  position,  I  suppose,  he  would  like  us  to 


occupy,  would  be  the  humiliating  position  that  was  occupied 
for  five  years  by  our  friends  sitting  behind  him,  and  repre¬ 
senting,  or  pretending  to  represent,  the  interests  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  many  words  on  this 
question,  and  in  doing  so,  will  embrace  in  my  remarks  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  hon,  member  for  Laval  (Mr. 
Ouimet).  The  hon.  gentleman  began  by  saying  that  we 
did  him  too  much  honor,  attributed  too  much  importance  to 
the  efforts  of  No.  8, 

Mr.  OUIMET.  We  did  only  our  duty. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  these  days  I  honor  highly  a  public  man 
who  can  say  of  himself  that  he  does  his  duty. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  We  believe  it  our  duty. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  Now,  the  bon.  gentleman,  I  say,  having 
deprecated  the  compliment,  as  ho  called  it,  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Quebec  (Mr.  Laurier)  and  myself  paid  to 
No.  8,  by  giving  it  too  much  importance,  amply  justified 
any  allusion  that  might  have  been  made  to  that  institution, 
for  such  I  understand  it  to  be,  that  institution  in  tho 
parliamentary  government  of  this  countiy,  by  what  he  said. 
He  said  for  a  long  period  the  affairs  of  the  Province  had  not 
been  working  correctly,  because,  as  I  understand  it,  there 
was  a  considerable  period  after  the  change  to  which  ho 
attributes  so  much  good  fortune,  which  took  place  in  1878, 
before  any  marked  change  in  the  conduct  of  affairs  with 
reference  to  Quebec  took  place.  Some  five  years  elapsed 
before  the  justice  he  speaks  of  was  to  be  done,  and  it  was 
not  possible  to  obtain  it  by  the  ordinary  methods.  The  hon. 
gentleman  announced  just  now  that  they  had  to  resort  to 
threats.  “  We  threatened  to  vote  against  the  Government,” 
he  said,  “and  you  denounce  us  for  disloyalty ;  we  vote  for 
the  Government  and  you  denounce  us  as  slaves.” 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  never  said  so. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  use  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  language, 
for  I  took  down  his  words. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  was  supposing  a  case. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  “  If  wo  threaten  to  vote  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment,”  he  said,  “  you  call  it  disloyal ;  if  we  vote  forthem  you 
call  us  slaves.”  Well,  I  quite  agree  tho  hon.  gontle- 
man  has  the  right  to  threaten  or  to  vote  against  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  if  he  thought  the  Government  wore  bringing  down 
a  wrong  measure,  but  the  difficulty,  is  be  threatened  to  vole 
against  the  Government  unless  they  would  add  something 
more  to  their  own  measure.  The  will  to  vote  for  it  is  one 
thing  and  the  voting  for  it  is  another  kind  of  business.  So 
the  Secretary  of  State  declared  that  No.  8  succeeded,  and  ho 
was  delighted  to  know  that  they  bad  succeeded. 
Against  whom  did  they  succeed?  Who  were  the  adver¬ 
saries  with  whom  they  waged  this  internecine  war  ?  Who 
were  those  whom  they  triumphed  over  ?  What  were  the 
successes  which  the  Secretary  of  State  flaunted  in  our  faces 
to-day?  Was  it  in  our  faces  that  those  successes  should 
have  been  flaunted  ?  Is  it  nob  one  of  those  attacks  upon 
tho  flank  to  which  tho  bon.  the  Secretary  of  State  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  have  given  some  attention  when  be  flaunts  the 
successes  of  No.  8  ?  Do  we  not  know  where  the  difficulty 
was  ?  Was  it  with  the  weak,  and  as  be  chooses  to  say,  with 
the  disunited  band  who  share  my  fortunes  here,  that  the 
difficulty  was  ?  Was  it  to  overcome  them  that  the  arrange¬ 
ments  in  No.  8  went  on  ?  Not  so,  Sir;  it  was  the  gentlemen 
with  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  is  associated  by  ties  more 
or  less  strong,  with  whom  he  is  combined  by  intimacies 
more  or  loss  cordial,  with  whom  he  has  relations  more  or 
less  confidential,  with  whom  he  entertains  and  concerts  as 
to  measures  more  or  less  in  the  common  party  interest — I 
say  it  was  with  these  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  con¬ 
tending.  My  opinion  is,  that  it  was  a  remarkable  scene  in 
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the  history  of  Canada,  not  fully  developed ;  it  was  not  in  the 
face  of  day,  it  was  not  in  this  chamber,  it  was  not  with  an 
audience  in  the  gallery,  it  was  not  with  the  reporters  of  the 
ress  to  hear  what  was  said ;  it  was  not  by  arguments  ad- 
ressed  to  the  reason  and  the  conscience  of  the  public. 

Mr.  OUIMBT.  How  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  do  I  know  ?  Because  I  know  it  was 
in  secret. 

Mr.  OUIMBT.  You  do  not  know,  then. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Because  I  know  that  rumors  came  in  the 
correspondence  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  party  papers. 
I  cannot  remember  the  names  of  all  of  them,  but  I  will 
name  some  of  them.  I  saw  the  columns  of  the  Canadien,  I 
saw  the  columns  of  the  Monde,  I  saw  the  columns  of  other 
papers,  identified  not  with  me  but  with  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  from  time  to  time  letting  a  little  lurid  light  upon 
the  scenes  that  were  going  on  in  this  private  chamber. 
That  is  how  I  know  and  that  is  all  I  know,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  that  is  how  I  know  and  that  is  all  I 
know. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  You  do  not  know  much. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  I  say  that  the  public  was  interested 
in  knowing  the  various  phases  of  this  controversy,  this 
battle,  this  long-continued  series  of  engagements,  in  which, 
following  out  the  principles  of  General  Grant,  the  leaders  of 
that  band  decided  that  they  would  fight  it  out  on  that  line 
all  Session,  or  else  they  would  not  allow  the  debate 
to  proceed.  Do  we  not  remember  when  there  was  a 
motion  to  take  the  debate  from  day  to  day  ?  Do  we  not 
remember  that  the  motion  to  take  the  debate  from  day  to 
day  was  put  off  from  day  to  day  ?  Do  we  not  know  why  it 
was  put  off  from  day  to  day  ?  Do  we  not  know  the  whole 
range  of  events,  such  as  they  appear  to  us  from  the  outside  ? 
But  I  admit  we  did  not  know  all  the  inside.  I  would  like 
to  know  it.  But  there  was  a  triumph.  The  hon.  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  says  No.  8  succeeded.  I  say,  again,  those  over 
whom  No.  8  succeeded  where  the  allies  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  not  his  opponents.  Just  one  word  more.  He 
says  I  tried  to  build  a  little  house  out  of  No.  8.  In  form  and 
substance,  in  sense  and  spirit,  that  statement  is  absolutely 
without  foundation.  Whatever  he  may  intend  to  infer  or  to 
imply,  it  is  absolutely  and  entirely  without  foundation.  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  his  cabal.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
his  intrigue.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  his  negotiations. 
I  had  to  do  neither  with  his  struggles,  nor  with  his  com¬ 
promises,  nor  with  his  arrangements.  I  never  hoped  to 
profit  by  them,  and  it  is  not  by  such  means  I  hope  to  ad¬ 
vance  my  cause. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BOUNTY  TO  PISHING  VESSELS. 

Mr.  BUBPEE  (Sunbury)  for  Mr.  Weldon,  moved  for : 

Statement  showing  name,  tonnage  and  owner  or  owners  of  each 
vessel  that  received  bounty  during  the  year  1884,  under  the  Act 
appropriating  $160,000  “to  aid  in  the  development  of  the  sea  fisheries,” 
the  amount  paid  to  each  vessel ;  also,  the  name,  tonnage,  owner  or 
owners  of  vessels  applying  for  the  same,  and  refused,  and  the  grounds 
for  refusal. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  would  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
all  this  information  will  be  in  the  Fisheries  Deport,  which 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  a  day  or  two;  I  think  he  had 
better  lot  it  stand  over,  and  if  anything  should  be  wanting 
in  that  report  he  can  move  for  it. 

Mr.  BURPEE  (Sunbury).  Very  welh 

CASE  OP  D.  J.  HUGHES. 

Mr.  WILSON  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  papers  and  correspondence  between  the  Government 
and  D.  J.  Hughes,  County  Judge  of  Elgin,  or  any  other  person  or 
Mr.  Blake. 
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persons,  relating  to  charges  preferred  by  certain  petitioners  of  said 
county,  asking  for  a  commission  of  enquiry  into  the  official  conduct  of 
said  judge. 

He  said:  I  regret  exceedingly  to  have  learned  from  the 
hon.  the  First  Minister,  yesterday,  that  the  Government 
had  decided  not  to  appoint  a  commission  to  examine  into 
the  charges  preferred  against  Judge  Hughes.  These  charges 
were  made  specifically,  and  the  petitioners,  among  whom 
was  Mr.  Stanton,  the  County  Crown  Attorney,  declared 
their  ability  to  substantiate  every  charge.  When  I  asked 
that  the  matter  should  be  enquired  into  and  the  charges  in¬ 
vestigated,  I  had  hope  that  there  would  be  such  an  investi¬ 
gation,  at  least,  as  would  lead  to  tbe  appointment  of  a  com¬ 
mission  which  would  have  substantiated  the  truth  of  the 
charges  or  exhonorated  the  judge  charged.  There  were 
grave  and  serious  charges  against  the  conduct  of  Judge 
Hughes  when  on  the  bench.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  wish 
to  say  one  word  which  is  hard  or  UBjust  against  the 
bench.  I  look  upon  it,  and  have  looked  upon  it,  with  that 
degree  of  respect  which  I  think  it  is  entitled  to.  But  there 
were  charges  made  against  that  gentleman  which,  if  they 
were  really  true,  ought  to  have  caused  tbe  Government  to 
have  taken  action  to  remove  him  from  the  bench; 
and,  if  they  were  untrue,  I  say  he  should  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  showing  that  they  were  untrue.  Sir, 
I  am  perfectly  well  aware  that  the  wheels  of  justice,  to  a 
certain  extent,  in  the  County  of  Elgin,  have  been 
clogged  for  a  number  of  years  by  retaining  Judge 
Hughes  as  County  Judge.  It  is  notorious  to  every 
person  who  has  had  anything  to  do  with  him,  that  he  is 
arbitrary,  that  he  is  very  prejudiced  against  those  with 
whom  ho  is  not  on  friendly  terms,  and  that  it  is  almost  an 
impossibility  for  any  person  who  is  in  personal  disfavor 
with  him  to  get  justice  at  his  hands.  It  is  well  known 
in  the  county  that  when  a  barrister  is  under  the  displea¬ 
sure  of  the  judge,  there  is  no  use  in  a  client  applying  to 
that  barrister  with  any  hope  of  obtaining  a  verdict,  let  his 
case  be  ever  so  just  to  take  before  him.  Knowing  all 
these  facts,  and  acting  in  tho  interests  of  the  judge,  as  well 
as  in  the  interests  of  justice,  and  in  order  to  give  security 
and  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  that  locality,  I  think  that  a 
commission  of  enquiry  ought  to  have  been  granted.  I, 
therefore,  move  for  these  papers,  and  hope  that  they  will  be 
brought  down,  and  that  when  they  come  down  wo  will  bo 
able  to  see  that  the  Government  were  justified  in  the  course 
which  they  thought  proper  to  pursue  in  the  matter,  and 
thereby  give  no  just  cause  of  complaint  to  tbe  citizeus  of 
the  county  and  city. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  House  will 
understand,  from  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  respect  to  this  motion,  how  very  vague  and  unsatisfactory 
the  charges  are  that  are  brought  against  this  County  Judgo. 
He  says  it  is  well  understood  that  the  judge  is  partial,  and 
that  unless  counsel  or  parties  are  familiar  with  him  they 
cannot  obtain  full  consideration  for  their  cases.  Charges 
are  sometimes  made  against  a  county  court  judge  by  un¬ 
successful  litigants.  In  order  to  attack  a  judge  there  should 
bo  some  weighty  and  specific  charges, which  are  sufficient  to 
show  Parliament  that  the  judge  was  really  unfit  to  perform 
his  duties.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  and  indeed  admits, 
it  should  bo  so.  The  independence  of  the  judges  is  one  of 
the  chief  protections  for  justice  in  any  country,  and  it  is  tho. 
bounden  duty  of  Parliament,  and  of  every  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  to  put  down  any  insinuation  or  attack  on  any  judge, 
unless  it  is  based  on  specific  charges,  showing  that  the  judge 
is  unfit  to  hold  his  position,  and  that  it  is  contrary  to  tho 
public  interest  he  should  do  so  ;  and  the  member  who  takes 
the  responsibility  of  making  that  charge  should  state  his 
belief  that,  from  the  respectability  of  the  parties,  or  other 
circumstances,  he  has  reason  to  believo  there  is  a  basis  and 
foundation  for  the  charges.  The  hon.  gentleman  now  makes 
this  motion  as  a  sort  of  censure  on  the  Government  for  not 
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proceeding  with,  the  investigation.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  told  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  stated,  and 
the  Government  on  his  report  stated,  that  they  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  there  are  any  sufficient  grounds  for  proceeding  against 
this  judge.  This  is  an  appeal  from  that  decision,  and  it  is 
only  in  tho  nature  ot  an  appeal  from  that  decision  we  con¬ 
sent  to  bring  down  tho  papers.  We  will  bring  them  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  have  it  already  on  record,  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  question  the  other  day,  that  certain 
charges  against  this  County  Judge,  of  which  I  know  nothing, 
were  so  specific  that  tho  Minister  of  Justice  considered  they 
required  an  answer  from  him,  and  he  pointed  out  which  of 
them  required  an  answer,  and  he  obtained  an  answer  to 
them.  Therefore,  the  proposition  of  tho  hon.  gentleman, 
that  we  are  to  understand  from  tho  hon.  member’s  state¬ 
ment  that  the  charges  were  of  a  very  vague  character  and 
not  such  as  in  that  respect  proper  to  be  considered,  does 
not  seem  to  be  consistent  with  the  statement  made  by  the 
First  Minister  the  other  day.  I  understood  from  it  that 
the  charges  had  been  sent  to  the  judge,  that  he  had  returned 
them,  saying  he  thought  they  were  so  vague  as  not  to 
require  an  answer.  Thereupon,  the  Minister  of  Justice  went 
over  them,  and  pointed  out  to  him  such  of  them 
as  to  which  he,  the  Minister,  required  an  answer,  and  there¬ 
upon  the  judge  did  answer  those  charges.  There  has  been 
a  finding  by  that  member  of  the  Government  to  which  this 
matter  specially  belongs,  that  certain  of  these  charges  were 
sufficiently  specific  and  sufficiently  grave  to  require  an 
answer.  They  may  be  entirely  untrue,  but  they  are  so 

grave  and  specific  in  their  character  that  the  Government 
ave  themselves  decided  that  as  regards  some  of  the  charges 
they  come  within  the  rule. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in 
error  in  his  statement  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  con¬ 
sidered  they  were  specific  charges  which  required  a  specific 
answer.  There  was  a  long,  and  I  was  going  to  say,  a  ramb¬ 
ling  statement,  a  series  of  charges  or  insinuations,  as  to  the 
conduct  of  this  judge.  Some  were  obviously  so  vague  and 
uncertain  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  set  them  aside 
altogether ;  but,  as  to  the  others,  there  was  sufficient 
ground  to  induce  the  Minister  of  Justice,  in  justice  to  the 
judge  himself,  to  send  the  petition  to  him,  because  a  judge 
ought  to  know  when  charges,  at  all  affecting  his  position, 
honor  and  integrity,  are  filed,  so  that  he  may  consider 
them.  But  there  is  no  statement  on  the  part  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  or  of  the  Department  that  the  allegations 
were  sufficiently  specific  to  cause  tho  County  Judge  to  be 
put  on  trial.  The  papers  will  bo  brought  down. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  not  Hansard  at  hand  at  this 
moment, so  I  cannot  refer  to  the  exact  words  used  by  the  right 
hon.  gentleman ;  but  he  will  remember  that  he  told  this 
House,  in  answer  to  the  question  asked  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson)  that,  whether  tho  charges  were 
specific  enough  and  grave  enough  to  lead  him  to  order  an 
investigation  or  not,  the  Minister  of  Justice  had  certainly 
directed  the  attention  of  the  judge  to  some  of  those  charges, 
and  had  required  an  answer  from  him;  that  the  judge  had 
answered,  and  had  requested  that  his  answer  should  be 
brought  down  to  the  House  with  the  other  papers.  So  it 
was  evidently  understood  by  the  hon.  gentleman  himself, 
.by  the  judge  and  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  that  certain  of 
the  charges  wore  sufficiently  grave  to  require  an  answer, 
and  they  were  of  sufficient  importance  to  lead  tho  judge  to 
ask  that  the  answer  might  be  brought  down  to  tho  House, 
together  with  the  other  papers.  Hansard  of  yesterday  has 
just  been  put  into  my  hand,  and  I  will  read  what  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  said  in  reply  to  the  question  asked  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Elgin.  His  remarks  are  thus  reported  : 

“As  to  the  third  branch  of  the  question,  a  copy  of  the  charges  was 
sent  to  the  judge,  and  he  replied  they  were  too  general  to  answer.  The 
Minuter  eliminated  those  charges  in  respect  of  which  he  did  not  think 


it  necessary  to  ask  an  explanation.  The  other  charges  were  then  sent 
to  the  judge,  who  replied.  The  petitioner  (Stanton)  asked  for  a  copy  of 
this  reply.  On  enquiry  of  the  judge  whether  ho  had  any  objection,  he 
replied  that  he  preferred  that  his  answer  should  be  sent  down  to  the 
House,  with  the  charges  which  had  been  made  against  him.’  ’ 

So  thero  certainly  has  been  something  in  connection  with 
tho  matter,  requiring  at  least  this  amount  of  investigation, 
and  it  will  be  for  tho  House  to  decide,  when  the  papers  are 
brought  down,  whether  it  requires  further  investigation  or 
not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  views  enunciated  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to-day  are  not  those  enunciated  by  [him  on  a  former 
occasion,  with  respect  to  the  independent  action  of 
judges,  and  their  being  subject  to  adverse  criticism.  Tho 
hon.  gentloman  said  it  was  not  only  his  own  view,  but  he 
believed  the  view  of  every  member  of  tho  House,  that  a 
judge  ought  not  to  be  attacked  in  this  way,  and  subjected  to 
adverse  criticism.  1  remember,  on  one  occasion,  when  two 
or  three  of  his  supporters  made  a  violent  attack  upon  a 
judge  who  was  at  that  time  a  member  of  a  court  of 
Canada,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  it  was  very  important 
that  the  House  should  subject  tho  action  of  the  judges  to 
criticism. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  What  judge  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  The 
Debates,  he  will  see  I  am  not  misrepresenting  his  statement 
on  that  occasion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  what  occasion? 

Mr.  MILLS.  On  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  occasion  was 
that? 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  the  hon.  member  sitting  near  him, 
the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Eykert),  and  the  hon. 
member  who  at  that  time  represented  Prince  Edward, 
attacked  one  of  the  judges. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Who  was  the  judge  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  they  attacked  one  of  the  judges  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  hon.  gentleman  thought  it  was 
quite  proper  for  members  of  the  House  to  subject  the 
judges  to  adverse  criticism,  although  there  had  been  no 
petition  against  the  judge.  On  the  present  occasion  the 
hon.  gentleman  enunciated  different  views,  and  the  views 
he  expresses  to-day  are  perhaps,  on  the  whole,  much 
sounder  than  those  ho  expressed  on  that  occasion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  a  previous  debato  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred;  but  if  he  wishes  the  question  reopened,  I  am 
prepared  to  meet  him. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  First  Minister  states  that  the  charge 
should  be  specific,  and  sufficient  to  show  Parliament  that  the 
judge  was  unable  properly  to  perform  his  duties.  All  I  have 
to  say  with  reference  to  the  matter  is  this,  that  I  think  Mr. 
Stanton’s  statement  that  every  charge  against  D.  J.  Hughes 
has  been  proven  is  sufficient,  Mr.  Stanton  is  the  County 
Crown  Attorney,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  see  that  justice  is  ad¬ 
ministered  in  that  section.  He  states  over  his  own  signa¬ 
ture,  and  I  have  his  letter  in  my  hand,  that  he  can  prove 
every  one  of  those  charges,  and  yet  the  First  Minister  and 
the  Government  say  to  day  that  the  charges  are  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  strong  as  to  demand  this  investigation.  I  really 
think  that  the  proper  officer  there  ought  to  be  the  proper 
judge  as  to  whether  the  charges  are  established  sufficiently 
to  require  investigation.  If  he  is  not  competent  to  do  so, 
then  he  is  certainly  not  competent  for  the  office  of  Crown 
Attorney,  or  to  conduct  the  criminal  business  of  the  county. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— TRESTLES  AND 
BRIDGES. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for : 

A  statement  showing  (1.)  The  total  number  of  timber  trestles  and 
the  total  number  of  wooden  bridges  constructed,  or  under  contract  for 
construction,  upon  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  between 
Sudbury  Junction  and  Nepigon  River  ;  (2.)  The  length  in  feet  and  the 
maximum  height  of  each  of  said  trestles  and  of  each  of  said  bridges. 
Such  statement  to  identify  the  trestles  and  bridges  by  numbering  them 
consecutively  from  Sudbury  westward,  and  also  to  classify  them  under 
the  sections  in  charge  of  separate  engineers,  and  to  distinguish  the 
trestles  or  bridges  which  are  only  temporary  works,  to  be  filled  in  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  before  approval  of  the  work  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  engineer. 

He  said  :  I  need  only  say  that  the  information  sought  for 
by  this  motion  is  very  important,  and  that  I  think  it  should 
be  laid  before  the  House.  I  may  add  that  if  the  information 
is  in  the  office  of  the  engineer,  it  is  such  that  I  think  it 
could  be  supplied  in  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  to  suggest  that  the  motion  bo 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  “  number  of”  the 
word  “  permanent,”  and  by  striking  out  all  the  words  after 
the  words  “  Sudbury  westward,”  in  the  last  sentence  ;  the 
effect  beiDg  that  all  the  works  of  a  permanent  character 
will  be  returned. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  certainly  think  that  the  additional  in¬ 
formation  which  it  is  proposed  to  givo  by  the  amendment 
would  be  very  valuable,  but  I  would  be  sorry  if  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  I  seek  should  be  delayed  in  order  to  get  this 
additional  information.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
is  acting  for  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  will  be  good 
enough  to  allow  the  motion  to  stand,  and  a  further  motion 
may  be  moved,  calling  for  the  additional  information  ;  other¬ 
wise  I  should  be  inclined  to  feel — if  not  that  the  object  of 
the  amendment  is  to  delay — that  it  certainly  would  be 
productive  of  delay; 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  understand  from  the  Acting  Minister 
that  there  will  be  no  delay,  but  that  he  is  desirous  of  giving 
full  information  on  the  point. 

On  the  amendment  being  put, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  that  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
will  bo  quite  different  from  what  the  hon.  member  has 
suggested.  He  first  suggested  to  extend  the  motion  so  as  to 
cover  the  whole  line  which  would  bo  very  desirable  if  it  did 
not  take  too  long.  Otherwise  than  that,  I  hope  he  does  not 
intend  to  alter  the  motion. 

Mr,  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
where  the  main  line  is  under  construction,  where  the  work 
is  going  on  by  the  day,  a  great  deal  of  temporary  work  is 
used — work  that  is  used  for  a  short  time  and  then  removed. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  do  not  want  the  resolution  altered  or 
emasculated  in  that  way.  I  think  that  the  motion  as  it 
stood  originally  provides  exactly  for  the  information 
desired,  as  it  will  show  the  temporary  work  separately  from 
the  other. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  How  about  the  tempor¬ 
ary  work  that  is  to  be  taken  away,  and  not  filled  in  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  read  the 
motion,  ho  will  see  that  it  distinguishes  the  trestles  or 
bridges  which  are  only  temporary  works.  I  shall  certainly 
object  as  strenuously  as  I  can  to  have  the  motion  emascu¬ 
lated  in  that  way. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  quite  understand  the  object  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  acting  for  the  Minister  of  Railways,  in 
seeking  to  amend  this  motion.  I  remember  a  meeting  that 
took  place  once  at  Truro,  in  Nova  Scotia,  at  which  the  pre¬ 
sent  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  undertook  to  con¬ 
vince  the  people  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  building  a  very 
inferior  road,  because  he  was  building  wooden  trestle 
bridges.  And  that  accounted  for  the  progress  that  was 
Mr.  Wilson, 


being  made.  Now,  my  hon.  friend  wants  to  make  out  that 
the  rest  of  the  road  is  not  of  an  inferior  character,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  the  same  kind  of  bridges  are  used,  and  that 
is  his  reason  for  wishing  to  encumber  this  motion  with  the 
amendment  he  has  made. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  see  what  objection  there  can  be 
to  including  all  the  structures,  so  long  as  they  are  carefully 
distinguished. 

Mr.  MULOCK  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  memorials  and  representations  on  the 
subject  of  the  bounty  on  manufactures  of  iron,  not  already  brought 
down,  together  with  all  letters,  accounts  and  vouchers  in  respect  of 
claims  made  for  such  bounty;  and  statement  in  detail  of  all  sums  paid 
or  allowed  in  respect  thereof. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statements  showing  : — (1.)  The  expenditure  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  upon  its  main  line  of  railway,  between  Callander  and 
Port  Arthur  and  between  Selkirk  and  Kamloops,  since  the  expenditure 
of  $23,078,950,  shown  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Stephen  to  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals,  of  the  15th  January,  1884.  (2  )  The  materials  on 
hand  in  respect  of  the  described  main  line  of  railway.  (3.)  The  receipts 
by  the  company  since  the  account  given  in  the  said  letter  in  respect  of 
(a.)  Cash  subsidy;  (6.)  Government  loan  ;  (c.)  Land  grant  bonds  or 
land  sales,  or  from  the  pledging  of  land  grant  bonds.  (4.)  The 
amount,  if  any,  due  by  the  company  in  respect  cf  construction  of  the 
described  main  line.  (6.)  Estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  work  of  construc¬ 
tion  remaining  to  be  done  on  the  described  main  line,  showing  whether 
the  materials  on  hand  are  taken  into  account  in  such  estimate  or  not. 
(6.)  An  estimate  of  the  whole  cost  of  construction  of  the  described  main 
line  when  completed.  (7.)  Statement  of  the  cost  of  equipment  of  the 
described  main  line  at  the  date  of  the  account  in  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter. 
(8.)  Statement  of  the  cost  of  equipment  of  the  described  main  line  since 
that  date.  (9.)  Estimate  of  the  further  cost  of  equipment  of  the  de¬ 
scribed  main  line  when  completed.  (10.)  Estimate  ©f  the  complete  cost 
of  equipping  the  described  main  line.  All  such  statements  and  estimates 
being  separate  for  each  of  the  described  divisions,  viz  :.(a)  That  between 
Callander  and  Port  Arthur  and  (6)  that  between  Selkirk  and  Kamloops. 
— (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statement  in  detail  of  the  present  position  of  land  grant  and  the 
land  grant  bonds  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  showing, 
by  the  number  of  the  section,  the  township  and  range  or  other  description, 
the  lots  granted  to  the  company;  also,  the  lots  sold  by  the  company ; 
also,  the  amount  of  land  grant  bonds  in  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
the  amount  in  the  hands  of  the  company  ;  the  amount  in  the  hands  of 
the  public ;  the  amount  pledged  by  the  company  for  loans  or  other¬ 
wise,  with  details  ;  and  the  amount  cancelled  ;  showing,  also,  the  sum 
received  by  the  company  for  lands  sold  in  each  calendar  year  and  in 
the  course  of  the  present  year;  and  the  amount  now  due  to  the  com¬ 
pany  in  respect  of  lands  sold,  with  a  separate  statement,  showing  the 
amount  received  by  the  company  from  sales  in  town  sites,  and  the 
amount  now  due  on  such  sales,  distinguishing  between  the  receipts  and 
debts  on  account  of  town  sites  comprised  in  the  land  grant,  or  in  any 
arrangement  with  the  Government,  and  the  receipts  and  debts  on 
account  of  other  town  sites.— (Mr.  Blake.) 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  instructions  to  and  correspondence 
with  the  commissioners  under  the  commission  issued  in  connection 
with  the  claims  arising  out  of  the  construction  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way,  and  a  statement  of  the  matters  referred  to  them,  and  of  the  moneys 
paid  to  them  and  to  the  secretary,  and  of  the  number  of  days  during 
which  the  commissioners  sat,  all  subsequent  to  the  period  covered  by  the 
return  to  the  Address  of  last  Session. — (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury,  for  Mr. 
Weldon.) 

Statement  of  the  receipts  of  the  po3t  office  at  St.  Stephen’s,  N.  B.,  for 
the  calendar  year  1834 ;  al30,  a  statement  of  the  value  of  postage  stamps 
sold  at  the  said  office,— (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury.) 

Return  of  the  casualties  to  trains  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  arising 
from  collision,  broken  rails,  or  otherwise,  for  the  calendar  year  1884 ; 
the  respective  causes  and  dates  ;  the  amount  of  damage  (if  any)  in  each 
case  to  property  ;  the  amount  of  compensation  paid  to  owners  of  pro¬ 
perty  destroyed  or  damaged,  a3  well  as  amount  of  claims  for  loss  or 
damage  to  property  (if  any)  unsettled.— (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury,  for  Mr, 
Weldon.) 

Return  of  all  claims  presented  for  drawback  on  materials  used  for 
shipbuilding,  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1884  ;  also,  for  the  six 
months  ending  31st  December,  1884;  giving  the  name  of  the  applicant, 
the  name  and  tonnage  of  the  vessel,  the  amount  claimed,  and  the 
amount  paid. — (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury,  for  Mr.  Weldon.) 

Return  giving  a  full  statement  of  all  coal  entered  ex-warehouse,  free 
or  for  exportation,  during  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1884  ;  showing 
the  quantity  so  entered  at  each  port,  the  names  of  persons  having 
entered,  the  quantities  ex- warehoused  by  each  person,  and,  if  exported, 
the  name  of  the  vessel  or  railroad  by  which  exported,  the  place  to 
which  exported,  and  copies  of  all  the  cancelling  certificates,  showing 
that  such  coal  had  been  landed  in  the  ports  to  which  exported.— (Mr, 
Burpee,  Sunbury,  for  Jttr.  Weldon'.) 
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Return  showing  the  quantity  of  rolling  stock  purchased  for  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  during  each  six  months  of  the  year  ending  31st  Decem¬ 
ber,  1884,  giving  each  kind  of  rolling  stock,  and  whether  purchased 
under  contract  or  otherwise,  the  parties  from  whom  bought,  and  the 
cost  of  each  kind.  Also,  a  statement  showing  what  has  been  built  dur¬ 
ing  the  year  in  the  Government  workshops,  giving  each  kind. — (Mr. 
Burpee,  Sunbury,  for  Mr.  Weldon.)  1 

Statement  of  the  revenue  and  working  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  accrued  for  the  six  months  of  the  year  ending  31st  December, 
1884,  under  the  several  divisions,  similar  to  annual  statement  B,  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  in  the  .Public  Accounts.— (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury, 
for  Mr.  Weldon.) 

Statement  showing  the  names  and  places  of  residence  of  all  militia¬ 
men  of  1812  who  received  their  pension  during  the  last  fiscal  year,  and 
the  amount  paid  to  each  of  them. — (Mr.  Bourassa.) 

Copy  of  the  charges  against  Lieut.-Colonel  O’Malley,  of  the  25th 
Battalion,  Ontario  ;  date  of  O’Malley’s  suspension  ;  date  of  the  court  of 
enquiry  into  the  charges  ;  also,  a  copy  of  the  evidence  taken  before 
said  court  of  enquiry,  together  with  the  report  of  said  court  to  the 
Major-General  commanding  the  militia. — (Mr.  Wilson.) 

All  correspondence  had  with  the  Government,  or  any  member  thereof, 
in  relation  to  any  proposed  alteration  or  relaxation  of  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  North-West  Territories. — 
(Mr.  Foster.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  6:10  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  13th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CONSOLIDATED  EAILWAY  ACT  AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  WELLS  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  30) 
to  amend  and  consolidate  “  The  Consolidated  Bailway  Act, 
1879,”  and  the  Acts  amending  it. 

Mr.  POPE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  explain  what  the 
amendments  are  ? 

Mr.  WELLS.  The  amendments  are  very  numerous  in¬ 
deed,  and  it  will  be  impossible  to  explain  thorn  fully  at  this 
stage.  The  old  Bailway  Act  of  1861  was  evidently  framed  by 
unprofessional  men,  and  contained  a  great  many  inaccuracies 
and  inconsistencies,  many  of  which  tound  their  way  into  the 
Consolidated  Bailway  Acts  of  1868  and  1879.  Amendments 
have  been  made  from  time  to  time,  and  I  think  tho  time 
has  now  arrived  when  the  wholo  mass  should  be  remodelled 
and  consolidated.  I  have  done  my  best  in  that  direction, 
but,  of  course,  in  view  of  the  important  character  of  the 
Bill,  I  shall  be  guided  by  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  I  hope  that  wo  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
going  over  it  carefully  so  as  to  arrive  at  such  a  conclusion 
as  will  satisfy  both  the  railway  companies  and  the  public. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

GBAND  TRUNK  BAILWAY. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  asked  a  question  the  other  day  of  the 
First  Minister  in  regard  to  when  I  was  likely  to  obtain  the 
return  ordered  by  the  House  on  28th  of  March  last,  in  the 
following  words 

“Statement  showing  the  names  of  all  stockholders  in  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  of  Canada,  with  the  amounts  of  stock  held  by  each  of 
Baid  stockholders  at  the  close  of  the  first  year  after  the  charter  was 
granted  or  operations  commenced.  Also  the  names  of  all  stockholders 
in  said  company,  and  the  amounts  of  stock  held  by  each  on  the  first  day 
of  the  current  year.” 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon,  gentleman  when  we  are 
likely  to  obtain  this  information. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  afraid  that  I  am 
unable  to  give  the  bon.  gontleman  a  satisfactory  answer.  I 
do  not  know  why  the  Grand  Trunk  Bailway  Company  have 
delayed,  if  they  have  delayed,  furnishing  this  information. 
1  will  make  enquiry  with  a  view  to  having  the  return 
brought  down,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  so  persistent  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Do  not  delay  too  long. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ere  long. 

CANADA  CIVIL  SERVICE  ACTS  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
31)  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  Canada  Civil  Service  Acts 
of  1832,  1883  and  1884.  He  said  :  This  is  a  Bill  for  tho 
consolidation  of  the  different  Acts  in  regard  to  matters  of 
detail.  After  copies  have  been  printed,  the  Bill  will  be 
distributed  among  the  members. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
INSOLVENCY. 

Mr.  BILLY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  32) 
respecting  Insolvency. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain. 

Mr.  BILLY  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  think 
it  will  be  necessary  to  give  lengthy  explanations  on  this 
Bill  to-day,  and  I  believe  it  would  be  proper  to  wait  until 
the  Bill  is  printed  and  distributed.  This  Bill  contains  a 
great  number  of  clauses,  and  its  object  is  to  regulato  the 
distribution  of  insolvents’  estates  and  to  discharge  tho  insol¬ 
vent  debtor  from  his  liabilities. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

BETUBNS. 

Mr.  McCBANEY.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  to  certain  facts  with  respect  to  a  return  asked  for 
last  Session  in  regard  to  tho  cost  and  maintenance  of 
Bideau  Hall.  Part  of  tho  information  asked  for  was 
brought  down  on  17th  April,  but  the  return  is  not  com¬ 
plete.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Minister  if  he  will  see  that  the 
return  is  brought  down  in  a  complete  form.  I  wish  also  to 
ask  tk9  Minister  in  regard  to  a  return  ordered  at  the  same 
time  with  respoct  to  the  cost  and  maintenance  of  the  Wel¬ 
land  Canal,  as  well  as  a  similar  return  in  regard  to  the  St. 
Lawrence  Canals.  Will  the  hon.  Minister  see  that  these 
returns  are  brought  down  ? 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN.  As  regards  the  St.  Lawrence 
Canals,  the  matter  referred  to  comes  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals.  1  could  not 
catch  the  first  portion  of  the  bon.  gentleman's  remarks ;  but  if 
he  will  kindly  send  me  over  a  memorandum  of  what  he 
wants  I  will  take  care  that  the  papers  are  brought  down,  if 
they  have  not  already  been  brought  down. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  presented  a  Messago  from 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  road  the  Message,  as  follows 
L  A.NDSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons  copies  of 
all  petitions,  resolutions,  correspondence  and  memorials,  on  the  matter 
of  bankruptcy,  which  have  been  submitted  to  His  Excellency  in  Council 
for  consideration. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  12th  February,  1885. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  desire  to  move,  with¬ 
out  notice,  that  the  Message  be  referred  to  tho  Special  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Insolvency ;  also  that  the  committee  have  full 
power  to  consider  the  whole  question  of  bankruptcy  and 
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insolvency,  and  to  report  by  Bill  or  otherwise.  I  also  desire 
that  the  committee  be  given  power  to  report  from  time  to 
time ;  and,  with  the  consent  of  the  House,  I  will  add  some 
names  to  the  Committee.  I  beg  to  move: 

That  the  Message  of  His  Excellency  tlie  Governor  General,  trans¬ 
mitted  this  day,  be  referred  to  the  Special  Committee  appointed  to  take 
into  consideration  and  report  upon  the  alleged  necessity  that  exists  for 
adopting  some  system  of  bankruptcy  and  insolvency ;  that  the  said  com¬ 
mittee  have  power  to  report  from  time  to  time,  by  Bill  or  otherwise,  on  the 
whole  subject  of  bankruptcy  and  insolvency ;  and  that  Messrs.  Auger, 
Bergeron,  Bernier,  Desjardins  and  Robertson  (West  Hastings)  be  added 
to  the  said  committee. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  reference  to  so  much  of  the  motion 
as  proposes  to  refer  to  the  committeo  the  papers  which  have 
just  been  brought  down  in  so  unusually  formal  a  manner,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  objection,  nor  do  I  object  to  the 
addition  of  the  names.  But  the  other  part  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  proposal  is  of  a  very  serious  character.  It 
seems  to  indicate  that  the  hon .  gentleman  had  not  fully  con¬ 
sidered  what  the  proper  reference  to  this  committee  should 
be.  The  other  day  we  were  invited  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  to  assent  to  a  particular  reference  to  the 
committee,  The  committee  has  hardly  commenced  its 
labors — I  believe  it  had  but  one  brief  session — and  now  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  a  very  large  increase  of  the  powers 
of  the  committee,  including  the  power  to  report  a  Bill.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory,  if  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  felt  it  necessary  at  so  early  a  day  to  vary  and 
enlarge  the  reference,  to  have  done  so  in  the  usual  way, 
upon  a  notice,  but  I  suppose  the  result  would  have  been  the 
same  as  to  day.  The  reasons  which  I  gave  from  my  point 
of  view  for  objecting  to  the  mode  of  procedure  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  adopts  in  this  case,  apply  with  added  force 
the  greater  the  enlargement  of  the  reference,  and  therefore 
I  cannot  assent  to  this  motion,  otherwise  than  on  a  division, 
though  I  do  not  take  the  formal  objection. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
recollect  that  when  I  moved  the  committeo,  I  stated  that 
probably  the  committee  would  or  might  apply,  not  for 
extended  powers  but  for  power  to  report  by  Bill  or  other¬ 
wise,  or  to  report  from  time  to  timo.  They  had  not  made 
a  formal  report,  but  I  am  informed  that  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  committeo,  and  therefore  I  make  the  motion. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  reference  to  this  additional  stato- 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  I  think  there  is  a  very 
grave  inconvenience  in  recognising  such  a  mode  of  pro¬ 
cedure,  as  indicating  the  sense  or  the  wishes  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  There  is  a  recognised  mode  of  indicating  the 
wishes  of  the  committee  to  this  House  ;  and  it  is  the  proper 
mode.  But,  as  I  understand,  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  is 
moving  now,  is  moving  on  the  volition  and  responsibility 
of  the  Government,  for  I  do  not  think  we  can  recognise  any 
other  method  of  acting  on  the  wishes  of  the  committee  than 
upon  a  report  from  the  committee,  which  is  a  report  placed 
on  the  Table. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  committee  can  only 
make  one  report  unless  the  reference  empowers  them  to 
report  from  time  to  time.  Of  course,  this  motion  is  made 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Government,  in  accordance  with 
the  desire  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee. 

Motion  agreed  to,  on  a  division. 

E8QUIMALT  GRAVING  DOCK. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  7)  to  amend  the  Act  37  Victoria,  Chapter  17,  in¬ 
tituled  :  “  An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum 
of  money  to  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  graving  dock  at  Esquimau,  and  for  other 
purposes.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Immediately  after  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  the  announcement  of  this  measure,  on  a  motion  for 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 
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leave  to  introduce  the  Bill,  I  put  a  notice  on  the  paper  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  for  correspondence  and  this 
order  was  granted.  I  explained  that  it  was  with  reference 
to  this  particular  matter,  and  I  did  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  propose  the  measure  until  that  corres¬ 
pondence  was  brought  down.  It  is  of  little  use  to  bring  it 
down  at  all,  after  the  Bill  has  passed. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  thought  perhaps  we  might 
take  the  socond  reading  to  day,  and  not  take  the  third  read¬ 
ing  until  after  the  correspondence  comes  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  move 
the  Bill  to  Committee  until  the  correspondence  comes 
down. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Very  well. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  OF  THE  SUPREME 
COURT. 

On  the  order,  second  reading  Bill  (No.  3)  to  limit  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Stand. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  suggest  that  it  would  be  to  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  as  this  order  is  here  and  seems 
to  bo  getting  into  a  standing  condition,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  intimate  when  ho  intends  to  take  the  second 
reading.  It  is  very  interesting,  but  wo  should  not  bo  kept 
in  a  state  of  expectancy  about  it  all  the  Session.  - 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Next  Thursday. 

CARRIERS  BY  LAND. 

Mr.  COUGHLIN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
5)  respecting  the  liabilities  of  carriers  by  land. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  allow  this  motion  to  stand  over.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  has  a  Bill  on  the  same 
subject,  and  there  will  most  likely  arise  the  question  of 
jurisdiction,  the  question  of  the  competency  of  Parliament 
to  deal  with  that  subject.  It  would  be  well  that  the  whole 
question  should  bo  thoroughly  discussed  on  the  two  mea¬ 
sures,  when  the  promoter  of  the  other  Bill  is  here.  The 
member  for  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  will  be  here  in  a  few 
days,  and  Then  the  two  Bills  may  be  discussed  together. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  same  arrangement  might  be 
made  as  to  this  Bill — that  we  should  get  24  hours’  notice,  at 
any  rato,  as  to  the  time  it  will  come  on. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  —  TRESTLES  AND 
BRIDGES. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed  motion 
of  Mr.  Edgar  for  statement  showing  total  number  of  timber 
trestles  and  wooden  bridges  upon  the  line  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  the  motion  of  Mr.  McLelan  in  amend¬ 
ment  thereto. 

Mr.  MULOCK,  When  the  consideration  of  this  question 
was  adjourned  last  evening,  I  believe  an  amendment  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  enlarge  the  enquiiy  beyond 
what  might  be  considered  reasonable  bounds.  The  simple 
question  that  we  have  now  to  determine  is,  whether 
the  object  of  the  hon.  member  to  obtain  the  infor¬ 
mation  in  a  reasonable  time,  and  probably  for  prac¬ 
tical  use  during  the  present  Session,  would  not  be 
dofeated  by  an  amendment  of  this  character.  I 
think  the  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)/was  a  most  reasonable  one.  He  stated 
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that  if  the  hon.  Minister  desired  the  House  to  be  informed 
on  the  matters  aimed  at  by  the  amendment,  the  hon. 
Minister  should  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  motion  dealing  with 
that  particular  branch  of  the  case,  but  that  his  particular 
object  should  not  be  defeated  by  th9  motion  being  weighted 
down  by  a  much  greater  enquiry  and  which  could  not  pos¬ 
sibly  be  answered  within  a  reasonable  time.  I  think  that  is 
the  simple  proposition  before  us,  and  if  the  Government  insist 
on  this  amendment,  there  can  bo  only  one  inference,  and 
that  is  that  the  Government  do  not  desire  the  House  to  be 
put  in  possession  of  the  particular  information  asked  for  by 
the  mover  of  this  motion.  I  have  no  knowledge  myself  as  to 
what  is  sought  for  by  it ;  I  do  not  know  whether  the  motion 
is  likely  to  bring  out  any  information  injurious  to  any 
individual,  corporation,  or  party.  I  think  it  is 
simply  important  to  know  whether,  when  an  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  moves  in  this  House  for  certain  information,  it  is  to  be 
in  the  power  of  the  Government,  or  is  a  proper  exercise 
of  their  power  here,  indirectly  to  kill  that  application  by 
postponing  compliance  with  it  to  an  indefinite  period.  Now, 
the  effect  of  this  amendment  must  necessarily  be  to  postpone 
for  an  indefinite  period  the  return  to  the  House 
of  this  necessary  information.  The  original  motion 
asked  that  tho  House  should  be  informed  of  the 
character  of  certain  work  over  a  distance  somewhere  within 
500  miles.  It  is  proposed  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  (  Mr.  McLelan)  that  the  enquiry  should  not  be  so 
limited,  but  should  relate  to  tho  wholo  distance  from  Sud¬ 
bury  Junction  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  Why  not  come  out  and 
vote  down  the  motion,  and  say  you  will  not  give  the  infor¬ 
mation,  instead  of  indirectly  defeating  the  object  of  the 
mover  by  an  amendment  of  this  character  ?  I  have  nothing 
to  say  as  to  the  merits  of  the  motion.  If  it  is  a  proper 
motion  to  be  granted  along  with  the  amendment  proposed, 
it  is  a  proper  motion  to  be  granted  by  itself,  and  I  can  see 
no  reason  for  refusing  the  proposition  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  namely,  to  grant 
his  motion,  and  let  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
present  an  independent  motion  for  tho  information  which 
he  thinks  the  House  should  be  possessed  of.  In  that  way, 
if  the  House  should  be  possessed  of  the  whole  information, 
it  will  have  it.  What  does  it  matter  whether  two  parcels 
of  papers  are  brought  down,  or  only  one  ?  We  know  that 
if  they  are  to  come  down  together  they  cannot  come  down 
in  time  to  be  of  any  practical  use. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  is  as  dosirous  as  any  man  in  the  House  to  have 
all  the  information  he  can  possibly  obtain  ;  but  I  think  it  is 
a  very  curious  way  to  get  information  to  be  afraid  of  getting 
tco  much.  I  think  no  hon.  member  in  this  House  will  feel 
that  my  hon.  friend,  in  moving  the  amendment,  did  it  with 
any  other  object  than  to  give  the  greatest  possible  informa¬ 
tion  about  the  road  to  this  House  and  the  country.  I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  friend  opposite  should  be  accused  of 
being  disingenuous;  I  do  not  say  he  is  trying  to  place  this 
portion  of  the  road  in  a  false  position  before  this  House  and 
the  country ;  but  I  say  the  effect  of  the  motion  would  be  to 
give  a  wrong  impression  of  the  character  of  the  road  from 
this  temporary  trestle  work,  which  is  part  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  ;  it  would  give  an  impression  to  the  country  and  the 
world  which  would  be  not  only  false,  but  injurious  to  the 
company,  and  I  know  that  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Edgar) 
would  not  like  to  do  anything  to  injure  this  company.  I 
believe  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  every  patriotic  man 
in  this  country,  whether  on  one  side  or  the  other,  must  wish 
that  any  information  given  of  this  road  should  be  such  as  to 
convey  a  proper  impression  of  the  condition  of  the  road  just 
as  it  stands.  That  is  one  objection  I  have  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  motion.  What  possible  good  could  come  of  a 
return  showing  the  quantity  of  temporary  trestle  work  used 
for  purposes  of  construction,  which  is  soon  to  be  removed 


altogether  ?  What  possible  good  could  be  done  by  sending 
a  return  of  that  kind  to  the  other  side  of  tho  Atlantic  or  to 
the  United  States  ?  We  know  that  tho  competitors  of  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  tho  United  States  will  take  ad¬ 
vantage  of  ovory  word  and  every  syllable  that  can  be  used 
against  it.  Therefore  I  say,  if  you  are  going  to  give  them 
any  information,  give  them  all  the  information.  I  have 
not  seen  my  hon.  friend’s  amendment,  but  I  have  an  idea  of 
what  it  is.  It  will  show  everything ;  it  will  show  the  num¬ 
ber  of  trestles  built  that  are  permanent  on  the  whole  line. 
Why  should  we  give  any  information  as  to  these  temporary 
trestles  which  are  to  be  removed — information  which  would 
convey  to  the  world  the  false  idea  that  the  road  had  been 
debased  and  its  standard  lowered.  I  object  to  the  motion 
of  my  hon.  friend  opposite.  I  hope  he  will  accept  the 
amendment,  and  get  the  whole  information  concerning  the 
road  from  one  end  to  the  other.  There  will  be  no  more 
delay  in  bringing  that  down  than  there  would  be  in  bring¬ 
ing  what  he  asks  for.  I  do  not  know  how  long  it  will  take 
to  have  the  return  brought  down  ;  but  I  say  to  every  hon. 
member  of  this  House  that  we  shall  get  tho  information  as 
soon  as  we  can.  But  I  will  fight  this  battle  as  long  as  I 
can  before  I  will  consent  to  be  a  party  to  any  attempt  to 
spread  before  the  country  information  false  in  character,  as 
it  must  be,  before  the  road  is  completed,  and  injurious  both 
to  the  company  who  aro  building  the  road  and  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  the  road  is  built 
according  to  the  contract. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  says 
that  the  friends  of  tho  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar)  are  afraid  of  getting  too  much  information.  Sir, 
we  are  not  afraid  of  getting  too  much  information,  but  we 
complain  that  we  are  not  allowed  to  get  the  information 
we  desire  in  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  road.  What 
we  want  is  simply  to  get  the  information  we  ask  for.  The 
colleague  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  the  amendment 
informs  us  that  it  is  his  sincere  desire  to  lay  before  this 
country  full  information.  I  doubt  it.  I  believe  the  sincere 
desire  of  this  Government  is  to  conceal  from  the  public  the 
actual  condition  of  affairs  in  regard  to  that  road. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gontleman  has  no  right  to  doubt 
what  I  have  stated  as  a  fact  in  this  House, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  hope  the  hon.  member  will  accept  the 
statement  which  has  just  been  made. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  will  accept  with  mental  reservation 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  with  regard  to 
the  temporary  trestle  work.  The  hon.  gentleman  talks  of 
giving  a  false  impression.  Sir,  to  give  the  present  condition 
of  that  road  is  not  to  give  a  false  impression.  What  wo 
require  is  a  correct  impression,  what  we  require  is  to  know 
its  exact  condition  ;  and  to  conceal  its  exact  condition  is  to 
give  a  false  impression.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to 
conceal  the  actual  condition  of  tho  work,  it  is  he  who  desires 
to  give  a  false  impression  and  not  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
asks  for  the  return.  He  says,  in  an  ironical  tone,  he  knows 
we  would  do  nothing  to  injure  this  company.  Certainly  we 
would  not ;  we  do  not  desire  to  injure  this  company  ;  we 
have  no  contention  with  this  company.  This  company, 
we  believe,  has  made  this  Government  its  tool  ;  it 
has  used  this  Government  for  its  purposes.  Our  quarrel  is 
not  with  it,  but  we  stand  here,  as  guardians  of  the  people’s 
rights,  to  condemn  the  Government  that  has  surrendered 
these  rights  to  this  company.  The  hon.  gentleman  ac¬ 
knowledges  that  he  has  not  seen  the  motion,  so  that  ho  does 
not  even  know  what  he  is  talking  about  with  regard  to  this 
motion. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  POPEj  1  had  not  seen  the  amendment, 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  We  will  see  what  the  amendment  is, 
as  welt  as  the  motion,  and  thus  see  what  has  been  expunged 
and  what  added : 

“  Mr.  Edgar  moved  for  an  Address  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  for  a  statement  showing: — (l.)  The  total  number  of  timber 
trestles  and  the  total  number  of  wooden  bridges  constructed,  or  under 
contract  for  construction,  upon  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
between  Sudbury  Junction  and  Nepigon  River  ;  (2.)  The  length  in  feet 
and  the  maximum  height  of  each  of  said  trestles  and  of  each  of  said 
bridges.  Such  statement  to  idee tiiy  the  trestles  and  bridges  by  num¬ 
bering  them  consecutively  from  Sudbury  westward,  and  also  to  classify 
them  under  the  sections  in  charge  of  separate  engineers,  and  to  dis¬ 
tinguish  the  trestles  or  bridges  which  are  only  temporary  works  to  be 
filled  in  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  before  approval  of  the  work 
by  the  Government  engineer,” 

That  is  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend,  Now,  what  i3  the 
amendment  ?  It  is  to  make  the  motion  read  as  follows  :  — 

“  (1.)  The  total  number  of  permanent  timber  trestles  and  the  total 
number  of  wooden  bridges  constructed,  or  under  contract  for  construc¬ 
tion,  upon  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  (2.)  The  length 
in  feet  and  the  maximum  height  of  each  of  said  trestles  and  of  each  of 
said  bridges.  Such  statement  to  identify  the  trestles  and  bridges  by 
numbering  them  consecutively  from  Sudbury  westward.” 

Or,  in  other  words,  Sir,  to  prevent  my  hon.  friend 
obtaining  the  very  information  he  is-  seeking  for, — the 
information  as  to  the  number  of  temporary  trestles  upon 
that  road.  It  is  intended,  Sir,  by  this  amendment,  to 
give  no  information  whatever  upon  that  point,  to  refuse  to 
give  to  this  House  any  information  except  the  information 
pertaining  to  the  number  of  permanent  timber  trestles  on 
that  road.  How  are  we  to  know,  if  this  information 
is  not  given,  whether  the  Government  are  not  transcending 
their  powers  with  regard  to  the  payment  of  subsidies  to  the 
road,  whether  they  are  not  paying  subsidies,  perchance,  in 
anticipation  of  the  time  when  the  road  will  bo  completed 
and  the  company  entitled  to  those  subsidies  ?  Now,  an  hon, 
member  of  this  House,  I  hold,  has  a  right  to  demand 
information  upon  any  subject  of  political  or  public  import¬ 
ance.  If  any  hoD.  member  of  this  House  desires  to  know 
anything  with  regard  to  the  progress  of  the  work 
upon  the  Canadian  Pacific  road,  that  member  has  a  right  to 
know  it.  The  public  has  a  right  to  know  it.  This  com¬ 
pany  has  been  subvented  by  millions  of  dollars  of  public 
money,  it  is  being  constructed  with  the  public  money,  it  is 
being  constructed  at  the  cost  of  taxpayers  of  Canada. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS,  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  is  likely  to  cost  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  as  much  again  as  it  ought  to  cost,  and  I  main¬ 
tain  the  taxpayers  of  Canada  and  their  representatives  have 
the  right  to  insist  upon  the  fullest  information  being  given 
with  regard  to  the  construction  of  this  road.  The  stand 
taken  by  my  hon.  friend  in  attempting  to  refuse  this  infor¬ 
mation  looks  suspicious;  it  looks  as  if  there  was  something 
to  conceal ;  it  looks  as  if  there  was  a  desire  to  lead  the  pub¬ 
lic  astray  in  their  opinions  and  calculations  as  to  the  pro¬ 
gress  and  condition  of  this  road.  Why  do  the  Government 
wish  to  withhold  this  information?  Is  there  anything  in 
this  motion  that  is  calculated  to  incriminate  them  ?  Is  there 
anything  in  it  calculated  to  make  them  stand  in  a  worse 
light  even  than  that  in  which  they  now  stand  before  the 
public?  It  would  seem  impossible  that  there  should,  but  it 
is  to  be  apprehended  that  the  Government  does  fear  that  the 
information  asked  for  in  this  motion  would  put  them  in  a 
worse  position  before  the  people  of  Canada  than  that  which 
they  now  occupy,  bad  as  that  position  is.  Sir,  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Pacific  Railway  is  a  dark  mystery.  I 
venture  to  say  that  never  before  has  a  work  of 
this  magnitude  been  undertaken  and  eubventod,  or  aided 
by  the  Government  and  the  people,  who  had  to  pay 
the  cost,  not  being  permitted  to  know  its  condition  and 
progress.  There  are  things  about  it  we  do  not  under¬ 
stand.  We  have  reason  to  believe  the  route  of  the  line 
was  changed  merely  to  cast  discredit  on  an  hon,  gentleman 
Mr.  Charlton, 


on  this  side  of  the  House;  we  have  feason  to  believe  that, 
in  order  to  make  this  change,  this  country  will  be  subjected 
to  a  loss  of  millions  of  dollars.  We  know  this 
thing  is  hidden  from  the  public  gaze ;  we  know  it  is 
shrouded  in  mystery;  wo  know  that  the  people  are  not 
permitted  to  know  anything  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of 
the  road  ;  we  know  that  the  demands  of  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  are  not  complied  with  when  they  ask  for  requisite 
information ;  we  know  that  when  this  company  applied 
for  a  loan  only  a  year  ago,  the  reasonable  demand  that  a 
committee  should  be  struck  to  look  into  the  condition  of 
the  affairs  of  this  company  was  made,  and  this  demand  was 
refused.  There  are  a  good  many  things  connected  with 
this  subject  that  naturally  are  calculated  to  arouse  suspicion 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  When  we  look  back  to  the 
circumstances  to  which  I  am  about  to  refer  very  briefly, 
we  cannot  fail  to  have  our  suspicions  aroused  as  to  the 
relations  that  exist  between  the  Government  and  the  syndi¬ 
cate.  Sir,  what  was  the  origin  of  this  contract?  Was  it 
made  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  law  of 
this  country— a  law  which  distinctly  exacts,  both  in  the 
Public  Works  Act  and  the  Act  of  1814,  that  no  Govern¬ 
ment  contract  shall  be  entered  into  without  public 
tenders  being  first  asked  for.  Was  that  law  com¬ 
plied  with?  No;  this  contract  was  made  in  secret; 
it  was  made  under  suspicious  circumstances,  and  the  suspic¬ 
ions  connected  with  it  grow  thicker  and  darker  day  by  day, 
and  year  by  year.  That  contract  was  made  in  violation  of 
the  law,  and  it  had  not  been  laid  three  or  four  weeks  before 
this  House  before  a  circumstance  transpired  which  con¬ 
vinced  every  hon.  gentleman  open  to  conviction  that  the 
Government  had  acted  hastily,  that  they  had  not  taken  the 
precautions  they  should  have  taken  in  this  matter  in  the 
public  interest.  What  was  this  circumstance  ?  It  was  that 
we  had  another  offer  to  build  this  road. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  hear  sneers  on  the  other  side  and 
ironical  laughter.  Sir,  we  had  another  offer  from  another 
company  of  higher  character  and  possessed  of  greater 
resources  than  the  present,  and  an  offer  more  favor¬ 
able  in  the  interests  of  this  country  than  that  of  the  present 
company.  It  was  an  offer  that  no  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
has  a  right  to  say  was  not  bond  fide,  because  the  company 
that  made  it  paid  into  the  hands  of  the  Government  $600,000 
more  than  was  required  to  be  deposited  by  the  syndicate  as 
a  guarantee  of  their  good  faith  and  ability  to  execute  the 
contract.  We  have  no  right  then  to  say  that  this  was  not 
a  bond  fide  offer.  What  was  the  offer?  It  was  one  that 
would  have  cost  the  country  $3,000,000  less  and  3,000,000 
acres  less  than  the  contract  entered  into  with  the  syndicate. 
It  asked  for  no  monopoly ;  it  asked  for  no  exemption  from 
taxation ;  it  secured  Canadian  control  by  providing  that 
the  majority  of  the  Board  of  Directors  should  be  British 
subjects.  Stock  books  in  connection  with  it  were  to  be 
opened  in  every  Province  of  the  Dominion,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  to  have  the  right  at  any  time  to  buy  back  the 
road.  If  the  Government  at  that  time  did  not 
believe  that  offer  to  be  a  bond  fide  one,  they,  at 
least,  under  the  circumstances,  were  bound  to  retrace 
their  steps  and  advertise  for  tenders  in  order  to  see 
how  much  could  be  saved  in  the  public  interest. 
No  doubt,  Sir,  millions  of  dollars  could  have  been  saved,  but 
they  refused  to  do  it,  and  what  are  the  subsequent  develop¬ 
ments  in  regard  to  this  road  ?  They  proposed  to  secure 
the  public  rights  against  excessive  charges  by  a  10  per 
cent,  limit  as  to  dividends,  they  limited  the  stock  to  $25,- 
000,000  ;  and  without  the  knowledge  of  this  House,  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  country,  they  permitted  that  company 
to  increase  their  stock  from  $25,000,000  to  $100,000,000. 
They  were  parties  to  that,  and  then  they  permitted  a  most 
scandalous  system  of  stock-watering  which,  if  it  had  been, 
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allowed,  would  have  placed  that  company  in  a  position  to 
have  taken  dividends  of  10  per  cent,  upon  a  nominal  stock 
of  $100,000,000  which  had  cost  them  scarcely  more  than 
$30,000,000.  Then  they  were  privy  to  construction  rings 
of  the  most  scandalous  character.  They  upheld  the  com¬ 
pany  in  these  things,  and,  when  this  company  applied  to 
this  House  for  a  loan,  they  refused  to  allow  the  country  to 
know  the  state  of  the  affairs  of  the  company,  they  refused 
to  grant  a  committee  of  enquiry.  Here  was  a  demand  being 
made  for  $30,000,000.  It  was  supposed  that  the  company 
had  been  already  subvented  beyond  its  needs,  and  surely  the 
people  of  this  country  had  a  right  to  demand  and  to  roceive 
from  the  right  hon.  gentleman  a  commission  of  enquiry  to 
place  before  the  country  a  definite  statement  of  the  affairs  of 
the  company  before  a  further  loan  was  made  to  it.  And, 
when  they  might  have  secured  that  boon  for  the  people, 
they  refused  to  I’emove  the  monopoly  clause.  It  was  subse¬ 
quently  discovered  what  the  condition  of  the  company  was 
when  this  application  for  a  loan  was  made.  It  was  subse¬ 
quently  discovered  that  this  company  had  shamefully 
wasted  its  resources. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Oh. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes,  shamefully  wasted  its  resources. 
This  company  had  a  contract  with  the  people  of  Canada. 
What  was  that  contract  ?  It  was  a  contract  to  build  the  main 
line  from  Lake  Nipissing  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  The  people 
of  Canada  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  affairs  of  this  com¬ 
pany  so  far  as  the  acquiring  of  other  lines,  or  the  building  of 
branch  lines,  or  the  advancing  of  the  fortunes  of  the  direc¬ 
tors  and  officers  of  the  road  were  concerned.  The  contract 
of  the  people  of  Canada  with  the  syndicate  was  to  build  the 
main  line  of  the  Pacific  road,  and  they  made  them  certain 
grants  to  enable  them  to  perform  that  contract.  What 
was  the  condition  of  the  road  when  the  company  came 
here  and  asked  for  this  loan  ?  They  had  spent,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper's  statement  last  Session, 
upon  the  main  line,  at  that  time,  $29,209,541  on 
construction  and  equipment,  and  that  included  a 
quantity  of  stores  on  hand.  What  had  they  received  ? 
They  had  received  at  that  time,  against  that  expenditure, 
$51,000,000,  in  Government  subsidy,  in  the  proceeds  of 
stocks  sold,  in  lands  sold,  and  from  other  sources.  They  had 
received  $25,037,000  more  than  they  had  spent  upon  their 
contract,  and  the  Government  knew  it,  and  yet  they  came  here 
with  an  application  for  $30,000,000  more,  and  their  applica¬ 
tion  was  granted.  Now,  if  they  had  confined  themselves  to 
the  construction  of  tho  road  that  they  contracted  to  con¬ 
struct,  if  they,  had  confined  themselves  to  their  contract 
with  the  Government,  they  would  have  had  a  surplus  at 
that  moment  of  $25,000,000.  They  were  to  earn  $12,710,000 
in  subsidies  as  the  work  progressed.  Their  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  completing  was  $27,000,000,  and  if  they  had  con¬ 
fined  themselves  to  their  contract  with  the  Government, 
when  the  road  was  completed  they  would  have  had  a  surplus 
of  $10,747,000  ;  and  yet  they  were  in  extremities,  and  asked 
for  a  further  loan.  Why  ?  Because  they  had  spent  millions  of 
dollars  in  the  United  States,  because  they  had  acquired 
nearly  a  thousand  miles  of  railway,  not  connected  with 
their  contract,  because  they  had  built  lines  of  steamers, 
and  it  was  reported  that  large  sums  of  money  had  been  taken 
out  of  their  resources  for  private  purposes.  By  a  course  of 
extravagance  and  folly,  they  had  placed  themselves  in  such 
a  position,  and  tbo  Government  was  a  party  to  it.  The 
Government  had  chartered  the  company  in  defiance  of  the 
law.  They  had  carried  it  on  in  disregard  of  the  interests  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  they  are  to-day  seeking  to 
conceal  the  real  condition  of  the  Avorks  upon  this  road.  We 
are  demanding  that  we  shall  know  the  true  condition  of 
affairs.  We  have  a  right  to  know  it,  and,  if  this  motion  is 
refused,  if  this  amendment  is  carried,  it  is  an  admission  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  they  are  acting  in  excess  of 
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their  authority  and  not  in  the  interests  of  the  people,  that 
they  are  paying  subsidies  to  a  company  which  has  not  earned 
them,  that  they  are  afraid  to  let  the  people  know  what  tho 
condition  of  the  road  is.  If  the  Government  denies  this 
enquiry,  it  will  justify  us  in  saying  that  the  syndicate  comes 
first  and  the  Government  comes  second,  and,  as  a  body,  is 
the  tail  of  the  syndicate  kite.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
not  be  guilty  of  the  outrage  upon  the  rights  of  a  free  people, 
which  it  will  be  guilty  of  if  it  refuses  a  free  enquiry  into 
the  condition  of  this  road. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  As  a  very  new  member,  I  was  evidently 
under  a  mistaken  impression.  I  had  supposed  that  members 
of  this  House  were  entitled  to  fair  and  reasonable  returns 
which  they  moved  for  on  matters  of  very  great  public 
interest  and  moment.  I  was  strengthened  in  that  impres¬ 
sion  by  the  language  of  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State 
yesterday,  who,  in  discussing  the  question  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  said  the  Government  had  not  only  brought 
down  all  the  returns  of  information  which  had  been  asked 
for,  but  a  great  deal  more  than  had  been  asked  for.  I  really 
do  think  that,  if  there  is  any  subject  which  can  come  be¬ 
fore  this  House  upon  which  full  information  should  be 
given,  it  is  this  very  question  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company.  I  should  have  supposed  that,  when  the 
Government  of  the  country  are  mortgagees  of  a  railway, 
when  they  have  lent  vast  sums  of  money  upon  the  security 
of  a  line  of  road  they  would  be  just  as  much  entitled  as  an 
ordinary  holder  of  a  mortgage  security  is  to  have  the  most 
full  and  complete  information  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
security.  I  should  also  have  thought  that,  ivhen  the 
Government  of  this  country  are  proposing  to  pay,  and  are 
bound  to  pay,  and  from  day  to  day  are  paying  upon  this 
very  eastern  section  of  the  railway  over  $15,000  in 
cash,  and  granting  over  9,000  acres  of  land  per 
mile,  that  gave  the  House  and  the  country  some 
claim  to  full  and  fair  information  on  these  points.  I  should 
also  have  thought  that  when  this  country  has  paid  and  is  to 
pay  3  per  cent,  upon  the  capital  stock  of  that  company  for  a 
number  of  years,  that  would  also  entitle  us  to  some  con¬ 
sideration  in  this  matter.  Sir,  I  should  still  further  have 
thought,  that  when  the  Government  of  Ihe  day  has  not  yet 
told  this  House  whether  the  company  is  going  to  roceive 
farther  assistance  or  not,  that  fact  also  should  entitle  us  to 
make  full  enquiries.  As  to  the  particular  enquiry  which  is 
the  subject  of  the  motion,  everybody  connected  with  rail¬ 
ways  at  all— and  nearly  everybody  in  this  country  at  this 
day  has  more  or  less  information  about  railways— knows 
that  when  the  work  is  being  rushed  through,  when  railways 
are  being  rapidly  built — and  it  is  the  boast  of  this  company 
that  this  railway  is  being  more  rapidly  built  than  any  rail¬ 
way  Avas  ever  built  before— -I  say  that  when  all  this  is  being 
done,  there  is  a  great  temptation  to  put  up  temporary 
trestle  work  in  the  place  of  solid  filling  in  of  ravines  and 
gullies,  which  is  done  to  save  time.  We  know  that  it  is  very 
often  necessary  in  constructing  a  road,  and  very  properly 
nocossary,  to  put  up  temporary  trestle  works  to  cany  the 
track  on  further  in  order  that  the  work  may  be  continued 
more’  vigorously  and  more  successfully.  That  is  a  very 
proper  thing  for  every  railway  to  do,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  this  railway  is  doing  it.  But,  Sir,  the  motion  which  I 
placed  before  tho  House  is  in  order  to  enable  that  company 
in  making  this  Return,  to  show  what  is  temporary  and  what 
is  not.  The  hon.  member  who  is  acting  for  the  non-existent 
Minister  of  Railways,  spoke  about  not  having  read  the  motion  ; 
he  explained  afterwards  that  he  meant  he  had  not  read  the 
amendment.  I  am  prepared  to  say,  after  having  listened  to 
his  speech,  that  if  he  had  read  tho  motion  he  did  not  under¬ 
stand  it — I  hope  that  is  parliamentary — because  the  motion 
most  distinctly  and  positively  makes  a  direction  that  the 
return  shall  show  and  distinguish  the  temporary  from  the 
permanent  work,  and  that  is  just  what  the  hon.  member 
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spoke  in  favor  of  doing  in  his  speech,  I  do  not  want  to 
throw  aspersions  upon  the  solidity  of  the  line,  which  would 
be  uncalled  for  on  my  part,  but  that  would  be  done  by  this 
return  if  it  was  made  in  accordance  with  the  amendment. 
The  motion  is  explicit  and  contains  the  words : 

“  And  also  to  classify  them— — 

That  is  the  trestles— 

<!  Under  the  sections  in  charge  of  separate  engineers,  and  to  dis¬ 
tinguish  the  trestles  or  bridges  which  are  only  temporary  works  to  be 
filled  in  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  before  approval  by  the 
Government  engineers.’  ’ 

So  that  every  single  syllable  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  elabo¬ 
rate  argument  against  the  motion  falls  to  the  ground 
entirely.  Now,  1  want  to  show,  Mr.  Speaker,  why  the 
Eeturn  as  proposed  to  be  amended  would  be  absolutely 
useless.  The  proposal  is  to  show  only  the  permanent 
trestles.  Now,  why  do  we  want  to  know  where  the  tem¬ 
porary  trestles  are?  I  think  the  Government,  who  are  so 
watchful  of  the  interests  of  the  company,  should  be  more 
anxious  than  I  am  to  know  whero  these  trestles  are.  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  pity  and  a  great  misfortune  for  the 
Government  as  well  as  for  the  country,  when  this  road  is 
being  rushed  through,  and  when  the  company  is  particularly 
anxious  to  get  all  the  money  that  is  owing  to  them,  I  believe, 
at  present — when  the  company  make  demands  upon  the 
Government  to  be  paid  this  $15,000  per  mile,  it  would  be  a 
gi’eat  pity,  I  say,  if  the  Government  should  happen  to  pay 
over  to  them  that  $15,000  a  mile  before  the  permanent  road 
was  constructed,  and  when  only  temporary  trestles  were  on 
the  ground.  That  is  why  I  think  the  Government  as  well 
as  the  country  ought  to  have  this  information.  Now,  by 
striking  out  the  clause  at  the  end  of  the  motion  which  I 
read  a  few  minutes  ago,  as  to  the  classification  of  the  work, 
the  amendment  entirely  prevents  anyone  from  deriving  the 
information  I  have  suggested  from  that  return.  Of  course, 
if  the  permanent  trestles  were  only  shown,  and  il  the  sec¬ 
tions  where  they  are  located  were  classified  and  designated, 
even  then  we  would  possibly  be  able,  with  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty,  to  find  out  where  the  temporary  trestles  were 
situated.  In  that  case  ovory  hon.  member  would  have  to 
take  that  return  in  his  hand,  if  he  wanted  to  find  out  the 
information,  and  go  up  to  the  section  and  look  for  the  per¬ 
manent  trestles,  and  then  ho  would  know  that  those  that 
were  not  mentioned  in  the  return  as  permanent,  would  be 
temporary.  But  I  would  like  to  know  why  that  return 
cannot  be  brought  down,  and  why  the  members  of  this 
House  cannot  havs  an  opportunity  of  getting  that  informa¬ 
tion.  The  return  asked  for  related  to  a  small  portion 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  Sudbury  to  Nepigon. 
It  is  that  portion  of  the  road  which  is  being  pushed  forward 
very  vigorously  at  present,  and,  of  course,  that  is  the 
reason  why  I  want  the  information  about  the  tempor¬ 
ary  trestle  work.  The  hon.  gentloman  proposes  to  extend 
it  to  the  whole  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  instead 
of  some  300  miles.  He  wants  to  give  us  information  on 
3,000  miles,  and  then  only  as  to  the  permanent  structures. 
Now  that  might  be  very  interesting  historical  information 
to  engineers,  but  it  would  be  just  as  valuable  five  yeax*s 
hence  as  it  is  to-day.  It  would  be  utterly  useless  for  any 
practical  purpose,  and  I  shall  not  thank  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  giving  that  information  at  all.  Now  as  to  the  character 
of  these  trestles  about  which  I  wish  to  learn.  Everybody 
knows  that  it  is  an  exceedingly  serious  thing  to  construct  a 
railway  largely  on  trestle  work  instead  of  on  permanent 
filling.  If  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  does  not  know 
that  from  his  experience  of  railways  in  the  Eastern  Town¬ 
ships,  he  might  have  learned  it  from  a  letter  which  Mr. 
Yan  Horne  wrote  in  1883.  He  was  not  writing  upon  this 
subject,  I  admit,  but  upon  another  portion  of  this  same 
Pacific  Railway,  and  on  the  3rd  of  July,  188o,  he  wrote  to 
the  then,  as  now,  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  in  reference 
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to  portions  of  sections  on  tho  Port  Arthur  and  Red  River 
portion  of  the  railway,  which  was  to  be  given  to  tho  company 
by  the  Government,  and  he  said  : 

“  Upon  this  portion  of  the  track  which  had  been  laid,  6  or  8  years,  all 
the  timber  structures,  and  a  large  portion  of  the  ties  required  renewal 
at  an  earlier  date.” 

That  showed  what  Mr.  Yan  Horne’s  opinion  was  of  this 
kind  of  timber  trestle  work,  and  I  think  the  people  ought 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  forming  the  same  opinion  them¬ 
selves.  Now,  surely  I  must  assume,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  who  are  objecting 
to  make  this  return  to  the  Government.  The  return  will 
havo  to  be  made  by  them  to  the  Government  before  the 
Government  can  lay  it  before  the  House.  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  Government  are  objecting  of  their  own  motion, 
because  they  cannot  have  forgotten  that  this  same  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  when  taking  over  the  portions  of 
the  line  from  Port  Arthur  to  Red  River  that  are  to  be  given 
them  completed,  as  part  of  the  consideration  for  construct¬ 
ing  the  railway — the  Government  cannot  have  forgotten 
how  strictly  they  insisted  upon  the  Government  finishing 
that  road  completely  and  making  it  permanent  and  having 
no  timber  trestles  upon  it,  before  they  took  it  over. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No.  No. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  An  hon.  member  says  No.  No.  Why,  Sir, 
at  this  moment  I  have  a  letter  in  my  hand  dated  the  ITth 
of  May,  1883,  written  by  Mr.  Drinkwater,  and  addressed  to 
Mr.  Bradley,  Secretary  of  Railways  and  Canals,  in  which  Mr. 
Drinkwater  emphasises  the  company’s  view  on  that  question. 
It  is  dated  at  tho  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  at  Montreal,  and  in  reference  to  taking 
over  that  portion  of  the  road  he  said  : 

“In  order,  therefore,  to  prevent  any  misconstruction  hereaTer  as  to  the 
position  of  the  company  in  assuming  possession  of  this  portion  of  the 
railway,  I  am  instructed  to  say  that  it  will  be  taken  over  by  the  com¬ 
pany  under  express  reserve  of  the  right  of  the  company  to  have  it  com¬ 
pleted  in  all  respects  in  conformity  with  the  contract,  to  the  same 
extent,  as  if  the  company  were  not  now  undertaking  its  operation.” 

He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  In  addition  to  the  point  suggested  in  that  letter  and  without 
relinquishing  any  right  of  the  company  in  respect  of  any  matter  not 
designated  here,  I  would  indicate  various  timber  trestles  across  water 
stretches,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  company  would  require  to  be 
filled  in  whole  or  in  part,  to  conform  with  the  spirit  of  the  contract.” 

I  should  like  to  know  if,  when  the  Government  is  taking 
over  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  20  miles  of  tho 
road  at  a  time  for  the  purpose  of  paying  them  $15,000  a 
mile,  they  have  not  as  much  right  to  insist  on  this  sort 
of  completion  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  when 
they  took  tho  line  over  from  the  Government.  It  surely 
cannot  be,  I  cannot  imagine  it,  that  the  Government  are 
trying  to  shield  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Of 
course,  they  will  not  do  that.  It  surely  cannot 
'  be  that  they  are  trying  to  shield  themselves.  Can 
it  be  possible  that  the  Government  have  paid  over 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  portions  of  the  $15,000  a 
mile  upon  the  work  between  Sudbury  and  Nepigon  on  the 
road  which  has  only  been  completed  with  temporary  timber 
trestles,  about  which  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  give  any 
information  to  the  public  ?  I  am  very  much  afraid  the  pub¬ 
lic  will  infer  that  such  is  the  case.  I  am  very  much  afraid, 
if  it  is  not  the  case,  that  everybody  will  believe  it  is  the 
case ;  and  the  only  way  in  which  the  Government  can  clear 
themselves  of  that  suspicion  and  show  the  world  it  is  not 
the  case,  is  to  bring  down  the  return  asked  for,  which  will 
hurt  no  one  but  which  will  show  the  public  that  there  is 
nothing  wrong.  If  the  Government  still  refuse  to  bring 
down  this  return,  I  propose  not  to  accept  the  amendment 
suggested,  but  to  let  tho  Government  take  the  full  responsi¬ 
bility  before  the  House  and  the  country  of  refusing  to  bring 
it  down  ;  and  what  is  more,  1  propose  to  let  the  followers 
of  tho  Government  share  in  that  responsibility  by  voting 
down  this  motion. 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  It  has  been  intimated  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  moved  by  me  for  the  purpose  of- — — 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gontleman  spoke  on  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  just  moved  the  amendment  and  did 
not  speak  on  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  speak 
again. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
spoke  twice  yesterday  on  a  motion. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  made  a  motion  and  spoke  in  reply,  as  I 
was  entitled  to  do. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  hon.  Minister  did  not 
speak  to  the  amendment.  I  move  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  been  charged  with  submitting 
to  the  House  an  amendment  in  order  to  suppress  informa¬ 
tion.  It  was  with  the  very  opposite  intention  I  prepared 
and  submitted  the  amendment,  my  object  being  to  give  the 
fullest  information  in  regard  to  the  character  and  condition 
of  the  works  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  says  he  is  suspicious,  that  he  is  full  of 
suspicion  ;  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  also 
says  they  have  suspicions  respecting  the  condition  of  that 
work.  Why,  it  seems  that  suspicion  and  imagination  are 
the  two  things  that  govern  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  this  whole  work.  The  Government  have  been 
dosirous  from  the  outset,  from  the  laying  of  this  contract 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  that  the  country  and  the  House 
should  have  the  fullest  information  upon  every  point  affect¬ 
ing  the  contract  and  affecting  the  public  interest.  For 
weeks  and  months  when  the  contract  was  lying 
here  it  was  discussed  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
and  the  Government  were  able  to  satisfy  a  majority  of  hon. 
members  that  the  contract  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
Dominion,  and  it  was  sustained  by  a  majority  of  the 
House ;  and  when  the  question  was  submitted  to  the 
country  in  1882,  the  people  endorsed  the  action  of  the 
Government  on  this,  as  upon  all  other  questions.  It  is 
with  the  desire  and  intention  of  giving  the  House  and  the 
country  correct  and  full  information  that  I  moved 
the  amendment.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  the 
original  motion  has  killed  his  own  argument,  and  has 
sustained  the  amendment  which  I  moved.  He  says  that 
in  tho  construction,  especially  in  the  hasty  construction  of 
railways,  temporary  trestle  work  is  placed  across  gullies 
in  order  to  facilitate  the  construction  and  opening  of  the 
road.  We  know  that  is  the  case  in  tho  construction  of 
every  railway — that  the  contractors  place  temporary  trestle 
work  across  ravines  and  carry  engines  and  cars  over  in 
order  to  obtain  material  to  fill  up  that  very  ravine  across 
which  they  placed  the  trestle  work.  No  doubt  in  many 
cases  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
such  temporary  trestle  work  has  been  placed,  and  the 
ravines  iu  question  are  being  filled  up  rapidly.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  afraid  he  will  not  get  the  number  of 
all  the  temporary  trestles  constructed  by  the  contractors 
before  they  are  ombedded  and  put  out  of  sight  in  the 
gravel  with  which  the  ravines  are  being,  day  by  day,  filled 
up.  Ho  does  not  seem  to  understand  the  position  of  the 
work  and  tho  contract.  Tne  company  are  not  paid  $15,000 
a  mile  and  9,000  acres  a  mile.  They  are  paid  by  the  yard 
for  every  yard  they  do,  and  therefore  a  temporary  trestle  is 
not  paid  for  by  tho  mile.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  said  we  wanted  to  shield  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  There  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  shield  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  any 
othor  railway  ;  but  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Government 
that  the  company  should  have  fair  play  in  this  House  and 


the  country.  When  they  have  undertaken  so  groat  a  work 
and  manifested  so  much  energy  in  carrying  it  forward,  they 
deserve  at  the  hands  of  this  House  and  the  country  the 
fullest  fair  play,  and  it  would  be  manifestly  unfair  to  the 
company  if  we  return  all  those  temporary  trestles  which 
they  are  now  pulling  down,  and  which  were  erected  merely 
for  construction  purposes  in  order  to  carry  cars  and  engines 
across  ravines  to  procure  material  with  which  to  fill  up  those 
ravines.  The  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  says  he 
would  classify  the  return.  But  we  want  to  save  the  hon.  gon¬ 
tleman  and  his  party  from  themselves  ;  wC  want  to  save  them 
from  the  temptation  of  omitting  that  classification  and  publish¬ 
ing  to  the  world  that  there  are  so  many  wooden  trestles 
(leaving  the  word  temporary)  on  those  100 
miles,  and  give  that  as  a  specimen  of  the  whole  work.  Per¬ 
haps,  indeed,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  ascertained  that  upon 
those  100  miles,  which  they  are  rushing,  as  he  says,  there 
is  more  than  an  average  number  of  temporary  trestles ; 
and  his  desire  is  to  get  the  whole  number  of  trestles 
upon  that  part  of  tho  road,  and  then  say  that  that 
is  a  sample  of  the  whole  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
We  desire  that  the  House  shall  have,  and  in  tho 
quickest  possible  time,  the  whole  number  of  permanent 
wooden  structures  upon  the  entire  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  make  a  statement  with  respect  to  a  remark  made  by  him 
through  misapprehension—— 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Order. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  desire  to  give  you  tho  whole 
information,  and  I  claim  that  we  can  do  it  in  less  time  than 
we  can  make  a  return  to  the  Order  as  originally  moved  by 
the  hon.  gentleman.  The  engineers  who  are  now  in  the 
office  know  where  there  are  wooden  trestles  and  wooden 
bridges  as  permanent  structures,  but  under  the  Order  as 
originally  moved,  they  would  have  to  go  along  the  line  and 
enquire  of  the  contractors  where  there  were  temporary 
trestles.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  Mr.  Drinkwater 
drew  attention  to  some  temporary  trestles  on  the  line 
between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  and  these,  he  said, 
must  have  been  removed.  He  does  not  say  under  what  con¬ 
tract,  or  under  what  Government  these  trestles  were  put  in. 
I  assume  they  were  temporary  trestles  on  section  B,  put 
in  in  order  to  expedite  the  opening  of  that  road,  and  the 
connection  of  the  two  lines  which  were  under  contract  by 
the  previous  Government.  Now,  the  hon.  member  from 
Digbv  (Mr.  Tail)  says  that  he  heard  mo  on  one  occasion 
condemn  trestle  work.  Well,  I  did  not  exactly  con¬ 
demn  the  use  of  trestle  work  on  those  roads  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rapid  construction  and  facilities  through 
I  that  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  that 
was  not  what  I  condemned.  I  condemned  the  fact 
that  tho  then  leader  of  the  Government  had  announced 
to  the  House  that  he  was  constructing  221  miles 
of  road  west  of  Port  Arthur  at  one  half  tho  co3t  per 
mile  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  That  was  what  I  con¬ 
demned.  When  that  announcement  was  made  to  the  House 
in  1877  it  was  not  questioned.  He  declared  he  was  con¬ 
structing  this  224  miles  of  railway  westward  of  Port  Arthur, 
or  had  it  under  contract,  and  that  it  would  only  cost  one 
half  as  much  as  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  per  mile,  and 
■was  as  good  a  road.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  came  to  my  own 
county  and  made  the  same  statement  on  the  platform  there, 
but  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  correct  his  statement  in  some 
respects,  from  the  connection  I  had  with  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  to  say  that  it  was  not  at  all  of  tho  character 
of  tho  Intercolonial  Railway,  that  it  was  largely  built  of 
trestles,  that  tho  contract  had  been  made  for  trestle 
work  over  the  ravines,  wooden  trestles  and  with  wooden 
abutments.  It  was  not  that  I  disapproved  of  wooden  trestles 
or  bridges,  but  I  disapproved  of  the  statement  being  made 
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and  the  impression  conveyed  to  the  country,  that  he  by  his 
skill  and  economy  was  able  to  construct  the  road  at  one 
half  the  cost  of  the  Intercolonial  Eailway.  I  have  nothing 
more  to  say  than  that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  doing  justice 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  and  of  facilitating 
the  return  to  the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  I 
have  moved  the  amendment  to  give  the  permanent 
structures  on  the  whole  line. 

Mr.  CAMEBQN  (Huron).  I  do  not  understand  why 
there  should  be  this  extraordinary  fuss  by  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  about  this  very  small  question.  It  appears 
to  mo  to  be  a  very  plain,  simple,  and  ordinary  proceeding 
in  Parliament.  My  hon.  friend  from  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar)  has  asked  by  a  motion  for  a  return  of  certain  papers 
that  one  would  naturally  imagine  would  not  for  a  moment 
be  refused.  We  are  mistaken,  howover.  First,  the  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries  comes  to  the  rescue  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  then  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Eailways  comes  to 
their  rescue.  Why,  Sir,  it  takes  two  Ministers  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  fill  the  place  of  the  late  Minister  of 
Eailways,  and  then  they  do  not  succeed  in  doing  it.  Now 
what  is  the  fuss  about  ?  Why  do  hon.  gentlemen  refuse  the 
information  ?  Why  does  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries,  acting  as  Deputy  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Eailways, 
refuse  the  information  ?  Is  there  anything  to  be  concealed  ? 
He,  isays  no.  Is  there  anything  to  hide  ?  He  says,  no. 
Anything  to  keep  from  the  public  ?  He  says,  qo,  Then, 
why  refuse  the  information  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country?  The  hon.  gentleman  makes  an  extraordinary 
statement.  Ho  says  that  if  the  amendment  is  carried 
we  will  get  the  papers  more  quickly  than  if  the 
motion  is  carried.  He  asks  us  to  believe  the  extra¬ 
ordinary  statement  that  you  can  give  precisely  the 
same  information  for  300  miles  as  for  3,000  miles,  and  it 
will  not  take  an  hour  longer  for  the  one  than  for  the  other. 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  that  this  is  too  thin— that 
it  is  not  correct.  He  must  know  that  the  information  for 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  asks  can 
be  brought  down  in  a  short  time,  whereas  information 
extending  for  over  nearly  3,000  miles  cannot  be  brought 
down  for  a  considerable  time.  He  says,  further,  that  they 
have  nothing  to  conceal — that  they  want  to  submit  every¬ 
thing  to  Parliament.  He  says,  they  are  prepared  to  give 
the  fullest  information,  to  conceal  nothing.  Pray  let  me 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  has  read  the  amendment  to¬ 
day  and  compared  it  with  the  motion.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
if  tho  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  had  read  the 
amendment  to-day  with  any  degree  of  care— I  am  glad  to 
see  that  he  is  reading  it  now — he  would  have  at  once  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  his  statement  was  wholly  unjustified 
by  the  facts.  If  he  reads  the  third  clause  of  the  motion  he 
will  find  that  he  has  emasculated  it,  destroyed  it ;  that  he 
has  eliminated  three-fourths  of  the  resolution.  He  strikes 
out  all  after  the  word  “  westward he  has  taken  the  mar¬ 
row  out  of  it,  tho  substance  out  of  it,  and  has  left  nothing 
but  the  bare  shell,  which  would  bo  of  little  use  to  tho  hon. 
member  for  Ontario  or  to  the  House. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  1  left  all  the  permanent  structures  iD. 

Mr,  OAMEBON.  Why  take  the  temporary  structures 
out?  What  was  the  object?  Was  it  for  the  purpose,  as 
already  suggested,  of  concealing  the  true  facts  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  tells  the  House  that  he  made  the  amendment  in 
order  that  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  the  country, 
would  not  be  misled.  Does  he  think  the  people  are 
so  blind,  so  ignorant,  as  not  to  distinguish  between 
temporary  and  permanent  structures  ?  That  is  not  the 
reason  the  hon.  gentleman  has  refused  the  information.  Was 
the  reason,  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar),  that  the  Government  are  paying  for  temporary 
structures  the  same  price  as  for  permanent?  I  hope  this  is 
not  the  case,  but  the  conduct  of  the  Minister  of  Marine 
Mr,  MoLelan, 
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would  rather  indicate  that  it  is.  They  tell  us  they  are 
willing  to  givo  us  every  information,  and  still  when  we  ask 
for  information  the  first  particle  is  not  given  with  respect  to 
this  road.  From  the  first  day  they  had  to  deal  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  on  the  floors  of  Parliament  down 
to  to-day,  every  particle  of  information  that  would  throw 
light  on  the  dealings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
with  tho  Government,  or  the  dealings  of  the 
Government  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway, 
has  been  persistently,  consistently  and  uniformly  refused 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  have  been  allowed  to  vote 
millions  of  money  and  vote  it  in  the  dark.  I  recollect  not 
long  ago  when  we  were  subventing  this  company  with  an 
addition  of  $30,000,000,  my  hon.  friend  before  me  moved  a 
resolution  asking  for  further  information  before  we  made 
the  grant.  Eut  it  was  voted  down  by  the  Government  and 
their  supporters,  and  among  the  names  of  those  who  voted 
it  down  I  find  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr. 
Chapleau),  who  not  long  ago  declared  that  the  Government 
had  nothing  to  conceal.  1  find,  Sir,  that  on  the  same  occa¬ 
sion  I  moved  an  amendment  to  the  proposition  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  granting  this  aid,  asking  that  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  additional  information : 

“A  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  make  full  enquiry  and  searching 
into  the  condition  and  affairs  of  the  company,  and  particularly  as  to  its 
operations  in  stock,  and  in  respect  of  construction  contracts — the  real 
cost  of  the  works  done — and  the  proper  estimate  of  costs  of  the  woiks 
remaining.” 

Was  that  amendment  granted  ?  No,  Sir.  We  were  forced 
to  the  vote  on  the  question  without  that  information,  and 
the  Government  by  their  numerical  majority  in  this  House, 
assisted  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  voted  it  down,  and  we 
took  the  leap  in  the  dark.  We  are  asked  to  take  another  leap 
now.  If  the  Government  refuses  information  which  we  are 
fairly  entitled  to  ask  for,  we  can  only  remain  under  the 
impression  that  it  is  refused  for  some  improper  purpose.  I 
cannot  see  why  the  Government  should  place  this  House  in 
an  awkward,  a  discreditable  and  disreputable  position,  by 
refusing  an  hon.  member  of  this  House  such  information  as 
he  asks  for.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend.  I  suppose  this 
motion  will  be  voted  down,  as  every  motion  in 
the  House  seeking  for  information  in  respect  to 
the  contract  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  is  voted  down. 
The  information  the  Government  is  willing  to  give  amounts 
to  nothing ;  it  will  be  of  no  public  service  either  to  the 
House  or  in  the  counti’y,  and  therefore  my  hon  friend  should 
abandon  the  motion  altogether,  and  not  put  the  Department 
to  the  expense  of  preparing  a  return  at  all.  Why,  we  had 
the  hon.  First  Minister  the  other  night  complaining  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Flake)  for  moving  for 
a  large  number  of  returns,  and  entailing  heavy  expense  on 
the  country.  Now,  when  an  hon.  member  moves  lor  infor¬ 
mation  in  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  moves  an  amendment  which  will  entail  ten 
times  the  expense  of  those  the  hon.  gentleman  complained 
of.  Sir,  I  see  no  reason  why  this  motion  should  not  be 
granted.  I  shall  not  be  surprised  if  it  is  defeated,  but  I 
shall  be  surprised  if  the  right  thinking  people  of  this  country 
will  be  satisfied  with  the  course  the  Government  are  taking 
on  this  question. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  in  the  closing  words  he  used,  seems 
to  me  to  have  given  tho  House  and  the  country  tho  only 
motive  for  the  motion  he  has  presented.  He  declared 
that  we  could  not  know,  if  the  amendment  presented  on 
this  side  of  the  House  is  carried,  whether .  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  been  paying  portions  of  the  subsidy,  or  portions 
of  the  loan  granted  last  Session, 'upon  temporary  structures. 
Now,  I  submit  that  there  is  nothing  in  this  motion  for 
papers  which  would  secure  that  information.  The  return 
would  show  the  number  of  temporary  trestles  used  in  the 
construction ;  and  we  know  from  the  past  how  ready  the 
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hon.  gentleman’s  friends  outside  of  this  House — it  would 
not  be  parliamentary  to  speak  of  his  friends  in  the  House— 
would  be  to  assume — becauso  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Eeturn  to  give  any  different  information — that  they  had 
been  paid  for  as  parts  of  the  railway  itself,  and  in 
that  way  mislead  the  public  in  regard  to  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Pailway*  What  have  been 
the  facts  in  regard  to  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  ?  My  hon.  friend  from 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  undertook  to  give  us  a 
revival  of  the  old  discussions  on  this  subject.  He 
even  went  back  to  the  discussions  arising  out 
of  the  letting  of  the  original  contract.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ought  at  least  to  have  paid  the  people  of  this  country 
the  respect  of  crediting  them  with  sufficient  knowledge 
to  justify  them  in  what  they  have  done  on  this 
question.  Notwithstanding  all  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  stump  and  in  Parliament,  in  various 
parts  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  especially,  in  which  he 
gave  them  all  the  information  he  could  give  them  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  ;  yet,  with  all  that  information,  when  the  elections  came, 
and  before  the  people  had  an  opportunity  of  realizing  what 
has  since  been  realized  from  this  contract,  we  find  them 
sending  back  to  this  House  as  large  a  majority  as  that 
which  supported  the  contract  when  it  was  first  submitted. 
Now,  it  does  seem  to  me,  under  these  circumstances,  that  it 
is  reflecting  on  the  intelligence  of  the  people  of  Canada  as 
well  as  upon  the  action  of  Parliament  for  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  use  the  language  he  used  to-day  in  characterising 
that  contract.  What  have  been  the  results  since  ?  During 
the  recess  since  last  Session  a  number  of  bye  elections  have 
taken  place  in  this  country  ;  that  hon.  gentleman  has 
taken  part  in  many  of  them,  and  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
making  precisely  the  same  statements  to  the  people  as  he  has 
made  here;  he  had  an  opportunity  of  telling  them  that  this 
was  a  scandalous  contract,  and  gave  up  franchises  to  the 
company  which  never  should  have  been  given ;  and  yet 
we  stand  in  this  Parliament  as  strong  as  the  day  when  th9 
result  of  the  general  elections  was  made  known.  In  all 
these  bye  elections  we  have  been  able  so  to  commend  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  reference  to  the  Pacific  Kail¬ 
way  that  we  have  succeeded  in  retaining  as  large  a  support 
for  it  as  we  had  at  that  time.  I  go  further:  I  have  had 
something  to  do  with  some  of  the  elections  that  have  taken 
place,  and  I  say  that  nothing,  not  even  the  National  Policy 
itself,  has  more  highly  commended  this  Government  to  the 
confidence  and  generous  sympathy  of  the  people  of  this 
country  than  their  policy  in  relation  to  this  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway,  which  has  developed  our  magnificent  North-West  as 
never  could  have  been  developed  under  the  policy  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  and  which  is  certain  to  result,  in  the 
near  future,  in  enormous  advantage  to  this  country.  Now, 
what  is  the  particular  charge  of  the  hon.  gentleman?  He 
tells  us  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  Company  have 
wantonly  expended  money  on  other  works  than  the  fulfil¬ 
ment  of  their  contract;  that  they  have  received  $54,000,000, 
and  have  expended  on  their  contract  only  $29,000,000.  He 
talks  of  the  fleets  of  steamers  and  of  other  works  in  which 
the  company  have  engaged.  I  know  what  the  sentiment  of 
the  people  in  one  portion,  at  any  rate,  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  is,  in  regard  to  that  fleet  of  steamers, 
and  I  tell  him  that  any  one  who  has  travelled 
over  that  line  and  has  seen  the  great  advantage 
of  carrying  immigrants  to  the  North-West  through  our 
own  territory,  instead  of  subjecting  them,  as  was  formerly 
the  case,  to  the  interference  of  agents  of  American  lines  of 
railway,  will  say  that  the  country  owes  a  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  Company  for  expending 
money  on  theso  other  works.  Without  them,  what  would 
be  the  advantage  of  a  railway  running  west  of  Callander  ? 
Surely  the  railway,  to  be  of  any  advantage,  must  be  a  rail¬ 
way  which  will  have  connection  with  the  great  commercial 


centres  of  the  country,  in  order  to  secure,  not  only  for  the 
railway  itself,  but  for  the  people  of  this  country,  those  ad¬ 
vantages  which  would  otherwise  be  lost. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  justify  tho 
use  of  the  magnificent  water  stretches? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Yes,  I  do  ;  but  the  magnificent 
water  stretches  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  committed  him¬ 
self  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Government  were  not 
the  great  Lake  Superior - - 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  But  they  were  the  St.  Francis 
locks  and  the  water  stretches  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and 
other  water  stretches  between  Thunder  Buy  and  Winnipeg ; 
and  the  St.  b  rancis  locks  stand  to-day  a  monument  to  the  utter 
folly  of  tho  policy  of  that  hon.  gentleman.  Water  stretches, 
Mr,  Speaker!  Who  ever  heard  of  the  term  water  stretches 
being  applied  to  Lake  Superior  ?  No,  but  what  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Kailway  have  done  is  this  :  they  have  put  into  oper¬ 
ation  a  system  which  gives  the  people  a  magnificent  line, 
by  which  they  can  have  water  and  railway  alternately,  if 
they  think  pioper,  or  by  which,  at  tho  same  time,  they  can 
have  an  all-rail  route  over  that  part  of  the  line  which  was 
the  special  antipathy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  in 
relation  to  which  they  want  to  get  information  to-day,  which, 
instead  of  being  to  the  advantage  of  the  country  or  the 
companjr,  would,  if  possiblo,  be  used  by  them  or  their 
friends  in  order  to  embarrass  the  company  and  to  create 
the  impression  that  they  were  degrading  the  road. 
Degrading  the  road  !  Why  if  this  company  can 
stand  well  before  the  country  on  any  one  ground 
more  than  another,  it  is  in  the  fact  that  they  have  built  a 
railway  far  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  contract.  I 
appeal  to  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  to 
say  whether  the  railway  over  which  he  travelled  last  sum¬ 
mer,  and  with  reference  to  which  ho  honored  himself  by 
congratulating  the  president  of  the  railway  company  in  a 
telegram,  when  he  got  to  the  end  of  the  line,  on  the 
character  of  the  work — I  appeal  to  him  to  say  whether  that 
railway  is  not  far  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  con¬ 
tract.  What  do  hon.  gentlemen  want  to-day,  in  the  face  of 
the  experience  we  have  had,  that  these  men  have  carried  out 
their  contract  in  a  manner  which  does  them  credit  and  is 
advantageous  to  the  country,  which  gives,  in  the  very 
character  of  the  road,  the  best  possible  assurance  and  earnest 
that  they  intend  honestly  to  work  that  railway;  that  they 
were  building  it,  not  to  hand  over,  as  was  predicted  would 
be  the  case  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  to  the  Government, 
but  to  work  it  themselves  and  to  make  their  money  out  of 
ic.  We  have  in  that  fact  a  reason  which  should  protect 
them  against  motions  for  returns  of  papers,  the  only  effect 
of  which  would  be  giving  unnecessary  prominence,  open  to 
misconstruction,  to  moi’e  temporary  works,  necessitated  both 
in  the  public  interest  as  well  as  in  the  interest  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  and  which,  in  accordance  with  the  contract,  will  be 
removed  and  permanent  works  substituted,  by  which  alone 
the  line  of  the  company  can  be  judged.  The  hon.  gentleman 
throws  on  this  side  of  the  House  the  responsibility  of 
refusing  this  amendment.  Honorable  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  are  not  afraid  to  take  that  responsibility.  I  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  we  are  not  going  to  be  afraid  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  any  policy  which  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  secure  the  completion  of  that  railway  and  the 
obtaining  of  all  the  advantages  that  are  going  to  flow  from 
it ;  and  I  tell  him  further,  that  judging  tho  people  of  this 
country  in  the  future,  as  we  have  lound  them  in  the  past,  in 
relation  to  this  great  enterprise,  we  can  trust  to  their  intel¬ 
ligence,  at  any  rate,  to  vindicate  by  their  support  a  policy 
which  tends  to  complete  this  great  Pacific  Kailway  and  by 
its  completion  develop  the  important  interests  of  this  great 
Dominion. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


February  IB, 


Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
is  evidently  in  a  less  confident  frame  of  mind  than  that  in 
which  he  would  lead  us  to  believe  he  is.  When  people  talk 
most  boldly  about  what  they  are  not  afraid  to  do,  and  what 
they  are  willing  to  do  and  dare,  we  are  prone  to  suspect 
that  is  the  very  time  when  their  heart  is  beginning  to  fail 
them.  And  I  noticed,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  broke  forth 
in  a  rolling  sentence,  with  the  statement  that  his  side  of  the 
House  had  not  been  afraid  of  anything  they  were  asked  to 
vote  for  and  would  not  be  afraid  in  the  future,  there  was 
only  one  solitary  cheer  to  greet  his  flowing  period.  By  this 
his  last  appeal,  it  is  quite  clear — for  the  hon.  gentleman  is, 
I  believe,  high  in  the  councils  of  his  party — that  the 
Government  are  going  to  ask  for  something  else  for  the 
railway  company,  and  it  is  also  quite  clear  that  the 
courage  of  the  party  is  beginning  to  fail.  Otherwise  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  have  had  no  need  to  make  the  unusu¬ 
ally  emphatic  speech  he  has  just  made,  in  order  to  arouse  the 
hearts  of  his  supporters.  The  word  “  supporters  ”  escaped  mo 
involuntarily ;  nor  is  that  to  be  wondered  at,  since  it 
is  understood  that  the  hon.  gentleman  may  possibly 
be  shortly  in  a  position  to  call  those  hon.  gentlemen  his 
supporters,  and  he  appears  to  anticipate  that  time  by 
giving  them  the  hint  what  to  do,  by  taking  off  his  hat  and 
asking  them  to  cheer.  I  will  do  them  the  credit  of  saying 
that  they  voted  manfully  in  the  past,  whether  afraid  or 
not.  How  far  the  encouraging  words  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  will  encourage  them  to  vote  the  next  time,  I 
cannot  say;  but  it  is  quite  clear  that  we  will  have  soon  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  with  what  courage  they  will  come 
to  the  breach  on  the  next  occasion.  Well,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have  been 
so  generous,  so  noble,  so  free  in  their  expenditure  of  the 
public  money,  that  it  was  the  ducy  of  this  House  to  protect 
them — from  what  ?  Erom  having  a  statement  of  the 
pi’esent  condition  of  the  line  made  public.  What  is  the 
condition  of  the  line?  According  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
it  is  greatly  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  contract 
and  what  had  been  expected  of  the  company.  They  had 
done,  he  said,  so  nobly,  they  had  built  this  line  so  much 
better  than  they  could  be  expected  to  build  it,  that  we 
are  bound  to  protect  them  from  having  the  actual  condition 
of  the  splendidly  built  line  made  known  to  the  public  !  I 
believe  the  contention  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways 
was  more  logical.  He  said  :  “  For  goodness  sake,  do  not  let 
us  tell  the  public  what  the  condition  of  the  line  is,  because 
the  Yankees  might  got  hold  of  it,  and  make  fun  of  us, 
say  it  is  a  pretty  poor  lino,  and  tell  people  not  to  come  to 
the  country  !”  His  position  was,  at  least,  more  logical  than 
that  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell,  who  says  wo  must 
not  let  the  people  know  what  a  magnificent  line  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  have  built.  Another  reason  he  gave 
for  not  letting  the  people  know  the  condition  of  this  line 
was,  that  these  miserable  Grits — he  says  he  does  not 
include  the  Grits  in  the  House — but  these  miserable  Grits 
and  Grit  organs  outside,  might,  if  they  once  could  get  hold 
of  a  number  of  temporary  trestles  on  that  line,  tel)  lies 
about  their  permanency.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  have  a  low  opinion  of  party  organs.  Ho  appears 
to  have  some  idea  of  what  party  exigencies  may 
compel  a  party  organ  fo  state.  I  have  even  seen 
the  statement  myself,  in  a  journal  published  in  Montreal, 
which  the  hon,  gentleman  might  sometimes  have 
read,  that  on  occasion  it  was  not  only  permissible  but  the 
duty  of  public  organs  was  to  slightly  twist  and  modify  the 
truth,  when  compelled  to  do  so  by  “  party  exigencies.”  It 
may  have  been  the  experience  of  the  course  pursued  by 
that  journal  that  leads  him  to  suspect  the  baseuse3  to  which 
the  Grit  organs  might  be  put  throughout  the  country.  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  ho  knows  nothing,  or  very  little  at 
least,  of  the  financial  affairs  of  that  journal  at  present. 
That  same  party  organ  is  still  continuing  to  write  in 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


such  strain  as  the  “  party  exigencies  ”  may  require,  and  it  is 
not  forgotten  by  its  frieuds.  Ii  is  now  receiving  some¬ 
thing  in  the  neighborhood  of  @10,000  a  year,  in  the  way  of 
extra  printing  for  the  Government;  and,  strange  to  say,  it 
continues  to  tell  the  people  that  everything  the  Government 
does  is  right,  and  everything  on  the  line  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  glorious  and  good.  The  hon.  gentleman 
went  into  the  general  question  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  This  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into,  but  will  only  refer 
to  one  point.  If  for  nothing  else,  he  said,  except  to  save 
immigrants  from  being  stolen  from  us  by  United  States 
agents,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  worth  all  the 
money  and  trouble  expended  on  it.  But  the  strange 
fact  stares  us  in  the  face,  that  fewer  immigrants 
have  gone  into  Manitoba  this  year  through  Canadian 
territory  than  went  in  1881  and  1882,  over  the  American 
roads.  I  do  not  know  where  the  leakage  has  taken  place. 
Perhaps  they  stopped  on  the  way  to  admire  Fort  Francis 
locks  or  to  work  on  some  of  the  railway  contracts.  But  I 
must  get  back  to  some  of  the  contentions  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  Acting  Ministers  of  Railways.  I  say  “  my  friends 
the  Acting  Ministers,”  because  though  they  appear  to  be  two 
separate  bodies,  there  appears  to  be  only  one  mind  between 
them.  I  do  rot  mean  to  say  that  either  of  those  gentlemen 
lacks  his  proper  share,  or  even  fails  to  possess  a  prominent 
share  of  intelligence  ;  but,  on  the  statement  made  by  the 
first  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  himself,  their  mind  is 
exactly  the  same  on  this  question.  The  hon.  the  Min¬ 
ister  (Mr.  Pope)  who  has  been  acting  as  Acting 
Minister  in  place  of  the  absent  Minister  of  Railways 
— it  is  hard  to  describe  him  exactly — told  us  he  had 
not  read  the  amendment  moved  by  his  friend,  the  assistant 
Acting  Minister  of  Railways  (Mr.  McLellan),  but  ho 
thought  ho  knew  what  was  in  it.  If  such  sympathy,  if 
such  mesmei’ic  sympathy  exists  between  them,  I  think  we 
must  dub  them  the  Siamese  Twins.  They  not  only  have 
two  hearts  that  beat  as  one,  but  two  minds  that  think  as 
one,  and  two  minds  that  think  instead  of  the  one  that  used 
to  think  and  used  to  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose.  It  is 
clear  that  these  two  gentlemen,  between  them,  have  not,  at 
all  events,  the  same  amount  of  pluck  as  their  predecessor 
had.  The  late  Minister  of  Railways,  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
did  not,  on  a  question  like  this,  condescond  to  refuse  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  House. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Oh  1 

Mr.  CASEY.  No,  he  did  not,  although  my  hon.  friond 
from  North  Huron  laughs  at  tho  idea.  Ee  had  the  courage 
of  his  opinions  and  the  courage  of  his  acts,  and  he  brought 
down  tho  information  to  the  House  and  told  the  House 
what  he  had  done,  and  took  the  consequences  like  a  man. 
Whatever  else  may  be  said  about  him,  he  was,  at  all  events, 
pretty  plucky.  But  these  two  gentlemen  together  cannot 
venture  to  bring  down  tho  information  to  show  us  how 
many  temporary  trestles  there  are  on  this  railway,  although 
it  is  to  be  distinctly  statol  that  they  are  but  temporary. 
The  assistant  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  told  us  the  word 
“temporary”  was  left  out  in  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Ontario.  It  was  put  in  the  motion  of  my  hon. 
friend,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  strike  it  out. 
The  trestles  were  to  be  classified  as  temporary  and  perma¬ 
nent,  and  as  it  is  well  understood  that  all  railways  must 
have  temporary  structures,  I  cannot  see  what  harm  is  to 
bo  done  by  the  Yankees  or  tho  people  of  this  country  know¬ 
ing  how  many  of  these  structures  are  temporary.  We  want  to 
know  what  has  been  done.  This  work  is  being  performed 
by  authority  of  Parliament,  but  not  under  contract,  in  the 
way  such  work  is  ordinarily  done.  The  hon.  Minister  said 
it  was  being  paid  for  at  so  much  a  yard  as  it  went  on. 
He  is  slightly  mistaken  in  his  interpretation  of  the 
facts.  There  is  no  contract  between  the  Government  and 
tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  as  far  as  I  can  dis« 
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cover  from  the  papers  brought  down  late  last  Session,  as  to 
how  much  is  to  ba  paid  per  yard  for  the  work,  or  as  to  how 
fast  it  is  to  be  done.  I  find  that  the  Auditor  General  asked 
the  secretary  of  the  Railway  Department  under  what 
agr  eement  a  certain  certificate  for  $150,01)0  was  issued  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  for  the  work  on  this 
section.  Tho  secretary  referred  to  the  Order  in  Council  of 
the  9th  July,  and  Mr.  Van  Horne’s  letter  of  a  few  days  be- 
foi’o,  as  constituting  tho  agi’eoment.  On  reference  to  these 
papers,  which  I  may  have  occasion  to  quote  more  fully  in  a 
subsequent  debate,  I  find  that  Mr.  YanHorne  proposed 
not  only  to  take  in  hand  the  work  which  was  left 
undone  by  the  contractors  on  Section  B,  but  also  tho 
work  in  finishing  up  in  a  first-cla‘s  manner,  as  ho 
terms  it,  the  road  from  Port  Arthur  to  Winnipeg,  as 
well  as  tho  building  of  a  few  station  houses  and  put¬ 
ting  in  a  few  sidings  here  and  there,  and  all  for  a 
lump  sum  of  $940,000,  which,  with  an  additional 
sum  of  15  per  cent,  to  the  contractors,  came  to  a  total  of 
$981,000.  This  offer  was  accepted  by  Order  in  Council  for 
$926,000.  How  this  discrepancy  occurs  I  will  ask  tho 
Minister  to  explain  in  a  subsequent  debate,  but  not  now. 
But  the  work  is  let  to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  without  tender,  without  a  contract  being  drawn 
up,  without  anything,  so  far  as  it  appears,  but  the  letters 
from  Mr.  YanHorne  and  the  Order  in  Council,  and 
on  that  informal,  vague,  peculiar  sort  of  agreement,  the 
payments  are  being  made,  and  have  already  been  made  to 
tho  extent  of  $286,000.  I  think  it  is  peculiarly  right 
and  proper,  under  these  circumstances,  with  such  a  peculiar 
form  of  agreement  between  the  Government  and  the  corn* 
pany,  with  payments  going  on  spasmodically,  that  we  should 
know  exactly  what  the  present  condition  of  the  work  is. 
It  is  a  sort  of  information  which  has  never  been  refused 
us  in  regard  to  any  other  kind  of  work;  it  is  monstrous, 
and  I  believe  it  is  unconstitutional,  to  refuse  it  to  this 
House,  in  regard  to  any  work  which  is  being  carried  on  with 
the  public  money.  It  has  been  contained  from  time  to  time 
in  the  reports  of  chief  engineers.  We  have  been  told  from 
year  to  year,  “  there  is  a  temporary  trestle  here  and  another 
there,  but  they  will  be  taken  away.”  There  was  no  secret 
about  it.  There  was  apparently  no  shame  about  it.  But  now 
there  seems  to  be  some  reason  for  shame.  That  which  is 
concealed,  there  must  be  some  reason  for  being  ashamed  of. 
I  cannot  conclude  better  than  by  telling  tho  hon.  gentleman 
of  a  circumstance  which  this  reminds  me  of,  and  which  oc¬ 
curred  in  my  school  days.  One  boy  was  suspected  of 
having  stolen  another  boy’s  jack-knife.  He  put  on  a  great 
air  of  innocence  and  said,  “  Come  on,  boys,  and  search  me, 
and  see  if  you  can  find  it,”  and  so  they  searched  his  pockets. 
They  looked  in  the  permanent  trestle  pocket,  and  they 
looked  in  the  embankment  pocket,  but  at  last  they  came  to 
a  pocket  which  he  said  they  must  not  look  in.  “No,” 
he  said,  “  boys,  you  must  not  look  there  !”  “  Why 

not,”  they  asked.  “Because  the  jack-knife  is  in  there  1” 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  poor  boy  was  more  than  half  an  imbecile. 
He  did  not  see  that  he  was  convicting  himself  by  his  refusal 
to  have  that  pocket  searched.  He  did  not  seo  that  the  fact 
that  the  knife  was  in  that  pocket  followed  inevitably  from 
his  refusal  to  have  it  searched.  But  it  did ;  and  I 
hope  the  ministry  will  see,  as  the  public  will  see,  that 
their  refusal  to  have  this  particular  pocket  searched  is  an 
absolutely  certain  indication  that  there  is  a  jack-knife  in 
there  which  belongs  to  someone  else. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  though  he  is  not  now  in  his  place, 
that  his  statement  respecting  the  water  stretches  is  wholly 
inaccurate.  You  will  find  repeatedly  in  my  speeches  in  the 
years  1875,  1876  and  1877,  express  reference  to  it,  I  saw 
no  necessity  for  building  the  road  north  of  Lake  Superior 


for  many  years  to  come,  and  my  policy,  as  was  well  under¬ 
stood,  was  to  connect  with  the  railway  system  at  the  west 
end  of  Lake  Superior  and  continue  from  that  point  west¬ 
ward.  I  intended  to  uso  the  interior  water  stretches  as 
well.  All  this  was  well  known,  and  I  am  astonished  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  the  hardihood  to  deny  it  to-day 
because,  connected  as  he  has  been  with  the  press  and  with 
the  House,  it  is  almost  impossible  that  ho  could  have  been 
ignorant  of  such  a  well  known  fact.  But,  Sir,  I  am  not  sur¬ 
prised  to  hear  an  hon.  gentleman  say  that,  who  last  year 
raised  an  objection  to  my  policy  because  wo  began  at  the 
two  ends,  at  Red  River  and  Lake  Superior,  instead  of 
beginning  in  the  middle — as  if  that  were  pos¬ 
sible  ;  and  the  gentleman  who  could  be  so  wanting 
in  intelligence  as  to  suppose  that  possible,  would  very 
likely  be  wanting  in  the  honesty  and  fair  play  which  would 
have  prevented  him  making  the  statement  he  did.  With 
regard  to  the  motion  itself,  I  felt  disposed  to  sympathize 
with  the  amendment  when  I  heard  it  first  read,  supposing 
that  the  sole  object  was  to  obtain  information  as  to  tho 
temporary  or  permanent  structures  separately.  I  find, 
however,  in  looking  at  the  motion,  that  tho  Government, 
or  the  company,  or  both,  shall  designate  that  which  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  temporary,  against  that  which  is  intended 
to  be  permanent.  That  being  the  case,  I  cannot 
conceive  what  object  there  can  be  in  refusing  the  return.  It 
seems  a  very  simple  mailer,  and  one  upon  which  informa¬ 
tion  could  be  got,  at  any  rate.  Tho  public  cannot  be  de¬ 
nied  that  information.  I  may  say  there  is  no  kind  of  trestle 
work  that  can  be  compared  in  badness  with  that  pat  up  by 
the  Government  opposite,  on  Section  B.  Anything  worse 
than  that  could  hardly  have  been  constructed.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  on  the  new  part  of  the  road  there  will  be  no 
trestle  work  found  equal  in  badness  to  that  which  they  have 
built  themselves. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  just  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  this 
matter.  The  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  may  have  been  very  interesting  to  him¬ 
self,  but  any  school  boy  could  have  enlightened  tho  House 
equally  as  well.  A  motion  has  been  asked  for,  that  the  hon. 
gentlomen  opposite  fancy  would  contain  a  gieat  deal  of  in¬ 
formation  for  the  country.  Now,  I  have  no  doubt,  for  my 
part,  that  all  the  information  desired  will  be  contained  in 
the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Railways;  and  I  think  it  will 
be  very  interesting  reading  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
and  they  might  well  spend  some  time  over  that  portion  of 
it  where  temporary  trestle  works  are  referred  to.  To  show 
the  absurdity  of  proposing  such  a  motion  as  this  to  tho 
serious  consideration  of  the  House,  I  would  only  refer  to  the 
experience  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  have  travelled  over  that  road  from  end  to 
end.  I  have  myself  gone  over  the  road  twice  and 
ought  to  know  something  about  its  construction.  I  was 
surprised  to  see  that  what  was  temporary  to-day  became 
permanent,  I  might  say,  to-morrow,  so  rapidly  did  tho  com¬ 
pany  push  forward  the  work  of  completing  a  solid  road-bed. 
I  cannot  conceive  the  necessity  of  asking  for  such  informa¬ 
tion,  from  the  fact  that  these  temporary  structures,  that  aro 
confessed  to  be  desirable  and  necessary  in  the  construction 
of  all  railways,  but  necessary  for  a  time  only,  are  very  soon 
to  be  replaced  by  more  solid  structure3.  What  object  is  it 
to  this  House  to  know  whether  this  work  will  be  covered 
up  to-morrow  or  next  day  with  a  permanent  embankment, 
or  some  more  solid  structure  than  trestle  work  ?  We  do 
know  for  a  fact  that  that  portion  of  the  road  that  was  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has 
been  admitted,  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie),  in  a  very  generous  spirit,  and  a  vory  able 
manner,  to  be  even  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  con¬ 
tract  ;  and  we  have  reason  to  believe,  from  the  experience 
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we  have  had  of  the  construction  of  that  road,  that  upon  its 
completion  the  whole  road  will  be  of  such  a  character  that 
not  only  this  House  but  the  country  will  be 
thoroughly  satisfied  that  we  gave  such  a  contract  to 
that  company.  I  am  not  here  to  justify  the  Government 
in  withholding  needed  information,  but  I  cannot 
see  any  good  reason  why  this  information  should  not  be 
withheld,  and  for  the  reason  I  have  stated,  namely,  that 
the  temporary  structures  which  the  engineer  sees  when  he 
goes  over  the  road  to-day,  may,  to  morrow  or  next  day, 
when  he  makes  his  report,  all  have  been  replaced  by  more 
substantial  work.  I  contend,  also,  that  the  experience  of 
this  Session,  and  of  past  Sessions,  has  indicated  most 
clearly  to  every  intelligent  mind  that  the  Government  have 
been,  on  all  occasions,  willing  to  bring  down  such  informa¬ 
tion  all  information,  in  fact;  and  before  this  Session 
closes,  if  I  am  spared,  I  propose  to  put  a  motion  on  the 
paper,  enquiring  what  number  of  returns  have  been  granted 
to  the  Houi-e,  and,  if  possible,  the  number  of  returns  granted 
in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  .  nd  its  con¬ 
struction,  from  the  beginning  up  to  the  present,  I  would 
like  to  see  the  number  that  have  been  refused  by  this 
Government,  and  with  these  results  I  would  ask  the 
country  to  test  the  value  of  the  statements  made  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  as  to  whether  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  that  the  Government  should 
withhold  information  valuable  to  the  public.  Sir,  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Railways. 

Mr.  COCK  BUBS'.  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  speech,  but  only  to  show  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  obscured  the  idea  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  intended  to 
utilise  the  water  stretches  and  the  great  lakes.  One  has 
only  to  point  out  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  project  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  York 
to  refute  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell’s  assertion.  I  have 
frequently  heard  supporters  of  the  Government  hurl  the 
charge  against  the  Mackenzie  Government,  that  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Fort  Francis  locks  was  one  of  the  most 
atrocious  and  corrupt  acts  that  could  have  been  committed 
Now,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  to  look  at 
what  was  done  by  the  previous  Administration.  Did  they 
not  spend  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  upon  the  Daw¬ 
son  route  ?  The  Fort  Francis  locks  were  merely  improv¬ 
ing  the  navigation  for  steamers  which  were  already  placed 
there  by  the  present  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  on 
behalf  of  the  present  Government  during  the  first 
Parliament  of  the  Dominion.  I  merely  mention  this 
to  show  the  fallacy  of  the  charge  of  corruption 
against  the  Mackenzie  Government,  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite.  By  the  building  of  the  Fort 
Francis  locks  the  lake  may  be  utilised  very  much  by  the 
present  Government.  As  regards  the  question  before  the 
House,  it  seems  to  me  so  plain  as  not  to  require  any  argu¬ 
ment  at  all,  that  there  can  be  no  reasonable  objection  to 
bringing  dowD  the  information  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar). 

Amendment  (Mr.  White,  East  Hastings)  to  adjourn  the 
House  withdrawn. 

Amendment  (Mr.  McLelan)  agreed  to  on  the  following 
division ■ 


Allison, 

Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Belleau, 

Benson, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Mr,  HessoNo 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 

Gault, 

Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Hackett, 

Hall, 


O’Brien, 

Orton, 

Ouimet, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Reid, 

Riopel, 


Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Burn  3, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cirnon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Dawson, 

Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Dundas, 

Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 


Allen, 

Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
BSchard, 

Blake, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Oasgrain, 

Oatudal, 

Charlton, 

Oockburn, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Edgar, 

Fairbank, 


Hay, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Hilliard, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Jamieson, 

Kaulbacb, 

Kilvert, 

Kinney, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex) 
McMillan  (Vnudreuil), 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (0.  Breton), 
McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Massue, 

Montplaisir, 

Nays  : 


Robertson  (Hamilton), 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Scott, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Sproule, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tilley, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

,  White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

Wigle, 

Williams, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Wright. — 101. 


Messieurs 


Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Jackson, 

King, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingstone, 

Mackenzie, 

McOraney, 

Mclsaac, 


McMullen, 

Mills, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt,  • 

Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 
Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Thompson, 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Wilson, 

Yeo.— 54. 


Main  motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


BANK  OF  UPPEE  CANADA, 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  desire  to  ask  the  Finance  Minister 
when  he  will  bring  down  statements  respecting  the  Bank 
of  Upper  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember 
that  in  the  Session  of  1810  an  Act  was  passed  which  required 
returns  to  be  made  within  fifteen  days  of  the  opening  of 
each  Session,  and  another  Bill  was  passed  in  the  following 
year  containing  the  same  provision. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  this  matter.  The  return  will  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
probably  in  a  day  or  two. 

LIGHTHOUSE  AT  THE  NARROWS. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville)  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  to  erect  a  lighthouse  on  the 
island  near  the  entrance  to  the  Narrows,  on  the  River  St. 
Lawrence,  west  of  Brockville. 

Air.  McLELAN.  This  matter  is  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Department  of  Marine. 

SECTION  B  ARBITRATION. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  Will  the  Government  lay  on  the 
Table,  at  an  early  day,  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Section 

B  arbitration. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  move  for  the 
evidence,  I  will  consider  the  propriety  of  laying  it  on  the 
Table,  although  it  is  very  voluminous. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  6  p.  m. 
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HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Monday,  16th  February,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 


Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  give  my  right  hon.  friend  notice  of 
the  step  I  intend  to  take,  and  it  is  this :  To  bring  Mr. 
Hickson  beforo  the  bar  of  this  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Without  saying  that  I  will  resort  to  such 
extreme  measures,  I  will  say  across  the  floor  that  I  could 
hand  my  hon.  friend  a  list  of  twenty-two  motions  for  returns 
which  have  met  the  same  fate  as  the  one  to  which  he  refers. 


MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the  Clerk  had 
received  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  election  of  J.  W.  Bain,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Soulanges. 

Mr.  BAIN  was  introduced  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and 
Mr.  Chapleau,  and  took  his  seat. 

REPORT  PRESENTED. 

Annual  Report  of  Ihe  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  30th  June,  1884. — (Mr. 
McLelan.) 


MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  presented  a  Message  from 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows 

LANSDOWNE. 

I  acknowledge  with  thanks  the  Address  adopted  in  answer  to  the 
Speech  with  which  I  opened  the  Session.  1  rely  with  confidence  on  the 
assurance  that  the  important  measures  submitted  to  you  will  receive  your 
careful  and  full  consideration. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  16th  February,  1885. 


FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  33)  for  the  equitable  distribution  of  Insolvents’ 
Estates. — (Mr.  Beaty.) 

Bill  (No.  34)  for  the  discharge  of  past  Insolvents.— (Mr. 
Beaty.) 

Bill  (No.  35)  further  to  amend  “  The  Consolidated  Railway 
Act,  1879.” — (Mr.  Bergeron.) 

RETURNS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  to  the  fact  that  the  plans  and  maps  which  are  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  return  made  pursuant  to  a  resolution  in  the 
House  of  Commons  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  have  not  been  brought  down,  although  they  are 
referred  to  in  the  sheets.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe 
that  the  estimates  and  payments  on  all  the  sections  are 
given  for  no  later  than  November,  when  we  should  have 
them  for  December  and  January.  The  resolution  states 
that  the  returns  are  to  be  brought  down  to  the  latest  prac¬ 
ticable  date,  which  would  embrace  the  January  estimate, 
for  as  a  rule  the  actual  payments  take  place  on  the  10th  or 
12th  of  the  month. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  can  only  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  for 
the  month  of  January  not  half  the  payments  have  been 
made. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  not  all  of  them. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  half  of  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  not,  but  the  remaining  third  or 
quarter  is  what  we  want. 

Mr.  POPE.-  Whatever  I  can  get,  I  will  bring  down. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  will  be  remembered  that  at  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  an  address  was  moved  by  me, 
and  ordered  by  the  House,  for  a  list  of  the  stockholders  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  and  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  gentleman  when  that  will  be  brought 
down. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  really  cannot  inform 
my  hon.  friend.  I  havo  no  doubt  that  the  resolution  of 
last  Session  was  transmitted  to  the  offices  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  but  I  have  lost  sight  of  it,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  have  sent  the  return  or  not.  How¬ 
ever,  I  will  cause  a  letter  to  be  written  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company,  calling  on  them  to  make  the  return,  and 
then  if  they  do  not  send  it  down,  it  will  be  for  my  hon. 
friend  to  take  suoh  steps  as  be  sees  fit. 
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SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  15)  to  continue  an  Act  respecting  the  Albion 
Mines  Savings  Bank. — (Mr.  McDougald.) 

Bill  (No.  23)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Williams.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  to  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex  and 
Detroit  River  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex). 

Bill  (No.  28)  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Drainage  Com¬ 
pany.— (Mr.  Dickinson.) 

BANK  ADVANCES  TO  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  (for  Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  asked,  1. 
What  is  the  total  amount  of  moneys  temporarily  advanced 
to  Government  by  hanks  or  other  parties  in  England,  Canada 
or  elsewhore,  up  to  date  of  enquiry  ?  2.  By  whom  has  the 
said  sum  been  advanced  ?  3.  At  what  rate  of  interest  in 
each  case  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  On  the  Order  of  the  House, 
returns  of  all  moneys  loaned  from  banks  or  from  agents  in 
London  down  to  the  1st  of  February,  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  Since  that  time  a  loan  of  $2,000,000 
from  the  Bank  of  Montreal  has  been  made.  As  the  rates 
of  interest  paid  to  the  different  parties  are  not  exactly  the 
same,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it  would  not  be  in 
the  public  interest  at  this  time  to  give  the  details. 

SETTLERS  IN  THE  DOMINION. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  the  absence  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
asked,  What  is  the  total  number  of  settlers  supposed  to  have 
settled  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  during  the  calendar  year 
1884  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  total  number  of  immigrants  supposed 
to  have  settled  in  the  country  in  1884  is  103,824. 

SETTLERS  IN  MANITOBA  AND  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  in  the  absence  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
asked,  How  many  immigrants  are  supposed  to  have  settled 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories,  independently 
of  settlers  from  the  older  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  number  of  immigrants  reported  to  have 
settled  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  irrespective  of 
those  from  the  older  Provinces,  is  20,779,  and  from  the  older 
Provinces,  9,486.  The  countries  from  which  they  came  are 
, as  follows:  From  Great  Britain,  6,920;  from  Germany, 
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643 ;  from  Europe  generally,  559 ;  from  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick,  540 ;  from  Quebec,  1,468;  from  Ontario, 
7,473  ;  and  from  the  United  States,  9,728.  The  number  of 
laborers  is  2,929. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  came  from  nowhere,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  POPE.  Well,  they  went  somewhere ;  that  is  the 
great  point  with  us. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— SECTION  B. 

Mr.  EDGAR  asked,  To  what  account  or  accounts  has 
the  receipt  of  the  sum  of  $34,179.17  awarded  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  their  counter  claim  against  the  contractors  of 
Section  B,  been  credited,  and  where  do  such  credits  appear 
in  the  Public  Accounts  of  last  year,  which  contain,  on  page 
276,  the  entry  of  the  payment  to  the  contractors  of  the  full 
amount  of  their  claim  of  $78,451.59,  without  any  deduction 
for  the  counter  claim  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  would  have  been  very  much  better  if 
this  information  had  been  asked  for  in  an  address,  as  it  is 
difficult  to  carry  the  figures  in  one’s  mind  to  answer  ques¬ 
tions  like  this.  This  $34,090  or  $39,000  is  incidental  to  the 
winding  up  of  several  Government  contracts.  Certain 
materials  and  furnishings  were  left,  and  were  sold  to  differ¬ 
ent  parties  for  sums  aggregating  $39,000.  I  do  not  mention 
the  odd  dollars.  Of  this  property,  $14,000  worth  belonged 
to  Mr.  Whitehead,  being  rolling  stock,  etc.,  and  the  $14,000 
was  paid  to  Mr.  Whitehead  or  his  representative  at  Kingston. 
The  other  $24,000,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  by  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Accounts,  has  been  returned  to  the  Consolidated  Revenue 
of  Canada. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Does  it  appear  in  the  Public  Accounts  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

COMMUNICATION— PORT  MULGRAYE,  GUYSBORO, 
CANSO,  AND  ARICHAT. 

Mr.  KIRK  asked,  Has  it  been  represented  to  the  Gov- 
ernmnent  that  the  steamer  Rimouski  has  successfully  kept  up 
regular  communication  between  the  railway  terminus  at 
Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysboro’,  Canso  and  Arichat,  up  to  the 
present  time  ?  And  by  whom  ?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  in  view  of  these  representations,  to  grant  a 
subsidy  in  aid  of  said  service,  and  if  so,  what  amount  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  has  been  represented  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  the  steamer  Rimouski  has  been  running  for 
some  time.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  asks  the  question, 
the  hon.  member  for  Richmond,  tho  hon.  member  for 
Halifax,  the  Speaker  of  the  Senate,  the  owner  of  the  steamer, 
and  a  number  of  others,  have  brought  the  matter  to  the 
notice  of  the  Government.  It  is  now  under  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  whether  a  subsidy  shall  be  granted 
or  not. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— EARNINGS  AND 
EXPENSES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  were  the  earnings  and  work¬ 
ing  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  each  month  of 
the  fiscal  year  1882-83,  as  returned  by  the  Moncton  Office 
to  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  remarks  I  made  before  will  apply  to 
this  question,  that  it  would  be  much  easier  for  me  to  bring 
down  a  return  than  to  carry  these  figures  in  my  head. 
However,  I  am  so  anxious  to  accommodate  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  am  going  to  try  to  answer  his  question. 

Mr.  Pope, 


1882 

Earnings. 

Working  Expenses. 

July . . . 

August  . 

September  . . . 

October . . . 

N  ovember . . . 

December . 

$190,541  41 
201,834  71 
222,881  83 
243,158  78 
225,132  65 
190,563  92 

1883 

January . 

February . . . . 

March...... ...... ........ 

April . . . . . 

May.........  ............. 

June......... . . . 

174,098  38 
189,749  39 
219,296  92 
168,935  31 
171,629  18 
172,550  89 

I  may  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  and  this  House  may 
possibly  have  conceived  a  wrong  idea  of  what  has  been, 
going  on  this  year.  There  has  been  an  extraordinary 
expenditure  this  year.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember 
that  tho  buildings  were  burnt  at  Moncton  and  we  have  had 
other  heavy  expenditure  up  to  this  time,  making  a  larger 
expenditure  this  year  compared  to  the  earnings,  but  which 
I  hope  to  make  up  before  the  year  closes. 

RAILWAY  COMMISSIONERS  AND  DOMINION 
ARBITRATORS. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  Government 
have  engaged  at  present  a  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners 
or  Dominion  Arbitrators  ;  if  so,  their  names  and  date  of  their 
appointment,  salary  or  allowance,  and  travelling  and  other 
expenses,  the  amount  paid  to  each  from  1st  of  January, 
1884,  to  1st  of  January,  1885.  At  what  date  were  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners  dispensed 
with  ?  What  sum  or  sums  of  money  have  been  paid  them 
since  the  1st  of  January,  1884? 

Mr.  POPE.  This  is  another  of  these  things  which  make 
me  bring  down  a  hatful  of  papers.  The  Railway  Commis¬ 
sion  is  a  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  there  is  also 
a  Board  of  Arbitrators  composed  of  Mr.  Cowan,  Mr.  Mill- 
ward,  Mr.  Compton  and  Mr.  Simard.  Mr.  Cowan  was 
appointed  the  24th  of  May,  1869.  His  salary  is  $1,000  a 
year,  and  his  travelling  expenses  amounted  to  $914.50.  Mr. 
William  Compton  appointed  16th  Novembei’,  1878,  salary 
$1,000,  travelling  expenses  $1,076.  Mr.  Joseph  Simard, 
appointed  13th  December,  1879,  salary  $1,000,  travelling 
expenses,  $758.  I  do  not  put  in  the  cents  but  I  hopo  there 
is  some  sense  in  what  I  am  saying.  Mr.  Henry  Millward, 
appointed  1st  October,  1883,  salary  $750,  travelling 
expenses  $1,466. 

DOMINION  GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY. 

Mr.  HALL  asked,  Whether  any,  and  if  so,  what  changes 
have  been  made  in  the  system  under  which  the  Geological 
Survey  of  the  Dominion  is  conducted,  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendation  to  that  effect  of  the  Special  Committee 
on  that  subject  appointed  by  this  House  at  its  last  Session, 
and  if  not,  if  any  such  changes  are  in  contemplation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  report  of  the  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey  will  be  brought  down  in  a  few  days.  It  will 
give  my  hon.  friend  a  good  deal  of  information.  As  to  the 
intention  of  the  Government  with  respect  to  that  Depart¬ 
ment,  I  will  go  into  that  when  tho  Estimates  come  up. 

TIMBER  LIMITS  IN  THE  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has  granted 
any  timber  limits  within  the  Territories  awarded  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  by  the  report  of  the  Judicial  Committee, 
since  that  report  was  sanctioned  by  Her  Majesty  ?  Whether 
the  Government  claim  the  lands,  the  timber  and  mines,  as 
the  property  of  Canada  ? 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES, 


115 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  answer  that  no 
timber  limits  have  been  granted  since  the  report  was  sanc¬ 
tioned  by  Her  Majesty,  but  vouchers  have  been  issued  as  to 
previous  grants  and  correspondence  has  been  going  on 
since.  With  respect  to  lands  and  timber  and  mines,  I  would 
say  that,  excluding  the  lands  under  the  Robertson  Treaty, 
about  which,  of  course,  there  is  no  question,  Canada  by  the 
treaty  acquired  for  pecuniary  consideration — money  and 
money’s  worth — the  rights  of  the  Indians  whatever  they 
may  bo.  The  Dominion  Government  hold  that  they  have 
the  rights  of  the  Indians  whatever  thoso  rights  are. 

ONTARIO  BOUNDARY. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  Whether  the  Government  accept  the 
boundary  of  Ontario  on  the  north  and  west  as  defined  by 
Her  Majesty’s  Order  in  Council  and  the  report  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  ?  Whether  they  are  ready  to  accept 
or  have  accepted  the  Albany  River  from  the  eastern 
point  of  the  northern  boundary,  as  defined  in  the  Imperial 
Order  in  Council,  eastward  to  Hudson’s  Boy  and  thence 
eastward  along  the  shore  of  the  bay  until  it  reaches  the 
line  drawn  due  north  from  Lake  Temiscamingue  to  Hud¬ 
son’s  Bay  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  answer  to  that  ques¬ 
tion  is  this:  That  the  reference  was  as  to  the  western  boun¬ 
dary  of  Ontario  and  the  eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba.  So 
far  as  the  judgment  or  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  is 
concerned,  it  concerned  the  boundary  between  Manitoba 
and  Ontario ;  of  course,  we  have  no  objection  to  accept  that, 
we  cannot  help  ourselves,  there  it  is.  With  respect  to  that 
portion  of  the  report  of  the  Judicial  Committee,  if  any,  which 
Avas  not  referred  to  them  in  the  reference,  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  do  not  consent,  they  have  not  the  power  to  deal  with 
that  subject,  but  must  come  to  Parliament  to  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  part  of  the  question  not  answered— 
that  is  from  where  the  report  of  the  Judicial  Committee  left 
off  eastward  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  consider  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  deals  with  that  and  not  the  Government,  as  an  act  of 
administration. 

PERMISSION  TO  CUT  TIMBER  IN  ONTARIO. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  Whether  any  permission,  in  any  form 
or  manner,  has  been  given  to  any  person  or  persons  to  cut 
timber  in  any  part  of  the  territory  declared  by  the  Order  of 
the  Queen  in  Council  to  bo  within  the  Province  of  Ontario  ? 
If  so,  the  name  or  names  of  the  person  or  porsons  obtaining 
such  permission  ;  the  extent  of  territory  embraced,  the 
amount  received  by  the  Government  and  the  amount,  if  any, 
still  unpaid  by  the  party  or  parties  for  such  permission  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will,  without  notice,  convert  that  into  a  motion  for  a  return 
I  will  bring  the  return  down  at  once. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved  for : 

Return  showing  what  licenses  the  Commissioners  have  given  to  cut 
timber  in  any  part  of  the  territory  declared  by  the  Order  of  the  Queen 
in  Council  to  be  within  the  Province  of  Ontario.  If  so,  the  name  or 
names  of  tho  person  or  persons  obtaining  such  permission  ;  the  extent 
of  territory  embraced,  the  amount  received  by  the  Government,  and 
the  amount,  it  any,  still  unpaid  by  the  party  or  parties  for  such  per¬ 
mission 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BANKING  FACILITIES  TO  AGRICULTURISTS. 

Mr.  ORTON  moved  that  tho  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  to  consider  the  following  resolution  : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  extend  better  banking  facili¬ 
ties  to  the  agriculturists  and  other  persons  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

He  said  :  In  reference  to  the  objects  of  this  motion  I  wish 
to  make  a  few  remarks.  It  is  my  intention  to  intro¬ 


duce  a  Bill  on  this  resolution  to  advance  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  Canada  by  atfording  easier  financial  facilities 
to  our  farmers.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  say 
that  the  material  prosperity  of  all  Canada  depends  more 
or  less  on  the  success  of  our  agricultural  interests, 
which  is  generally  looked  upon  as  the  mainstay  of  our 
national  prosperity.  How  important  it  is,  then,  that  this 
industry  should  be  placed  in  the  easiost  possible  way  to 
obtain  the  necessary  financial  facilities  to  carry  it  on  success¬ 
fully.  We  all  know  how  esgential  it  is  to  the  prosperity 
of  trade,  commerce,  and  the  various  other  industries  in 
this  country  that  easy  financial  facilities  should  be  obtained. 
How  much  more  is  it  necessary,  then,  that  the  industry 
from  which  they  sprang,  from  which,  I  may  say,  they  have 
their  being,  should  have  similar  financial  facilities.  It  is 
generally  considered  by  all  civilized  nations  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  every  good  and  paternal  Government  to  do  equal 
justice  to  all  classes  of  the  people.  I  ask  the  House  to 
consider  for  a  moment  whether  the  agriculturists  in  Canada 
occupy  the  same  position  that  other  classes  do  in  this 
particular,  and  I  think  there  is  not  a  member  in  this  House 
who  considers  the  question  for  a  moment  who  will  answer 
yes.  While  every  trader,  merchant  or  manufacturer,  any 
of  those  engaged  in  tho  other  industries  of  this  country,  even 
the  pronounced  speculators,  can  go  to  any  bank  in  the  country 
and  with  a  good  endorser,  obtain  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
dollars  to  carry  on  his  enterprise,  what  has  the  farmer 
to  do  ?  We  know  that  the  banks  do  not  like 
to  give  accommodation  to  farmersi  Wo  know  that,  if,  after 
exerting  themselves  in  their  industry,  farmers  have  a  crop 
ready  to  take  off  and  require  some  financial  assistance,  and 
go  to  any  bank  in  our  country  and  ask  for  it  in  nino  cases 
out  of  ten  that  aid  is  refused,  and  they  are  compelled  to  go 
round  among  the  moneyed  men  of  the  locality,  or  to  go  to 
the  private  banks,  which  charge  farmers  for  small  loans  of 
that  character  from  10  to  12  per  cent.,  and  obtain  their 
funds  from  the  ordinary  banks  of  the  country ;  and  in  this 
roundabout  way  the  farmer  is  compelled  to  pay  more  than  is 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  little  sum  he  requires  to  enable 
him  to  take  off  his  crop.  This  also  frequently  occurs  Avhen 
he  is  putting  his  crop  into  the  ground.  This  condition  of 
affairs  should  not  exist  if  any  remedy  can  be  found,  as  all 
will  acknowledge.  Why  is  money  cheaper  in  England  than 
it  is  in  Canada  ?  The  answer,  I  suppose,  is  that  England 
has  an  accumulation  of  money  which  we  have  not,  but,  while 
we  have  not  accumulated  wealth  in  gold,  wo  have  wealth 
in  land  ;  we  have  resources  in  Canada  which  far  outstrip 
those  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  I  think  some  means  can 
be  found  by  which  that  wealth  in  land  and  thoso  resources 
can  be  utilised,  in  order  to  afford  our  people  a  circulating 
medium,  and  money,  upon  a  sound  basis,  to  enable  them  to 
carry  on  their  industries.  In  Germany,  land  credit  banks 
have  been  established,  and  they  have  done  immense  service 
to  tho  European  countries,  to  Germany,  France,  and  even 
Russia.  To-day  the  very  serfs  of  Russia  are  being  liberated, 
are  being  freed  from  serfdom  through  the  operation  of  those 
land  credit  banks.  By  the  operation  of  these  banks  the 
peasants  of  Russia  are  enabled  to  purchase  the  land  them¬ 
selves,  and  are  becoming  independent  farmers,  such  as  we 
have  in  Canada.  This  goes  to  show  at  any  rate  that  through 
a  system  of  that  kind  a  great  good  can  be  accomplished.  I 
ask  that  this  House  shall  seriously  consider  this  question 
and  afford  that  benefit  to  the  struggling  farmers  of  Canada. 
The  Act  which,  perhaps  in  my  simplicity,  I  propose,  1  will 
endeavor  to  explain  to  the  House.  It  provides  that  farmers 
who  are  out  of  debt  may  become  stockholders  in  farmers’ 
banks  by  giving  mortgages  upon  their  land  without  interest, 
and  that  any  body  of  men  may,  upon  receiving  these  mort¬ 
gages  upon  land  and  other  securities,  go  to  the  Government 
and  ask  from  them  legal  tender  notes  to  loan  out 
to  those  farmers  who  require  to  borrow.  It  also 
I  provides  that  the  mortgages  given  by  those  farmers 
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who  desire  to  borrow  may  be  converted  into  negoti¬ 
able  bonds,  and  that  those  bonds,  based  upon  the 
interest-bearing  mortgages  given  by  the  borrowers  of 
money,  shall  be  guaranteed  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
and  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent.  It  also 
provides  that  the  banks  shall  loan  money  to  the  farmers  on 
mortgages  at  5  per  cent,  per  annum  on  half  the  assessed 
value  of  their  lands,  or  any  other  limit  which  may  be 
thought  wise.  It  also  provides  that  county  councils  may 
establish  farmers’  banks  in  their  respective  counties,  and 
that  the  warden  and  the  county  treasurer  and  the  county 
clerk  shall  in  that  case  be  the  managing  directors  of  such 
banks,  and  that  every  member  of  the  county  council  shall 
be  a  director  in  such  bank,  and  that  they  may,  in  order  to 
cheapen  the  cost  of  carrying  on  these  banks,  collect  interest 
on  the  mortgages  held  by  the  banks  in  the  ordinary  way  in 
which  taxes  are  collected  by  tho  tax  collector,  so  as  to  en¬ 
sure  punctuality  and  also  safety  to  the  counties  which  carry 
on  these  banks.  There  is  also  a  provision  by  which  the 
mortgages  which  are  given  for  money  borrowed  may  be 
released  at  any  time  by  substituting  other  mortgages  of 
equal  value,  and  placing  them  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  a  guarantee  for  the  bonds  which  they  have  guar¬ 
anteed.  These  are  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Dill  which 
I  propose  to  introduce.  I  think  there  is  nothing  startling 
or  unusual  in  the  proposition.  Wo  all  know  that  the 
national  banks  of  tho  United  States  afforded  their  people 
a  national  currency,  and  all  they  had  to  do  to  establish 
those  banks  was  to  pay  up  United  States  Government  bonds, 
apart  from  the  interest  bearing  bonds,  and  deposit  them 
with  the  Government,  and  they  received  national  currency. 
They  actually  had  a  monopoly  of  the  circulation  of  the 
national  currency.  This  Bill  does  not  propose  any  such 
monopoly ;  it  does  not  propose  that  the  Government  of  the 
country  should  pay  any  interest  to  the  banks,  but  simply 
that  they  afford  these  banks  the  credit  of  our  Government, 
the  credit  of  landed  security,  which  is  the  best  in  this 
country.  Sir,  there  is  also  a  provision  that  I  did  not  men¬ 
tion  which  I  think  of  very  great  importance,  and  that  is, 
the  provision  by  which  these  banks  may  loan  to  the  settlers 
upon  Dominion  lands  money  to  enable  them  successfully 
to  carry  out  their  projects.  Wo  all  know  that  in  the  North- 
West  the  great  difficulty  is  that  there  are  not  enough  men 
possessing  capital  to  settle  that  country  rapidly,  and  it  is 
essential  to  the  prosperity  of  this  country,  to  the  prosperity 
of  our  great  national  railway,  indeed,  I  may  say,  to  every 
interest,  that  every  possible  facility  should  be  afforded  by 
the  Government  for  the  settlement  of  that  country.  Now, 
Sir,  I  maintain  that  a  settler  coming  from  Great  Britain 
to  tho  North-West  with,  say,  $600  or  a  $1,000  in 
his  pocket,  seldom  finds  that  sum  sufficient.  Now, 
in  order  to  supplement  that,  I  propose  that 
these  banks  shall  be  allowed  to  afford  these  settlers  an 
equivalent  to  the  money  which  they  bring  out  and  spend 
in  improvemenls  on  their  land,  and  that  their  land  shall  be 
the  first  lien  for  these  loans.  In  connection  with  this  ques¬ 
tion  I  think  it  will  strike  everybody  in  this  House  who  has 
thought  upon  the  subject  at  all,  that  the  Torrens  system  of 
land  conveyance  Bhould  be  introduced  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  I  think  that  the  operation  of  this  Bill  will  very  much 
facilitate  tho  introduction  of  that  much  to  be  desired  mea¬ 
sure.  In  the  North-West  I  think  the  Government  are  cer¬ 
tainly  not  doing  what  they  should  do  in  this  matter.  I 
think  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  where  the  Crown 
is  giving  titles,  that  there  should  be  no  longer  delay  in 
adopting  that  system  of  transferring  land,  in  order  that 
the  cheapest  possible  facility  may  be  afforded,  not  only  for 
the  transfer  of  land,  but  for  the  borrowing  of  money  by  the 
settlers  in  that  new  country  in  order  to  carry  on  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  farming.  Sir,  I  believe  to-day  that  if  we  had  such  a 
system  in  this  country  it  would  be  one  of  the  greatest  in¬ 
ducements  that  we  could  possibly  offer  to  English  and 
Mr.  Orton  . 


European  immigrants,  and  would  largely  lead  them  to  come 
to  Canada  instead  of  going  to  the  States,  by  the  assistance 
that  would  be  afforded  them  from  the  operation  of  these 
banks,  aided  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  I  need  not 
refer  to  the  general  benefits  it  would  produce  to  all  classes. 
We  all  know  that  depressions  arc  brought  about  periodically 
through  the  failure  of  crops  and  the  consequent  inability  of 
farmers  to  pay  their  tradesmen’s  accounts,  and  to  pay  the 
manufacturers  for  tho  agricultural  implements  they  require. 
Now,  Sir,  if  we  could  enable  the  farmers  to  borrow  money 
at  a  reasonable  rate  of  interest,  to  borrow  only  what  they 
want  and  for  a  short  period,  they  would  be  able  to  pay 
their  store  accounts  and  the  manufacturers,  and  these 
periods  of  depression  would  bo  less  frequent  than  they  are 
now.  Indeed  our  railways,  our  steamboat  navigation,  and 
every  other  interest  in  this  country,  would  be  materially 
benefited  by  the  operation  of  such  a  banking  system.  And, 
Sir,  it  would  reliove  a  great  deal  of  the  capital  which  is 
now  loaned  out  by  the  capitalists  of  our  own  country  to 
the  farmers  at  exorbitant  rates  of  interest,  and  wealthy 
men  would  then  divert  their  capital  to  the  development  of 
our  great  natural  resources  in  forests  and  mineral  lands  and 
fisheries.  Well,  Sir,  it  may  be  said  that  this  would  be  un¬ 
fair  to  our  present  banking  institutions  and  to  the  traders 
who  have  gone  into  thoso  institutions,  and  that  it  would  be 
unfair  towards  the  loan  societies,  I  have  been  frequently 
told  outside  this  House  that  it  would  be  utterly  impossible 
to  get  such  a  Bill  passed  through  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
from  tho  fact  that  the  influence  of  these  great  loan  societies 
upon  this  House  was  so  great.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not 
at  all  believe  that  such  is  the  case.  I  believe  we 
have  to-day  a  very  large  number  of  independent  members 
in  this  House ; — indeed  I  do  not  think  there  is  one 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  who,  if  he  could  see  clearly 
the  way  by  which  this  gieat  benefit  could  be  secured,  would 
not  assist  in  passing  this  measure.  I  ask  the  House  to  give 
it  earnest  consideration,  and  I  think  that  the  fact  that  the 
operation  of  these  banks  elsewhere  has  been  a  success  is  a 
guarantee  that  if  the  question  is  only  uudertaken  by  us 
fairly  and  with  a  determination  to  bring  about  the  same 
good  result,  we  shall  be  able  to  formulate  a  Bill  that  will 
secure,  in  a  large  degree,  the  objects  sought  for  by  the  Bill 
which  I  intend  to  introduce,  based  upon  this  motion.  With 
reference  to  our  banks  and  its  effect  upon  them,  I  see 
nothing  to  prevent  them  establishing  branches,  or  farmers’ 
banks,  in  connection  with  the  parent  institutions,  which 
would  equally  promote  trade  and  commerce.  It  is  not 
intended  to  injure  these  banks,  but  I  believe  on  the  other 
hand  that  the  measure  would  havo  a  beneficial  effect 
upon  them,  and  would  make  their  operation  much  safer 
than  it  is  to-day,  that  we  would  have  fewer  failures,  and 
fewer  losses  to  regret  in  connection  with  our  great  banking 
institutions.  As  to  the  loan  societies  I  think  that  the 
enormous  rates  of  interest  they  charge  are  unfair  and  unjust. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  right  or  honest  that  legislation  should 
be  entirely  in  tho  interest  of  one  class  of  our  people.  We 
all  know  that  these  loan  societies  havo  been  declaring  divi¬ 
dends,  for  a  number  of  years  past,  of  10  and  12  per  cent. ; 
they  have  increased  their  stock  and  become  immensely 
wealthy.  That  wealth,  Sir,  has  been  extorted  from  the 
industrious  population  of  this  country,  from  the  men  who 
earn  their  bread  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow,  and  I  think  tho 
time  has  arrived  when  a  inoro  equitable  system  should  pre¬ 
vail,  I  do  not  think  this  objection  can  for  a  moment  be 
urged  with  any  justice  or  fair  play.  We  know,  Sir,  that 
these  loan  sociolies  themselves  borrow  money  at  4  per 
cent.  We  know  that  those  land  societies  borrow  money  at 
4  per  cent.,  and  that  the  credit  banks  in  Europe  ^  are  able 
with  1  per  cent,  to  carry  on  their  operations  and  pay  all 
their  expenses,  including  good  salaries  to  managers  and 
officials,  and  lay  by  one-half  per  cent,  to  redeem  the  bonds 
issued  on  those  land  debentures.  Thoy  are  paid  off  in  a 
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certain  number  of  years  by  moans  of  a  sinking  fund, 
and  one-half  per  cent,  enables  the  amount  to  be 
paid  in  66  years.  When  such  facilities  can  bo 
offered  elsewhere,  there  is  no  reason  why  the  Government 
should  not  endeavor  to  afford  similar  facilities  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  There  is  one  little  difficulty,  to  which  I 
desire  to  refer.  So  long  as  the  banks  of  Canada  are  allowed 
to  use  their  own  circulation,  difficulty  will  certainly  arise, 
simply  from  the  fact  that  the  banks  will  accumulate 
Dominion  of  Canada  notes  and  call  upon  the  Government 
to  redeem  them.  But  notwithstanding  the  circumstances 
that  those  banks  have  the  privilege  extended  to  them  for 
ten  years,  I  think  the  people  of  the  Dominion  could  well 
afford  to  pay  them,  if  necessary,  what  is  fair  and  proper  for 
their  relinquishment  of  that  privilege,  and  thereby  bring 
about  a  system  of  banking  under  which  all  the  circulation 
would  bo  by  Dominion  bank  notes.  We  know  the  incon¬ 
venience  and  difficulty  experienced  owing  to  bills  of  banks 
in  different  Provinces  being  in  circulation  and  the  loss  that 
is  sustained  by  it.  Only  the  other  day  I  had  occasion  to  use 
a  $50  note  of  the  Bank  of  British  Columbia.  I  was  advised 
that  before  I  could  get  that  bill  cashed,  I  would  have  to  pay 
5  per  cent.  We  should  not  be  compelled  to  suffer  such  loss, 
and  men  in  business  must  suffer  loss  almost  every  day  in 
consequenco  of  the  various  banks  issuing  their  own  circula¬ 
tion.  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  matter,  and  1  hope  it  will  receive  serious  and  careful 
consideration. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  cannot  very  well  understand  why 
the  hon.  gontleman  should  have  brought  forward  a  motion 
of  this  kind  at  this  particular  period  of  the  Session.  It 
appears  to  me  that  as  the  hon.  gentleman  sits  so  close  to 
the  First  Minister,  he  must  have  taken  a  hint  from  him  that 
a  general  election  is  drawing  nigh.  He  is  taking  a  step  in 
order  to  lay  out  his  course  when  he  goes  before  his  constitu¬ 
ents.  The  hon.  member  is  very  anxious  evidently  to  do 
something  in  the  interests  of  the  agriculturists.  So  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  am  quite  willing  to  second  any  effort  in 
the  way  of  providing  greater  facilities  for  farmers  to  borrow 
money  and  assist  in  carrying  on  the  farming  industry.  I 
must,  however,  express  my  opinion  that  I  do  not  very  well 
understand  how  the  system  proposed  can  bo  successfully 
inaugurated,  I  am  afraid  that  very  few  farmers  would  be 
found  willing  to  place  a  first  mortgage  on  their  farms  in 
order  to  become  stockholders  of  a  bank.  That  bank  would 
no  doubt  lend  out  money,  and  risks  would  have  to  be  under¬ 
taken  and  losses  would  be  made,  and  those  farmers  who  were 
the  back-bone  of  the  institution  would  inevitably  be  called  on 
to  make  up  a  certain  percentage  of  the  losses.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  would  be  able  to  secure  the  confi¬ 
dence  of  the  farming  community  in  favor  of  such  an  institu¬ 
tion  as  he  proposes.  If  it  can  be  established,  and  if  it  will 
give  farmers  money  at  reduced  rates,  I  make  no  objection. 
I  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  admit  that  the  farm¬ 
ing  industry  is  after  all,  the  principal  industry  of  this 
Dominion.  He  admitted  that  when  we  have  bad  crops  and 
low  prices  we  have  poor  times.  .  I  was  very  glad  to  hear 
that  expression  of  opinion  and  I  hope  it  expressed  the 
entire  sentiment  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  know 
that  a  short  time  ago  a  great  effort  was  mado  to  build  up, 
encourage  and  carry  on  manufactures,  and  that  the  farming 
interest  was  largely  overlooked.  It  was  not  considered 
when  the  National  Policy  was  inaugurated  that  the  farmers 
would  have  to  pay  largely  increased  prices  for  what  they 
purchased.  They  have  realised  that  they  have  been  paying 
more,  and  they  do  not  now  stand  in  as  good  a  financial 
position  as  they  did  some  years  ago.  I  think  the  facilities 
possessed  by  farmers  for  borrowing  money  have  been  per¬ 
haps  too  great.  I  believe  the  credit  system  of  the  Dominion 
has  done  more  to  pauperise  the  farming  community  and 
the  laboring  classes  generally  than  any  system  that  could 


possibly  be  inaugurated,  and  if  thirty  or  forty  years  ago  we 
had  passed  a  very  stringent  Homestead  Act  and  Usury  Law, 
as  was  suggested  by  William  Lyon  Mackenzie,  I  believe  this 
country  would  have  been  in  a  better  financial  position  than 
it  occupies  to  day.  The  hon.  gentloman  stated  that  the 
banks  generally  are  not  anxious  to  lend  money  to  farmers. 
Such  is  not  the  fact.  Endorsements  sought  after  are  espe¬ 
cially  those  of  farmers.  Wo  generally  find  that  if  a  good 
responsible  farmer  wants  to  borrow  money  and  his  neighbor 
wants  a  little  money  at  the  same  time,  they  can  get  accom¬ 
modation,  and  at  reasonable  rates;  I  believe  quite  as  reason¬ 
able  as  those  for  commercial  purposes.  I  know  there  are 
banks  almost  exclusively  engaged  in  banking  operations 
with  farmers.  I  am  satisfied  that  a  farmer  can  borrow 
money  at  present  on  good  farm  paper  at  7  or  per¬ 
haps  7\  per  cent.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated 
that  if  his  system  were  inaugurated  they  would  be 
able  to  borrow  money  at  5  per  cent.  I  frankly  admit 
that  I  would  like  to  see  the  rate  of  money  reduced ; 
but  in  my  opinion  a  step  in  the  direction  of  pro¬ 
viding  cheaper  money  for  farmers  and  also  for  business 
men  generally  would  be  secured  if  the  hon.  member  would 
induce  the  Government  to  reduce  the  interest  paid  on 
money  at  the  savings  banks,  rather  than  by  any  other 
course.  The  Government  pay  4  per  cent,  on  deposits  in 
Dominion  Savings  Banks,  and  it  costs  even  more,  as  I 
understand  from  the  accounts  that  the  Government  pay  a 
certain  commission.  If  instead  of  4  per  cent,  the  rate  were 
made  3  per  cent.,  a  very  large  sum  of  money  at  present 
held  by  the  Government  would  pass  into  the  hands  of  the 
banks;  they  would  lend  it  to  farmers,  whereas  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time  the  Government  use  all  the  money  they  got  from 
that  source.  I  understand  they  have  from  $24,000,000  to 
$26,000,000  in  their  hands  as  deposits  in  the  Dominion 
Savings  Banks,  and  it  is  all  used.  The  banks  have  it  not, 
and  consequently  they  cannot  extend  accommodation  and 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  to  the  extent  they  otherwise 
would  do.  The  Government  have  been  practically  com¬ 
peting  with  the  banks,  and  they  are  largely  responsible  for 
keeping  up  the  rate  of  interest.  I  repeat  that  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  reduce  the  interest  on  savings  by  1  per 
cent.,  thoy  would  reduce  the  interest  charged  by  banks  to 
farmers,  merchants  and  manufacturers.  This  is  a  desirable 
end  to  secure,  acid  I  should  be  glad  to  see  the  hon.  member 
use  his  influence  with  the  Government  in  that  direction. 
He  would  thus  accomplish  something  for  the  farmers  and 
for  the  manufacturers  in  the  direction  of  securing  for  them 
cheaper  money,  I  should  like  to  see  the  Bill.  Last  year 
the  hon.  gentleman  made  a  motion  in  the  direction  of  in¬ 
troducing  this  Bill,  but  it  never  came  before  a  Com¬ 
mittee.  I  hope  it  will  reach  Committee  this  Session, 
and  if  it  secures  justice,  and  there  is  a  probability  of 
its  being  carried,  I  trust  it  will  become  law.  I  should 
be  glad  to  see  any  plan  by  which  the  rate  of  interest 
could  bo  reduced  to  farmers,  but  I  am  much  afraid  that 
the  matter  is  introducted  at  the  present  time  just  in 
oi'der  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  a  chance  of  airing  his 
sympathies  for  the  farmers  in  the  section  of  country  from 
which  he  hails,  and  that  this  year  it  will  meet  with  the 
same  fate  that  it  did  last  year.  It  will  accomplish  this 
much  at  any  rate,  that  he  will  be  able  to  raturn  to  his  con¬ 
stituents  and  say  to  them  :  Gentlemen,  do  you  see  what  I 
have  been  trying  to  do  for  you ;  I  have  been  trying  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest,  but  I  could  not  get  my  Bill 
through.  If  the  hon,  gentleman  will  turn  his  attention  in 
another  direction,  and  try  to  get  the  interest  reduced  on 
Government  deposits,  and  thus  reduce  the  rate  of  interest 
in  the  other  banks,  it  seems  to  me  that  he  will  accomplish 
a  great  deal  more  than  by  his  present  course. 

Mr.  HESSON.  As  I  represent  an  agricultural  county  in 
this  House  I  may  be  permitted  a  few  words  in  reply  to  my 
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hon.  friend  from  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  I  quite 
sympathise  with  the  spirit  and  purpose  of  the  resolution,  as 
I  presume  every  hon.  gentleman  will,  if  he  is  honestly  in 
sympathy,  as  he  should  be,  with  the  agricultural  community 
of  Canada.  The  hon.  member  who  has  just  taken  his  seat 
has  asserted  that  he  is  in  favor  of  some  movement  whereby 
the  rate  of  interest  may  be  reduced  to  farmers,  and  I 
presume  to  others  as  well.  He  has  certainly  gone  a 
good  way  round  to  secure  that  end  when  he  says 
that  the  best  movement  would  be  one  to  reduce  the  rate  of 
interest  paid  by  the  Government  for  Post  Office  and  Savings 
Banks  deposits.  Let  every  banker,  let  every  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  take  home  with  him  this  reflection,  that  the  depositors 
in  these  savings  banks,  and  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  especially,  are  all  the  working  men  of  Canada,  and 
that  these  institutions  are  especially  adapted  for  the  use  of 
the  laboring  classes  and  poor  people  of  the  country  My 
hon.  friend  would  begin  his  reduction  in  the  first  instance 
by  a  plan  by  which  the  poor  man  would  receive  only  3 
per  cent,  for  his  deposits  instead  of  4.  That  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  good  plan  to  set  out  with,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  honestly  and  sincerely  desirous  of  seeing  the 
rate  of  interest  reduced  to  the  farmer.  The  poor  men  who 
deposit  in  these  savings  banks  earn  their  wages  perhaps 
during  the  summer  time,  and  they  deposit  a  portion  regu¬ 
larly,  from  day  to  day,  as  a  provision  for  a  rainy  day  or  the 
coming  winter,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  would  withdraw 
that  privilege  from  the  laboring  man  and  compel  him  to 
receive  3  per  cent,  for  his  deposits.  I  am  rather  sur¬ 
prised  that  an  hon.  gentleman,  who,  like  myself,  has  the 
pleasure  and  honor  of  representing  an  agricultural  constitu¬ 
ency,  should  suggest  such  a  plan  ;  but  I  believe  he  is .  more 
fortunate  than  some  hon.  members  representing  country 
constituencies,  inasmuch  as  I  am  credibly  informed  that  he 
occupies  the  position  of  a  lender  and  not  a  borrower.  Com¬ 
ing  more  particularly  to  the  resolution  before  the  House,  I  am 
sure  it  is  one  which  should  have  the  sympathy  of  all  those 
who  are  desirous  of  seeing  the  farming  interests  of  the 
country  in  a  prosperous  condition.  There  are  times  and 
seasons,  as  we  all  know,  when  we  have  distress,  and  we 
know  also  that  the  security  which  banks  are  accustomed  to 
take  is  not  the  kind  which  farmers  are  in  a  position  to  give, 
and  the  result  is  that  the  accommodation  which  is  given  to 
business  men,  to  merchants  and  traders,  is  not  afforded  to 
them,  for  the  reason  that  the  banks  do  not  like  to  give  these 
straight  loans  at  long  dates  as  the  farmer  usually  requires 
them.  The  merchant,  if  he  wants  relief,  borrows  for  a  short 
period  to’meet  his  bills  as  they  come  due,  whereas  the  farmer 
usually  wants  his  money  until  his  harvest  comes  in,  and  if 
his  harvest  fails  then  he  may  require  it  until  the  nest 
harvest  comes  in.  I  say  that  if  it  is  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  consider  and  devise  any  means  whereby  this  diffi¬ 
culty  may  be  grappled  with,  and  the  farmer  placed  in  a 
more  easy  position  with  reference  to  obtaining  loans,  it 
is  surely  the  interests  of  this  House  and  within  the 
wisdom  of  this  House,  that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  if  there  is  any  possibility 
of  devising  a  plan  to  meet  this  emergency.  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  the  Bill  may  be  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  propose,  but  I  know  that  there  must  be  sufficient 
wisdom  and  intelligence  in  this  House  to  devise  a  plan  by 
which  the  farmer,  who  possesses  the  best  security  in  the 
country,  may  be  enabled  to  get  his  money  at  as  good  a  rate 
of  interest  as  any  business  man.  I  know  that  farmers  have 
been  refused  such  accommodation,  and  cases  have  frequently 
come  within  my  own  experience  in  which  these  men,  because 
they  could  not  get  the  accommodation  at  the  banks,  have 
been  obliged  to  go  elsewhere,  perhaps  to  shaving  institutions 
as  they  are  called,  and  pay  a  large  rate  of  interest  because 
they  cannot  get  the  straight  loans  for  long  periods  as  they 
require.  I  feel  keenly  in  this  matter,  because,  although  it 
may  not  be  possible  that  we  can  devise  a  scheme  when  de- 
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bating  the  resolution  in  this  manner,  yet  if  it  were  referred 
to  a  Special  Committee  1  think  they  might  be  able  to  report 
a  plan  whereby  that  class  of  securities  might  he  offered  and 
a  circulation  provided  by  the  Government  which  might  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  reliable  managers,  who  would  take 
collateral  security  tor  loans  and  thus  provide  a  relief  for  the 
agricultural  community  in  this  direction.  I  apprehend  the 
difficulty  which  the  Finance  Minister  will  have  to  meet  to 
provide  for  that  circulation.  I  understand  the  difficulty 
he  has  with  the  present  circulation,  but  I  say  here,  sincerly 
and  candidly,  that  I  believe  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  to-day,  whether  it  would  be  in  the  interests  of  the 
chartered  banks  or  not,  that  the  whole  banking  circulation 
of  the  country  should  be  gradually  but  surely  withdrawn, 
and  substituted  by  Dominion  notes.  By  the  large  oppor¬ 
tunities  and  facilities  which  are  afforded  to  the  banks  of 
circulating  their  own  paper  to  an  amount  which  now  stands 
at  $31,935,000,  they  are  able'  to  gather  up  the  Dominion 
circulation  coming  into  their  hands,  and  come  to  the  Finance 
Minister  and  demand  specie  every  day  in  the  week.  This 
will  go  on  increasing  until  the  Government  withhold  from 
the  banks  the  privilege  of  issuing  their  own  circulation.  I 
have  pointed  this  out  before,  and  I  point  it  out  again,  as  I 
believe  it  is  the  only  true  course  to  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
remove  the  inconvenience  and  loss  which  arises  from  hand¬ 
ling  and  making  use  of  the  different  varieties  of  circulation. 
We  should  have  only  one  issue,  and  that  issue  should 
be  unexceptionable,  well  established  and  well  endorsed  by 
the  Government.  I  am  unwilling  at  this  stage  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House,  but  I  hope  the  resolution  will  meet 
with  fair  play,  and  will  be  honestly  considered  by  hon. 
gentlemen.  There  is  not  a  word  of  it  which  should  not 
meet  with  approbation  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  I 
think  the  proper  plan  is,  in  order  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  farmers  and  the  people  generally,  to  refer  the  matter 
to  a  committee  where  it  may  receive  a  fair  and  honest 
consideration.  Should  this  Bill  be  introduced,  of  course  I 
am  prepared  to  support  it  if  the  provisions  are  such  as  will 
warrant  it  receiving  the  fair  consideration  of  the  House 
generally ;  but  until  I  have  the  privilege  of  reading  the 
Bill,  I  do  not  desire  to  go  further. 

Mr.  ORTON.  1  was  a  little  surprised  at  the  manner  in 
which  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMul¬ 
len)  alluded  to  me.  He  certainly  did  not  show  that  kindly 
spirit  which  one  would  expect  from  a  fellow  countyman. 
He  stated  that  my  sole  object  in  proposing  this  Bill  was  to 
gain  popularity  amongst  my  constituents.  He  certainly 
must  feel,  at  any  rate,  that  the  step  I  have  taken  is  one  in 
the  right  direction,  and  a  popular  one;  and  if  it  should  be 
the  means  of  securing  my  election  as  a  supporter  of  my 
right  hon.  friend,  the  Premier,  at  the  next  election,  I  shall 
feel  all  the  prouder,  because  it  will  be  the  best  thing  that 
could  happen  to  this  country  to  have  that  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  again  returned  to  power.  I  shall  not  ascribe  motives 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  McMullen),  though  I  might, 
perhaps,  be  believed  if  I  said  that  when  he  declared  that  the 
farmers  of  this  country  had  already  too  great  facilities  for 
borrowing  money,  I  thought  that  possibly  he  had  in  view 
some  of  the  loans  contracted  in  the  County  of  Wellington.  I 
believe  what  he  says,  and  I  shall  not  make  such  an  asser¬ 
tion.  I  believe  he  wants  the  farmers  to  have  money  at  5 
per  cent,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  when  he  goes  home,  after 
expressing  himself  so  eloquently,  he  will  give  the  farmers 
of  his  neighborhood  all  the  money  they  want  at  5  per  cent, 
interest.  He  is  not  very  anxious  that  the  laboring  classes  of 
this  country  should  receive  the  just  awards  of  their  labor, 
and  proposes  to  reduce  interest  in  their  savings.  He 
does  not  seem  quite  so  anxious  to  have  the  interest  of 
capitalists  reduced  ;  but  when  men  have  worked  hard  and 
saved  a  few  dollars  to  put  in  the  savings  banks  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  he  must  urge  on  the  Government  to  reduce  the  small 
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rate  of  interest  they  are  obtaining.  I  regret  that  such  a 
suggestion  should  come  from  any  gentleman  from  my 
county,  which  I  believe  is  populated  by  a  generous  class  of 
people,  who  desire  to  see  all  classes  prosper. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  it  would  bo  quite  out  of  place,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hosson)  has  just 
remarked,  to  discuss  this  Bill  until  we  know  what  it  is  to 
be.  As  I  understand,  the  only  resolution  we  are  now  asked  to 
concur  in  is  that  it  is  expedient  to  introduce  some  Bill  on 
this  subject,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  proposes  that 
resolution  supports  his  proposal  by  pointing  out  that  the 
farmers  are  struggling,  are  hard  up,  and  need  further  bank¬ 
ing  accommodation  than  they  now  get.  Well,  I  have 
perhaps  not  quite  so  poor  an  opinion  of  the  condition  of  the 
farmers  as  the  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  have,  but  I  con¬ 
sider  it  is  a  very  strong  admission  to  come  from  the  father 
of  the  National  Policy,  so  far  as  the  farmers  are  concerned, 
that  that  policy  is  already  such  a  failure  in  regard  to  the 
agricultural  community  that  they  must  come  to  this  House 
and  ask  the  Government  to  lend  them  money  at  less  than 
the  ordinary  rates ;  for  that,  Sir,  so  far  as  I  understand  it, 
is  the  meaning  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  tho  country 
is  in  such  a  bad  condition  financially,  that  interest 
is  so  far  above  the  rate  it  should  be,  that  it  is 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  enter  into  the  money 
lending  business  at  all.  But  perhaps  the  hon.  member  will 
be  able  to  prove  to  us  that  the  country  is  in  that 
wretched  condition  when  we  get  into  committee.  However, 
there  was  one  hint  thrown  out  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  in  regard  to  the  motives 
of  tho  hon.  member  who  proposes  this  Bill,  from  which  I 
doom  it  my  duty  to  defend  him.  He  appears  to  think  that 
the  hon.  member  intends  to  go  home  to  his  constituents 
covered  with  glory  for  having  proposed  this  resolution. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  he  will  go  home  to  his  constituents. 
He  seems  to  have  got  out  of  the  habit  of  going  home  to  his 
constituents  of  late.  He  may  go  back  to  the  Eocky  Moun¬ 
tains  in  his  position  as  medical  officer  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway,  covered  with  glory  on  account  of  this 
measure;  but  he  will  not  go  back  to  his  constituents  at 
present  for  that  purpose.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not 
gauging  the  condition  of  the  farmers  of  Wellington,  their 
needs  and  requirements,  by  what  he  has  seen  during  his 
sojourn  in  the  far  west;  and  I  hope  when  he  does  visit  his 
constituents  he  will  find  them  better  off  than  he  imagines 
them  to  be. 

Mr.  OBTON;  I  may  state  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  as 
far  off  as  he  was  when  he  shot  the  cow  instead  of  the  barn 
door. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  do  not  pretend  to  under¬ 
stand  the  involved  proposition  submitted  by  the  mover  of 
this  resolution,  but  I  do  say  that  there  is  a  good  deal  in  the 
question  viewed  from  a  common  sense  standpoint.  As  the 
representative  of  an  agricultural  constituency,  knowing 
what  their  wants  are,  I  am  well  aware  that  the  difficulties 
a  farmer  experiences  in  many  instances  in  approaching  a 
chartered  bank  when  it  becomes  necessary  for  him  to  do  so 
are  very  great  indeed.  That  the  propositions  laid  down  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  speaking  to  his  motion,  are  a  cure 
for  this,  I  do  not  believe,  and  I  think  something  of  a  much 
simpler  character  would  meet  the  requirements  of  the  farm¬ 
ing  community.  It  is  my  opinion  that  the  securing  of  better 
facilities  for  establishing  local  banks  throughout  different 
sections  of  the  country,  where  financial  backing  could  be 
readily  secured,  is  something  that  the  Government  or  the 
Finance  Minister  might  very  woll,  in  the  interest  of  a  very 
large  number  of  the  ratepayers  of  this  country,  give  atten¬ 
tion  to.  Within  recent  years  the  farming  community  have 
to  an  increased  extent  engaged  in  the  production  of  cattle 
in  preference  to  grain,  the  result  of  which  has  been  that 
they  require  a  much  larger  capital  than  was  the  case  when 


they  were  largely  grain  producers ;  and  if  they  stock  their 
farms  to  the  extent  necessary,  it  follows  in  many  cases  that 
they  have  at  some  period  of  the  year  at  least  to  go  somewhere 
to  borrow  money.  The  chartered  banks  almost  invariably  re¬ 
fuse  to  give  them  the  needed  accommodation,  and  the  result 
is  that  thov  are  forced  to  find  accommodation  second-hand  at 
rates  that  are  necessarily  high.  Now,  it  seems  to  me,  that 
if  by  any  such  simple  means  as  I  suggest,  the  establishment 
of  local  banks,  and  these  afforded  them  that  Government  pro¬ 
tection  that  would  prevent  the  larger  banks  wiping  them  out 
after  they  are  established,  we  should  be  granting  the  farmers 
that  facility  for  obtaining  the  requisite  money  that  is  now 
denied.  '  I  do  not  know  whether  the  experience  of  other 
sections  of  the  country  is  the  same  as  that  of  the  section  I 
represent ;  but  I  am  well  aware  that  there  a  farmer  who 
owns  200  acres  of  land,  representing  a  value  of  $10,000, 
may  take  a  friend  with  him  to  obtain  money  on  their  joint 
endorsement,  and  the  bank  refuses  it.  In  such  cases  and 
they  are  the  rule  rather  than  the  exception,  because  tho 
banks  as  is  well  known  have  a  prejudice — a  wrong  and  un¬ 
wise  prejudice,  I  believe,  but  still  a  prejudice— the  farmer  is 
ultimately  driven  to  borrow  the  money  from  a  neighbor  or 
find  it  elsewhere  at  such  rates  as  the  lenders  choose  to  exact. 
But  tho  result  almost  iuvariably  is  that  ho  is  obliged  to 
borrow  that  money  at  a  much  higher  rate  of  intorest  than 
the  bank  professedly  charges.  If  that  is  the  experience,  as 
it  is  to  a  very  general  extent,  I  hold  that  the  subject  of  this 
resolution  is  one  that  deserves  some  consideration  from  this 
House.  The  Trade  and  Navigation  Eeturns  establish  the  fact 
that  our  cattle  producing  industry  is  a  largely  increasing 
one,  and  that  last  year  it  was  the  largest,  as  far  as  the  value 
of  exports  went,  in  this  country.  Now  we  find  that  tho 
policy  of  the  Government  has  been,  ostensibly,  at  any  rate, 
to  encourage  the  industries  which  tend  to  enrich  this 
country.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  there  is  any  industry 
in  Canada  deserving  of  greater  favor  from  the  Government 
than  the  stock  raising  industry  when  properly  attended  to. 
My  view  of  it  is  that  every  movement  made  heretofore  has 
had  the  effect  of  hampering  that  industry  and  that  our 
banking  policy  has  increased  that  effect.  We  find  that  the 
manufacturing  industries  can  obtain  from  the  banks  the 
capital  necessary  to  carry  on  their  enterprises  ;  we  find  that 
the  importers  are  largely  aided  by  tho  opportunities  offered 
thorn  through  tho  banks,  and  we  find  further  that  the 
present  banking  system  is  established  on  a  principle  under 
which  the  farmer  is  unable  to  borrow  scarcely  a  dollar 
from  these  institutions.  Such  being  the  case,  there  is  un¬ 
doubtedly  some  reason  for  the  resolution,  and  while  I  have 
no  sympathy  whatever  with  the  involved  remedy  suggested 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  a  remedy  which  would  bo  worse 
than  the  disease,  because,  as  I  understand  it,  every  farmer 
who  participates  in  the  advantages  of  his  scheme  would  be 
practically  an  endorser  for  every  borrower.  I  believe 
that  a  measure  which  would  afford  facilities  for  tho 
establishment  of  local  banks  under  carefully  consider¬ 
ed  provisions,  and  with  such  protection  as  would  pre¬ 
vent  their  absorbtion  by  the  larger  banks,  would  con¬ 
fer  a  great  deal  of  benefit  indeed  on  one  of  our  largest 
industries,  and  the  one  on  which,  after  all,  we  have  most  to 
lean  whenever  additional  revenue  is  required  for  tho  country. 
From  my  own  local  experience  I  know  it  to  be  the  fact  that 
in  one  of  the  two  branch  banks  in  the  county  in  which  I  live 
the  deposits  amount  to  four  times  the  discounts,  and  iu  tho 
other  the  local  deposits  are  more  than  sufficient  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  the  institution.  That  being  tho  case,  it  shows 
to  my  mind  that  there  is  no  involved  principle  such  as  that 
suggested  by  the  mover  of  this  resolution  required  in  order 
to  find  the  means  necessary  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  farm¬ 
ers,  who  only  require  those  facilities  in  our  banking  laws 
necessary  to  enable  them  to  carry  on  their  operations  in  the 
least  burdensome  way  possible.  I  am  satisfied  if  such  be 
given,  the  interest  charged  to  the  farming  community  will 


120 


COMMON'S  DEBATES. 


February  16, 


be  reduced  below  the  rates  they  have  now  to  pay,  and  that 
the  cattle  producing  industry  which  is  yearly  increasing  in 
importance  in  a  large  section  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  at 
any  rate,  will  be  greatly  fostered. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  refreshing  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last.  He  addressed 
himself  to  the  resolution  before  the  House,  but  this  cannot 
be  said  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  him,  one  of 
whom  told  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Orton)  in  a  rather  unparlia¬ 
mentary  way  that  his  resolution  was  mere  buncombe  to 
deceive  his  constituents,  another  gentleman  threw  up  to 
him  the  charge  that  he  was  going  to  leave  his  constituents 
to  settle  in  the  North-West  and  had  therefore  no  more 
interest  in  them.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington 
(Mr.  McMullen)  with  arguments  such  as  theso  opposes  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  mcmullen.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  got  up  to  throw 
ridicule  upon  him,  said  it  was  buncombo,  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  it,  that  there  were  too  groat  facilities  already ; 
or  in  other  words  that  the  farmers  would  be  much  better 
off  if  they  had  decreased  facilities  to  get  money.  But  he 
forgot  that  in  the  nest  sentence,  and  said  that  the  true  way 
to  help  the  farmers  would  be  for  the  Government  to  reduce 
the  rate  of  interest  in  the  savings  banks  and  that  money 
then  would  be  more  plentiful  in  the  banks  to  lend.  Which 
way  does  the  hon.  gentleman  wish  to  have  it  ?  Does  he  wish 
money  to  be  made  easier  by  the  Government  robbing  the 
servants  and  laboring  men  of  1  percent,  of  their  little  savings  ? 
Or  does  he  wish  the  farmers  to  have  no  greater  facilities  for 
borrowing,  they  being,  according  to  his  first  statement, 
much  better  off  without  any  additional  facilities  ?  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Middlesex  (Mr.  Cameron)  stated 
what  everybody  knows  that  although  by  the  banks  the 
name  of  a  farmer  in  good  standing  is  considered  good 
security,  yet  we  all  know  the  present  banks  are  commercial 
institutions  rather  than  mere  lenders  of  monoy  on  real  estate 
security  or  to  persons  who  have  only  real  estate  to  offer  as 
security.  The  farmers  are  therefore  driven  to  other  means 
such  as  investment  companies,  loan  and  building  societies, 
and  so  forth,  rather  than  the  banks  as  atpi’esent  constituted. 
It  seems  to  mo  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Orton)  is  taking  a  very 
proper  course,  as  he  tried  to  do  last  Session,  in  bringing 
this  subject  before  Parliament.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  said  he  would  like  to  seo 
the  Bill,  but  if  we  oppose  the  resolution  we  cannot  see  the 
Bill.  We  must  get  the  resolution  first,  and  then  we 
will  have  tho  Bill.  We  will  then  see  if  it  will  give 
reasonable  protection  to  the  public,  to  those  who  invest  in 
agricultural  banks  as  shareholders,  and  be  able  to  judge 
whether  it  is  not  liable  to  the  objections  which  have  been 
taken  by  sound  financiers  to  other  measures  dealing  with 
similar  subjects.  If  not,  of  course  it  ought  to  be  encouraged. 
I  shall  vote  for  the  resolution  myself,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
we  will  have  an  opportunity  then  of  discussing  the  various 
theories  propounded  as  well  as  the  merits  of  tho  Bill  itself. 
The  hon .  gentleman  who  last  spoke  proposed  a  system 
which  has  its  merits,  namely,  to  have  local  banks  with 
small  capitals.  That  would  be  one  means  of  helping  the 
different  localities  ;  there  may  be  other  means  which  we 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  when  the  measure  is 
submitted  to  us.  In  the  meantime  I  will  support  the  resolu¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  did  not  say  I  opposed  the  Bill.  I 
said  I  will  gladly  support  any  Bill  giving  facilities  to  secure 
money  at  a  cheaper  rate  by  the  farmers  of  this  country,  but 
I  said  that  I  was  afraid  this  resolution  was  only  buncombe 
and  would  result  as  fruitlessly  as  last  year’s.  With 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  interest  my  object  in  making  this 
suggestion  was  that  if  the  Government  would  reduce  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 


interest,  the  money  would  naturally  flow  into  tho  banks,  and 
the  banks  be  able  to  lend  at  a  lower  rate. 

Besolution  considered  in  Committee,  reported,  and  con¬ 
curred  in. 

Mr.  ORTON  introduced  Bill  (No.  36)  to  provide  bank¬ 
ing  and  loan  facilities  for  those  engaged  in  agricultural  pur¬ 
suits. 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 

MAIL  SERVICE  ON  THE  CANADA  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  WIGLE  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  nature  of  the  mail  service  on  the  Canada  South¬ 
ern  Railway  between  Essex  Centre  and  Amherstburg ;  also  the  annual 
amount  paid  to  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  for  mail  service. 

He  said :  The  town  of  Amherstburg  gave  a  bonus  of  $75,000 
to  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  when  it  was  first  built,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  ihail  train  was  to  cross  at 
Amherstburg.  Of  late,  however,  theso  trains  go  off  at 
Essex  Centre  and  now  there  is  only  one  train  a  day  each 
way  passing  through  Amherstburg,  which  is  very  incon¬ 
venient  for  the  mail  service  in  that  town.  This  motion  is 
made  in  order  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  more  especially  of  the  Postmaster  General,  to  the  matter, 
in  order  that  the  town  of  Amherstburg  may  get  more 
accommodation  for  its  mail  service. 

1  Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  no  objection  to  this  return,  and 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  every  exertion  will  be 
made  to  secure  the  mail  facilities  between  Essex  Centre  and 
Amherstburg  which  he  desires. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PAYMENTS  TO  H.  J.  MORGAN. 

Mr.  McCRANEY  moved  for : 

Statement  of  the  various  amounts  of  money  paid  by  the  Government 
of  Canada,  or  any  of  the  Public  Departments  since  1882  to  Henry  J. 
Morgan  for  services  of  any  kind  or  for  copies  of  a  certain  book  called  the 
“  Annual  Register.”  together  with  copies  of  the  certificate  of  each 
public  official  to  whom  such  books  have  been  delivered. 

He  said  :  My  object  in  asking  for  this  return  is  to  bring  to 
tho  attention  of  the  Government  the  question  whether 
employes  of  the  Government  receiving  large  salaries  and 
supposed  to  devote  their  whole  time  to  the  public  service 
should  be  allowed  to  engage  in  publishing  or  any  other 
business.  It  is  well  known  to  this  House  that  it  has  been 
charged  by  the  press  of  our  country  that  the  party  named 
in  this  motion  has,  with  other  parties,  received  payment 
for  books  that  were  unnecessary,  if  they  were  delivered  to 
the  Government  at  all.  I  hope  that,  when  the  Civil  Service 
Bill  is  brought  down,  the  Government  will  provide  that 
civil  servants  shall  not  engage  in  outside  undertakings 
especially  with  the  Government  as  their  principal  customer. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  can  be  no  objection 
to  the  motion,  but  1  take  exception  to  the  line  adopted  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  moves  it,  because  he  intimates  a 
desire  that  no  civil  servant  shall  be  employed  in  any  useful 
work,  whether  scientific  or  literary,  but  he  must  adhere  to 
his  office  work  only.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  unfortu¬ 
nate  thing  for  the  status  of  our  service  if  it  were  under¬ 
stood  that  no  officer  of  the  Government  should  devote 
himself  to  science  or  literature  in  his  spare  time,  instead  of 
amusing  himself  or  doing  nothing  after  office  hours ;  that 
ho  should  go  home  at  four  o’clock,  eat  his  dinner,  take  his 
pipe,  and  smoke  it.  One  of  the  books  which  has  been  a 
credit  to  Canada  and  has  been  immensely  useful  to  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  and  in  fact  to  all  the  Colonial  Par¬ 
liaments,  and  has  been  quoted  in  the  Parliament  of  Eng¬ 
land,  is  the  work  of  our  late  Librarian,  Dr,  Todd,  on 
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Parliamentary  Government.  Then,  consider  the  very 
valuable  work  prepared  by  our  present  Clerk,  Mr.  Bourinot, 
on  the  Practice  of  Parliament.  Consider  the  great  book 
on  the  Practice  of  Parliament,  of  which  I  do  not  know  how 
many  editions  have  been  published,  the  last  I  think  in 
1883,  by  Sir  Erskino  May,  the  Clerk  of  the  Commons  in 
England,  the  great  authority  on  matters  of  practice.  Con¬ 
sider,  also,  the  various  works  that  have  been  prepared  and 
published  by  a  man  who  is  a  great  philosopher,  Mr.  Gregg, 
who  is  at  tho  head  of  the  stationery  office  in  England,  and 
whose  books,  both  for  style  and  for  clearness  and  value, 
are  very  noteworthy.  He  has  left  a  standing  reputation 
behind  him.  He  is  one  of  the  great  officers  of  England, 
and  introduced  a  very  economical  mode  of  managing  that 
large  department,  the  stationery  office.  We  cannot  expect 
those  gentlemen  to  employ  themselves  in  that  way  and  to 
publish  their  works  at  their  own  expense.  If  they  publish 
valuable  works,  and  if  the  head  of  their  department  is 
satisfied  that  the  officer,  whoever  he  may  be,  fully  performs 
his  duty  like  other  officers,  they  should  be  encouraged  in 
applying  themselves  to  useful  employment  rather  than  to 
idleness  or  self-gratification. 

Mr.  McCRANEY.  I  may  say  that  I  understand  that  the 
gentleman  referred  to  does  not  write  the  books  him¬ 
self  but  he  employs  others  to  do  it  for  him,  and  makes  a 
speculation  out  of  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  there  can  be  no 
objection.  If  he  employs  others  ho  does  not  do  the  work 
himself. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

VOTING  ON  THE  CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT,  1818. 

Mr.  FISHER  moved  for  : 

Statement  from  the  records  of  all  the  voting  held  in  various  counties 
and  cities  under  the  provisions  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878, 
showing  by  electoral  districts  and  the  various  sub-divisions  thereof,  the 
total  number  of  names  on  the  electoral  lists,  the  number  of  votes  polled 
for  the  adoption  of  the  Act,  and  the  number  of  votes  polled  against  the 
adoption  of  the  Act,  with  the  number  of  the  population  of  each  such 
electoral  district  at  the  time  of  the  taking  of  the  census  preceding  the 
vote  in  such  electoral  district. 

He  said :  in  consequence  of  having  had  my  attention  drawn 
to  it,  I  would  ask  leave  of  the  House  to  amend  this  notice 
by  inserting  after  the  figures  l<  1878  ”  the  words  “  since 
the  1st  of  July,  1882.”  I  trust  this  will  tend  to  facilitate 
the  bringing  down  of  this  return,  and  if  the  return  is  made 
up  from  that  date  to  the  present  time,  it  will  practically 
supply  all  the  information  we  desire. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
not  amend  his  motion.  I  see  it  reads  in  French  since  1878, 
and  in  English  it  will  be  since  1882.  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  the  returns  from  the  first.  It  will  not  take  much 
longer  to  do  it,  and  I  think  wo  had  better  know  exactly 
upon  what  vote  the  Scott  Act  has  been  adopted  since  it 
first  passed  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  FISHER.  My  only  object  in  making  tho  amend¬ 
ment  was  to  get  the  return  more  quickly.  I  thought  that 
as  regards  the  elections  which  took  place  between  1878  and 
1882,  the  census  returns  would  be  so  very  far  from  tho  date 
of  the  election  that  we  could  not  arrive  at  the  actual  per¬ 
centage  of  population  who  voted,  nor  could  we  satisfactorily 
ascertain  the  relation  of  the  number  of  voters  to  the  whole 
population. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  census  has  really  less  to 
do  with  it  than  the  number  of  voters,  and  the  number  of 
voters  is  not  given  in  the  census  at  all.  Wo  could  get  the 
number  of  voters  by  the  returns  of  1878  just  about  as  well. 
If  we  leave  it  at  1878  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  getting 
the  returns. 
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Mr.  FISHER.  If  the  House  prefers  that  the  wholo 
returns  bhould  be  made,  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection. 
I  only  wished  to  get  them  sooner. 

Motion,  as  originally  proposed,  agreed  to. 

TIMBER  LICENSES  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  for: 

1.  The  total  number  of  licenses  or  permits  granted  since  March  15th, 
1883,  up  to  February  1st,  1885,  to  cut  timber,  saw  logs,  telegraph  poles, 
railroad  ties  and  cordwood,  within  the  territory  lately  in  dispute  be¬ 
tween  the  Provinces  of  Manitoba  and  Ontario,  and  also  within  the 
territory  in  dispute  between  Ontario  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

2.  The  name  and  residence  of  each  grantee,  the  term  over  which  the 
license  of  grant  extents  ;  whether  the  license  or  permit,  is  for  cutting 
and  removing  timber,  saw  logs,  telegraph  poles,  railroad  ties,  or  cord- 
wood,  and  date  of  the  license  or  permit. 

3.  The  geographical  location  of  the  area  covered  by  ea-h  license  or 
permit  issued,  and  the  number  of  square  miles  embraced  in  each. 

4.  The  amount  of  bonuses  or  premiums  received  upon  each,  and  the 
aggregate  amount  of  the  same. 

5.  Full  particulars  as  to  the  Crown  dues  or  stumpage  charged  or 
chargeable  upon  each  license  or  permit  issued,  as  to  whether  by  per¬ 
centage  of  value  or  specific  charges,  and  the  aggregate  amount  of 
revenue  derived  from  the  same. 

6.  A  statement  or  case  of  each  license  or  permit  issued,  as  to  whether 
the  Government  had  caused  a  survey  to  be  made  of  the  same,  and  waa 
in  possession  of  estimates  made  by  its  own  surveyors,  woodsmen  or 
bushrangers,  as  to  the  kinds,  the  quantity  and  the  quality  of  timber  upon 
each  area  covered  by  such  license  or  permit. 

7.  Whether  in  each  case  where  a  license  or  permit  was  granted,  the 
berth  was  put  up  at  public  auction  after  due  public  notice  was  given 
inviting  tenders,  and  was  sold  to  the  highest  bidder,  or  whether  granted 
upon  application  or  tender  from  the  the  grantee  without  inviting  public 
competition. 

8.  In  case  of  application  by  two  or  more  parties  for  the  same  berth, 
and  competition  between  them  for  the  purchase  of  the  same,  the  name 
and  residence  of  each  applicant  and  the  particulars  of  the  tender  made 
by  each. 

9.  Copies  of  all  claims,  petitions,  remonstrances  or  communications 
made  to  the  Government  respecting  such  permits  or  licenses  and  the 
action  of  the  Goverfiment  thereon  ;  also,  a  copy  of  all  maps  and  plans 
showing  the  location  and  areas  of  such  licenses  or  permits. 

10.  A  minute  of  all  assignments  of  such  licenses  or  permits  recorded 
with  the  Government,  with  the  names  and  residence  of  the  assignor  and 
the  assignee,  and  the  consideration  in  each  case  paid. 

I  may  say  to  the  First  Minister,  with  respect  to  this  motion, 
that  an  order  has  already  been  granted  by  the  House  cover¬ 
ing  tho  whole  of  the  area  over  which  timber  licenses  havo 
been  issued.  This  is  for  the  disputed  territory,  and  the 
present  motion  is  necessary. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— SECTION  B. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  report  of  the  engineers  appointed  to  re-measure  and  re- 
classify  the  work  on  section  B  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  claim  of  the  contractors  for  said  section  for  increased  re¬ 
muneration  for  such  work,  and  for  damages. 

Also,  all  reports  of  the  engineers  in  charge  of  said  section,  or  of  the 
Engineer-in-Chief,  or  any  other  Government  engineer,  in  reference  to  the 
questions  of  measurement,  classification  or  damages,  at  issue  between 
the  Government  and  the  contractors. 

As  to  my  reasons  for  making  this  motion,  I  may  say  that 
we  wero  iuformed  by  Sir  Charles  Tapper  last  Session  that 
the  contractors  for  this  work  had  been  making  constant 
complaints  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they  were  treated  by 
the  Government  engineer  in  charge  of  the  contract.  It 
was  asserted — I  believe  it  is  a  fact — that  that  engineer 
had  been  promised  by  Order  in  Council  a  bonus  of  a  certain 
percentage  on  any  saving  he  might  effect  in  the  cost 
of  that  contract  below  the  contract  price,  and  the 
contractors  used  this  as  an  argument  to  show  that 
he  had  reason  for  treating  them  unfairly,  and  that 
he  had  treated  them  unfairly.  I  believe  that  accusa- 
tion  to  have  been  ill-founded  as  against  the  engineer 
in  question.  I  have  the  authority  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
himself  for  saying  it  was  ill-founded,  for  he  tells  us  that  Mr. 
Jennings  had  at  all  times  his  confidence  and  that  of  the 
Engineer-in-Chief.  He  repeated  that  statement  on  several 
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occasions,  and  gave  further  evidence  of  his  sincerity  in 
making  it  by  recommending  Mr.  Jennings  as  a  trustworthy 
and  able  engineer  to  his  friend  Mr.  Onderdonk,  who  has  a 
large  contract  on  another  part  of  the  railway  in  British 
Columbia.  Yet  in  the  face  of  all  those  facts,  Mr.  Manning, 
one  of  the  contractors,  wrote  to  the  Globe  and  Mail ,  assert¬ 
ing  that  they  had  demanded  the  removal  of  Mr.  Jennings 
from  that  work  because  he  was  treating  them  uniairly,  and 
that  the  Government  had  removed  him  in  consequence  of 
their  demand  and  sent  him  to  British  Columbia.  I  asked  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  last  Session  whether  he  could  authoritatively 
deny  that  statement.  He  replied  that  he  had  been  perfectly 
satisfied  with  Mr.  Jennings,  and  told  us  of  the  subsequent 
recommendation  to  which  I  have  already  alluded ;  but  he 
said  he  could  not  give  a  definite  denial  on  this  point,  because 
Mr.  Jennings’ removal  took  place  in  his  absence,  and  when 
the  Minister  now  in  charge  was  Acting  Minister  of  Railways.  I 
now  ask  from  the  Minister  himself,  who  is  conversant  with  all 
the  facts,  no  doubt,  whether  he  can  give  an  authoritative 
denial  to  that  statement.  It  is  a  very  grave  charge, 
to  be  made  public,  that  the  Government  dismissed  an 
engineer  on  the  demand  of  contractors.  As  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  said  last  Session,  he  generally  found  engineers  like 
Mr.  Jennings  were  not  those  who  got  along  smoothly 
with  contractors — those  were  his  own  words — that  engin¬ 
eers  like  Mr.  Jennings  who  honestly  and  faithfully  dis¬ 
charged  their  duties  towards  the  Government  do  not  get 
along  smoothly  with  contractors.  Mr.  Jennings  did  not 
get  along  smoothly  with  these  contractors.  It  is  quite 
certain  that  his  removal  was  demanded ;  it  is  quite  certain 
his  removal  took  place ;  but  whether  it  took  place  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  domand,  it  is  for  the  Minister  to  say.  I 
hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  able  to  clear  the  Depart¬ 
ment  from  the  reproach  which  has  hung  over  it  for  over  a 
year  and  a-kalf,  of  having  removed  an  engineer  because  he 
was  too  honest  to  suit  the  contractors.  Subsequent  to  the 
removal  of  Mr.  Jennings,  two  other  engineers,  Messrs. 
Donkin  and  Bell,  were  sent  to  section  B,  to  re-measure 
and  re-classify  the  work  done  by  the  contractors.  I  may 
remind  the  House  that  the  question  at  issue  was  more  one 
of  classification  than  of  measurement.  The  contractors 
claimed  that  certain  excavation  done  by  them  should  be 
classed  as  loose  rock  instead  of  earth,  and  that  other  work 
should  be  classified  as  rock  instead  of  loose  rock,  and  so  on  ; 
and  unfortunately  the  terms  of  the  contract  were  not  such 
as  to  alford  definite  means  of  deciding  between  the  claims 
of  the  contractors  and  those  of  the  engineer  in  charge.  The 
contract  did  not  specify  with  sufficient  distinctness  how 
certain  work  was  to  be  classified,  and  the  classification  was 
made  from  time  to  time  by  the  engineer  in  charge,  under 
directions  received  from  his  superior,  the  Engineer-in-Chief 
at  Ottawa,  and  was  made  in  opposition  to  the  claims  of  the 
contractors  that  the  work  should  be  classified  otherwise. 
Whether  the  engineer  or  the  contractor  was  right,  one  thing 
is  certain  that  the  occurrence  of  this  dispute  between  the 
Government  and  the  contractors  was  due  to  blameable 
looseness  in  the  original  framing  of  the  contract  and  to 
the  carelessness  of  the  Minister  controlling  the  Railway 
Department  in  1879,  when  the  contract  was  let,  in  not  see¬ 
ing  that  more  definite  specifications  were  inserted  and 
strictly  adhered  to.  As  this  question  of  classification 
was  referred  to  the  arbitration  which  subsequently  took 
place,  the  report  of  the  engineers,  Messrs.  Donkin  and  Bell, 
is  necessary  that  we  may  see  how  far  it  agrees  with  the  con¬ 
clusions  ultimately  reached  by  the  arbitrators.  I  ask  for  all 
reports  of  the  engineers  in  charge  of  said  section  or  of  the 
Engineer-in-Chief  or  any  other  Government  engineer,  in 
reference  to  the  questions  at  issue  between  the  Government 
and  the  contractors.  The  question  of  the  damages  referred 
to  is  a  very  loose  one,  which  I  will  say  more  about  on  a 
subsequent  motion ;  but  it  is  interesting,  important  and 
necessary  to  know  what  the  engineers  have  advised  the 
Mr.  Casey. 
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Government  from  time  to  time  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
in  order  that  we  may  be  able  to  judge  as  to  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  arbitration. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  not  the  slightest  objection  to 
bringing  down  all  the  reports  of  the  engineer,  excepting 
such  as  are  confidential,  and  the  report  of  the  Engineer-in- 
Chief  will,  of  course,  be  brought  down.  One  word  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Jennings.  I  believe  he  always  had  the 
confidence  of  the  Chief  Engineer  and  of  the  Minister,  and  it 
was  only  when  the  work  was  nearly  completed,  when  there 
was  little  for  him  to  do  here,  when  the  services  of  an  able 
man  were  required  in  British  Columbia,  that  we  made 
arrangements  by  which  the  work  should  be  handed  over  to 
another  engineer,  and  Mr.  Jennings  was  sent  to  British 
Columbia,  where  there  was  a  large  amount  of  work  to  be 
done  and  where  they  had  every  confidence  that  he  would  do 
it.  That  is  the  reason  for  the  change.  I  will  get  the 
returns,  so  far  as  they  can  be  got,  excepting  those  which 
are  confidential. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  consider  the 
report  of  Mr.  Donkin  and  Mr.  Bell  confidential  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Any  report  is  confidential  which  is  got  for 
the  purpose  of  informing  the  Minister,  and  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  for  the  Department  to  give  such  reports  as 
are  understood,  when  they  are  sent  in,  to  be  only  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Department  and  the  information  of  the  Chief 
Engineer.  Beyond  that  they  will  be  bi’ought  down. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  answering  my 
question.  I  asked  him  definitely  if  the  report  of  Mr.  Donkin 
and  Mr.  Bell  is  one  of  those  which  he  would  consider  con¬ 
fidential. 

Mr.  POPE,  I  will  look  it  up  and  see. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  are  many  things  which  the  lion, 
gentleman  will  have  to  look  up  and  see.  He  has  gone 
quite  astray  in  one  explanation  he  gave  to-day,  as  to  the 
reasons  for  Mr.  Jennings’  removal,  and  he  has  neglected  to 
give  an  authoritative  denial  when  I  asked  him  if  it  was  for 
certain  reasons.  I  ask  him  if  it  was  at  the  demand  of  Mr. 
Manning  that— — 

Mr.  POPE.  It  was  not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  have  at  last  got  that  information  out  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  after  a  long  struggle.  I  struggled  with 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  part  of  one  eveneng  last  Session,  and 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  for  part  of  one  evening,  and  at 
last  he  has  given  the  answer,  in  a  faint  and  half-hearted 
fashion.  The  explanation  does  not,  however,  accord  with 
the  facts,  and  I  must  conclude  that  his  memory  has  failed 
him  in  that  respect.  He  says  that  Mr.  Jennings  was  removed 
because  his  services  were  particularly  required  in  British 
Columbia,  whereas  Sir  Charles  Tupper  told  us  it  was  because 
the  work  on  section  B  was  so  small  that  another  could 
take  charge  of  them. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  just  said  so. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Mr.  Jennings  was  sent  out  in  the  autumn 
of  1882 — September,  I  believe— to  British  Columbia,  to  do 
this  important  work,  and  he  remained  there  till  about 
Christmas,  or  in  all  about  three  months.  He  came  home  on 
account  of  illness  in  his  family,  and  he  was  not  required 
after  that  time,  and  though  for  months  he  kept  asking  to 
be  sent  back  to  British  Columbia,  they  found  no  work  for  him 
to  do  there.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  have  to  look  into  that 
explanation  again  before  he  concludes  that  he  has  been 
correctly  informed.  As  to  the  withholding  of  confidential 
reports,  or  as  to  what  reports  should  be  considered  confiden¬ 
tial,  I  am  not  sufficiently  versed  in  the  ways  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Railways  to  say  what  has  been  the  custom,  but  I 
am  inclined  to  think  that  the  hon.  Minister  is  disposed, 
from  his  conduct  the  other  night,  to  construe  that  class  of 
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reports  rather  too  widely.  I  fear  that  in  this  case  he  will 
eliminate  everything  which  is  interesting  to  the  House  and 
the  country,  those  things  for  the  purpose  of  getting  which 
I  have  moved  the  resolution — those  very  things  which  the 
House  has  a  right  to  get  and  which  are  required  to  enable 
one  to  judge  as  to  whether  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  arbitration  has  been  judicious  and 
proper. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  What  position  did  Mr.  Jennings 
receive  in  British  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  He  was  romoved  to  one  of  the  engineers  in 
Mr.  Ondordonk’s  contract.  It  was  a  very  important  posi- 
sition,  the  duties  of  which  were  just  beginning  when  his 
work  here  was  nearly  done. 

Mr.  MACKENKIE.  Was  he  in  charge  of  an  under  con¬ 
tract  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Was  his  position  subordinate  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  He  was  under  Mr.  Smith. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Of  course;  they  were  all  under 

him. 

Mr.  POPE.  He  had  charge  under^Mr.  Smith. 

Mi*.  MACKENZIE.  He  was  next  to  Mr.  Smith  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  was  the  intention.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  understand  that  I  cannot  speak  by  the  book  as  to 
any  particular  position  he  occupied,  because  he  was  sent 
there  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper. 

Mr.  CAS E \  .  Sir  Charles  Tupper  says  he  was  sent  there 

by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

.  M r-  P?PE-  says  no  such  thing.  But  I  will  get  the 

information. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Of  course  there  is  no  use  asking 
any  further  questions.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
know  we  need  not  ask.  With  regard,  however,  to  confi¬ 
dential  reports,  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  consider 
reports  with  regard  to  measurements  and  classification  of 
material  as  confidential  reports.  m 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  report  which  states 
the  facts  for  the  information  of  the  Minister,  and  not 
opinions  as  to  the  character  and  conduct  of  persons — reports 
of  investigations  which  the  engineers  are  instructed  to  make 
as  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  the  classification  of  materials  &c. 
cannot  be  regarded  as  confidential.  With  reference  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Jennings  went  to  British 
Columbia,  we  are  in  great  mystery.  If  my  hon.  friend 
from  EJgin  (Mr.  Casey),  be  correct,  the  Minister  of  Bail  ways 
stated  last.Session  that  he  could  not  tell,  because  it  was  the 
Acting  Minister  who  sent  him  there  during  his  absence. 
To-day,  when  the  Acting  Minister,  in  the  absence  of  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  is  Acting  Minister  in  the  absence  of  any 
Minister  at  all,  he  tells  us  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  sent  him. 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  could  not  speak  by  the  book  last  Session 
because  the  hon  gentleman  had  sent  Mr.  Jennings  to  British 
Columbia  ;  now,  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  speak  by  the 
book  because,  he  says,  he  was  sent  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper. 

Mi.  POPE.  I  do  speak  by  the  boob,  so  far  as  leaving 
here  was  concerned.  _  His  work  here  was  nearly  completed, 
it  could  be  done  without  him,  and  it  did  not  require  his 
services.  It  was  understood,  while  I  was  acting,  that  he 
would  go  to  British  Columbia  and  take  an  important  posi¬ 
tion  there  on  an  important  work.  What  instructions  he 
had  after  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  gave  him,  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  what  they  were,  because  I  do  not  carry 
these  things  in  my  book ;  but  1  will  ascertain  and  let  the  hon. 
gentleman  know. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— CONSTRUCTION 
BETWEEN  PORT  ARTHUR  AND  WINNIPEG. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for : 

Statement  of  sums  paid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
up  to  date,  for  construction  on  those  portions  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  the  contract  for  which 
has  been  transferred  to  them  from  the  original  contractors,  with  dates 
of  payment ;  also  copies  of  estimates  on  which  such  payments  have 
been  made,  showing  quantities  and  rates. 

He  said  :  I  have  to  urge  that  there  is  a  very  particular 
reason  for  asking  for  a  detailed  statement  of  these  payments. 
I  find  that  on  September  28th,  1883,  Auditor  General 
McDougall  wrote  Mr  Bradley,  of  the  Railway  Department, 
asking  for  a  copy  of  the  agreement  under  which  a  certain 
certificate  for  $136,000  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was 
made  out.  Mr.  Bradley  referred  him  to  the  Order  in 
Council  of  July  9th  previous,  and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Yan 
Horne,  as  constituting  together  the  only  agreement  under 
which  this  money  was  to  be  paid.  I  propose  to  call  your 
attention  to  the  vague  nature  of  that  agreement.  On 
October  4th,  he  wanted  farther  a  statement  showing  that 
the  work  remaining  undone  on  the  line  would  cost  at  least 
$926,000,  the  sum  stated  on  the  agreement,  and  pointed 
out  that  it  was  specially  necessary  to  get  that  Order  in 
Council,  because  it  was  not  work  done  under  contract 
in  the  usual  way.  He  said  : 

“  I  should  be  glad  to  have  a  statement  showing  that  the  work  left 
undone  on  the  line  would  cost  at  least  $926,000.  I  think  it  important 
to  get  this  information,  as  the  work  was  given  without  tenders  having 
been  called  for.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  find,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  not  only  were 
no  tenders  called  for,  but  no  specifications  were  made  and 
no  particulars  agreed  upon  between  the  Government  and 
the  company,  so  far  as  I  can  find,  as  to  what  the  work  was 
to  be,  except  in  regard  to  a  very  few  details.  I  must 
trouble  you  with  a  few  extracts  from  the  correspondence  and 
the  Order  in  Council,  to  try  and  show  what  the  agreement 
really  was.  I  confess  I  have  not  been  able  myself  to  form 
a  very  clear  idea  of  what  was  to  be  done  under  this  agree¬ 
ment,  and  I  doubt  if  the  Minister  had  any  clear  idea.  In 
fact,  it  seems  to  have  been  on©  of  those  curious  contracts 
between  the  Government  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  which  the  company  are  able  to  interpret  most 
favorably  to  themselves,  and  in  regard  to  which  the 
Government  do  not  seem  to  have  any  chance  of  contending 
with  them  before  any  tribunal.  The  secretary  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  on  the  17th  of  May,  1883,  writes : 

“  Referring  to  the  negotiations  tvhich  have  been  lately  taking  place, 
with  a  view  to  the  reception  by  this  company  of  the  Thunder  Bay 
branch,  from  Rat  Portage  to  Prince  Arthur’s  Landing,  I  am  instructed 
by  the  directors  of  this  company  to  state,  that  while  the  company  are 
prepared  to  take  over  this  portion  of  the  railway  and  equip  and  operate 
it,  they  have  not  as  yet  had  time  to  complete  the  examination  of  it,  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  it  has  been  completed,  or  to  which  its  condition 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  the  contract  between  the  Government 
and  the  company. 

“  In  order,  therefore,  to  prevent  any  misconstruction  hereafter,  as  to 
the  position  of  the  company  in  assuming  possession  of  this  portion 
of  the  railway,  I  am  instructed  to  say  that  it  will  be  taken  over 
by  the  company,  under  express  reserve  of  the  rights  of  the  com¬ 
pany  to  have  it  completed  in  all  respects  in  conformity  with  the  con¬ 
tract,  to  the  same  extent  as  if  the  company  were  not  now  undertaking  its 
operation. 

“  I  am  further  instructed  to  state  that  the  company  have  reason  to 
believe  that  its  condition  and  state  of  preparation  are  open  to  all  the 
objections  contained  m  their  letter  to  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  under  date  the  2nd  of  February,  1882,  with  refereuce  to  the 
line  between  Telford  and  Rat  Portage.  In  addition  to  the  points 
suggested  in  that  letter,  and  without  relinquishing  any  right  of  the 
company  in  respect  of  any  matter  not  designatad  here,  I  would  indicate 
various  timber  trestles  across  water  stretches,  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  company,  would  require  to  be  filled,  in  whole  or  in  part,  to  conform 
to  the  spirit  of  the  contract ;  and  it  is  probable,  also,  that  timber  work 
of  various  bridges  require  renewal,  from  decay  having  taken  place 
since  such  work  was  constructed.” 

He  seems  to  have  had  a  lower  opinion  of  the  work  done 
on  that  part  of  the  line  than  the  hon.  Minister  had  the 
other  day.  He  goes  on : 
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“  Without  further  specifying  details  in  which  the  company  believe  the 
work  is  undoubtedly  incomplete,  I  have  only  to  repeat  that  in  assuming 
this  portion  of  the  railway,  the  company  do  so  under  express  reserve,  not 
only  of  their  rights  in  respect  to  the  matter  referred  to  above,  and  in 
their  former  letter,  but  also  of  all  other  matters  in  connection  with  thi3 
section,  which  they  would  be  entitled  by  their  contract  to  have  adjusted 
if  they  had  awaited  the  entire  completion  of  the  work  before  taking  pos¬ 
session  of  it.” 

This  letter  goes  on  to  refer  to  details  in  regard  to  which 
there  was  apparently  nothing  put  in  writing ;  but  we  find 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Y anHorne,  of  the  3rd  of  J lily,  to  the  Acting 
Minister  of  .Railways,  in  which  he  says  : 

“  Owing  to  the  necessity  of  immediate  action,  no  details  were  agreed 
upon  (between  him  and  the  Government),  except  that  so  much  ot  the 
work  as  was  covered  by  the  contract  of  Manning,  McDonald,  McLaren 
&  Oo.  should  be  completed  by  the  company  at  contract  prices,  less  15 
per  cent.,  which  had  been  allowed  the  contractors  for  preliminary  work. 
This  work  was  all  included  in  what  is  known  as  contract  42.” 

He  then  goes  on  to  point  out  that  contracts  41,  25  and  13 
were  also  incomplete,  that  several  stations  and  side  tracks, 
&c.,  were  wanted  along  the  line  between  section  B  and 
Winnipeg,  that  some  19,000  or  20,000  feet  of  side  track,  25 
station  buildings,  27  section  houses,  2  engine  sheds  and 
turn-tables,  and  20  tanks  were  required.  He  also  makes 
vague  statements  to  the  etfect  that  a  largo  amount  of  bal¬ 
lasting  would  be  required,  that  ties  were  decaying  and 
required  renewal,  and  that  the  line,  in  short,  though  not 
yet  completed,  needed  considerable  repairs,  and  that  some 
new  work  would  have  to  be  done  to  conform  it  to  the  com¬ 
pany’s  standard,  instead  of  the  low  standard  which  had 
been  latterly  established  by  the  Government.  He  said  : 

“It  is  already  apparent  that  many  difficult  and  embarrassing  questions 
will  arise  in  connection  with  the  final  completion  of  the  railway  ;  and, 
with  a  view  to  avoiding  these,  and  to  securing  the  completion  of  the 
line  and  buildings  in  conformity  with  the  standards  of  the  company, 
which,  in  most  cases,  differ  from  those  of  the  Government,  the  company 
desire  to  propose  to  relieve  the  Government  of  the  entire  work  for  a 
lump  sum,” 

Mr.  VanHorneputs  the  case  very  neatly.  “  In  order  to  avoid 
all  embarrassing  questions  that  might  arise  in  connection 
with  the  final  completion  of  the  railway,”  he  offers  to  take  it 
for  a  lump  sum — in  order  to  avoid  any  embarrassing  ques¬ 
tions  as  to  the  proper  cost  of  what  he  had  taken,  whether  it 
was  at  contract  prices  or  not,  I  suppose.  He  proposes  to 
simplify  the  matter,  and  he  says  : 

“  The  company  will  undertake,  for  the  sum  of  $940, 000,  to  complete 
in  a  first-class  manner  the  entire  line  from  Selkirk  to  Winnipeg,  and 
provide  all  sidings  and  all  depots,  section  houses,  engine  sheds,  and  all 
other  usual  and  necessary  structures,  and  make  all  renewals  of  ties  and 
bridges,  and  do  all  other  necessary  work,” 

And  so  on.  These  are  the  only  specifications,  I  think.  The 
line  is  to  be  completed  in  a  first-class  manner.  And  what  is 
a  first-class  mannor  ?  In  an  Order  in  Council  adopted  by 
the  Government,  the  work  is  to  be  completed  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Chief  Engineer  ;  there  is  no  other  definition  of 
what  a  first-class  manner  is.  It  is  all  left  to  the  option  of 
the  Chief  Engineer,  aDd  we  have  found  before  that  that  gen¬ 
tleman  was  not  hard  to  satisfy.  He  was  satisfied,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  after  an  inspection  of  a  few  hours  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company’s  books  at  Montreal, 
that  all  the  expenditures  of  the  past  few  years  had  been 
proper,  and  were  devoted  to  the  objects  intended ; 
and  he  so  reported  to  the  Government.  It  wag 

not  hard  to  satisfy  him  then,  and  I  do  not 

suppose  it  would  he  with  regard  to  the  final  completion  of 
this  road.  At  all  events,  there  is  no  absolute  standard  by 
which  the  manner  of  completing  the  road  is  to  be  tried.  At 
the  close  of  his  letter,  Mr.  YanHorne  explains  that  the  ad¬ 
ditional  15  per  cent,  deducted  from  the  payment  to  con¬ 
tractors  for  preliminary  work  would  bring  up  his  offer  to 
the  sum  of  $981,000,  instead  of  the  sum  of  $940,000,  first 
mentioned.  The  next  day  the  Chief  Engineer  reported 
that  he  had  made  a  calculation  of  what  the  cost  of  the  work 
would  be,  and  he  agreed  approximately  with  Mr.  Yan 
Horne’s  estimate;  I  find  next  a  memorandum,  dated  the  5th 
Mr.  Casey. 


February  16, 


of  July,  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture,  then  acting  as 
Minister  of  Railways,  advising  the  acceptance  of  Mr.  Yan 
Horne’s  offer,  but  he  states  the  sum  at  $926,000  instead  of 
$981,000.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  a  note  of 
these  figures  and  explain  how  this  discrepancy  arose.  It 
turns  out  that  by  the  acceptance  of  this  offer  from  Mr.  Yan 
Horne  the  only  safeguard  contained  in  the  first  agreement 
between  the  Government  and  the  company,  viz.,  that  the 
remainder  of  the  work  on  section  B  was  to  bo 
finished  at  contract  prices,  is  taken  away.  Instead 
of  forcing  them  to  finish  at  those  rates  and  do  the 
other  work  at  a  lump  sum,  it  is  proposed  to  do  the  whole 
work  at  a  lump  sum,  no  amount  being  fixed  for  any  par¬ 
ticular  part  of  the  work.  And  there  is,  as  I  have  said  in  a 
former  debate,  no  specification  of  what  has  to  be  done, 
no  appropriation  of  any  part  of  the  money  for  any  particu¬ 
lar  work,  no  price  agreed  upon  for  such  work  as  is  done. 
The  Chief  Engineer  is  to  make  a  report,  from  time  to  time, 
as  to  how  much  is  done.  On  what  scale  of  prices 
he  is  to  base  his  report  I  cannot  imagine,  because 
he  has  nothing  to  go  by  as  to  the  price  of  the 
work  done,  although  it  is  his  certificate  which  entitle 
the  company  to  payment.  I  find  that  certificates 
which  are  brought  down  amongst  the  papers  contain 
no  allusion  to  details  at  all.  The  company  intimate 
from  time  to  time  that  they  require  a  little  money,  the 
engineer  certifies  that  a  certain  lump  sum  is  due  on  the 
work,  and  the  company  are  paid.  It  is  for  that  reason  I 
want  to  get  copies  of  the  estimates  on  which  such  payments 
have  been  made,  showing  the  quantities  and  rates.  It 
appears  from  a  subsequent  letter  of  Mr.  YanHorne  that 
there  was  an  agreement  with  the  Government,  of  which  I 
find  no  trace  but  this  letter.  This  agreement  was  to  the 
effect  that  the  company  could  take  over  the  rolling  stock  at 
a  valuation.  I  find  that  valuators  were  agreed  on  by  the 
company  and  the  Government,  who  valued  the  rolling 
stock  at  $185,000,  leaving  the  sum  of  $740,000  still  due  the 
company.  Now  it  will  be  remembered  also  that  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  estimated,  in  a  speech  of  last  year  on  this 
item,  in  Supply,  the  total  amount  remaining  to  be  done  to 
finish  this  contract — the  contract  for  section  B — $359,800, 
leaving,  out  of  the  $966,000,  a  balance  of  $607,800  to  be 
paid  to  the  company  for  work  outside  the  completion  of 
section  B.  I  should  like  the  hon.  Minister  to  explain  how 
this  estimate  of  the  value  of  that  work  was  arrived  at. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  permits,  licenses  or  liberties  given  to  any  person  or 
persons  to  cut  timber  in  any  part  of  the  territory  declared  by  the  Order 
of  the  Queen  in  Council  to  be  within  the  Province  of  Ontario?  Also, 
the  name  or  names  of  the  person  or  persons  obtaining  such  permission  ; 
the  extent  of  territory  embraced,  the  amount  received  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  amount,  if  any,  still  unpaid  by  the  party  or  parties  for 
such  permission  ? — (Mr.  Mills.) 

Return  showing  the  expenses,  in  detail  with  dates,  incurred  by  the 
several  members  of  the  Government  and  any  other  person  or  persons  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  sent  to  England  or  elsewhere,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  from  23th  of  January,' 1884,  to  date. — (Mr.  Somer- 
vi  le,  Brant.) 

Copies  of  all  reports  and  communications  made  to  the  Government 
by  the  Port  Credit  Harbor  Company  and  all  memorials,  petitions, 
reports  of  engineers  and  correspondence  in  reference  to  the  condition 
and  state  of  repair  of  the  said  harbor, — (Mr,  Platt.) 

Copy  of  a  certain  pamphlet  entitled  “The  National  Policy,”  purport¬ 
ing  to  have  been  printed  by  the  Industrial  Publishing  Company  and 
purchased  in  1883-84  by  the  Government  and  circulated  in  England,  with 
a  view  of  promoting  emigration  to  Canada,  together  with  a  statement 
of  the  number  of  pamphlets  purchased,  the  price  paid  and  name  of  the 
author,  the  publisher  and  person  to  whom  the  payments  were  made ; 
also  copies  of  all  pamphlets  purchased  or  circulated  by  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  since  1st  January,  1883. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  being  a  wild  night,  I 
will  not  ask  the  House  to  meet  again,  but  move  that  we 
adjourn. 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  think  that  we  might  sit  to-night 
and  get  through  the  Order  paper,  and  adjourn  to-morrow 
night  instead,  so  as  to  give  hon.  members  an  opportunity  of 
enjoying  the  reading  of  the  famous  humorist,  Mark  Twain. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  House,  of  course,  will 
judge  to-morrow,  as  to  whether  it  will  cut  the  Session  in 
twain  or  not,  but  this  boing  such  a  wild  night,  t  think  we 
had  better  adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  6:10  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  17th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  37)  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Company. -(Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

Bill  (No.  38)  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junction  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Diocese  of 
Qa’Appelle,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith.— 

(Mr.  Mulock.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  further  relating  to  the  Central  Bank  of  New 
Brunswick.— (Mr.  Temple.) 

Bill  (No.  42)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  offences  against 
the  person. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

Bill  (No.  43)  to  authorise  the  Royal  Canadian  Insurance 
Company  to  reduce  its  capital  stock,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

THE  RAILWAY  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  Mr.  J.  W.  Bain  be 
added  to  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Railways, 
Canals  and  Telegraph  Lines. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT— ASH  WEDNESDAY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  this  day,  it  do  stand  adjourned  until  Thursday 
next  at  three  o’clock. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  AFFECTING  ANIMALS. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No,  44) 
respecting  infectious  or  contagious  diseases  affecting 
animals. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Bill  is  a  consolidation,  with  certain 
amendments  which  are  required  to  the  existing  Act,  the 
better  to  enable  it  to  be  carried  out,  but  without  altering 
the  principle  in  the  slightest  degree.  The  amendments  are 
pretty  numerous,  but  are  of  no  importance  so  far  as  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  concerned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 


DUTIES  OF  JUSTICES  OP  THE  PEACE. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  41) 
to  amend  the  Act  respecting  duties  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
in  relation  to  summary  convictions. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  This  Bill  is  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
amending  the  53rd  section  of  chapter  31,  relating  to  summary 
convictions  before  Justices  of  the  Peace,  so  that  the  form 
contained  in  the  schedule  of  that  Act  shall  conform  to  the 
53rd  section.  At  present,  considerable  difficulty  often  arises 
owing  to  Justices  of  the  Peace  following  the  form  prescribed 
in  the  Act,  and  in  doing  so  including  in  the  conviction  the 
words : 

“Unless  the  said  sums  and  the  cost  and  charges  of  conveying  the  said 
prisoner  to  the  said  common  gaol  shall  be  sooner  paid.” 

The  section  under  which  that  conviction  is  mado  does  not 
provide  any  express  words  for  that  part  of  the  conviction, 
and  accordingly  it  has  been  held,  and  is  laid  down  in  the 
books,  that  the  conviction  can  be  quashed  on  the  ground  of 
the  Act  not  directing  explicitly  that  these  words  shall 
appear.  Either  the  form  or  the  section  ought  to  be  amended. 
I  propose  to  amend  the  section. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

BANKRUPTCY  AND  INSOLVENCY. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN,  in  the  absence  of  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald,  moved : 

That  all  the  Petitions  presented  to  this  House  on  the  subject  of  bank¬ 
ruptcy  and  insolvency  be  referred  to  th8  Select  Committee  on  those 
subjects, 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CENSUS  COMMISSIONERS  AND  ENUMERATORS. 

Mr.  POPE  moved : 

That  the  report  of  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  certain  proposed 
resolutions  respecting  the  rates  and  allowances  to  certain  census  com¬ 
missioners  and  enumerators,  be  received,  and  that  the  said  resolutions  be 
read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  bon.  gentleman  was  not  here  when 
the  discussion  took  place  on  the  resolutions.  It  was  then 
arranged  that,  on  the  reception  of  the  report,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  would  modify  the  resolutions  by  introducing  maxi¬ 
mum  rates.  If  not  advised  of  this,  he  had  better  defer  the 
order. 

Mr.  POPE,  I  did  not  hear  anything  of  that  kind,  nor  do 
I  think  it  could  well  be  done.  In  the  first  place,  we  did 
establish  a  maximum  rate  for  the  census  commissioners,  $4 
per  day,  and  a  maximum  rate  for  the  enumerators,  $3  per 
day,  made  up  in  different  ways — so  much  per  mile,  so  much 
per  family,  &c.  Notwithstanding  that,  and  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  it  was  the  rule  adopted  in  the  larger  Provinces 
we  found  when  we  got  into  the  Territories  and  British 
Columbia  that  people  would  not  take  the  census  at  maximum 
rates,  although  in  Manitoba  we  had  no  difficulty,  as  a  rule. 
Although  these  are  my  maximum  rates  at  this  moment,  I 
must  be  at  liberty  to  pay  enough  to  enable  me  to  get  men 
to  do  the  work  in  places  where  these  rates  will  not  suffice. 
The  difficulty  in  paying  as  they  do  in  the  United  States,  so 
much  per  head  for  every  man,  woman  and  child  enumerated 
is  this,  that  you  give  a  bonus  to  the  enumerators  to  inscribe 
more  people  than  there  really  are.  Speaking  with  a  gentle¬ 
man  conversant  with  this  subject,  in  Washington,  last 
spring,  he  told  me  that  there  were  really  more  people 
enumerated  in  the  United  States  than  the  country  had 
through  this  system  of  paying  so  much  per  head. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  shows  the  difficulty  of  proceeding 
with  a  measure  in  the  absence  of  the  Minister  who  is 
responsible  for  it.  In  this  case  he  appears  not  to  have 
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had  his  attention  directed  to  the  discussion  which  took 
place  during  his  absence,  when  the  proposition  was  sug¬ 
gested  from  this  side  of  the  House  that  maximum  rates 
should  be  established,  and  wherein  closing  the  discussion, 
the  hon.  the  First  Minister  said  : 

“  These  resolutions  are  merely  to  fix  the  rate  of  remuneration,  and  the? 
in  no  way  pledge  the  House,  except  as  to  this  point,  especially  when 
the  proposition  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  carried  into  effect, 
and  a  maximum  is  stated.’’  , 

My  proposal  was  that  the  Bill  should  contain  the  maximum 
rates  but  when  we  come  to  the  discussion  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  dissents  from  that  view,  and  gives  reasons,  more  or  less 
valid,  which,  lie  says,  render  it  imprudent  that  maximum 
rates  should  ho  stated. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  want  me  to  do 
an  impossibility. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  want  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
perform  an  impossibility.  There  are  a  great  many  possi¬ 
bilities  that  he  is  quite  unable  to  perform,  and  I  would  not 
be  so  unreasonable  as  to  ask  him  to  go  further.  I  am  dis¬ 
cussing  the  question  as  it  was  understood  to  be  settled  on 
the  last  occasion  ;  of  course,  if  the  House  is  satisfied  by  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  within  a  certain  por¬ 
tion  of  our  territory  and  under  certain  circumstances, 
exceptional  rates  have  to  be  paid,  that  may  bo  a  reason  for 
relaxing  a  wholesome  rule  and  allowing  the  hon.  gentleman 
the  latitude  he  desires  in  those  portions.  The  hoD.  gentle¬ 
man  has  stated  with  reference  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
that  he  has  no  difficulty  in  fixing  a  maximum.  Why  not 
fix  it  for  that  Province  and  make  an  exception  for  the 
cases  which  necessitate  one  ?  If  there  he  a  portion  of  the 
North-West  Territories  in  which  it  is  impossible  to  fix  the 
rates,  let  us  give  discretion  to  the  hon.  Minister  limited  to 
that  region  and  to  the  circumstances  which  render  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  give  that  discretion.  It  seems  to  roe,  after  the 
understanding  reached  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  absence, 
that  he  is  called  upon  on  this  occasion,  unless  there  be  some 
overruling  necessity  to  the  contrary,  to  fix  a  maximum 
rate  where  he  can. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  did  not  speak  for  all  Manitoba  but  for  the 
thickly  settled  parts.  If  I  were  to  fix  a  maximum  for  tak¬ 
ing  the  whole  of  the  census,  I  should  have  to  fix  it  at  a  price 
that  would  place  me  in  an  awkward  position  in  dealing 
with  places  where  the  census  ought  to  be  takon  at  a  lower 
rate.  I  say  that  the  maximum  rate  will  be  $3  per  day, 
calculated  as  I  have  before  said,  for  the  enumerators,  and 
84  a  day  for  the  commissioners.  From  that  I  will  have  to 
vary  considerably  in  some  parts  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  and  in  British  Columbia.  This  is  the  same  course  as 
that  taken  last  Session  when  I  do  not  think  any  ono  com¬ 
plained  that  wo  gave  too  much,  though  there  were  many 
complaints  that  we  did  not  give  enough.  In  fact,  I  doubted 
myself  sometimes  whether  I  was  not  inclined  to  be  a  little 
too  economical  in  that  case. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  if  the  hon.  gentleman  deter¬ 
mines  to  depart  from  the  understanding  of  the  other  day, 
and  without  reason  or  cause  refuses  to  fix  a  maximum  rate 
which  his  colleagues  actually  declared  was  reasonable,  in  so 
far  as  it  could  be  done,  we  know  our  position  in  this  House 
and  are  powerless  to  resist  him. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  resolutions  read  the  second  time. 
SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  21)  to  provide  for  the  taking  of  a  Census  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories  and  the 
District  of  Keewatin. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

Mr.  Blake. 


February  17, 

INSURANCE  ACT,  1879,  AMENDMENT. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  that  Bill  (No.  20)  to 
modify  the  application  of  “  The  Consolidated  Insurance  Act, 
1879,”  be  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  As  the  House  is  aware,  this 
is  a  Bill  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  amending  the  Insur¬ 
ance  Act  of  1879.  Under  the  operation  of  that  Act,  no 
organisation  or  company  giving  insurance  under  the  assess¬ 
ment  principle  was  allowed  to  transact  business  in  ihe 
Dominion  of  Canada,  unless  it  deposited  850,000.  A  number 
of  associations  have  come  into  existence  since  that  Act  was 
passed.  I  may  mention  the  Foresters,  the  United  Order  of 
Woi’kmen,  an  organisation  of  the  Masonic  body,  a  large 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  organisations  in  different  parts 
of  the  Dominion,  especially  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  the  Odd¬ 
fellows,  the  Sons  of  Temperance,  the  Commercial  Travellers’ 
Association,  the  Grangers,  the  Civil  Service  organisation,  and 
others  that  practically,  under  the  operation  of  the  law,  have 
been  acting  in  violation  of  its  conditions  and  provisions. 
There  have  also  been  representatives  of  associations  and 
companies  in  the  United  States,  who  have  been  issuing  poli¬ 
cies,  receiving  money  and  taking  risks  upon  the  same  prin¬ 
ciple  since  that  period.  It  was  found  exceedingly  difficult 
to  take  legal  action  against  one  of  these  without  treating 
all  who  had,  under  the  strict  provisions  of  the  law,  violated 
it,  in  the  same  way,  and  there  were  many  reasons  why  the 
Government  thought  that  fraternal  organisations  such  as  I 
have  named,  that  were  incorporated  either  by  the  Local 
Legislatures  or  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  were  doing 
business  on  the  assessment  principle,  should  not  be  subject 
to  tho  law,  but  should  be  permitted  to  do  business  under 
certain  conditions  without  making  the  deposit  of  850,000. 
The  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  intended  to  meet  the  case  of 
such  organisations,  whose  members  are  largely  men  in 
moderate  circumstances,  who  perhaps  could  not  pay  up  the 
sum  required  under  the  provisions  in  regard  to  regular 
insurance  companies. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  observe,  has  intro¬ 
duced  a  provision  by  which  these  various  associations  may 
carry  on  their  business  if  they  are  licensed  to  do  it. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  If  they  are  registered. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  that  registration  is  to  bo  at  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Minister  of  Finance. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Of  the  Treasury  Board,  I 
think. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  there  is  the  Superintendent  and 
the  Minister  and  the  Board,  but  we  understand  who  the 
ruling  spirit  is.  It  is  therefore  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Minister,  without  any  principle  of  action  being  set  forth 
upon  which  that  discretion  is  to  be  exercised,  that  these 
associations  are  to  be  permitted  to  carry  on  their  business. 
I  think  that  a  very  objectionable  provision  indeed.  I  think 
the  general  principle  upon  which  the  decision  is  to  be 
reached  ought  to  be  stated  in  the  legislation,  but  there  is  no 
hint  given  in  the  Bill  which  is  to  guide  the  Minister  in 
agreeing  to  or  refusing  to  permit  a  registration. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Under  the  general  Act  tho 
powers  given  are  very  considerable,  and  the  Commissioner 
of  Insurance  has  very  large  power  in  the  matter.  It  would 
be  upon  his  recommendation  that  action  would  be  taken, 
but,  as  long  as  the  inspection  system  continues  under  the 
Act  of  1879  or  under  this  Act,  very  considerable  powers 
must  be  given  to  that  officer,  because  it  would  be  very  largely 
on  his  report  as  to  the  condition  of  the  company  that  the 
registration  would  be  granted  or  refused.  I  do  not  know 
what  conditions  the  hon.  gentleman  would  introduce  to 
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define  the  case  in  which  the  application  should  be 
accepted  or  rejected.  It  strikes  me  that  it  would  bo 
exceedingly  difficult  to  do  that.  Our  experience  in 
the  last  few  years  has  been  that  there  have  been 
organisations  operating  not  so  much  in  the  Dominion 
but  without  the  Dominion,  with  agents  in  the  Dominion, 
companies  or  organisations  authorised  by  the  State  Legis¬ 
latures  which  have  had  representatives  here  transacting 
business,  and  that  has  not  been  found  to  be  a  safe  or  satisfac¬ 
tory  plan.  If  we  take  any  of  those  fraternal  organizations 
such  as  I  have  named,  I  cannot  see  very  well  how  any  great 
difficulty  can  occur  by  requiring  them  to  submit  a  state¬ 
ment  of  their  rules  and  regulations  and  the  conditions  upon 
which  the  payments  are  to  be  made.  They  cannot  vary 
very  much,  because  all  these  organisations  act  on  the  prin¬ 
ciple  that,  on  the  death  of  one  of  the  members,  a  certain 
sum  must  bo  paid.  Of  course,  there  might  be  some  pro¬ 
vision  which  it  would  bo  quite  clear  to  the  Inspector  of 
Insurance  could  not  be  recognised,  and  he  might  not  be 
able  to  recommend  that  the  company  should  be  registei-ed. 
I  do  not,  however,  see  how  any  conditions  or  terms  can  be 
stated  in  the  Bill  which  will  define  what  will  authorise  the 
parties  to  submit  a  statement  of  their  affairs  to  be  regis¬ 
tered,  There  must  be  very  considerable  power  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  given  to  the  Inspector,  and  I  do  not  seo  how 
we  can  introduce  anything  that  would  be  definite,  and  at 
the  same  time  would  work  satisfactorily. 

Mi*.  MILLS.  But  if  they  are  incorporated  under  a  law 
of  the  Provinces  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Theso  organisations  must  be 
incorporated  either  by  the  Provincial  Legislatures  or  the 
Dominion  Parliament. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Do  you  propose  to  control  the  provincial 
incorporations  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Bill  says  that  only  those 
companies  shall'  bo  registered  which  have  been  authorised 
either  by  the  Local  Legislatures  or  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment. 


Mr.  CASEY.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  that  the 
prohibition  shall  apply  to  companies  incorporated  under 
local  Acts  within  any  particular  Province  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  We  do  not  propose  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  them  at  all. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  the  ’hon.  Ministor  of  Finance  could 
allow  this  Bill  to  stand  over  for  a  short  time  I  know  it 
would  please  some  persons.  I  have  had  some  communi¬ 
cations  from  some  bodies  in  connection  with  it,  and  their 
intention  was  to  attend  before  the  Minister,  with  a  view 
of  discussing  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  am  not  at  present 
in  possession  of  their  arguments,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
present  their  case,  but  1  know,  from  the  communications 
that  I  have  had,  that  some  bodies  have  serious  objections  to 
the  Bill.  The  particular  bodies  from  which  I  have  had 
communications  are  the  Trade  and  Labor  Council,  and  one 
of  the  orders  tho  hon.  Finance  Minister  has  named.  We  are 
at  a  very  early  date  of  the  Session,  and  the  Bill  has  been  a 
very  short  time  before  the  House.  It  is  true  that  it  was 
introduced  last  year,  but  it  was  withdrawn,  and  was  only 
distributed  a  week  ago  yesterday.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
public  interest  would  not  suffer  by  the  second  reading  being 
allowed  to  stand  over. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  may  state  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  that  it  is  exactly  the  same  Bill — not  altered  one  word— - 
that  was  introduced  last  Session.  We  had  various  deputa¬ 
tions  to  the  Government  expressive  of  their  views,  and 
communications  from  many  religious  organisations  in  favor 
of  the  principles  of  this  Bill.  There  were  some  objections 
raised  to  it  because  at  the  time  parties  were  not  in  a  position 


to  take  advantage  of  it,  but  they  represented  that  if  it  stood 
over  for  another  year,  they  would  be  in  a  position  to  take 
advantage  of  its  provisions.  That  was  one  reason  why,  at 
the  closo  of  last  Session,  these  parties  remonstrated  against 
our  enacting  and  passing  the  Bill  then.  Therefore,  it  was 
thought  bettor  to  give  these  various  organisations  a  year  to 
put  themselves  in  a  position  to  come  under  the  operations  of 
the  Bill.  If  there  is  any  wish  on  the  part  of  any  number 
of  hon.  members  of  the  House  that  the  second  reading 
should  be  deferred  for  a  few  days,  there  is  no  objection  to 
allowing  it  to  stand  over. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  Minister  pro¬ 
pose  referring  it  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com¬ 
merce,  or  to  pass  it  through  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Through  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  that  be  the  case  I 
think  it  certainly  had  better  stand  over  till  later,  because  it 
is  a  question  that  involves  a  good  deal  of  interest,  and  tho 
Committee  of  1  he  Whole  House  (with  all  due  respect  to 
that  Committee)  have  not  been  at  all  in  tho  habit  of  dealing 
with  questions  of  this  kind.  I  should  think  that  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  to  which,  if  I  mis¬ 
take  not,  all  insurance  Bills  have  been  heretofore  referred, 
would  be  the  proper  Committee  to  which  to  refer  this 
matter,  where  it  would  be  more  convenient  for  the  Minister 
himself  to  discuss  it 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman  had  better  not 
take  the  Committee  to-day,  becauso  it  is  really  in  the  details 
that  difficulty  arises. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yery  well,  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  member  I  move  the  second  reading  now,  and 
then  1  will  move  its  reference,  so  that  Ave  can  discuss  it 
with  greater  freedom. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 
REPORT  PRESENTED. 

Report  of  the  Socretaiy  of  State  of  Canada,  for  the  year 
ended  31st  December,  1831. — (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

THE  MARITIME  COURT  OF  ONTARIO. 

Mr.  ALLEN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  II) 
to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime  Court  of  Ontario. 
He  said :  This  is  the  same  Bill  that  I  introduced  last  year 
but  I  allowed  it  to  stand  over  at  the  request  of  the  right 
hon.  the  First  Minister,  who  said  he  wished  to  consult  the 
Minister  of  Justice  about  it.  The  Bill  gives  all  creditors 
for  a  ship’s  supplies  tho  first  lien  on  the  ship,  and  places 
parties  who  live  in  the  Province  in  the  same  position  under 
the  Maritime  Court  as  those  who  live  in  foreign  countries. 
I  find  from  my  own  experience,  and  from  the  large  amount 
of  correspondence  I  have  received  from  various  parts  of 
the  country,  that  both  the  owners  of  ships  and  steamboats, 
and  the  parties  who  furnish  them  supplies,  are  desirous  that 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime  Court  should  be  so  extended 
as  to  place  all  supplies  within  its  provisions.  I  believe  that 
ship-owners  who  are  desirous  of  paying  their  honest  debts, 
and  of  placing  their  officers  who  command  the  ship  in  a 
position  to  purchase  the  supplies  and  other  necessaries  from 
the  best  houses,  on  the  best  terms  and  at  the  lowest  prices, 
are  in  favor  of  the  extension  of  the  Act  in  this  direction. 
We  know  that  many  losses  have  been  sustained  by  mer¬ 
chants  who  have  supplied  ships.  When  a  ship  comes  into 
a  port  and  the  captain  goes  to  a  merchant  for  a  supply  of 
coal,  for  instance,  the  merchant  is  not  aware  that 
the  vessel  is  mortgaged.  There  is  no  time  to  make 
,  an  enquiry,  and  the  mei’chant  supplies  hundreds  of 
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dollars  worth  of  coal,  perhaps,  and  then  he  finds  that  the 
mortgagee  claims  control  of  the  whole  ship  and  refuses  to 
pay  for  the  supplies.  The  nominal  owner  is  not  in  a 
position  to  pay  the  bill,  and  consequently  these  losses  are 
sustained  by  those  who  supply  the  vessel.  Now,  Sir,  in 
the  interest  of  fair  play,  I  think  we  ought  to  place  the 
owners  of  ships  in  such  a  position  that  all  supplies,  as  well 
as  repairs,  should  be  the  first  lien  upon  the  ship.  Same 
objection  was  raised  by  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  some 
time  ago,  and  we  find  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime 
Courts  there  was  extended  so  as  to  reach  every  owner  in  all 
parts  of  the  country  except  in  the  particular  town  where 
the  owner  resides,  and  where  the  supplies  were  furnished. 
That  was  a.  concession  which  added  greatly  to  the  advantage 
of  merchants  and  ship-chandlers  who  supplied  goods  ;  and  I 
believe  the  opinion  of  a  large  majority  of  ship-owners,  cap¬ 
tains,  and  officers  and  merchants  will  be  found  of  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  in  tbe  interests  of  shipping  and 
of  justice  and  of  our  country  at  large  to  grant  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  martime  jurisdiction  in  Ontario,  thus  placing 
them  in  a  position  which  I  beliovo  would  be  of  advantage  to 
all  parties  concerned.  I  hope  the  House  will  take  the  mat¬ 
ter  up  in  the  spirit  of  justice  and  will  ventilate  the  matter  ; 
if  there  is  any  objection  let  us  hear  it ;  but  I  beliovo  such 
objections  will  not  be  found  to  prevent  tho  House  from 
unanimously  deciding  that  this  extension  shall  bo  granted. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  think  the  Bill  now  under  consideration 
should  receive  the  approval  of  the  House.  What  is  asked 
by  the  promoter  is,  that  those  persons  who  supply  goods  or 
do  repairs  to  ships  belonging  to  people  living  and  domiciled 
in  this  Province,  shall  have  right  of  action  against  the  pro¬ 
perty  itself.  Prior  to  fOlh  Vic.,  chap.  21,  tho  Act  of  1877, 
we  had  no  law  in  this  country  by  which  an  action  could  bo 
brought  against  a  vessol  for  anything.  The  maritime  law 
only  extended  to  the  seaports  where  tide  ebbs  and  flows.  In 
that  year  the  present  leader  of  tho  Opposition  (Mr.  Blake) 
introduced  tho  Act  which  it  is  now  sought  to  amend.  That 
Act  provided  for  and  gave  authority  to  the  Government  to 
establish  in  the  Province  cf  Ontario  a  Maritime  Court,  and 
it  gave  jurisdiction  in  all  matters  arising  out  of  and  con¬ 
nected  with  navigation  on  inland  waters  within  Ontario,  as 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Vice-Admiralty  Court  extended  to 
such  cases  without  that  Province.  In  order  to  get  at  the 
jurisdiction  of  tho  Admiralty  Court  or  Maritime  Court  of 
Ontario,  it  is  necessary  to  refer  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Admiralty  Court  as  it  existed  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  and 
other  Provinces,  that  court  being  created  by  an  Imperial 
Act,  26  Vic.,  chap.  24.  It  provides  that  the  Vice-Admiralty 
Court  shall  have  jurisdiction  in  case  of  seamen’s  wages,  mas¬ 
ter’s  wages  and  disbursements  on  account  of  ship,  pilotage, 
salvage,  tonnage,  damage  done  by  ship,  bottomry  and  respon- 
dentia  bonds,  claims  between  ownors,  claims  for  necessaries 
when  no  owner  and  part  owner  is  domiciled  within  Ontario. 
It  gives  a  right  of  action  for  every  imaginable  claim,  that 
the  maritime  law  knows,  except  the  case  of  goods  supplied 
or  repaii  s  done  to  vessels,  the  owners  of  which  reside  in 
Ontario.  If  the  owners  reside  out  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  then  the  persons  who  furnished  the  supplies  or  did 
repairs  shall  have  a  remedy  against  the  vessel ;  but  if  the 
owners  or  any  of  them  reside  in  Ontario,  there  is  no  remedy 
against  the  vessel.  The  persons  supplying  the  goods  or 
doing  the  repairs  are  bound  to  seek  redress  from  the  owners 
of  the  vessel  and  not  against  the  vessel  itself.  Tho  ground 
on  which  that  doctrine  proceeds  is,  as  laid  down  in  the  law 
books,  that  where  the  owners  are  resident  within  the 
country  to  which  tho  vessel  belongs  the  credit  is  supposed 
to  have  been  given  to  the  owner  ot  the  boat  and  not  to  the 
boat  itself.  1  cannot  see  myself  why  that  distinction 
should  be  made — why  in  cases  where  the  Maritime  Act 
provides  for  giving  a  right  of  action  against  the  vessel  it 
should  stop  there,  and  why  persons  who  enhance 
Mr.  Allen, 
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the  value  of  a  vessel  by  repairing  it  or  by  enabling 
the  owners  of  a  boat  to  proceed  on  a  voyage  by 
supplying  it  with  goods,  should  be  debarred  from  bring¬ 
ing  an  action  against  the  vessel  itself.  But  such  is 
the  law,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduces  this 
Bill  seeks  to  remedy  what  I  conceive  to  be  a  defect,  by 
doing  away  with  this  distinction,  and  providing  that  those 
persons  who  supply  goods  and  do  repairs  shall  have  the 
same  remedy  against  the  vessel  as  the  persons  to  whom  I 
have  referred  have  for  wages,  and  so  on.  I  think  this  is  but 
equitable  and  right.  The  vessol  is  augmented  to  the  value 
of  the  repairs  done,  the  owners  of  the  boat  get  its  value 
increased  to  that  extent,  and  it  is  but  equitable  that  the 
vessel  should  bo  responsible  to  the  people  who  do  those 
repairs.  We  know  from  experience,  and  it  is  a  factof  every 
day  occurrence,  that  ships  receive  supplies  from  merchants 
and  others  at  the  different  ports  on  our  lakes  and  rivers.  It 
is  the  common  impression  among  people  that,  vessels  are 
liable  for  everything  supplied  to  them,  and  they  do  not 
receive  knowledge  as  to  what  the  law  is  until  they  come  to 
recover  for  supplies  furnished,  when  they  ascertain  that  the 
vessel  is  not  responsible,  and  in  many  instances  they  find 
that  the  owners  are  irresponsible  persons  from  whom  they 
can  obtain  nothing.  I  repeat  that  in  my  opinion  this  is  not 
fair,  equitable,  or  just,  that  the  people  who  furnish  supplies 
to  vessels  in  order  to  enable  vessels  to  proceed  on  their  voy¬ 
ages,  and  from  which  the  owners  derive  benefit,  should  not  be 
placed  on  tbe  same  footing  as  persons  mentioned  in  the 
Admiralty  Act.  We  know  that  in  many  cases  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  repair  vessels,  and  as  the  law  now  stands  the  man 
who  doeB  the  repairs,  while  he  has  a  lien  on  tho  vessel,  he 
has  no  power  to  enforce  it,  and  unless  Parliament  confers 
on  him  tho  power  asked  in  this  Bill  he  will  continue  to 
remain  ip  the  same  position  as  before.  As  I  have  stated 
this  change  will  onable  owners  to  prosecute  their  voyages 
easily,  because  whenever  it  is  known  that  the  vessel  is 
responsible  for  whatever  she  receives,  there  will  be  no  diffi¬ 
culty  about  obtaining  credit.  People  do  not  stop  to  enquire 
as  to  who  the  owners  are.  A  vessel  may  bo  divided  into  64 
shares,  and  the  shareholders  may  be  scattered  all  over  the 
Dominion,  and  it  would  be  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
to  recover  judgment  against  them.  They  may  be  worth¬ 
less  financially.  If  they  are  worthless,  they  have  reaped 
the  benefit  of  the  merchant’s  goods  and  the  result  of  the 
workman’s  labor  and  can  escape  payment.  Such  is  the 
position  of  the  law  to  day,  and  that  law  should  be  changed. 
It  may  be  said  that  it  should  not  be  changed  because  we 
follow  the  English  law,  because  the  Admiralty  Court  in 
England  does  not  provide  for  a  lien  to  supply  men, 
and  that  therefore  we  should  not  pass  such  an  Act 
here.  I  think  that  is  no  good  argument  against  the 
Bill.  If  the  vessel  should  be  responsible  for  wages,  towage, 
salvage  and  other  claims,  it  logically  follows  that  it  should 
be  responsible  for  any  sort  of  claim  that  benefits  the  vessel, 
or  facilitates  its  navigation  or  increases  its  value.  1  think, 
Sir,  that  is  a  logical  conclusion,  and  therefore  I  say  that  for 
m3''  part  I  can  see  no  reason  why  this  Bill  should  not  become 
law  because  it  is  not  the  law  in  England.  On  looking  at 
the  laws  of  the  United  States — their  laws  being  also  based 
on  the  English  law — I  find  that  the  matter  has  come  before 
the  Cengress  of  that  country.  Only  last  year  a  Bill  was 
introduced  in  the  United  States  Congress  almost  identical 
in  wording  with  this  one,  providing  that  the  people  doing 
work  on  vessels,  and  the  suppty  men,  should  have  a  mari¬ 
time  lien.  That  Bill  was  referred  to  the  Judicial  Commit¬ 
tee  of  Congress,  and  that  Committee  made  a  unanimous 
report,  of  which  the  following  are  the  concluding  words  : — 
“Your  Committee  entertain  no  doubt  of  the  power  of  Congress  to 
legislate  upon  these  subjects,  nor  of  the  necessity  of  so  framing  the  law 
as  to  secure  uniformity  of  practice  and  the  same  right  and  priority  of 
lien  and  remedies  in  all  cases  to  material-man,  without  reference  to  the 
domicile  of  the  vessel  furnished  with  repairs  or  necessaries.  They 
therefore  report  back  a  substitute  for  the  Bill  under  consideration  and 
recommend  its  passage.” 
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In  that  report,  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  observe,  they  see  no 
reason  why  supply  men  should  bo  placed  in  any  less  advan¬ 
tageous  position  than  any  other  person  entitled  to  a  mari¬ 
time  lieD  ;  and  I  think  the  report  of  that  Committee  is  a  very 
strong  reason  why  this  House  should  take  action  in  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  very  great  importance,  not  only  to  the  shipping  in¬ 
terests  of  the  country  but  to  the  people  who  supply  the 
ships.  The  reason  that  this  matter  came  before  Congress 
was  that  in  some  of  the  States  of  the  Union  the  state  laws 
provided  that  the  supply  men  and  the  persons  doing  repairs 
should  have  a  lien  on  the  vessels,  regardless  of  her  domicile, 
and  the  laws  of  other  states  provided  that  there  should  be  no 
lien  if  any  of  the  owners  or  part  owners  left  the  state  in 
which  the  work  was  done  or  the  goods  supplied,  and  in 
order  to  have  uniformity,  Congress  took  hold  of  the  matter 
and  the  result  was  a  reference  to  this  committee  and  the 
adoption  of  this  report  to  Congress.  Now,  although  it  is  the 
law  of  England  that  where  the  owners  live  within  England 
there  shall  be  no  lien,  still  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  English  law,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  is 
different.  An  Act  has  been  passed  in  England  by  which 
the  owners  of  vessels  living  in  Ireland,  if  the  goods  are  not 
supplied  at  the  home  port— and  the  home  port  is  defined  to 
be  the  port  to  which  the  vessel  actually  belongs —if  the  goods 
are  supplied  three  miles  from  the  home  port,  there  is  a  lien. 
Now,  if  we  had  the  same  law  here,  if  when  the  goods 
were  supplied  at  any  port  except  where  the  vessel  is  regis¬ 
tered  there  should  be  a  lien,  it  would  be  in  accordance  with 
the  law  of  England  affecting  Ireland.  I  say,  then,  that  in 
fact,  and  for  all  practical  purposes,  the  law  of  England,  so 
far  as  it  extends  to  Ireland  in  this  matter,  gives  to  supply 
men  and  to  persons  making  repairs  a  lien  on  the  vessel, 
and  if  that  is  the  law  of  Ireland,  and* if  it  is  in  the  interests 
of  all  parties  in  the  United  States  that  that  should  be  the 
law  there,  I  submit,  with  all  respect  to  this  House,  that  it 
should  be  the  law  of  this  country.  I  say  it  is  the  impera¬ 
tive  duty  of  the  Government  to  introduce  such  legislation 
as  this ;  and  I  say  that  to  allow  the  law  to  go  on  as  it  is 
does  a  very  great  wrong  to  the  merchants,  ship-builders  and 
workmen  of  this  country.  I  repeat  that  injury  is  being 
done  to  tho  owners  of  vessels  of  the  country,  on  account  of 
the  difficulty  I  have  already  advorted  to,  of  being  spread 
over  the  country — the  difficulty  at  a  critical  time  of  being 
able  to  get  necessaries  for  their  vessels,  or  to  get  their 
vessels  repaired.  If  this  Bill  becomes  law  that  difficulty 
will  be  swept  out  of  existence,  and  no  matter  where  a  vessel 
may  be  it  can  be  repaired  and  get  the  necessary  supplies  to 
carry  on  its  voyage.  I  find,  Sir,  that  in  France,  and  in  all 
the  countries  of  Europe  which  have  adopted  the  old  Koman 
law,  liens  are  given  on  vessels  for  every  kind  of  material, 
supplies,  or  work  done  on  them ;  and  it  is  only  in  the 
United  States,  England  and  Canada  that  such  a  law  does 
not  exist.  I  think  such  a  law  is  a  fair  and  just  one,  and  I 
trust  it  will  receive  the  favorable  consideration  of  this 
Parliament,  and  that  the  House  will  not  prorogue  until  the 
Bill  which  my  hon.  friend  has  introduced  has  become  the 
law  of  the  land. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  find  that  I  have  not 
with  me  the  brief  which  I  received  from  the  hon.  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  with  respect  to  this  measure.  I  am  not  at 
first  sight  inclined  to  oppose  a  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  it  is  a  matter  which  must  be  carefully  considered  before 
it  becomes  the  law  of  the  land.  1  would  like  to  know  what 
is  the  opinion  of  the  shipping  interests  in  regard  to  it.  The 
gentleman  who  introduced  the  Bill,  and  the  gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  so  fully  and  ably  on  the  matter,  have  stated 
that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  ship-owner,  in  order  that 
he  may  get  facilities  which  he  otherwise  would  not  have. 
I  am  not  quite  so  sure  from  my  recollection  of  former  dis¬ 
cussions  on  this  subject  that  the  ship-owners  are  in  favor  of 
it.  I  think  that  on  the  whole  they  were  opposed  to  it ; 


that  they  believed  that  as  a  whole  they  can  command  suffi¬ 
cient  credit  without  having  any  additional  credit  given 
to  them  by  their  property  being  seized  for  any  debt  big  or 
little.  I  am  strongly  inclined  to  believe  that  they  will  be 
opposed  to  this  Bill  when  its  effect  is  considered  by  them. 
The  only  other  question  is,  is  it  in  the  interests  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public,  the  merchants,  workmen,  and  others  who  sup¬ 
ply  vessels  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  quotes  the  report  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  Congress  on  the  measure,  proving,  as 
I  understood  him,  a  general  lien  for  all  matters  of  supply. 
One  can  quite  understand  that  a  specific  lien  for  the  repair 
of.  a  vessel  or  the  construction  of  a  vessel  should  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Admiralty  Court  or  the  Maritime  Court  of  Ontario ; 
but  I  do  not  go  with  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  says  we 
must  follow  it  out  to  its  logical  consequence,  and  that  all 
supplies  must  also  be  given  to  the  vessel.  Now,  in  effect 
this  Bill  applies  only  to  the  Maritime  Court  of  Ontario,  which 
is  an  inland  Province  with  few  or  no  vessels  that  ply  on 
the  ocean,  and  the  effect  of  the  Bill  is  simply  to  deprive  the 
ordinary  courts  of  law  in  Ontario  of  the  rights  of  dealing 
with  this  subject,  and  to  hand  it  over  to  the  Maritime  Court. 
The  reason  for  depriving  the  ordinary  courts  established 
for  dealing  with  all  subjects  of  litigation,  of  jurisdiction  over 
claims  arising  out  of  granting  supplies  to  vessels,  ought  to 
be  very  clear  before  that  course  is  taken.  If  I  remember 
rightly,  when  this  measure  was  before  Parliament  on  a  pre¬ 
vious  occasion,  the  ship-owners  opposed  it  on  the  ground 
that  their  vessels  were  liable  to  seizure  at  the  most  incon¬ 
venient  time,  the  remedy  being  ad  rem,  and  that  they  them¬ 
selves  were  liable  to  heavy  damages  occasionally.  For 
instance,  we  will  suppose  a  line  of  steamers  running  from 
tho  extreme  west  to  Montreal,  which  are  advertised  to 
perform  the  journey  within  a  particular  time,  and  to 
call  at  particular  ports.  The  shipowners  allege 
that  the  indiscretion  of  a  purser,  or  a  captain,  or  a 
steward,  might  lead  to  the  seizure  of  a  vessel  in 
transitu,  just  before  or  just  after  leaving  a  port.  The  voyage 
might  thus  be  interrupted  on  account  of  a  claim  which  is 
a  false  one,  which  the  owner  disputes ;  and  he  says  his 
vessel  may  be  seized,  a  voyage  may  be  lost,  his  con¬ 
tracts  as  a  common  carrier  may  be  all  broken,  and  he 
may  bo  liable  to  an  infinity  of  damages  by  the  seizure  of 
the  vessel.  That,  I  think,  was  the  line  taken  by  some  of 
the  ship-owners  when  this  subject  was  discussed,  as  it  has 
been  several  times,  before.  For  these  reasons  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  especially  of  all  those  gentlemen 
who  represent  constituencies  in  Ontario  which  contain  ports 
or  harbors,  and  of  all  those  especially  who  are  interested 
in  the  shipping  and  transport  service  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  to  the  importance  of  the  subject.  1  shall  not  object 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  but  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  to  press  its  fui’ther  progress  after  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  short  as  it  is,  and  I  suppose  instructive  as  it  ought 
to  be  to  the  public,  until  the  ship-owners  and  the  great 
transport  navigation  companies,  whose  vessels  ply  on  our 
waters,  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  directing  their  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  subject,  and  having  the  Bill  fully  discussed  before 
it  becomes  law. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  an  extremely  reasonable  one,  that  the  Bill  should  be 
read  a  second  time,  and  then  stand  over  for  a  considerable 
time  until  all  parties  interested  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  being  heard.  I  speak  with  a  somewhat  dim  recollection 
of  the  precise  reasoning  which  led  me  to  take  the  view  I 
|  did  on  this  subject  on  a  previous  occasion ;  but  as  well  as  I 
remember,  the  view  I  took  was  this :  that  whatever  may  be 
the  civil  law  with  reference  to  liens,  in  other  countries  which 
adopt  the  old  Koman  law - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  had  no  foreign 
navigation. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Yet,  the  principle  of  the  lien  is  one  which 
has  been  gradually  drafted  on  to  the  English  law,  and  its 
application  is  not  confined  to  maritime  affairs  only.  But 
the  lien  on  supplies  is  one  of  an  altogether  artificial  statu¬ 
tory  creation.  Where  this  lien  was  created,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  it  was  created  not  on  the  theory  that  it  was  just  to 
the  supplies  of  this  particular  class  of  goods  to  give  them  a 
lien  which  the  suppliers  of  no  other  class  of  goods  possess, 
but  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  navigator  that  the 
supplies  should  be  obtained  ;  but  because  he  was  away  so 
long  outside  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts,  and  because 
his  voyage  might  be  for  nothing,  and  even  damage 
might  be  sustained,  there  was  no  absolute  certainty, 
without  the  vessel  being  held,  that  the  goods  would 
be  paid  for.  I  believe  that  was  the  reason  the  lien 
was  extended  to  this  class  of  supplies  in  the  English  law, 
and  we  just  applied  it  here.  We  have  been  extending  the 
application  of  the  principle  of  the  lien  in  other  cases  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  Whether  we  should  extend  that  prin¬ 
ciple  in  this  case  to  the  supplies,  no  matter  whether  the 
domicile  of  the  owner  be  within  or  without  the  Province,  is 
a  matter  I  think  open  to  fair  argument  and  consideration. 
The  interests  of  both  parties  are  fairly  to  be  considered. 
With  reference  to  the  remaik  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
this  measure  was  ousting  the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  courts 
in  Ontario,  I  do  not  think  that  will  be  the  ease.  I  think 
the  Maritime  Court  has  a  limited  jurisdiction,  and  there  will 
still  remain  the  right  of  application  to  the  ordinary  courts 
of  the  Province. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  courts  in  'personam  still  remains  not¬ 
withstanding  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  But  apart  from  the 
merits  of  this  Bill  altogether,  I  think  the  Government  ought 
to  consider  the  propriety  of  a  thorough  change  in  our  mari¬ 
time  law,  in  the  direction  of  simplifying  the  proceedings  of 
the  court,  and  lessening  the  costs.  In  1882  the  late  Deputy 
Minister  of  Justice  addressed  a  circular  to  those  members 
of  the  legal  profession  who  were  practising  in  the  Maritime 
Court  and  to  business  men,  ship-owners  and  others,  inform¬ 
ing  them  that  complaints  had  been  made  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  complicated  nature  of  the  machinery  and  the 
enormous  expense  incurred  in  enforcing  the  law,  and  ask¬ 
ing  their  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  changes.  I  believe 
the  Deputy  Minister  was  inundated  with  answers,  all  point¬ 
ing  in  one  direction.  Now,  one  can  easily  understand  that. 
We  have  two  or  three  statutes  on  this  subject,  the  original 
Act  and  the  amendments,  and  I  think  there  are  something 
like  265  rules  of  the  Maritime  Court;  and  the  expenses,  as 
any  person  who  practices  in  that  court  knows,  are  simply 
scandalous  and  outrageous.  I  believe  there  is  no  court 
established  in  this  country  in  which  the  costs  are  so  large 
as  they  are  in  the  Maritime  Court.  I  think  I  gave  the 
House  an  illustration  of  that  in  1882.  I  mentioned  one 
case,  the  case  of  the  Josephine,  in  which  the  claim  was  a 
comparatively  small  one,  and  the  costs  to  the  plaintiff  alone 
exceeded  $350.  In  another  case,  that  of  the  Isaac  May , 
the  costs  on  one  side  amounted  to  $700  and  on  the  other  side 
to  $750,  to  enforce  a  claim  of  something  like  $250.  This 
subject  is  well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and,  If  the  Act  is  to  be  carried  out  properly, 
they  ought  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to  devote 
their  attention  to  the  necessity  of  simplifying  the 
proceedings  and  lessening  the  costs.  There  is  no 
reason,  in  my  judgment,  why  a  claim  under  a  hun¬ 
dred  dollars,  lor  instance,  for  a  seaman’s  wages  should  not 
be  sued  for  in  precisely  the  same  way  as  you  sue  for  a  claim 
in  the  Division  Court,  at  about  the  same  expense,  and 
with  as  simple  a  proceeding.  The  same  judge  could  enforce 
both  claims  because  the  judge  of  the  County  Court  is,  I 
think,  in  all  cases,  the  judge  of  the  Maritime  Court.  Instead  of 
having  nearly  three  hundred  rules  to  guide  and  direct  the 
Mr  Blake, 
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profession  in  the  working  out  of  this  Act  and  instead  of 
entailing  enormous  expense  by  cumbersome  proceedings, 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  rules  and  proceedings  should 
not  bo  much  more  simple  and  much  less  costly.  I  know  ol 
a  case  in  which  the  claim  was  for  $102  and  in  which  the 
costs  on  both  sides  amounted  to  over  $500.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will,  I  think,  admit  that  this  is  a  scandal  of  the  worst 
possible  kind  and  that  it  ought  to  be  rectified.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  were  alive  to  the  necessity  of  this  in  1882,  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  they  have  taken  any  action  in  that  direction 
since.  In  1882  I  introduced  a  Bill  in  this  House  to  simplify 
the  proceedings  in  the  Maritime  Court  and  in  cases  in  which 
the  claims  were  under  $200,  to  place  them  somewhat  on  the 
same  basis  as  those  before  the  Division  Court,  giving  the 
judge  power  to  decide  them  in  a  summary  way  and  in  like 
manner  as  ordinary  civil  cases  before  the  Division  Court. 
The  measure  did  not  receive  much  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  the  matter  was  dropped.  In 
moving  for  papers  in  1882,  I  discussed  this  matter  in  the 
House  and  the  hon .  the  First  Minister  then  admitted 
tho  necessity  of  some  immediate  and  radical  change  being 
made  in  our  whole  maritime  law,  and  I  suppose  it  was  in 
virtue  of  tho  assurance  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  then 
gave  that  the  circular  to  which  I  adverted,  sent  out  by  the 
Deputy  Minister  ol  Justice,  was  issued.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Government  have  done  anything  in  the  matter 
since,  but  I  trust  they  will  give  their  attention  in  this 
direction.  As  to  the  present  Bill,  I  must  say  I  was’ always 
opposed  to  a  maritime  lion.  I  never  could  understand  the 
reason  why  one  class  of  creditors  should  be  put  on  a  better 
footing  than  another  class.  I  have  always  opposed  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime  Court  in  that  direction,  namely, 
giving  one  class  of  creditors  a  preference  over  others. 
However,  Parliament  took  a  different  view,  and  passed  an 
Act  giving  a  maritime  lien.  Now,  it  does  not  appear  to 
me  that  a  man  who  had  a  vessel  towed,  or  the  seamen,  or 
the  other  parties  entitled  to  the  maritime  lien  under  the 
Yice- Admiralty  Act  of  England,  should  have  this  preference 
over  a  man,  for  instance,  who  has  made  repairs  to  the  ves¬ 
sel  which  may  have  been  of  the  first  possible  consequence 
to  the  owner,  who,  without  them,  could  not  have  prosecuted 
his  maritime  venture  successfully.  I  can  see  no  earthly  reason 
logically  why  he  should  not  be  entitled  to  a  maritime  lien. 
I  agree  to  some  extent  with  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  that 
tho  man  who  furnishes  the  supplies  may  be  in  a  somewhat 
different  position,  but  where  a  vessel  is  damgaed  by  a  storm 
such  as  those  which  often  occur  on  our  lakes  it  becomes  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  first  necessity  that  the  vessel  should  be  repaired 
promptly.  The  repairs  cannot  be  delayed, jthey  must  be  done 
at  once,  and  I  see  some  strong  reasons  why,  in  so  far  as  the 
repairs  are  concerned,  the  laborer  or  the  mechanic  who  does 
them  should  be  entitled  to  his  maritime  lien.  I  rose, however, 
more  particularly  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  the  question  of  costs,  and  I  trust  the  hon. .  the  First 
Minister  will  see  the  necessity  of  dealing  with  this  question 
promptly. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  listened  with  a  good  deal  of  attention 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
and  I  must  say  I  entirely  agree  with  every  proposition  he 
has  advanced.  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to  repeat  the  argu¬ 
ments  he  has  given,  but  will  say  this  that  tho  present 
Admiralty  law  is  a  great  burden  to  the  shipping  interest 
of  this  country,  and  to  the  foreign  vessels  visiting  this 
country.  The  machinery  is  cumbersome,  full  of  delays, 
and  the  administration  very  imperfect,  in  my  opinion, 
and  I  have  had  some  little  experience  to  my  c  st. 
I  quite  agree  this  is  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  taken  hold 
of  by  the  Government.  They  ought  to  take  up  the  whole 
question  of  the  laws  regulating  our  shipping  and  the 
remedies  for  claims  against  shipping,  and  deal  with  it  from 
a  Government  standpoint.  While  1  have  no  objection  to 
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this  Bill,  I  must  eay  that  I  agree  with  the  bon.  member  for 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  that  there  is  a  distinction  to  be  made 
between  the  laborer  who  performs  work  and  expends  his 
time  upon  the  ship  in  doing  work  which  may  be  a  matter 
of  necessity  to  do  in  order  to  keep  that  ship  afloat,  which 
may  bo  of  vital  importance  to  prevent  her  being  delayed,  or 
it  may  be  a  question  of  her  being  frozen  up  or  something  of 
the  kind — it  may  be  necessary,  I  say,  in  that  case  to  give  a 
lien,  but  I  certainly  would  not  give  any  advantage  to  the 
trader  who  supplies  a  vessel  with  goods  when  the  resident 
owner  is  within  reach  of  the  civil  law.  I  think  in  dealing 
with  the  change  in  the  Admiralty  laws  of  this  country  we 
ought  to  bring  them  more  in  accord  with  the  laws  in  civil 
courts;  the  same  speed  and  simplicity  ought  to  be  applied 
in  maritime  as  in  civil  cases  and  the  Admiralty  Courts  done 
away  with  altogether. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  remember  quite  well 
the  statement  by  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
as  to  the  excessive  costs  in  particular  cases.  I  am  informed, 
however,  that  by  the  rules  of  the  court  just  now  the  costs 
cannot  exceed  $10  on  any  claim  under  $100.  That  will 
cover,  I  suppose,  most  of  the  claims. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  That  is  at  the  discretion  of 
the  judgo. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

HOLES  IN  ICE  ON  FREQUENTED  WATERS. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton)  moved  that  Bill  (No.  22) 
to  amend  the  criminal  law  and  to  declare  it  a  misde¬ 
meanor  to  leave  unguarded  and  exposed  holes  cut  in  the 
ice  on  navigable  or  frequented  waters,  be  read  the  second 
time.  He  said :  This  Bill  has  been  before  the  House  on  two 
or  three  occasions,  and  I  believe  it  is  very  well  understood ; 
and  if  I  am  to  judge  from  the  expressions  I  have  heard  in 
tho  House  on  its  introduction  on  several  occasions,  it  meets 
with  the  approbation  of  every  hon.  member.  I  believe,  how¬ 
ever,  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall)  proposes 
to  move  an  amendment  of  which  he  has  given  notice  to  add 
to  the  Bill  by  making  it  apply  to  holes  in  abandoned 
quarries,  and  as  I  have  no  objection  to  that  I  hope  my  hon. 
friend  is  in  a  position  to  move  it  now.  I  do  not  wish  the 
Bill  to  lie  over,  as  it  may  meet  the  fate  it  has  on  other 
occasions,  because  when  the  ice  goes  away  people  do  not  see 
any  necessity  for  tho  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time, 

OTTAWA  RIVER  SURVEY. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew)  asked,  Whether  a  report  has 
Reen  submitted  to  tho  Department  of  Public  Works  of  the 
survey  and  exploration  made  by  Mr.  Guerin,  C.E ,  of  that 
part  of  the  Ottawa  River  between  Mattawa  and  the  head  of 
Lake  Temiscamingue,  during  the  past  summer;  if  so, 
whether  and  when  the  said  report  will  be  laid  before  the 
House  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  survey  and  exploration 
had  been  made  by  Mr.  Guerin,  Civil  Engineer,  by  order  of 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  on  that  part  of  the  Ottawa 
River  between  Mattawa  and  the  head  of  Lake  Temiscamingue 
during  tho  past  summer.  The  report  has  just  been  made, 
and  I  think  it  was  brought  in  to-day,  but  it  will  not  be  ready 
to  lay  before  the  House  for  some  time.  The  Chief  Engineer 
must  examine  it  and  then  report  to  me.  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  before  the  Session  is  over  call  my  attention 
again  to  the  matter  in  order  that  it  may  not  be  again  for¬ 
gotten. 


THE  AWARD  TO  THE  CONTRACTORS  FOR 
SECTION  B. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  reason  for  moving  for  the 
opinion  of  counsel  taken  in  regard  to  this  matter  is  con¬ 
tained  primarily  in  somo  remarks  made  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  in  discussing  this  item  on  the  estimates  of  last  year. 
Being  asked  why  the  item  of  $395,000  was  put  in  the  Esti¬ 
mates  for  an  award  to  these  contractors  he  explained  that 
the  award  had  been  made  by  two  of  the  arbitrators  only, 
and  that  the  award  was  made  for  claims  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  always  resisted  and  considered  that  they  should 
still  resist,  that  they  had  consistently  declined  to  give  the 
least  color  to  tho  claims  of  the  contractors  for  damages  in 
these  particulars,  and  that  he  was  not  satisfied  yet  that  the 
award  made  by  two  out  of  three  arbitrators  was  perfectly 
valid,  or  might  not  at  least  be  appealed  against.  “  But,”  he 
said  : 

“We  think  it  prudent  to  take  the  vote;  but  at  this  moment 
the  matter  has  been  referred  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  and, 
as  the  amount  is  a  large  one  and  greatly  exceeded  that  which  the 
Government  considers  they  should  claim,  by  any  possibility,  it  is 
proposed,  before  paying  the  award,  to  take  the  opinions  of  the 
ablest  counsel  at  tie  command  of  the  Government,  who  will  carefully 
examine  the  whole  question.  If  it  is  considered  it  is  an  award  from 
which  we  should  appeal,  from  which  there  is  a  prospect  of  appealing 
with  success,  the  appeal  will  be  had.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  are 
advised,  after  the  best  opinions  we  can  obtain,  that  it  would  be 
hopeless  to  appeal,  that  there  is  no  prospect  of  successfully  appealing, 
then  this  money  will  be  paid.” 

I  was  informed  by  the  hon.  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways 
the  other  day  that  the  Government  had  taken  the  opinion 
of  counsel  and  had  been  advised  to  pay  the  money,  and  the 
money  was  paid.  I  consider  that  it  will  be  interesting  to 
the  House  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  opinion  given,  and  I 
should  have  added  a  copy  of  the  case  submitted  to  the 
counsel.  I  hope  the  hon.  the  Minister  will  allow  me  to 
amend  the  motion  in  that  sense  before  putting  it  in,  so  as 
to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  case  submitted  for  opinion  to  the 
counsel  who  was  actually  consulted,  as  well  as  the  opinion 
given  by  him  upon  that  case.  I  think  it  important  to  have 
a  copy  of  the  case,  because  I  find  in  the  agreement  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  arbitrators  there  were  special  provisions  for 
an  appeal.  It  was  agreed,  in  the  first  place,  that  arbitra¬ 
tion  should  be  bad  and  that  two  of  the  three  arbitrators 
should  be  competent  to  make  an  award,  but  this  proviso 
was  put  in : 

“And  it  is  further  agreed  that  this  agreement  of  reference  may  be 
made  a  rule  of  one  of  the  Divisional  Courts  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
for  Ontario  if  the  said  court  should  so  please,  and  further,  that  in  the 
event  of  either  of  the  said  parties  hereto  disputing  the  validity  of  the 
said  award  or  moving  in  a  said  Divisional  Court  of  the  said  High  Court 
to  set  the  same  or  any  part  thereof  aside,  or  in  any  other  event,  the  said 
Division  of  the  said  court  or  any  judge  cf  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
shall  have  power  at  any  time,  to  remit  the  matters  hereby  referred,  or 
any  or  either  of  them,  to  the  reconsideration  an  4  redetermination  of  the 
said  arbitrators,  and  with  and  upsn  and  subject  to  such  directions, 
powers  and  terms  as  to  the  said  court  or  judge  may  seem  proper,  and 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Common  Law  Procedure  Act  and  of  the 
Judicature  Act  and  any  other  Act  in  force  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
applicable  to  arbitrations  shall  apply  to  this  arbitration.” 

I  notice,  therefore,  that  not  only  was  there  provision  for  a 
possible  appeal  against  the  awai’d,  but  for  an  order  being 
made  by  one  of  the  Ontario  courts  for  x'ecommitment  to  the 
arbitrators,  not  only  in  case  of  an  appeal  against  the  validity 
hut  “  in  any  other  event,”  which  would  certainly  cover  the 
case  where  the  Government  considei’ed  the  awai'd,  though  it 
might  be  legally  valid,  was  not  in  itself  a  just  awai’d.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  tho  case  submitted  to  the  counsel  should 
have  covered  the  question  not  only  whether  two  out  of  tho 
threo  arbritrators  were  competent  to  give  an  award,  but 
whether  the  award  itself  was  just  and  consistent  with  the 
evidence  laid  before  them  and  the  premises  upon  which 
the  case  was  founded.  I  think  if  the  Department  were 
advised  by  counsel  or  themselves  believed  without  the  advice 
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of  counsel  that  the  award  was  unfair,  that  anything  had 
been  omitted  in  the  conduct  of  the  ease,  which,  if  not 
omitted  might  have  obtained  a  more  favorable  verdict  for  the 
Government,  they  should  have  taken  advantage  of  this  pro¬ 
vision  to  secure  under  an  order  of  one  of  the  Ontario  courts 
a  new  trial  before  the  arbitrators.  Of  course,  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  took  advantage  of  the  provision  to  have  this 
agreement  of  reference  made  a  rule  of  one  of  the  divisional 
courts  of  Ontario.  If  they  did  not,  I  suppose  the 
section  might  not  apply,  but  it  was  their  duty  to 
have  done  so  in  order  that  they  might  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  appealing  after  the  award  was  made.  I  consider 
that  the  Government  should  have  taken  every  possible  step 
to  have  this  award  appealed  against  under  the  provisions  of 
the  agreement  without  recourse  to  the  advice  of  counsel 
at  all.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  told  us  that  the  claims  presented 
by  the  contractors  were  by  him  considered  invalid.  In  the 
first  place,  they  claimed  that  they  should  be  recouped 
because  they  did  not  gain  access  to  their  contract  as  early 
as  they  expected,  because  the  contract  on  Section  15  was  not 
completed  as  early  as  had  been  agreed  upon  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  secondly  they  claimed  damages  because  the 
amount  of  work  to  be  done  by  them  was  reduced  and  they  Bad 
not  as  great  opportunities  to  make  money  as  they  expected. 
Upon  both  those  grounds,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  thought  they 
had  no  valid  claim.  Under  these  circumstances  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  have  fought  this  matter  to  the  bitter 
end  by  all  legal  means  at  their  disposal.  The  fact 
that  this  was  not  done,  the  fact  that  it  was  deemed 
necessary  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  counsel  to  shelter  the 
action  of  the  Government  behind  that  opinion  shows  either 
a  desire  to  shirk  the  responsibility  or  a  desire  to 
have  the  action  of  the  arbitrators  passed  over  quietly 
and  the  contractors  paid  the  amount.  Perhaps  $395,000 
is  not  a  very  large  amount  to  us  now,  accustomed 
as  we  are  to  deal  with  millions  and  tens  of  millions  every 
Session,  but  the  people  of  Canada  will  consider  this  amount 
an  important  one  and  will  require  more  information  in 
regard  to  it.  I,  therefore,  propose  the  motion  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  amended  in  the  sense  I  have  mentioned, 
if  I  am  allowed  to  do  so.  I  move  for : 

Copy  of  case  submitted  to  counsel  and  opinion  given  by  counsel  con¬ 
sulted  by  the  Government  as  to  the  validity  of  the  award  of  damages 
to  contractors  for  Section  B,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  as  to  the 
action  that  should  be  taken  in  reference  to  such  award. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  EAIL WAY-SECTION  B. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  separate  report  or  finding  of  Judge  Clarke  one  of  the  arbi¬ 
trators  on  the  claims  for  damages  of  contractors  for  Section  B,  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  in  regard  to  such  claims  or  to  the  award  in  reference 
thereto  signed  by  Messrs.  Brydges  and  Light,  the  other  arbitrators. 

He  said  :  It  will  bo  remembered  that  Judge  Clarke  was 
the  arbitrator  appointed  by  the  Government  on  this  arbitra¬ 
tion,  It  appears  from  the  award  that  all  the  arbitrators 
concurred  in  the  first  award  sent  in,  namely,  as  to  what 
should  be  allowed  the  contractors  in  regard  to  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  the  work  ;  but  only  two  arbitrators,  Mr.  Brydges, 
the  contractors’  arbitrator,  and  Mr.  Light,  the  umpire 
appointed  by  Chief  Justice  Ritchie,  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
concurred  in  the  second  award  which  gave  this  lumpsum  of 
$395,600  for  damages  in  regard  to  the  claims  to  which  1 
referred  when  speaking  to  the  last  motion.  That  Judge 
Clarke  did  make  some  report  to  the  Government  we  have  the 
evidence  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  debate  last  Session,  when 
he  admitted  that  Judge  Clarke  had  written  a  letter  on 
the  subject;  and  he  quoted,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
some  figures  from  it  as  follows:  That  $275,000  of  this 
lump  sum  was  allowed  the  contractors  on  account 
of  delay  in  completing  section  15,  and  the  other 
$120,000  was  allowed  to  them  in  regard  to  their  losses  by  not 
Mr.  Casey. 
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having  as  much  work  to  do  as  they  would  have  had  under 
the  original  contract.  When  asked  by  my  bon.  friend  from 
East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  as  to  whether  he  would  lay 
that  letter  on  the  Table,  be  stated  that  on  looking  at  it 
again  be  found  it  to  be  marked  private,  and  he  was  advised 
that  one  of  three  arbitrators  bad  no  right  to  make  a  separate 
report  when  it  was  agreed  that  two  could  make  a  valid 
award ;  that  therefore  he  could  not  make  any  further  use 
of  the  letter  of  Judge  Clark,  that  be  could  not  lay  it  on  the 
Table,  but  be  would  not  retract  the  statements  be  had 
made  as  to  the  contents  of  said  letter.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not 
a  lawyer,  but  I  think  I  will  be  borne  out  by  the  opinion  of 
bon,  gentlemen  on  this  side  who  are  lawyers,  in  the  asser¬ 
tion  that  it  is  rather  a  strange  contention  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  own  nominee  on  an  arbitration  of  this  kind  has  no 
right  to  make  a  separate  report  to  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  matters  of  fact  decided  by  that  arbitration.  If  such 
is  the  etiquette  in  such  matters  I  am  sure  that  etiquette 
ought  to  be  changed  But  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  that 
such  is  the  etiquette;  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  was  a  good  enough  lawyer  to  be  absolutely  sure 
of  what  was  the  legal  etiquette  in  such  cases.  But  at 
all  events  the  report  was  made,  and  even  if  it  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  private  in  the  first  instance,  which  I  do  not  admit,  it 
could  nevertheless  be  made  public  by  obtaining  the  consent 
of  Judge  Clarke  to  its  publication — a  consent  which  he  ought 
to  be  ready  to  give  as  a  representative  of  the  Government 
upon  this  arbitration.  It  is  all  the  more  necessary  that  he 
should  have  made  such  a  report,  and  that  his  report 
should  have  been  made  public,  because  the  award  itself  is 
in  the  vaguest  and  most  indefinite  terms.  The  first  award, 
as  I  have  said,  goes  into  some  details.  It  declares  that  so 
many  yards  of  work  which  were  classified  as  loose  rock 
should  have  been  classified  as  solid  rock;  that  so  many 
yards  of  work  classified  as  earth  should  have  been  classified 
as  loose  rock.  On  these  figures  the  total  amount  of  the 
award  was  made  up  in  the  Department  of  Railways  itself, 
taking  the  contract  prices  and  applying  them  to  the  quan¬ 
tities  established  by  the  arbitration.  The  second  award, 
however,  relating  to  the  far  larger  and  more  important 
part  of  the  question  at  issue,  after  reciting  what  had  already 
been  done,  simply  says : 

"  Wo  award  and  determine  that  there  is  due  and  payable  by  Her 
Majesty  to  the  said  contractors,  for  and  in  respect  to  the  claims  and 
matters  in  difference  between  the  parties  so  referred  to  us  and  not  taken 
into  consideration  in  our  said  former  award,  the  sum  of  $395,600  which 
sum  we  direct  shall  be  paid  to  the  contractors  forthwith.” 

There  is  nothing  in  this  award  to  show  how  much  is  for 
damages  on  account  of  delay,  how  much  for  reduction  of 
work,  and  how  much  for  other  claims  submitted ;  and  I 
shall  point  out  later  on,  that  there  are  various  other  large 
and  indefinite  claims  also  submitted,  to  which  no  reference 
is  made  at  all.  I  claim  that  the  Government  had  a  right 
to  know — and,  if  the  Government  knows,  the  House  has  a 
right  to  know —to  what  particular  claims  that  award  refer¬ 
red — how  much  of  it  was  for  delay,  how  much  of  it  was 
caused  by  reduction  in  the  amount  of  work  to  be  done  under 
the  contract,  etc.  This  last  item  is  particularly  important 
because  it  arises  out  of  the  conduct  of  the  Government  them¬ 
selves.  They  directed  the  reduction  of  the  work  to  be  done, 
they  permitted  delay  on  contract  15,  and  if  damages  have 
been  incurred  on  account  of  their  action,  it  should  appear 
in  the  award  and  we  should  be  made  aware  of  it.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Minister  will  not  only  agree  to  bring  down  this 
report,  but  that  he  will  now  tavor  us  with  some  verbal 
explanations.  He  told  us  the  other  night  he  could  not 
carry  in  his  head  a  lot  of  figures  about  these  matters,  but  it 
is  very  easy  to  carry  them  in  one’s  pocket ;  and  I  am  sure 
he  has  had  sufficient  notice  of  this  motion  to  have  procured 
figures  from  the  officers  of  his  Department,  and  he  ought 
now  to  be  able  to  read  them  to  us,  as  he  read  them  to  us 
the  other  evening  from  that  paper. 
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Mr.  POPE,  I  have  no  objection  to  bring  down  all  tbo 
papers  wo  have.  I  am  sure  we  have  no  report. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  know  that  the  Government  have  a 
paper  from  Judge  Clark  giving  his  views  on  this  matter, 
because  we  heard  the  hon.  gentleman’s  predecessor  say  so 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  last  Session.  He  announced 
the  fact  to  us  and  communicated  to  us  a  portion  of  its  con¬ 
tents.  Subsequently  he  said  it  was  private,  and  he  did  not 
propose  to  bring  it  down  ;  but  no  motion  was  made  to  bring 
it  down.  The  question  is  now  raised.  I  maintain  that 
Judge  Clark  could  not,  with  propriety,  give  a  private  com¬ 
munication,  on  an  occasion  when  he  was  acting  in  a  judicial 
capacity.  I  maintain  that  he  was  bound  to  make  a  report 
to  the  Government ;  and  if  he  made  it,  it  must  be  produced  ; 
that  there  are  no  grounds  on  which  it  can  be  withheld  from 
this  House.  It  was  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  that 
something  had  been  said  as  to  there  being  no  power  in  one 
of  three  arbitrators  to  make  a  minority  report.  The  validity 
of  a  minority  report  is  one  thing,  but  the  capacity  to  make 
the  statement  is  another.  If  you  take  the  two  greatest 
arbitrations  of  modern  times,  in  each  of  those  there  was  a 
minority  report.  If  you  take  the  Geneva  Arbitration 
on  the  Alabama  claims,  Chief  Justice  Cockburn  made  a 
minority  report.  If  you  take  the  Fisheries  Arbitration  at 
Halifax,  Mr.  Kellogg  made  a  minority  r  eport.  There  is  no 
physicial  and  no  legal  difficulty  in  a  man  who  is  a  minority 
making  a  statement  on  the  grounds  on  which  he  dissents. 
But  that  there  is  no  difficulty  we  know,  because  it  has  been 
done.  We  have  it  stated  that  this  third  arbitrator  actually 
made  the  statement,  that  it  is  in  writing  and  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  I  say  as  regards  the 
paper  which  we  are  told  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  which  contained  Judge  Clark’s  views  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  matter,  it  is  not  only  desirable  that  it  be  pro¬ 
duced,  but  its  production  cannot  without  impropriety  be 
refused. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  understand  that;  but  I  put  it  to  hon* 
members  whether  it  is  right,  after  I  have  stated  there  is  no 
report  in  the  Department,  that  an  hon.  gentleman  should 
rise  and  tell  me  that  I  have  it.  I  say  there  is  nothing  of 
the  kind  in  the  Department.  I  enquired  and  was  told  there 
was  no  minority  report.  I  wdl  bring  down  everything 
which  is  in  the  Department  relating  to  the  matter,  but  do 
not  let  the  hon.  gentleman  got  up  and  try  and  cram  things 
down  my  throat.  I  will  meet  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  every  way  I  can,  but  he  cannot  make  me  give 
information  I  have  not  got. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  I  beg  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  if  he  bo  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways,  to  the  fact  that  this  document  which 
we  ask  for  was  publicly  quoted  by  his  predecessor,  as  has 
been  stated  twice.  Surely  a  document  that  was  publicly 
quoted  by  the  Minister  of  Railways,  in  reply  to  an  attack 
on  his  Department,  is  in  existence.  If  it  is  not  in  existence 
and  has  been  destroyed,  we  know  the  conclusion  to  draw.  It  is 
quite  possible  if  the  Acting  Minister  knows  nothing  about  it, 
a  cable  might  be  addressed  to  Sir  Charles  Tapper  asking 
what  he  had  done  with  it.  It  was  a  document  of  far  too 
great  importance  to  be  lightly  put  aside.  It  was  a  docu¬ 
ment  we  ought  to  have,  for  we  have  paid  enough  for  it  in 
all  conscience.  To  Judge  Clark,  according  to  the  report 
of  the  Auditor  General,  $7,250,  a  sum  larger  than  the  salary 
of  the  Minister,  was  paid  last  year  for  three  different  ser¬ 
vices,  one  as  County  Judge,  one  as  arbitrator  in  this  very 
matter,  $1,200 ;  and  an  amount  of  $4,000  odd  as  member  of 
the  Intercolonial  Commission.  I  say  that  that  gentleman  had 
no  right  to  make  a  private  report.  The  Minister  had  no 
right  whatever  to  quote  from  that  document  unless  he  and 
his  colleagues  were  prepared  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Acting  Minister  was 
present  on  the  occasion  ;  if  he  was  not  present  he  can  con¬ 


sult  the  Hansard,  and  he  will  see  that  his  predecessor  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  document  in  question.  There  can  be  no 
impropriety,  so  far  as  I  can  see  or  imagine,  in  desiring  the 
production  of  such  a  document,  and  if  such  is  the  caso, 
Ministers  cannot  object  to  bring  it  down. 

Mr.  POPE.  1  can  only  repeat  what  I  stated  a  few 
moments  ago  that  every  single  paper  we  have  touching  this 
matter  will  be  brought  down ;  but  I  will  not  undertake  to 
make  papers. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Will  the  Acting  Minister  telegraph 
to  tho  late  Minister  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  will. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Then  it  is  quite  clear  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  does  not  want  to  give  the  information.  That  i6  per¬ 
fectly  clear. 

Mr.  POPE-  No. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  hon. 
gentlemen  should  seek  to  shelter  themselves  under  the  state¬ 
ment  that  certain  documents  may  be  private,  and  therefore 
cannot  be  brought  down.  We  had  the  same  story  yesterday, 
and  no  doubt  wo  shall  have  it  to-morrow;  and  Parliament 
is  to  be  turned  into  a  gathering  for  the  convenience  of  hon. 
gentlemen  and  to  pass  their  measures,  instead  of  being  the 
grand  inquest  of  the  nation  for  the  transaction  of  public 
business. 

Mr,  MILLS.  The  arbitrator  who  dissented  from  the 
majority  of  the  arbitrators  in  this  matter  was  i he  arbitrator 
appoinied  by  the  Government,  and  it  would  be  a  most 
extraordinary  circumstance  if  the  arbitrator  appointed  by 
the  Government,  dissenting  from  the  views  of  the  other 
arbitrators,  should  not  have  communicated  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  formally  the  grounds  of  his  dissent.  We  find  the 
cases  to  which  the  bon.  member  for  West  Durham  has 
referred— -the  caso  of  the  Geneva  Award  Lord  Cockburn, 
who  dissented  from  the  views  of  the  other  arbitrators, 
entered  into  an  elaborate  discussion  of  the  reasons  of  his 
dissent.  He  staled  fully  and  explicitly,  in  a  document 
submitted  to  the  Government  which  appointed  him,  the 
reasons  why  he  could  not  approve  of  the  conclusions  at 
which  the  majority  of  the  arbitrators  bad  arrived.  This 
course  was  followed  also  by  Mr.  Kellogg  in  the  matter  of 
the  Fisheries  Arbitration.  And  certainly  the  arbitrator 
appointed  by  the  Dominion  Government  in  this  matter  in 
question  would  have  been  derelict  in  his  duty  if  he  bad 
fafled  to  communicate  to  the  Administration  how  it  was 
that  he  could  not  agree  with  the  conclusions  reached  by 
his  colleagues.  They  made  a  report,  they  stated  what  their 
award  was,  and  it  is  clear  that  Judge  Clark  must  have  com¬ 
municated  to  the  Government  the  grounds  of  his  dissent 
from  the  conclusions  reached  by  the  majority  of  the  arbi¬ 
trators.  In  fact,  what  we  would  reasonably  expect,  we 
were  informed,  actually  did  take  place.  We  were  informed 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  last  year,  who  was  then 
in  his  place,  that  Judge  Clark  did  communicate  to  him  tho 
grounds  of  his  dissent.  That  communication  is  a  public 
document.  It  is  not  for  Judge  Clark  to  express  his  dissent¬ 
ing  opinion  in  private  any  more  than  it  is  for  a  judge  upon 
the  bench  to  do  so.  It  is  his  business  as  a  public  official 
charged  with  a  public  duty  to  state  how  it  was  that  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  conclusions  reached  by  the  majority  of 
the  arbitrators.  We  know  that  such  a  communication  was 
addressed  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  on  the  part  of 
Judge  Clark,  as  it  was  his  duty  to  address  such  a  communi¬ 
cation,  and  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament 
are  entitled  to  know  what  the  conclusions  ol  Judge  Clark 
were.  If  there  is  any  duty  devolving  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  more  than  another  it  is  to  control  the  publio 
expenditure  of  the  country.  This  is  a  charge  upon  the 
public  treasury,  and  the  public,  through  their  represents- 
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^ives,  are  ontitled  to  the  fullest  information  upon  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hoa.  minister  says  he  will  not  give 
any  information  which  he  does  not  possess.  We  do  not 
expect  ho  will  ;  or  at  all  events  that  he  will  make  a  practice 
of  doing  so,  although  we  have  sometimes  had  information 
from  Ministers,  the  sources  of  which  we  could  not  exactly 
trace,  and  respecting  which  we  were  almost  inclined  to 
imagine  they  had  done  as  an  Irish  wit  said  another  gentle¬ 
man  had  done,  viz. :  that  he  depended  upon  his  imagination 
for  his  facts  and  his  memory  for  his  wit.  We  have  had  occa¬ 
sion  to  suppose  sometimes  that  Ministers  depended  on  a 
similar  source  for  their  information  and  their  facts  ;  but  I 
quite  acquit  the  Minister  of  Railways  of  any  intention  to  give 
us  any  information  drawn  from  that  source  with  regard  to 
Section  B.  This  is  not  an  imaginative  matter  ;  it  is  a 
question  of  bard  cash— of  dollars  and  cents — in  which  the 
country  will  be  deeply  interested,  and  they  will  not' accept 
any  imaginary  statement,  or  any  quibbles  as  to  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  facts  or  information  which  really  exists.  Now  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  that  information  we  want  to  know 
where  it  has  gone.  We  know  that  it  was  in  the  Department 
last  year  ;  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  so  and  we  know  it  was 
there.  Wo  know  that  he  quoted  from  it  in  the  first  place 
without  hesitation,  and  that  thereby  he  made  it  a  public 
document,  but  afterwards  he  professed  to  think  that  it  was 
not  a  public  document  and  that  he  had  been  breaking  all 
sorts  of  legal  and  social  rules  of  etiquette  by  quoting 
from  a  private  communication  from  Judge  Clark,  with 
reference  (o  a  matter  involving  $398,000,  iu  reference 
to  which  Judge  Clark  had  been  the  accredited  arbitrator 
for  the  Government.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  knows,  at  all 
events,  what  has  become  of  that  information,  and 
the  Acting  Minister  has  been  reminded  that  ho  could 
ascertain  from  Sir  Charles  Tupper  what  has  become 
of  it,  simply  by  sending  a  cable  message.  I^e  know 
that  considerable  sums  amounting  to  thousands  of  dollars 
have  been  spent  for  telegraphic  messages  by  the 
Government, though  we  do  not  know  for  what  purpose, and  yet 
forsooth  the  country  is  too  poor  to  telegraph  to  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  for  important  information  as  to  wbat  became  of 
this  $396,000?  It  is  not  bocause  the  country  cannot  afford 
it  that  he  will  not  telegraph  ;  it  is  simply  because  he  knows 
what  was  in  that  paper  and  because  it  is  something  which 
he  does  not  want  to  bring  to  the  House.  I  do  not  state  that 
as  a  matter  of  positive  knowledge  but  as  the  only  con¬ 
clusion  which  we  can  draw  from  the  facts.  We  know  that 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  quoted  from  the  paper,  and  then  with¬ 
drew  it  on  the  plea  ol  its  being  private,  that  his  successor 
declared  that  it  disappeared  from  the  Department,  and  also 
declared  that  he  would  not  try  to  ascertain  what  has 
become  of  it.  What  other  conclusion  can  we  draw  from 
these  facts?  We  believe— and  we  believe  the  country  will 
believe — that  that  paper  has  been  got  away  with  in  somo 
fashion  because  there  was  something  in  it  damaging  to  the 
Government,  or  to  the  claims  of  their  particular  friends  the 
contractors  for  Section  B. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for : 

Copy  of  the  claim  put  in  by  the  contractors  for  section  B  on  which 
the  award  to  them  of  $395,500  was  based. 

He  said :  This  is  something  which  really  should  have  been 
included  in  the  return  for  which  I  moved  last  year,  as  part 
of  an  Order  which  passed  the  House  on  March  28th,  1884, 
asking  for : 

“  A  copy  of  any  award  or  report  made  by  the  arbitrators  appointed  to 
settle  claims  of  contractors  for  section  B,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ; 
a  statement  of  all  sums  paid  in  consequeuce  of  such  award  ;  also,  state¬ 
ment  of  claims  submitted  by  said  contractors  before  said  arbitrators ; 
also,  statement  as  to  which  items  of  said  claims  are  still  undecided  by 
said  arbitrators.” 

Mr,  Mills. 
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One  of  these  has  not  been  brought  down,  and  I  have 
accordingly  put  a  notice  on  the  paper  ;  but  if  the  Minister 
will  say  that  he  wiil  bring  it  down  without  the  motion  I 
will  not  press  it,  though  I  wish  at  present  to  urge  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  it  should  be  brought  down.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  documents  before  us  to  show  what  was  submitted  to  the 
arbitrators.  We  havo  been  discussing  the  award  as  if  we 
knew  what  had  been  submitted.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  dis¬ 
cussed  it  last  Session  as  if  he  knew  what  had  been  sub¬ 
mitted  ;  I  have  been  talking  about  it  to-day  as  if  I  knew, 
and  we  bave  been  talking  as  if  the  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  knew,  but  though  we  may  have  an  idea  as 
to  the  general  nature  of  the  claims  put  in,  I  find  that  there 
is  no  specific  agreement  in  writing,  or  none  brought  to  the 
House,  at  all  events,  as  to  what  was  submitted  to  the  arbi¬ 
trators.  An  Ol  der  in  Council  was  passed  on  tho  28th  March, 
1881,  declaring  that  tho  matters  and  claims  in  dispute 
between  the  Government  and  the  arbitrators  might  at  some 
future  date,  when  tho  Government  might  consider  the  work 
sufficiently  advanced  to  justify  such  action,  be  submitted  to 
arbitration.  A  subsequent  Order  was  passed  on  the  2nd 
uay  of  April,  1883,  about  something.  That  Order  is  referred 
to  in  the  agreement  from  which  I  quoted  a  short  time  ago, 
but  it  is  not  quoted  in  detail,  and  the  Order  itself  is  not 
amongst  these  papers.  The  agreement  says  that  the 
matters  and  claims  referred  to  in  that  Order  in  Council 
should  also  be  submitted.  Perhaps  it  is  private  and  confi¬ 
dential,  for  if  a  report  of  an  engineer  to  the  Government  is 
a  private  and  confidential  communication,  I  suppose  an 
Order  in  Council  may  sometimes  be  so  too.  Then  there  was 
another  Order  in  Council  of  tho  20th  of  November,  1883, 
declaring  that  the  time  had  come  to  submit  this  matter  to 
arbitration,  aod  appointing  Judge  Clark  the  Government 
arbitrator.  On  looking  at  the  agreement  for  the  arbitration, 
I  find  that  it  states  : 

“  And  whereas,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  dated  the  twenty-eighth  day  of 
March,  in  the  year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
one, authority  was  given  for  a  reference  of  these  claims  of  the-Said  contract¬ 
ors  to  the  arbitration  of  t  hree  arbitrators,  one  of  whom  should  be  chosen 
by  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  one  by  the  contractors, 
the  third  to  be  ch  sen  by  the  other  two,  or  in  accordance  with  the  arbi- 
tration  clauses  of  the  common  law  procedure  Act  of  Ontario,  and  that 
such  reference  should  be  made  whenever  the  Government  might  con¬ 
sider  the  work  sufficiently  advanced  to  justify  such  action,  but  to  be  in 
no  way  taken  as  an  admission  of  the  validity  of  the  claims. 

11  Aod  whereas,  by  a  certain  other  Order  in  Council,  dated  the  second 
day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-ihree,  it  was  provided  that  all  claims  and  matters  in  difference 
between  the  contractors  and  Ber  Majesty,  arising  out  of  the  work  done 
under  the  said  contract,  should  be  referred  to  the  arbitration  provided 
for  by  th°  Order  in  Council  of  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  March,  in  the 
year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one. 

“  And  whereas  the  contractors  have  represented  to  the  Government 
that  they  are  now  prepared  to  submit  their  claims  to  the^special  arbi¬ 
tration  authorised  by  the  said  Orders  in  Council,  in  respect  to  the  three 
following  items  :  ‘  Loose  rock,’  ‘  rock  outside  of  the  prism  or  slopes 

of  the  cuttings,  ’  and  ‘cross-logging.’ 

“  And  whereas  by  an  Order  in  Council  of  the  twentieth  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber  instant  -(188s),  it  is  authorised  that  the  claim  of  the  Goveramenfc 
against  the  contractors  for  the  use  and  hire  of  rolling  stock,  &c.< 
amounting  to  the  sum  of  $57,539.37,  be  also  referred  to  the  said  arbi¬ 
tration  as  a  counter  claim,  to  be  dealt  with  at  the  same  time  that  the 
questions  of  ‘loose  rock,’  ‘rock  outside  of  the  prism,’  and  ‘cross- 
logging’  are  considered,  and  that  the  said  Government  claims,  together 
with  the  three  items  before  named,  be  first  considered  and  awarded  on.” 

Then  it  goes  on  to  provide  farther  : 

“  It  is  hereby  agreed  that  the  said  arbitrators  shall  first  consider  and 
award  on  the  following  items  or  matters  in  difference,  namely,  ‘  loose 
rock,’  ‘rock  outside  the  prisms  or  slopes  of  the  cuttings,’ and  ‘cross- 
logging,’  and  the  counter  claim  of  the  Government  above  referred  to, 
and  that  the  said  arbitrators  may  from  time  to  time  make  their  award  and 
awards  in  writing  as  aforesaid,  on  the  above  mentioned  matters,  and  on 
all  other  matters  in  difference  hereby  referred,  until  they  have  finally 
awarded  upon  and  disposed  of  ail  the  matters  hereby  referred.” 

Now  the  question  is,  what  are  the  “  all  other  matters” 
thereby  referred?  They  are  not  stated  in  the 
agreement  of  submission.  We  have  no  statement 
of  the  claims  submitted  to  arbitration  and  the  only 
hint  of  them  was  in  a  letter  written  to  the  Government 


1885 


COMMON'S  DEBATES. 


135 


by  the  contractors  before  tbe  first  Order  in  Council 
was  passed,  in  which  they  stated  a  large  number  of 
claims.  They  wrote  on  the  date  of  the  7th  of  January, 
188 1,  a  letter  which  covers  several  pages  of  this  book.  In 
the  letter,  there  are  a  large  number  of  very  vague  and 
indefinite  claims,  which  they  boil  down  into  a  few  pro¬ 
position,  at  the  end  of  the  letter  : 

“That  we  claim  the  Government  are  in  default  in  not  giving  us  means 
of  access  by  rail  over  section  No.  15,  within  a  reasonable  time  after  he 
1st  of  July,  1879  ;  that  in  that  respect  the  contract  is  broken  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  and  we  are  entitled  to  all  the  damages  sustained 
thereby. 

“That  we  are,  subject  to  such  claims  for  damages,  ready  and  willing 
to  go  on  with  and  complete  the  contra  t  in  the  manner  agreed,  both  as 
to  rock-borrowing  and  the  making  of  embankments,  within  the  time 
limited  in  that  behalf;  and  we  have  no  doubt,  hiving  regard  to  the  pre¬ 
parations  we  have  made,  of  our  ability  to  do  so. 

“  We  decline  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  building  the  structures 
now  designed  and  handing  them  over  as  part  of  a  complete  road  bed, 
and  in  any  event  it  would  be  out  of  our  power  to  obtain  the  proper  tim¬ 
bers  therefor,  or  to  do  such  work  at  the  prices  provided  for  pile  driving 
in  the  schedule.  ” 

And  so  on  at  some  length.  They  have  a  very  poor 
opinion  evidently  of  the  work  as  designed  latterly  by 
the  Government.  They  say,  in  more  than  one  place,  that 
they  are  afraid  of  taking  the  responsibility  of  putting  up 
such  a  flimsy  work  as  the  Government  has  ordered  to  be 
done  on  that  part  of  the  road;  they  are  afraid  it  will  fall  to 
pieces.  I  have  referred  to  the  only  specifications  we  nave 
that  were  submitted  to  the  arbitrators.  The  agreement 
which  I  have  read  from  is  tho  only  thing  I  can  find  in  tbe 
nature  of  a  legal  submission  at  all ;  and  X  submit  to  the  hon. 
members  and  to  tho  lawyers  in  this  House,  whether  that 
amounts  to  a  legal  submission,  or  whether  under  that  vague 
submission  the  arbitrators  had  not  the  latitude  of 
enquiring  into  almost  everything  connected  with  tho  con¬ 
tract  without  the  legal  authority  of  deciding  on  anything. 
I  believe,  and  I  am  backed  up  by  the  opinion  of  lawyers  to 
whom  I  have  talked  on  the  matter,  that  there  was  no  legal 
submission,  that  the  whole  affair  was  irregular  and  illegal, 
and  that  for  this  reason  there  was  the  best  reason  for  ap¬ 
pealing  against  the  award  of  the  two  arbitrators.  If  the 
hon.  Minister  will  bring  down  a  copy  of  the  claim  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  arbitrators,  it  will  perhaps  throw  some  light 
on  the  matter.  I  will  also  amend  this  motion,  by  consent, 
by  asking  for  that  missing  Order  in  Council  of  the  2nd  of 
April,  1883.  I  am  informed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  that  it  was  promised  last  year. 

Motion  as  amended  agreed  to. 

STAFF  COMMANDER  BOULTON. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN  moved  for  : 

Report  of  the  Auditor-General  and  also  of  one  McGee,  as  well  as 
for  all  papers,  letters,  accounts,  cheques  and  newspapers  connected 
with  any  claim  of  Staff  Commander  Bolton  against  the  Department  ot 
Marine  and  Fisheries  or  the  Government,  for  auy  amount  of  money  which 
he  alleges  to  be  due  him  for  salary  or  otherwise,  or  which  he  asserts 
has  been  withheld  from  him,  or  in  relation  to  any  dispute  between  said 
Bolton  and  any  officer  of  the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Departmental  regard 
to  cheques  drawn  in  favor  of  said  Bolton. 

He  said  :  In  connection  with  this  resolution  I  desire  to  say 
that  some  irregularity,  if  I  am  correctly  informed,  has  taken 
place  in  the  Department  to  which  this  refers.  It  appears 
that  Staff  Commander  Bolton  who  has  been  in  charge  of  a 
party  sent  out  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  survey  of 
Georgian  Bay,  was  furnished  with  amounts  from  time  to  time 
on  account  of  salary  and  expenses,  and  it  appears  that 
cheques  were  forwarded  to  him  for  those  amounts  payable 
to  his  order.  If  I  am  correctly  informed,  cheques  were  also 
drawn  not  payable  to  his  order,  and  of  the  issue  of 
which  he  was  not  aware  until  he  returned.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  on  his  return  he  found,  on  enquiring  at 
the  Department,  that  his  account  was  in  arrears 
or  overdrawn,  and  after  some  investigation  it  was  found 
that  some  of  the  cheques  which  ought  to  have  been  for¬ 


warded  to  him  for  endorsation  were  not  forwarded;  that 
the  word  “  order  ”  was  erased  and  “  bearer  ”  inserted,  tho 
cheque  cashed,  and  the  money  charged  against  his  account 
in  the  Department  without  his  being  made  aware  of  it.  I 
understand  that  the  question  was  submitted  to  the  Auditor- 
General,  who  made  a  report  on  the  matter,  in  which  he 
stated  that  Mr.  Tilton,  who  was  then  accountant  to  the  De¬ 
partment,  was  indebted  to  Mr.  Bolton  for  the  sum  of  $307, 
and  required  him  to  refund  him  that  amount.  I  do  not 
wish  to  cast  any  reflection  upon  any  officer  of  tho  Depart¬ 
ment  by  any  means  ;  I  only  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  apparently  an  improper  action  or 
an  irregularity  has  occurred.  I  certainly  think  that  in  the 
payment  of  parties  for  services  performed,  the  cheques  in 
all  cases,  without  exception,  should  be  made  payable  to  order, 
and  the  endorsement  of  the  party  to  whom  they  are 
made  payable  should  be  procured  before  the  money  is  drawn. 
It  appears  that  in  this  case  this  was  not  done.  If  Mr.  Tilton 
claims  he  acted  for  Mr.  Bolton  in  having  the  word  “order” 
erased  and  the  word  “  bearer  ”  substituted,  I  contend  he 
acted  improperly,  because  I  hold  that  it  is  decidedly  wrong 
that  any  person  in  charge  of  any  duty  connected  with  any 
Department  should  be  permitted  to  act  as  the  agent,  in  any 
capacity,  of  any  person  doing  business  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  Whether  tho  statute  makes  any  such  provision  I 
know  not,  but  if  it  do  not  it  should  ;  it  should  provido  that 
no  servant  in  any  Department  be  permitted  to  act  as  the 
agent  of  any  other  person.  It  appears  this  transpired  some 
time  in  1883.  Since  this  has  transpired  and  before  it  was 
fully  cleared  up— the  papers  possibly  will  show  the  date  it 
was  cleared  up  an!  the  refund  made— Mr.  Tilton  has  been 
removed  from  the  position  of  accountant  and  made  Deputy 
Minister  of  Fisheries.  It  is  rather  singular,  in  my  opinion, 
that  while  a  charge  of  that  kind  hung  over  the  head  of  an 
important  officer,  the  head  of  the  Department  should  so 
overlook  this  charge  that  he  promoted  the  officer  in  question 
to  the  position  of  Deputy  Minister,  before  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  settlement  had  been  come  to  in  regard  to  this  irre¬ 
gularity.  I  cannot  understand  why  it  was  done.  Certainly 
no  business  man  would  act  thus  with  any  one  in  his  employ 
under  similar  circumstances ;  certainly  no  businoss  man 
would  take  one  of  his  employees,  who  was  under  sus¬ 
picion,  out  of  a  lower  and  place  him  in  a  higher  position 
until  such  time  as  a  very  satisfactory  explanation  had  been 
given  of  the  charge  made.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
explanations  were  that  may  have  been  made  to  the  hon. 
Minister  before  he  made  this  change,  but  the  fact  remains 
that  such  irregularities  were  transacted,  that  he  took  that 
servant  out  of  his  position  and  put  him  in  a  higher  one, 
while  the  servant  was  charged  with  that  crime,  if  it  may  be 
called  a  crime.  The  proceeding  appears  to  be  a  very  strange 
one.  It  looks  as  though  the  Minister  were  compelled  to 
make  the  change,  as  though  he  were  under  the  power  of 
his  employee,  because  certainly,  in  ordinary  circumstances, 
the  natural  course  to  be  adopted  towards  an  employee  guilty 
of  such  an  irregularity  would  be  to  dispense  with  his  services. 
The  fact  is,  that  in  place  of  permitting  him  on  probation 
to  occupy  the  position  he  then  held,  he  is  taken  out  of  that 
position,  put  into  a  higher  and  more  lucrative  one,  a 
position  of  greater  trust,  and  yet,  under  the  circumstances, tho 
imputation  with  which  he  stood  charged  before  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  not  cleared  up  or  satisfactorily  explained.  This  is 
the  reason  I  have  for  moving  for  all  these  papers.  I  hope 
that  when  they  come  before  the  House  I  may  find  that 
the  representations  which  have  been  made  are  not 
correct,  but  lam  afraid,  in  fact  I  have  good  reason  to 
believe,  that  a  very  large  portion  of  the  statements,  if  not 
the  whole,  will  be  found  to  be  just  as  I  have  made  them. 

Mr.  MoLELUN.  I  was  at  a  considerable  loss  to  under¬ 
stand  why  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  entered  into  a 
discussion  of  this  matter  and  should  make  charges 


136 


COMMONS  DEBATES.  February  17, 


affecting  the  character  of  an  officer  of  my  Department 
and  in  the  service  of  the  Government — why  he  should 
make  the  charges  before  he  had  seen  the  papers 
and  understood  what  he  was  saying.  But  he  has  given  the 
explanation.  He  wanted  if  possible  to  get  a  blow  at  the 
head  of  the  Department,  at  the  Minister,  and  make  it  appear 
that  the  Minister  had  been  guilty  of  some  grave  dereliction 
of  duty  in  promoting |aa  man  against  whom  there!  was 
this  charge  in  regard  to  the  payment  of  Staff  Commander 
Bolton.  I  beg  to  submit  that  the  late  accountant  of  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  was  promoted  months 
before  there  was  any  question  raised  as  to  the  position  of 
Staff  Commander  Bolton’s  salary.  Staff  Commander  Bolton 
came  to  this  country  by  the  direction  of  the  Admiralty  to 
engage  upon  that  survey.  His  salary  was  not  fixed  at  the 
time  he  came,  nor  for  several  months  after  he 
entered  upon  his  duties,  and  therefore,  during  the  first 
months  that  he  was  engaged,  payments  were  made  to  him 
simply  on  account,  and  there  was  an  understanding,  I  have 
reason  to  know,  with  Staff  Commander  Bolton,  when  he  left 
for  his  work  in  the  Georgian  Bay,  that  certain  sums  should 
be  sent  to  his  wife  in  England,  on  account  of  his  salary.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  all  these  cheques  should  have  been 
sent  direct  to  Staff  Commander  Bolton  instead  of  being 
made  to  bearer,  as  two  of  them  were,  aDd  should  ha  m 
received  his  endorsation.  That  would,  perhaps,  have  been 
the  more  regular  way,  but  it  would  have  involved  a  great 
loss  of  time.  I  have  understood  that  Staff  Commander 
Bolton  was  very  anxious  that,  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  that  money  could  be  said  to  be  due  to  him,  it  should 
be  sent  across  the  water  to  Mrs.  Bolton,  who  was  then 
living  in  England,  and  had  a  family  to  maintain  there.  The 
Commander,  in  a  letter,  so  late  as  the  19  th  of  last  September, 
writing  to  the  Department,  says  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  get  cheques  cashed  and  dealt  with  whilst  on  the 
survey.  I  had  occasion  to  visit  that  neighborhood,  I  think 
in  August,  and  I  found  that  the  vessel  and  crew  had  to  leave 
the  work  on  which  they  were  engaged  and  go  some  distance 
in  order  to  raise  money  upon  cheques  that  had  been  sent  to 
them.  Under  the  arrangements  and  the  understanding 
that  were  had  between  the  accountant  and  Staff  Com¬ 
mander  Bolton,  when  he  was  leaving  on  his  survey  in  1883, 
two  cheques  were  drawn  payable  to  bearer.  The  first  was 
changed  from  “order”  to  “bearer.”  I  want  the  hon, 
gentleman  to  understand  that  no  change  was  made  after  the 
cheque  was  made.  It  was  made  and  filled  up  payable  to 
bearer,  and  was  signed  by  the  Deputy  Ministor,  Mr,  William 
Smith,  and  the  accountant  together,  and  the  words  “  to 
bearer”  were  initialled  by  Mr.  Smith.  That  was  for  the 
purpose  of  sending  a  bill  of  exchange  to  England,  t  >  Mrs. 
Bolton.  Later,  another  cheque  of  a  less  amount,  $300,  was 
treated  in  the  same  way,  in  the  following  month ;  but,  in 
in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Smith,  who  was  away  on  depart  mental 
business,  it  was  so  treated  by  the  officers  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  who  were  authorised  under  Order  in  Council  to  sign 
cheques  ;  and  Mr.  Tilton  was  the  gentleman  who  initialled 
“  to  bearer  ”  in  that  case.  These  are  the  only  two  cheques 
upon  which  the  Auditor  General  found  any  difficulty  in 
arranging  the  accounts  of  Commander  Bolton.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  Mr.  Tilton  has  been  called  upon  to 
refund  a  sum  of  about  $307.  Well,  the  only  sum  that  has 
been  refunded,  that  has  been  repaid,  upon  which  there  was 
any  difference  of  opinion  between  Commander  Bolton, 
and  Mr.  Tilton,  is  a  sum  of  about  $113.  In  regard  to 
$13  of  that,  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion.  A  cheque 
was  issued  for  $300,  which  was  sent  to  the  bank  to  purchase 
a  bill  of  exchange  for  £60.  The  difference  between  the 
cost  of  that  bill  of  exchange  and  $300  still  remained — some 
$7  or  $8.  In  another  case,  also,  there  was  a  difference! 
between  ^the  cost  of  a  bill  of  exchange  and  the  amount  sent 
to  the  bank,  the  total  in  the  two  cases  being  this  $13,  which 
the  Auditor^said  had  to  be  refunded  to  Commander  Boulton. 
Mr.  MoLelan. 


|  There  was  another  difference  as  to  the  transmission  of  a  £40 
cheque  which  was  not  paid  in  the  way  the  accountant  had 
directed  on  the  other  side,  and  it  came  back  through  the 
Bank  of  Montreal  into  the  Finance  Department,  and  was 
entered  upon  the  books  as  a  second  charge.  As  soon  as 
Commander  Bolton  returned  to  Ottawa  from  his  survey, 
Mr.  Tilton  called  his  attention  to  this,  and  said,  “  On  the 
accounts  that  appear  on  the  books,  I  think  there  is  an  error 
in  a  bill  of  exchange  for  £40,  or  about  $200,  and  we  will 
arrange  it  if  you  will  look  over  it.”  I  saw  Commander  Bolton 
when  a  question  arose  about  the  differences  in  the  accounts. 
I  met  him  and  asked  him  if  that  matter  in  difference  was 
not  one  which  might  be  readily  settled  between  himself 
and  Mr.  Tilton.  He  said  Mr.  Tilton  had  called  his  attention 
to  that  overcharge  and  that  error.  I  asked  him  to  come  in 
and  take  the  money  himself,  as  I  did  not  want  it  to  be  put 
in  the  way  of  a  refund  to  the  Treasury,  because  I  would 
therefore  lose  the  amount  from  the  grant,  and  the  grant 
was  running  small  for  the  expenses  that  were  incurred,  and 
I  was  anxious  to  save  that  much,  at  least,  of  the  grant,  and 
have  it  paid  to  Commander  Bolton  instead  of  being  refunded 
to  the  Treasury.  In  fact,  in  so  far  as  that  is  concerned, 
there  really  was  no  difference  between  the  accountant  and 
Commander  Bolton. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN.  Six  o’clock. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  have 
some  consideration  for  the  Minister,  and  allow  him  to 
explain  when  a  very  serious  charge  is  laid  against  him. 
Hon.  gentlemen  ought  not  to  interrupt  him  in  that  way. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Commander  Bolton  acknowledged 
to  have  received  at  the  Department  $100  on  the  1st  cf 
November,  but  he  claims  it  was  from  a  cheque  that  hp  had 
subsequently  received,  and  which  he  had  endorsed  himself, 
and  therefore  the  dispute  between  the  accountant  and  Com¬ 
mander  Bolton  was  as  to  whether  that  $100  was  paid  out 
of  the  previous  cheques,  or,  as  Commander  Bolton  claimed, 
out  of  the  cheque  of  November.  The  Auditor  General 
required  that  $100  to  account  for  all  the  cheques  that  were 
charged  to  him  to  that  day,  and  the  Auditor  General  decided 
that  in  addition  to  the  two  sums  amounting  to  $13,  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  bills  of  exchange  and  the  cheques 
drawn,  ho  should  either  furnish  to  the  Auditor  General  a 
receipt  for  the  $100  or  make  a  refund  of  it.  The  accoun¬ 
tant  has  paid  that  $100,  but  under  protest,  claiming  that  it 
was  the  balance  of  the  first  cheques,  and  not  as  Commander 
Bolton  states,  on  the  cheque  of  $300  of  November.  I  there¬ 
fore  think  that  when  all  the  papers  are  brought  down,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  an  opportunity  of  examining  them, 
he  will  not  speak  in  the  same  tone  and  manner  with  which 
he  addressed  the  House  this  evening. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  the  House  rose,  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister,  in  reply  to  the  remark  I  had  made  asking  for  a 
return  of  certain  papers  connected  with  a  difficulty  that 
arose  between  Mr.  Tilton  and  Mr.  Bolton,  stated  that  it 
would  have  been  better  for  me  to  reserve  my  x’emarks  until 
the  papers  were  before  the  House.  Now  I  beg  to  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  perhaps  I  would  have  reserved  my  remarks 
were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  the  papers  in  connection  with 
the  duties  devolving  upon  this  very  officer  had  been  ordered 
by  the  Houso,  and  had  not  yet  been  brought  down.  On 
the  20th  March,  1884,  the  following  return  was  ordered, 
moved  by  Mr.  Somerville  (Brant),  and  seconded  by  Mr. 
McMullen  : 

Return  showing  all  sums  received  by  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  on  account  of  rental  of  rivers  and  streams  ;  also  showing  sums  paid 
into  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  on  account  of  fines  imposed 
for  violation  of  the  fisheries  regulations,  the  return  in  each  case  to  shovr 
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amounts  so  received  during  the  years  1882  and  1883,  with  the  date 
received  and  the  names  of  depositors,  and  the  dates  on  which  such  sums 
were  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  Government. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  these  returns  have  never  been  brought 
down  to  this  House,  and  I  know  that  I  was  justified,  under 
the  circumstances,  in  making  the  remark  I  did,  because  if 
I  had  not  pointedly  drawn  the  Minister’s  attention,  per¬ 
haps  these  very  returns  would  never  be  brought  down 
that  I  now  ask  for.  I  hope  now,  that  we  may  get  both 
the  returns  asked  for  last  year  and  those  I  am  now  asking 
for.  The  Minister  also  stated  that  be  was  not  aware  of  the 
difficulties  between  Mr.  Tilton  and  Mr.  Bolton  at  the  time 
that  he  appointed  Mr.  Tilton  as  Deputy  Minister 
of  Marino  and  Fisheries.  Well,  it  is  very  singular 
that  he  was  unaware  of  that  fact,  because  if  I  am 
correctly  infonned,  I  think  the  hon.  Minister  will 
find  by  the  papers  1  now  ask  for  that  the  difficulty  arose 
some  time  in  September,  1883 — that  these  irregularities 
actually  took  place  in  1883.  The  present  deputy  not  hav¬ 
ing  been  appointed  until  some  time  in  July,  1884, 1  think  he 
will  find,  when  the  cheques  are  produced,  that  that  irregu¬ 
larity  took  place  in  1883.  I  hope  when  the  papers  come 
down  the  House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  examining 
into  the  whole  question  and  deciding  whether  any  irregu¬ 
larities  or  improprieties  took  place  in  the  Department  of 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  may  say,  in  respect  of  the  return 
ordered  last  year,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  sent  to  my 
Department,  as  well  as  to  other  Departments,  a  list  of  all 
the  orders  to  which  returns  had  not  been  made,  and  they  are 
now  being  prepared  as  rapidly  as  possible.  I  think  I 
brought  down  one  or  two  asked  for  last  year,  and  I  will  see 
that  the  one  now  asked  for  is  brought  down  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  in  error  when  he 
says  that  the  Department  became  aware  of  this  in  1883. 
It  was  not  until  November,  1884,  that  I  heard  anything 
about  it,  or  that  anything  was  known  about  it  by  the  officers 
of  the  Department.  So  late  as  September,  1884,  Comman¬ 
der  Bolton  wrote  to  the  Department,  asking  for  a  state¬ 
ment  of  his  account,  and,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
I  will  now  read  his  letter  : 

“  Georgian  Bay,  17tb  September,  1884. 

u  My  Dear  Mr.  Godrdead. — By  an  inadvertence  I  had  no  copy  of  my  i 
paid  contingent  account  for  August.  Would  you  kindly  let  one  of  your 
clerks  give  me  a  copy  as  soon  as  convenient,  to  assist  me  in  the  squar¬ 
ing  up  of  my  accounts  to  the  30th  of  June  last.  I  enclose  you  a  state¬ 
ment  of  moneys  received  and  expended,  from  the  commencement  of  the 
survey  to  the  end  of  fiscal  year,  as  near  as  1  can  come  to  it.  The  only  j 
thing  I  am  in  doubt  about,  is  my  own  salary.  Had  I  known  the,! 
late  accountant  wa3  not  keeping  a  separate  account  of  it,  I  would  have  ! 
been  more  particular  about  what  I  received  last  autumn.  Please  to  uu-  | 
derstand  that  I  send  this  account  quite  privately,  with  a  view  to  assist-  ! 
ing  you  in  letting  me  know  how  I  stood  to  the  Department  on  30th  of 
June  last,  for  really  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Department  owes  me 
money  or  the  reverse.  Before  I  left  Ottawa  I  tried  to  make  it  under¬ 
stood  how  literally  impossible  it  is  to  cash  a  large  cheque  like  the  one  I 
lately  received  for  salary  and  wages  for  last  month,  and,  as  you  are 
doubtless  aware,  have  written  officially  for  the  money  in  future  to 
be  sent  in  individual  cheques,  as  was  the  case  in  July.” 

Mr.  Gourdeau,  I  may  say,  was  the  acting  accountant  after 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Tilton  as  Deputy  Minister. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course,  it  is  quite  impossible  for  the 
House,  in  view  of  the  contradictory  statements,  to  arrive  at 
any  conclusion  as  to  what  the  state  of  the  account  may  be 
between  Mr.  Bolton  and  Mr.  Tilton  ;  but  upon  the  Minister’s 
own  statement  it  seems  to  me  that  an  extremely  grave  irregu¬ 
larity  and  impropriety  has  been  committed  with  reference  to 
the  management  of  the  public  moneys,  an  irregularity  and 
impropriety  so  grave  that  I  am  surprised  the  hon.  Minister 
should  have  stated  it  across  the  House  without  indicating 
his  own  entire  dissent  from  the  transaction.  There  is  no 
security  whatever  with  reference  to  public  moneys,  if  they 
are  to  be  dealt  with  as  the  Minister  has  stated  the 
public  moneys  have  been  dealt  with  in  this  case,  I 
understand  that  money  cannot  be  paid,  under  our  law  and 
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regulations,  except  to  the  individual  to  whom,  by  the  vote 
of  Parliament  or  by  other  authority,  they  are  duo. 

I  understand  it  to  bo  the  rule  that  cheques  or  other  letters 
of  credit,  instruments  of  payment,  shall  be  made  to  the  order 
of  the  person  who  is  entitled  to  the  payment,  and  that  if 
there  is  any  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  personal  receipt  by 
that  party  in  cashing  the  cheque,  if  anybody  else  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  it,  a  letter  of  attorney,  according  to  the  practice  of 
the  departments,  is  to  he  given  in  favor  of  some  other  per¬ 
son,  who  may  receive  the  money  or  cheque  and  acquit  the 
public  service  of  the  demand.  It  was  so  palpable  that,  even 
with  those  precautions,  even  when  you  adhere  to  the  law, 
even  when  you  arranged  that  there  should  be  some  person, 
if  not  the  individual,  who  would  be  able  to  acquit  the  public 
service  of  the  debt,  it  would  be  an  improper  thing  that  per¬ 
sons  in  the  public  service  should  be  that  attorney;  that  so 
long  ago  as  1870  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed,  on  25th 
January  in  that  year,  providing  that  no  officer  in  the  Civil 
Service  shall,  under  any  circumstances,  be  permitted  to  act 
as  attorney  for  the  receipt  of  public  money.  That  order 
has  remained  in  force  ever  since.  So,  had  Mr.  Tilton  held 
a  power  of  attorney  from  Staff  Commander  Bolton  to 
receive  his  salary,  it  would  be  a  breach  of  duty  by  Mr. 
Tilton  to  have  accepted  that  power  and  to  have  received 
the  money,  and  it  would  have  been  a  breach  of  duty  on  tho 
part  of  tho  other  officers  of  the  Department  to  have  per¬ 
mitted  the  cheque  to  be  payable  to  Mr.  Tilton’s  order  or  to 
have  accepted  his  endorsement  on  the  cheque  for  that  of 
Staff  Commander  Bolton.  It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  the 
Order  in  Council.  It  was  passed  when  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  were  in  power.  It  was  held  unrepaaled  during 
the  period  when  their  successors  held  office.  It  has  been 
left  unrepealed  ever  since.  It  has  remained  the  law  for  four¬ 
teen  years  at  least.  If,  therefore,  the  hon.  Minister  had  stated 
that  Mr.  Tilton  had  a  power  of  attorney  from  Staff  Com¬ 
mander  Bolton  to  receive  money  due  to  that  gentleman 
and  to  acquit  the  Department  of  the  debt,  he  would  have 
told  us  of  a  breach  of  the  rules  regulating  the  Civil  Service 
and  of  the  Order  in  Council  and  a  grave  breach  of  discip¬ 
line.  He  has  told  us,  however,  that  Mr.  Tilton  had  no 
power  of  attorney,  and  that  two  cheques  made  payable  to 
bearer  instead  of  to  order  were  handed  over  to  this  officer, 
and  one  of  those  cheques,  it  seems,  in  the  absence  of  the 
chief  of  the  Department,  was  actually  made  out  by  the 
Accountant ;  go  Mr.  Tilton  made  the  cheques  payable  to 
bearer  in  order  that  he  (Tilton)  might  receive  the  money. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Tilton  and  Mr.  Goodall. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Whether  there  was  one  actor  and  two 
conspirators  in  this  matter,  Ido  not  know  or  care.  But  for 
one  or  two  officers  to  make  cheques  payable  to  bearer  instead 
of  to  order — although  the  cheques  are  printed  as  payable  to 
order,  so  that  the  country  may  have  that  security— -in  order 
that  one  of  those  officers  might  himself  receive  the  money, 
was  a  breach  of  discipline  infinitely  grosser  than  it  would 
have  been  bad  Mr.  Tilton  received  power  of  attorney  from 
Staff  Commander  Bolton,  and  produced  it  as  a  reason  why 
he  had  power  to  receive  the  money.  That,  however,  would 
be  a  breach  of  discipline.  But  what  was  it,  according  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Minister,  when  the  person  appointed  to 
sign  tho  cheques,  drew  them  in  a  form  which  deprived  the 
public  of  tho  usual  security,  and  drew  it  because  he  had  not 
authority  to  endorse  the  cheque  or  receive  the  money? 
That  which  was  done  with  regard  to  the  two  cheques  for 
$300  might  be  done  the  following  day  with  two  cheques 
for  $300,000  ;  yet  there  was  no  condemnation  of  the  trans¬ 
action  by  the  hon.  Minister,  and  the  only  man  be  denounced 
was  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen) 
who  has  submitted  this  motion. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  listened  with  a  good  deal  of 
interest  to  this  discussion.  I  have  done  so  because  the  hon. 
gentleman  whose  reputation  was  assailed  by  the  hon.  mem- 
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ber  for  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  is  an  officer  who  was 
placed  in  the  Department  by  myself,  a  gentleman  who,  for 
seven  years  and  a-half,  while  I  occupied  the  hon.  position 
of  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  was  my  private 
secretary  and  accountant  of  the  Department.  During  the 
whole  of  that  time  I  found  Mr.  Tilton  a  straightforward, 
upright,  honorable  man.  I  believe  him  to  be  so  still.  I 
have  watched  with  intense  interest,  not  only  the 
charges  brought  against  him  by  the  lion,  merfiber  for 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullon),  but  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
Minister  in  his  defence,  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  what  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake) 
has  said,  that  there  has  been  a  looseness,  a  violation,  per¬ 
haps,  of  a  regulation  of  the  Department,  may  be  perfectly 
true.  Everyone  who  knows  Mr.  Tilton  is  aware,  if  he  has 
a  failing,  it  is  a  disposition  to  oblige,  to  conciliate  and  to 
accommodate  everyone  with  whom  he  is  brought  in  contact. 
I  can  understand  the  position  of  Mr.  Tilton  in  regard  to  Staff 
Commander  Bolton.  A  gentleman  coming  from  abroad,  ap¬ 
pointed  to  perform  a  duty  on  the  Georgian  Bay,  where  it  was 
impossible,  as  he  wrote,  to  cash  cheques  and  transmit  money 
to  his  wife,  who,  with  his  family,  is  in  England,  for  their 
support,  asks  Mr.  Tilton  to  do  what  he  did,  and  Mr.  Tilton, 
with  that  disposition  to  assist,  which  has  characterised  him, 
acceded  to  his  request.  1  havo  listened  to  the  charges 
brought  against  him.  I  was  disgusted  with  the  course 
pursued  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought  this  motion 
before  the  House.  Where  the  private  reputation  of  a  public 
officer  is  assailed  in  a  matter  such  as  this,  about  a  paltry 
$200  between  Mr.  Tilton  and  Staff  Commander  Bolton, 
the  duty  of  a  public  man,  such  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen),  in  bringing  the  matter  before 
the  House,  was  to  have  laid  the  matter  calmly  and  dis¬ 
passionately  before  the  House,  not  to  have  dilated  and 
discussed  the  merits  of  the  case  until  we  had  the  papers 
before  us  and  were  able  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  whether 
the  outside  charges  brought  against  Mr.  Tilton  were  true 
or  not,  and  hon.  members  had  an  opportunity  from  the 
papers  of  ascertaining  the  facts.  I  have  come  to  this  con¬ 
clusion,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  found  to  be  the  cor¬ 
rect  one,  that,  from  the  letter  which  the  Minister  has 
read,  it  appears  that  Staff  Commander  Bolton  did  not 
know  the  actual  state  of  his  account,  at  all  events 
as  far  as  public  money  is  conceimed  and  the 
amount  drawn  by  Mr.  Tilton.  The  Minister  states 
that  there  is  only  $13  diffei’ence  between  the  bills  of 
exchange  drawn  and  the  drafts  placed  in  Mr.  Tilton’s  hands. 
I  am  surprised  that  the  reputation  of  an  honorable  man  like 
Mr.  Tilton  should  be  assailed  about  a  paltry  matter  like 
this ;  and  I  take  this  opportunity,  from  my  place  in  this 
House,  as  one  who  has  known  him  for  years,  to  say  that 
until  some  evidence  more  substantial  than  mere  outside 
rumors,  mere  scandalous  attacks  by  rivals,  perhaps,  in 
office,  by  persons  envious  of  his  position  and  jealous  of  his 
honorable  position,  I  cannot  believe  ho  is  guilty.  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  that  hon.  members  should  come  forward  and  pre¬ 
judge  the  question,  and  ask  the  House  to  prejudge  it.  I  do 
not  deny  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake)  is  right  in  saying  that  no  public  officer  should  act 
as  a  party  to  receive  money.  Perhaps  that  matter  may 
have  been  overlooked.  It  was  not,  however,  a  question  of 
receiving,  but  of  transmitting  money  to  Staff  Commander 
Bolton’s  wife  and  family  in  England,  while  he  was  on 
Georgian  Bay  and  could  not  get  cheques  cashed  ; 
and  if,  after  two  or  three  years  of  transactions  of  this  kind, 
a  question  did  arise  in  the  accounts — as  they  are  very  likely 
to  have  arisen,  Staff  Commander  Bolton  not  having  an 
opportunity  of  checking  them  and  perhaps  not  being  very 
accurate  in  keeping  accounts — I  say  it  is  an  outrageous 
thing  that  the  character  of  an  honorable  public  officer,  as  I 
know  Mr.  Tilton  to  be,  and  such  I  believe  him  at  this 
moment  to  be, — I  say  that  it  is  outrageous  that  an  attempt 
Mr,  Mitchell. 
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should  be  made  to  throw  a  reproach  on  his  character — and 
through  him  attack  the  Ministry,  for  what  I  can  only 
describe  as  either  political  or  envious  individual  purposes. 
Why  is  not  the  rojmtation  of  Mr.  Deputy  Smith  assailed  in 
conjunction  with  him?  Mr.  Smith  signed  one  of  the 
cheques,  and  signed  it  “  bearer.” 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  He  changed  it  and  initialed  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Why  ?  Because  Mr.  Tilton  has  been 
a  true  supporter  of  the  party  in  power,  while  Mr.  Smith  has 
been  a  renegade  to  the  party  in  power,  and  therefore  they 
let  Mr.  Smith  slip  by,  and  try  to  drag  Mr.  Tilton  down  to 
the  level  of  the  mean  curs  who  never  should  have 
attacked  him. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  might  have  remembered,  when  he  lectured  my  hon. 
friend  on  the  impropriety  of  attacking  the  character  of  civil 
servants,  that  for  him  to  speak  in  the  terms  which  he  has 
just  used  towards  an  old  and  valuable  public  officer  like  Mr. 
Smith,  is  certainly,  considering  his  long  standing  in  Parlia¬ 
ment,  a  grosser  outrage  than  anything  that  was  said  by  my 
hon.  friend  with  reference  to  Mr.  Tilton. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  is  a  new  experience  to  mo  to  bo 
lectured  by  the  man  who  has  vilified  the  Premier  of  this 
country  on  every  possible  occasion,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  who  has  just  sat  down. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  will  get  it,  if  you 
deserve  it  as  he  did. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  You  will  got  it  before  I  am  done  with 
you. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS  OF  WHEAT  AND  FLOUR. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant)  moved  for  : 

A  return  showing  the  quantity  and  value  of  wheat  and  flour  imported 
into  and  exported  from  the  Dominion,  by  Provinces,  during  the,  six 
months  ending  31st  December,  1884. 

He  said :  I  ask  the  privilege  of  adding  to  the  motion  the 
following : — 

“  Distinguishing  in  the  imports  the  quantity  entered  for  home  con¬ 
sumption,  and  in  the  exports  the  product  of  Canada." 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  This  motion  is  covered  by  one  which 
was  made  on  the  6th  of  February,  by  Mr.  Cameron  (Middle¬ 
sex),  with  the  exception  of  the  words  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  now  proposes  to  add.  The  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Middlesex  was  for  : 

.  “A  return  showing  the  quantity  of  wheat,  flour,  corn  and  cornmeal 
imported  into  and  exported  from  the  various  Provinces,  from  the  1st  of 
July  to  the  31st  December,  1884.” 

That  covers  the  whole  of  the  motion  with  the  addition  of 
corn  and  cornmeal.  If  that  motion,  which  has  been  carried 
covers,  as  I  thick  it  does,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion,  I 
would  havo  no  objection  to  instructing  the  addition  to  be 
made  to  it,  showing  that  entered  for  home  consumption, 
and  that  for  exportation  the  product  of  Canada. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  the  information  lam 
anxious  to  get. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  sorry  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
is  not  hero,  for  when  this  subject  was  referred  to  last  year 
I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  strong  disposition 
exists  to  have  the  duty  taken  off  cornmeal,  an  article  which 
is  scarcely  produced  in  this  country,  and  which  is  largely 
consumed,  at  least  by  the  poor  people  of  my  own  county. 
When  I  called  his  attention  to  it  last  Session,  when  we  were 
passing  the  Estimates,  the  Finance  Minister  stated  then 
that  he  could  not  take  the  duty  off  that  year.  I  said,  we 
may  hope,  then,  that  next  year  it  may  be  taken  off, 
and  he  smiled  upon  me,  What  he  meant  by  that  smile  I 
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do  not  know,  but  if  he  were  here  I  would  ask  him  to  inter¬ 
pret  that  smile,  and  to  say  if  he  had  any  intention  of  re¬ 
moving  the  duty.  I  notice  that  a  delegation  of  millers  has 
recently  waited  on  the  First  Minister,  with  a  view  of  get¬ 
ting  an  increased  duty  on  flour,  claiming  that  the  duty 
which  exists  on  flour  and  wheat  was  relatively  against 
the  National  Policy,  and  against  the  interests  of 
the  manufacturers  of  flour  in  this  country;  Now,  I  want  to 
say  for  one,  that  if  the  Government  intend  to  increase  this 
duty,  that  it  is  just  as  well  to  take  this  early  opportunity  of 
explaining  what  my  position,  with  regard  to  the  matter, 
will  be  ;  for  if  the  Government  have  any  intention  of  com¬ 
plying  with— to  use  the  words  which  were  applied  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  to  the  correspondent 
of  the  Herald,  in  relation  to  a  certain  question  the  other  day 
■ — if  they  intend  to  comply  with  the  impudent  suggestion  of 
the  millers,  and  that  additional  duty  is  to  bo  imposed,  this 
House  and  the  Government  may  depend  upon  it  that  there 
will  be  a  fight  for  it  before  it  is  put  on. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  it  distinctly  understood  that  I  did 
not  state  that  the  proposal  of  the  millers  was  an  impudent 
proposal— it  was  quite  a  different  proposal  that  I  charac¬ 
terised  as  impudent.  I  wish,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  placate  the 
hon.  gentleman.  My  efforts  in  that  direction  have  not 
been  very  successful  heretofore.  I  paid  him,  I  think,  a 
very  handsome  compliment  the  other  night,  and  gave  him 
a  free  advertisement  of  his  enterprise,  and  he  attacked  me 
very  violently.  I  shall  make  another  effort — I  do  not  know 
whether  I  shall  succeed  or  not— and  I  will  say  of  him  that, 
from  all  I  have  known  of  him  these  many  years,  I  think 
Mr.  Tilton  was  an  admirable  man  to  be  his  private 
secretary. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  While  I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
some  of  his^ compliments,  I  do  not  think  his  attempt  to  pay 
a  compliment  to  me  is  very  happy.  I  did  not  say  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  report  of  the  millers  was 
an  impudent  attempt.  I  used  the  same  language  with 
reference  to  the  millers  that  the  hon.  gentleman  used  in 
relation  to  the  correspondent  of  the  Herald,  in  connection 
with  a  much  more  important  matter.  As  I  entered  this 
House  I  heard  him  use  the  expression,  “  the  impudent  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  correspondent  of  the  Herald ;  ”  and  I  applied 
that  expression  to  the  attempt  of  the  millers.  I  say  that 
tho  efforts  of  the  millers  to  impose  a  tax  of  SI  a  bar¬ 
rel  on  the  flour  used  by  tho  poor  people  of  this  country  is 
an  impudent  attempt  to  get  more  protection,  which  shall 
not  meet  with  my  support.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  pay 
compliments  if  he  likes.  I  have  not  received  many 
compliments  from  him  during  the  last  twelve  years, 
at  all  events  since  1873  or  1874.  Latterly  ho  has 
been  disposed  to  pay  a  few  compliments,  for  which  I 
am  very  thankful;  lam  thankful  for  small  favors.  I  re¬ 
spect  the  hon.  gentleman’s  great  abilities  and  talents.  I 
know  the  hon.  gentleman  imagines  that  he  is  the  greatest 
man  in  this  House.  I  dare  say  he  is — when  a  lot  of  us  are 
out  of  it.  But  on  my  responsibility,  as  a  representative  of 
the  people,  I  have  the  right  to  act  for  myself,  and  I  shall 
endeavor  so  to  conduct  myself  in  this  House  as  to  do  credit 
to  the  people  who  have  done  me  the  honor  to  send  me  here 
to  look  after  their  interests. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DKAWBACKS  ON  MANUFACTURED  EXPORTS. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant)  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  claims  presented  for  drawbacks  on  goods  manu¬ 
factured  for  export  (since  the  date  of  the  last  return  made  to  this 
House),  showing  the  names  of  all  applicants,  their  placo  of  business,  the 
articles  on  which  the  drawback  was  claimed  and  the  amount  of  each 
claim,  distinguishing  between  the  claims  which  have  been  allowed  and 
those  which  have  been  disallowed,  and  those  under  consideration  and 
not  yet  decided,  and  giving  the  reason  for  such  disallowance,  Also, 


copies  of  all  regulations  made  by  the  Department  with  reference  to  such 
claims,  together  with  a  copy  of  one  allowed  claim  and  the  sworn 
declaration  thereto  of  each  exporter. 

Ho  said :  This  motion  asks  for  a  return  similar  to  what 
has  been  brought  down  during  tho  last  few  years.  In  pre¬ 
vious  returns  a  great  many  sheets  have  been  taken  up  with 
statements  of  refunds  on  tins  for  lobster  canning.  I  have 
no  desire  to  get  these  in  detail,  as  I  know  they  entail  a 
great  deal  of  work,  and  are  all  similar.  It  would  answer 
my  purpose  if  the  number  of  claims  were  stated  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate.  If  it  is  prepared  in  that  way,  1  think  the  return  can  be 
brought  down  very  soon.  I  judge,  from  what  I  have  seen 
in  the  newspapers  about  interviews  with  the  Ministers,  with 
reference  to  claims  made  by  manufacturers  for  drawbacks, 
that  probably  new  rules  have  been  adopted,  facilitating  the 
handling  of  the  matter  by  the  Department.  If  so,  I  desirp 
to  have  copies  of  all  those  new  regulations. 

Mr.  B DWELL.  There  is  no  date  stated  in  the  return, 
and  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  no  objection  to 
have  it  brought  up  to  the  1st  of  this  month. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Whatever  date  will  suit  you 
will  suit  me. 

Mr,  BOWELL.  Say  the  1st  of  the  month.  I  might  add 
that  the  return  will  not  be  encumbered  this  year  with  any 
statements  of  the  drawback  on  tin.  As  there  is  no  duty  on 
tin  now,  there  is  no  drawback. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  Has  that  been  the  case  all 
the  year. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Oh,  yes ;  it  was  taken  off  two  years  ago ; 
but  the  last  return  contained  every  claim  that  was  made 
previous  to  the  placing  of  tin  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Have  they  all  been  settled  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  I  think  so. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INSPECTORS  OR  CLERKS  OF  WORKS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  moved  for : 

A  statement  showing  the  names  of  all  persons  employed  by  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  or  other  Department  of  the  Government 
as  inspectors  or  elerks  of  works  on  any  building  or  other  public  work 
during  the  years  1882-83  and  1883-84,  with  statement  showing  the 
amount  paid  to  such  persons  for  services  as  such  officials,  and  the  rate 
per  month  or  per  diem  to  each  ;  also,  the  gross  amount  expended  by  the 
Government  in  each  year  on  such  works  under  the  inspection  of  each 
clerk  of  works ;  also,  a  statement  showing  the  actual  profession  or 
calling  of  each  sucli  clerk  of  works. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
wished  to  add  from  1873-74. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  ought  to  be  put  in 
a  separate  work.  The  result  of  making  additions  is,  first,  to 
add  largely  to  the  expense,  and  next,  to  defer  bringing  down 
information  we  want  to  use  to  a  late  period  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  POPE.  You  will  get  it  down  soon. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Very  soon  ;  not  to-morrow,  but  very  soon. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  we  get  it  soon,  I 

have  not  the  least  objection,  but  lot  the  hon.  gentleman 
make  the  addition. 

Mr,  POPE  moved,  in  amendment,  that  “  since  1873-74  ” 
be  added. 

j  Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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SUBSIDIES  TO  KAILWAYS  IN  NOVA  SCOTIA  AND 
CAPE  BRETON. 

Mr.  McDGIJGALL  moved  for 

Statement  of  subsidies  in  cash  and  subventions,  of  whatever  kind,  on 
railways  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  including  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton,  chargeable  to  capital  account,  smce  the  date  of  Confederation, 
whether  in  aid  of  construction  or  acquiring  of  said  railways,  and  the 
number  of  miles  located  in  each  county. 

Ho  said :  I  may  state,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  information 
sought  by  the  motion  which  I  have  just  tabled,  refers  to  a 
subject  of  great  importance  to  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton, 
and  in  a  special  manner  to  the  people  of  the  county  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  which  is  my  apology  for 
offering  a  few  remarks  in  relation  to  the  peculiar  position 
occupied  by  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  in  the  railway  his¬ 
tory  of  Nova  Scotia.  Many  years  previous  to  Confederation 
railway  agitation  was  commenced  by  the  people  of  Cape 
Breton,  and  strong  appeals  were  being  made  by  the  people 
to  the  Parliaments  of  those  days,  but  without  any  satisfac¬ 
tory  result.  Previous  to  Confederation  the  Legislature  of 
Nova  Scotia,  however,  undertook  the  building  of  several 
lines  of  railway  east  and  west  in  the  Province.  Those  lines 
have  been  taken  by  the  Dominion  Government,  and  have 
been,  by  Acts  of  this  Legislature,  further  aided  and  ex 
tended,  besides  the  extensions  which  have  been  aided  by 
Provincial  subsidies  and  subventions.  I  am  aware  that  legis¬ 
lation  took  place  in  this  House,  as  well  as  in  our  Provincial 
Legislature  at  Halifax,  which  provided  for  the  building  of  a 
line  of  railway  to  the  eastern  seaboard  of  Cape  Breton,  but, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware.  Sir,  not  a  dollar  has  been  expended, 
and  not  a  mile  has  been  built  in  Cape  Breton  to  this  day. 
We  have  certain  lines  of  railway  in  the  county  which  I 
represent,  but  these  lines  were  built  by  private  enterprise 
and  without  any  aid  from  our  Local  Government,  and  I  am 
of  the  opinion  that  when  the  information  which  I  now  ask 
for  is  placed  on  the  Table  of  this  House  it  will  fail  to  show 
that  a  single  dollar  was  paid  by  the  Dominion  Legislature  in 
aid  of  those  roads.  Sir,  while  millions  after  millions  of 
money  were  being  voted  and  expended  under  the  authority 
of  the  Local  Legislatures  of  Nova  Scotia  and  this  Legislature 
as  well,  so  far  as  I  am  aware  not  a  dollar  has  been  expended 
on  railways  in  Cape  Breton.  The  people  of  Cape  Breton  are 
a  hardy  and  hard  working  people,  and  to  that  fact  may  be 
attributed  the  degree  of  success  and  prosperity  to  which  they 
have  attained  in  the  prosecution  of  their  respective  avoca¬ 
tions,  and  not,  Sir,  to  any  attention  which  they  have 
received  at  the  hands  of  successive  Administrations,  both 
local  and  Dominion,  who  have  been  from  year  to  year 
appropriating  and  legislating  away  in  other  directions  the 
benefits  accruing  from  their  hard  labor,  which  they  were 
obliged  to  perform  while  undergoing  hardships  and  disad¬ 
vantages  which  were  not  being  endured  by  their  fellow 
people  in  the  more  favored  sections  of  the  Province.  The 
people  of  Cape  Breton,  Sir,  are  engaged  in  some  of  the  most 
important  industries  of  the  Dominion.  They  are  engaged 
in  agriculture,  commerce  and  shipping,  mining  and  fishing. 
It  will  be  necessary,  Sir,  that  I  should  briefly  refer  to  the 
comparative  standing  of  the  extent  to  which  those  industries 
are  being  prosecuted  by  the  people  of  Cape  Breton  with  that 
of  their  fellow  people  on  the  mainland  and  other  parts  of 
the  Dominion,  in  order  to  show  to  the  House  the  just 
reasons  which  they  have  for  complaint,  and  in  justification 
of  an  equitable  participation  in  the  railway  expenditures  of 
the  Dominion.  In  the  year  1881  there  was  owned,  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia : 

Nova  C.B.  C.B. 

Scotia.  Island.  County. 

Horses  and  horned  cattle. ....  382,770  69,409  21,382 

Near  i  '  A 

Field  Products — 

Wheat,  bushels .  522,602  49,615  17,395 

Mr.  Pope. 


February  17 , 


Nova  C.B. 

C.B. 

Field  Products— 

Scotia.  Island. 

County. 

Barley,  bushels  . . . 

i 

11,223 

Oats,  bushels . . 

150,020 

A 

Potatoes,  bushels......... 

463,815 

lV 

26,208 

A 

447,202 

Hay,  tons . . . 

„  1 

Home  made  butter,  lbs.  ... 

Near  | 

Cheese,  lbs. . . 

.....  601,655  198,851 

Near  £ 

25,000 

With  regard  to  our  commercial  and  shipping  industry, 
I  might  say,  Sir,  that  owing  to  our  long  season  of  closed 
navigation,  which  extends  from  the  month  of  December 
until  the  1st  (and  some  years  nearly  the  end)  of  May,  we 
have  six  months  of  comparative  idleness  ;  but,  Sir,  I  propose 
to  show  to  the  House  the  extent  of  our  shipping,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  some  of  the  principal  shipping  ports  of  the 
Province,  as  an  evidence  that  our  people  engaged  in  that 
industry  suffer  for  want  of  a  railway,  ihe  harbor  of  Syd¬ 
ney,  I  may  say,  is  the  principal  harbor  frequented  by  ship¬ 
ping  during  the  period  of  open  navigation.  The  ship¬ 
ping  which  entered  that  harbor  during  the  year  1884, 
according  to  the  report  of  the  harbor  commissioners,  for 
that  year  was : 

1884— Steamers .  392  Tonnage . 275,977 

Sails... . .  1,215  “  193,212 

Total .  1,607  Tk>tal . ..469,189 

1883 —Harbor  of  Sgdney,  C.  B.  Co.°~-open  about  7  months. 

Steamers.... 395  Tonnage.... . 253,199 

Sails . . .  1,091  “  164,691 

Total .  1,486  Total . 417,893 

1883—  Pictou — open  7  months.  ( See  Rep.  liar.  Com.) 

No.  of  steamers  and  vessels . 1,540.  Total  tonnage . 217,634 

1883 — Halifax — open  12  months.  ( See  Rep.  Har.  Com.) 

Steamers  and  sailing  vessels....  775.  Total  tonnage...... 301, 703 

SYDNEY  HARBOR  SHIPPING. 

Vessels  and 

Steamers.  1879.  1880.  1881.  1882. 

No.....  1,160  1,173  1,017  1,100 

Tons...  245,220  297,990  405,082  455,492 

If  Parliament  had  done  as  much  for  the  improvement  of 
commercial  facilities  in  the  harbor  of  Sydney  as  it  did  in 
the  harbor  of  Halifax,  by  building  their  railways,  wharves, 
elevators,  docks,  is  it  not  proper  to  assume  that  the 
commercial  standing  of  Cape  Breton  would  to-day  be  double 
what  it  is?  Referring  to  the  harbor  of  Pictou,  although 
closed  by  ice  during  about  the  same  time  as  the  harbor  of 
Sydney,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  by  reason  of  the  railway 
from  Halifax  east  having  that  as  one  of  its  terminal  points, 
being  the  only  means  of  communication  between  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Dominion,  I  may 
say  it  is  hardly  credible  that  with  all  those 
advantages  over  Sydney  that  the  tonnage  of 
Sydney  exceeds  it,  in  the  year  1883,  by  200,634  tone,  and 
its  tonnage  for  the  same  year  exceeds  Halifax  by  116,190. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  regard  to  the  fishing.  I  may  be  told, 
Sir,  that  the  fishing  industry  has  no  bearing  on  this  railway 
subject,  but  it  has  a  very  important  bearing  on  the  subject 
of  railway  extension  into  Cape  Breton.  The  fishermen  of 
Cape  Breton,  particularly  in  Cape  Breton,  in  Inverness  and 
Victoria  suffer  many  hardships, the  mostof  their  shores  being 
surrounded  with  ice  during  five  or  six  months  of  the  year, 
and  having  no  outlet  by  land.  They  are,  in  consequence,  com¬ 
pelled  to  secure  their  supplies  in  many  cases,  for  the  spring 
fishing,  six  months  in  advance,  otherwise  the  best  part  of 
the  fishing  season  may  be  over  before  they  can  secure  them 
and  get  in  readiness  to  commence  their  fishing  after  the 
opening  of  navigation.  In  addition  to  this,  they  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  send  their  fish  to  market  earlier  in  the  season, 
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and  when  the  market  is  glutted  and  prices  low,  for  two 
reasons :  that  they  are  compelled  to  do  it  in  order  to  be  able 
to  meet  the  obligations  incurred  in  getting  their  supplies 
the  previous  year,  and  because,  if  they  do  not  ship  before 
winter  sets  in,  they  will  not  be  able  to  ship  for  six  or  seven 
months  more.  The  fisheries  of  the  Dominion,  in  the  year 
1883,  were  estimated  as  follows : — 


existence  of  those  railways  into  the  coal  fields  of  Nova 
Scotia  have  not  only  given  increased  activity  to  those  col¬ 
lieries,  but  that  the  railways  in  themselves  have  created  a 
permanent  market  for  large  quantities  of  coal  from  the 
Nova  Scotia  mines.  The  coal  supplied  from  the  different 
mines  in  Nova  Scotia  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  in  1880, 
were  as  follows: — 


iff.  Scotia, 

N.  B  . 

Quebec.... 
P.E.  I.... 

B.  C . 

Ontario .. 


1883. 

$7,689,374  75 
3,185,674  88 
2,138,997  12 
1,272,467  93 
1,644,645  42 
1,027,032  88 


C.  B.  Co . $233,739  40 


Inv .  530,323  60 

Rich. . .  352,933  90 

Vic.  .. . 159,168  40 


Total  C.  B..$l,  176, 215  20 


Total  Dom..$16,958,192  98 


For  Intercolonial  me. 


Tons. 

New  Glasgow . 96,085 

Stellarton  . . 125,373 

Spring  Hill... . . . 36,725 

Maccau . . .  892 

Albion . . . 7,320 

Dunmore  . 13,240 

Nappan  . . 20 


Thus  it  will  he  seen  that  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  in  that 
year  possessed  onc-fourteenth  the  fisheries  of  the  Dominion. 
How  much  better  would  the  condition  of  this  class 
of  our  people  he  if  they  were  in  a  position  to  get 
their  supplies  whenever  they  wanted  them,  and  not  five 
or  six  months  before,  and  if  they  could  send  the  products 
of  their  labor  into  the  markets  of  the  world  whenever 
the  prices  would  be  most  encouraging.  But,  Sir,  with¬ 
out  a  railway  they  cannot  better  their  condition. 
I  will  now  refer  to  the  coal  industry,  which  is  not  by  any 
means  the  least  in  importance  among  the  industries  in 
which  our  people  are  engaged.  I  may  say,  Sir,  that  this 
industry  suffers  more  injustice  in  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton, 
owing  to  the  absence  of  railway  facilities  and  the  manner 
in  which  successive  Governments  have  dealt  with  the  rail¬ 
ways  of  Nova  Scotia,  than  any  other  industry.  Through 
this  industry  the  people  of  Cape  Breton,  and  I  might  say  in 
this  particular,  the  people  of  the  county  I  represent,  have 
contributed  more  revenue  to  the  Provincial  Treasury  than 
Nova  Scotia  proper  and  more  than  the  proportion  accord¬ 
ing  to  population,  to  the  Dominion  Treasury.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  the  building  of  railways  in  Nova 
Scotia  proper,  by  both  the  Local  Legislature  and  Dominion, 
not  only  encouraged  the  successful  working  of  those  mines 
but  created  a  market  for  about  one-half  the  present  output 
of  coal,  between  the  quantity  consumed  by  those  railways 
and  the  opening  of  markets  which  could  not  be  reached  by 
them  without  a  railway,  and  which  could  not  be  reached  by 
the  people  of  Cape  Breton.  I  will  take  the  amount  of 
revenue  paid  by  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  as  compared 
with  Nova  Scotia,  for  a  period  of  years  before  the  existence 
of  those  railways,  and  since,  which  are  as  follows,  during 
the  period  from  beginning  of  1864  to  1868  : — 


Total  revenue  O.  B.  Is- 
of  N.S.  from  land  pro¬ 
coal.  portion. 

1864  to 68.  $284,561  73  $182,657  07 
1869  to  73..  312,137  92  173,409  90 
1874  to  78..  310,787  29  147,702  19 
1879  to  83..  381,364  93  185,938  90 


N.  S.  pro-  Difference  Difference 
per  pro-  in  favor  of  in  favor  of 
portion.  0.  B.  N.S.prop’r 

$  91,904  56  $80,752  41  .  . 

138,728  @2  34,681  78  . . 

163,085  10  . .  15,382  91 

195,426  03  . . .  9,487  13 


Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  Cape  Breton,  in  twenty 
years,  paid  into  the  Provincial  Treasury  more  revenue 
by  about  $190,000  than  Nova  Scotia  counties.  In 
consequence  of  having  railway  facilities  the  mining 
managers  of  Nova  Scotia  have  an  unfair  advantage  over 
those  of  Cape  Breton,  inasmuch  as  that  during  the  winter 
seasons,  when,  as  a  general  rule,  they  make  their  contracts 
for  the  supply  of  coal  at  the  various  points,  in  this  instance 
the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  can  safely  calculate  the  cost  of 
placing  their  coal  at  any  point,  knowing  the  railway  charges, 
while  the  people  of  Cape  Breton,  who  are  obliged  to  ship  all 
by  water,  have  to  depend  on  an  uncertain  state  of  freight 
charges.  Besides  that,  the  Nova  Scotians  can  work  the 
mines  during  the  whole  year,  while  the  Cape  Brer  on  mines 
are  thrown  into  idleness  for  about  six  or  seven  months  of 
the  year.  It  can  be  seen,  by  a  statement  in  the  Provincial 
Engineers  Report,  for  Nova  Scotia,  that  the  building  and 


278,655 

Now  the  total  sales  for  the  colleries  supplying  this  coal  for 
that  year  was ; 


Tons. 

Pictou . . . .  434,922 

Cumberland  . . . .  134,671 


669,693 

One-half  of  which  the  Intercolonial  Railway  consumed. 
Thus,  the  Government  build  the  railways  to  carry  their  coal, 
provide  the  cars  in  which  it  is  carried,  and  take  the  coal  in 
the  end  and  pay  them  the  price  for  it  at  the  expense  of  the 
people  of  Cape  Breton,  as  well  as  those  of  any  other  part  of 
the  Dominion,  while  our  Cape  Breton  people  have  to  build 
their  railways,  harbors,  piers,  cars,  &c.,  without  any  aid 
and  get  no  Government  patronage  in  coal  sales. 


COAL  SALES  BY  COUNTIES,  1883. 

Cumberland. 

Pictou. 

0.  Breton. 

Totals. 

1st  quarter,  1st  May  to  31st  Nov.  49,198 

2nd  “  1st  April  to  30th  June  68,644 

3rd  “  1st  July  to  30th  Sept.  65,213 

4th  “  1st  Oct.  to  31st  Dec  .  69,292 

78,565 
116, 756 
153,602 
109,886 

14,231 
149,763 
287,098 
161  632 

114  994 
325,153 
498,913 
331,463 

Total  tons. . . .  222,347 

461,809 

461,809 

612,614 

1,297,523 

Total  Cumberland  and  Pictou.. .  684,156 

These  were  the  coal  shipments  by  quarters  of  the  year. 
Now,  Sir,  these  facts  go  to  show,  that  by  reason  of  these 
mines  having  railways  running  to  their  pits,  they  are  in  a 
position  to  work  their  mines  to  nearly  as  good  advantage  in 
the  winter  months  as  in  the  summer  months,  while  the 
people  of  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  who  work  in  the  mines, 
are  idle,  and  have  to  maintain  their  equipment,  their  staff 
of  officers,  a  large  number  of  horses  to  work  their  mines, 
and  feed  them  lor  nothing,  during  six  months  of  the  year. 
Moreover,  they  are  obliged  to  contribute  their  quota  to¬ 
wards  the  extension  of  railways  in  other  parts  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince,  while  they  do  not  participate  themselves  in  tho  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  extent  of  one  single  dollar.  That  is  tho  position 
in  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  as  compared  with  the  rest  of 
Nova  Scotia,  in  regard  to  railway  facilities,  and  I  hope  that 
the  necessity  which  compelled  mo  to  call  attention  to  the 
matter  at  this  early  stage  of  my  parliamentary  career  will 
not  exist  after  the  rising  of  this  Legislature  at  the  present 
Session.  I  hope  the  Administration  will  come  before  the 
House  with  some  policy  which  will  provide  for  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  system  into  the  Island  of 
Cape  Breton  at  a  very  early  day.  I  hold  that  if  they  under¬ 
took  the  extension  of  that  railway  into  the  Island,  the  ex¬ 
penditure  will  be  one  which  will  be  met  by  an  additional 
revenue  from  the  Island  that  will  place  the  Dominion 
Treasury,  within  not  many  years,  in  the  position  in  which  it 
was  before  a  dollar  was  spent  or  contributed  towards  that 
extension.  This  is  what  I  have  to  say  with  regard  to  this 
question,  and  in  conclusion  I  have  toapologire  to  the  House 
for  taking  up  so  much  of  its  time,  and  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  a  new  member,  for  I  have  probably  travelled  outside  of 
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the  latitude  to  which  I  was  entitled  in  connection  with  my 
motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LIFE-SAVING  SEEVICE  AT  POET  EOWAN. 

Mr.  JACKSON  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  and  the  cap¬ 
tain  of  the  life-saving  service  at  Port  Rowan,  Province  of  Ontario,  not 
already  brought  down. 

He  said  :  During  last  Session  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Marine  to  the  inefficiency  of  the  life-saving 
service  at  Port  Eowan.  At  that  time!  submitted  that  the 
service  was  deficient  in  everything  except  in  a  second  or 
third-class  boat ;  the  sailors  were  not  provided  with  life- 
preservers,  life-jackets— they  had  no  lines  or  mortars  of 
any  kind,  and  these  are  all  very  important  articles  for  such 
a  service.  In  answer  to  my  motion,  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  as  follows 

11 1  am  aware  that  the  boat  at  that  station  dbes  not  possess  all  the 
improvements  of  the  life-boats  of  the  present  day.  I  have,  however, 
had  two  of  the  most  approved  life-boats  made  in  Buffalo,  and  I  have 
specifications  of  those  made,  and  they  are  now  ready.  I  intend  to  have 
a  number  of  life-boats  of  the  most  approved  pattern  in  use  manufactured 
as  early  as  possible ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  is  correct, 
that  that  is  the  most  exposed  position  in  the  west,  we  shall  place  one  of 
the  improved  life-boats  at  that  station.” 

At  that  time  I  made  the  statement  that  that  was  one  of  the 
most  exposed  stations  on  the  chain  of  lakes,  and  in  proof  of 
that  statement  I  would  refer  to  the  loss  of  life  and  property 
which  takes  place  there.  There  is  no  official  record  kept 
in  regard  to  these  losses,  so  far  as  I  can  find,  except  for  the 
ten  years  between  1858  and  1868.  A  report  was  made  for 
that  period  and  the  losses  of  property  amounted  to  over  a 
quarter  million  dollars  while  some  twenty-seven  lives  were 
lost.  Since  that  time  thero  have  been  no  statistics  kept,  so  far 
as  I  know,  but  I  am  aware  that  in  the  fall  of  1883  there  were 
five  large  vessels  lost  and  eight  valuable  lives.  Again,  in 
1884,  a  Canadian  propellor,  called  the  Fortune ,  was  lost, 
though  I  am  happy  to  say  that  no  lives  were  sacrificed. 
The  life-saving  crew  did  noble  work  on  that  occasion  in 
saving  the  lives  of  the  people  upon  the  propeller  though 
they  labored  under  the  disadvantage  of  having  very  ineffici¬ 
ent  boats.  A  few  days  before  the  Session  opened  I  called 
at  Port  Eowan  and  saw  the  captain  of  the  life-saving  ser¬ 
vice  there,  and  he  told  me  that  they  had  not  been  supplied 
with  anything  during  the  last  year,  and  the  service 
was  in  a  deplorable  condition,  not  even  proper  oars 
for  the  service.  He  also  told  me  that  the  men 
employed  there  by  the  Government,  including  the  captain 
himself,  had  not  been  paid  their  wages.  I  think  that  con¬ 
sidering  the  amount  of  money  that  is  paid  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  for  other  purposes,  it  is  too  bad  that  men  depending 
on  their  daily  wages  for  the  support  of  themselves  and  their 
families  should  not  be -paid  tho  money  which  is  due  them. 

I  hope  the  Minister  will  not  allow  this  notice  to  pass  with¬ 
out  effect,  but  that  he  will  take  early  steps  to  see  that  these 
poor  men  are  paid.  They  were  compelled  to  sell  their  time 
at  a  loss  of  25  or  30  per  cent.,  in  order  to  maintain  their 
families.  Since  last  Session  my  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  life-boat  which  is  built  in  the  United  States,  and  I  saw 
a  statement  that  the  Americans  are  using  a  boat  called 
Capt.  Dobbins’  self-righting  and  self-baling  boat,  which  is 
said  to  be  of  a  very  superior  character.  At  the  time  the 
statement  was  made,  eleven  of  those  boats  had  been  in  tho 
service  and  all  had  given  excellent  satisfaction.  Now,  I 
hope  the  hoD.  Minister  will  see  his  way  clear  to  supply  that 
service  with  one  of  those  new  stylos  of  boats  on  the  opening 
of  navigation,  and  that  before  another  fall  the  service  will 
be  placed  in  an  efficient  state. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  papers  will  bo  brought  down  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  men  who  were  engaged  in  the  service 
Mr,  McDougall. 
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at  Port  Eowan,  during  the  past  year,  have  not  yet  received 
their  pay.  I  will  make  enquiry  into  that  matter.  In  all 
cases,  as  soon  as  the  captain  in  charge  of  the  station  makes 
his  return  of  the  service  performed  for  the  period,  the 
cheques  are  immediately  forwarded.  I  may  say  further,  that 
on  the  specifications  prepared  last  season  of  the  Dobbins 
life-boats,  I  called  for  tenders  for  twelve  of  them,  and  six 
were  ordered  for  construction  in  Ontario  and  six  in  the  east. 
As  it  is  a  new  work  for  the  boat- builders,  some  delay  oc¬ 
curred,  and  we  were  not  able  to  get  the  boats  in  time  for 
last  fall’s  service ;  but  I  had  enquiries  made  a  few  weeeks  ago 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  work,  and  I  am  assured  that  the 
boats  will  be  ready  for  the  spring  service.  They  are  of  the 
pattern  the  hon.  gentleman  describes — self-righting  and  self¬ 
baling.  We  have  procured  two  of  them  from  the  United 
States,  and  they  are  very  excellent  boats  and  give  great 
satisfaction. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  see  that  these 
men  are  paid  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  make  enquiries  to  see  why  they 
have  not  been  paid.  If  the  returns  have  been  sent  in  by 
the  captain,  I  will  see  that  they  are  paid  at  once. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

CAPE  TBAVEESE  EEANCH— PAYMENT  OF 
LABOBERS. 

Mr.  HACKETT  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  petitions,  letters  and  other  correspondence  between  the 
Government  and  any  other  parlies  relating  to  the  payment  of  wages  due 
the  laborers  employed  on  the  construction  of  the  Cape  Traverse  branch 
of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway. 

He  said  :  I  desire  to  state  that,  in  the  spring  of  1883, 1 
think,  the  Government  called  for  tenders  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Cape  Traverse  branch  of  the  Prince  Edward 
Island  Eailway.  Messrs.  Gray  &  Wheaton,  contractors,  of 
New  Brunswick,  were  the  lowest  tenderers,  and  were 
awarded  the  contract.  In  prosecuting  the  work  that 
season,  it  appears  that  they  took  over  with  them  some 
men  from  New  Brunswick,  who  were  called  sub-contractors, 
who  were  supposed  to  have  taken  contracts  under  the 
contractors  and  gone  on  with  the  work.  A  number 
of  people  on  tho  Island  were  employed  in  the  work  of  con¬ 
struction.  Matters  proceeded  very  favorably  for  a  while, 
but  towards  the  close  of  the  season  a  few  of  the  sub-contrac¬ 
tors  left  between  two  days,  and  a  number  of  the  laborers  were 
left  unpaid.  Now,  Sir,  the  question  was  asked  last  Session 
whether  any  provision  had  been  made  in  the  contract 
whereby  the  laborers  would  be  protected  in  regard  to  their 
wages,  or  whether  the  Government  would  see  that  justice 
was  done  to  them ;  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper  replied  as 
follows 

“  There  is  a  clause  in  the  contract  as  follows 

‘“If  the  contractors  fail  at  any  time  in  paying  the  salaries  or  wages  of 
any  person  employed  by  them  upon  or  in  respect  of  the  said  works,  or 
aiy  of  them,  and  any  part  of  such  salary  be  one  month  in  arrear,  or  if 
there  be  due  to  any  such  person  one  month’s  wages  or  salary,  the 
engineer  may  notify  the  contractors  to  pay  such  salary  or  wages,  and 
if  two  days  elapse  and  the  same  be  not  paid  in  full  up  to  the  date  of 
payment,  or  to  such  other  date  as  may  be  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  employment  of  such  person,  then  Her  Majesty  may  pay  to  such  person 
salary  or  wages  from  any  date  to  any  date,  and  to  any  amount  which 
may  'be  payable,  and  may  charge  the  same  to  the  contractors,  and  the 
contractors  covenant  with  Her  Majesty  to  repay  at  once  and  any  and 
every  sum  so  paid.’ 

“It  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  do  anythingin  their  power 
under  thi3  clause  to  protect  the  laborers.” 

I  regret  that  nothing  has  been  done  to  protect  the 
laborers,  or  to  see  that  their  wages  have  been  paid  under 
this  clause  of  the  contract.  I  believe  some  negotiations  were 
entered  into  to  effect  a  compromise  between  the  laborers  and 
the  contractors.  I  think  those  negotiations  were  successful 
to  some  extent;  but  a  great  many  claims  are  still  unpaid, 
and  the  laborers,  in  their  endeavors  to  secure  their  rights, 
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entered  actions  against  the  contractors.  In  some  cases 
judgments  have  been  obtained  against  the  contractors  in 
the  Island  courts,  but  when  the  parties  proceeded  to  enforce 
judgment,  no  property  could  be  found  in  the  Province,  the 
contractors  having  left  the  Province.  The  matter,  therefore, 
now  remains  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  I  hope 
the  Government,  in  accordance  with  the  statement  of  Sir 
Chai’les  Tupper,  will  see  that  justice  is  done  to  the  laborers, 
and  that  when  they  consider  it  nocessary  to  place  in  contracts 
a  clause  of  this  kind,  they  will  see  the  necessity  of  carrying 
it  into  effect,  by  securing  the  payment  of  the  laborers 
engaged  on  this  branch.  Most  of  those  people  depend  on 
their  labor  to  provide  for  themselves  and  their  families,  and 
it  has  been  a  great  hardship  to  them,  so  far,  to  be  kept  out 
of  their  just  rights.  When  the  papers  come  down,  I  hope 
it  will  be  found  that  some  action  has  been  taken  by  the 
Government  towards  having  them  paid. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  heard  no  complaints  about  the 
laborers  not  being  paid  ;  but  all  the  papers  will  be  brought 
down. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  may  say  to  the  Acting  Minister  that 
towards  the  close  of  last  Session  I  asked  the  Minister  of 
Eailways  whether  the  contract  for  the  construction  of  that 
branch  contained  a  clause  allowing  the  Department  to  pay 
the  laborers  in  case  the  contractors  failed  to  pay  them,  and 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  informed  me  that  the  contract  did  con¬ 
tain  such  a  clause,  and  that  he  would  take  measures  to  see 
it  carried  out.  I  was  fully  under  the  impression,  after  that 
official  statement,  that  the  laborers  would  bo  paid.  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Minister  to  look  at  that  contract,  and  I  think 
ho  will  find  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  right. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  told  that  Mr.  Archibald,  before  he  paid 
the  contractors,  insisted  that  the  laborers  should  be  paid ; 
whether  that  is  true  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  that  is  the 
rumor.  It  is  very  possible  that  they  have  not  been  paid 
without  our  knowing  anything  about  it.  We  have  heard 
no  complaints.  However,  the  matter  will  be  looked  into. 

Mi*.  DAYIES.  Complaints  were  made  last  Session,  and 
it  was  on  those  complaints  that  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Eailways  to  the  matter,  and  he  then  promised 
to  attend  to  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

GEAND  TKTJNK  BAIL  WAY. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  moved  : 

For  a  copy  of  the  document  or  instrument  containing  the  assurance 
received  by  the  Government,  on  or  about  the  17th  day  of  April  last, 
from  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  referred  to  by  the  Right 
Honourable  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  on  that  day  in  his  place  in  this 
House,  to  the  effect  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  would 
set  aside  j£1, 000, 000  sterling  for  the  purpose  of  double-tracking  the 
line  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  between  Montreal  and  Toronto. 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  denial  of  the  said  assurance, 
and  of  the  statements  alleged  to  have  been  made  in  respect  of  it, 
by  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  the  president  of  the  said  company,  at  the  meet¬ 
ing  thereof  held  in  London,  England,  shortly  after  the  said  announce¬ 
ment;  and  copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  and 
any  official  of  the  said  company  respecting  the  said  assurance. 

Ho  said  :  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  every  hon. 
gentleman  present,  that  a  very  important  discussion  took 
place  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  upon  the  Bill  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  Grand  Trunk  for  the  consideration  of  and  pas¬ 
sage  through  this  House.  I  will  not  refer  in  detail  to  the 
circumstances  connected  with  that — I  was  going  to  say 
nefarious— transaction,  but  I  will  say  that  a  transaction 
reflecting  less  credit  upon  the  promoters  of  it,  never 
passed  through  this  House,  and  it  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  that  it  became  the 
duty  of  the  First  Minister  to  put  a  notice  on  the  paper  to 
recall  the  Bill,  for  the  purpose  of  undoing  the  fraudulent 
transaction  completed  bypts  passage  through  the  Senate  and 


its  passage  through  this  House.  It  will  be  recollected  that  it 
became  my  duty  as  a  public  man,  having  taken  an  interest  in 
the  matter, to  address  a  letter  to  the  then  Minister  of  Eailways 
(Sir  Charles  Tupper),  in  which  I  reviewed  the  whole  transac¬ 
tion,  and  it  was  upon  that  letter  the  action  of  the  House  took 
place  which  resulted  in  the  First  Minister  putting  a  notice 
on  the  paper  to  recall  the  Bill.  I  will  not  go  over  in  detail 
the  circumstances  that  transpired  from  day  to  day,  lasting 
some  seven  or  eight  days,  in  which  the  general  manager  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  danced  attendance  around  the 
lobbies  of  this  House  and  followed  the  right  bon.  the  First 
Minister,  fawning  upon  him,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  out 
of  the  difficulty.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  every  one 
how  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  who,  I  am  sorry,  is  not  in 
his  place,  from  day  to  day  fenced  the  question  as  to  what 
was  to  be  done  in  relation  to  that  Bill,  and  it  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  every  one,  also, that  after  having  beon  repeat¬ 
edly  called  upon  and  having  as  repeatedly  put  off  a  decision 
in  relation  to  this  matter,  he  said,  in  answer  to  me,  on  the 
Hth  of  April,  last  Session— but  I  will  read  both  question 
and  reply: 

“  Mr.  MITCHELL.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  wish  to 
state  that  we  were  promised  the  matter  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Company 
would  be  proceeded  with  to-day,  and  I  should  like  to  know  what  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  do  in  relation  to  it. 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  item  will  be  dropped.  The 
Government  have  received  assurance  from  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  that  they  will  set  aside,  out  of  the  money,  jEI, 000, 000  sterling 
to  be  applied  to  no  other  purpose  than  the  placing  of  a  double  track 
between  Montreal  and  Toronto.’’ 

Now,  Sir,  within  a  very  short  time  after  that  statement  was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  I  find, on  the  25th  of  April 
of  the  same  year,  a  report  of  a  meeting  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Kail  way  Company,  held  in  London.  The  report  is  too  long  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  theHouse  by  reading  all  the  scurrility 
it  contains,  applied  by  the  people  who  control  that  company 
to  the  people  of  Canada,  to  the  country  of  Canada,  as  a  local¬ 
ity  for  railway  enterprise;  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada  and  the 
Government  of  Canada.  The  statements  contained  in  that 
report  are  most  scandalous  as  applied  to  an  independent 
Parliament  such  as  this.  I  will  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  in  reading  them,  but  will  confine  myself  to  the  object 
of  the  motion  I  have  in  view,  and  to  find  who  the  Ananias 
is  in  this  transaction,  for  there  is  one,  and  a  big  one,  some¬ 
where.  Sir  Henry  Tyler  said,  in  reply  to  a  jacknal  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Kail  way,  by  the  name  of  Mr.  William  Abbott : 

“  I  may  mention  that  the  friends  of  the  CanadianPacific  have  been  try¬ 
ing  to  do  U3  further  harm,  whilst  Mr.  Hickson  has  been  endeavoring 
to  reduce  the  wages  to  a  proper  level — not  to  an  inordinate  low  rate, 
but  to  a  proper  and  fair  level.  Our  antagonists  have  been  stirring  up 
strife  amongst  our  men  by  articles  in  the  newspapers,  and  by  other 
means,  to  try  and  get  them  not  to  accept  the  reduction.  (Ories  of 
‘  shame.’)  Mr.  Abbott  also  asked  about  an  alleged  liability  of  a  million 
of  pounds  for  doubling  the  line.  We  have  incurred  no  liability  for 
doubling  the  line  whatever.  We  are  not  going  to  ask  you  for  any  money 
for  that  purpose  at  present,  and  the  only  statement  which  has  been  made 
for  which  there  is  color  is  this :  that  when  the  Grand  Trunk  Act  of  1881 
was  before  Parliament,  there  was  a  question  of  recommitting  it  because 
the  Lower  House  did  not  agree  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate.” 

That  is  the  way  they  put  it.  If  they  said  tho  House  agreed 
to  recommit  it  because  the  legislation  was  stolen  from  the 
Senate  by  misrepresentation,  it  would  have  been  nearer  the 
truth. 

“  And  in  order  to  get  it  through  this  Session,  Mr.  Hiek3on  said  he 
would  have  no  objection  if  one  million  was  reserved  for  the  object  of 
doubling  the  line  between  Toronto  and  Montreal.  That  seems  to  be 
the  state  of  affairs,  according  to  a.  cable  message  we  have  received. 

I  have  now  only  to  put  the  resolution.” 

And  so  on.  My  object  in  bringing  this  resolution  before  the 
House  is  to  call  tho  attention  of  this  House  to  the  scandalous 
statements  which  these  people  make,  the  scandalous  mis¬ 
representations  which  they  have  made.  The  House  will 
perhaps  like  to  hear  some  of  them.  I  will  give  them  some 
tit-bits  from  the  report ; 
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“Some  persons  have  made  the  suggestion,  and  with  a  full  view  of 
the  law  of  libel  facing  me,  I  would  ask  how  many  of  the  members  of 
the  Dominion  Government  who  voted  for  the  .£6,000,000  when  the 
Canadian  Pacific  were  interested  in  the  syndicate.” 

And  so  on  : 

“  We  have  been  asked  to  do  the  bidding  of  the  Canadian  Parlia¬ 
ment,  but  I  wonder  if  it  i3  worth  while  to  speak  about  such  a  venal  and 
corrupt  place  as  it  seems  to  be.” 

The  report  of  these  men’s  speeches  abounds  in  such  state¬ 
ments  and  slanders  upon  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  I  do 
not,  however,  propose  to  deal  with  the  slanderous  state¬ 
ments  of  these  men  who  have  vilified  Canada  persistently, 
who  have  slandered  the  country,  the  Government  and  Par¬ 
liament,  and  who  have  attempted  to  destroy  the  credit  and 
the  enterprises  of  our  country ;  but  what  I  want  to  find 
out  now  is  this :  who  told  the  truth  in  this  matter  ?  Did 
Sir  John,  when  he  said  that  he  had  £1,000,000  stg.  put 
aside  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  for  the  purpose  of 
doubling  the  track,  under  an  engagement  with  Mr.  Hick¬ 
son  ?  Did  he  tell  the  truth  ?  I  believe  he  did.  Or,  taking 
tho  statement  made  by  Mr.  Hickson  to  Sir  Henry  Tyler, 
and  repeated  by  him  to  the  stockholders  at  their  annual 
meeting,  did  they  tell  the  truth  ?  I  now  ask  this  House,  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  resolution,  that  the  cor¬ 
respondence  and  agreement  in  relation  to  that  transaction 
be  brought  down  in  order  that  we  may  judge  them 
ourselves. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  can  only  say  to  my  hon.  friend  that  he 
must  be  quite  aware  that  there  has  been  no  million  of 
dollars  sot  apart,  that  there  have  been  no  bonds  sold,  that 
the  thing  remains  in  the  position  in  which  it  was  when  this 
House  adjourned.  At  the  same  time,  I  sympathise  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  fully  in  his  remarks  as  to  the  observa¬ 
tions  made  respecting  this  Parliament.  I  do  not  think  they 
were  creditable  to  these  people,  and  I  am  sure  every  hon. 
member  of  this  House  feels  lhat  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
only  done  his  duty  in  raising  that  question.  But  with  res¬ 
pect  to  this  other  matter,  I  was  absent  from  the  House  at 
the  time,  and  as  regards  the  assurance,  I  know  nothing ; 
but  I  know  that  there  is  no  objection  to  bringing  down  the 
papers.  At  the  same  time,  there  can  bo  no  money  set 
apart,  as  no  bonds  have  been  sold. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  right  hon.  the  Premier  told  me 
personally,  after  the  House  rose  that  day,  that  he  had  the 
document,  and  that  he  would  bring  it  down  the  very  next 
day  and  show  it  to  me.  I  know  that  thero  is  a  document, 
and  accept  the  assurance  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  that  it  will 
be  brought  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INTERCOLONIAL  AND  BEAVER  STEAMSHIP  LINE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

All  correspondence  between  the  intercolonial  officials  or  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Canada  Shipping  Company,  or  the  Beaver  line  of  steam¬ 
ships,  with  reference  to  the  terms  for  through  rates  of  freight  over  the 
Intercolonial. 

He  said:  As  I  understand  it,  the  other  companies  which 
deal  with  the  Intercolonial  have  arranged  a  through  rate 
which  covers  all  points,  land  and  sea  transport,  and  which 
is  divided  into  certain  proportions  between  the  railway  com¬ 
panies  and  the  steamship  companies.  This  particular 
steamship  company  offered  a  lower  through  rate, 
and  the  inference  I  should  draw  from  their  statement 
is  that  they  were  not  permitted  to  carry  out  their  offer 
because  the  Government  declined  to  give  them  the  reduced 
rates  applicable  to  the  other  companies  unless  they  kept  up 
the  ocean  iate.  I  understand  that  on  the  other  hand  it  is 
stated  that  the  Government  was  under  the  apprehension 
that  they  would  have  to  share  in  the  reduction,  while  the  \ 
company  is  said  to  declare  that  they  intended  that  the' 
Mr,  Mitchell, 


February  IT, 


reduction  should  come  entirely  out  of  their  ocean  rate. 
Whether  they  made  that  clear  to  the  Government  or  not,  I 
know  not.  I  have  had  no  communication  with  the  company 
or  with  anyone  on  their  behalf,  except  that  I 
as  well  as  others  have  received  this  printed  docu¬ 
ment.  But  I  have  heard,  by  means  of  intending  shippers 
and  others,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  steamship 
company  that  the  railway  company  should  participate  in 
the  reduction,  but  that  the  reduction  should  come  out  of  the 
ocean  rate,  leaving  the  through  rate  to  the  railway  com¬ 
panies  the  same  identically  as  that  which  was  accepted  on 
the  arrangement  with  the  other  two  steamship  companies. 
It  is  important  to  know  exactly  how  that  is,  and  it  is  with 
that  view  I  move  for  this  correspondence. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TRENT  VALLEY  CANAL. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  reports  to  Council,  Orders  in  Council, 
reports  of  engineers  on  the  ground,  engineers  in  charge,  and  of  the 
Chief  Engineer,  plans  and  estimates  of  cost  iu  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  Trent  Valley  canal. 

He  said :  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  members  of  this 
House  who  were  members  of  the  former  House  that  this  sub¬ 
ject  has  occupied  to  some  extent  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
and  also  the  attention  of  a  very  considerable  section  of  the 
country,  and  that  votes  have  been  taken  on  account  in 
respect  to  this  canal  from  time  to  time.  It  will  also  bo  in 
the  recollection  of  some  of  us,  who  have  relations  more  or 
less  close  with  that  particular  section  of  the  country,  that, 
during  the  general  election  of  1882,  very  strong  statements 
were  made  by  gentlemen  very  high  in  authority  in  the 
Government  of  the  country  as  to  the  intention  and  determin¬ 
ation  to  carry  out  that  canal.  Not  much  progress,  however, 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  POPE.  A  good  deal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  wo  will  sec.  Not  much  progress 
has  been  made.  On  the  contrary,  it  seems  from  the  report 
I  hold  in  my  hand,  the  appendix  to  the  report  of  the  Min¬ 
ister,  that  new  plans  altogether  are  now  proposed  to  bo 
adopted,  and  a  new  investigation  is  proposed  to  be  made. 
The  report,  at  page  131  of  the  appendix,  says  : 

•  “Trent  Valley  Canal. 

“A  continuous  locatiou  survey,  estimate,  &c.,  for  the  direct  line,  as 
indicated  in  a  previous  report,  was  completed  last  spring,  and  its  general 
results  given  by  me  to  the  Honorable  the  Minister.” 

So  that,  so  long  ago  as  last  spring,  the  report  and  estimates 
were  completed  and  the  results  given  to  the  Minister.  I 
sought,  but  I  sought  in  vain,  for  that  estimate,  plan  and 
results  last  Session.  I  was  told  that  they  were  not  com¬ 
pleted.  At  what  period  Mr.  Rubidge  supposes  the  spring 
to  ond  I  do  not  know  very  well.  The  statement  is  vague, 
and  perhaps  he  thought  the  spring  did  not  end  until  after 
the  Parliament  rose.  But,  however  that  may  be,  it  seems 
that  it  is  pretty  nearly  a  year  ago  since  so  much  was  done. 

“This,”  the  officer  goes  on  to  say,  “the  most  direct  and  practicable  line 
of  those  examined,  necessarily  diverged  in  many  important  instances 
from  the  route  originally  projected  by  Baird,  in  1835  ;  for  which  reason 
representations  were  subsequently  made  by  persons  locally  interested  in 
the  ^undertaking,  and  acquainted  with  the  character  of  the  country 
traversed,  to  the  effect  that  a  closer  adherence  to,  and  the  canalisation 
of  all  rivers  connecting  the  several  lakes  was  desirable  ;  that,  although 
more  circuitous,  such  a  course  would,  nevertheless,  bo  much  cheaper 
than  its  adoption  by  the  Government  of  the  line  surveyed  by  me,  and 
would  yet  be  sufficiently  direct  for  all  practical  purposes,  regarded  as  a 
natural  navigable  highway  to  the  west. 

“  Accordingly,  in  view  of  such  representations,  and  of  the  importance 
attached  to  the  section  of  the  best  location  for  this  extensive  work,  tho 
Minister  directed  that  additional  information  in  relation  to  the  original 
project  should  forthwith  be  obtained,  to  enable  me  to  present  an  esti¬ 
mate  therefor,  as  an  alternative  line,  in  the  report  on  surveys,  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Chief  Engineer  of  canals. 
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“Th9  necessary  additional  information  has,  in  part,  been  obtained 
during  the  past  summer,  but  a  more  minute  examination  of  the  Severn 
River,  and  other  waters  not  included  in  the  surveys  for  the  direct  line, 
remains  to  be  accomplished,  and  as  this  work  can  be  more  satisfactorily 
performed  on  the  ice,  it  will  be  proceeded  with  during  the  winter.” 

Of  course,  I  suppose  this  will  not  be  through  until  the 
spring,  and  therefore  I  do  not  expect  to  receive  the  report 
of  this  new  survey,  but  for  the  present  it  is  clear  that  opera¬ 
tions  have  terminated  with  reference  to  the  old  survey, 
and  that  they  terminated  nearly  a  year  ago.  We  have  the 
location  survey,  continuous,  the  estimato,  and  so  forth, 
nearly  a  year  ago,  and  I  hope  we  shall,  at  an  early  day, 
have  these  papers  placed  before  us. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  may  say  that  we  have  pushed  this  for- 
ward  as  fast  as  we  could  conveniently.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  we  never  undertake  to  do  anything  with¬ 
out  doing  it  in  the  most  economical  way  we  can,  and  so  we 
proposed  to  utilise  the  ice ;  but,  as  he  appears  to  be  so 
anxious  that  the  work  shall  be  carried  out,  that  will  be  a 
stimulus  to  us,  and  I  shall  push  it  forward  as  rapidly  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Don’t  stimulate  too  much. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY — WESTERN 
TERMINUS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  we  were  discussing,  last  Session,  the 
plans  for  the  final  settlement  of  all  financial  arrangements 
which  might  be  essential  to  the  completion  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  from  the  Atlantic,  on  the  one  side,  to  the 
Pacific,  on  the  other,  I  ventured  to  state  that  it  would  be 
essential,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  grand  scheme  of  trans¬ 
continental  traffic,  and  to  ensure  the  dropping  upon  our 
happy  and  favored  shores  of  all  the  riches  of  the  Orient, 
that  some  other  port  than  Port  Moody  should  be  adopted 
as  the  Pacific  terminus  of  the  road.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
the  then  Minister  of  Railways— l  was  about  to  say  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  predecessor,  but  that  would  be  premature, 
for  at  present  the  hon.  gentleman  is  Minister  of  only  one 
railway,  somewhere  in  the  eastern  townships,  and  is  only 
Acting  Minister  of  all  the  other  railways  in  Canada- - 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  send  you  a  pass. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Thank  you  very  much,  but  how  often 
does  the  road  go  ?  The  then  Minister  of  Railways,  I  say, 
rather  pooh-poohed  the  suggestion  of  mine  that  Port  Moody 
was  not  the  best  terminus  in  the  world  for  the  finest  rail¬ 
way  in  the  world,  which  was  about  to  control  the  most 
magnificent  traffic  in  the  world.  He  pointed  out  that  cer¬ 
tain  admirals  and  other  persons  high  in  authority  had 
reported  that  Port  Moody  was  the  harbor  beyond  all  others, 
a  sort  of  paradise  of  harbors,  and  so  I  was,  metaphorically 
speaking,  sat  upon.  But,  not  many  months  afterwards,  I 
observed  in  the  newspapers,  which,  as  I  have  had  occasion 
to  remark  before,  always  tell  the  truth,  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  was  about  to  leave  this  paradise 
of  harbors  and  seek  Coal  Harbor  or  English  Bay,  the  two 
points  which  I  had  suggested  as  affording  the  probable  ter¬ 
minus.  I  see  that  the  vice-president  and  the  chief  engineer 
or  manager  of  the  railway  have  been  to  British  Columbia, 
have  surveyed  the  line,  have  decided  to  give  up  Port 
Moody,  have  decided  upon  another  terminus,  and  that  ex¬ 
tensive  works  are  proposed,  with  the  view  of  carrying  out 
that  plan.  It  will  be  interesting  for  us  to  understand  how 
far  the  work  which  has  been  accomplished  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  to  be  utilised  in  this  direction.  I  believe  there  is  a 
question  as  to  the  procise  point  on  the  line  which  has  been 
contracted  by  the  Government, where  the  road  is  to  diverge  to 
the  new  terminus.  It  will  also  be  important  to  know 
what  the  cost  is  to  be  for  the  projected  addition  to  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway.  I  therefore  beg  to  move : 
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For  a  plan  of  the  proposed  route  or  routes  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  from  Port  Moody,  or  the  neighborhood  thereof,  to  English  Bay 
or  Coal  Harbor,  showing  the  point  at  which  the  route  chosen  diverges 
from  the  main  line,  and  the  distance  theieof  from  the  present  terminus 
at  Port  Moody  ;  also  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  constructing  the  pro¬ 
posed  line  to  the  new  Pacific  terminus,  and  of  the  cost  of  the  terminal 
accommodations  there. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  objection  to  the  motion. 
Government  have  not  changed  their  mind,  and  if  this  road 
is  to  bo  extended,  it  is  a  private  enterprise,  conducted  by 
the  people  themselves.  As  to  the  cost,  I  know  no  more 
about  it  than  the  hon.  gentleman.  No  plan  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  us.  We  still  adhere  to  the  terminus  wo  had  for¬ 
merly  selected,  as  suggested  by  Sir  Charles  Tuppor. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Oh  !  oh  1 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— THE  NORTH 
AMERICAN  CONTRACTING  COMPANY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

1.  A  statement  of  the  present  position  of  the  debt  of  $600,000  due  last 
Session  by  the  North  American  Contracting  Company,  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  with  information  as  to  whether  the  same  has  been 
settled,  and  if  so,  when  and  upon  what  terms  ;  and  if  unsettled,  what 
steps  have  been  taken  or  are  being  taken  to  procure  a  settlement ;  also, 
a  statement  of  the  present  position  of  a  sum  of  about  $600,000  invested 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  in  stock  of  the  Canada 
North- We3t  Land  Company,  wbh  a  statement  of  its  value,  at  the 
average  price  for  the  month  of  January,  1885. 

2.  Also,  plan  and  statement  showing  the  grades  and  curves  on  the 
line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  far  as  constructed,  including 
all  the  Government  sections,  but  exclusive  of  the  line  constructed  by  the 
company  from  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  to  Kamloops. 

3.  Also,  a  copy  of  the  prospectus,  advertisement  and  other  papers  in 
connection  with  the  recent  proposal  for  the  issue  of  bonds  of  the  On¬ 
tario  and  Quebec  Railway  Company,  guaranteed  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  with  a  statement  of  the  amount  sold,  and  the  aver¬ 
age  rate. 

4.  Also,  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  be¬ 
tween  Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  divided  under  the  usual  heads  of 
sub-divisions  in  railway  construction,  with  separate  estimate  for  equip¬ 
ment. 

5.  Also,  a  like  estimate,  in  similar  form,  of  the  cost  of  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  between  Calgary  and  the  summit  of 
the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  from  the  summit  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  to 
the  junction  with  the  Government  section,  each  separately,  with  a 
statement  of  the  items  in  which  a  saving  of  $4,000,000  upon  the  estim¬ 
ate  of  last  Session  is  calculated  by  the  officers  of  the  company. 

6.  Also,  a  statement  of  the  expenditure  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  on  any  account,  ercept  the  construction  and  equipment 
of  the  contracted  line  between  Callander  aud  Port  Arthur,  and  between 
Selkirk  and  Kamloops. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  we  will 
bring  down  all  the  information  we  can  get.  I  cannot  agree 
to  give  him  all  that  information ;  we  probably  could  not  get 
it  for  the  next  two  years  if  I  did,  it  would  take  so  long  to  get 
it  ready.  Still,  we  will  bring  it  down  as  soon  as  we  can. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OXFORD  AND  NEW  GLASGOW  RAILWAY,  N.S. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  Orders  in  Council,  contracts  and  other 
papers  in  connection  with  the  projected  railway  between  Oxford  and 
New  Glasgow,  in  Nova  Scotia,  or  in  relation  to  any  companies^  or  indi¬ 
viduals  negotiating  for  the  construction  of  any  part  of  the  projected 
Short  Line,  within  the  bounds  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  and  par¬ 
ticularly  an  instrument  signed  by  Sir  Charles  Tuppe^,  then  Minister  of 
Railways,  about  9th  May,  188 1,  whereby  he,  as  representing  the  Crown, 
entered  into  certain  engagements  with  Norvin  Green,  president  of  the 
Montreal  and  European  Short  Line  Company,  or  with  that  company; 
and  all  orders  or  arrangements  cancelling  the  said  agreement,  and  of 
the  evidence  as  to  the  ability  of  the  company  on  which  said  agree¬ 
ment  was  made  ;  and  of  all  orders  and  authorities  under  which  the  Oxford 
Branch  Railway  was  completed, or  money  thereon  expended  out  of  the  In¬ 
tercolonial  appropriation,  and  of  all  agreements  in  connection  with  such 
expenditure ;  and  of  all  statements,  representations  and  letters  made  by, 
or  on  behalf  of  contractors,  companies,  railway  companies,  construction 
companies,  laborers,  merchants  or  others,  who  have  been  concerned 
in  the  work,  and  of  all  reports  made  to  any  Department,  or  to  Council, 
upon  any  of  the  above  subjects. 
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He  said ;  Some  time  ago,  when  it  was  proposed  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways  to  aid  the  project  called  “  The  Short 
Line  Company,”  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  enquire  of  him  whether 
he  had  such  information  as  would  enable  him  to  say  to  us  that 
the  company  was  in  a  position  to  carry  out  the  work.  In 
the  year  1883,1  think  it  was,  the  hon.  Minister  gave  us 
very  strong  assurances  upon  that  point.  He  said,  amongst 
other  things: 

“  I  have  taken  great  pains  to  ascertain  the  financial  standing  and 
position  of  this  company,  and  I  think  that  l  am  in  a  position  to  state 
that  whatever  work  they  will  engage  in  they  will  carry  through.” 

Well,  we  granted  a  subsidy,  and  the  contract  was  let  and 
some  work  was  done.  In  the  prosecution  of  that  work, 
somehow  or  other,  this  same  North  American  Contracting 
Company  that  I  have  just  been  enquiring  about  in  another 
connection,  got  mixed  up  with  it  in  some  way.  They 
contracted  to  do  the  work,  and  they  advanced  a  cer. 
tain  sunq  upon  it — it  seems,  from  some  papers  I  read 
in  the  House  a  while  ago,  some  couple  of  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  Then,  just  as  in  the  case  with  their 
larger  contract  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  was 
not  convenient  to  advance  any  more  money  and  they 
stopped  ;  and  the  sub-contractors  were  not  paid,  the  store¬ 
keepers  were  not  paid,  the  laborers  were  not  paid, 
and  then  there  was  a  general  state  of  discomfort, 
and  Double,  and  loss,  and  vexation  to  those  who 
had  been  connected  with  that  work  locally,  apart  from 
the  trouble  that  belonged  to  the  localities  from  the  non¬ 
prosecution  of  the  work.  Last  year  the  horn  gentleman 
brought  forward  another  project.  I  called  his  attention  to 
the  failures  of  his  former  assurances.  I  called  his  atten¬ 
tion  to  those  facts  to  which  I  have  just  now  briefly  referred, 
and  the  Minister  of  Railways  told  me  that  it  was  all 
right,  that  the  trouble  was  that  this  company  had  been 
engaged  upon  too  small  an  affair.  If  they  had  a  bigger 
railway  to  build,  he  said,  they  would  have  gone  through 
with  it ;  though  I  do  not  see  that  their  having  a  larger 
work  would  be  a  guarantee  that  it  would  be  carried 
through,  because,  either  large  or  small,  the  result  seems  to 
be  the  same.  But  that  was  what  the  Minister  said,  that 
the  enterprise  was  too  small ;  and  he  proposed  to  enlarge 
the  enterprise  by  a  proposition  which  he  submitted  to 
the  House,  and  which  he  said  would  ensure  its  successful 
completion.  So  once  again  the  Minister  displayed  the 
art  of  showing  the  better  side  of  everything,  and  no  doubt 
when  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  whom 
I  am  now  looking  to  fulfil  his  part,  he  will  emulate  him. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  try. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Minister  proved  once  again  that  the 
Long  Line  Short  Line  Company  was  all  right,  whatever 
the  troubles  of  the  Short  Line  Company  might  have  been, 
and  the  House  granted  the  subsidy  over  again.  It  seems 
we  have  been  doing  a  little  bit  of  work  in  connection  with 
the  road.  We  have  built  a  ballast  siding,  but  which  was 
really  part  of  the  grand  scheme  at  Oxford.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pope)  shakes  his  head,  but  as  it  forms  part 
of  the  grand  scheme,  it  was  included  in  the  contract  or 
arrangement  made  with  the  company,  and  it  was  to  be  sold 
to  them  at  cost  as  part  of  the  scheme. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  shows  the  inconvenience  of  not 
having  a  real  genuine  Minister  of  Railways.  If  there  was  a 
real  Minister  who  was  responsible  for  the  duties  of  the  office 
he  would  doubtless  have  known  about  this  matter,  though 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not. 

Mr.  POPE.  Are  you  quite  sure  about  the  point  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  quite  sure.  I  will  give  the  proof.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  to  the  Public  Accounts  and 
look  at  the  Intercolonial  open  account  he  will  find  a  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Oxford  siding,  that  it  is  to  be  part  of  the  Short 
Mr.  Blake. 
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Line  Railway.  But  he  has  not  read  them,  because  ho  is 
not  really  Minister  of  Railways,  and  it  is  not  his  business  to 
look  at  or  to  be  acquainted  with  the  accounts  relating  to 
this  Department.  There  seems  to  have  folio wod  a  lack  of 
performance  in  this  respect  as  in  the  other.  I  find,  in  the 
report  of  the  Acting  Minister,  a  reference  to  this  enterprise. 
He  says : 

“  Montreal  and  European  Short  Line  Railway  Company  ( formerly  the 
1  Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Railway  Company  ’)—(See 
No.  4,  p.  24.).— In  1882  a  subsidy  was  voted  by  Parliament  to  the  extent 
of  $224,000,  for  the  construction  of  a  line  about  seventy  miles  long:,  be¬ 
tween  Oxford,  about  thirty  miles  east  of  Amherst,  and  New  Glasgow, 
N.S. 

“  Under  date  the  28th  July,  1882,  a  contract  was  entered  into  with  the 
above  named  company  for  the  building  of  this  road,  the  work  to  be 
completed  by  the  1st  of  January,  1884. 

“The  company  commenced  work  and  continued  operations  until  the 
autumn  of  1883,  when  work  was  suspended,  and  has  not  since  been 
resumed.  The  contract,  accordingly,  became  null  and  void.  As  the 
subsidy  was  to  be  paid  upon  the  completion  of  each  ten-mile  section,  and 
as  no  one  section  was  completed,  no  portion  of  the  subsidy  has  been 
paid.” 

That  is  all  that  is  stated  in  the  report.  Another  contract 
was  signed  at  a  later  date,  and  under  the  new  arrangement 
between  the  Montreal  and  European  Short  Line  Railway 
Company  and  Her  Majesty,  represented  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  as  Minister  of  Railways,  for  the  execution  of  the 
larger  project.  I  am  creditably  informed  and  believe  that 
such  a  contract  was  executed.  The  Acting  Minister  shakes 
his  head  ;  but  once  again, since  he  did  not  know  what  is  in  the 
Public  Accounts,  he  has  not  accurately  acquainted  himself 
with  the  fact,  and  the  officials  have  not  told  him  what  tran¬ 
spired  before  he  took  charge  of  the  Department.  If  he  will 
enquire  he  will  find  that  on  or  about  8th  May, 1884,  a  contract 
was  made  between  the  Queen,  represented  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  Minister  of  Railways,  and  this  company.  What 
has  become  of  this  contract,  whether  it  has  been  nullified, 
whether  it  was  executed  on  conditions  which  have  not  been 
carried  out,  I  know  not ;  but  I  am  informed  that  such  a 
contract  was  executed,  and  I  find  in  the  Public  Accounts 
evidence  of  that  fact,  for  I  perceive  that  the  Government 
property,  the  Oxford  siding,  is  to  be  transferred  to  this 
company  under  some  contract  or  arrangement,  and  I  know 
of  none  except  the  one  to  which  I  have  referred.  It  is  im¬ 
portant  to  know  what  the  truth  is  as  to  these  transactions. 
It  is  important  to  know  what  steps  have  been  taken  to¬ 
wards  the  execution  of  this  work.  It  is  important  to  know 
how  far  the  Minister’s  plan,  which  had  failed  hitherto,  had 
really  come  to  successful  fruition,  and  what  prospect  there 
is  of  those  people  in  the  locality,  who  really,  as  I  have  been 
told,  relied  on  the  assurance  given  by  the  then  Minister  of 
Railways,  from  his  place  in  Parliament,  as  to  the  financial 
stability  and  resources  of  the  company,  obtaining  arrange¬ 
ments  to  satisfy  them  for  the  loss  which  it  seems  too  likely 
they  will  suffer  unless  something  is  done  to  put  the  enter¬ 
prise  on  a  proper  footing. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  adoption  of  the 
motion;  but  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  is 
mistaken  in  his  statement  that  there  ever  was  a  second  con¬ 
tract  signed  '  by  the  Department.  There  was  a  proposed 
contract,  based  on  the  condition  that  these  gentlemen  would 
commence  the  work  within  a  certain  time,  but  the  contract 
never  was  to  be  handed  over  to  them  until  they  showed  a 
bond  fide  ability  to  build  the  road. 

Mr.  BLA.KE.  Was  it  signed  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  was  not  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Was  it  signed  by  the  Minister? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  was  signed  by  the  Minister,  but  it  was 
not  a  completed  contract.  It  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Pottinger,  and  afterwards  sent  to  the  Department, 
where  it  has  remained  ever  since.  It  never  was  to  bo  a 
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contract  until  certain  things  were  done.  It  is  true  that 
one  condition  of  the  contract  was,  at  the  instance  of  those 
people,  kept  out  of  it,  but  the  real  object  of  the  contract  not 
being  completed  until  those  people  showed  their  bond 
fides,  was  just  to  carry  out  the  suggestion  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  made.  There  has  been  no  expenditure,  either  at  Ox¬ 
ford  or  anywhere  else,  except  that  which  was  of  importance 
to  the  Intercolonial  Kailway  itself,  and  not  dependent  on 
these  people.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

KETUKNS  OEDEEED. 

List  of  all  the  uusold  Indian  lands  in  the  township  of  Toronto,  in  the 
county  ot  Peel.— (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  for  (Mr.  Fleming). 

Statement  showing  all  properties,  islands  and  other  lands,  whether 
built  upon  or  not,  belonging  to  the  Dominion  Government,  and  situated 
within  the  limits  of  the  county  of  Richelieu,  the  names  of  the  parties 
occupying  the  said  propeities,  as  tenants  or  otherwise  ;  the  time  for 
which  such  properties  are  leased,  the  annual  rent  and  the  arrears  due, 
if  any,  on  each  such  property,  up  to  the  1st  January,  1885. — (Mr.  Massue.) 

Copy  of  Order  in  Council  appointing  J.  H.  Morgan  as  forestry  com¬ 
missioner;  also  copy  of  instructions  accompanying  same  ;  also,  date  of 
report  from  the  said  J.  H.  Morgan,  which  appears  as  part  of  the  last 
report  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  copies  of  any  subsequent 
reports  aud  the  date  on  which  the  same  were  received  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  ;  also,  statement  of  any  payments  made  to  the  said  J.  H.  Morgan 
subsequent  to  those  appearing  in  the  Public  Accounts  of  1881. — (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  for  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex). 

1  A  statement  of  the  expenditure  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  since  the  account  in  Mr.  Stephen’s  letter  to  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals,  15th  January,  1884,  upon  branch  lines,  specifying 
each  line,  the  expenditure  thereon,  the  purpose  thereof,  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  mileage  beyond  269  miles  completed  at  the  date  of  Mr.  Stephen’s 
letter.  2.  Statement  of  the  cost  of  equipment  of  such  branch  lines,  (a.) 
At  the  date  of  said  letter.  ( b .)  Since  that  time.  3.  Estimate  for  any 
further  cost  of  equipment  for  such  branch  lines,  so  far  as  completed. 

4.  Statement  in  detail  of  the  further  sums  paid  in  respect  of  the  exten¬ 
sions  or  branches  east  of  Callander  since  the  date  of  said  letter,  when 
they  amounted  to  $3,203,050  6.  A  statement  of  the  present  condition 
of  the  account  for  advances  towards  acquiring  a  line  to  the  seaboard 
and  for  other  purposes,  alleged  to  be  within  the  charter,  shown  by  the 
said  letter  at  $3,482,251 ;  with  a  detail  of  any  further  payments  of  a  like 
character. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statement  of  the  amount  expended  in  repairing  the  breakwater  at 
Tracadie,  Nova  Scotia,  from  3~0th  June,  1881,  to  31st  January,  1885, 
giving  the  names  of  all  persons  to  whom  any  portion  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  had  been  paid,  together  with  the  amount  paid  to  each,  and 
for  what;  also,  copies  of  all  correspondence  relating  to  the  same 
between  said  dates. — (Mr.  Mclsaac.) 

Return  of  all  certificates  for  liquor  sold  under  section  99,  clause  4, 
second  part  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878,  by  the  physicians 
of  the  several  counties  now  under  the  said  Act  in  Nova  Scotia,  giving 
the  names  of  each  physician  and  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom  cer¬ 
tificates  were  granted  and  the  quantity  supplied  in  each  case,  from  1st 
January,  1884,  to  1st  January,  1885. — (Mr.  Kirk.) 

Return  of  all  correspondence,  from  1st  January,  1884,  to  1st  January, 
1885,  between  W.  H.  Rogers,  inspector  of  fisheries  for  Nova  Scotia  ; 
also,  Mr.  Sellon,  overseer  of  river  fisheries  for  Liverpool,  Queen’s 
county,  Nova  Scotia  ;  also,  between  John  Millard,  J.  Newton  Freeman, 

5.  J.  R.  Bill  and  others,  and  the  Government  or  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  in  reference  to  a  breach  of  the  sawdust  law  by  putting 
mill  rubbish  and  shingle  shavings  into  the  Mersey  River ;  showing  also, 
what  fines  have  been  imposed  and  how  many  collected  ;  if  not  collected, 
whether  remitted. — (Mr.  Forbes  ) 

Return  showing  all  sums  of  money  paid  and  the  dates  of  payment  to 
A.  F.  Wood  and  J.  A.  Wilkinson,  or  either  of  them,  from  the  1st  day 
of  January,  1879,  to  the  1st  day  of  January,  1885.  The  work  done  or 
services  rendered  as  valuators  or  otherwise  during  each  year.  Showing 
the  number  of  days,  weeks  or  months  employed  and  the  number  of 
valuations  made  on  the  Murray  canal.  The  amount  paid  to  the  several 
parties  on  the  recommendation  or  joint  recommendations  of  "them  or 
either  of  them.  The  length  of  time  the  claims  had  been  in  existence. 
The  amount  claimed  and  the  dates  of  payment,  and  the  auount  paid 
aud  the  travelling  and  all  other  expenses  connected  therewith  and  paid 
to  the  said  Wood  and  Wilkinson,  or  either  of  them,  or  to  any  other  per¬ 
son  or  persons,  on  their  or  either  of  their  accounts. — (Mr.  McMullen.) 

Return  showing  the^several  sums  paid,  and  dates  of  payment,  made  by 
the  Government,  bstween  the  1st  day  of  January,  1884,  and  the  30th 
day  of  June,  1884,  and  between  the  1st  day  ot  July  and  the  31st  day  of 
December,  1881,  to  the  several  printing  and  publishing  companies  of 
this  Dominion,  or  to  editors,  agent3  or  proprietors  of  newspapers  or 
publishers  of  any  kind,  for  any  work  done  or  ma'erial  furnished. — (Mr. 
McMullen.)  | 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  despatches  and  correspondence  be^ 
tweeir-the  Governments  of  Canada  and  the  United  Kingdom,  and  be¬ 


tween  the  Government  of  Canada  and  Her  Majesty’s  ambassador  at 
Washington,  not  already  brought  down,  relating  to  the  subject  of  ex¬ 
tradition  and  extradition  arrangements. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Copy  of  the  report  made  by  the  engineer,  since  January,  1884,  on  the 
cost  of  erecting  breakwaters  at  New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor  in  the 
county  of  Guysboro’,  Nova  Scotia,  and  a'so  copy  of  report  on  White 
Haven  boat  canal. — (Mr.  Kirk  ) 

Copies  of  the  claim  of  J.  B.  Plante,  of  St.  Charles,  Bellechasce,  in  re¬ 
lation  to  certain  horses  which  he  alleges  have  been  killed  by  a  train  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  of  which  he  demands  the  value  ;  copies 
of  the  order  referring  the  said  claim  to  the  official  arbitrators,  and  of 
their  enquiry,  report  and  award  ;  of  the  second  reference  to  the  said 
arbitrators,  and  of  their  enquiry  and  further  report ;  also,  all  documents 
and  papers  relating  to  the  matter  in  question.— (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny)  for  (Mr.  Amyot.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  and  agreements  between  the  Government 
and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  on  the  subject  of  immigra¬ 
tion  to'  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  together  with  a  statement  show¬ 
ing  the  amount  expended  by  the  company  in  promoting  such  immigra¬ 
tion,  giving  amounts  paid,  with  dates,  to  whom  paid,  and  nature  of 
service  rendered ;  also,  estimate  of  the  company  of  number  of  persons 
from  foreign  countries  who  have  actually  settled  there  in  each  year 
since  date  of  charter. — (Mr,  Paterson,  Brant.) 

Return  showing  the  number  of  islands  leased  in  the  River  St.  Law¬ 
rence,  the  names  of  such  islands,  the  party  or  parties  to  whom  leased, 
and  the  yearly  rental  payable  for  each  of  the  said  islands  respectively. — 
(Mr.  Wood,  Brockville  ) 

Statements  of  the  amount  paid  by  the  Government  to  Messrs.  George 
and  Andrew  Holland,  or  any  other  persons,  for  services  as  official 
reporters  of  the  Senate,  or  for  short-hand  work  of  any  kind  outside  of 
Parliamentary  reporting,  since  1st  January,  1882. — (Mr.  Auger.) 

Copies  of  all  papers  connected  with  the  sale  of  the  Dundas  and 
Waterloo  macadamized  road  by  the  Government,  on  the  15th  day  of 
March,  1884,  including  previous  applications  by  any  municipality  or 
private  parties  for  the  purchase  or  other  acquisition  of  the  road,  the 
conditions  under  which  the  road  was  offered  for  sale  ;  statement  in  de¬ 
tail  of  the  expenses  incurred  in  connection  with  the  sale,  to  whom  sold, 
the  amount  realised  and  the  amount  and  dates  of  the  payments  made  bv 
the  purchaser,  and  the  balance,  if  any,  remaining  unpaid  at  the  date  of 
this  order.— (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  for  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth). 

Mr.  POPE  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:30  p.m. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  19th  February,  1835. 

Tho  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIEST  HEADINGS. 

Bill  (No.  45)  respecting  the  representation  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  in  the  House  of  Commons. —  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

Bill  (No.  4 7)  for  the  more  effectual  prevention  of  cruelty 
to  animals. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

BILLS  OF  EXCHANGE  AND  PEOMISSOEY  NOTES. 

Mr.  GIG  AULT.  (Translation).  Asked  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  46),  further  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  bills  of 
exchange  and  promissory  notes. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEE3.  Explain. 

Mr.  GIG  AULT.  (Translation).  The  present  law  pro¬ 
vides  that  in  order  to  make  a  protest  valid,  a  bill  of  ex¬ 
change  or  a  promissory  note  must  be  presented  at  the  office 
of  the  bank  or  at  the  place  where  it  is  made  payable.  If 
such  office  or  indicated  place  of  payment  do  not  exist  when 
the  note  becomes  due,  the  law  does  not  state  what  ought  to 
be  dono.  The  object  of  the  Bill  which  I  beg  leave  to  intro¬ 
duce  is  to  declare  that  the  presentation  of  the  bill  of  ex¬ 
change  or  promissory  note  will  not  be  necessary  whenever 
such  office  or  place  of  payment  shall  have  ceased  to  exist 
when  the  bill  or  note  becomes  due.  It  also  provides  that 
the  notary  or  justice  of  the  peace  by  whom  the  protest 
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shall  be  made  shall  make  a  declaration  to  the  effect  that 
after  due  enquiry  he  has  been  unable  to  find  the  office  or 
place  at  which  the  bill  of  exchange  or  promissory  note  was 
made  payable. 

Motion  agreed,  to  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— PORT  MOODY 
AND  SAVONA  FERRY  SECTION. 

Mr.  HOMER  asked,  Has  the  Government  granted  to 
A.  Onderdonk  an  extension  of  time  for  the  completion  of 
the  contract  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  between  Port 
Moody  and  Savona  Ferry?  If  not,  is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  grant  A.  Onderdonk  an  extension  of  time 
for  the  completion  of  his  contract  between  Port  Moody  and 
Savona  Ferry  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  In  the  absence  of  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  no  extension  has  been 
asked  by  Mr.  Onderdonk,  and  no  extension  has  been 
granted. 

DUTY  ON  FLOUR  AND  CORNMEAL. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  during  the  present  Session  of  Parliament  to  increase 
the  rate  of  duty  upon  imported  flour  or  cornmeal  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  request  of  the  Millers’ Association  of  Ontario? 
If  so,  will  the  duty  on  coal  be  increased  also  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  intentions  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  this  subject  will  be  communicated  to  the  House 
when  the  Budget  is  brought  down. 

ALLAN  STEAMSHIP  COMPANY. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Have  the  Government  received 
from  the  Allan  Steamship  Company,  or  from  the  estate  of 
the  late  Sir  Hugh  Allan,  the  amount  due,  or  claimed  by  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  for  services  ^rendered 
by  the  Government  steamship  Newfteld,  in  aiding  the 
wrecked  Allan  steamship  Moravian  in  1881  ?  If  not,  is  it 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take  steps  to  recover 
such  amount  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  amount  settled  upon  between  the 
Allan  Steamship  Company  and  the  Government  has  been 
paid.  There  was  some  little  delay  as  to  the  amount  that 
should  be  paid,  in  consequence  of  there  being  no  principle 
adopted  as  to  the  allowance  that  Government  steamers 
should  receive  for  aid  to  private  ships.  I  made  enquiry  of 
the  British  Government  and  the  United  States  Government 
as  to  the  practice  followed  there,  we  followed  something 
like  the  same  practice,  and  the  account  was  settled. 

AID  TO  EMERSON,  MANITOBA. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  asked,  Has  any  demand  been 
recently  made  by  the  town  of  Emerson,  Manitoba,  for 
financial  or  other  aid  ?  If  so,  what  is  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  demand  ?  Has  the  Government  assented  to  the  same 
in  whole  or  in  part,  or  has  any  action  been  taken  in  rhe 
premises  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Application  has  been  made 
by  the  town  of  Emerson,  and  the  Government  are  at  this 
moment  considering  it,  and  will  probably  arrive  at  a 
decision  in  a  few  days.  We  have  not  arrived  at  a  decision 
yet, 

EASTERN  EXTENSION  RAILWAY,  N.S. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness)  asked,  What  were  the 
earnings  and  the  working  expenses  of  the  Eastern  Exten¬ 
sion  Railway  from  New  Glasgow  to  Port  Mulgrave,  Nova 
Scotia,  for  each  month  of  the  calendar  year  1881  ? 

Mr.  Gigault. 


Mr.  CARON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  move  for  a 
return  of  the  papers  instead  of  putting  it  in  tho  shape  of 
a  question,  the  papers  will  be  brought  down  and  the  infor¬ 
mation  given. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  JOHN  MOODY. 

Mr.  LISTER  asked,  Is  John  Moody  employed  in  any 
way  in  the  Fishery  Department  of  the  Government?  If  so, 
in  what  capacity,  when  was  he  appointed,  what  is  his  salary, 
and  what  are  his  duties  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  John  B.  Moody  is  employed  as  fishery 
overseer  under  the  Fishery  Department.  He  was  appointed 
in  1880.  His  salary  is  $50  per  annum.  His  duties  consist 
in  enforcing  the  Fishery  Act  and  regulations  on  the  north 
shore  of  the  Sydenham  River  from  its  junction  at  Wallace- 
burg  to  its  source. 

WHEAT  AND  FLOUR  DUTIES. 

Mr.  BERGERON  asked,  Whe'her  the  Government  in¬ 
tend  to  make  alterations  in  the  tariff  as  respects  wheat  and 
flour? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  answer  I  gave  to  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Forbes)  must  be  the  answer  I  give  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  asks  this  question. 

SETTLERS  IN  THE  MARITIME  PROVINCES. 

Mr.  GILLMOR  asked,  How  many  of  the  immigrants 
who  arrived  in  this  country  from  the  1st  January,  1884,  to 
the  31st  December,  from  Europe,  have  settled  permanently 
in  each  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  CARON,  On  behalf  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 

I  beg  to  state,  that,  from  the  reports  of  the  agents  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  following  immigrants 
entered  the  Maritime  Provinces  : — Nova  Scotia,  1,436  ;  New 
Brunswick,  235 ;  Prince  Edward  Island,  2  ;  making  alto¬ 
gether,  1,673. 

POST  OFFICE  SAYINGS  BANKS. 

Mr.  STAIRS  asked,  When  does  the  Government  intend 
to  open  the  Post  Offi*e  Savings  Banks  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Postmaster-General  is 
now  opening  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces. 

STATION  AT  ELGIN  STATION,  COUNTY  OF  LTSLET. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  askod,  Is  it  the  intention  of  tho 
Government  to  erect  a  station  for  the  accommodation  of 
passengers  and  for  freight  at  Elgin  Station,  County  of 
L’lslot,  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  build  a  station  for  freight  at  Elgin  Station,  County  of 
L’lslet. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AT  ST.  STEPHEN,  N.  B. 

Mr.  GILLMOR  asked,  Whether  the  building  of  the 
Custom  House  and  Post  Office  at  St.  Stephen,  N.  B.,  has  yet 
been  commenced,  on  which  $15,000  was  voted  previous  to 
the  last  general  election  of  1882 ;  if  not,  when  does  the 
Government  intend  to  commence  those  buildings? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  lot  has  been  purchased 
and  paid  for,  and  tendors  will  shortly  be  asked  for. 
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NORTH-WEST  CENSUS. 

Mr.  FARROW  asked,  In  taking  the  census  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West,  is  there  to  be  a  column  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  last  place  of  residence  of  settlers,  previous  to  their 
going  to  the  North-West  to  settle  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
add  the  column  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  requested  to 
be  added  to  the  census  to  be  taken  in  Manitoba. 

REPORT  OF  THE  PRINTING  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  With  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  would  like  to  move  the  adoption  of  the  second 
report  of  the  Committee  of  both  Houses  on  the  printing  of 
Parliament.  I  suppose  it  ought  properly  to  have  been 
moved  when  the  motions  were  called,  but  1  did  not  happen 
to  be  in  my  place,  and  if  the  House  will  permit  me  I  will 
move  it  now.  I  may  say  that  the  report  mentions  the 
printing  of  certain  documents  ;  and  in  addition  to  that, 
there  is  a  clause  which  continues  the  gratuity  granted  last 
year  to  the  assistant  clerk  in  the  Stationery  Office,  to  the 
new  incumbent  in  the  office,  Mr.  Clark.  The  position  is 
one  requiring  technical  knowledge,  and  the  gentleman 
appointed  to  the  office  is  a  first-class  proof-reader,  and  an 
exceedingly  good  man  for  that  position.  The  Committee 
thought  that  the  gratuity  given  last  year  of  might  be 

continued  to  the  present  incumbent. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  not  to  put 
that  motion  without  notice.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  report  as  concerns  the  printing, 
but  as  a  general  rule  any  motion  which  proposes  to  make  a 
charge  on  the  service  of  the  House  ought  to  be  preceded  by 
notice. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Of  course,  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  objects  that  is  a  good  reason  for  delaying  the  motion  ; 
but  the  report  has  been  in  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  for 
the  last  three  days. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  but  I  am  pointing  out  that  by  our 
custom,  when  it  is  intended  to  move  the  adoption  of  a  report 
involving  a  charge,  we  have  had  notice  given. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  fake  the  opportunity, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  of  calling  the  attention  of 
the  members  of  the  Printing  Committee  to  the  desirability 
of  causing  to  be  printed  such  returns  as  those  I  have  moved 
for  recently  with  respect  to  the  receipts  and  expenditures 
chargeable  to  the  Consolidated  Fund.  I  noticed  they  were 
omitted  last  year.  Now  those  are  of  some  value.  They 
contain  a  good  deal  of  information  which  it  is  sometimes 
necessary  to  look  back  to  in  order  to  refresh  one’s  memory. 
There  is  no  economy  in  delay  because  they  might  have  to 
be  moved  for  again.  They  would  only  occupy  half  a  page, 
and  judging  from  what  I  have  seen  of  our  Sessional  Papers 
I  must  say  there  are  a  great  many  other  pages  occupied 
with  matter  of  much  loss  importance.  I  direct  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  and  of  the 
other  members  of  the  Printing  Committee  to  that  point.  I 
would  also  like  to  know  whether  any  progress  has  been 
made  in  printing  the  reports  of  the  Factory  Commissioners. 
These  have  been  brought  down  in  manuscript,  but  they  are 
rather  voluminous,  and  I  think  if  the  Minister  could  have 
caused  them  to  be  printed  a  little  in  advance  it  would  have 
been  a  great  convenience  to  the  House. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  They  were  only  finished  the 
day  before  I  laid  them  on  the  Table  ot  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  They  will  be  printed 

promptly,  I  hope. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
reports  might  be  printed  in  the  Sessional  Papers  with  the 
approbation  of  the  committee.  The  committee  had  not 


met  when  the  reports  of  the  commissioners  were  laid  on  the 
Table  ;  and  1  declined  to  take  the  responsibility  of  ordering 
their  printing,  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee  of  the 
other  Houso  did,  without  the  acquiescence  of  the  commit,  ee 
itself. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  1  would  just  mention 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell,  that  similar  reports  have 
been  printed  in  former  Sessional  Papers,  but  the  practice 
has  not  been  uniform. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (South  Brant).  I  desire  to  remark  to 
the  chairman  of  the  Printing  Committee  with  reference  to 
the  report  of  the  commissioners  that  it  is  stated  in  the 
Order  in  Council  appointing  them,  that  the  information  was 
sought  for  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  us  to  take  legislative 
action  thereupon.  It  is  probable  they  will  be  used  by  the 
Finance  Minister  in  making  his  statement,  and  the  hon. 
gentlemaif  will  see  how  necessary  it  is  that  members  of  the 
House  should  have  the  report  of  these  commissioners  in 
print  before  that  debate  comes  on.  I  would  like  to  ask 
him  if  he  thinks  it  could  be  rapidly  accomplished. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  If  it  is  the  desire  of  the  House 
that  it  should  be  printed,  we  can  give  orders  immediately 
to  have  it  printed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  document  was  heralded  some  months 
ago  by  the  Finance  Minister  as  an  important  document,  and 
I  dare  say  we  shall  hear  a  good  deal  about  it,  and  it  ought 
to  be  printed  in  full. 

LIFE  SAVING  CREW  AT  PORT  ROWAN. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  A  few  days  ago  tho  hon.  member  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Jackson)  enquired  of  me  respecting  the 
payment  of  the  life-saving  crew  at  Port  Rowan.  I  find  upon 
enquiry  that  the  detailed  account  on  the  services  of  the 
crew  was  not  received  at  the  office  until  the  8th  of  February. 
It  was  immediately  taken  up,  and  the  cheques  have  been 
despatched  to  each  of  the  crew  engaged  in  the  service. 

THE  BUDGET. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  tho 
Finance  Minister  to  the  fact  that  to-day  completes  the  third 
week  since  we  were  summoned.  We  have  been  summoned 
two  or  three  weeks  later  than  usual,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  see  lrom  the  questions  put  to  him  by  various  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House,  that  the  public  are  getting  very  anxious 
to  hear  what  he  has  to  say  about  the  financial  condition  of 
the  country.  I  think  it  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  all  if  the  Minister  were  able  to  tell  us  within  a  day 
or  two  when  he  thinks  be  can  make  his  financial  statement. 
Until  we  get  that  he  is  aware  the  actual  business  of  the  Ses¬ 
sion  cannot  make  any  very  rapid  progress.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  on  this,  as  on  other  occasions,  considerable  discussion 
must  arise,  and  it  would  be  of  interest  to  all  on  both  sides 
if  the  bon.  Minister  could  give  us  some  indication  when  be 
will  bring  down  the  Estimates  and  when  he  will  make  h'S 
statement. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
state  the  day  that  we  will  be  able  to  lay  the  Estimates  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  or  to  make  the  financial  statement. 
I  should  hope  that  we  might  be  able  to  do  so  to-morrow 
week.  As  next  Saturday  is  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  I  may  be  in  a  position  to  make  the  statement  on  Friday 
of  next  week ;  1  am  afraid  I  will  not  be  able  to  make  it 
on  Tuesday. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  I  may 
assume  it  will  not  be  earlier. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No;  I  thick  not. 
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HOLES  IN  ICE  ON  FREQUENTED  WATERS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  Bill  (No.  22)  to 
amend  the  criminal  law  and  to  declare  it  a  misdemeanor  to 
leave  unguarded  and  exposed  holes  cut  in  the  ice  on  navi¬ 
gable  or  frequented  waters. — (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  1YES.  I  move  that  after  the  word  “justice  ”  in  the 
first  section,  the  words  “or  district  magistrate”  be  added. 
In  the  Province  of  Quebec  district  magistrates  would  be 
the  officers  before  whom  cases  of  this  kind  would  naturally 
be  tried.  I  also  move  that  after  the  word  “  city  ”  the 
words  “judicial  district  or  county”  be  added.  Our  divi¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  justices  of  the  peace  or  magistrates 
are  divided  into  judicial  districts  rather  than  into  counties 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  following  be  inserted 
as  section  2  of  the  Bill :  — 

The  owner,  manager  or  superintendent  of  any  abandoned  or  unused 
mine  or  quarry  or  property  upon  or  in  which  any  excavation  in  search 
of  mines  or  quarries  has  been  or  shall  hereafter  be  made  of  a  sufficient 
area  and  depth  to  endanger  human  life,  who  shall  leave  the  same 
unguarded  and  unenclosed  by  a  guard  or  fence  of  sufficient  height  and 
strength  to  prevent  any  person  from  accidentally  riding,  driving,  walk¬ 
ing  or  falling  therein,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  shall  be 
liable  to  be  punished  by  fine  or  imprisonment  or  both,  before  any  justice 
of  the  peace  having  jurisdiction  in  the  locality  in  which  said  mine  or 
quarry  is  situate. 

This  is  almost  identical  with  the  English  law  in  tha^ 
respect,  except  that  I  have  added  “quarry”  to  the  word 
mine. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  following  be 
section  3 : 

If  within  fen  days  after  conviction  for  one  of  the  offences  referred  to 
in  the  first  and  second  clauses  of  this  Act,  a  suitable  fence  is  not  con¬ 
structed  around  said  exposed  opening,  to  conform  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Act,  the  person  or  persons  liable  for  such  omission  may  be  again 
complained  of  and  convicted  for  said  offence,  and  the  plea  of  a  former 
conviction  therefor  shall  not  avail  to  him  or  them  as  a  relief  from  said 
complaints  and  conviction. 

Mr,  MACDONALD  (King’s,  P.E.I.)  I  think  there  are  very 
serious  objections  to  this  Bill  from  a  Prince  Edward  Island 
standpoint.  We  are  accustomed  to  catting  ice  in  our  rivers 
and  taking  out  manure  for  agricultural  purposes,  and  if  the 
people  who  are  engaged  in  that  occupation  are  required  to 
fence  in  all  the  holes  they  make  it  will  prove  a  very  great 
hardship.  I  do  not  know  of  any  accident  having  happened 
for  lack  of  proper  precaution  being  taken  to  fence  in  holes 
made  for  that  purpose.  According  to  this  Bill,  all  persons 
digging  and  cutting  holes  in  the  ice  will  be  required  to 
fence  in  the  holes  they  make,  and  this,  I  repeat,  will  prove 
a  great  hardship.  There  are  certain  other  parts  of  the 
country  where  ice  is  cut  for  packing  purposes,  and  the 
people  engaged  in  the  work  will  also  be  affected  by  a  law 
of  this  kind.  I  think  due  care  should  not  be  taken  that  such  a 
measure  as  that  should  become  a  hardship  instead  of  a  bene¬ 
fit  to  the  general  public. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  Bill  is  one  that  looks  reasonable,  and 
I  am  loath  to  give  it  my  opposition,  but  the  remarks  of  my 
colleague  prove  that  as  regards  our  Province  at  least,  in  the 
creeks  and  bays  of  which  the  farmers  are  accustomed  to 
keep  holes  in  the  ice  open  for  the  digging  of  mussels,  it 
might  work  a  hardship,  and  besides  that  it  would  hardly 
be  necessary  as  these  holes  are  guarded  by  putting  up  trees 
around  them,  and  I  never  heard  of  an  accident  occurring. 
It  is  impossible  that  they  could  be  protected  in  the  manner 
provided  by  the  Bill,  because  horses  are  used  for  a  space  of 
20  or  30  feet  from  the  holes,  and  to  inclose  these  openings 
and  the  spaces  which  the  horses  occupy  would  prevent  the 
farmers  engaging  in  that  work  at  all.  As  I  remarked 
Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 


before,  the  Bill  looks  so  reasonable  on  its  face  that  one  does 
not  like  to  object  to  it,  but  in  its  practical  application  I  fear 
that  it  would  either  be  evaded  altogether,  or  if  attempted 
to  be  enforced  it  will  act  very  hardly.  There  never  have 
been  any  accidents  that  I  have  heard  of  by  leaving  these 
openings  unprotected ;  on  the  contrary,  as  the  farmers 
erect  a  barrier  of  brush  around  them  they  are  not  on  the 
direct  line  of  travel  and  therefore  accidents  could  hardly 
occur.  The  Bill  may  apply  very  woll  to  the  bay  at  Hamil¬ 
ton  from  which  city  the  promoter  comes,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  should  apply  to  our  Province. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  should  think  that  if  this  measure 
becomes  law  it  will  completely  put  a  stop  to  the  immense 
winter  fisheries  in  my  own  county,  and  I  suppose  there  are 
not  less  than  700  or  800  holes  in  the  ice  in  the  main  river 
in  that  county.  That  industry  gives  employment  to  many 
hundreds  of  people  constantly,  and  if  the  Bill  becomes  law 
it  will  practically  preclude  the  fishermen  from  carrying  on 
their  business.  Now  I  have  seen  the  effects — in  relation  to 
that  Province — of  the  winter  fisheries  of  our  country  for  a 
great  many  years,  and  I  believe  I  may  safely  say  that  not 
within  my  memory  has  it  ever  occurred  that  these  fishing 
holes  proved  dangerous  to  human  life.  Such  a  thing  may 
occur,  as  accidents  occur  to  individuals  travelling  by  rail, 
but  they  are  the  ordinary  casualties  which  cannot  be 
avoided  on  any  ordinary  highway  of  the  country,  but  if 
this  Bill  passes  requiring  that  a  fence  of  a  certain 
height  should  be  placed  around  the  holes,  there  being 
hundreds  of  them  in  the  river,  it  will  practically  put  a  stop 
to  that  branch  of  the  business.  I  think  the  mover  of  the 
Bill  should  hesitate  before  he  forces  us  into  that  position. 
We  have  found  no  practical  difficulty  from  the  present 
state  of  protection,  or  the  local  requirements  in  relation  to 
the  protection  of  these  fishing  holes,  and  the  universal 
custom  in  the  principal  river  in  my  county — the  second 
largest  river  in  the  Province— is  one  which  amply  ensures 
this  protection.  I  may  here  slate,  before  I  point  out  the 
custom  on  that  river,  that  I  doubt  whether  this  Parliament 
has  any  right  to  deal  with  a  matter  of  this  kind.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  purely  municipal  regula¬ 
tion,  to  be  dealt  with,  if  at  all,  by  the  municipal  councils  or 
the  Local  Parliaments,  and  not  to  be  brought  in  here,  where 
I  claim  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  The  custom  in  our 
Province — the  law  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  is, 
that  the  municipal  councils  have  power,  under  a  pro¬ 
vincial  Statute,  to  make  regulations  in  relation  to 
fishing  holes  or  other  openings  made  in  the  rivers  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  business,  and  the  'regulation 
which  is  required  by  the  municipal  corporation  in 
Northumberland  County  is  this :  That  every  fishing  hole 
shall  be  indicated  by  placing  green  bushes  around 
it.  They  cut  two  or  three  spruce  bushes,  7  or  8  feet  high, 
and  they  place  them  at  the  holes  as  an  indication,  a  warning, 
a  sign  post  to  the  public,  and  that  is  all  the  protection 
which  is  required,  and  all  the  protection  they  have  had 
within  my  memory  at  all  events.  Now  there  are  some  700 
or  800  or  more  fishermen  at  work  in  my  county,  and  in 
other  counties  the  same  state  of  things  exists,  and  if  these 
men  have  to  fence  up  these  holes  on  the  different  rivers  it 
will  greatly  embarrass  them  in  the  operation  of  their  fishing, 
and  will  create  much  trouble  and  expense.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  desires  any  protection  in  relation  to  his  locality 
let  him  confine  it  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  or  the  harbor 
of  Hamilton,  or  wherever  else  it  may  be  required;  but  do 
not  lot  him  by  a  law  of  this  kind,  applying  all  over  the 
Dominion,  embarrass  existing  regulations  and  lead  to  dis¬ 
turbance  and  dissatisfaction  amongst  the  industrious  fisher¬ 
men  in  our  country.  We  do  not  require  such  a  protection, 
and  in  my  opinion  the  Bill  would  be  a  detriment  to  the  pro¬ 
secution  of  business  and  should  not  be  allowed  to  pass.  I 
believe  the  section  of  which  I  speak  is  already  passed  by 
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the  committee,  but  I  shall  take  the  earliest  opportunity  at 
the  proper  stage  to  move  that  it  bo  referred  back  for  recon¬ 
sideration. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  I  believe  that  the  peoplo  of 
that  portion  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  from  which  I  come 
would  not  wish  this  Bill  to  become  law.  A  few  years  ago 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  tried  the  experi¬ 
ment  of  running  a  ferry  across  the  St.  Lawrence  between 
Brockville  and  Morristown.  It  was  attended  with  a  great 
deal  of  expense,  but  it  has  proved  successful  after  the  out¬ 
lay  of  a  great  deal  of  money  and  enterprise  on  the  part  of 
the  company.  Now  it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  Company  are  to  continue  to  run  that  boat 
through  the  winter,  when  they  have  to  break  holes  in  the  ice 
as  they  have  to  do,  leaving  large  apertures  exposed,  it  will 
bring  them  under  the  operation  of  this  clause,  which  would* 
be  not  only  a  great  injustice  to  the  company  but  would 
altogether  prohibit  the  only  means  of  communication  we 
now  have  between  the  State  of  New  York,  or  I  may  say  the 
United  States,  and  that  portion  of  Ontario.  For  that  reason 
I  cannot  support  this  provision  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  observations  which  have  fallen  from 
several  hon.  members  sufficiently  show  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  not  acted  with  discretion  in  permitting  this  Bill 
to  take  the  stage  of  Committee  of  the  Whole,  wi  thout  having 
previously  sifted  it  in  a  Select  Committee,  according  to  the 
customary  mode  of  dealing  with  legislation  affecting  the 
criminal  law  introduced  by  private  members.  We  have 
seen  from  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
last  spoke  and  others  who  come  from  different  parts  of  the 
country,  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  should  have  been  referred 
to  a  committee  whose  members  could  consult  with  their 
fellow  members  from  their  different  Provinces,  as  to  the 
peculiar  local  circumstances,  and  would  ascertain  whether 
it  was  possible  so  to  mould  the  legislation  as  to  make  it  at 
once  uniform  and  just  to  all.  I  think  therefore  it  would  be 
a  very  convenient  course  that  the  committee  should  rise  and 
report  progress,  and  instead  of  the  measure  being  further 
prosecuted  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  at  this  stage,  the 
order  for  its  reference  should  be  discharged  and  a  reference 
to  a  Select  Committee  composed  of  members  from  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces  take  its  place,  and  after  that  it  could  go 
through  Committee  of  the  Whole.  With  reference  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  them, — not  as  I 
judge  in  a  constitutional  view,  but  as  a  question  of  policy.  We 
can  make  almost  anything  a  crime  or  a  matter  of  criminal  law 
here.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
has  for  several  years  endeavored  to  make  that  which  is  now 
a  matter  of  civil  light  in  the  Provinces,  a  crime  ;  and  so 
with  this  matter — we  may  draw  it  within  our  jurisdiction. 
But  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  particularly  where  there  are 
different  interests  and  necessities  in  different  parts  of 
the  country,  it  may  be  impolitic  to  bring  it  within  the 
scope  of  the  criminal  law,  because  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
Local  Legislatures  would  have  power  to  pass  laws  prohibit¬ 
ing  the  cutting  of  these  holes  without  sufficient  protection, 
and  providing  for  the  punishment  of  the  breach  of  such 
laws  by  fine  or  imprisonment.  There  is  ample  power  in 
the  Local  Legislatures  to  do  all  that  may  be  necessary  in 
order  to  protect  individuals  of  the  locality  without  resorting 
to  this  Parliament  at  all.  Although  therefore  we  have  the 
power  to  make  this  a  crime,  it  may  be  a  question  whether 
it  is  expedient  to  make  it  a  crime,  as  municipal  provision 
has  been  made  in  some  of  the  Provinces,  and  may 
be  made  in  others,  and  the  conditions  may  be  so  various  as 
to  make  it  difficult  to  make  an  equitable  change  in  the 
criminal  law. 

Mr.  CABON.  The  discussion  on  this  Bill  has  brought 
out  some  suggestions  from  hon.  members  which  I  think 
should  be  considered  before  the  Bill  is  proceeded  with  any 


further;  and,  especially  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
introduced  the  Bill  happens  not  to  be  in  his  seat  at  present, 
I  think  the  Committee  should  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.  So  far  as  the  principle  of  the  Bill  itself 
is  concerned,  the  protection  of  the  lives  of  people  who  have 
to  drive  over  rivers,  and  who  are  exposed  to  considerable 
danger,  especially  at  night,  from  the  carelessness  of  people 
who  for  one  purpose  or  another  cut  holes  in  the  ice,  I 
believe  the  principle  in  itself  is  a  good  principle.  However, 
several  hon.  members  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  have 
pointed  out  objections  to  the  Bill  which  to  my  mind  deserve 
more  consideration  than  has  been  given  to  them,  and  I 
would  move  that  the  committee  now  rise,  report  progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  When  the  House  again  comes 
to  consider  the  Bill,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  introduced 
it  may  be  present,  and  may  be  willing  to  accept  some  of 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  rightly,  this  Bill  was  last  Session  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  No,  the  year  before. 

Mr.  WATSON.  As  reference  has  been  made  to  the 
Eastern  Provinces,  I  hope  the  Western  Provinces  will  not 
bo  forgotten.  A  great  number  of  men  are  employed  every 
winter  fishing  on  Lake  Manitoba  and  Lake  Winnipeg,  and 
if  it  were  made  a  criminal  offence  to  cut  holes  in  the  ice,  a 
great  hardship  would  be  caused  to  the  people. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  necessary  to  con¬ 
sider  Manitoba,  because  it  is  understood  that  the  settlers  are 
all  going  to  Dakota. 

Mr.  HALL.  Having  taken  charge  of  this  Blil,  in  the 
absence  of  the  mover,  I  desire  to  say  a  word.  It  is  unfortu¬ 
nate  that  the  objections  which  have  been  raised  against  it 
were  not  made  at  the  second  reading.  The  hon.  member  for 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Bobertson)  went  away  under  the  impression 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  accepted  by  the  House. 
It  has  been  before  the  House  two  Sessions.  In  the  first 
Session,  it  was  referred  to  a  committee  which  had  charge  of 
other  Bills  of  a  similar  character,  and  by  some  accident  it 
did  not  again  reach  the  House.  The  hon.  member  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  will  see  that  there  is  a 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  leaving  the  question  to  local  legisla¬ 
tion,  because  it  concerns  the  criminal  law.  I  believe,  more¬ 
over,  that  the  practical  difficulty  which  led  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Hamilton  to  bring  it  before  this  House  was  that  it 
applies  to  rivers  which  form  the  boundaries  between  muni¬ 
cipalities.  There  can  be  no  objection,  however,  to  referring 
the  matter  to  a  committee,  and  I  second  the  motion  made 
to  that  effect. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  consent  to 
limit  the  Bill  to  rivers  which  form  the  boundaries  of  muni¬ 
cipalities,  I  would  have  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  HALL.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  refer  it  to  the 
committee,  and  then  all  the  objections  could  be  considered. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  would  not  do  to  say  that  what  is  no 
crime  in  one  river  is  a  crime  in  another. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SUPBEME  COUBT. 

Mr.  LANDBY  (Montmagny)  (Translation)  moved  that 
Bill  (No.  3)  to  limit  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  be  now  read  the  second  time.  He  said  :  In 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  to  limit  the  appel¬ 
late  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court,  I  think  it  is  my 
duty  to  say  a  few  words  to  justify  the  legislation  I  now 
propose.  I  do  not  intend  to  make  a  historical  sketch  of 
past  legislation  on  this  matter,  nor  do  I  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  House  and  to  the  country  wherein  such  legislation 
affects,  in  most  of  its  details  at  least,  the  position  of  the 
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Province  to  which  I  belong,  and  the  laws  which  were  passed 
in  that  Province.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Supreme 
Court  Act  was  introduced  in  18T5.  It  was  introduced  by 
one  of  those  who  are  now  occupying  the  position  of  judges 
of  that  court,  by  the  Hon.  Justice  Fournier,  who  was  then 
the  representative  of  the  county  of  Bellechasse.  The 
legislation  of  that  time  defines  the  composition  of  that 
tribunal,  a®d  if  we  open  the  Statutes  of  Canada,  33th  Vic., 
chap.  11,  we  find  that  section  4  says  : 

“  Her  Majesty  may  appoint,  by  letters  patent,  under  the  Great  Seal  of 
Canada,  one  person,  who  is  or  who  has  been  a  judge  of  one  of  the 
Superior  Courts  in  any  of  the  Provinces  forming  part  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  or  who  is  a  barrister  or  advocate  of  at  least  ten  years’ 
standing  at  the  bar  of  any  one  of  the  said  Provinces,  to  be  Chief 
Justice  of  the  said  court,  &ni  five  persons  who  are  or  have  been  respec¬ 
tively  judges  of  the  said  Superior  Courts,  or  who  are  barristers  or  ad¬ 
vocates  of  at  least  ten  years’  standing  at  the  bar  of  one  of  the  said 
Provinces,  to  be  puisne  judges  of  the  said  court,  two  of  whom  at  least 
shall  be  taken  from  among  the  judges  of  the  Super. or  Court  or  Court 
of  Queen’s  Bench,  or  the  barristers  or  advocates  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  ;  and  vacancies  in  any  of  the  said  offices  shall,  from  time  to 
time,  be  filled  in  like  manner.” 

As  will  be  seen  by  the  above  provision  of  the  law,  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  was  only  entitled  to  two  judges  out  of  the 
six  which  were  to  form  this  tribunal.  As  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  court  itself,  it  is  established  by  sectiou  IT  of  the 
same  Act,  which  says  : 

“Subject  to  the  limitations  and  provisions  hereinafter  made, an  appeal 
shall  lie  to  the  Supreme  Court  from  all  final  judgments  of  the  highest 
court  of  final  resort,  whether  such  a  court  be  a  court  of  appeal  or  of 
original  jurisdiction,  now  or  hereafter  established  in  any  Province  of 
Canada,  na  cases  in  which  the  court  of  original  jurisdiction  is  a  Supe¬ 
rior  Court:  Provided  that  no  appeal  shall  be  allowed  from  any  judg¬ 
ment  rendered  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in  any  case  whereiu  the  sunt 
or  value  of  the  matter  in  dispute  does  not  amount  to  $  3,000  ;  and  the 
right  to  appeal  in  civil  cases,  given  by  this  Act,  shall  be  understood  to 
be  given  in  such  cases  only  as  are  mentionel  in  this  section,  except 
exchequer  cases  and  eases  of  mandam  is,  habeas  cjrpus  or  municipal  by¬ 
laws,  as  hereinafter  provided.” 

That  legislation  gave  to  the  court  its  composition  qnd  its 
jurisdiction.  To-day  we  are  asking  for  legislation  to  do 
away  with  these  inconveniences,  for  the  reason  that  the 
composition  of  the  court  offers  no  guarantee  to  the  Province 
of  Quebec  in  particular,  and  the  same  complaint  has  been 
made  by  several  other  Provinces,  as  I  shall  prove  in  a  few 
moments.  This  is  due  to  the  composition  of  the  court  it¬ 
self,  and  also  to  the  jurisdicdon  which  is  given  to  it.  The 
source  of  the  grievances  which  are  complained  of  to  day  is 
found  in  the  exercise  of  that  jurisdiction  by  the  persons 
who  are  members  of  the  Supreme  Court.  In  the  first  place, 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago,  the  Supreme  Court 
only  contains  two  judges  from  the  Province  of  Quobec,  and 
from  this  point  of  view  we  consider  that  the  constitution  of 
that  court  is  defective. 

Mr.  GEOFFRION  (Translation).  Why  not  take  them 
all  from  the  Province  of  Quebec? 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  (Translation.)  I  am  asked, 
Mr.  Speaker,  why  we  should  not  take  them  all  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec  ?  You  will  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  he 
only  listens  to  my  argument  the  hon.  member  who  has  just 
interrupted  me  will  find  an  answer  to  his  question.  If  the 
several  judges  of  whom  the  Supreme  Court  is  composed 
were  all  conversant  with  our  laws,  if  they  were  familiar 
with  all  the  laws  of  the  Province  ot  Quebec,  with 
the  French  laws  and  civil  laws ;  if  before  that 
court  lawyers  from  any  one  of  the  Provinces  had 
full  liberty  to  plead  either  in  French  or  in 

English,  I  could  well  understand  that  one  of  the  great  ob¬ 
jections  against  that  court  would  be  deprived  of  its  strength, 
but  under  the  present  circumstances  that  court  is  closed  to 
lawyers  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  who  are  unable  to  plead 
in  French  before  it,  for  the  good  reason  that  they  are  not 
sure  that  they  will  be  understood  by  several  of  the  judges. 
This  complaint  has  been  formulated  long  ago.  Every  year 
it  has  been  made  here,  within  these  walls  ;  it  has  been  dis- 
Mr.  Landry  (Montmagny). 


cussed  in  the  press  of  the  country,  it  has  been  uttered 
among  the  people  of  the  Provinces.  People  are  complain¬ 
ing  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  an  in¬ 
fringement  on  the  rights  of  the  Provinces,  on  provincial 
legislation.  In  order  to  show  what  is  public  opinion  on 
that  point,  I  could  not  do  any  better  than  to  quote  textually 
the  words  which  have  been  uttered,  under  various  circutn- 
stanceq  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  respecting  the  composi¬ 
tion  of  that  court.  In  1881  the  hon.  member  for  Laval, 
(Mr.  Ouimet)  speaking  on  this  question  said: 

“  These  judges  for  Oatario  never  learned  or  practised  our  Quebec  laws, 
in  respect  of  which  they  are  to  decide  any  cases  brought  before  them.  It 
is  absurd  to  expect  that  those  judges  can,  by  merely  opening  our  civil 
code  or  any  of  our  French  books — some  of  them  do"  not  understand  or 
read  French — can  understand  our  law.  1  therefore  say  the  constitution 
of  the  court  is  vicious  and  absurd.  I  will  vote  for  its  maintenance  if 
properly  remedied.” 

An  hon.  member  from  another  county  (Mr.  MacCuaig), 
who  was  a  representative  of  the  county  of  Prince  Edward 
in  1880,  stated  as  follows  :  — 

“  The  opinion  entertained  by  th?  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
county  I  represent,  is  this :  We  have  a  Supreme  Court  composed  of  six 
men,  two  from  Ontario,  two  from  Quebec,  and  two  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  As  I  understand  the  matter,  the  two  judges  from  Ontario 
are  not  at  all  familiar  with  the  laws  of  Quebec,  while  the  two  judges 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  not  familiar  with  the  laws  of  eith  r 
Ontario  nor  Quebec.  Now,  in  Ontario,  we  have  an  Appeal  Oourt  com¬ 
posed  of  four  judges  of  high  legal  attainments,  and  well  qualified  to 
decide  finally  upon  mo3t  every  case  that  comes  before  them.  But  a  case 
taken  from  our  Court  of  Appeal,  presided  over  by  four  judges  of  Ontario, 
may  be  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  their  judgment  overruled  by 
four  judges  irom  Quebec  aud  the  Maritime  Provinces,  not  at  all  familiar 
with  our  laws.  This  is  not  a  all  calculated  to  create  any  confidence  in 
the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  am  told  that  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  the  Oourt  of  Appeal  is  c>mpo3ed  of  five  judges,  and  they  are 
certainly  entirely  better  qualified  to  decide,  according  to  the  law3  of  the 
Province,  than  the  four  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  can  be,  who  come 
from  the  other  Provinces.  ” 

The  hon.  member  for  Haltoa  (Mr,  McDougall)  also  ex¬ 
pressed  himself  as  follows  afc  that  time  :  — 

“  It  doe3  9eem,  on  the  lace  of  it,  ra'her  absurd  to  appeal  from  the  judg¬ 
ments  of  a  court  of  five  judges,  especially  upon  questions  arising  out  of 
the  civil  law3  peculiar  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  toa  court  of  six  judges, 
only  two  of  whom  have  any  real  knowledge  or  acqiaintensnce  with  the 
principles  of  those  laws.  It  seems  mjre  absurd  still,  when  an  appeal  is 
taken  from  the  judgments  of  courts  in  Oatario,  that  in  this  court, 
although  the  two  Supreme  Court  judges  from  Ontario  may  concur,  that 
their  judgment  should  be  overborne  by  the  opinions  of  the  judges  from 
the  other  Provinces,  who  are  not  familiar  with  the  laws  of  Ontario.” 

The  Government  themselves,  I  think,  were  of  the  same 
opinion  as  to  the  composition  of  the  tribunal  of  the  Supreme 
Oourt,  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  then  uttered 
the  following  words,  on  the  importance  of  whch  I  beg  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House: — 

11 1  desire  to  be  careful  as  to  what,  I  tay,  not  only  because  I  am  speak* 
ing  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  but  because  of  my  position  as  Minister 
ol  the  Crown.  I  do  not  charge  these  judges  w.th  dereliction  of  duty, 
which  is  charged  against  them  outside,  because  I  have  no  evidence  of 
it.  I  wish  to  show,  however,  that  the  complaint  male  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Montmagny  does  not  come  from  him  alone,  but  is  felt 
throughout  the  whole  Province  of  Quebec,  that  the  judgments  of  that 
court  are  not  really  rendered  by  the  whole  bench,  but  are  the  result  of 
the  deliberations  of  the  two  judges  from  that  Province.  This  is  unfortu¬ 
nate,  and  I  hope  the  matter  will  be  considered,  in  order  that  the  evil 
may  be  remedied.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins)  also 
expressed,  in  the  month  of  April,  18T9,  the  following  opinion 
on  the  matter  :  — 

“It  would  be  easy  for  tha  House  to  understand  the  cause  of  this  dis¬ 
like  when  it  was  borne  in  min  i  thit  whilst  no  one  could  sit  as  a  judge 
in  the  Superior  Court  or  in  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  without  having  first  followed  a  course  of  law  and  practised 
as  a  lawyer  during  at  least  ten  years  for  this  tribunal  of  last  resort,  and 
which  was  called  upon  to  confirm  or  reverse  flie  decisions  of  Quebec 
judges,  four  out  of  the  six  judges  were  chosen  from  the  other  Provinces, 
without  being  previously  obliged  to  study  the  civil  laws  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Gaitier,  who  introduced,  a 
few  years  ago,  a  Bill  altogether  similar  to  that  which  I  am 
now  presenting  myself,  addressing  himself  to  tho  Speaker 
of  this  House,  said: — 
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“But  we  all  know  that  the  Province  of  Quebec  occupies  a  very  excep¬ 
tional  position,  as  far  as  her  system  of  local  jurisprudence  is  concerned. 
We  all  know  that  it  is  the  only  Province  which  is  governed  by  the 
principles  of  the  civil  law,  as  amended  ia  old  Prance,  while  all  the 
other  Provinces  are  governed  by  the  principles  of  English  common 
law.  Let  us  look  at  the  personel  of  the  six  judges  composing  the 
Supreme  Court.  Four  of  them  are  judges  of  the  English  common  law, 
and  only  two  of  them  are  conversant  with  the  principles  of  the  civil  law, 
which  rule  the  Province  of  Quebec  ;  only  three  know  the  French  lan¬ 
guage,  in  which  all  or  nearly  all  our  laws  are  written,  and  so  one-half  of 
the  court  can  not  even  learn  our  laws.  I  ask,  is  it  possible  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  people  of  that  Province  can  be  satisfied  to  see 
the  decisions  of  their  Superior  Court,  presided  over  by  a  judge  generally 
of  long  experience,  revised,  as  they  are  often,  bv  the  Court  of  Review, 
composed  of  three  judges,  and  finally  examined  by  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
composed  offive  judges,  every  one  of  them  being  lawyers  of  several 
years’ standing,  and  familiar  with  the  principles  of  our  own  peculiar 
system  of  jurisprudence.  Isay,  is  it  to  be  expected  that  the  people  of 
Quebec  would  be  satisfied  to  see  this  Supreme  Court,  where  only  two 
judges  are  supposed  to  know  anything  of  our  local  laws  and  customs, 
reverse  the  decisions  of  all  these  courts  ? 

Such  are,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  opinions  which  have  been  ex¬ 
pressed  since  the  Supreme  Court  exists.  These  opinions  or 
fears  have  been  felt  by  another  hon.  member  who  was 
my  predecessor  as  representative  of  the  county  of 
Montmagny,  In  1875,  Mr.  Taschereau,  now  one  of  the 
judges  of  the  Supremo  Court,  expressed  fears,  which  were 
about  identical  to  these,  by  addressing  the  House  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  words : — 

“As  regarded  their  civil  cases,  he  humbly  thought  that  the  people  of 
their  Province  were  quite  satisfied  with  the  different  degrees  of  jurisdic¬ 
tion  now  existing  in  Quebec.  It  was  a  well  known  fact  that  their  court 
of  last  resort,  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  was  now  so  composed  as  to 
inspire  full  confidence  and  respect.  Of  the  decisions  of  this  high  and 
enlightened  tribunal  the  Bill  proposes  that  an  appeal  will  be  to  the 
Supreme  Court  in  all  cases  where  the  amount  or  value  of  the  thing  de¬ 
manded  shall  exceed  $1,000  currency.  Well,  how  would  these  cases  be 
disposed  of?  Out  of  six  judges  who  would  compose  the  Supreme  Oourt, 
he  did  not  expect  that  their  own  Province  would  be  represented  by 
more  than  two  judges,  and  our  own  population,  the  French  Canadian 
element,  by  more  than  one  judge,  perhaps.  Without  alluding  for  the 
present  to  the  unfairness  of  this  proportion,  if  it  was  adopted,  and  with¬ 
out  insisting  now  on  the  fact  that  their  population  was  about  one-fourth 
of  the  population  of  the  whole  Dominion,  he  would  content  himself  with 
laying  down  this  proposition  :  one  of  two  things.  Either  the  two  judges 
from  Quebec  would,  in  fact,  control  the  whole  court  in  the  decision  of 
civil  cases  coming  from  Lower  Canada,  and  in  that  case  the  authority 
of  their  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  composed  of  five  judges,  would  be 
superseded  by  that  of  two  judges,  who  could  not  be  possibly  more  com¬ 
petent  than  the  members  of  their  Court  of  Appeals,  and  might  possibly 
be  inferior  to  them.  And,  moreover,  in  that  case,  the  two  judges  from 
Quebec  might  differ  one  from  the  other,  and  then  the  decision  of  the 
case  would  rest  altogether  with  the  other  members  of  the  court,  un¬ 
familiar  with  their  laws  and  customs.  Cr,  iD  the  other  supposition,  ihe 
entire  court  will  presume  to  hear  and  judge  their  civil  cases,  and  then 
their  two  judges,  although  agreeing  together,  might  find  themselves  in 
a  minority,  and  then  they  should  find,  perhaps,  the  decision  of  all  their 
Lower  Canada  courts,  of  all  their  Lower  Canada  judges,  reversed  by 
judges  of  other  Provinces.  The  truth,  the  exact  truth  of  this  proposi¬ 
tion,  could  not  be  denied,  and  the  danger  to  which  he  drew  their  at¬ 
tention  was  too  apparent  and  too  imminent  to  be  overlooked.” 

Such  were,  in  the  past,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  fears  entertained 
when  the  Supreme  Oourt  was  established.  Now  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  the  past  has  not,  in  the  least,  dispelled  the 
hostile  feeling  against  the  constitution  and  composition  ol 
that  court,  which  has  been  manifested  mostly  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  This  hostility  was  not  limited  to  that  Province, 
for  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  Maritime  Provinces 
also  had  in  this  House  representatives  who  wore  not  afraid 
to  stand  up  and  state  how  very  small  was  their  confidence 
in  the  composition  of  that  tribunal.  I  do  not  speak  here  of 
the  different  judges  who  compose  that  court.  Let  it  be 
well  understood  that  the  personality  of  the  judges  is 
completely  out  of  question.  Until  now  we  have  had  no 
reason  to  complain  against  such  or  such  a  judge  in  particu¬ 
lar,  but  I  am  speaking  of  the  composition  of  the  court  from 
a  purely  theoretical  point  of  view.  The  hostility  which  is 
now  found  to  exist  has  been  created  by  the  composition  of 
the  court  itself.  In  the  month  of  February,  1880,  the  then 
Minister  of  Justice,  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Donald)  thus  expressed  himself : 

“My  hon.  friend  saya  that  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  the  court  is  un¬ 
popular.  Now  I  regret  that  extremely,  but  I  quite  understand  that  it 
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arises  from  causes  entirely  beyond  our  control.  Perhaps  it  is  a  natural 
feeling  that  the  members  of  the  bar  from  that  Province  and  the  people 
of  that  Province  should  not  entertain  so  strong  a  feeling  of  confidence 
in  the  decisions  of  this  court,  on  questions  of  law  arising  under  a  system 
of  jurisprudence  different  from  that  of  other  Provinces,  and  in  which  they 
are  only  represented  by  two  judges." 

At  that  time,  Mr.  Speaker,  even  the  Minister  of  Justico, 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Government,  was  not  afraid  to 
acknowledge,  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  that  the  causes  of 
discontent  which  were  complained  of  by  the  Province  of 
Quebec  were  just  causes  of  discontent;  he  gave  expression 
to  that  idea  by  making,  himself,  the  complaints  which  I  am 
now  making  to  day,  against  the  composition  of  the  tribunal 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  But  wo  have  still  better  than  that, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Government  ODenly 
expressed  the  following  opinion: — 

“But  that  some  dissatisfaction  exists,  I  cannot  ignore,  and  I  am  sure 
that  the  greatest  amount  of  dissatisfaction  arises  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  That  is  easily  to  be  understood,  when  you  consider  that  the 
courts  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  are  composed  of  judges  learned  in  the 
special  law  of  Lower  Canada,  and  specially  fitted  to  adjudicate  on  all 
questions  under  that  law  ;  and  the  feeling  is,  that  they  have  more  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  judgments  of  the  ordinary  Superior  Courts  than  the  Court 
of  Appeal  from  the  judgments  of  these  courts.  The  court  here  is  princi¬ 
pally  composed  of  judges  who  have  been  educated  under  the  system 
based  on  the  laws  of  England,  and  the  majority  of  these  judges  are  not 
specially  trained  in  the  system  of  law  which  form  the  basis  of  Lower 
Canada  jurisprudence.  Of  the  six  judges,  oniy  two  aie  from  Lower 
Canada.  We  do  not  know  what  mode  is  adopted  by  the  judges  among 
themselves,  in  discussing  their  judgments,  or  in  what  mode  they  approach 
the  examination  ot  the  cases  submitted  to  them,  but  it  is  alleged  that 
the  judges  coming  from  the  other  Provinces  leave,  very  much,  to  the  two 
judges  coming  from  Quebec,  the  appeals  from  that  Province. 
Hence  it  is  argued  that  to  these  two  judges  is  left  substantially  the  decis¬ 
ions  of  the  cases  from  Quebec.  It  is  felt  that  the  decisions  of  the  courts 
below  have  greater  weight  than  the  opinion  of  the  two  judges,  who  may 
reverse  the  judgments  of  the  courts  below.  The  consideration  of  th  s 
difficulty  is  not  a  new  one  to  any  member  of  the  last  Parliament.  The 
difficulties  connected  with  establishing  a  court  satisfactory  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec  was  one  of  the  great  reasons  that  made  me  hesitate 
so  long  in  presenting  a  measure  for  the  establishment  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  I  twice  submitted  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and  that 
hesitation  induced  me  to  postpone  pressing  the  measure  while  I  held 
the  office  of  Minister  of  Justice.  But  we  now  have  it,  and  I  think  we 
ought  to  try  and  make  the  best  of  it  as  a  Dominion  court.” 

Thus  it  will  be  seen,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  leader  of  the 
present  Government  himself  fully  concurred  in  the  nature 
of  the  complaints  which  we  were  formulating  then  and 
which  wo  are  still  formulating  to-day.  And  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  in  the  speech  I  have  quoted  a 
moment  ago,  in  his  speech  made  in  the  month  of  February, 
1881,  again  dealt  with  this  question,  and  said  : 

“The  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  remarked  that  many  of  the  cases 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec  are  believed  to  be  decided  by  two  judges 
only,  whom  we  must  understand  to  be  the  two  judges  from  that  Prov¬ 
ince.  Of  course  we  have  no  legal  evidence  of  such  being  the  ca9e,  but 
we  cannot  close  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  conviction  in  the 
Province  of^Quebac  that  in  the  large  majority  of  cases  it  is  so.  How 
that  conviction  has  arisen  l  cannot  say  ;  but  it  is  another  reason  why 
the  court  is  unpopular  in  that  Province.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  a  very 
popular  court  in  the  other  Provinces  ;  on  the  contrarv,  I  think  that  in 
many  of  the  Provinces  the  same  feeling  exists  towards  it.” 

Nothing  is  easier,  Mr.  Speaker,  than  to  prove  this  senti¬ 
ment  ;  nothing  is  easier  than  to  prove  that  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  is  an 
opinion  based  on  statements  which  have  been  made  in  this 
House.  In  order  to  establish  that  point,  all  I  have  to  do  is 
to  quote  those  statements,  and  the  first  name  I  come  across 
is  that  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggartj 
who  thus  spoke  in  the  month  of  February,  1879 : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  this  Bill  only  spoke  the  feelings 
of  a  great  portion  of  the  people  of  Ontario  in  explaining  it.  There  was 
a  strong  feeling  in  the  community  against  the  multiplying  of  the  courts 
audit  was  being  expressed  in  almost  every  portion  of  the  country. 
The  Supreme  Cou  t  was  regarded  as  entirely  useless,  while  at  toe 
same  time  a  great  cost  to  Canada.” 

The  hon.  membor  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  ex¬ 
pressed  himself  in  the  following  terms  : — 

“The  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  this  3ill  had  done  nothing 
more  than  express,  in  its  introduction,  the  feeling  which  was  enter¬ 
tained,  not  merely  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  bat  still  more  largely 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  with  respect  to  the  necessity  for  its 
abolition,” 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


February  19, 


The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert)  held  the  fol¬ 
lowing  opinion  on  the  Supreme  Court: — 

“  He  failed  to  hear  any  observations  of  the  hon.  gentleman  for  East 
Northumberland  casting  reflections  on  the  Supreme  Court,  but  had  he 
gone  that  far,  he  would  not  have  gone  further  than  public  opinion  would 
have  justified.  No  other  court  was  so  unpopular  to-day,  particularly 
in  Ontario.  They  had  a  perfect  right  to  discuss  this  question  in  Parlia¬ 
ment.” 

The  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Strange)  expressed 
the  following  opinion  in  1881 : — 

“  The  question  was  put  to  me  whether,  in  the  event  of  this  question 
coming  before  the  House,  I  would  apply  myself  to  words  favoring  a  re¬ 
peal  of  the  Supreme  Court  Act,  I  took  the  ground  that  we  have  in 
Ontario  a  Court  of  Appeal  to  which  any  cases  from  the  inferior  courts 
might  be  referred,  and  that  in  my  opinion —  an  unprofessional  one,  of 
course — so  far  as  that  Province  was  concerned,  the  Supreme  Court  was 
unnecessary,  and  therefore,  that  I  should  have  no  hesitation  in  voting 
for  its  repeal.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  you  wish  to  hear  the  expression  of 
public  sentiment  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  all  you  have  to 
do  is  to  refer  to  the  Hansard  of  1880,  and  you  will  see  that 
the  hon. member  for  Lunenburg  thus  gave  expression  to 
his  opinion  : 

“  With  all  due  deference  to  the  remarks  of  our  right  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  in  opposition  to  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  for  the  repeal  of  the  Supreme  and  Exchequer  Courts  Act,  I  feel 
bound,  in  justice  to  the  county  and  Province  I  have  the  honor  to  repre¬ 
sent,  to  support  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Northumberland  (Mr.  Keeler) 
and  endorse  the  sentiments  by  him  expressed.” 

The  constitution  of  this  court  has  created,  as  I  have  just 
said,  a  feeling  of  hostility,  existing  not  only  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  but  also  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  If  we  refer  to  the  speech  made  in 
1880  by  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  Government  himself, 
we  find  the  following  statement,  which,  I  think,  does  not 
show  a  groat  deal  of  confidence  in  the  composition  of  that 
court.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Government  thus  expressed 
himself: 

“  I  must  admit  that  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  advantage  to  be 
gained  in  shutting  one’s  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  court,  by  some  acci¬ 
dent  or  misfortune,  has  not  obtained  that  confidence  which  such  a 
tribunal  ought  to  have  succeeded  in  obtaining.  What  may  be  the 
cause  of  this,  it  is  bootless  just  now  to  discuss.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Niagara  (Mr.  Plumb)  who  is  no  more 
a  member  of  this  House,  did  not  wish  to  leave  us  without 
having  also  his  word  to  say  on  the  subject.  He  said  : 

“  I  have  listened  with  attention  to  the  arguments  of  both  parties. 
There  are  certainly  reasons  for  discontent  against  the  court.” 

And  the  hon.  member  for  North  Yictoria  (Mr.  Cameron) 
uttered  the  following  words  : — 

“  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the  court  has  been  objected  to  as  not  giving 
satisfaction  to  some  people  in  Ontario.  There  have  been  some  com¬ 
plaints,  but  I  think  the  general  foundation  of  the  complaints  has  rather 
been  delay  in  giving  judgment,  which  may  be  remedied.  In  some  cases 
the  judgment  has  not  given  satisfaction.  We  think  that,  perhaps,  to 
some  extent,  the  Supreme  Court  has  been  a  little  too  ready  to  overrule 
the  decisions  of  the  judges  in  Ontario,  especially  those  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  But,  for  my  part,  I  feel  the  necessity  of  the  court,  and  regret 
that  there  should  be  any  faults  or  defects  in  the  manner  in  which  jus¬ 
tice  is  administered  there.’  ’ 

And  the  hon.  member  tor  South  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria,  quoted  the 
following  words,  which  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria 
had  said  on  a  previous  occasion  : — 

“  The  public  and  the  profession  are  very  little  satisfied  with  the  con¬ 
stitution  of  the  court.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  this  constitution 
should  be  modified  and  strengthened.” 

And,  Mr.  Speaker,  not  only  was  there  a  sentiment  of  hos 
tility  expressed  against  the  Supreme  Court,  not  only  was  it 
shown  to  the  public  that  there  was  a  lack  of  confidence  in 
that  institution,  but  people  even  went  farther,  and  charges 
were  brought  against  it.  I  find  the  following  words  in  a 
speech  made  on  the  10th  of  February,  1881,  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works: — 

“  I  do  not  agree  with  those  members  who  believe  that  the  Supreme 
Court  is  all  we  should  expect  it  to  be.  Far  from  it.  If  I  am  not  mis- 
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taken,  to-day,  perhaps  at  this  moment,  judgment  is  being  rendered  in 
that  court  in  a  case  which  has  been  standing  for  months.  Delays  sucli 
as  this  are  one  of  the  reasons  why  that  court — we  must  say  it,  because 
it  is  in  the  mouths  of  the  people — has  not  become  a  popular  court.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  While)  thus  expressed 
himself : 

“  Judgment  is  being  given  atthis  moment  and,  so  lar  as  we  can  learn, 
there  scarcely  appears  to  be  any  agreement  among  the  judges  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  it.  We  are  going  to  have  some  four  or  five  judgments.  All  of 
the  judges  are  presumed  to  be  very  eminent  in  their  learning  ;  on  this 
subject  no  two  of  them  entirely  agree  with  each  other;  the  effect  of  such 
disagreement  in  opinion  will  be  to  destroy  very  largely  the  confidence 
of  the  public  in  this  court.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  when  all  these  questions  had  been  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  Government,  when,  year  after  year,  the  several 
members  of  the  House  bad  given  vent  to  their  complaints 
and  had  echoed  publio  sentiment  as  it  existed,  not  only  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec  but  also  in  the  various  Provinces 
forming  parts  of  tho  Dominion  of  Canada,  the  Government 
adopted  a  certain  line  of  policy  and  gave  us  promises. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  (Translation.)  I  shall  not  undertake  to 
read  all  the  promises  which  have  been  made. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Translation.)  I  shall  point  out  a  few. 
In  1880  the  hon.  Prime  Minister  said  this  : 

“  We  ought  to  face  the  question,  however,  and  enquire  into  the  cause 
of  the  dissatisfactioa  which  is  so  prevalent.  It  seems  to  me  there  must 
be  a  remedy.  There  must  be  some  means  of  meeting  the  objections 
which  experience  has  verified.  The  Government  desires  to  press  this 
seriously  to  that  extent.” 

And  a  little  further  on,  the  hon.  Prime  Minister  added  : 

“The  Government  desire  to  address  themselves  earnestly  to  this  mat¬ 
ter,  and  to  make  a  full  and  exhaustive  enquiry  into  the  best  means  to 
remove  the  objections  and  into  the  best  means  of  making  the  couit,  in 
every  sense,  efficient  and  satisfactory.  If  the  House  Will  be  satisfied 
with  a  statement  of  this  kind  and  will  not  wipe  out  of  existence  this 
court,  I  think  the  country  will  be  satisfied,  and  that  this  Parliament 
will  be  able  to  remove  the  objections  which  have  been  taken  posse-sion 
of  the  public  mind  and  make  it  a  satisfactory  and  efficiently  working 
court.” 

This  promise,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  not  clear  enough,  at 
least  if  we  are  to  judge  by  the  following  remarks  made  on 
the  26th  of  February,  1880,  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  who  then  said: — 

“I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the  debate,  but  I  desire  that  the  position 
of  the  Government  in  relation  to  that  question  should  be  well  under¬ 
stood.  I  fear  that  when  my  hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister  explained 
the  views  of  the  administration,  his  voice  was  not  strong  enough  to  be 
heard  throughout  the  House.  I  would  say,  therefore,  that  it  is  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government,  during  the  recess,  to  examine  the  question, 
with  special  reference  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  so  as  to  ascertain 
what  steps  must  be  taken  in  order  to  meet  the  objections  which  have 
been  raised  and  the  inconveniences  resulting  from  the  working  of  this 
court.  ” 

And  further  on  : 

“  When  there  is  an  anpeal  from  the  courts  of  the  Province  of  Quebec 
to  the  Supreme  Court,  we  find  ourselves  in  this  position  :  that  often  a 
judgment  rendered  by  a  large  majority  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench 
may  he  reversed  by  the  Supreme  Court ;  that  is  to  say,  that  a  judgment 
I  may  be  rendered  by  four  or  five  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  of  the 
I  Province  of  Quebec,  and  yet  that  judgment  may  be  appealed  to  the  Su- 
J  preme  Court,  and  there  reversed  by  two  judges  called  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  Two-thirds  of  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  do  not  un¬ 
derstand  the  laws  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  they  are,  therefore, 
liable  to  err  in  cases  coming  before  the  court  from  that  Province  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  was  to  those  inconveniences  the  hon.  Prime  Minister  re¬ 
ferred,  when  he  stated  that  the  Government  would  make  it  their  busi¬ 
ness,  during  recess,  to  endeavor  to  find  a  remedy.  The  House  must 
understand  that,  when  the  Government  take  that  position  and  make  so 
solemn  a  promise,  it  is  their  intention  to  meet  the  objections  which 
have  been  raised,  and  to  come  down  next  Session  with  a  measure  cal¬ 
culated  to  meet  the  just  complaints  of  hon.  members  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  and  to  remove  the  grievances  enumerated  by  them  this 
evening.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  was  said  in  1880.  In  1881,  three  years 
ago,  we  find  the  following  statement  made  by  tho  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works: — 
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“  The  hon.  member  for  Montreal  East  (Mr.  Coursol)  has  alluded  to  the 
promise  made  last  year  by  the  First  Minister,  and  I  think  confirmed  in 
as  strong  language  afterwards  by  me  at  a  later  period  of  the  debate 
on  this  question.  I  regret  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  his 
place,  because  I  am  sure  he  would  say  that  any  promise  he  made 
or  authorised  his  colleagues  to  make  would  be  fulfilled.  We  have  not 
been  in  the  habit  of  making  promises  to  Parliament  and  not  ful¬ 
filling  them.” 

A  few  days  later — we  were  then  voting  supplies — in  the 
month  of  March,  1881,  the  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga 
(Mr.  Desjardins),  on  the  occasion  of  the  voting  of  a  certain 
sum  of  money  lor  the  Supreme  Court,  asked  if  the  change, 
promised  by  the  Government  in  order  to  satisfy  public 
opinion,  was  to  be  made  soon,  and  this  question  brought 
out  the  following  answer  from  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public 
Works: — 

“The  Prime  Minister  will,  no  doubt,  answer  this  question  within  a  cer¬ 
tain  time,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  his  answer  will  satisfy  my  bon. 
friend  and  the  Parliament.” 

In  fact,  Mr.  Speaker,  some  time  afterwards  the  question 
was  again  raised,  and  the  Prime  Minister  gave  the  follow¬ 
ing  answer : — 

“  It  is  quite  true  that  the  Government  are  liable  to  the  charge  of  not 
carrying  out  what  they  promised  to  do,  that  is,  to  investigate  this  sub¬ 
ject  and  to  endeavor  to  remove  the  difficulties  or  the  objections  that  are 
raised,  chiefly,  if  not  altogether,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  am  not 
one  who  would  at  all  minimise  the  difficulties  of  the  question.  1  showed 
that  when  I  was  Minister  of  Justice  in  a  former  Government,  on  two 
occasions  I  brought  in  a  Supreme  Court  Bill,  but  after  the  measures 
were  laid  on  the  Table  for  discussion,  the  objections  raised  against  it 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  extreme  difficulty  of  constituting  a 
tribunal  that  would  meet  the  case  of  Quebec,  which  has  a  separate 
system  of  law  and  organisation,  and  added  to  that,  the  difficulty 
arising  from  difference  of  language— these  difficulties  were  so  great  that 
they  deterred  me  and  tne  Government  of  which  1  was  a  member  from 
legislative  action  on  the  matter.  The  succeeding  Government  introduced 
the  present  measure  and  carried  it  into  effect.  Almost  immediately 
after  there  came  from  Quebec  a  murmlir  of  dissatisfaction.” 

And  further  on  he  added : 

“  So  far  we  have  been  able  to  come  to  any  solution  that  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  bar  of  Lower  Canada.  We  must  however,  address 
ourselves  to  that  subject,  and  I  will  again  state  to  my  hon.  friend  that 
during  the  recess  the  Government  will  take  the  question  into  its 
serious  consideration,  and  if  they  do  not,  after  giving  it  their  best  con¬ 
sideration,  individually  and  collectively,  work  out  a  satisfactory  solu¬ 
tion,  Government  will  be  prepared  to  form  a  Commission,  in  which  the 
bar  of  Lower  Canada  will  be  strongly  represented,  to  see  if  a  satisfactory 
solution  cannot  be  arrived  at.” 

And  again  : 

“  If  the  Supreme  Court  is  to  be  maktained  a  solution  must  be  found 
to  remove  the  dissatisfaction  which  exists,  at  all  events,  among  the 
Franco-Canadians  of  Lower  Canada.” 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  during  the  next  Session  the  Govern¬ 
ment  brought  down  a  measure ;  it  was  mentioned  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  I  find  that  on  the  10th  of 
February,  1882,  the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr. 
Borgeron j  in  moving  the  Address  in  answer  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  alluded  to  the  legislation  promised  by  the 
Government.  He  said : 

“  That  we  learn  with  much  interest  that  several  other  measures  of 
importance  will  be  submitted  to  us  and  that  amoug  them  will  be  Bills 
for  the  winding  up  of  insolvent  banks,  insurance  companies  and  trad¬ 
ing  corporations,  for  the  consolidation  and  amendment  of  the  laws 
respecting  the  Dominion  lands,  for  the  amendment  of  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  and  Bills  relating  to  the  tenure  of 
office  of  the  judges  of  county  courts.” 

The  Session  passed  by,  Mr.  Speakor,  and  the  Bill  was  never 
brought  before  the  House  o i  Commons.  Nevertheless,  a 
Bill  was  moved  in  the  Senate  by  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice.  As  far  as  1  can  remember,  that  Bill  provided  for 
the  appointment  of  assessors.  It  was  intended  to  appoint 
the  Chief  Justice  and  the  other  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Queen’s  Bench,  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  Chief  Justice 
and  five  puisne  judges  of  the  Superior  Court  of  that  same 
Province,  as  assessors  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada. 
And  the  Bill  provided  that  the  names  of  these  twelve 
assessors  should  be  registered  on  a  rotation  list,  so  as  to  form 
six  divisions  of  two  members  each.  Then  each  case  brought 


before  the  Supreme  Court  was  to  be  pleaded  before  the 
judges  of  that  court,  assisted  by  two  of  these  assessors,  who 
were  to  roceivo  a  sum  of  $300  for  each  sitting  of  the  court 
which  they  would  have  attended.  As  I  said  before, 
this  Bill  originated  in  the  Senate,  where  it  died,  and 
we  never  saw  it  in  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
order  to  do  away  with  the  inconveniences  already 
mentioned,  it  seems  to  me  that  two  means  could  be  adopted : 
there  is  the  complete  abolition  of  the  Supreme  Court,  or  the 
limitation  of  its  powers.  The  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland  (Mr.  Keeler),  who  has  been  carried  away  by  death, 
while  in  the  exercise  of  his  duties  in  this  House,  introduced, 
on  the  21st  of  April,  18*79,  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Acts  respect¬ 
ing  the  Exchequer  and  Supreme  Court.  This  Bill,  which 
was  the  first  of  its  kind,  provided  for  the  complete  aboli¬ 
tion  of  the  Supreme  Court.  It  was  lost,  and  during  the 
next  Session,  in  the  month  of  February,  1880,  the  same 
member  again  introduced  the  Bill ;  it  was  read  the  first 
time,  and  when  it  came  to  the  second  reading  an  amend¬ 
ment  was  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake),  asking  that  the  Bill  be  postponed  to  six  months 
thence,  and  a  vote  of  148  was  given  in  favor  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  of  29  in  favor  of  the  Bill ;  that  is  to  say,  there 
was  a  majority  of  119  in  favor  of  the  amendment.  During 
the  next  Session  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
again  introduced  the  same  Bill,  but  death  overtook  him 
before  the  Bill  was  called  for  second  reading.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  I  was  substituted  for  Mr.  Keeler, 
and  I  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  abolish  the 
Supreme  Court.  The  majority  was  adverse  to  us,  but  it 
was  reduced  from  119,  which  it  was  the  preceding  year,  to 
49,  on  the  motion  proposing  the  six  months’  hoist.  The 
next  year,  in  1881,  the  hon,  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Girouard),  introduced  a  Bill  similar  to  that  which  we 
are  now  discussing,  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  It  was  read  the  first  time,  and  there  was  a  debate  on 
the  motion  for  second  reading,  but  the  vote  wa3  never  taken. 
It  is  that  same  Bill  which  is  now  on  the  Table.  This  Bill 
does  not  ask  for  the  abolition  of  the  Supreme  Court ;  we  do 
not  ask  that,  because  in  a  previous  Parliament  the  opinion 
of  hon.  members  has  been  repeatedly  consulted,  and  public 
opinion  seems  to  be  adverse  to  the  abolition  of  that  court, 
but  we  ask  that  its  jurisdiction  be  limited  ;  we  ask  that  the 
court  be  not  called  upon  to  decide  upon  wholly  civil  mat¬ 
ters  which  crop  out  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  in  all 
the  Provinces  at  largo.  The  first  clause  of  the  Bill  reads  as 
follows :  — 

“The  appellate  I'urisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  ot  Canada  is  abolished 
in  ail  cases  where  the  matter  in  dispute  relates  to  propeity  and  civil 
rights  in  any  of  the  Provinces,  and  generally  as  to  matters  of  a  merely 
local  or  private  nature,  and  coming  within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of 
the  Legislature  of  any  of  the  said  Provinces,  according  to  the  meaning 
of  the  ‘  British  North  America  Act,  1887,’ and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same.” 

The  Act  of  British  North  America,  1867,  contains  section  92, 
which  is  as  follows  : — 

“  In  each  Province  the  Legislature  may  exclusively  make  laws  in  re¬ 
lation  to  matters  coming  within  the  classes  of  subjects  next  hereinafter 
enumerated,  that  is  to  say  :  property  and  civil  rights  in  the  Province  ; 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the  Province,  including  the  constitu¬ 
tion,  maintenance  and  organisation  of  provincial  courts,  both  of  civil 
and  criminal  jurisdiction,  and  including  procedure  in  civil  matters  in 
those  courts,  and  generally  all  matters  of  a  merely  local  or  private 
nature  in  the  Province.” 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  all  cases  arising  from  such  Provincial 
legislation  would  be,  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
taken  away  from  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  The  second  clause  of  the  present  Bill  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — 

“This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  cases  decided  by  the  Exchequer  Court  of 
Canada,  nor  to  cases  where  the  matter  in  dispute  affects  ihe  constitu¬ 
tionality  or  validity  of  any  Act  or  statute  of  any  one  of  the  said  Provin¬ 
cial  Legislatures,  which  cases  shall  continue  to  be  subject  to  appeal  to 
the  said  Supreme  Court,  as  now  is  or  hereafter  shall  be  provided  for.” 
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Finally,  the  third  clause  of  the  present  Bill  enacts  the  fol¬ 
lowing  provision  : — 

“This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  appeals  already  instituted  or  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  said  Supreme  Cou't.” 

Such  is,  in  a  few  words,  the  1  gislation  I  now  propose,  and  I 
propose  it  in  the  hope  that  it  will  meet  one  of  the  greatest 
difficulties  which,  at  the  present  time,  are  throwing  such 
discredit  on  the  Supreme  Court,  which  is  not  the  fault  of 
the  judges,  but  of  the  composition  of  that  court.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  already  pledge  1  themselves  to  find  the  pro¬ 
per  means  of  overcoming  the  difficulty,  but  until  to-day  it 
appears  that  the  problem  has  been  too  difficult  to  solve,  or 
that  the  Government  have  been  too  busy  to  pay  a  little 
attention  to  this  question.  At  all  events,  for  one  reason 
or  another,  the  remedy  which  has  been  promised  has 
not  been  applied.  I  think  that  under  the  present  circum¬ 
stances,  the  Government  will  not  make  any  opposition 
to  the  measure  I  now  propose  ;  or  that  if  they  do,  it 
will  le  only  in  case  they  will  be  prepared  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  better  measure,  and  then  I  will  be  most  happy  to 
withdraw  my  Bill  in  favor  of  the  Government  measure. 
This  legislation — and  I  will  conclude  with  these  words — 
has  been  promised  by  the  Government  not  only  to  do  away 
with  the  grievances  which  are  complained  of,  but  it  has 
been  asked  for,  and  is  now,  by  the  people  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  As  provincial  autonomy  is  still  occupying  pub 
lie  attention,  1  believe  it  would  be  good  policy  to  take  away 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  laws  which 
were  enacted  by  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and,  as  one  of  my 
hon.  friends  beside  me  truly  remarks,  laws  which  that  court 
does  not  understand.  Therefore,  I  move  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  This  is  a  matter  which  deserves  the 
serious  consideration  of  all  the  members  of  this  Parliament. 
I  regret  exc  edingly  that  my  knowledge  of  the  language  of 
the  mover  of  this  Bill  is  so  imperfect  that  I  was  unable  to 
follow  him  throughout  his  argument,  but  I  judge  from  the 
Bill  itself  that  the  hon.  gentleman  seeks  for  an  expression 
of  want  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  a  very 

freat  extent,  at  any  rate,  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada. 

am  very  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  I  do  not  believe,  from 
the  general  expressions  of  opinion  we  have  heard,  both  in 
this  House  aud  out  of  it,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  war¬ 
ranted  in  drawing  the  inference  that  theie  is  a  want  of 
confidence  in  the  Supreme  Court  among  the  people  of  this 
country.  The  subject  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
addressed  himself,  and  concerning  which  he  has  cited  so 
many  quotations,  has  been  before  this  Parliament  and  before 
the  people  of  this  country  for  some  time,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a-  right  to  conclude  from  any 
past  discussions  that  there  is  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Canada  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court  to  the  extent  proposed  in  this  Bill.  So 
far  as  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  is  concerned,  I  think 
I  am  safe  in  saying  that  there  is  almost  a  unanimity  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  business  people  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  who  have  had  any  experience  in  the  matter,  in  favor 
of  that  institution,  and  I  believe  the  same  general  opinion 
exists  in  the  other  Maritime  Provinces  as  well.  There  may 
bo  perhaps  a  greater  desire  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  than 
in  the  others  to  retain  the  Supreme  Court,  from  the  fact 
that  we  have  not  in  those  Provinces  so  many  tribunals  as 
there  are  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  in  the  larger  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario.  The  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
are  in  general  of  the  opinion  that  suits  involving  important 
questions  concerning  the  rights  of  property  and  civil  rights 
should  have  all  the  advantage  to  be  deriyed  from  their 
thorough  discussion.  I  say,  therefore,  that  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  is  favorably  regarded  by  us  on  the  ground 
that  it  enables  questions  raised  in  a  suit  to  be  thoroughly 
and  satisfactorily  discussed  before  being  finally  adjudicated 
Mr.  Landry  (Montmagny). 
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upon.  Our  opinion  in  Nova  Scotia  is  attributable  to  a 
certain  extent,  to  the  limited  number  of  tribunals  there  ; 
and  it  is  no  reflection,  I  take  it,  on  the  Supreme  Court  of  Nova 
Scotia,  that  the  opinion  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  is 
due  in  large  measure  to  this  fact  that  we  have  only  one 
court,  so  to  speak,  in  that  Province  in  which  those  questions 
I  have  mentioned  are  discussed  before  reaching  the  Supreme 
Court.  The  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Nova  Scotia  are 
often  reversed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada ;  in  the  latter 
the  judges  have  the  advantage  of  a  double  argument,  so  to 
speak,  that  is  not  only  have  they  the  advantage  of  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Coux*t  of  Nova  Scotia  from  which  the  appeal 
is  taken,  but  also  the  advantage  of  fresh  argument  on  the 
part  of  gentlemen  who  have  already  argued  the  question  in 
the  court  below.  Having  every  reason  to  feel  satisfied  with 
the  results  of  our  past  experience,  it  would  be,  I  believe, 
most  unwise,  so  far  as  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  con¬ 
cerned,  to  either  abolish  the  court  or  impair  its  efficiency  and 
injure  its  usefulness  by  frequent  discussions  of  this  kind. 
The  hoD.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  this  Bill,  ought,  I 
take  it,  to  deal  very  gingerly  with  a  question  of  so  much 
importance,  because  if  that  institution  is  to  remain,  as 
judging  from  expressions  of  opinion  in  this  House  on  pre¬ 
vious  occasions,  it  undoubtedly  will,  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  it  should  have  the  confidence  of  the  whole 
country ;  and  that  confidence  cannot  be  entirely  retained  if 
frequent  attacks  are  made  upon  it,  especially  by  gentlemen 
holding  the  responsible  position  of  members  of  this  House. 
I  therefore  regard  the  frequent  discussion  of  this  matter  as 
unfortunate  from  every  standpoint,  even  from  the  standpoint 
of  those  gentlemen  who  seek  to  limit  its  jurisdiction.  While 
I  am  on  my  feet  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  irregular  or  out 
of  order  to  mention  that  while  our  experience  in  Nova 
Scotia  has  been  a  satisfactory  one  with  regard  t&  this  court, 
there  is  one  defect,  not  reflecting  particularly  upon 
the  judges  of  that  institution  but  to  a  certain  extent  upon 
its  subordinate  officers  and  perhaps  upon  the  Government 
of  the  day,  which  requires  prompt  remedy,  and  that  is  the 
long  delay  in  the  publication  of  the  decisions  given  from 
time  to  time  affecting  property  and  civil  rights  in  the 
different  Provinces.  While  the  Supreme  Court  of  itself 
is  of  great  advantage  to  the  community,  it  is  a  most  im¬ 
portant  consideration  that  whatever  it  decides,  that 
whenever  it  reverses  or  confirms  the  decisions  of  an  in¬ 
ferior  court,  that  whenever  final  adjudication  does  occur,  the 
inferior  court  and  the  parties  concerned  in  the  matter  and 
the  bar  of  the  Province  should  be  made  aware  at  once,  not 
only  of  the  fact  that  the  decision  of  the  court  below  has 
been  reversed  or  sustained,  but  also  of  the  reasons  upon 
which  such  decision  is  based.  To  a  great  extent,  up  to  this 
time,  this  duty  has  been  neglected.  The  cases  are  not  re¬ 
ported  end  published  as  readily  as  they  might  be  or  ought 
to  be  ;  oftentimes  years  elapsed  before  a  decision  solemnly 
given  in  this  city  regarding  the  rights  of  parties  thousands 
of  miles  away  are  made  known  to  the  public,  many  of  the 
decisions  are  not  published  at  all,  and  apparently  some  of 
them  not  yet  published  will  never  be  published,  judging 
from  the  long  delay  that  has  occurred  in  their  publication. 

I  speak  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill  from  the  very  opposite 
standpoint  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Landry).  He  seeks  to 
limit  its  jurisdiction  ;  he  seeks,  according  to  my  view, 
to  impair  its  usefulness ;  ke  seeks,  so  far  as  regards  the 
Province  from  which  I  come,  to  injure  it,  to  minimise  the 
advantages  we  now  derive  from  it.  He  attacks  the  institu¬ 
tion,  I  defend  it.  I  seek  to  make  it  even  more  generally 
known  and  understood  than  it  has  been  hitherto  ;  I  seek  to 
have  the  decisions  more  readily  made  known  so  that  they 
may  be  understood  with  as  little  delay  as  possible  by  all 
the  parties  concerned,  and  thus  prevent,  as  much  as  possible, 
litigation  which  serves  no  useful  purpose;  for  I  believe 
many  suits  are  brought  which  would  not  be  prosecuted,  if 
the  reasons  on  which  many  of  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
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Court  are  based  were  at  once  published.  I  do  not  appre¬ 
hend  that  this  motion  will  be  carried,  but  although  one  of 
the  junior  bar  in  my  own  Province  I  felt  that  I  could  not 
allow  this  occasion  to  pass  without  giving  my  evidence  as 
to  the  satisfactory  experience  we  have  had  in  the  Lower 
Provinces  in  regard  to  this  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  rise  merely  to  state  the  reason  why 
I  did  not  present  the  Bill  which  the  hon.  member  for  Mont- 
magny  has  brought  to  the  notice  of  this  House.  Since  the 
discussion  which  took  place  in  this  House  in  1881,  I  believe, 
when  I  presented  a  similar  Bill,  the  bar  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  at  least  of  that  section  of  it,  the  district  of  Montreal, 
from  which  I  come,  passed  a  resolution  I  believe  by  a  rather 
large  majority  approving  of  the  present  constitution  of  the 
Supreme  Court.  For  that  reason,  and  that  reason  alone,  1 
abandoned  the  Bill  and  allowed  it  to  pass  into  the  hands  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny.  However,  the  reasons  I 
had  for  not  presenting  the  Bill  have  not  changed.  They 
are  the  same  to-day  as  they  were  then,  and  I  shall,  therefore, 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  always  feel  a  repugnance  to  motions  which 
I  find  made  in  this  House  with  a  view  of  unsettling  or 
changing  the  established  institutions  which  we  have  under 
the  Confederation  Act.  We  have  not  had  these  institutions 
long  enough  in  force  to  find  out  their  true  value,  and  in 
regard  to  the  Supreme  Court  I  do  not  know  that,  with 
ten  years’  experience,  any  large  or  any  serious  com¬ 
plaints  have  come  from  any  of  the  Provinces  with  reference 
to  its  action  or  its  jurisdiction.  The  effect  of  motions  of 
this  character  in  relation  to  this  court  or  to  the  institutions 
which  we  havo  under  the  Confederation  Act  have  this 
result,  they  unsettle  things  generally,  and  when  they  come 
to  a  question  of  a  court  of  this  character,  they  necessarily 
unsettle  the  rights  we  have  in  the  laws  of  the  country.  It 
makes  matters  appear  unstable,  it  makes  them  appear  un¬ 
certain  as  to  the  laws  in  respect  to  property  or  to  civil 
rights  which  we  enjoy.  If  1  understood  the  hon.  member 
who  made  the  motion  correctly,  the  chief  points  he  made 
were  the  want  of  knowledge  of  the  judges  of  the  court  of 
the  laws  especially  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  fact 
that  the  Province  of  Quebec,  having  only  two  representatives 
in  that  court,  would  necessarily  hot  have  that  influence  on  the 
general  decisions  which  it  ought  to  have.  I  think,  that  being 
the  line  of  argument,  as  I  understand  it— I  am  not 
sure  that  it  is  correct,  but  I  think  those  points  were  made 
by  the  hon,  gentleman — they  are  not  strong  enough  to  lead 
us  to  vote  for  this  Bill  and  abolish  that  court.  If  there  was 
a  good  reason  at  all  for  the  establishment  of  that  court,  I 
think  it  would  lead  us  in  the  direction  of  assimilating  the 
laws  as  far  as  practicable  ;  but,  if  a  matter  solely  affecting 
property  and  civil  rights  comes  before  that  tribunal,  it  must 
be  decided  according  to  the  laws  of  the  Province  and  not 
upon  any  general  opinion  which  the  court  might  entertain. 
It  is  the  law  of  the  Province  that  prevails  in  reference  to 
these  matters.  The  point  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  is 
that  the  other  judges,  who  come  from  Provinces  other  than 
that  from  which  the  appeal  comes,  may  not  be  familiar  with 
the  law,  and  may  not  decide  the  case  correctly.  If  it  were 
a  mere  matter  of  practice,  a  mere  matter  of  procedure  in  the 
courts,  that  argument  might  have  some  force  ;  but,  as  it 
necessarily  relates  to  principles  of  law,  I  think  any  judge 
who  has  attained  the  position  of  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
must  be  capable  of  understanding  the  points  presented  to 
the  court,  and  of  deciding  the  cases  upon  the  law  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  to  which  it  belongs.  There  is  no  other  reason  which  I 
can  find  why  that  part  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court 
relating  to  property  and  civil  rights  should  be  abolished,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  every  Province  should  have  the  right  of 
coming  to  the  highest  court  in  the  country,  as  it  ought  to 
have,  in  all  cases  of  an  important  character,  the  right  to 
go  to  England  for  the  purpose  of  having  a  decision  on  mat¬ 


ters  purely  of  law.  The  case  may  be  one  affecting  the 
whole  Dominion,  and  under  those  circumstances  the  law 
should  be  decided  by  the  highest  tribunal,  and  should  have 
the  sanction  of  the  highest  authority  in  the  land.  As  to 
the  direction  which  legislation  or  judicial  decisions  should 
take,  I  think  the  principle  would  be  to  assimilate  the  laws  as 
far  as  practicable.  The  criminal  laws,  the  commercial  laws, 
the  property  law  and  all  laws  of  that  character,  and  the 
moral  law,  as  my  hon.  friend  here  says,  should  be  assimi¬ 
lated,  but  of  course  it  is  impossible  to  assimilate  the  laws  of 
the  different  Provinces  without  legislation.  Why  should  a 
man  be  obliged,  if  he  goes,  for  instance,  to  Manitoba,  leaving 
Ontario,  perhaps,  to  learn  a  different  law  to  that  which  he 
knows  in  regard  to  property  and  its  rights  ?  Why  should 
he  have  to  do  the  safiie  thing  if  he  goes  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  or  if  he  goes  to  British  Columbia 
why  should  he  be  put  in  this  predicament?  Yet  such 
may  be  the  case  in  different  Provinces,  and  under 
these  circumstances  the  getting  a  decision,  and  it  may 
be  a  common  decision,  of  the  provincial  law  from  the 
Supreme  Court  gives  it  the  highest  sanction  and  enables  ail 
persons  to  know  what  they  possess  and  what  they  are 
entitled  to.  The  chief  point  that  I  wish  to  make  is  that  it 
is  premature,  I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  it  is  prema¬ 
ture  to  discuss  the  question,  but  to  change  the  relation  of 
the  Supreme  Court  to  the  Provinces  in  regard  to  those 
matters  which  appertain  to  provincial  rights  or  the  rights 
of  property  or  what  are  termed  civil  rights.  Therefore,  I 
would  oppose  the  legislation  proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  I 
will  certainly  vote  against  it  at  the  present  time.  Whether 
changes  may  come,  whether  the  conduct  of  the  court  may 
be  such,  or  the  exercise  of  their  jurisdiction  may  be  such, 
as  to  demand  some  action  to  be  taken  must  be  left  to  the 
future ;  but  so  far  as  I  know  no  complaints  of  a  serious 
character,  certainly  none  of  a  general  character, 
have  come  up  from  any  Province  as  to  the  action 
of  the  court  in  i*ogard  to  civil  rights  and  provincial  laws. 
There  may  have  been  some  quasi-political  questions  that 
have  created  some  excitement,  but  they  may  be  said  now 
to  be  settled,  and  beyond  that  in  the  matter  of  property 
and  civil  rights  there  have  been  no  such  questions.  I  shall 
oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  should  have  thought  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  Ministerial  benches — notably  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  and  the  First  Minister — would  have  risen  to 
explain  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry) 
those  quotations  which,  at  great  length  and  with  great  foi’ce, 
he  repeated  to  the  House.  The  House  has  been  made 
aware  by  the  hon.  gentleman  of  the  discussions  which  have 
taken  place  on  the  subject,  not  merely  the  views  of  indivi¬ 
dual  members  of  Parliament,  which  are  of  less  moment  per¬ 
haps,  as  to  whether  the  court  is  popular  or  unpopular,  as  to 
whether  it  is  a  proper  subject  for  abolition  or  repeal  or  not, 
but  also  the  attitude  of  the  Government  on  the  question. 
We  know  that  propositions  were  advanced,  first  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard),  and  aftei- 
wards  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry), 
in  the  sense  of  the  project  of  law  before  us,  and  we  know 
that  they  were  met  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial 
benches  with  the  statement  that  there  was  a  difficulty,  that 
there  was  a  grievance,  that  there  was  a  wrong  which  re¬ 
quired  to  be  redressed,  which  was  difficult  of  solution 
but  which  it  was  their  duty  to  solve.  It  was  not  to  be 
solved  in  the  sense  of  this  Bill,  but  some  different 
solution  was  to  be  reached.  They  promised  solemnly,  both 
the  First  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
speaking  for  himself,  and  the  First  Minister  confirming  it, 
that  they  would  address  themselves  to  the  task  and 
would  endeavor  to  meet  the  difficulty.  A  recess 
elapsed  and  they  were  reminded  of  those  promises, 
and  they  acknowledged  them,  and  stated  that  they  had 
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found  the  difficulty  greater  than  ever  they  had  contem¬ 
plated,  great  though  they  thought  it  to  be.  But  they  pro¬ 
mised  once  more  to  address  themselves  to  the  subject  in  the 
next  recess,  and,  if  they  could  not  by  their  own  intellects 
devise  an  appropriate  remedy,  they  said  they  would  ap¬ 
point*  a  commission,  on  which  members  of  the  bar  or  dis¬ 
tinguished  jurists  of  the  different  Provinces,  and  especially 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  should  be  asked  to  sit,  and  they 
should  be  set  to  solve  the  question  which  the  Administra¬ 
tion  had  found  itself  unable  to  solve.  The  next  recess  also 
passed,  and  the  commission  was  not,  so  far  as  we  know, 
appointed,  because  the  Administration  decided  that  the  task 
was  not  beyond  their  own  political  capacity  ;  they  decided 
that  they  themselves  could  meet  and  grappie  with  the  diffi¬ 
culty,  and,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Montmagny  has  nar¬ 
rated,  they  brought  forward  the  fruits  of  their  labors. 
The  result  of  their  incubhtion  was  presented  in  the 
Upper  Chamber.  There  it  was  born,  and  there  it  died. 
It  never  came  oafore  this  House  at  all.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  proposed  it,  but  he  abandoned  his  poor  orphan  and 
it  perished  in  the  cold  ;  and  I  have  not  since  that  time  heard 
of  any  fresh  attempt  on  the  part  of  Ministers  to  redress  a 
grievance  and  cure  a  defect  by  them  stated  to  be  grave,  to 
be  serious,  to  require  legislative  action,  and  which  they  had 
promised  twice  this  House,  very  solemnly,  they  would 
address  themselves  to  sucessfully.  On  the  second  occasion 
the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  with  a  just  confidence  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  his  past  record.  He  said :  The  House  knows  we 
are  making  a  solemn  promise,  and  when  we  are  making  a 
solemn  promise  that  promise  will  be  performed.  But 
this  i3  the  waj  it  has  been  performed.  I,  myseif, 
on  that  occasion  came  to  the  rescue  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  When  the  hon.  member  for  Mont- 
magny  (Mr.  Landry)  was  pressing  his  Bill  and  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  were  inviting  him  to  delay  action,  I 
pointed  out  that  the  Government  had  pledged  themselves  to 
press  the  measure  through  this  Session  and  that,  therefore,  if 
he  had  confidence  in  the  Government— which  I  had  not  but 
which  he  professed  to  have-and  if  he  had  confidence  that  the 
Government  would  in  the  futui’e  fulfil  their  pledges, 
we  would  have  an  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
their  measure  in  this  House,  and  in  this  House 
he  could  propose  his  own  as  an  altei-native  measure. 
The  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry)  who 
had  been  persuaded  by  the  dulcet  tones  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  opposite,  yielded  to  the  persuasion  of  this  side  of  the 
House ;  he  desisted  from  prosecuting  bis  measure  on  my 
suggestion  that  his  doing  so  was  an  obvious  indication  of 
palpable  want  of  confidence  in  the  assurance  and  promises 
of  my  hon.  friend  opposite.  He  felt  he  could  say  no  more 
andthe  sat  down.  He  and  I  both  expected — one  of  us  having 
no  confidence,  and  the  other  having  great  confidence,  in 
the  Government— we  both  expected  that  we  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  sitting  upon  this  egg  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  and  seeing  what  we  could  hatch  out  of  it.  But  the 
hon.  gentlemen  would  not  bring  their  egg  down  here  to  be 
hatched  by  this  House,  and  the  result  is  such  as  I  have 
stated.  Well,  now,  under  these  circumstances,  when  the 
hon.  gentleman,  with  commendable  patience,  considering 
those  calamities  which  his  unhappy  Province,  according 
to  his  own  accounts,  has  been  for  so  many  years  suffering, 
by  reason  of  these  unredressed  grievances,  by  reason  of  this 
great  and  serious  difficulty,  when  I  say,  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  silent  for  this  long  time,  and  comes  at  last  with  a 
repetition  of  the  same  Bill,  and  presents  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  these  promises — I  will  not  say  made  to  be 
broken,  but  made  and  broken — these  promises  made  and 
broken  and  repeated  and  broken  still,  I  should  have  thought, 
I  say,  that  at  the  last  moment,  after  my  hon.  friend  had 
resumed  his  seat,  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  whose  solemn 
pledges,  made  in  the  face  of  Parliament,  had  been  brought 
Mr.  Blake. 


February  19, 


to  their  attention  by  one  of  their  warmest  supporters, 
would  have  given  some  explanation  of  the  case  and  somo 
statement  of  the  course  they  intended  to  pursue  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  his  measure  and  with  reference  to  the  court  of 
which  it  is  the  subject.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  know 
whether  the  Government  is  still  of  opinion  that  the  consti¬ 
tution  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  defective.  Obviously  their 
view  was  that  an  alteration  should  be  made,  not  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  court,  but  as  to  the  composition  of  the  court. 
That  is  where  they  thought  the  difficulty  lay,  and  it  was  to 
that  they  attempted  to  apply  a  remedy.  But  we  do  not 
know  now,  after  these  statements,  what  their  present  view 
is,  whether  they  think  there  is  still  a  difficulty  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  composition  of  the  court,  and  whether,  if  they 
think  there  is  a  difficulty,  they  think  it  is  a  difficulty 
which  is  capable  of  remedy ;  whether,  having  abandoned 
the  attempt  to  remedy  it,  if  they  think  there  is  that  diffi¬ 
culty,  they  think  the  only  course  is  to  adopt  the  view  of 
their  supporter  from  Montmagny  and  to  agree  to  this  Bill. 
I  hope,  Sir,  that  at  an  early  stage,  as  early  a  stage  as  is 
possible,  of  this  debate,  those  questions  will  be  answered. 
For  my  own  part,  Sir,  I  may  say  that  I  believe  on 
theoretic  grounds  a  view  very  close  to  that  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry)  is  the  proper 
view.  I  have  always  believed  that  the  judicial  and  the 
legislative  power  ought  to  be  co-ordinate,  and  that  the  same 
authority  which  makes,  ought  to  interpret,  the  law.  That 
has  always  been  my  view,  and  I  have  expressed  it  not 
unfrequently  here  as  the  proper  thereotical  constitution, 
and  applying  that  to  a  federal  constitution  you  would  reach 
the  conclusion  that  if  the  Local  Legislature  has  exclusive 
jurisdiction  over  what  the  law  shall  be  upon  some  particular 
topic,  that  Local  Legislature  ought  also  to  have  exclusive 
jurisdiction  over  the  creation  of  the  tribunals  which  are  to 
interpret  those  laws.  There  is  another  question,  that  of 
uniformity,  suggested  for  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr. 
Beaty).  We  know  not  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  that  I 
am  aware  of,  but  the  public  knows,  what  the  hon.  member’s 
views  are.  He  is  a  legislative  unionist ;  and  it  has  been 
made  pretty  well  to  appear  in  his  observations  to-night. 
He  thinks  there  ought  to  be  legislative  union.  He  thinks 
the  law  as  to  property  and  civil  rights  ought  to  be  the 
same  all  over  the  Dominion,  and  if  the  same  all  over  the 
Dominion,  it  ought  to  be  made  here  and  ought  to 
be  interpreted  by  a  judicial  authority  created  and 
under  the  authority  of  this  Legislature,  of  course. 
But  that  is  not  the  general  sentiment.  The  hon.  member 
for  Toronto  will  find  himself,  when  he  makes  a  proposition 
of  that  kind,  without  very  much  support  in  this  House.  But 
dealing  with  the  constitution  as  it  is,  as  a  federal  constitu¬ 
tion,  whether  more  or  less  perfect,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  per¬ 
fectly  clear  that,  theoretically,  if  you  are  framing  a  federal 
constitution  the  same  legislative  jurisdiction  which  makes 
the  law  ought  to  create  the  functionaries  who  are  to  inter¬ 
pret  it ;  so  that  if  your  local  judges  go  wrong,  it  is  your 
Local  Legislatures  that  can  correct  them.  If  they  say  : 
Now,  we  interpret  this  law  to  mean  so  and  so,  and  if 
theoretically,  the  Legislature  finds  that  it  is  contrary  to 
their  meaning  and  intention  in  passing  the  law,  they  can 
aiter  the  law,  and  make  it  clear,  and  they  thus  correct  the 
views  of  the  judges  who  then  interpret  the  law  according  to 
what  the  Legislature  intended  the  judicial  interpretation 
should  be.  Now  these  two  powers  have  not  an  appeal  to 
the  Supreme  Court,  but  to  the  Privy  Council  for  the  cor¬ 
rection  of  an  erroneous  judgment.  Of  course,  I  do  not  speak 
of  a  retroactive  law,  but  I  speak  of  a  settlement  of  the 
law  for  the  future  upon  the  basis  upon  which  the  people’s 
representatives  think  it  ought  to  be  settled  ;  and  I  say  such 
a  settlement  must  take  place  in  the  Local  Legislature,  and 
therefore  whatever  errors  of  judgment  may  take  place  on 
the  part  of  the  local  judges,  will  affect  only  individual  and 
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isolated  eases,  and  can  be  cured  as  to  their  causes  for  all 
future  time  by  the  legislative  action  of  the  Local  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BEATY.  Can  it  not  be  done  now  just  as  well  as  if  it 
belonged  to  the  Local  Legislature  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly  it  can,  but  where  is  your  as¬ 
similation  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  was  talking  of  it  being 
necessary  to  assimilate  the  law  as  to  property  and  civil 
rights  ;  he  was  saying  a  short  time  ago  that  the  laws  as  to 
property  and  civil  rights  ought  to  be  the  same  for  Ontario, 
Quebec  and  Manitoba.  How  can  they  be,  as  long  as  the 
legislation  as  to  property  and  civil  rights  is  vested  in  the 
different  Provinces  ?  There  may  be  divergence  and  there 
may  be  assimilation,  but  it  must  be  voluntary  divergence 
and  voluntary  assimilation.  Now  that  is  the  theoretical  view, 
but  we  largely  depart  from  it,  in  our  circumstances,  in  two 
respects.  First,  as  to  the  apppointment  of  the  judges  of  the 
Superior  Courts.  We  have  provided  under  the  Constitutional 
Act  that  the  judges  of  the  Superior  Courts,  though  those  courts 
are  created  by  the  Local  Legislatures,  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  federal  authority;  and  here  there  is  an  infringe¬ 
ment,  in  my  opinion,  practically,  upon  the  spirit  of  the 
federal  constitution.  My  belielf  is  that  the  judges 
who  are .  to  interpret  the  local  laws  ought  to  be  under 
the  appointment  of  the  local  executive,  just  as  the 
courts  are  confessedly  under  the  authority  of  the  Local 
Legislatures.  But  there  is  something  still  further,  and  it  is 
that  change  which,  I  may  say,  almost  practically  reflects 
my  own  judgment  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done  with  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  measure.  The  ultimate  appeal  in  all  those 
questions,  whether  they  be  questions  federal  cr  local,  and 
therefore  the  appeal  in  this  very  class  of  questions  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  adverting,  is  not,  under  our  present 
constitution,  as  I  have  said  it  ought  to  be,  with  the  authority 
which  makes  the  law.  The  judicial  and  the  legislative 
authorities  are  not  co-ordinate,  for  the  ultimate  appeal  is  to 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council ;  and  our  local 
as  well  as  federal  questions  are  subject  in  appeal  to  a  judicial 
body  created  by  another  Legislature  than  ours,  and  entirely 
beyond  our  control. 

It  being  Six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  observing  that  whatever  the  theory 
might  be,  the  practical  result,  as  our  constitution  has  been 
framed,  and  with  respect  to  our  extra  judicial  relations  was, 
that  while  we  have  an  appeal  to  an  authority  altogether 
beyond  our  own  bounds,  it  did  not  seem  to  me,  when  the 
hon.  the  First  Minister  proposed,  as  he  did  on  two  occa¬ 
sions,  a  Supreme  Court  Bill,  and  when  subsequently  Mr 
Fournier  proposed  a  Supreme  Court  Bill  under  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie), 
that  so  long  as  that  condition  of  affairs  existed  under  which 
matters,  which  were  within  the  exclusive  province,  so  far 
as  legislation  was  concerned,  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures, 
were  yet  for  their  judicial  exposition  subject  to  an  appeal  to 
the  Privy  Council,  it  would  be  other  Thau  pedantry  to 
object  as  a  questi  >n  of  policy  to  there  being  an  appeal  within 
our  own  bounds.  And  so  long  as  that  condition  of  things 
to  which  I  refer  continues,  I  cannot  reach  any  other  con¬ 
clusion  than  this :  that  however  desirable  it  may  be  that  the 
judicial  and  legislative  authority  snould  be  co-ordinate, 
however  desirable  it  may  be  that  Local  Legislatures 
should  have  power  to  settle  finally  by  their  own  means  and 
their  own  tribunals  the  interpretation  of  their  own  laws, 
so  long  as  so  different  a  condition  of  affairs  exist  as  that 
which  I  have  depicted,  I  did  not  see  that  it  would  be  other 
than  pedantry  to  object  on  that  score  to  Supreme  Court 
jurisdiction  in  those  respects.  The  jurisdiction  given  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  in  these  matters  is  one  within  our 


own  control,  is  one  capable  of  being  modified  by  us,  capable 
of  being  abrogated  by  us,  and  when  we  ptease.  If  we  deem 
it  to  bo  unsatisfactory,  we  can  repeal  the  law.  If  wo  deem 
the  working  of  the  court  and  its  composition  to  be  unsatis¬ 
factory  we  can  amend  the  law,  and  there  is  obviously 
convenience  in  giving  an  appeal  too — if  an  appeal  there  is 
to  be  beyond  local  bounds — within  our  own  territory  to  judges 
made,  not  indeed  by  provincial  authorities,  but  yet  by 
Canadian  authorities  over  the  appeal  to  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  The  members  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces  have  on  various  occasions  spoken  in 
the  same  strain  as  that  iu  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  just  spoke.  No  doubt  they  feel  the 
importance  of  this  appeal,  and  that  it  means  more 
to  them  than  to  the  men  who  come  from  tho 
larger  Provinces  which  have  already  within  their 
jurisdiction  Appellate  Courts.  They  are  able  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  and  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  point  to 
those  opportunities  of  appeal  and  of  having  more  than  one 
decision,  to  which  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  pointed  as 
an  important  part  of  the  machinery  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  grave  cases,  and,  therefore  with  them  the 
necessity  is  not  so  great  as  it  is  in  Provinces  which  up  to 
this  time  have  had,  and  are  likely  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  to 
continue  to  have,  only  one  first  and  final  court  within  their 
own  bounds.  It  is  to  them  a  matter  of  great  convenience ; 
it  was  to  them  a  great  practical  improvement  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  justice  that  there  should  be  this  appeal. 
Another  reason  which  animated  me  in  assenting  to  that 
part  of  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  and  of 
Mr.  Fournier,  was,  that,  deeming  it  important  that  there 
should  be  a  Supreme  Court,  I  felt  it  was  impossible  practi¬ 
cally  to  constitute  a  Supreme  Court  unless  this  jurisdiction 
were  given,  because  there  would  be  so  little  work  for  the 
court  to  do  if  you  did  not  give  it  this  jurisdiction  ;  you 
could  not  defend  the  cost  of  the  machinery  before  tho  public 
unless  that  amount  of  work  were  given  it  to  do.  It  does 
not  appear  to  me  that  if  the  Supreme  Court  had  been  con¬ 
stituted  without  those  appeals  from  questions  of  civil 
rights,  it  would  have  lasted  up  to  this  time,  because 
I  believe  the  attack  directed  against  it  would  have 
been  one  against  the  institution  costing  $60,000  or 
$70,000  and  hearing  six  or  seven  cases  a  year,  and 
tho  general  public  would  have  felt  it  to  be  a  very  strong 
argument ;  because  we  know  the  argument  as  to  the  cost  of 
the  court  with  even  the  very  large  business  that  is  done 
compared  with  that  under  the  circumstances  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  was  a  very  strong  argument,  and  it  was  pressed 
very  forcibly  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  as  in  some  of  the 
other  Provinces,  and  it  was  pressed  in  Nova  Scotia  too  by 
a  namesake  and  relative  of  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr. 
Tupper),  who  very  much  condemned  the  Administration  of 
Mr.  Mackenzie  for  imposing  on  the  country  a  cost  which,  I 
think,  with  a  large  and  liberal  measure,  he  estimated  at 
$100,000  a  year  for  the  creation  of  a  Supreme  Court.  If  the 
real  figures  had  been  appealed  to,  with  the  smaller  amount 
of  business  to  which  I  have  alluded,  I  am  quite  convinced 
that  the  argument  would  have  been  very  much  more  em¬ 
phatic  and  the  results  very  much  more  serious  than  they 
were.  So  it  has  happened,  as  Isay,  that  I  felt  myself  bound 
to  sustain  that  portion  of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  which  involved  the  giving  of  this 
jurisdiction,  and  that  portion  of  the  proposition 
engrafted  also  in  the  Bill  which  became  an  Act 
under  the  Administration  of  the  hon.  member  for 
East  York.  At  that  time  it  was  a  question  among 
jurists  and  members  of  Parliament  whether  there 
was  power  under  the  Confederation  Act  to  confer  this  juris¬ 
diction,  whether  it  gave  power  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada, 
to  deal  with  other  classes  of  cases  than  those  touched  on  by 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill.  I  quite  agree  that  there  is  some¬ 
thing  to  be  said  in  favor  of  that  view,  but  the  balance  of  the 


160 


DEBATES. 


February  19, 


argument  was  in  favor  of  the  opposite  view,  that  we  had- 
jurisdictiou  and  that  it  w  as  a  question  of  policy.  And  that 
question  seems  to  be  pretty  well  practicably  settled  now, 
because  we  have  had  the  court  in  vogue  for  several  years. 
A  very  large  number  of  appeals  in  this  class  of  cases,  appeals 
to  the  ultimate  court  of  appeal,  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  have  been  taken,  and  the  question  has  never 
been  raised,  or  if  raised  it  has  been  decided  adversely  to 
those  who  thought  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  had  no 
power  to  create  a  court  with  this  particular  jurisdiction. 
The  power  being  at  this  day  conceded,  the  question  is  one 
of  policy,  and  it  is  not  one  of  policy  as  to  creation  but 
as  to  maintenance ;  and  so  long  as  we  remain 
with  an  appeal  court  .outside  our  own  country  and 
not  subject  to  our  control  at  all,  dealing  with 
questions  of  property  and  civil  rights,  matters  of  exclusive 
provincial  jurisdiction,  so  long  I  remain  of  the  opinion  that 
we  ought  to  sustain  the  jurisdiction  we  have  given  to  the 
Supreme  Court  in  those  particulars.  If  the  court  be  not 
properly  composed  so  as  to  give  confidence,  reasonable  con¬ 
fidence,  to  all  the  Provinces,  that  is  another  and  distinct 
question  to  be  settled  on  other  and  distinct  grounds.  It  is 
a  question  not  to  be  settled  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill, 
but  to  be  settled  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  they  have 
promised,  but  as  hitherto  they  have  failed  to  settle  it. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  am  very  glad,  and  I  am  sure  the 
House  is  very  glad,  to  find  the  conclusion  at  which  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  arrived,  is  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court  as  it  at  present  exists  should  be  maintained. 
It  did  not  appear  to  be  a  conclusion  that  would  be  reached 
by  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  reasoning  before  Recess,  because  the 
inference,  if  there  was  no  direct  statement,  to  be  drawn  from 
the  argument  which  we  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing  was, 
that  something  in  the  nature  of  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry)  should  be  adopted. 
But  that  evidently  was  from  the  theoretical  point  of 
view.  Now  when  we  have  the  matured  opinions  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  based  on  experience  of  the  neces¬ 
sities  of  the  country,  wo  find  that  his  conclusion  is 
that  it  is  best  to  let  well  enough  alone.  The  proposition 
involved  in  the  Bill  is  one  of  a  very  serious  character. 
The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  practically  to  take  away 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  everything 
that  falls  within  the  legislative  power  of  tho  Provinces, 
because  when  we  take  questions  of  civil  rights  and  property, 
and  everything  of  a  private  nature  in  the  Provinces,  out 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court,  we  are  practically 
taking  everything  that  falls  within  the  legislative  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Provinces.  The  effect  will  be  in  the  first  place 
to  take  away  nine-tenths  of  the  subject  matters  which  now 
come  up  for  determination  before  the  Supreme  Court, 
to  reduce  the  business  of  the  court  to  a  miuimum,  and  to 
probably  bring  about  the  result  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
called  attention  to,  viz.:  that  if  the  court  had  been  left 
with  this  limited  jurisdiction  from  th9  outset  it  would 
not  have  lasted  more  than  eight  or  ten  years.  The  effoct 
of  the  passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  really  to  castrate  the 
court  and  lead  in  the  end  to  its  abolition.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
what  are  the  real  objections  to  the  court  ?  The  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  has  waived  any  objections  which 
he  raised  at  ihe  outset.  He  then  stated  that  in  his 
opinion,  from  a  theoretical  point  of  view,  it  would  be  bsst 
that  the  Legislatures  which  pass  the  laws  should  appoint 
the  judges  who  are  to  interpret  them.  Well,  in  order  to 
carry  out  that  idea  we  would  require  a  change  in  the 
constitution,  so '  it  is  probably  best  to  deal  with  the 
constitution  as  we  have  it.  I  do  not  quite  agree  with 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  the  position  taken  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  was  altogether  an  j 
unreasonable  one.  That  hon.  gentleman  expressed  his  i 
preference  for  the  assimilation  of  the  civil  laws  of  the 
Mr.  Blake. 


different  Provinces.  Well,  there  is  a  provision  in  our  con¬ 
stitution  for  assimilating  our  laws — an  express  clause  in 
the  Confederation  Act  that  the  laws  of  the  English  speaking 
Provinces,  the  laws  of  all  the  Provinces  except  Quebec,  may 
be  assimilated  by  an  Act  of  this  Parliament,  provided  that 
the  assent  of  tho  several  Provinces  is  obtained  thereto  ;  t-o 
this  project  of  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty), 
with  the  single  exception  of  its  application  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  ol  Quebec,  may  not  he  so  distant  as  some  hon. 
gentlemen  may  think.  Now  what  are  the  objections  to 
the  court  raised  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Montmagny  (Mr. 
Landry),  and  we  must  admit  that  he  has  brought  to  the 
consideration  of  this  question  a  great  deal  of  industry  and  a 
great  deal  of  ingenuity.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  say 
that  the  question  of  the  existence  of  the  court  should  not  be 
discussed  in  Parliament.  If  the  court  cannot  stand 
discussion,  let  it  fall.  The  hon.  member  for  Montmagny 
(Mr.  Landry)  pointed  out  two  or  three  objections. 
First,  he  says  there  are  only  two  judges  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec — only  two  judges  who  understand  the 
civil  laws  of  that  Province,  and  that  they  have  to  sit 
in  banc  with  four  judges  from  the  other  Provinces,  familiar 
only  with  English  common  law,  and  therefore  that  the 
influence  of  the  judges  from  Quebec  is  liable  to  be  over¬ 
borne.  On  the  face  of  it  there  is  a  great  deal  in  that 
objection.  But  we  must  remember  that  in  the  Privy 
Council  of  England,  which  has  been  thoroughly  satisfactory 
to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  so  much  so  that  in  no  part  of  the 
Dominion  has  there  been  a  greater  expression  of  satisfaction 
with  the  decisions  of  that  tribunal,  the  Dominion  has  r  ot  a 
single  judge  familar  with  the  laws  peculiar  to  Quebec. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  When  I  say  familiar,  I  mean  that 
they  have  not  been  trained  in  that  law  ;  they  are  not  experi¬ 
enced  in  it,  though  they  may  have  becomo  familiar  with  it 
by  study,  but  so  may  the  judges  in  the  Supreme  Court, 
familiar  with  tho  common  law,  likewise  become  familiar  with 
the  civil  law  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  especially  when 
they  are  in  constant  contact  with  the  judges  and  advocates 
from  that  Province.  While  referring  to  the  Privy  Council, 
it  might  be  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  whether  distinguished 
Canadian  jurists  should  not  find  their  way  to  the  Privy 
Council,  just  as  Indian  and  Australian  lawyers  have  found 
their  way  to  p'aces  on  that  bench.  Sir  Richard  Couch  was, 
I  think,  an  Indian  judge,  and  I  think  Sir  Arthur  Hobhouse 
is  an  Australian. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Sir  Lawrence  Peacock  was  an.  Indian 
judge. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  1  have  no  doubt. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Sir  Erskino  Perry  was. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  distinguished 
member  of  the  Canadian  bar,  in  the  present  generation  at 
least,  having  been  transferred  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  I 
do  not  know  that  that  august  body  would  be  much  injured 
by  the  transference  there  of  such  eminent  legal  gentlemen 
as  the  loader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  though  it  is  generally  understood  that  the  latter 
gentleman  is  not  to  leave  this  scene  until  he  departs  for  a 
higher  and  a  better  one.  Another  objection  raised  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Montmangy  was  that  the  lawyers  of 
French  origin  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  pleading  their 
cases  and  speaking  in  their  own  tongues,  had  to  speak  to 
judges  some  of  whom  were  not  familiar  with  the  language  of 
the  pleaders.  On  the  face  of  it  there  is  something  in  that 
objection  ;  but  it  is  creditable  to  the  judges  of  the  Supreme 
1  Court  who  are  not  born  and  bred  in  the  Province  of  Quebes 
'  (for  instance  Mr.  Justice  Strong)  that  they  are  not  merely 
familiar  with  the  French  language,  but  very  familiar  with 
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the  French  civil  law.  Again,  I  do  not  think  this  objection  is 
a  serious  one.  Advocates  who  appear  before  the  Supreme 
Court  bench  file  their  printed  books  and  arguments,  and 
these  can  be  examined  carefully  by  the  judges  ;  and  again  it 
must  be  said  to  the  credit  of  the  members  of  the  legal  pro¬ 
fession  of  French  origin  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  that  they 
address  our  courts  with  a  grace,  an  elegance,  and  skill  in 
the  English  language  that  put  men  of  British  origin  to 
shame  wheu  they  attempt  to  speak  the  French  language. 
The  other  difficulties  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  called 
attention  were  more  in  the  nature  of  fears  expressed  by  way 
of  anticipation,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  those  fears  have 
never  been  realized.  I  am  not  aware  of — and  I  am  tolerably 
familiar  with  the  decisions  of  the  court — and  I  cannot  point 
to  any  case  in  which,  as  a  lawyer,  I  can  say  that  the 
civil  law  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  has  been  over¬ 
ruled  by  the  English  judges,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any 
other  hon.  member  in  the  House  can  point  to  such  a  case. 
Until  the  decisions  of  the  court  are  impugned  and  it  is 
pointed  out  and  made  clear  to  Parliament  that  they 
have  not  been  equal  to  their  functions,  and  have  not  inter¬ 
preted  the  law  correctly,  we  should  not  make  a  retro- 
gad  e  movement  by  repealing  a  measure  which  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  his  friends,  with  the  aid  of  those 
on  this  side,  put  on  the  Statute-Book  for  the  purpose  of  secur¬ 
ing  a  general  court  of  appeal  for  this  country.  I  regret 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  express  his 
confidence  in  the  court.  I  think  it  would  have  been  well, 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  the  court,  but  in  the  interest  of 
the  profession  and  the  public,  that  that  learned  and  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  expressed  his  confidence  in  this 
court  of  appeal.  He  expressed  some  little  doubt  in  the 
early  portion  of  his  remarks  with  regard  to  the  system,  but 
these  were  gradually  wafted  away  at  the  close  of  his  speech. 
But  I  greatly  regret  that  he  did  not  express  confidence  in  the 
court  itself,  although  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  he  had  expressed 
his  opinion  he  has  thorough  confidence  in  the  court.  As  far 
as  I  can  ascertain,  not  merely  from  my  own  experience  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  but  from  the  experience  of 
advocates  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  a  feeling  of  perfect 
satisfaction  is  entertained  by  them  with  regard  to  its 
decisions.  I  would  not  say  that  there  is  entire  satisfaction 
with  its  constitution.  That  perhaps  might  be  improved; 
but  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  judges  receive  the  advo¬ 
cates  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  the  attentive  hearing 
they  get,  I  have  heard  expressions  of  satisfaction  without 
number.  Now,  as  to  the  constitution  of  the  court. 
Where  there  is  smoke  there  is  fire;  and  there  may 
be  some  reason — though  I  do  not  see  any  evidence  of 
it — that  the  ground  which  the  hon.  member  for  Mont- 
magny  (Mr.  Landry)  takes,  that  two  judges  familiar 
with  the  civil  law  of  Quobec  are  not  sufficient 
in  order  to  secure  satisfaction  in  that  Province. 
The  Province  of  Quebec  has  a  system  of  law  peculiar  to 
itself,  and  it  may  bo  that  to  secure  greater  satisfaction  there 
should  be  a  reconstitution  of  the  court.  I  do  not  know  that 
we  should  do  an  unwise  thing  or  be  misappropriating  the 
money  necessary,  if  we  made  some  additions  to  the  mem¬ 
bership  of  the  Supreme  Court — if  we  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  an  extra  judge  for  the  Province  of  Ontario 
and  an  extra  judge  for  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The  peo¬ 
ple  of  Quebec  would  then  be  sure  of  always  having  three 
judges  from  that  Province  sitting  for  the  trial  of  their  cases, 
and  it  would  bo  practically  impossible  to  reverse  the  deci¬ 
sions  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  if  the 
three  judges  from  that  Province  were  for  maintaining  them. 
Perhaps  eight  judges  might  seem  a  very  large  number  for 
the  Supreme  Court  bench.  But  our  circumstances  are 
rather  exceptional,  and  we  must  tempor  the  breeze  to  the 
shorn  lamb.  I  believe  there  are  nine  or  ten  judges  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States ;  and  yet,  although  the 
whole  number  is  not  required  to  sit  at  the  render- 
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ing  of  judgments,  they  are  so  unable  to  overtake  the 
business  that  at  the  present  time  there  are  nearly 
1,000  appeals  in  arroar  on  the  roll  of  that  court.  These  I 
understand  to  be  the  main  objections  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  I  think  in  the  manner  I  suggest,  though  the  suggestion 
should  not  originate  with  me,  those  objections  might  be 
removed.  I  would  merely  reiterate  the  argument  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Toronto  (Mr,  Beaty),  who  said  that  it 
would  be  most  unfair  to  the  court,  a  most  unwise  and 
injudicious  thing,  after  it  had  had  an  existence  of  only  ten 
years  as  a  general  court  of  appeal  for  the  whole  of  Canada,  to 
abolish  it  without  giving  it  a  fair  and  full  trial.  When  the 
hon.  member  has  made  out  a  fair  case,  showing  that  his 
Province  has  suffered  or  that  its  civil  law  has  been  trampled 
upon,  then  there  will  be  a  sufficient  sense  of  justice  in  this 
House  to  remedy  that  injustice.  I  would  merely  call  your 
attention,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  opinions  of  a  man  who  was 
supposed  to  have,  and  no  doubt  had,  the  interests  of  this 
country  at  heart,  and  whom  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  followed 
as  loyally  as  Mussulman  followed  Mohammed— I  refer  to  the 
late  Hon.  George  Brown,  who  in  his  speech  on  Confedera¬ 
tion,  after  discussing  the  details,  said  : 

“  I  say  that,  taking  the  scheme  as  a  whole,  it  has  my  cordial,  enthu¬ 
siastic  support,  without  hesitation  or  reservation.” 

It  is  under  that  constitution  that  this  court  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  and  maintained.  The  late  Hon.  George  Brown, 
speaking  on  the  very  matter  which  is  now  under  discussion, 
on  the  integrity  of  the  constitution  and  the  necessity  of 
preserving  our  institutions  in  such  a  way  as  to  conserve,  not 
only  the  present,  but  the  future  interests  of  the  people, 
said: 

“  By  placing  the  appointment  of  the  judges  in  the  hands  of  the  General 
Government,  and  the  establishment  of  a  Central  Court  of  Appeal,  we 
have  secured  uniformity  of  justice  over  the  whole  land.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  we  should  hesitate,  at  this  early 
stage  in  our  progress  as  a  Confederation  and  in  the  history 
of  this  court,  in  interfering  with  the  constitution  or  the 
powers  of  a  court  which  has  worked  with  success  up  to 
this  time,  and  for  which  the  late  Hon.  George  Brown,  as  well 
as  the  leader  of  the  present  Government,  held  out  such  fair 
promise. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  desire  to  detain 
this  House  at  any  great  length  on  the  subject  now  under 
our  consideration  ;  but,  as  belonging  to  the  Province  which 
is  more  particularly  to  be  affected  by  the  measure  proposed, 
I  desire  to  say  a  very  few  words.  As  regards  the  original 
constitution  of  the  court,  I  may  say  I  was  one  of  those 
who  felt  that  it  was  premature  to  establish  such  a  tribunal 
at  tho  time  the  measure  for  that  purpose  was  brought 
before  Parliament.  There  was  throughout  the  whole  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  a  very  strong  popular  opinion  against  the 
measure,  and  I  may  further  say  there  was  an  equally  strong 
opinion  amongst  the  members  of  the  legal  profession,  that 
cases  coming  before  this  court  for  adjudication  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec  could  not  receive  that  consideration  to 
which  they  were  entitled  ;  and  at  that  time  I  fully  con¬ 
curred  in  all  that  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  Mont- 
magny  (Mr.  Landry),  to-day.  However,  the  Government 
of  the  day  thought  proper  to  constitute  the  court,  and  it 
has  been  working  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  am  under  the  impression  that  in  bringing 
forward  a  measure  of  this  kind,  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  is  fathering  this  Bill  should  have  come  before  this 
House  armed  with  something  more  than  his  own  ipse  dixit . 
He  should  have  come  here  fortified  with  representations 
from  the  various  sections  of  the  bar  of  Lower  Canada,  show¬ 
ing  that  the  members  of  our  bar,  through  their  duly  con¬ 
stituted  authorities,  felt  aggrieved  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  legal  business  from  that  Province  was  being  conducted. 
Now,  we  have  no  such  representations  before  this  honorable 
House.  My  hon.  friend  in  bringing  forward  his  motion 
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to-day  has  not  insisted  that  any  such  ideas  prevail,  and  we 
have  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier 
(Mr.  Girouard)  that  the  only  section  of  the  bar  of  Lower 
Canada  that  has  at  all  expressed  itself,  the  bar  of  the  dis¬ 
trict  of  Montreal,  has  pi-onounced  against  any  interference 
with  the  present  constitution  of  the  court.  Now,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  more  than  one-half  of  the  whole  business  of 
our  courts  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  transacted  in  the 
District  of  Montreal,  I  think  the  action  of  the  learned  gentle¬ 
men  composing  that  section  of  the  bar  may  well  lead  us  to 
believe  that  the  working  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  giving 
pretty  general  satisfaction.  No  doubt,  at  first  view,  when  we 
consider  that  there  are  only  two  members  of  that  court  ap¬ 
pointed  from  the  Province  of  Quebec, it  must  strike  us  that  the 
representation  from  that  Province  is  hardly  strong  enough. 
Yet  it  appears  to  me  that  the  remedy  suggested  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  would  not  for 
one  moment  relieve  us  from  any  of  the  difficulties  under  which 
we  may  be  supposed  to  labor.  Appointing  an  additional 
judge  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  would  give  us  three  judges 
in  the  Supreme  Court,  but  wo  should  still  have  three  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Supreme  Court  over-riding  the  judgments  of 
perhaps  five  members  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  and  thus  the  difficulty  suggested  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Montmagny  would  still  remain.  But  my 
reason  for  opposing  this  Bill,  under  the  present  circum¬ 
stances,  is  this,  that  the  personel  of  the  Supremo  Court 
at  present  gives  pretty  general  satisfaction  and  a  sure  guar¬ 
antee  that  our  provincial  matters  will  be  properly  adminis¬ 
tered.  Under  the  statutes  of  old  Canada,  as  well  as  under  our 
present  statutes,  ten  years’  practice  at  the  bar  was  considered 
sufficient  to  render  a  lawyer  competent  to  be  appointed  to  the 
bench,  that  is  he  could  not  be  appointed  unless  he  had  pre¬ 
viously  ten  years’  practice.  That  was  the  term  fixed  at  the 
expiration  of  which  a  gentleman  might  be  elevated  to  the 
bench.  Now,  if  we  look  at  the  personel  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  as  it  stands  tc-day,  we  find  that  whilst  we  have  our 
two  members  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  there,  three  of 
the  original  members  who  were  appointed,  I  think,  in  1877, 
still  occupy  seats  in  that  court.  Now,  it  strikes  me  that  if 
after  a  practice  of  ten  years  at  the  bar,  a  lawyer  is  considered 
competent  to  become  a  judge,  gentlemen  possessing  the 
eminent  qualifications  of  those  who  have  been  raised  to 
the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court  ought,  after  having  sat  for 
eight  years  upon  that  bench,  after  having  had  our  laws 
expounded  before  them  and  studied  those  laws,  not  only  on 
their  own  account, but  in  conjunction  with  their  distinguished 
colleagues  from  the  lower  Canadian  bar, to  be  at  least,  as  com¬ 
petent  to  administer  our  provincial  laws,  as  any  person  who 
may  have  practised  ten  years  at  the  bar  of  our  own  Province. 
I  therefore  consider,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  no  out¬ 
cry  against  the  decisions  of  this  court  and  no  complaints 
that  I  see  in  connection  with  its  judgments ;  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  in  hardly  a  single  case  have  the  opinions  of  the  two 
members  of  the  Lower  Canadian  section  on  that  bench  been 
overridden  by  those  of  their  brother  judges  in  ca3es  in¬ 
volving  questions  of  Quebec  law,  we  havo  a  very 
fair  reason  to  suppose  that  this  court,  as  now  constituted, 
has  given  and  is  likely  to  give  general  satisfaction. 
I  see  with  pleasure  that  a  class  of  men  is  now  springing  up 
who  will  be  available  in  the  future  to  occupy  seats  on  this 
bench.  If  you  look  at  the  bar  of  the  Province  of  Quebec 
you  will  find  there  more  than  one  gentleman  who  has  gradu¬ 
ated  at  the  bar  of  the  Province  of  Ontario ;  if  you  look  at 
tho  bar  of  Ontario  you  will  find  there  a  number  of  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  barristers  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  if 
you  go  to  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  you  will  find  there  large 
numbers  of  legal  gentlemen,  barristers  both  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  and  no  doubt  from  the  other  Provinces  as  woll. 
Under  all  these  circumstances,  I  feel  it  to  be  very  injudicious 
on  our  part  to  interfere  with  tho  court  as  now  constituted. 
I  cei'tainly  have  great  pleasure  in  re-echoing  the  sentiments 
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expressed  by  those  who  have  spoken  to-day  as  to  the  neces" 
sity  of  maintaining  our  institutions,  of  allowing  those  insti¬ 
tutions  to  take  root  in  the  hearts  of  the  people,  and  certainly 
if  we  go  on,  day  by  day,  altering  and  amending,  we  shall 
not  bo  proceeding  in  the  proper  spirit,  or  in  a  way  likely  to 
endear  those  institutions  to  the  people  at  large.  In  con¬ 
cluding,  I  will  say  that  whilst  on  the  whole  1  have  never 
heard  any  complaint  with  regard  to  tho  judgments  of  the 
Supremo  Court;  yet,  from  very  high  quarters  indeed,  I  have 
received  a  complaint  which,  as  will  be  seen  by  a  motion 
that  is  now  on  the  Order  paper  for  certain  returns, 
I  am  endeavoring  to  investigate — a  complaint  with  regard, 
not  to  the  judgments  of  the  Supreme  Court,  but  to  the  very 
great  delay  that  occurs  between  the  argument  of  a  case  and 
the  rendering  of  a  final  judgment.  We  know  that  many 
complaints  are  made  that  our  judges  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  do  not  decide  cases  in  a  great  many  instances  on 
the  spot,  cases  which  perhaps  might  be  so  decided,  that  from 
time  to  time  the  diliblres  are  almost  interminable;  and, 
if  my  information  be  correct,  and  I  hope  it  is  not,  it  would 
seem  that  to  a  certain  extent  this  practice  of  long  d6lib6res  is 
creeping  into  the  Supreme  Court  causing  months  and  months 
to  elapse,  in  many  cases,  before  judgments  are  rendered.  In 
view  of  all  these  facts,  considering  especially  that  the  court 
as  now  constituted  is  likely  to  give  satisfaction,  taking  into 
consideration  that  we  have  two  of  our  own  judges  on  it,  and 
that  it  comprises  other  judges  who  have  had  many  years’ 
experience  in  the  administration  of  our  laws,  I  feel  on  this 
occasion  compelled  to  give  my  vole  against  the  measure  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny,  although  under 
other  circumstances  I  might  perhaps  be  disposed  to  vote 
differently. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that  Bills  of 
this  kind,  having  for  their  object  the  attacking  of  the  consti¬ 
tution  and  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court,  should  be 
annually  brought  forward,  because  they  are  apt  to  give  rise, 
in  the  popular  mind,  to  the  impressions  that  this  court  is 
not  discharging  its  duties  fairly,  and  that  a  strong  public 
opinion  exists  calling  for  its  reconstruction.  It  must  be 
evident,  from  the  vast  preponderance  of  opinion  of  hon. 
members  in  the  House,  that  the  opinion  of  the  bars  in 
the  several  Provinces  is  in  favor  of  the  court  continuing  as 
it  is.  It  is  quite  evident  the  court  has  given  great  satisfac¬ 
tion  to  the  majority  of  the  Provinces,  and  if  we  accept  tho 
statements  of  the  two  gentlemen  who  have  just  spoken,  the 
hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr .Curran),  two  distinguished 
members  of  tho  Montreal  bar,  even  the  bar  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  the  majority  at  any  rate,  seems  to  be  well  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  constitution  of  the  Supreme  Court.  The  hon. 
member  for  Montreal  Centre  expressed  tho  opinion  that  its 
constitution  at  the  time  it  was  constituted  was  inopportune. 
I  do  not  agree  with  him.  Speaking  as  a  member  of  the  bar 
from  one  of  the  smaller  Provinces,  I  havo  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  Supreme  Court  has  been  a  very  great  benefit 
to  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island ;  by  all  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  it  is  looked  upon  with  the  highest  respect, 
and  its  decisions  received  with  the  greatest  satisfaction.  I 
can  give  an  instance  in  point  to  show  why  the  maintenance 
of  that  court  is  strongly  desired  by  the  Province  from  which 
I  come.  When  the  Supreme  Court  was  first  instituted  a 
very  important  Bill  had  passed  in  our  Province,  an  Act 
expropriating  lands  in  that  colony.  A  court  of  commission 
had  been  appointed,  which  had  sat  for  two  years  and  had 
taken  an  immense  amount  of  evidence,  which  had  made 
awards  to  the  amount  of  over  a  million  of  dollars,  and 
aftor  the  awards  had  been  made  and  a  question  with  which 
that  colony  for  nearly  a  century  had  been  agitated 
finally  settled  in  tho  manner  provided  by  that  Act,  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Province  came  forward  and  in  a  hasty 
judgment  set  aside  the  whole  of  the  awards.  The  work  of 
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half  a  century  which  had  culminated  in  tho  compulsory 
land  Act  were  destroyed,  tho  question  was  relegated  to  the 
position  it  had  occupied  a  quarter  of  a  century  before,  and 
we  were  on  the  eve  of  another  agitation,  accompanied  by 
all  the  evils  that  follow  agrarian  agitations.  The  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  had  just  then  been  established;  we  took  an 
appeal  to  it  at  once ;  the  judgment  of  our  Provincial  Supreme 
Court  was  reversed,  the  awards  were  all  maintained  in 
their  entirety,  and  tho  land  question  of  that  colony,  to  the 
great  benefit  of  that  colony,  was  settled  finally  and  forever. 
Since  that  time  we  have  had  the  opportunity  of  appealing, 
from  time  to  time,  when  occasion  required,  to  that  court, 
and,  as  I  said  before,  the  decisions  of  that  court  have  given 
very  general  satisfaction,  and  I  know  of  no  Bill  which  would 
create  more  dissatisfaction  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  than 
tho  Bill,  if  it  were  canned,  which  is  now  before  the  House. 
I  do  not  think  a  member  of  tho  bar  from  one  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  can  be  fouud  who  would  express  his 
feeling  or  sympathy  in  favor  of  the  Bill  or  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  If  the  Bill  was  carried,  so  far  as  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  is  concerned,  in  its  relation  to  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  it  would  bo  utterly  useless.  We  would  have  our 
appeal,  of  course,  to  the  Privy  Council,  but  the  experience 
of  the  time  preceding  the  constitution  of  the  Supreme  Court 
here  shows  that  that  was  not  an  appeal  in  reality  at  all,  but 
meroly  in  name.  Very  few  cases  were  ever  carried  there,  and 
we  had  no  intermediate  court  of  appeal,  as  they  have  in  tho 
larger  Provinces  of  Quebec  and  Ontario.  Therefore,  tho  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Dominion,  as  at  present 
constituted,  is  a  vital  necessity  for  the  Maritime  Provinces 
of  the  Dominion, and  I  hope  it  will  be  long  ere  the  constitution 
of  that  court  is  tampered  with.  I  do  not  wish  to  prolong 
the  debate,  but  I  desire  to  call  attention,  not  to  the  griev¬ 
ance  my  hon.  friend  opposite  referred  to,  namely,  that  the 
judgments  are  delayed  in  their  delivery  after  the  arguments 
have  taken  place,  but  that  there  is  a  delay  in  the  time  be¬ 
tween  the  delivery  of  the  judgments  and  their  publication, 
and  I  think  that  grievance  is  felt  very  seriously.  I  am  told 
that  the  delay  is  in  part  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  judges 
have  not  and  cannot  get  clerks  to  transcribe  their  judgments 
and  assist  them  in  the  copying  of  their  judgments  and  other 
work.  They  have  a  very  great  deal  of  work  to  do  ;  their 
work  is  increasing  yearly,  and  anything  that  would  facili¬ 
tate  tho  publication  of  those  judgments  after  they  are  de¬ 
livered,  anything  in  reason,  I  think,  should  be  done  by  the 
Government.  I  think  that  is  a  grievance.  Perhaps  it  is  a 
small  one,  but  it  is  one  that  is  felt  generally  by  the  profes¬ 
sion,  and  I  hope  it  will  bo  remedied.  I  am  told  by  those  in 
authority  that  it  can  be  remedied,  and  remedied  in  one 
way,  by  appointing  a  sufficient  number  of  clerks  — one  or 
two  clerks,  or  whatever  number  may  bo  required—to  assist 
tho  judges,  in  order  that  their  judgments  may  be  transcribed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  tho  Supreme 
Court  system  was  adopted  as  a  portion  of  the  constitution 
of  British  America,  it  was  not  adopted  without  grave  con¬ 
sideration  by  those  who  were  concerned  in  the  original 
resolutions  and  in  the  adoption  of  the  scheme  which  cul¬ 
minated  in  the  British  North  America  Act.  It  was  con¬ 
sidered  that,  following  the  example  of  the  United  States, 
there  should  be  one  Supremo  Court  of  Appeal,  to  which  all 
cases,  arising,  at  all  events,  out  of  the  laws  of  the  Federal 
Parliament,  might  go  for  adjudication.  It  was  afterwards 
pressed,  and  successfully  pressed,  that,  as,  with  tho  excep¬ 
tion  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  there  were  no  courts  of  appeal 
in  the  Provinces,  the  court  should  not  only  be  a  court  of 
appeal  on  Dominion  and  constitutional  questions  relating 
to  the  laws  passed  by  the  Federal  Parliament,  but  a  supreme 
court  of  appeal,  intermediate  between  the  courts  of  original 
jurisdiction  and  the  final  court  of  appeal,  the  Judicial  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council.  And  in  that  respect  the 
system  varies  from  the  system  in  the  United  States. 


Shortly  after,  as  it  is  known,  the  Confederation  was  per¬ 
fected,  the  question  of  the  establishment  of  a  Supreme 
Court  was,  of  course,  under  consideration  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  1  was  then  a  member,  and  a  measure  was 
prepared  and  submitted  to  Parliament,  but  it  never  cul¬ 
minated  in  an  Act.  Then,  after  the  Government  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie  succeeded,  they,  following  the  same  line  of  policy 
as  the  previous  Government,  introduced  the  Supreme  Court 
Bill,  which  became  the  law  of  the  land.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  says  that  theoretically 
he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  not  opposed  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  Porhaps  not  to  the  Bill, 
but  he  considered  that,  thereotically,  under  the  federal  sys¬ 
tem,  the  different  Provinces  should  have  their  own  courts 
not  only  of  original  jurisdiction  but  of  appellate  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  That  was  the  correct  theory  as  he  described  it ;  but 
notwithstanding  that  theory,  which  I  suppose  obtained  in 
his  mind  full  sway  as  it  does  at  this  moment,  he,  I  think, 
supported  the  Bill.  The  Government  introduced  the  Bill, 
he  supported  it,  and  it  became  the  law  of  the  land,  and  the 
court  became  a  court  dealing  not  only  with  constitutional 
questions,  not  only  with  the  decision  of  Acts  passed  by  this 
Parliament,  but  with  all  matters  connected  Avith  property 
and  civil  rights  as  well.  I  think  tho  court  has  met,  as  sev¬ 
eral  gontlemen  have  stated,  with  the  universal  approval  of 
the  Provinces,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  Well,  that  is  an  exceptional  case,  as  has  been 
argued.  The  Province  of  Quebec  has  its  own  system  of 
laws,  and  it  is  carried  through  the  instrumentality  of  a 
language  which  is  not  the  language  of  a  majority  of  the 
courts  or  of  the  bars  of  the  different  Provinces  of  tho  Dom¬ 
inion.  The  civil  law  varies  in  principle  in  a  great 
degree,  and  thoroughly  in  practice,  from  that  which  obtains 
in  the  other  Provinces.  1  can  quite  understand  why  tho 
measure  Avhich  is  acceptable  in  the  other  Provinces  is  not 
so  acceptable  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  In  all  the  other 
Provinces  the  law  is  substantially  the  same,  based  on  tho 
common  law  of  England,  with  some  variances  of  course, 
from  the  different  Provinces  having  separate  Legislatures 
of  their  own.  Yet  in  substance,  the  body  of  the  law,  the 
corpus  legis,  in  all  the  Provinces  is  the  same,  so  that  a 
trained  lawyer  in  any  of  the  courts  in  any  of  tho  Provinces, 
save  that  of  Quebec,  is  competent  in  every  way  to  sit  in 
judgment  in  cases  arising  in  any  one  of  the  Provinces  of 
which,  perhaps,  he  is  not  a  member.  But,  in  consequence 
of  the  fact  that  a  different  system  of  law  prevails  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  special  care  was  taken  to  protect  the 
law  and  the  administration  of  the  law  of  that  Province  in 
the  constitution  of  the  court,  and  although  there  are  only 
six  judges,  two  of  them  are  taken  ex  necessitate  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  As  respects  the  other  four  judges, 
they  may  all  come  from  one  Province.  They  may  all  be 
taken  from  Ontario,  or  from  New  Brunswick,  or  from  Nova 
Scotia.  There  is  no  limitation,  there  is  no  provision  by 
which  tho  different  bars  or  benches  of  the  different  Prov¬ 
inces  are  to  be  represented  upon  the  federal  bench,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  provision  that  two  members 
of  the  Quebec  bar  or  bench  must  ex  necessitate  be 
appointed  to  sit  in  the  federal  court.  Now  one  would 
think  that  was  a  sufficient  precaution.  If  it  be  not 
so,  as  has  been  stated,  then  the  constitution  of  the 
court  might  be  altered  so  as  to  strengthen  that  portion  of 
the  bench  quoad  cases  arising  from  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
It  is  true  that  the  taunt  thrown  across  the  floor  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  has  some  foundation,  that  we  had  under¬ 
taken  on  this  side  to  take  up  that  subject.  But  it  is  a  very 
difficult  subject,  and  the  difficulty  arises  from  the  fact  that 
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we  have  not  been  able  to  discover  a  system  by  which  that  | 
bench  can  be  strengthened  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
without  giving  a  predominance  to  that  Province  on  all  the 
cases  that  com©  before  the  court.  If  by  adding  additional 
judges  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  we  would  give  ad¬ 
ditional  weight  to  their  decisions  on  cases  arising  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec  alone,  there  would  be  but  little  difficulty 
-—it  would  be  simply  a  matter  of  expenses.  But  the  House 
must  remember  that  the  judges  coming  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  trained  to  a  different  law  from  the  law  of  Eng¬ 
land,  trained  to  a  different  law  from  the  common  law 
that  prevails  in  all  the  other  Provinces,  and  having  an 
equal  voice  upon  the  law  with  which  they  are  not 
familiar,  can  and  do  frequently  take  the  responsibility  of 
giving  judgment  against  the  majority  of  judges  from  other 
Provinces.  How,  if  the  bench  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
were  strengthened  still  further,  that  objection  would  have 
still  greater  force.  The  other  Provinces  would  say:  We 
are  over-ridden;  our  judges,  trained  to  the  common  law  of 
England,  are  over-ruled  by  judges  coming  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  where  a  different  system  prevails ;  and  so  the  com¬ 
plaint  which  now  arises,  perhaps  very  naturally,  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  would  simply  be  transferred  to  the 
other  Provinces.  They  would  say  that  the  civilians,  those 
acquainted  only  with  the  civil  law  of  Lower  Canada,  were 
over-riding  the  common  law,  which  obtained  in  all  the 
other  Provinces.  Now,  I  am  told  that  practically,  Sir — 
I  cannot  state  with  personal  acquaintance  or  examination 
of  the  judgments  of  the  court-- -but  I  am  told  that  there  are 
few,  if  any,  cases  in  which  the  decided  opinion  and  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  two  judges  coming  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  have  been  over-ruled  by  the  other  judges;  but  I 
am  told  also  that  it  is  found  that  frequently  the  judges  from 
the  Province  of  Quebec  have  joined  with  the  minority  of 
the  other  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  have  over¬ 
ruled  the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the  English  judges. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  French  domination. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  will  be  impossible, 
Sir,  it  seems  to  me,  at  this  stage  of  our  existence  as  a 
Dominion,  with  this  court  established  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  working  for  so  many  years,  and  giving  satisfaction 
to  all  the  Provinces  but  one,  to  set  it  aside.  I  think,  there¬ 
fore,  that  my  hon.  friend,  satisfied  with  bringing  this  ques¬ 
tion  before  Parliament  with  the  ability  and  perseverance 
which  are  his  characteristics,  can  call  the  attention  of 
Parliament  to  it  again  and  again,  until  some  mode  is  dis¬ 
covered  by  which  the  constitution  of  the  court  may  be  so 
altered  as  to  give  an  additional  strength  to  the  Quebec  por¬ 
tion  of  it,  and  give  additional  satisfaction  to  the  people  of 
Quebec  without,  at  the  same  time,  causing  dissatisfaction 
to  the  other  Provinces. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  give  it  up  ? 

Mr,  MILLS.  Flies  on  the  wheel. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend  says  wo 
are  flies  on  the  wheel.  Well,  no;  we  keeD  pegging  away,  as 
Lincoln  said.  We  will  not  give  up,  we  will  keep  pegging 
away,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  by  and  bye,  by  some  happy 
inspiration — perhaps  a  hint  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite— we  will  be  able  to  discover  some  mode  of  satisfying 
the  reasonable  demands  coming  from  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
However,  Mr.  Speaker,  meanwhile  I  must  vote  against  the 
repeal  of  the  Supreme  Court  Act. 

Mr..  OTJIMET.  I  do  not  rise  to  answer  or  to  criticise 
what  the  right  hon.  Premier  has  just  said,  but  I  have  been 
listening  in  vain  to  hear  from  him  an  argument  justifying 
the  existence  of  that  court.  Suppose,  for  instance,  there 
was  a  law  providing  that  a  judgment  rendered  by  one  judge 
iu  a  court  should  be  appealed  from  to  another  judge  in 
another  court,  that  would  be  absurd ;  the  idea  is  preposter¬ 
ous.  Well,  I  think  tho  idea  is  just  as  absurd  of  having  a 
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judgment  that  has  been  passed  upon  by  five  judges  revised  by 
five  other  judges.  I  understand  very  well  that  the  people 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces  who  have  no  appeal  court — 
desire  the  continuance  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Now  1  may 
say  at  once,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
the  constitution  of  the  court,  nor  against  the  members 
thereof— I  have  no  prejudice  against  them.  But  what  I  say 
is  this  :  We  have  what  we  call  a  tribunal  de  premiere  instance, 
the  Superior  Court,  presided  over  by  one  judge  ;  then  there 
is  an  appeal  from  that  judge  to  the  Court  of  Review,  con¬ 
sisting  of  three  other  judges  of  the  Superior  Court.  Now, 
if  we  lose  a  case  in  the  latter  court  we  may  go  to  the  Court 
of  Queen’s  Bench,  which  is  composed  of  five  of  our  best  men  ; 
and  then  if  we  loose  there,  we  may  come  to  the  Supreme 
Court  before  five  other  judges;  for,  although  the  court 
is  composed  of  six  judges,  five  compose  a  quorum,  and  it  is 
very  seldom  that  the  six  judges  sit  at  the  same  time— at 
least,  I  have  practised  before  the  court  occasionally, 
and  I  never  saw  but  five  judges  on  tho  bench.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  what  is  the  use  of  piling  up  tribunals 
one  upon  another,  more  especially  when  the  last  tribunal 
of  appeal  is  composed  of  but  the  same  number  of 
judges  as  sat  in  the  preceding  court  of  appeal  ?  As  I 
said  at  first,  the  idea  of  appealing  from  the  judgment 
of  judges  in  one  court  to  the  same  number  of  judges  in 
another  court  is  absurd ;  and,  Mr.  Speaker,  no  one  feels  that 
more  than  those  poor  people  who  are  obliged  to  go  before  the 
courts  to  maintain  their  rights ;  no  one  will  feel  that  more 
than  a  man  who  takes  an  action  in  the  Superior  Court  to  re¬ 
cover  a  certain  amount,  and  when  he  has  judgment  in  his 
favor,  is  taken  by  his  adversary  to  another  court — the  Court 
of  Review,  wo  will  suppose— and  from  that  court  to  the 
Queen’s  Bench,  and  thence  either  to  the  Supreme  Court 
here,  or  to  the  Privy  Council.  There  is  no  end  to  litigation, 
because  there  is  no  end  to  tribunals  of  appeal.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  not  now  speaking  as  a  lawyer.  It  may  be  all  very 
well  for  us  lawyers  to  be  able  to  take  our  clients  from  one 
court  to  another,  always  holding  out  to  them  the  hope  that 
they  will  finally  succeed  in  the  next  court.  I  say  the  less 
tribunals  of  appeals  we  have  the  better  for  the  people,  and 
I  am  speaking  for  the  people  now.  I  say  that  there  is  no 
need  of  this  Supreme  Court.  I  do  not  say  so  because  the 
judges  give  bad  judgments;  if  they  gave  bad  judgments 
then  every  one  would  say  they  ought  to  be  got  rid  of.  But 
suppose  they  only  give  as  good  judgments  as  do  our  other 
courts,  they  are  then  useless,  and  besides  we  have  no 
guarantee  that  these  men  are  any  better  men  than  we  have 
in  our  own  Province.  Mon  are  always  alike,  and  the 
theory  of  appealing  from  one  judgment  to  another  can¬ 
not  stand,  except  if  the  appeal  is  from  one  judge  to 
two  or  three  judges  ;  that  is  to  say,  except  if  you 
appeal  from  a  number  of  judges  to  a  larger  number  of 
judges.  Here  we  have  not  that  guarantee.  If  these  judges 
do  not  reverse  tho  judgment  of  the  court  below,  they  are  of 
no  use.  If  they  do,  we  are  told  they  should  be  blamed  for 
it.  What,  then,  are  they  there  for  ?  They  are  of  no  use, 
except  to  prolong  litigation,  and  thereby  eventually  help  to 
ruin  litigants;  I  lay  down  this  as  a  proposition  :  We  have 
too  many  appeal  courts.  What  is  the  remedy  ?  I  am  of 
the  opinion,  as  are  many  others,  that  the  theory  of  the 
Supreme  Court  is  based  on  sound  reasoning.  The  Supremo 
Court  is  supposed  to  be  the  crowning  of  our  judicature  ;  it  is 
supposed  to  represent  tho  supremo  power,  the  unified 
power  of  this  Confederation.  1  think  there  is  reason  for  its 
oxistence;  but  I  say  it  should  be  constituted  so  as  not  to 
create  an  extra  appellate  tribunal,  but  to  act  as  a  tribunal  of 
last  resort.  I  would  make  the  Supreme  Court  a  large 
court,  consisting  of  different  branches.  Those  different 
branches  should  consist  of  the  several  courts  of  appeal  in 
the  different  Provinces  who  would  then  be  incorporated  in 
tho  Supreme  Court.  In  the  Maritime  Provinces  they  have 
no  appeal  court,  and  the  Supreme  Court  would  remain  their 
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appeal  court.  The  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  would  be  the  supreme  court  sitting  in  appeal  on 
cases  belonging  to  Lower  Canada  in  the  same  places 
as  they  do  tc-day.  The  Appeal  Court  of  Ontario  would 
sit  as  a  branch  of  the  Supreme  Coart,  and  be  the  tribunal 
of  last  resort  for  cases  from  that  Province.  When  a 
question  of  great  constitutional  importance  would  arise, 
the  Supreme  Court,  constituted  as  I  have  said,  of  tho 
judges  now  appointed  here — whose  number  might  be 
reduced  in  future,  if  it  is  too  large  for  the  require¬ 
ments— and  the  judges  of  the  provincial  appeal  courts, 
might  sit  together,  say  fifteen  judges.  This  would  be  the  case 
on  a  question  of  such  importance  as  the  last  question  laid 
before  the  Supreme  Court,  namely,  the  constitutionality  of 
the  McCarthy  Act.  Then  we  would  obtain  the  opinions  of 
fifteen  of  the  best  men  of  the  Dominion.  Such  a  court  might 
be  productive  of  good  results,  because  the  great  weight  of  the 
decision  of  those  judges  might  prevent  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  carrying  the  case  before  the  Privy  Council  in  res¬ 
pect  to  a  question  which  only  concerns  ourselves.  I  think, 
with  a  court  so  constituted,  the  Government  themselves 
would  be  obliged  to  abide  by  its  decision.  Of  course, 
this  system  which  I  have  propounded  may  look  difficult  to 
work  out.  I  should  say  that  the  Provincial  Governments, 
having  jurisdiction  as  regards  the  constitution  of  the  local 
courts,  ought  to  be  communicated  with  and  approached,  in 
order  that  an  arrangement  such  as  I  have  indicated  may  be 
arrived  at.  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  all  the  words  after  “that”  in  the  said  motion  be  left  out,  and 
that  the  following  be  inserted  iustead  thereof: — “There  are  in  our 
judicial  system  too  great  a  number  cf  tribunals  having  an  appeal  juris¬ 
diction  ;  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency  the 
Governor-General  in  Council,  praying  him  to  communicate  with  the 
several  Provincial  Governments,  with  the  object  of  arranging  a  judicial 
system,  which  will  diminish  the  number  of  appeal  jurisdictions,  whilst 
guaranteeing  an  efficient  administration  of  justice  equally  satisfactory 
to  all  the  Provinces.” 

Mr.  FOSTEB.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  last  addressed 
the  House  on  this  subject  spoke  partly  as  a  lawyer  and 
partly  as  a  layman,  and  it  was  the  latter  part  of  his  observa¬ 
tions  on  the  subject  before  the  House  which  has  emboldened 
me,  not  a  lawyer,  to  say  a  few  words  with  respect  to  this  Bill. 
All  ray  sympathies  have  been  in  favor  of  a  supreme  court 
of  appeal  for  our  wholo  country,  and  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  attention  to  discover  what  arguments  would 
be  brought  forward  to  show  why  a  court  should  not  exist, 
and  why,  if  it  exists,  it  ought  to  be  abolished.  I 
confess  I  have  not  heard  sufficient  reasons  to  induce  me  to 
vote  in  favor  of  the  Bill— to  vote  against  the  present  mea¬ 
sure  which  we  have  on  the  Statute  Book.  I  hold  a3  firmly 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet)  that  too  much 
litigation  is  neither  profitable  nor  wise  ;  but  I  still  think 
that  it  will  be  found  in  the  main  that  the  litigation  as  to 
its  amount  is  rather  to  be  limited  by  the  intelligence  and 
experience  of  the  people  than  by  the  number  of  courts 
which  are  erected  in  a  country.  Although  it  is  well  to  dis¬ 
courage  litigation  as  far  as  possible,  is  it  not  well  also — if 
there  are  wrongs  to  be  righted,  and  rights  to  be  maintained, 
that  it  may  be  put  in  the  power  of  those  who  are  wronged 
or  who  wish  to  gain  rights  to  have  the  widest  area  of  re¬ 
dress  possible,  and  the  best  ability  of  the  country  in  the 
courts  before  whom  they  apply  for  that  redress. 
I  think  that  principle  will  hold  quite  as  strongly  as 
the  other.  Every  objection  which  has  been  urged  against 
the  Act  which  we  have  at  present  on  the  Statute 
Book  is  one  which  could  be  urged  just  as  well 
against  taking  our  questions  from  the  courts  in  Canada 
to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  Every 
objection  which  is  urged  against  an  appeal  to  our  Supreme 
Court  eould  equally  well  be  urged  against  that ;  and  yet  I 
doubt  very  much  if  the  people  of  this  country,  especially 
since  Confederation,  have  not  seen,  time  and  time  again, 
the  wisdom  and  benefit  of  having  that  avenue  open  to 


them  as  a  tribunal  to  which  to  refer  those  questions  which 
affect  the  Provinces  differently,  or  affect  the  Provinces  in 
connection  with  the  Federal  Government.  I  think  that  ono 
of  the  chief  objections  to  this  court  is  an  objection  which 
holds  most  at  a  time  when  the  court  is  first  established,  and 
which  wears  away  every  year  that  the  court  grows  in  age. 
The  objection,  as  I  understand,  comes  from  the  fact  that 
certain  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  are  not  as  well  versed  in 
certain  methods  of  procedure  and  modes  of  law  in  one 
Province  as  the  judges  who  come  from  that  Province.  But 
is  it  not  true  that  by  the  fact  of  having  this  court  we  have 
all  the  judges  of  our  country  who  are  appointed  to  it,  or 
who  look  forward  to  an  appointment  to  it,  making  it  a 
point  to  verse  themselves  in  {been  different  kinds  of  law, 
and  so  get  to  learn  what  we  must  get  to  learn  if  we  are  to 
have  a  united  country — all  that  is  to  be  known  of  the 
greater  and  wider  interests  of  the  country,  legal  and 
otherwise.  Is  it  not  true  that  year  by  year  the 
judges  will  become  more  versed  ii  these  different 
methods  of  law,  and  so  this  objection  will  gradually  wear 
away.  As  I  listened  to-night  to  the  debate,  X  found  that  the 
difficulty  arose  from  one  Province— and  there  is  division  of 
sentiment  with  reference  to  the  difficulty  even  in  that  Pro¬ 
vince — while  from  all  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion 
I  think  it  is  but  fair  to  say  there  is  a  consensus  of  opinion 
that  this  appellate  court  is  not  only  beneficial  but  neces¬ 
sary;  and  I  think  the  different  Provinces,  and  I  am  certain 
the  Provinces  down  by  the  sea,  would  be  very  sorry  indeed 
to  have  this  court  taken  away  as  a  court  of  appeal  and  be 
confined  to  their  own  provincial  courts  merely— and  that 
is  not  making  any  imputation  on  the  calibre  or  talents  of 
courts  we  have.  Well,  if  all  are  satisfied,  with  the  exception 
of  one,  and  if  there  be  a  difference  of  opinion  even  in  that 
one,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  weight  of  opinion  should  hold, 
especially  in  the  face  of  the  declaration  of  the  leader  of  the 
Government,  that  it  is  very,  very  difficult  indeed,  to  hit 
upon  a  method  which  shall  be  less  onerous  on  one  Province 
while  not,  at  the  same  time,  becoming  more  onerous  with 
reference  to  the  other  Provinces.  The  hon.  member  for 
Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet)  said  ho  looked  in  vain  for  a  single 
argument  in  favor  of  the  continuance  of  the  court. 
I  think  I  can  give  him  two  or  three;  and  yet,  if  he 
heard  the  arguments  brought  forward  by  those  who  pre¬ 
ceded  me  in  favor  of  the  court,  I  am  not  sure  that  ho 
will  take  mine,  because  the  arguments  advanced  before  are 
probably  stronger  than  any  I  can  offer.  But  the  line  of 
argument  I  would  advance  is  this :  That  it  is  essential  to 
the  best  righting  of  wrongs  that  the  area  of  redress  shall  be 
as  wide  as  possible  ;  that  we  shall  bo  able  not  merely  to 
go  before  a  magistrate’s  court,  but  that  we  may  get  be¬ 
yond,  perhaps,  the  prejudice  or  the  ignorance  of  a  magis¬ 
trate’s  court  to  the  higher  judicial  atmosphere  of  the  County 
Court— of  the  Court  of  Appeal  above — and  so  that  if  our 
wrongs  are  not  righted  in  the  first  we  may  feel  with  con¬ 
fidence  that  they  may  be  righted  in  tho  second,  and  so 
on  farther.  And  men  who  feel  that  they  have  wrongs 
to  be  righted  will  never  be  satisfied  until  they  have  power 
to  get,  as  they  have  now,  the  very  best  talent  selected  from 
the  whole  of  the  country  or  the  empire  to  which  they  belong. 
I  believe  that.  Again,  it  is  necessary  as  well  to  a  better  feel¬ 
ing  with  reference  to  the  justice  and  security  of  men’s 
rights,  not  only  that  there  shall  be  the  widest  area  of  re¬ 
dress,  but  that  there  shall  be  men  of  the  best  possible  abil¬ 
ity  to  sit  in  the  tribunals  before  which  they  go.  Now,  I 
think  it  goes  without  saying  that  when  you  pick  and 
choose  among  the  celebrated  and  strong  men  at  the  bar  or  on 
the  bench  in  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  you  bring  a 
wealth  of  ability,  and  a  variety  of  ability,  and  a  variety  of 
methods  of  looking  at  different  questions,  which  you  cannot 
possibly  hope  to  gain  in  any  single  Province,  and  so  the 
ability  which  is  ensured  is  greater  far  than  it  possibly  could 
be  in  any  single  Province.  I  think  it  gives  a  greater  feel- 
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mg  of  security  and  content  in  any  community  or  in  any 
Province  to  feel  that  it  is  not  bound  to  the  courts  of  its 
own  Province,  where  provincial  prejudices  might  some¬ 
times  get  in,  but  that  it  can  go  to  a  court  which  is  outside 
of  those  prejudices,  as  far  as  possible,  and  get  that  justice 
which  possibly  might,  from  some  circumstance,  be  denied 
them  at  home.  I  think  that  is  another  reason  for  that 
wider  court.  But  the  very  fact  that  we  have  an  appellate 
court  for  the  Dominion  makes  a  better  court  for  each 
Province.  Why  ?  Because  every  judgment  givon  by  a 
provincial  court  may  be  brought  up  in  review  before  the 
larger  court,  and  it  therefore  puts  the  provincial  courts  on 
their  mettle.  If  these  courts  were  of  final  jurisdiction  they 
might  perhaps  get  a  little  careless;  but  they  will  say  :  We 
need  to  be  very  careful  in  looking  into  the  matter,  from 
the  fact  that  every  judgment  of  our  court  may  be  brought 
before  judges  from  all  the  Provinces.  This  condition  of 
things  ensures  that  these  provincial  court  judges  will  do 
their  duty — they  are  put  on  their  mettle  —and  therefore 
we  get  better  provincial  courts.  I  think  that  is  an 
argument  which  we  might  well  consider.  More  than 
that,  and  my  chief  reason  for  being  in  sympathy 
with  the  Supreme  Court  is  that  it  is  a  national 
court,  a  bond  of  union  for  the  whole  country — that  in 
it  we  unite  the  different  phases  of  legal  talent  and 
ability — of  race,  and  of  creed  and  of  Province;  that  the 
whole  Dominion  brings  them  together,  where  we  can  look 
upon  them  as  the  central  fountain  of  judicial  decision  for 
the  whole  country.  So  the  Provinces  are  united  by  another 
bond,  and  they  are  not  simply  divided  and  kept  apart 
amongst  themselves,  so  far  as  the  highest  judicial  decisions 
are  concerned.  I  think  the  benefit  in  that  way— in  having 
this  as  a  bond  of  groater  and  closer  union — is  one  which  is 
not  to  be  despised  in  this  argument.  I  think,  also,  with 
several  who  have  spoken  on  this  subject,  that  although  it 
may  be  withm  the  power  of  this  Parliament,  although  it 
may  be  within  the  power  of  the  politicians  of  the  country, 
to  bring  up  any  of  our  institutions  and  pass  thorn  in  review, 
there  is  danger  in  being  continually  hammering  away  at 
what  have  been,  for  a  certain  time,  institutions  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  aud  so  creating  a  general  feeling  of  uncertainty  as  to 
whether  these  things  will  last,  whether  they  are  sure, 
whether  they  are  settling  down  into  really  strong  and 
stable  institutions  ©f  the  country.  So  I  am  in  lavor  of 
keeping  the  court.  I  believe  it  will  grow  better  year  by 
year.  I  want  it  because  it  is  a  bond  of  union,  because  there 
we  can  get  the  very  best  judicial  talont  in  our  country  from 
all  these  Provinces,  and  I  want  it  most  of  all  becauso  I  feel 
that  we  need  it  as  the  culmination  of  the  area  of  widest  re¬ 
dress  possible  in  our  country,  and  it  is  the  place  where  we 
can  get  the  best  judicial  discussions  and  decisions. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  I  heard,  with  a  certain  amount  of  surprise, 
that  the  hon.  member  who  has  just  spoken  did  not  find  any 
good  reason  for  the  Bill  that  has  been  presented.  I  think 
it  will  be  admitted  that  such  a  question  should  he  discussed 
without  any  reference  to  the  existing  judges.  It  would 
not  be  fair  to  come  before  this  hon.  House  and  say  that 
such  a  judge  and  such  another  judge  possessed  such  and 
such  qualities.  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  the  present 
judges  are  the  best  judges  we  have  ever  had,  and  that  if 
they  were  never  going  to  die,  we  might  consent  to  keep  the 
court  as  it  is  at  present  constituted.  But  when  we  come  to 
discuss  the  constitution  of  a  court,  we  should  do  so  with¬ 
out  reference  to  the  existing  judges.  I  understand  that  the 
mover  of  the  Bill  does  not  wish  to  abolish  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  for  any  Province  that 
desires  to  keep  the  same.  The  object  of  the  Bill,  as  under¬ 
stood  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  is  to  take  away  tho 
appellato  jurisdiction  of  that  tribunal  for  the  Px*ovince 
of  Quebec ;  and  the  reasons  for  that  are  very  clear  and 
obvious.  We  contend  that  for  us,  that  tribunal  is, 
Mr.  Foster, 


in  the  first  place,  useless ;  secondly,  that  it  is  dangerous ; 
and  thirdly,  that  it  is  against  tho  spirit  of  the  treaties. 
Now,  the  hon.  membei’s  of  this  House  know  that  we, 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  have  a  special  system  of  law, 
entirely  different  from  the  common  law  or  the  statute 
law  of  England,  or  of  any  of  the  other  Pi’ovinces  of  tho 
Dominion.  Will  any  of  the  hon.  members  of  this  House 
tell  me  what  interest  they  have  in  forcing  us  to  be  guided 
in  these  matters  by  judges  who  have  not  studied  our  laws, 
who  have  not  spent  their  lives  in  being  trained  to  them  ? 
They  say:  We  want  a  court  of  general  jurisdiction;  we 
want  unity  in  our  laws.  That  is  all  very  well ,  Mr.  Speaker  ; 
and  it  has  been  provided  for  by  the  Confedei-ation  Act,  ex¬ 
cept  in  the  case  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  In  that  Px’o- 
vince  our  cases  are  first  heard  by  four  judges  of  the  Supe¬ 
rior  Court,  and  afterwards  by  five  judges  of  the  Appeal 
Court.  Yet  we  are  to  bo  subjected,  in  spite  of  our  will,  to 
have  the  dicision  of  those  nine  judges  reversed  by  two 
judges!  Where  is  the  sense  of  that?  How  comes  it  that 
there  is  more  brain  in  two  men  than  in  our  nine  judges  ? 
And  suppose  the  two  judges  should  disagree,  and  there 
should  be  one  against  one ;  and  suppose  they  agree,  and 
there  are  four  on  the  other  side  !  I  am  told  that  has  not 
occurred  yet;  but  who  is  to  give  me  a  guarantee  that  it 
will  never  occur?  Who  can  tell  mo  who  are  to  bo  ap¬ 
pointed  judges  in  the  futui’e?  Who  will  tell  me  that  at 
some  future  day  judges  may  not  bo  appointed  who  will  be 
our  hatred,  and  who  will  begin  a  persecution  against  the 
principles  which  we  cherish?  We  must  not  be  blinded, 
but  we  must  foresee  for  the  future.  I  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran) 
ask  :  Whore  are  tho  petitions  ?  Has  he  not  been  at 
public  meetings  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  the  last 
ten  years  ?  Has  he  not  read  the  press  ?  Has  he  not  heard 
repeatedly  the  denunciations  of  the  Supremo  Court  in  that 
Province?  Wo  do  not  want  it;  we  do  not  want  the  non¬ 
sense  of  those  men,  who  do  not  know  our  laws,  undertaking 
to  judge  our  laws.  Keep  the  court  for  the  other  Provinces 
ifyouwantit;  appoint  other  judges  if  you  like;  but  we 
say,  for  us,  we  have  been  admitted  by  the  Crown  of  Eng¬ 
land,  centuries  ago,  with  all  our  laws  and  with  all  the  libor- 
ties  that  we  possessed  before.  Those  rights  have  been 
maintained;  we  have  spent  our  blood  for  them,  and  for  the 
British  flag  too ;  and  by  the  Act  of  Confederation  we  were 
given  the  guarantee  that  our  laws  would  be  respected,  and 
that  the  judges  for  the  Province  of  Quebec  would  be 
selected  from  the  bar  of  that  Province.  That  was  the  guar¬ 
antee;  and  is  it  because  there  is  another  clause  surrounded 
with  difficulty  in  interpretation,  that  you  will  impose  upon 
us  judges  not  taken  from  our  bar?  That  is  the  injustice 
that  is  imposed  upon  us.  As  my  hon.  friend  from 
Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet)  said,  we  have  already  too  many  tribu¬ 
nals.  But  there  is  another  reason  why  we  do  not  want  this 
court;  not  only  is  it  useless,  but  it  is  dangerous.  It  is  against 
the  spirit  of  the  treaty.  It  is  against  the  general  and  well 
understood  principles  laid  down  when  Confederation  was 
brought  about.  In  the  name  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
whose  sentiments  have  been  so  often  expressed  and  are  so 
well  known,  we  say :  We  have  entered  the  Confederation 
of  Canada,  but  we  have  done  so  with  the  understanding 
that  our  judges,  taken  from  the  bar  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  would  rule  us,  would  have  exclusive  jurisdiction, 
and  we  do  not  want  that  formal  agreement  to  be  disre- 
garded.  There  is  tho  Privy  Council,  whose  jurisdiction 
is  a  matter  inherent  in  the  colonial  system.  We  have 
submitted  to  it ;  we  were  bound  to  do  so ;  we  have 
made  that  sacrifice,  and  we  will  make  it  as  long  as  the 
people  decide  to  remain  under  the  British  flag.  But  if  we 
had  not  that  tribunal,  we  contend  that  God  has  given 
brain  enough  to  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  to 
rule  themselves  without  being  obliged  to  cross  the  sea  and 
be  ruled  by  the  infallibility  of  judges  in  England.  More- 
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over,  the  English  judges  have  not  their  minds  influenced  by 
the  statutes  of  the  other  Provinces,  and  they  are  always  care¬ 
ful  enough,  when  a  question  of  old  French  law  arises,  to  con¬ 
sult  the  experience  resulting  from  the  lai’ge  practice  of  the 
best  French  lawyers.  But  what  cannot  be  cured  must  be 
endured,  and  we  have  to  receive  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Privy 
Council,  for  which  I  have  the  highest  respect ;  but  we  are  not 
bound  to  endure  the  other  jurisdiction  here.  We  are  en¬ 
trusted  with  the  care  of  the  old  laws  which  our  forefathers 
have  always  respected,  and  which  we  intend  to  give  intact 
to  future  generations.  And  we  say  to  the  other  members  of 
the  Confederation.  Arrange  your  interests  as  you  please ; 
have  any  court  you  wish  ;  but  for  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
respect  our  statutes ;  respect  the  treaty ;  respect  the  Con¬ 
federation  Act;  and  if  any  of  the  representatives  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  think  that  we  are  not  rightly  express¬ 
ing  here  the  opinion  and  desire  of  that  Province,  let  them 
say  so  and  take  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  LAU  RIER.  My  hon.  friend  from  Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet) 
stated,  in  the  course  of  the  argument  he  offered  to  the  House, 
that  we  are  suffering  from  too  many  appeals.  I  do  not 
think  the  case  is  as  bad  as  he  represented  it.  Ho  stated  that 
there  was  an  appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the  Superior 
Court  to  the  Court  of  Review,  and  irom  the  Court  of  Review 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  This,  as  he  knows,  is  only  partially 
true.  There  may  be  an  appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Superior  Court  to  the  Court  of  Review,  but  if  the  judgment 
of  the  Superior  Court  is  confirmed  by  the  Court  of  Review, 
there  is  no  further  appeal.  It  is  only  when  the  judgment 
of  the  Superior  Court  is  reversed  by  the  Court  of  Review 
that  an  appeal  can  be  made  to  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
How,  my  hon.  friend  stated,  and  that  was  the  burden  of  his 
speech,  that  having  two  many  appeals  we  should  suppress 
the  appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court.  My  hon.  friend  forgets  that  though  he  may 
suppress  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  he  will  not 
make  away  with  the  right  of  appeal.  My  hon.  friend  knows 
that  at  present,  when  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court  there  is  an  appeal  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  when 
there  is  an  appeal  of  the  Privy  Council  there  is  an  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  suitor  has  the  choice  between 
the  Supreme  Court  and  the  Privy  Council ;  so  that  if  you 
should  suppress  the  appeal  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  purely  provincial  matters,  the  appeal  to  the  Privy 
Council  will  still  remain  and  you  still  do  not  suppress 
the  right  of  appeal.  We  will  still  remain  with  as  many 
appeals  as  wo  now  have.  My  hon.  friend  who  has  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Amyot)  said  it  was  sheer  nonsense  that  the 
judgments  of  our  Court  of  Appeal,  composed  of  five  judges 
versed  in  the  French  law,  should  be  reviewed  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  in  which  there  are  only  two  judges  versed 
in  the  French  law.  But  if  that  be  nonsensical,  is  it  not  far 
more  nonsensical  that  an  appeal  should  be  taken  to  the 
Privy  Council,  where  there  are  no  judges  supposed  to  be 
practically  versed  in  our  law  ?  I  prefer,  for  my  part,  the 
lesser  to  the  greater  nonsense  if  nonsense  there  be.  It  is 
said  that  Quebec,  as  a  whole,  is  opposed  to  the  Supreme 
Court.  I  deny  that.  I  say  thut  the  Supreme  Court  has 
given,  on  the  whole,  general  satisfaction  to  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  It  is  true  that  when  the  court  was  first  established 
it  met  with  a  great  deal  of  political  opposition  from  the 
Conservative  party,  and  when  the  Conservative  party  came 
into  power  in  1878  they  came  here  fully  determined  to 
suppress  it.  But  it  is  in  the  knowledge  of  every  one  that 
their  zeal  rapidly  diminished  from  year  to  year,  until  now, 
when  the  opposition  we  hear  is  of  a  very  meek  and  mild 
character  ;  and  if  the  court  will  be  given  another  chance, 
as  it  undoubtedly  will,  it  will  at  last  give  such  general 
satisfaction  that  we  will  hear  no  more  of  those  periodical 
cries  raised  against  it.  As  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Laval  (Mr,  Ouimet),  I  do  not  think  that  he  and 


I,  coming  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  ought  seriously  to 
invite  the  intei'feronce  of  this  Government  with  our  judicial 
system.  For  my  part,  I  prefer  to  leave  the  judicial  system 
of  the  Province  in  the  hands  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures, 
and  shall  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Amendment  negatived  on  a  division. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  (Translation.)  Before  the  motion  is  put 
to  a  vote,  I  desire  to  answer  a  few  remarks  which  have 
been  made  by  those  who  took  part  in  the  debate.  The 
hon.  members  who  addressed  the  House  have  not  in  tho 
least,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  answered  the  objections  which 
wo  have  made  and  which  we  maintain,  against  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  it  is  now  constituted.  It  has 
been  stated,  Mr.  Speaker — and  it  is  the  only  statement  we 
have  been  able  to  obtain  from  the  Government— that  the 
Bill  being  introduced  every  year,  it  may  give  them  a  chanoe 
to  find  means  to  do  away  with  the  objections  which  are 
formulated  against  the  Supreme  Court.  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
that  is  the  position  taken  by  the  Government  on  this  ques¬ 
tion,  they  may  rest  assured  that  if  the  House  does  not  at 
the  present  time  approve  of  the  principle  which  we  now 
invoke,  if  the  House  pronounces  now  against  tho  measure, 
such  as  is  now  proposed,  at  least  the  attention  of  tho 
Government  will,  ere  long,  be  called  to  this  question, 
and  they  will  have  the  advantage  to  docide  in  a  final  man¬ 
ner,  sooner  or  later.  One  of  the  hon.  members  who  spoke 
on  this  subject  pretends  that  if  the  Bill  is  adopted  the  result 
will  be  to  take  away  from  the  Supreme  Court  nine-tenths 
of  the  work  which  is  now  entrusted  to  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  such  an  argument  can  be  considered  as  a  serious  objec¬ 
tion  to  tho  adoption  of  tho  Bill.  If  it  is  a  disadvantage,  at 
all  events  it  will  be  readily  admitted  that  this  disadvantage 
is  much  smaller  than  those  I  have  pointed  out  to  the  House. 
And,  if  of  two  evils  one  must  choose  the  least,  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  himself  (Mr.  Macmas- 
ter)  will  be  glad  to  withdraw  his  objection  and  vote  in  favor 
of  my  motion.  The  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  has  pro¬ 
posed  the  appointment  of  an  additional  judge  from  tho 
Province  of  Quebec,  and  of  an  additional  judge  for  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  This  addition  would  not  in  the  least 
improve  the  present  constitution  of  the  court.  This  addi¬ 
tion  would  not  at  all  remedy  the  inconveniences  which  are 
pointed  out,  and  would  not  remedy  in  tho  least  the  evils 
which  are  complained  of  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  has  said 
that  I  came  here  with  my  ipse  dixit ;  that  the  bar  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  had  not  made  any  complaint.  At  this 
remark  tho  hon.  member  for  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot)  has 
pertinontlyaanswered  by  telling  him  that  it  he  had  consulted 
public  opinion  just  a  little,  in  the  ten  years  during  which 
he  has  been  in  politics,  he  might  have  discovered  what  is 
public  sentiment  on  this  point.  During  tho  elections  of  1878 
and  tho  elections  of  1882  we  have  ascertained  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  public  on  this  question. 
The  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec  (Mr.  Laurier), 
who  has  just  spoken,  ought  to  kuow  something  about 
it;  when,  in  1877,  he  was  appointed  a  member  of  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  re-election  in  tho 
counties  of  Drummond  and  Arthabaska,  he  will  surely  re¬ 
member  that  the  great  cause  of  his  defeat  was  the  responsi¬ 
bility  which  he  had  assumed  by  being  a  party  to  tho  estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Tho  people  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  have  very  staunch  opinions  on  this  point, 
and  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  has,  on  tho 
present  occasion,  spoken  more  as  a  law}  er  than  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  real  sentiment  of  the  electoral  division 
which  he  represents.  The  debate  which  has  just  taken 
place  has  perfectly  shown  the  following  fact:  That  in  some 
Provinces  people  are  in  favor  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
Supreme  Court  because  they  have  no  Court  of  Appeal, 
while  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  people  are  against  it,'pre=. 
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cisely  because  we  have  too  many  courts  of  appeal.  The 
amendment  just  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Laval  (Mr. 
Ouimet)  is  based  on  that  motive.  From  this  point  of  view, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  this  Bill,  when  it  goes  before  the 
committee,  and  perhaps  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
might  be  amended  so  as  to  rally  in  favor  of  its  adoption 
the  votes  of  every  member  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
and  those  of  the  members  from  all  the  other  Provinces. 
The  Bill  might  be  amended  so  as  to  apply  to  the  Province  of 
Quebec  only ;  by  this  means  the  principal  objection  which 
I  have  heard  against  the  Bill  might  be  raisod  at  once.  One 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  spoke  on  this  question — and  I 
believe  it  was  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre — said 
that  we  ought  not  tolay  sacrilegious  hand  on  the  Holy  Ark  of 
our  institutions, and  that  his  devotedness  to  their  preservation 
compelled  him  to  vote  against  this  Bill.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is  precisely  for  that  reason  that  the  present  legislation  is 
proposed ;  it  is  for  the  maintenance  of  institutions  far  older 
than  the  Supreme  Court;  it  is  for  the  maintenance  of  our  old 
French  laws,  the  continuance  of  which  has  been  secured  to 
us  by  the  treaties,  that  this  Bill  was  introduced;  it  is  in  order 
to  shield  from  the  action  of  the  Supreme  Court  the  work¬ 
ing  of  our  old  institutions;  and  the  reason  invoked  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre  to  pronounce  against 
this  Bill  is  precisely  one  of  the  strongest  that  he  might 
have  to  vote  in  favor  of  this  Bill  and  to  give  it  the  support 
of  his  eloquence.  At  all  events,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  evil 
exists,  it  has  been  ascertained.  The  Government  them¬ 
selves  admits  that  it  does  exist.  The  greatest  number  of 
the  hon.  members  who  are  in  this  House  to  speak  on  this 
question  cannot  deny  its  existence.  I  ask  the  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  if  they  have  a  more  efficacious  remedy 
than  the  one  I  now  propose,  to  submit  it  to  us  and  to  have 
it  adopted,  and  I  shall  willingly  withdraw  this  Bill.  All  we 
ask,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  is  that  the  causes  of  discon¬ 
tent  now  existing  should  be  made  to  disappear.  This  is  the 
reason  why  the  Bill  is  proposed,  and  as  long  as  a  bettor  Bill 
is  not  introduced  in  this  House,  we,  the  members  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  are  bound  to  vote  for  this  Bill,  which 
will  ensure  to  us  the  maintenance  of  our  institutions  and 
our  laws,  as  wo  shall  vote  to-night  in  favor  of  the  principle 
of  this  Bill,  such  as  it  is  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  Coming  from  a  small  Province,  which 
stands  in  pretty  much  the  same  position  as  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  as  regards  the  number  of  appellate  courts  of 
jurisdiction,  I  do  not  view  this  question  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  these  Provinces.  I 
believe  this  question  was  approached  in  the  proper  spirit  by 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster),  when  he  stated 
that  far  from  looking  at  it  from  a  lawyer’s  point  of  view, 
it  should  be  looked  at  from  a  common  sense  point  of  view, 
from  the  political  point  of  view.  And  in  fact  1  shall  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  because  I  believe  that  it 
contains  the  fundamental  principle  of  our  constitution,  that 
is  to  say,  the  federative  as  opposed  to  the  legislative  union 
principle.  Now,  it  is  well  known  lhat  amongst  the  lawyers 
the  greater  the  number  of  appellate  jurisdiction  courts  the 
better  for  them,  and  the  worse  for  their  clients.  Well,  we 
must  not  narrow  down  questions  of  such  importance  to  such 
reasoning.  I  believe  this  Bill  must  be  discussed  from  a 
higher  point  of  view,  from  the  point  of  view  as  to  whether 
it  contains  a  principle  cognate  of  the  principle 
which  lies  at  the  bottom  of  our  constitution 
or  not;  whether  the  Canadian  constitution  is  based 
on  the  federative  principles  or  the  legislative  union 
principles ;  and  it  is  only  upon  that  question  that  I 
will  vote  lor  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  The  tendency 
of  the  ideas  of  some  of  the  hon.  members  who  oppose  this 
Bill  has  come  to  light  during  this  discussion.  We  have 
heard  an  hon.  member  express  his  approval  of  the  assimila¬ 
tion  of  the  civil  laws  all  over  Canada,  Well,  if  that  were 
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to  take  place,  I  believe  it  would  be  fatal  to  the  duration  of 
this  Confederation.  I  believe  our  system  is  a  federative  one, 
and  I  believe  it  will  grow  wider  and  stronger  by  the 
development  of  the  principles  of  legislation  which  are 
peculiar  to  each  Province.  It  is  true  this  court  was  at  first 
composed  to  adjudicate  upon  cases  coming  from  the  various 
Provinces,  but  every  one  sees  that  it  is  a  standing  grievance 
in  our  politics ;  every  Session,  or  neaidy  every  Session 
attempts  are  made  to  modify  its  constitution  or  to  abolish 
it  entirely.  I  am  not  prepared  to  suggest  a  remedy  to  this 
existing  evil ;  I  am  not  ready  to  say  what  should  constitute 
a  supreme  court  of  Canada;  in  fact,  the  very  term  “supreme 
court  ”  is  not  correct ;  our  Supreme  Court  is  not  a  final 
court ;  it  does  not  adjudicate  finally  upon  the  cases  which 
come  before  it,  for  we  have  another  court  always  open  to 
appeal — the  Privy  Council.  This  fact,  as  well  as  many 
others,  leads  me  to  the  conviction  that  the  Supreme  Court 
is  not  what  it  should  be.  Of  course  we  are  not  called  upon 
to  say  exactly  what  ought  to  be  the  constitution  of  that 
court;  in  fact,  as  an  hon.  member  of  the  Opposition  said, 
there  is  such  a  thing  as  a  policy  of  creation  and 
a  policy  of  maintenance.  The  policy  of  creation 
is  a  thing  of  the  past,  but  whether  the  policy 
of  the  maintenance  should  be  followed  to  this  extent, 
that  the  court  should  be  maintained  as  it  is,  I  doubt 
very  much.  In  fact,  from  the  very  words  of  the  right  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Government,  we  are  led  to  suppose  that 
this  burning  question  has  more  than  once  occupied  the  time 
of  the  Government  of  this  country.  I  believe  the  two  ten¬ 
dencies  that  have  shown  themselves  during  the  most  inter¬ 
esting  debate  that  has  taken  place  upon  this  Bill,  may  be 
summed  up  thus  :  That  there  are  two  currents  in  the  public 
opinion  or  in  our  legislation,  the  federative  current  and  tho 
legislative  current.  As  far  as  this  Bill  is  concerned,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  second  reading,  because,  in  my  mind,  it  is  a 
very  good  approach  to  what  I  consider  the  good  policy  of 
legislation  that  ought  to  take  place  in  connection  with  tho 
establishment  of  such  courts  as  the  Supreme  Court— -that  is 
to  say,  the  federative  principle. 

Mr.  BELLEAU.  I  concur  entirely  in  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  by  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  for 
tho  reason  that  tho  Bill  now  before  tho  House  is  quite  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  If  there  is  a 
principle  which  has  been  consecrated  by  the  British  North 
America  Act,  it  is  that  there  should  exist,  under  the  Con¬ 
federation,  two  different  systems  of  judicature,  and  it  has 
been  expressed  over  and  over  again  by  the  factors  of  the 
Confederation  that  that  was  the  intention  and  spirit  of  the 
Act.  and  it  has  been  consecrated  by  the  very  terms  of  the 
Act  itself.  If  you  look  at  tho  94th  clause  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  you  will  see  that  tho  Federal  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  been  given  the  power  of  assimilating  all  the  laws 
concerning  civil  rights  in  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Do¬ 
minion,  with  the  exception  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  ;  and 
the  exception  goes  so  far  as  that,  while  the  Act  says  that  the 
Federal  Parliament  may  pass  a  law  assimilating  the  civil 
laws  of  the  other  Provinces,  and  that  the  Provinces  will  have 
themselves  to  pass  a  law  to  give  effect  to  that  passed  by  the 
General  Parliament,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  the  Legisla¬ 
te  of  that  Province  would  have  no  right  to  take  for  itself 
the  effect  of  the  general  law  passed  by  the  Federal  Parlia¬ 
ment.  We  thus  have  consecrated  by  tho  constitution  two 
entirely  different  systems  of  judicature — one  for  the  whole 
of  the  Provinces,  except  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the 
other  for  tho  Province  of  Quebec.  Now,  I  contend,  that  if 
this  principle  is  consecrated  by  the  constitution,  you  go 
directly  against  that  principle,  you  go  directly  against  the 
terms  and  against  the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  when  you 
put  those  laws  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  which  are  out 
of  the  control  of  the  Federal  Parliament  under  the 
control  of  a  judicial  authority  which  has  its  source  in  the 
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Federal  Parliament.  We  have  heard  a  great  many  reasons 
given  by  members  from  the  lower  Provinces  and  the  other 
Provinces  outside  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  They  com¬ 
plain  that  they  have  not,  in  their  own  Provinces,  sufficient 
judicial  organisation.  They  say  they  afe  quite  ready  to 
accept  the  Supreme  Court  as  it  is  now,  as  a  court  of  provin¬ 
cial  jurisdiction  for  them.  Well,  that  may  suit  them  very 
well,  but  that  certainly  will  not  suit  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  ;  and,  if  these  Provinces  really  want  that  the  Supreme 
Court  shall  have  a  jurisdiction  under  their  own  laws,  they 
have  a  very  easy  way  to  obtain  it;  they  have  only  to  avail 
themselvos  of  the  94th  section  of  the  British  North  America 
Act,  and  I  am  sure  that,  if  it  was  enacted  by  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  that  the  Supreme  Court  would  have  jurisdiction  only 
on  subjects  which  belong  to  the  Federal  Parliament,  those 
Provinces  would  come  before  this  Parliament,  and  if  they 
really  want  that  court  to  exercise  jurisdiction,  would  ask 
this  Parliament  to  pass  a  general  Act  assimilating  the  laws 
of  their  respective  Provinces.  Then  we  would  have  the 
whole  spirit  of  the  Act  carried  out.  Those  Provinces  would 
have  their  laws  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Parliament, 
and  consequently  under  the  control  and  authority  of  the 
Supreme  Court.  Then  the  Supremo  Court  would  be,  what  I 
always  understood  it  ought  to  have  been,  a  federal  court, 
having  jurisdiction  only  on  subjects  which  are  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Parliament.  And  there  would 
certainly  be  a  great  advantage  in  this.  Under  our  complex 
system  there  are  numerous  conflicts  arising  out  of  the 
division  of  the  legislative  power.  Those  conflicts  will  arise 
for  a  great  many  years  more,  and,  if  the  Federal  court 
were  established,  which  would  have  jurisdiction  only  on  sub¬ 
jects  which  are  under  the  control  of  the  Federal  Parliament, 
the  question  of  jurisdiction  would  arise  on  every  question 
which  came  before  that  court ;  and  every  day  on  which 
such  a  question  would  come  before  that  court  you  would 
have  a  judgment  on  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  itself,  and 
consequently  on  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Parliament  which 
passed  the  law.  That  would  greatly  help  you  to  arrive  at 
a  principle  which  would  define  the  respective  jurisdictions 
of  the  Local  Legislatures  and  the  Federal  Parliament.  I 
hoard  it  said  by  one  of  the  hon.  members,  that  the  effect  of 
passing  this  Bill  would  be  to  destroy  altogether  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  think  that  hon.  gentleman 
went  too  far.  If  we  look  at  the  number  of  cases  which 
have  been  brought  before  the  Supreme  Court,  we  may  ex¬ 
pect  a  time  when  that  court  will  not  bo  adequate  to  the 
work  which  will  be  brought  before  it.  When  the  court  was 
first  created,  as  was  mentioned  by  the  chief  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  there  were  hardly  four  or  five  cases  each  terra.  If  you 
look  at  the  last  roll  of  the  Supreme  Court,  you  will  see 
that  there  were  not  less  than  forty  cases  to  be  heard.  If 
that  increase  is  proportionate  for  the  next  ten  or  twenty 
years,  there  will  be  a  time  when  that  court  will  not  be  able 
to  do  the  work  that  will  present  itself.  So,  from  this  point 
of  view,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  went  too  far.  I  will 
not  go  further  than  what  I  have  just  said.  I  am,  for  my 
part,  firmly  convinced  that  in  this  question  of  tho  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Supremo  Court,  is  involved  the  question  of 
the  autonomy  of  our  Province.  There  have  been,  in  this 
House  and  outside  of  it,  a  great  many  speeches  made  on  the 
subject  of  the  autonomy  of  our  Province.  One  of  the  most 
essential  elements  of  that  autonomy  is  our  law,  which 
is  different  from  the  laws  of  the  other  Provinces. 
It  comes  from  the  same  source ;  it  emanates  from  the  cus¬ 
toms  of  our  people,  which  aro  different  from  those  of  the 
people  of  the  other  Provinces,  and  those  customs  form  one 
of  the  most  important  elements  of  the  autonomy  of  our 
Province;  and  I  am  surprised  to  hear  hon.  members  from 
tho  Province  of  Quebec  express  a  contrary  opinion.  Some 
hon.  gentlemen  who  have  expressed  their  opinion  against 
the  Bill  pretend  that  the  court  has  generally  given  satisfac¬ 
tion.  Well,  Sir.  the  court  may  have  given  satisfaction  as  it 
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is  now  composed,  but  the  principle  of  tho  court  is  against 
the  spirit  of  our  constitution  and  contrary  to  tho  guarantee 
given  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  that  our  code  of  laws 
would  be  kept  separate  from  the  laws  of  the  other  Provinces ; 
and  I  contend  that  unless  the  Supreme  Court  is  prevented 
from  over-riding  our  laws,  they  will  soon  be  so  far  discredited 
as  to  become  useless.  For  these  reasons,  I  shall  vote  in 
favor  of  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  COURSOL.  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  before 
tho  vote  is  taken  on  this  Bill.  There  is  no  doubt,  what¬ 
ever,  in  my  mind,  that  there  is  a  growing  feeling  and  desire, 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  that  the  present  constitution  of 
the  court  should  be  changed,  and  its  appellate  jurisdiction 
altered  to  a  certain  extent.  But,  Sir,  in  seeking  that  result, 
and  in  defending  the  interests  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  as 
they  have  been  so  forcibly  and  so  eloquently  defended  to¬ 
night,  we,  the  representatives  of  that  Province,  must  be 
careful  not  to  impose  upon  the  other  Provinces  our  views 
any  more  than  we  would  allow  representatives  from  the 
other  Provinces  to  impose  their  opinions  upon  us.  I  have 
not  heard  a  word  to-night  from  any  member  of  another 
Province  in  favor  of  altering  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
the  Supreme  Court  as  regards  his  own  Province ;  and  yet 
we  have  now  a  Bill  before  us,  which  proposes  to  change 
that  jurisdiction  for  the  whole  Dominion.  I  believe  that 
feature  of  the  court  is  obnoxious  to  the  Province  of  Quebec ; 
but  if  it  is  to  be  altered  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  that  Province,  it  seems  to  me  it  must  necessarily 
affect  the  other  Provinces,  and  herein  I  perceive  a  very 
great  difficulty.  I  am  prepared  to  vote  for  the  Bill,  but  re¬ 
serving  to  myself  the  liberty  of  proposing,  in  committee, 
such  suggestions  as  may  meet  the  difficulty  I  have  mentioned. 
I  presume  the  hon.  mover  of  this  Bill  will  also  be  prepared 
to  make  some  further  suggestions  in  committee,  for  I  cannot 
believe  for  a  moment  that  he  would  propose  to  enforce  upon 
the  other  Provinces  a  court  so  organised  as  to  be  distasteful 
to  them.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  his  remarks 
to-night,  has  expressed  no  desire  for  a  change  on  behalf  of 
the  Province  from  which  lie  comes.  He  has,  in  his  usual 
eloquent  manner,  spoken  of  the  constitution  of  the  court 
and  of  its  defects,  which  he  believes  may  be  remedied,  but 
he  did  not  at  all  oppose  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  that 
court.  Therefore,  with  these  reservations  in  favor  of  so 
modifying  the  Bill  as  not  to  oppose  the  opinions  of  the 
people  of  tho  other  Provinces,  I  shall  vote  for  the  Bill,  with 
a  view  of  limiting  it  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  if  such  a 
limitation  is  possible. 


House  divided 

on  Mr.  Landry’s 

(Montmagny)  motion 

for : 

Second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  3)  to  limit 

the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 

the  Supreme  Court. 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Amyot, 

Dugas, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Dupont, 

Montplaisir, 

Bechard, 

Fortin, 

Ouimet, 

Belleau, 

Gagne, 

Pinsonneault, 

Benoit, 

Gaudet, 

Rinfret, 

Bergeron, 

Gigault, 

Riopel, 

Blondeau, 

Girouard, 

Royal, 

Bourassa, 

Grandbois, 

Taschereau, 

Couraol, 

Guilbault, 

Tasse, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),Kaulbach, 

Vauasse, 

Desaulniers  (St.  AT  rice),  Landry  (Mon  tmagny),  Wallace  (York)«=»34. 

Desjardins, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Allison, 

Geolfrion, 

McNeil. 

Armstrong, 

Gillmor, 

Mills, 

Auger, 

Gordon, 

Mitchell, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Guillet, 

Moffat, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gunn, 

Mulock, 

Barnard, 

Hackett, 

O’Brien, 

Beaty, 

Hall, 

Orton, 

Bell, 

Harley, 

Paint, 
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Benson, 

Blake, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Burns, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Carling, 

Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Oasgrain, 

Catudal, 

Chapleau, 

Charlton, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Coughlin, 

Curran, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Dundas, 

Edgar, 

Fairbank, 

Farrow, 


Hay, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Hilliard, 

Holton, 

Homer, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Ives, 

Jackson, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

King, 

Kinney, 

Kirk, 

Kranz, 

Landerkin, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Langelier, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingstone, 

Macdonald  (Kings), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Hacmaster, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex), 
McCarthy, 

McCraney, 

)McDougald  (Pictou), 


Paterson  (Brant), 

Platt, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Ray, 

Reid, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 
Robertson  (Shelburne), 
Scriver, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Somerville  (Brant) 
Somerville  (Bruce) 
Springer, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taylor, 

Townshend, 

Trow 

Tyrwhitt, 

Vail, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Watson, 

Wells, 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Wigle, 

Williams, 

Wilson, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth, 

Yeo. — 125. 


Ferguson  (Leeds  &GrenMcDougall  (0.  Breton), 

Fleming,  McGreevy, 

Forbes,  Mclsaac, 

Foster,  McMullen, 

Motion  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:35  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  20th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  48)  respecting  the  Annuity  and  Guarantee  Fund 
Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  to  incorporate  the  Pension  Fund  Society  of 
the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

Bill  (No.  50)  to  incorporate  the  Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s 
Railway  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Temple.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  for  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Inter¬ 
national  Coal  Company,  Limited. — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Mario  Bridge 
Company. — (Mr.  Dawson.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  respecting  La  Banquo  du  Peuple. — Mr. 
Girouard.) 

Bill  (No.  54)  to  confirm  the  union  of  the  Canada  Congre¬ 
gational  Missionary  Society,  and  the  Congregational  Union 
of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick. — (Mr.  Abbott.) 

Bill  (No.  55)  to  authorise  the  Dominion  Grange  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Association,  to  insure  against  fire  the  pro¬ 
perty  of  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry  wheresoever  situated  in 
Canada. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

Bill  (No.  59)  to  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Waterloo  and 
Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT  OF  1883. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland),  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Foster,  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  58 )  to  amend 
the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883.  Ho  said :  The  Bill  repeals 
the  145th  section  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  last  Session. 
It  is  considered  necessary,  in  consequence  of  a  late  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  Brunswick,  which,  I  believe, 
Mr.  Coursol. 


is  to  the  effect  that  this  section  repeals  certain  portions  of 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  That  is  the  section  under  which  these 
numerous  prosecutions  in  New  Brunswick  became  abortive, 
I  believe  ? 

Mr.  WOOD.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  one  of  tbo  advantages  of  the 
Liquor  License  Act. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

CRIMINAL  LAW. 

Mr.  OUIMET  (Translation)  moved  for  leave  to  indroduce 
Bill  (No.  57)  to  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada. 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  (Translation),  The  amendments  which 
are  provided  for  in  this  Bill  are  not  very  important  in  them¬ 
selves,  but  they  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to  favor  the  carry¬ 
ing  out  of  the  criminal  law  as  it  exists  to-day.  These 
amendments  have  been  prepared  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
magistrate  of  the  City  of  Montreal,  and  of  the  judges  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  who  have  found  that  the  wording  of  the 
Act  constantly  offers  difficulties  in  the  interpretation,  and 
especially  in  the  application  of  criminal  law,  particularly  as 
regards  preliminary  investigations,  and  also  as  regards 
courts  of  Quarter  Sessions  having  summary  jurisdiction  for 
certain  offences.  This  Bill  also  provides  for  the  definition 
of  certain  offences  which  come  under  chapter  32  of  the  crim¬ 
inal  law  of  1889,  giving  to  judges  of  Quarter  Sessions  sum¬ 
mary  jurisdiction  for  certain  offences,  and  particularly 
offences  concerning  persons  keeping  houses  of  ill-fame,  gam¬ 
bling  houses  and  disorderly  houses.  Owing  to  the  obscurity 
of  the  law,  and  owing  chiefly  to  the  uncertainty  of  the  law, 
it  has  happened  very  often  that  convictions  or  commitmus 
have  been  set  aside  because  it  was  found  impossible  to  con¬ 
nect  the  law  contained  in  this  chapter  with  pre-existing 
laws.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  do  away  with  these  incom 
veniences,  and  I  shall  give  further  particulars  at  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

DISORDERLY  HOUSES. 

Mr.  OUIMET  (Translation)  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  56)  respecting  disorderly  houses. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  (Translation),  The  object  of  this  Bill  is 
simply  to  define  what  must  be  the  meaning  in  criminal 
law  of  the  words,  “  disorderly  house,  ”  and  to  provide  for 
the  punishment  of  persons  keeping  or  frequenting  such 
houses.  The  Maison  Bleue  is  not  included  in  that  category. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  the  interpretation  wide  enough  to  em¬ 
brace  this  august  assembly  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

PRIVILEGE— NEWSPAPER  ATTACK. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  Before  proceeding  with  the  Government 
notices  of  motion,  I  bog  to  raise  a  question  of  privilege. 
Tbe  Ottawa  daily  Free  Press  of  Monday,  February  16th, 
has  tbe  following  paragraph: — 

“  On  Friday  last  a  Message  came  down,  signed  by  His  Excellency’s 
own  hand;  and  it  is  the  custom  to  receive  this  Message  by  all  members 
standing  and  with  heads  uncovered.  It  is  read  in  French  and  English  ; 
but  two  French  members — Girouard  (Jacques  Cartier)  and  Royal,  drew 
the  distinction  very  fine  when  they  remained  conspicuously  seated  as 
the  English  version  was  read  and  rose  as  the  French  repetition  was 
begun.” 
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Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that  this  statement 
is  utterly  untrue. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jacques  Cartier).  This  paragraph 
only  camo  under  my  notice  last  evening,  and  I  would  also 
say  that  it  is  entirely  false  from  beginning  to  end.  In  the 
past,  as  in  the  future,  I  shall  stand  when  a  Message  is 
received  from  His  Excellency,  not  only  when  it  is  read  in 
my  own  language  but  when  it  is  read  in  English.  I  have 
always  done  so  in  the  past  and  shall  always  do  so  in  the 
.  future. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  no  doubt  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  are  correct,  but  perhaps  it  is  not  improper  to 
observe  that  I  believe  it  would  have  been  quite  in  accord 
with  English  rules  if  they  had  remained  seated  during  the 
reading  of  the  Message.  I  believe  the  rule  in  England  is 
that  the  House  uncovers  when  a  Message  comes  from  the 
Sovereign  signed  by  herself,  but  that  the  House  does  not 
even  uncover  under  every  circumstance  when  papers  are 
laid  on  the  Table ;  and  I  believe  the  English  House  of 
Commons  does  not  rise  upon  the  receipt  of  Messages,  even 
signed  by  the  hand  of  the  Sovereign. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  so,  and  I  pre¬ 
sume  the  reason  why,  from  the  earliest  times  in  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Parliament,  members  rose  was  this :  In  England  the 
common  habit  is  for  members  to  wear  their  hats.  In  the 
Canadian  Parliament  that  is  not  so  common,  and  in  the  old 
Province  of  Lower  Canada,  Fi’ench  politeness  did  not  allow 
members  to  wear  their  hats  at  all.  Therefore,  as  a  mark  of 
respect,  and  to  draw  a  distinction  between  ordinary  business 
and  a  Message  from  the  Governor  General,  they  paid  that 
respect  by  rising  which  members  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons  pay  to  a  Message  from  the  Sovereign  by  taking 
off  their  hats. 

CENSUS  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  21)  to 
provide  for  the  taking  of  the  census  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories  and  the  District  of 
Keewatin. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  MILLS,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
in  charge  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  limitation  of  the 
authority  given.  The  Minister  might,  under  this  clause, 
undertake  to  take  the  census  of  the  wandei’ing  Indian  tribes 
over  the  entii’e  District  of  Keewatin,  and  precisely  the  same 
thing  might  be  said  with  regard  to  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories.  The  power  to  take  a  census  every  five  years  ought 
to  be  confined  to  districts  set  out  for  settlement.  The  census 
must  be  taken  with  some  object  in  view.  The  Indian  popu¬ 
lation  is  not  a  very  variable  population,  and  there  is  no 
object  to  bo  served  politically  or  economically  by  taking  a 
census  of  that  population.  But  there  is  an  important  object 
to  be  served  in  taking  a  census  of  the  civilized  people  who 
go  into  districts  set  out  for  settlement.  Looking  at  the 
position  of  Keewatin  since  the  boundaries  of  Ontario  have 
been  defined — and  we  know  what  are  the  limits  of  that 
Province  and  of  the  North-West  Territory — we  know  that 
in  no  part  of  that  Territory  has  there  been,  or  is  there  likely 
to  be,  any  population  going  in  for  settlement  for  many  years 
to  come.  The  hon.  Minister  knows  that  the  Government 
have  not  set  out  a  Bingle  township,  that  there  are  no  lands 
surveyed,  that  there  is  no  provision  made  for  settlement, 
and  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  we  are  to  pursue  a  rational 
courso  in  taking  the  census  we  must  confine  our  enquiries 
and  our  labors  to  districts  that  have  been  set  out  for  settle¬ 
ment  and  where  settlers  have  gone.  It  will  be  necessary 
to  make  an  alteration  in  this  clause,  and  confer  upon  the 
Government  by  its  provisions  the  power  to  take  a  census 


in  those  districts  where  it  is  important  a  census  should  be 
taken  and  not  embrace  an  extent  of  country  covering 
3,000,000  square  miles. 

Mr.  POPE,  If  there  is  no  population,  we  will  not,  of 
course,  take  a  census.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  is  any 
population  there  or  not.  If  there  is  not  there  will  be  no 
expenditure. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  difficulty  about  the  case  is  this  :  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  now  as  much  means  of  knowing  whether 
there  is  any  population  there  as  he  will  possess  in  the 
future. 

Mr,  POPE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes;  unless  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  to 
work  to  ascertain  by  sending  people  over  the  Territory  to 
see  if  there  is  any  population  there.  The  Department 
ought  to  know  whether  such  is  the  case  or  not.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  could,  no  doubt,  give  all  the  necessary 
information.  What  is  the  hon.  gentleman  going  to  do  in 
order  to  find  out  whether  he  will  take  a  census  or  not  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  going  to  make  enquiry. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  enquiry  should  have  been  made  before 
legislation  was  asked,  and  wo  should  be  told, in  a  general  way, 
in  what  places  there  is  going  to  be  a  census  taken.  Is  the 
hon.  gentleman  going  to  take  a  census  of  the  Indian  tribes  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes ;  where  the  Indians  are  mixed  up  with 
the  other  population. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  those  the  half-breeds  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  half-breeds  will  be  taken,  and  Indians 
in  that  part  of  the  country  where  they  are  settled  and  be¬ 
coming  civilised. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  intend  to  go  out¬ 
side  of  organised  districts,  outside  of  lands  surveyed  and  set 
out  for  settlement  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Into  the  Peace  River  District  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  If  there  are  any  settlers  there,  I  do. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  Territory  is  the  hon.  gentleman  going 
to  embrace  ?  I  can  understand  how  a  census  might  be  taken 
with  a  view  to  giving  representation  in  this  House,  or  to 
ascertain  what  amount  of  money  the  Government  might  bo 
called  upon  to  expend  in  that  country.  There  must 
be  some  definite  object  in  view — some  purpose  to  be 
served  in  taking  the  census,  but  what  possible  object 
can  there  be  in  taking  the  census  every  five  years  in  the 
Peace  River  District  for  instance,  or  on  the  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  or  on  the  Nelson  River,  or  in  those  districts  not  set 
out  for  settlement,  where  the  country  is  not  surveyed  and 
settlers  are  not  authorised  to  go. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
objects  to  any  census  being  taken  in  those  parts  of  the 
North-West  or  Manitoba  or  Keewatin  where  the  country  is 
unsurveyed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  so.  As  to  the 
question  of  having  a  census  in  those  parts  of  the  country 
which  are  not  surveyed— 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  unorganised  districts. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  used 
the  word  unsurveyed  certainly.  But  there  are  considerable 
groups  of  whites,  half-breeds  and  settled  Indians  in  parts  of 
the  country  through  which  the  surveyors’  instruments  have 
never  gone.  Then  with  respect  to  the  Indian  population, I 
take  it  that  the  census  must  include  those  Indians  or  half- 
breeds  who  are  settled  on  their  lands.  There  would,  of 
course,  be  no  necessity  for  a  census  of  the  nomadic  Indians 
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under  the  treaties,  because  there  is  really  a  practical  census 
of  those  Indians,  The  various  bands  of  those  Indians  per¬ 
haps  will  bo  ascertained,  the  Census  Commissioner  will 
report  those  to  the  census  organisation  or  whomsoever  has  to 
look  after  that  part  of  the  work.  He  will  report  in  the  first 
place  the  census  of  the  surveyed  parts  of  the  country,  then 
the  census  of  all  the  unsurvyyed  districts  where  there  are 
whites,  or  half-breeds  or  other  settlers.  He  will  get  from 
the  Indian  Department  the  number  of  Indians  in  each  band. 
But,  I  suppose,  we  cannot  get,  and  there  will  be  no  necessity 
of  getting,  the  nomadic  Indians  that  are  not  included  in  the 
treaties.  There  may  be,  and  I  dare  say  there  are,  a  consi¬ 
derable  number  of  individuals  in  small  groups  scattered 
through  the  District  of  Keewatin,  but  the  power  is  merely 
taken  by  the  Bill ;  there  will  be  no  expense  gone  to  if  we 
find  on  enquiry  at  the  different  sources  of  information  in  the 
North-West  that  there  is  no  considerable  number  to  be 
taken.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  position  of 
a  country  like  that  alters  in  a  summer.  Take  the  Peace 
Diver  District,  for  instance,  this  summer.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  heard,  no  doubt,  that  in  that  region  it  is  believed — 
it  is  almost  known,  I  may  say— that  there  are  immense 
tracts  of  petroleum  lands.  Well,  we  hear  of  a  petroleum 
boom  going  into  that  country  ;  it  may  take  place  this  sum¬ 
mer,  for  we  know  that  American  capitalists  have  been  look¬ 
ing  at  that  country  with  a  desire  to  get  possession  of  it  and 
the  real  or  supposed  wealth  which  is  hidden  in  those 
petroleum  lands.  Well,  there  may  be  a  rush  this  summer, 
and  it  is  well  that  we  should  know  it.  The  Bill  is  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  in  the  first  place  as  accurate  a  statement 
of  the  population  as  possible  for  the  political  purpose  of 
ascertaining  and  dealing  with  the  question  of  representation, 
and  in  the  second  place  for  the  material  object  of  acertain- 
ing  the  growth  of  the  country  and  the  various  portions  of 
the  country  into  which  immigration  next  summer,  for 
instance,  is  directed,  and  therefore  it  will  do  no  harm  to 
include  Keewatin. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  that  there  are 
a  few  Indians  scattered  about  Keewatin— 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  and  whites,  too. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  if  there  are  a  few  hundreds  of  them 
scattered  in  bands  over  a  large  portion  of  the  North-West  I 
think  great  care  will  have  to  be  exercised  in  the  question 
of  expense.  If  you  go  to  sending  a  man  exploring  over  a 
territory  of  vast  area  and  difficult  of  passage,  searching  out 
a  few  hunters  or  trappers  or  Indians,  it  will  probably  cost 
more  than  it  comes  to,  and  the  end  will  be  of  no  conse¬ 
quence,  because  you  will  not  get  more  than  three  or  four 
thousand  all  over  the  North-West.  I  would  not  be  disposed 
to  ignore  the  existence  of  infant  white  settlements  even  at 
remote  places  ;  and  when  I  say  settlements  I  do  not  mean 
isolated  individuals  or  pioneers  of  settlement  such  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  suggests.  But  supposing  they  have  any¬ 
thing  like  the  elements  of  permanence  it  is  a  matter  of 
interest  to  know  that  there  are  even  the  rudiments  of  set¬ 
tlement  iu  that  portion  of  the  territory.  I  am  therefore 
quite  ready  to  agree  that  a  reasonable  expense  might  be 
incurred  in  that  direction,  but  I  think  the  rule  will  have  to 
be  very  stringently  laid  down  with  reference  to  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  country  which  is  not  settled  at  present,  and  which 
is  not  likely  to  be  settled  soon.  With  reference  to  the 
Indian  bands  there  are  ample  means  of  ascertaining  all  we 
want  to  know  as  to  the  numbers  in  these  bands.  There  is 
of  course  a  political  question  of  some  importance,  although 
I  would  have  supposed  that  might  have  been  reached  by 
the  same  sources  of  information  from  which  we  get  other 
particulars,  namely,  as  to  the  progress  the  bands 
are  making,  the  progress  the  Indian  is  making  in  the 
matter  of  settlement,  how  far  he  is  becoming  a 
freeholder,  how  far  he  is  becoming  a  settler  and  the  head  of 
a  family  in  that  sense.  That,  however,  I  should  have  sup- 
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posed  we  could  as  well  obtain  from  other  sources ;  and  one 
is  a  little  alarmed  when  one  hears  that  this  enormous  area 
of  territory  is  to  be,  or  may  be,  traversed  by  explorers  for 
settlements,  unless  some  general  principle  of  action  is  laid 
down,  and  it  is  shown  that  the  object  of  the  Government  is 
to  get  hold  of  the  real  centres  of  population,  present  or 
proximate.  Speaking  now  as  to  the  second  section,  I  notice 
that  it  embraces  the  years  of  1885  and  1886.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  oxplain  why  he  takes  the  whole  of  next 
year  as  well  as  the  remaining  portion  of  this  year  to  take 
the  census.  I  can  understand  that  a  portion  of  the  census 
in  some  of  the  outlying  parts  may  not  perchance  be  com¬ 
pleted  during  tho  year.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  certain, 
but  it  is  possiblo  that  that  is  so.  But  I  think  it  would  bo 
very  unfortunate  and  would  deprive  the  census  of  much  of 
its  value  if  the  organisation  were  not  such  that  tho  census 
was  taken  practically  contemporaneously  over  the  country — 
that  is,  about  the  samo  time — I  do  not  mean  the  same  day— * 
that  is  not  the  system  ;  but  that  we  should  get  an  account 
of  what  the  population  was  in  those  places  where  there  is  a 
considerable  amount  of  population  at  tho  same  time  over 
the  whole  North-West.  As  the  First  Minister  stated  a 
moment  ago  times  change  in  a  year.  One  place  is  settled 
one  year,  and  another  another  year,  and  if  you  take  a  large 
portion  of  the  settlement  iu  1885  and  another  large  portion 
in  1886  you  really  have  not  a  statement  of  the  condition  of 
the  country  at  any  one  time. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  There  are  a  few  families  in  those 
districts  beyond  doubt.  Tho  Hudson  Bay  Company  have 
perhaps  twelve  posts  in  Keewatin,  at  which  there  is  one  if 
not  more  families.  These  should  bo  counted  as  a  matter  of 
course,  and  I  would  suggest  to  the  Government  that  they 
can  easily  ascertain  by  communication  with  tho  Hudson 
Bay  Company’s  agents  the  population  of  those  places,  for 
they  will  know  every  individual  in  them* 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  correct.  In  taking  the  census  of  such  out-of-the-way 
places  as  the  Hudson  Bay  posts  all  tho  officer  will  have  to 
do  will  be  to  get  from  the  proper  Hudson  Bay  authorities 
the  number  of  families  and  individuals  at  a  given  place,  and 
those  will  be  returned  in  the  census  as  returns  from  Kee¬ 
watin,  and  hence  the  necessity  of  including  Keewatin.  In 
tho  same  way,  there  are  a  very  considerable  number  of 
whites  scattered  along  the  shores  of  Hudson  Bay.  There 
is  no  necessity  of  sending  a  commissioner  there.  We  can 
get  a  missionary  to  make  a  return  of  the  population  within 
his  mission,  by  a  postal  messenger,  for  instance.  That  need 
not  involve  any  expense,  and  we  shall  have  the  information 
for  the  census.  Although  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not 
confidence  in  the  Government,  I  can  assure  them  that  if 
they  knew  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  as  well  as  I  do,  they 
would  know  that  he  is  the  most  economical  of  mortals. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  important  to 
have  a  census  of  the  Hudson  Bay  District  and  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Keewatin.  I  can  understand  that  it  would  be 
important,  in  taking  the  census  every  ten  years,  to  have  the 
numbers  of  the  various  parts  of  the  population  ;  but  I  have 
not  heard  tho  Minister  give  any  reason  why  it  is  necessary 
to  name  ono  of  the  most  rocky  and  sterile  districts  in  the 
whole  Dominion,  such  as  what  remains  of  the  District  of 
Keewatin,  in  a  Bill  having  the  object  of  taking  a  census 
every  five  years.  In  the  case  of  Manitoba,  as  well  as  of  the 
Districts  of  Assiniboia,  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan,  which  the 
hon;  gentleman  has  marked  out,  I  can  understand  that  there 
is  a  necessity.  Those  districts  have  definite  limits,  and  it  is 
those  districts  in  which  population  is  going,  and  which 
desire  representation  in  this  House.  Tho  people  going  into 
those  districts  are  entitled  to  havo  the  census  taken  every 
five  years.  When  the  Government  proposes  a  Bill  of  this 
sort,  it  is  important  for  us  to  know  within  what  limits  they 
are  going  to  operate ;  but  whatpossible  object  is  there  in  going 
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beyond  those  districts.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  had  a  Bill 
carried  into  law  forbidding  people  emigrating  or  settling  in 
the  District  of  Keewalin  or  the  outlying  districts  ;  and  yet 
he  proposes  to  encourage  settlement  in  these  outlying  dis¬ 
tricts  ;  and  for  what  purpose  ?  What  is  the  object  ?  If  it  is 
the  object  of  the  Government  to  find  places  for  a  few  scores 
of  individuals,  we  certainly  have  no  difficulty  in  understand¬ 
ing  that ;  but  if  the  Government  propose  a  practical  mea¬ 
sure,  with  the  purpose  of  giving  information  which  is  useful 
to  the  House,  and  of  enabling  the  House  better  to  discharge 
its  duties  to  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories,  thoy 
should  confine  their  measure  to  those  districts  into  which 
settlers  may  go.  As  to  the  Indian  population,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  knows  what  it  is  every  year,  and  he  does  not  require 
a  census.  It  is  with  regard  to  the  population  going  into  the 
country,  and  seeking  representation,  and  from  our  point  of 
view  entitled  to  representation  in  this  House,  that  the 
census  taken  every  ten  years  is  not  found  to  be  sufficient. 
But  there  is  no  reason  whatever  for  taking  the  census  in 
the  District  of  Keewatin  or  in  those  districts  that  lie  far 
beyond  the  limits  within  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
provided  that  settlers  may  go. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  regard  to  the 
remark  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  on  the 
second  clause,  which  provides  for  the  census  being  taken  in 
1885  and  1886, 1  would  point  out  that  that  is  intended  to 
refer  only  to  the  fall  of  this  year  and  to  the  spring  of  1886. 
The  census  cannot  be  taken  in  the  winter,  and  1886  is 
inserted  so  as  to  provide  for  taking  the  census  in  the  spring 
of  1886  in  those  regions  in  which  it  cannot  be  taken  next 
fall.  But  I  hope  that  most  if  not  all  of  the  work  can  be 
done  in  1885. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  Then  it  is  not  intended  to  go  later  than  the 
spring  of  1886  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  period  of  the  spring— I  presume  as 
soon  as  the  roads  are  open  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  presume  so. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Because  it  would  add  to  the  reliability  of 
the  whole  document  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  name  the 
latest  time  within  which  the  spring  work  should  be  done, 
so  that  it  would  be  understood  that  it  was  to  be  done  in  the 
spring  of  1886,  and  not  in  the  fall  and  winter  of  1886. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  What  was  the  cost  of 
taking  the  census  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  in  1881  ? 
If  the  Minister  has  not  got  it,  he  might  just  bring  that  in¬ 
formation. 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  that  the  census  will  be  taken  before  next  year’s 
crop ;  we  might  insert,  before  the  1st  of  August. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  not  see  that  he 
is  likely  to  have  the  incoming  settlers  of  the  year  1886 
included  as  to  part  of  the  country,  while  as  to  the  other 
part  he  takes  the  census  in  1885  ?  There  is  no  value  in 
that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Say  the  1st  of  July.  Yery 
few  settlers  will  come  in  before  that  date. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  that.  Is  it  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  intention  to  take  all  the  main  parts  in  1885  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  intend  to  take  all  the  main  parts  in  1885. 
We  had  better  say  the  1st  of  August. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Why  not  name  the  Districts  of  Assiniboia, 
Alberta,  and  Saskatchewan. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  use  of  doing 
that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  is  the  objection  ? 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  will  increase  the 
expense  of  printing  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  protest  against  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement  as  to  his  colleague  being  the  most  economi¬ 
cal  of  mortals.  He  has  just  proved  himself  to  bo  that. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  reference  to  this  clause  I  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  decision  of  the  Government  is,  not¬ 
withstanding  whatever  additions  they  may  think  it  fit  to 
make  to  the  tables,  to  preserve  the  tables  of  information 
which  are  contained  in  the  main  census,  so  that  we  may 
have  an  accurate  ground  of  comparison  with  what  has  been 
taken  in  the  census  of  1881,  I  quite  admit  there  may  be 
a  reason  for  giving  additional  columns,  I  do  not  object  to 
additional  information,  but  I  think  whatever  information  is 
obtained  which  is  of  the  same  class  as  that  obtained  in  the 
main  census  ought  to  be  obtained  in  the  same  form  for  the 
purpose  of  comparison. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  intended  to  adhere  as  far  as  possible 
to  the  same  headings  as  aro  contained  in  the  old  census 
returns  and  to  insert  additional  columns  for  any  additional 
information. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
First  Minister  to  the  fact  that  the  eastern  boundary  of  the 
District  of  Keewatin  does  not  extend  further  eastward  than 
the  meridian  of  Huntei-’s  Island,  that  this  district  will  em¬ 
brace  a  vei’y  small  portion  of  the  coast  of  Hudson  Bay, 
as  east  of  this  boundary  lie  nearly  all  the  Hudson  Bay 
posts  on  the  shore  of  the  bay.  These  missionary  stations 
and  posts  to  which  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  referred,  and  which  lie  between  the  eastern 
boundary  of  the  District  of  Keewatin  and  the  shores  of 
Hudson  Bay,  will  not  be  embraced  in  this  census  at  all. 

Mr.  POPE.  They  will  be  taken  so  far  as  they  are  in 
Keewatin. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  thoy  are  not  in  Keewatin,  and  the  hon. 
Minister  himself  said  it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  they 
should  be  included. 

On  section  4, 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  want  to  propose  an 
addition  to  this  section.  It  will  be  in  the  sense  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  or  instruction  to  the  committee  of  which  I  gave 
notice.  I  propose : 

To  add  after  the  words,  “the  houses  and  other  buildings  therein  and 
their  classifications,  as  well  as  dwellings  inhabited,  uninhabited,  under 
construction,  and  otherwise,”  the  words,  “  also  the  materials  ot  which 
said  dwellings  are  composed  and  the  number  of  separate  apartments  in 
each  dwelling.” 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  the  desirability 
of  having  information  as  to  the  nature  of  the  buildings, 
whether  made  of  logs,  wood,  brick  or  stono,  a3  the  case 
may  be,  and  also  as  to  whether  they  contain  each  one, 
two  or  moi’e  rooms.  If  the  hon.  Minister  does  not  object  I 
will  propose  that  emendation. 

Mr.  POPE.  Of  what  advantage  will  it  be  ? 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Of  very  material  ad¬ 
vantage  in  eveiy  sense.  In  all  the  census  returns  taken  in 
Europe  by  nations  of  any  pretension,  the  description  of  the 
materials  of  which  buildings  are  composed  and  also  the 
number  of  rooms  in  each  are  obtained.  It  is  information  of 
the  greatest  possible  importance,  as  it  shows  vei*y  clearly 
the  progress  made  by  a  countiy  from  time  to  time.  A  gi-eat 
defect  in  the  census  of  1881  is  that  it  does  not  give  that 
information.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  hon.  the  First 
Minister  to  it  several  times,  and  it  is  very  much  to  be 
regretted  that  it  was  not  put  in  our  former  census  returns. 
If  he  will  look  at  the  census  papers  of  Great  Britain  and 
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Ireland,  he  will  find  this  information  is  always  included  in 
them.  My  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr.  Blake)  suggests  an¬ 
other  thing  which  will  be  also  desirable,  though  perhaps 
not  so  desirable  in  the  District  of  Keewatin  as  in  other 
places,  that  is  the  number  of  families  resident  under  one 
roof. 

Mr.  POPE.  All  I  can  say  is  that  the  hon.  member  has 
evidently  not  read  the  census  of  Great  Britain,  for  in  that 
census  he  will  find  nothing  said  about  houses  at  all.  He  has 
got  hold  of  something  else  altogether.  The  English  census 
contains  exactly  eight  columns  while  ours  contains  172.  I 
will  read  to  the  hon.  gentleman  the  headings  of  the  English 
census :  Name,  surname,  family,  creed,  sex,  age,  rank,  pro¬ 
fession  or  occupation,  where  born,  condition  as  to  marriage, 
deaf,  dumb  or  blind,  etc.  Now  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
where  his  mistake  is.  The  English  census  is  not  intended  to 
include  anything  but  the  population,  but  there  are  statistics 
taken— there  are  2,700  people  continually  engaged  in  taking 
statistics  in  Great  Britain — of  this  other  information 
as  to  the  kind  of  buildings,  etc.  It  was  thought,  I  believe,  of 
great  importance  in  Ireland  that  they  should  ascertain  the 
kind  of  buildings  the  people  lived  in.  I  think  that  is  objec¬ 
tionable  in  this  country ;  I  can  see  no  possible  good  to  come 
of  it.  I  am  ready  to  take  anything  of  any  use,  but  can  see 
no  possible  necessity  for  taking  the  number  of  houses,  the 
kind  of  buildings,  etc.,  the  people  are  living  in.  Taking  the 
census  of  Great  Britain  is  a  small  matter  compared  with  the 
taking  of  the  census  in  Canada. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  not  a  matter  of 
small  importance,  it  is  on  the  contrary  of  great  importance 
that  the  country  should  know  the  kind  of  build¬ 
ings  in  which  the  people  reside,  the  number  of 
apartments,  and  the  number  of  people  that  live  under  one 
roof.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  or  not  be  correct  as  to  the 
statement  he  makes  that  in  England  it  is  not  comprised  in 
what  is  called  the  taking  of  the  census,  but  the  information 
is  obtained  in  England  and  it  is  at  the  service  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  genileman  does  not  obtain  that  information  here, 
and  I  repeat  it  is  of  very  considerable  importance  every¬ 
where  and  of  doubly  great  importance  in  the  case  of  new 
countries  that  such  information  should  be  had.  There  is  no 
one  thing  that  shows  more  clearly  the  progress  of  a  country 
than  the  improvement  in  the  quality  and  construction  of  its 
buildings  as  shown  from  time  to  time.  Of  course,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  chooses  to  object,  I  will  not  press  the  matter  just 
now,  but  will  6imply  renew  the  amendment  and  divide  the 
House  upon  it  when  the  matter  comes  up  for  concurrence. 

On  seotion  7. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  cannot  pass  under  its  present  form. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  money  clauses  are  in  a  subsequent 
portion  of  the  measure.  Of  course  he  is  in  a  position  to 
move  those  clauses,  but  the  latter  portion  of  this  clause 
“  such  emoluments  as  are  laid  down  in  the  census  by  the 
Governor  in  Council  ”  must  go  out,  because  there  is  no 
money  clause  for  it.  There  is  no  objection  to  the  provision 
of  the  appointment  of  officers. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  see  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  see  it.  This 
section  provides  that  the  Governor  in  Council  shall  provide 
census  officers,  commissioners,  etc.,  and  the  last  clause  pro¬ 
vides  with  “  such  relative  powers  duties  and  such  emoluments 
as  are  laid  down  in  the  census  by  the  Governor  in  Council.” 
That  would  be  an  authority  by  tho  Parliament  for  them  to 
receive  such  emoluments  as  the  Governor  in  Council  shall 
lay  down,  and  it  is  not  in  order  that  such  a  proposal  as  that 
should  come  here  otherwise  than  from  an  initiatory  com¬ 
mittee.  There  has  been  a  committee  which  has  prescribed 
certain  money  clauses — the  23rd,  24th  and  25th  clauses. 
We  shall  reach  them  presently,  and  then  they  can  be  intro¬ 
duced.  They  provide  for  money  to  be  paid  to  certain  per- 
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sons,  “  the  several  census  commissioner’s  and  enumerators 
employed  in  carrying  this  Act  into  effect,”  but  they  make 
no  provision  for  any  other  person.  This  clause  refers  to  the 
emoluments  of  “  census  officers,  census  commissioners,  and 
other  employes  who  are  necessary  for  the  taking  of  the 
census.”  It  is  a  wider  clause  than  the  23rd,  authorising  the 
appointment  of  other  persons  for  whom  the  money  clauses 
do  not  provide  at  all,  and  therefore  it  would  not  be  covered 
by  the  committee  resolution. 

Mr.  POPE.  But  the  intention  is  that  I  shall  not  take 
that  power,  but  that  it  shall  be  exercised  by  the  Governor 
in  Council. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  some  additional 
power. 

Mr,  POPE.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  strike  that  out. 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  I  shall  recommend  that  certain  remun¬ 
eration  be  given,  and  it  will  be  authorised  by  the  Governor 
in  Council,  but  I  shall  not  have  the  power  departmentally, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  24th  clause  does  that  sufficiently 
as  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  power  by  resolution. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MADDONALD.  The  Governor  in  Council 
shall  appoint  commissioners  and  enumerators. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Thero  is  no  authority  for  what  follows. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  strike  out 
“  and  other  employes-” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Very  well.  Then  the  First  Minister  will 
see  that  it  will  be  wholly  unnecessary,  because  the  24th 
clause  deals  with  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  “The  Governor  in  Coun» 
cil  shall  appoint  census  officers  and  census  commissioners.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  you  have  no  authority  for  census  offi¬ 
cers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  “Shall  appoint  census 
officers  and  census  commissioners  with  such  relative  powers 
and  duties  as  are  laid  down  for  the  census  "by  the  Governor 
in  Council.”  Strike  out  the  words  “  and  such  emoluments.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  no  objection  to  that  at  all.  I 
suppose  it  is  intended  that  these  shall  be  the  same  class 
of  officers,  except  under  some  special  circumstances,  as 
those  employed  in  taking  the  general  census  ?  The  same 
system  is  intended  to  be  adopted  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  same  system. 

On  section  16, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  these  the  same  penalties  as  in  tho 
general  Act? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes,  the  same. 

On  section  17, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  same  penalties  again  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

On  section  23, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Now  we  got  to  tho  committee  clauses,  and 
I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  propose  some  maximum  for 
the  settled  parts.  I  do  not  refer  to  the  outlying  districts. 

Mr.  POPE.  Suppose  it  should  turn  out,  as  it  did  in 
British  Columbia,  that  I  cannot  get  persons  to  do  the 
work  ?  My  maximum  is  $3  and  $  4  a  day,  but  suppose  I 
cannot  get  anyone  to  do  it,  I  could  not  do  anything  more 
until  I  came  back  to  this  House.  I  will  put  in  the  maxi¬ 
mum  if  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  so,  or  if  the  House 
thinks  so. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  What  was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  experience 
in  reference  to  Manitoba  and  the  North-West?  I  do  not 
l'efer  to  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  in  the  settled  parts  it  was  about  the 
same  as  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  but  in  the  outlying  dis¬ 
tracts  in  the  North-West,  the  census  had  to  be  taken  in  a 
different  way,  and  in  British  Columbia  I  could  not  get  any 
one  to  move  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Where  are  the  members  from  British 
Columbia  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Here  is  one  of  them,  and  he  knows  that  is 

BO. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Did  you  not  try  to  employ  a  Chinaman  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  was  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not 
he  pleased  with  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  in  the 
settled  parts  he  found  no  difficulty — and  the  bulk  of  the 
enumeration,  we  know,  will  be  in  the  settled  parts — the 
statement  of  the  maximum  will  be  no  inconvenience,  and 
will  be  carrying  out  a  wholesome  principle. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  willing  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
fix  the  maximum  in  the  settled  parts,  if  he  will  bind  him¬ 
self  to  indemnify  me  next  Session  if  1  have  to  pay  more. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  no;  I  do  not  think  I  would  indemnify 
the  hon.  gentleman.  I  might  put  him  in  a  position  in  which 
he  might  call  for  an  indemnity,  but  I  do  not  think  I  would 
indemnify  him.  He  has  already  stated  some  years  ago,  as 
long  ago  as  1883,  when  he  was  in  Manitoba,  that  in  the 
settled  parts  of  Manitoba,  at  any  rate,  he  was  able  to  get 
this  work  done  for  the  maximum  remuneration.  But  it  is 
easier  to  do  it  now  than  it  was  then  ;  there  are  more  people 
in  the  country  and  more  competition  for  the  situation  ;  rail¬ 
way  facilities  are  easier,  and  upon  the  whole,  the  difficulties 
that  might  be  supposed  to  exist  then  will  not  exist  now. 
But  even  those  words,  “  settled  parts,”  leave  a  great  deal  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  discretion.  It  seems  to  be  very  im¬ 
portant  to  adopt  the  principle,  as  far  as  we  can,  practically, 
of  not  leaving  the  Governor  in  Council  the  power  to  fix  any 
remuneration  they  please,  and  that  is  all  I  desire  to  do. 

Mr.  POPE,  There  is  something  more  in  that  clause.  The 
remuneration  is  for  every  day  a  man  likes  to  spend.  We 
fix  it  partly  by  the  travelling,  partly  by  the  time  it  has 
taken  and  partly  by  the  day,  in  order  to  get  a  good  day’s 
work  for  a  day’s  pay.  However,  I  do  not  object  to  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  in  the  settled  parts  of  Manitoba  the  maximum 
shall  be  $3  for  enumerators  and  $4  for  commissioners. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
putting  it  this  way :  That  in  the  settled  parts  of  Manitoba 
the  rate  shall  not  exceed  the  scale  adopted  for  the  general 
census  of  1881.  Then  as  to  the  census  commissioner, 
there  is  no  reason  why  he  should  have  more* 

Mr.  POPE.  He  is  an  educator  of  the  others,  and  you 
have  to  get  a  good  man, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  mean  more  than  the  rates  of  the  scale. 

Mx\  POPE.  No;  I  do  not  think  so.  I  shall  take  the 
census  at  the  same  rate,  and  shall  try  to  keep  it  within  those 
limits,  if  I  can. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  the  clause 
read  this  way : 

.  That  in  the  settled  parts  of  Manitoba  the  amounts  paid  for  remunera¬ 
tion  shall  not  exceed  those  paid  in  the  last  census. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported, 


THE  DEPUTY  SPEAKERSHIP. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  Bill  (No.  26) 
to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Speaker,  bo 
read  the  second  time. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  a  division,  and  Bill  read  the  second 
time,  and  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  3. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  maybe  mistaken,  but  I  do  not  see  in  the 
Bill  the  amendment  that  was  moved  and  carried  to  the 
I’esolutions  which  form  the  basis  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  That  applies  to  the  chairmanship  of  com¬ 
mittees.  That  is  not  in  tho  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  we  have  made  these  resolutions  standing  orders. 
One  is  that  the  chairman  of  committees  shall  speak  the 
language  with  which  the  Speaker  is  not  conversant.  No 
chairman  of  committees  can  be  appointed  under  that  stand¬ 
ing  order  unless  the  amendment  is  carried  out.  This  Bill 
is  merely  for  the  Deputy  Speakership. 

On  the  preamble, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  respect  to  the  preamble,  the  hon, 
gentleman  will  see  the  expediency  of  making  a  further 
recital  in  it.  In  the  course  of  the  discussion  which  gave 
rise  to  this  Bill,  1  enquired  of  the  hon.  the  First  Minister 
whether  the  assent  of  the  Crown  had  been  given  to  the 
measure.  I  was  misunderstood  by  a  good  many  exponents 
of  public  opinion,  as  I  was  supposed  to  have  said  that  this 
was  necessary,  as  the  Bill  involved  an  expenditure  of  public 
money.  Of  course  I  did  not  say  anything  of  that  kind,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  so  understand  me.  The  prin¬ 
ciple  on  which  the  assent  of  the  Crown  is  required  is  that 
the  office  of  Speaker  possesses  some  ancient  preroga¬ 
tives  which  we  are  not  entitled  to  disturb.  That  was  the 
ground  on  which  the  assent  of  the  Crown  was  signified 
in  the  House  of  Commons  of  England,  on  various  occasions 
when  proposals  were  made  by  standing  order  and  other¬ 
wise,  not  morely  to  enlarge  the  functions  of  the  Speaker, 
but  practically  to  make  provisions  for  the  appointment  of 
another  Speaker.  Of  course  this  gentleman  who  is  to  fill 
the  Chair  here  is  to  have  all  the  authority  of  the  Speaker, 
and  is  to  be  appointed  without  any  assent  or  suggestion  from 
the  Crown  at  all,  but  by  ourselves.  When  the  House  of 
Commons  of  England  decided  to  act  on  that  matter  last,  the 
assent  of  the  Crown  was  signified  to  the  standing  order,  but 
the  committee  upon  whose  representation  action  was  taken 
advised  a  standing  order  and  a  Bill.  Of  course,  there  the 
case  was  very  different  from  the  cafe  here.  The  office  of 
Speaker  was  not  wholly  one  of  statutory  power  but  it  had 
certain  inherent  powers.  The  Bill  passed  in  that  case,  recited 
the  assent  in  these  words : 

“Whereas  the  House  of  Commons  have  provided,  by  their  standing 
orders,  for  the  temporary  performance  of  certain  duties  of  the  Speaker, 
during  his  unavoidable  absence,  by  a  Deputy  Speaker ;  and  whereas 
Her  Majesty  had  previously  signified  Her  consent  that  the  House  might 
do  therein  as  they  should  think  fit 

And  so  forth.  I  think  that  precedent  might  very  well  be 
followed .  The  hon.  gentleman  indicated  that  the  assent  of 
the  Crown  had  been  given,  and  it  should  be  recited  in  the 
Bill,  because  we  are  settling  the  matter  by  Bill,  and  I  repeat 
the  assent  of  the  Crown  should  be  recorded  in  that  solemn 
manner. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  altogether  misunderstood  by  the  pross  when  it  was 
said  he  had  stated  that  the  assent  of  the  Crown  was  required, 
because  it  involved  a  money  grant.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
had  obtained  the  assent  of  the  representative  of  the  Crown 
in  consequence  of  the  English  precedent.  But  it  is  more  than 
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a  moot  point  whether  that  assent  was  necessary,  because 
the  approval  of  the  election  of  a  Speaker  in  England  is 
required  by  the  Sovereign — the  Sovereign’s  assent  must  be 
sought  to  the  selection  of  a  Speaker  by  the  House  of  Com 
mons.  With  us  it  is  not  so.  The  Speaker  is  elected  by  the 
House  of  Commons  without  the  assent  of  the  Crown.  But 
still,  out  of  respect  to  precedents  in  England,  the  assent  of 
the  Crown  was  obtained  ;  and  perhaps,  if  we  followed  the 
example  quoted  by  the  hon.  gentleman  just  now,  it  would 
amount  to  a  statement  that  the  consent  of  the  Crown  was 
necessary  to  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Speaker.  If  it  is 
not  necessary  to  the  appointment  of  the  Speaker,  it  certainly 
is  not  necessary  to  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy  Speaker.  I 
think  we  might  recite  the  passing  of  the  resolution. 

Preamble  amended  by  adding  the  words  :  “And  when¬ 
ever  the  assent  of  the  Crown  has  been  obtained  to  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  said  resolution.  ’ 

Committee  rose  and  reported, 

EVIDENCE  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES. 


a  considerable  extent  and  passed  the  second  reading  by  a 
majority  of  47.  ,:It  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
who  reported  in  favor  of  the  Bill,  which  was  then  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  but  that  committee 
rose  without  reporting  the  Bill,  and  [  subsequently  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  reinstated  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  with  a 
view  of  further  consideration.  That  motion  was,  however, 
defeated,  and  by  a  majority  of  some  17  or  18.  Now,  the 
objections  which  were  then  taken  to  the  Bill  were  of  a 
fourfold  character.  There  were  practically  four  objections 
taken  to  the  Bill  by  those  who  took  part  in  the  discussion 
against  the  measure.  These  objections  were  all  summarised 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Chapleau),  and  the  four 
objections  taken  by  other  hon.  gentlemen  were  dwelt  upon 
by  him  and  discussed  by  him  at  some  length.  The  first 
objection  was  that  there  wa9  no  necessity  for  the  Bill,  that 
there  were  no  petitions  in  favor  of  it,  no  expressions  of 
opinion,  so  far  as  the  House  was  aware,  from  those  engaged 
in  the  administration  of  the  criminal  law  of  any  portion  of 
the  Dominion,  and  there  being  no  necessity  for  the  Bill, 
it  should  not  become  law.  The  Secretary  of  State  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  stated  on  that  occasion  as  follows : — 


Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  6)  to  further  amend  the  law  of  evidence  in  criminal 
cases.  He  said  :  A  few  Sessions  ago  I  introduced  a  Bill 
to  the  House  making  the  defendant  in  a  criminal  case  a 
competent  and  compellable  witness.  That  Bill  applied  only 
to  a  certain  class  of  cases,  known  in  the  language  of  the  law 
as  misdemeanors.  The  Bill  was  road  the  second  time,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  First  Minister  and  of  nearly  all  who 
addressed  the  House  on  the  subject.  It  was  referred  to  a 
Select  committee,  and  the  Committee  reported  in  favor  of 
the  Bill.  I  pointed  out  then,  as  I  propose  to  point  out  now, 
that  the  principle  which  I  sought  to  extend,  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  my  Bill  of  1882,  was  not  a  new  principle,  either 
in  tho  law  of  Canada  or  the  law  of  England.  I  pointed  out 
that  in  1878  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  by  an  Act  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  made  the  defendant  in  a  criminal 
action  for  assault  a  competent  witness;  that  in  1880  the 
principle  was  extended  to  the  case  of  battery,  and 
that  by  the  election  law,  in  all  the  criminal  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  it,  the  defendant  is  a  competent  witness. 
I  pointed  out  that  by  the  law  of  England  the  same  principle 
was  recognised ;  that  in  criminal  proceedings  under  the 
Plimsol  Act  the  defendant  is  a  competent  witness ;  that  under 
tho  Election  Act  in  all  criminal  proceedings  against  parties 
the  defendant  was  made  a  competent  witness.  And  now,  Sir, 
sinco  1882,  under  the  English  Explosives  Act,  the  defendant 
is  a  competent  witness ;  and  ono  of  tho  learned  judges  in  Eng¬ 
land,  in  giving  a  judgment  on  the  trial  of  a  person  indicted 
under  that  Act,  declared  that  the  law  had  so  far  worked 
woll.  The  Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
as  I  have  stated,  and  the  committee  reported  in 
favor  of  the  Bill.  I  believe  it  was  referred  to  a  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House,  but  no  further  action  was  taken 
on  it  during  that  Session.  It  had  the  support,  as  I  under¬ 
stood,  and  always  had  the  support  of  the  First  Minister  and 
of  many  of  the  leading  lawyers  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
In  1883  I  introduced  the  Bill  again,  making  tho  defendant 
in  criminal  cases  not  only  a  competent  but  a  compellable 
witness,  and  again  the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  To  the  same  committee 
were  referred  half  a  dozen  Bills  on  that  and  kindred 
subjects.  The  committee  saw  fit  to  consolidate  all 
those  Bills  and  report  one  Bill  to  the  House,  and  for  that 
and  other  reasons  the  Bill  did  not  proceed  any  further 
during  that  Session.  In  the  Session  of  1884  I  introduced 
the  Bill  the  third  time,  making  the  defendant  com¬ 
petent  to  give  evidence  but  not  compellable — competent 
to  give  evidence  in  his  own  behalf,  and  making  his  wife 
also  competent  to  give  evidence.  The  Bill  was  discussed  to 
Sir  John  A,  Macdonald. 


“  Sir,  I  have  not  spent  a  great  deal  of  time  with  the  aneients,  I  have 
not  read  a  great  deal  of  the  past,  but  the  little  I  have  read  in  old  books, 
in  very  old  books,  has  convinced  me  that  wisdom  is  not  all  confined  to 
the  present  age,  and  that  those  who  lived  before  us  had  also  a  large 
measure  of  wisdom,  especially  in  cases  like  the  one  which  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  At  a  time  when  people  were  less 
troubled  with  politics,  with  railway  schemes,  with  electricity  and  other 
things  ;  when  the  progress  of  the  physical  sciences  engrossed  less  of  the 
attention  of  men — I  think  that  in  those  old  times  men  reflected  as  much, 
and  perhaps  more,  and  perhaps  better,  than  we  do  upon  those  moral 
questions  like  the  one  involved  in  this  Bill.  And  in  the  light  of  the 
wisdom  of  the  past,  I  ask  myself  the  question  which  was  so  well  put,  I 
think,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood),  when  he  said  : 
‘  What  is  the  necessity  for  such  legislation  ?  What  representations  have 
been  made  by  those  who  interpret  the  law  in  these  cases  ?  What  remon¬ 
strances  have  been  made  by  judges  upon  this  question  ?’  My  hon.  friend, 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  says  that  seven  years  ago  he  had  his  opi¬ 
nion  upon  this  question,  and  he  challenged  any  one  to  say  that  he  was 
not  right  in  changing  it,  because,  during  those  seven  years,  public  opi¬ 
nion  had  also  changed.  Public  opinion,  then,  was  not  ripe.  Bat  I 
would  like  very  much  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  what  causes  have  ripened 
public  opinion  since  then?  What  facts  have  been  elicited  before  the 
courts  of  justice  which  have  had  the  effect  of  ripening  public  opinion 
upon  this  question?  ” 

I  pointed  out  then,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  point  out  now  in 
reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  during  the  last  eight 
or  ten  years  public  opinion  in  England  as  well  as  in  Canada 
has  changed  on  this  subject,  and  the  strong  current  of  opin¬ 
ion  now  is,  in  England  as  well  as  in  Canada,  in  the  direction, 
I  believe,  of  allowing  the  defendant  in  a  criminal  case  to  be 
examined  in  his  own  behalf,  and  that  there  is  just  as  much 
reason  for  his  examination  in  a  criminal  case — a  much 
stronger  reason,  in  fact — than  there  is  in  a  civil  action.  I 
pointed  out  then,  as  I  do  now,  that  to  allow  the  defendant 
to  give  evidence  in  a  criminal  case  was  recognised,  not  only 
by  the  law  of  Canada  but  by  the  law  of  England,  and  it 
was  not  logical  to  limit  the  cases  on  which  a  defendant 
should  be  a  competent  witness.  It  was  not  logical  to  limit 
the  principle  to  cases  of  assault  or  battery,  or  to  criminal 
offences  under  tho  election  law  or  under  the  Plimsoll  Act,  or 
under  the  English  Explosives  Act.  If  it  was  a  good  principle 
in  these  cases,  I  say  it  is  an  equally  good  principle  in  the 
cases  to  which  I  seek  to  extend  it  by  this  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  on  at 
least  three  or  four  different  occasions,  the  Attorney  General 
of  England,  the  Liberal  as  well  as  the  Conservative  Attor¬ 
ney  General,  introduced  a  Bill  into  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment  embodying  this  principle  ;  and  on  two,  if  not  three, 
occasions,  the  Bill  passed  its  second  reading  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  on  one  or  two  occasions  without  any  opposition. 
But  for  some  time  it  failed  to  become  law,  not  because  there 
was  any  opposition  to  this  principle,  but  because  it  formed 
part  of  a  large  and  complicated  Bill  for  the  codification  of 
the  English  criminal  law,  embracing  500  or  600  sections, 
and  because  the  other  business  before  Parliament  was  of 
such  a  pressing  character  that  the  Attorney-General 
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was  unable  to  press  his  Bill  to  its  final  passage. 
The  Bill,  on  several  occasions,  was  referred  to  the 
Grand  Committee,  and  the  consensus  of  opinion,  both  in 
the  committee  and  in  the  House,  was  in  its  favor.  But,  Sir, 
things  have  somewhat  changed  since  I  last  introduced  this 
Bill  into  this  House.  A  Bill,  of  which  the  one  now  before 
the  House  is  an  exact  copy,  has  passed  the  English  House  of 
Lords,  and  also,  I  believe,  the  English  House  of  Commons. 
That  being  the  case,  it  can  hardly  be  argued  now  that  public 
opinion,  at  all  events  in  England,  is  not  ripe  for  this  change. 
I  pointed  out,  when  I  addressed  the  House  in  support  of  this 
Bill  on  a  former  occasion,  that  many  of  our  own  judges— in 
fact,  I  think  all  the  judges  I  have  consulted  on  the  subject — 
and  some  other  officials  engaged  in  the  administration  of 
criminal  justice  in  the  country,  were  in  favor  of  the  Bill. 
I  intimated  that  Judge  Davis,  of  Middlesex,  Judge  Sinclair, 
of  Wentworth,  and  Judge  Thoms,  of  Huron,  than  whom 
there  are  no  abler  judges  on  the  county  court  bench,  were 
all  in  favor  of  this  Bill.  I  referred  then,  as  I  do  now,  to 
the  following  remarks  made  by  Judge  Armour,  of  the 
Superior  Court,  to  whom  I  sent  a  copy  of  the  Bill  : — 

“  I  have  perused  your  Bill  to  permit  accused  parties  to  give  evidence 
in  their  own  behalf.  I  am  entirely  in  favor  of  all  accused  parties 
being  entitled  to  give  evidence  in  their  own  behalf,  just  as  in  civil 
actions.” 

T  also  referred  to  the  opinion  of  writers  upon  the  subject, 
both  in  law  publications  and  elsewhere,  all  clearly  indicating, 
in  my  judgment,  that  public  opinion  was  now  quite  ripe  for 
this  change— an  important  and  a  radical  change,  I  admit — 
but  still  a  change  justified  by  our  more  matured  ideas  upon 
evidence  in  criminal  cases.  I  referred  to  a  valuable  article 
that  appeared  in  the  London  Globe  on  the  Bill  which  the 
Attorney  General  bad  introduced  into  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  with  regard  to  which  the  writer  said  : 

“  A  Bill  of  which  the  Attorney  General  gave  notice  yesterday  will,  if 
passed,  overturn  one  of  the  most  fundamental  principles  of  our  crimi¬ 
nal  law.  This  is  the  proposal  that  prisoners  on  their  trial  shall  be 
permitted  to  give  evidence  as  if  they  were  defendants  in  a  civil  action 
— a  proposal  that  has  constantly  been  made  throughout  an  entire  gene¬ 
ration  of  lawyers,  and  as  constantly  opposed.  It  cat  not  be  said,  there¬ 
fore,  that  the  question  has  not  been  fully  fcsfore  the  country,  and  that 
ample  opportunity  has  not  been  afforded  for  the  adequate  formation  of 
opinion.  That  the  law  of  evidence  with  regard  to  this  matter  is  in  an 
unsatisfactory  state  is  sufficiently  certain.  The  recent  attempt  made  by 
eminent  counsel  to  bring  a  prisoner’s  story  indirectly,  and  without 
liability  to  cross-examination  before  a  jury,  at  any  rate  reduced  the 
existing  rule  to  a  state  of  logical  absurdity.  Either  the  aid  of  counsel 
must  be  regarded  as  being  often  a  positive  disadvantage  to  an  innocent 
prisoner,  by  closing  his  mouth,  or  else  such  aid  must  be  a  no  less  posi¬ 
tive  advantage  to  a  guilty  one,  by  enabling  his  story  to  be  brought  for¬ 
ward  by  an  expert,  and  without  such  sanctions  as  aa  oath  or  affirmation 
implies.  Of  course  the  principal  objection  taken  to  the  examination 
and  cross-examination  of  a  prisoner  on  oath  is  founded  on  the  indefen¬ 
sible  scenes  with  which  the  French  criminal  reports  have  made  us  fami¬ 
liar.  But  to  this  it  may  be  safely  answered  that  such  scenes  are  the  re¬ 
sult  of  far  other  circumstances — of  an  inferior  class  of  judges  and  magis¬ 
trates,  and  of  the  practice,  absolutely  foreign  to  Englisn  ideas,  of  assum¬ 
ing  the  guilt  of  a  prisoner  unless  he  can  prove  his  innocence  in  the  teeth 
of  every  test  capable  of  application.  There  is  absolutely  no  fear  that  in 
this  country  the  innocent  would  be  put  at  a  disadvantage  by  the  liberty 
ot  being  able  to  tell  their  own  stories  on  oath  in  their  own  way.  The 
principal  danger  of  our  system  is  that  suffered  by  the  public— the  escape 
of  the  guilty,  who  too  often  get  off  by  the  simple  expedient  of  holding 
their  tongues.  Whatever  may  be  the  details  of  the  Attorney-General’s 
Bill,  which  may  or  may  not  be  worthy  of  approval,  its  principle  is  cer¬ 
tainly  gaining  ground  among  tho;e  who  are  familiar  with  the  working 
of  our  criminal  law.” 

Now,  it  does  appear  to  me  extraordinary  how  it  can  be 
argued  that  a  defendant  is  a  proper  witness  in  a  civil  action, 
involving,  it  may  be,  a  shilling,  or  it  may  bp  a  million  dollars, 
while  that  man’s  mouth  is  absolutely  sealed  where  his  liberty 
or  perhaps  his  life  is  at  stake.  It  does  not  appear  to  me 
that  there  is  any  principle  involved  in  tho  one  case  that  is 
not  involved  in  the  other.  The  writer  in  the  London  Law 
Journal ,  discussing  this  subject,  says  : 

“The  primary  object  of  a  criminal  prosecution  is  to  elicit  the  whole 
truth  about  a  crime.  If  a  prisoner  is  innocent  it  can  do  him  no  harm  to 
be  examined  ;  it  cannot  diminish  his  chances  of  escape  ;  and,  if  guilty, 
it  is  good  that  those  chances  should  be  diminished.” 


The  principle  here  laid  down  is  one  which  I  think  cannot 
be  successfully  controverted.  On  tho  same  subject  the  Pall 
Mall  Gazette  observes  : 

“  Innocence,  as  a  rule,  has  more  to  gain  than  to  lose,  as  guilt  has 
certainly  more  to  lose  than  to  gain,  by  telling  its  own  story,  and  having 
that  story  sifted  by  direct  interrogation  ;  and  the  cause  of  truth  would 
undoubtedly  gain  by  allowing,  in  both  cases,  the  story  to  be  told.” 

Now,  I  think  what  I  have  said  on  this  subject  should  satis¬ 
factorily  dispose  of  any  objections  that  may  be  raised  on 
the  ground  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this  law.  Another 
objection  which  is  taken  to  my  Bill,  and  which  I  have  no 
doubt  will  be  presented  again,  was  that  it  was  not  the  law 
of  England,  and  that  until  the  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
adopted  in  England  it  ought  not  to  prevail  in  Canada.  Now, 
I  say  that  is  no  objection  at  all.  I  contend  that  we  ought 
not  always  to  be  in  leading  strings  to  England,  or  to  any 
other  country;  if  the  principle  is  a  sound  principle  we 
should  adopt  it,  whether  it  is  adopted  in  England  or  not. 
Bat  if  there  were  anything  in  this  argument  last  Session 
when  I  presented  this  Bill,  there  is  nothing  in  it  now,  be¬ 
cause  we  find  that  a  Bill,  of  which  the  one  now  before  the 
House  is  an  exact  transcript,  has  passed  the  English 
House  of  Lords.  Those  who  are  sticklers  for  prece¬ 
dents  in  matters  of  that  kind  ought  to  bo 
satisfied  with  the  one  I  cite.  The  Bill  I  mention  was  intro¬ 
duced  into  the  House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Bramwell.  A 
similar  Bill  was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons  and 
has  passed  its  second  reading.  Whether  it  has  passed  its 
third  reading  or  not  I  do  not  know,  because  no  Hansard 
that  I  could  find  in  the  Library  is  brought  down  to  that 
period.  In  moving  the  second  reading  of  his  Bill,  Lord 
Bramwell  gave  his  reasons  for  introducing  and  pressing  the 
measure  through  the  House.  I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
with  quoting  what  he  said,  but  will  read  an  extract  from 
the  late  Lord  Chancellor,  (Earl  Cairns,)  speech  on  the  Bill, 
and  also  a  few  words  from  the  present  Lord  Chancellor. 
Earl  Cairns  said : 

“  It  would  very  ill  become  him  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill,  for  it 
proposed  to  do  what  was  proposed  to  be  done  by  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  member,  and  it  was  included  in  the  large  measure  for 
the  codification  of  the  criminal  law  which  was  brought  iuto  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  by  that  Government.  That  measure  was  about  to 
be  reintroduced  into  the  House  of  Commons ;  and  he  hoped  the  Bill  now 
under  consideration  might  become  law  as  part  of  that  larger  measure, 
instead  of  being  an  isolated  Bill.  He  admitted,  however,  that  they 
might  have  to  wait  a  long  time  for  that  larger  measure,  and, 
perhaps,  it  was  better  to  deal  with  this  pressing  subject  in  the  way 
now  proposed.  Another  reason  he  had  for  supporting  the  Bill  was  teat 
the  Explosives  Act,  and  some  other  recent  statutes,  enabled  persons 
charged  under  their  provisions  to  be  examined  as  witnesses.  He  was 
informed  that  in  the  trial  that  took  place  under  the  Explosives  Act  this 
provision  was  brought  into  force,  and  that  it  acted  extremely  well.  If 
it  were  wrong  for  a  counsel  to  state  to  the  jury  the  prisoner’s  version  of 
what  had  occurred,  a  great  hardship  was  inflicted  on  the  accused  ; 
but  if  a  counsel  were  allowed  to  give  the  prisoner’s  version,  it  was  still 
more  absurd  that  the  prisoner  himself  should  be  prevented  from  stating 
it  on  oath  to  the  jury.” 

Such  wore  the  observations  of  Earl  Cairns  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  when  this  Bill  was  before  the  House  of  Lords  for  its 
second  reading.  The  Lord  Chancellor  said : 

“He  rose  to  express,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  entire  concurrence 
in  the  objectwhich  his  noble  and  learned  friend  (Lord  Bramwell)  had 
in  view.  The  Bill  about  to  be  introduced  in  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  Attorney  General  was  not  only  the  same  in  substance  with  that  now 
under  consideration,  but  he  believed  it  would  be  nearly,  if  not  quite, 
the  same  in  form.  Still,  he  had  no  objection,  on  that  account,  to  the 
course  taken  by  his  noble  and  learned  friend,  in  bringing  the  matter 
before  their  Lordships,  for  in  many  possible  contingencies  the  present 
Bill  might  further  the  object  which  all  who  agreed  in  its  principles  had 
in  view.  Even  if  only  a  few  cases  of  injustice  could  be  shown  to  arise, 

1  that  would  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  altering  the  law;  but  in  point  of 
fact,  he  believed  that  the  number  of  cases  in  which  there  was  at  least 
some  appearance  of  injustice,  due  to  the  present  state  of  the  law,  was 
constantly  on  the  increase.  Nothing  could  be  more  difficult  to  justify 
than  the  principle  that  when  a  man  was  charged  with  a  criminal  act, 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  iD  the  presence  of  a  single  witness,  the 
mouth  of  the  accuser  should  be  opened,  while  the  mouth  of  the  accused 
was  closed ;  and  that  when — as  had  happened  in  several  cases — the 
witness  was  afterwards  indicted  for  perjury,  this  process  should  be 
reversed.  He  was  sanguine  as  to  the  success  of  this  measure,  because  a 
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similar  one,  introdcced  into  the  House  of  Commons  in  1878,  by  his  hon. 
friend,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  passed  the  second  reading  by  a  consider¬ 
able  majority.” 

I  will  add  nothing  to  the  pointed  language  made  use  of  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  by  Lord  Cairns,  and  I  shall  trouble 
the  House  with  very  few  more  observations  on  this  subject. 
I  would,  however,  like  to  read  to  the  House,  with  its  per¬ 
mission,  a  letter  received  by  me  from  Lord  Bramwell  on 
the  subject  of  this  Bill,  and  its  introduction  and  passage 
through  the  House  of  Lords  : 

“  Edenbbidge,  Kent,  2nd  January,  1885. 

“  Dear  Sir, — I  send  you  a  copy  of  the  Evidence  Bill  which  passed  the 
Lords  this  Session.  It  is  the  same  as  they  passed  last  Session.  It  is,  I 
believe,  the  same  as  was  brought  in  by  the  Government  and  passed  the 
Commons  last  Session,  with  one  exception,  namely,  in  that  Bill  was  a 
provision  that  the  defsndant  in  a  criminal  case,  when  called  as  a  wit¬ 
ness,  should  not  be  cross-examined  as  to  his  past  career  and  character. 
This  was  contested  in  the  Commons,  but  carried  by  a  small  majority. 
It  is  clearly  wrong,  and  I  believe  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  our  Attorney- 
General.  If  a  man  presents  himself  as  a  witness,  there  ought  to  be  a 
power  to  see  what  he  is  worth  as  such.  There  cannot  be  opposite 
rules  for  ascertaining  that — one  where  the  proceeding  i3  criminal,  an¬ 
other  where  it  is  not.  If  the  question  is,  whether  the  defendant  as¬ 
saulted  or  libelled  the  plaintiff  or  prosecutor,  and  the  defendant  tenders 
himself  as  a  witness,  it  is  manifest  that  he  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  way,  whether  the  proceedings  be  by  indictment 
or  civil  action.  No  doubt  it  puts  the  defendant  in  an 
awkward  dilemma  if  not  being  called  or  being  subject  to  such 
enquiries,  but  I  dare  say  there  may  be  convictions,  not  because  the  man 
has  committed  the  offence  charged,  but  some  other— not  many.  There 
is  no  help  for  it.  And  remember  that  it  is  hard  upon  a  prosecutor  of 
good  character  that  he  should  be  put  on  an  equality  with  one  of  bad 
character.  Remember  also,  that  the  prosecuting  counsel  may  always 
say  to  the  jury  :  My  client  has  been  asked  no  question  to  show  he  is  un¬ 
trustworthy  ;  I  could  not  ask  such  questions  of  the  defendant.  I  hope 
you  will  take  this  view  and  get  the  Bill  passed  as  mine  stands.  I  think 
the  Bill  should  apply  to  cases  of  felony.  My  opinion  in  its  favor  is  based 
on  its  obvious  and  natural  justice.  It  is  an  extension  of  a  reform  that 
began  with  us  many  years  ago.  The  common  law  seems  to  have  been 
founded  on  the  notibn  that  juries  and  others  were  not  to  be  trusted  with 
evidence  open  to  suspicion.  The  modern  and  right  notion  is  the  other 
way,  namely,  that  the  evidence  should  be  laid  before  them  and  they 
judge  its  value,  instead  of  its  being  condemned  before  hand.  This  would 
not  admit  hearsay.  Further,  the  exclusion  of  such  tends  to  wrong  ac¬ 
quittals,  as  the  jury  are  always  told  that  the  man’s  mouth  is  shut. 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

“  Bramwell.” 

Those  who  practice  before  the  courts,  especially  in  the 
criminal  branch  of  the  profession,  know  that  that  is  the 
case.  You,  Sir,  who  have  many  times  defended  the  accused 
in  criminal  cases,  know  that  almost  invariably  that  is  one 
of  the  arguments  used.  The  jury  is  told  :  You  heard  the 
statement  of  the  prosecutor  and  the  evidence  of  persons 
whom  he  has  brought  into  the  witness  box  to  tell  his 
story,  while  my  client’s  mouth  is  closed.  He  who  knows 
all  about  the  transaction  is  not  allowed  to  say  a  word, 
therefore,  you  must  take  my  version  of  it.  And  what 
takes  place  ?  The  prisoner  at  the  bar  tells  his  counsel  his 
story,  the  counsel  repeats  it  to  the  jury ;  tbe  jury,  therefore, 
get  the  prisoner’s  version  from  the  counsel,  but  they  get  it 
without  the  solemnity  and  sanction  of  an  oath.  It  is 
important  the  law  should  be  amended  in  this  respect. 
Another  objection  urged  against  the  proposed  change  is  the 
old  argument,  always  urged  against  any  change  in  the 
law  or  evidence,  namely,  that  it  will  lead  to  perjury. 
Half  the  arguments  used  in  the  House  last  Session  against 
this  Bill  were  based  on  this  objection.  But  this  objection 
had  no  weight  with  the  Legislature  in  dealing  with  the 
question  whether  plaintiffs  in  civil  suits  should  be  allowed 
to  give  their  testimony,  and  not  a  man  practising  at  the  bar 
to  day,  not  a  judge  on  the  bench,  would  ask  to  go  back  to 
the  old  system  and  exclude  the  evidence  of  parties  to  the 
litigation.  Reason,  common  sense,  logic,  all  point  one  way, 
and  that  one  way  is,  that  every  person  who  knows  anything 
about  the  transaction  should  be  enabled  to  tell  his  story  and 
let  the  jury  weigh  for  themselves  the  value  of  the  testimony. 
Another  objection  with  which  I  desire  to  deal  for  a  moment 
is  the  objection  that  this  Bill  would  simply  introduce  into 
our  Canadian  legislation,  in  a  vicious  form,  tbe  French 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


system.  My  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  told  us  last  Session  : 

“  There  is  a  strange  feature  in  this  Bill,  and  one  which  the  promoter 
of  it,  perhaps,  has  not  considered,  and  that  is,  that  he  proposes  to  adopt 
a  mode  of  procedure  which  has  been  repudiated  for  many  a  year  by  the 
most  eminent  jurists  in  England.  My  hon.  friend  is  opening  the  way  to 
the  French  mode  of  procedure  in  criminal  cases — the  examination  of 
the  accused.  He  goes  even  further,  because  the  French  law  compelling 
the  accused  to  answer  the  magistrate  in  the  preliminary  investigation, 
or  the  public  prosecutor,  does  not  subject  the  accused  to  the  humiliation 
or  danger  of  giving  his  evidence  under  oath.” 

One  cannot  very  well  see  where  is  the  humiliation  or  where 
the  danger — the  humiliation  especially — in  the  allowing 
a  man  to  give  his  evidence  uuder  oath.  My  Bill  is  not  the 
French  system ;  it  bears  no  resemblance  to,  nor  does  it 
approach  in  any  way  the  French  system.  By  the  French 
system,  as  I  understand  it,  a  prisoner  is  brought  before  the 
judge  for  the  preliminary  investigation.  He  is  examined  and 
cross-examined,  with  the  view,  not  so  much  of  eliciting  the 
truth  as  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not,  out  of  the  prisoner’s 
own  mouth,  there  is  a  sufficient  admission  of  facts  to  justify 
the  public  prosecutor  putting  him  on  his  trial.  I 
pointed  out  the  discrepancy  between  the  two  Bills  and  the 
two  modes  of  procedure  during  the  last  Session.  I  draw 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  it  again,  and  I  point  out  that 
in  the  one  case  the  prisoner  is  at  liberty  to  step  into  the 
witness  box  and  tell  his  own  story,  or  to  stay  out  of  the  box 
and  keep  his  mouth  closed,  while  under  the  French  system 
there  is  no  such  liberty.  The  man  is  bound  to  submit  him¬ 
self  to  a  cross-examination  which,  in  some  cases,  is  of  the 
most  stringent  and  the  severest  possible  character.  The 
English  Law  Journal ,  in  discussing  the  French  system, 
points  out  the  difference  between  the  t«vo  systems.  It 
says : 

“  As  to  French  criminal  procedure,  we  observe  that  the  interrogation 
of  the  prisoner  is  only  a  part  of  it,  and  that  part  might  be  adopted 
without  adopting  the  whole.  It  is,  however,  just  this  part  of  the 
French  criminal  procedure  which  excites  the  most  repugnance  in  Eng¬ 
land,  and  for  the  reason,  that  as  applied  in  France,  its  aim  seems  to  be 
less  the  discovery  of  truth  than  the  conviction  of  the  prisoner.  We  do 
not  hold  it  as  by  any  means  an  indisputable  proposition  that  an  innocent 
man  ought  to  prefer,  or  would  be  likely  to  prefer,  telling  bis  whole 
story  to  a  French  judge  to  having  his  mouth  closed,  as  in  an  English 
criminal  court,  before  a  judge  who  starts  apparently  from  an  assump¬ 
tion  of  a  pris  ner’s  guilt  and  continually  interrupts  his  examination  to 
utter  ejaculations  of  horror  over  the  enormity  of  his  crime,  or  to  exhort 
him  feelingly  to  make  a  confession  of  it  ;  the  vindication  of  innocence  is 
not  by  any  means  a  necessity .  Truth  may,  as  it  is  said,  resemble  a 
torch  which  shines  the  brighter  the  more  it  is  shaken,  but  then  the 
shaking  mu3l  be  done  fairly,  and  this  is  exactly  the  essential  condition 
which  French  tribunals  appear  to  neglect.” 

I  think  I  have  said  enough  upon  that  subject  to  satisfy  the 
House  that  my  Bill  iu  no  sense  approaches  to  the  French 
system.  I  say  that,  with  all  this  testimony  in  favor  of 
the  principle  of  this  Bill,  1  do  not  think  there  is  any  reason 
why  it  should  not  become  law,  and  become  law  now.  I  do 
not  see  how  there  should  be  any  substantial  objections  to  its 
becoming  law.  Those  who  oppose  the  Bill  now  may  rest 
assured  that  at  no  distant  day,  just  as  surely  as  daylight 
succeeds  darkness,  it  will  become  law ;  but  I  say  there  is 
no  reason  why  it  should  not  become  law  now.  The 
principle  is  recognised  by  the  legislation  of  Canada  and 
by  the  legislation  of  England.  Before  I  conclude,  I  wish 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  an  illustra¬ 
tion  which  has  occurred  since  the  last  Session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  a  case  in  which  the  aid  of  the  Executive  had  to  be 
invoked  in  order  that  justice  might  be  done,  and  in  the 
doing  of  which  the  Executive,  I  think  unjustly,  incurred  a 
great  deal  of  odium.  At  the  last  assizes  which  took  place  in 
the  county  of  Huron,  there  was  a  trial  in  which  three  men 
named  Beamish  were  indicted  for  murder.  The  circum¬ 
stances  were  briefly  these.  Three  men  named  Mains  and 
three  named  Beamish  lived  on  adjoining  farms.  They 
were  at  enmity  with  each  other.  There  were  the 
father  of  the  Beamish  family  and  two  sons  and  the 
father  and  two  sons  of  the  Mains  family.  The  Mains’ 
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appear  to  have  been  quarrelsome  people,  according  to  the 
evidence  brought  out  at  the  trial.  The  old  man  Mains 
challenged  the  old  man  Beamish  and  his  two  sons  to  fight 
him  and  his  two  sons  upon  the  following  day.  The 
Beamishes  did  not  accept  the  challenge,  but  one  of  the 
young  Beamishes,  in  going  to  his  work,  had  to  pass  by  the 
Mains’  farm,  and  while  he  was  so  passing  he  was  assaulted 
by  one  of  the  Mains’.  The  result  was  that  the  three 
Beamishes  came  to  the  rescue — the  consequence  was  a 
skirmish  ensued,  and  the  result  was  that  one  of  the 
Beamish  boys  used  a  small  stick  and  struck  the  old  man 
Mains  over  the  head.  There  was  no  external  mark  as  the 
result  of  the  stroke,  but  unfortunately  the  stroke  was  given 
directly  over  an  artery.  The  artery  was  ruptured  and 
death  ensued.  The  three  Beamishes  were  then  indicted 
for  murder.  On  the  trial  the  Mains’  were  the 
main  witnesses  against  them,  and  they  threw  the  whole 
responsibility  upon  the  Beamishes,  so  far  as  they  could. 
The  mouths  of  the  old  man  Beamish  and  his  two  sons  were 
closed.  They  could  not  say  a  word.  They  were  practically 
the  sole  witnesses  of  the  unfortunate  occurrence  that  took 
place ;  but,  under  the  law,  under  the  enlightened  law  that 
we  have  now,  they  could  not  say  a  word  in  their  own  justi¬ 
fication,  and  the  three  Beamishes  were  convicted  of  man¬ 
slaughter’.  The  judge  sentenced  the  old  man  to  twenty  years 
in  the  provincial  penitentiary,  one  of  the  sons  to  twenty 
years,  and  the  other  to  five  years.  Public  opinion  was 
aroused.  It  was  known,  as  far  as  the  circumstances  could 
be  known,  that  the  men  were  improperly  convicted  of  the 
grave  offence.  Application  was  made  to  the  Executive, 
and  the  Executive  pardoned  the  old  man,  who  had  been  in 
the  penitentiary  only  two  weeks.  The  sentence  of  the  elder 
son  was  reduced  from  twenty  to  five  years,  and  that  of  the 
younger  from  five  years  to  one.  Becollect  that  all  the 
public  had  to  judge  of  was  the  verdict  of  the  jury.  They 
had  found  these  men  guilty,  the  judge  passed  the  sentence, 
and  they  were  sent  to  the  penitentiary.  Others,  who  were 
behind  the  scenes,  knew  something  more  about  it,  and,  I 
apprehend,  the  Government  must  have  known  something 
more  about  it,  or  they  would  not  have  advised  His  Excel¬ 
lency  to  exercise  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  in  their 
behalf.  What  was  the  result  of  this  executive  clemency  ? 
The  Grand  Jury,  at  the  last  sitting,  passed  the  following 
complimentay  statement  in  reference  to  the  matter: 

“  On  one  point  this  Grand  Jury  would  approach  Your  Honor  to  gain 
some  information  respecting  the  commutation  of  sentence  in  the  Beamish- 
Mains  murder  case,  tried  at  the  recent  assize  court  here.  This  jury,  not  one 
member  of  whom  knows  what  steps  were  taken  to  obtain  a  commutation, 
are  of  opinion  that  unless  good  reason  is  shown  to  the  country  for  the 
course  of  clemency  shown  by  the  Executive,  that  there  is  but  little  use 
in  convening  juries,  grand  or  petty,  to  waste  their  time  in  doing  their 
duty  as  jurors,  or  judges  passing  righteous  judgment  upon  the  perpe¬ 
trators  of  atrocious  crimes,  if,  as  in  this  case,  where  the  criminals  are, 
one  of  them,  let  loose  upon  the  society  and  the  sentence  of  others  com¬ 
muted  in  such  a  degree  as  to  render  the  best  efforts  of  juries  and  the 
righteous  sentence  of  judges  little  else  than  a  mockery  and  a  farce, 
public  justice  baffled,  and  no  life  safe  in  a  community  but  the  convicted 
murderer,  while  here  no  aid  has  been  extended  or  sympathy  shown  to 
the  widow  or  the  helpless  orphans  of  the  murdered  man.’  ’ 

Such  are  the  thanks  the  right  hon.  gentleman  received  for 
advising  the  exercise  of  the  royal  clemency  and  doing  an 
act  of  justice.  Then  why  was  it  necessary  to  interfere  with 
the  finding  of  the  jury  and  the  sentence  of  the  judge  ?  If  they 
were  satisfied  that  these  men  were  guilty,  they  ought  not  to 
have  commuted  the  sentence,  because  it  was  not  an  exces¬ 
sive  sentence  if  they  were  guilty  of  manslaughter.  If  they 
exercised  the  executive  power,  it  must  have  been  upon  the 
sole  ground  that  the  parties  were  not  guilty.  There  was  no 
other  ground  on  which  to  reduce  the  sentence  of  the  elder 
son  from  twenty  years  to  five,  and  that  of  the  younger  from 
five  to  one,  and  to  discharge  the  old  man  altogether.  Had 
my  Bill  of  1882  passed  this  House  and  been  in  force,  such 
a  thing  would  not  have  occurred,  and  I  do  not  believe  the 
executive  would  have  been  called  upon  to  exercise  the  pre¬ 
rogative  of  the  Crown  in  that  respect,  because,  if 


those  men  had  been  allowed  to  go  into  the  wit¬ 
ness  box  and  tell  their  own  story,  I  believo 

no  jury  in  Christendom  would  have  convicted  them. 
And  so  in  regard  to  a  great  number  of  other  casesj  We 
know  by  our  experience  and  our  reading  that  not  once, 
nor  twice,  nor  ten  times,  nor  a  hundred  times,  but  a  thou¬ 
sand  of  times,  have  innocent  men  been  convicted  of  crimes 
solely  because  prosecutors  went  into  the  box  and  swore  the 
prisoners  committed  the  offence  charged.  Take  the  case  of 
rape.  It  is  an  offence  committed  in  concealment,  not  in 
the  public  glare,  not  before  the  eyes  of  the  public, 

but  with  only  the  two  parties  present.  The  one  party 

is  allowed  to  tell  the  story  with  such  varnishing  and 

gilding  as  she  may  chose  to  put  upon  it,  but  the  other 
party,  the  defendant,  if  innocent,  the  party  who  knows  all 
about  it,  who  knows  if  any  connection  did  take  place,  and 
was  not  criminal,  who  has  the  knowledge  of  whether  he 
was  there  or  not,  is  not  allowed  to  say  a  word,  or  give  a  single 
explanation  of  how  it  took  place  or  why  it  took  place.  And 
so  with  a  score  of  other  criminals  cases.  The  prosecutor, 
perhaps,  gives  his  testimony,  and  that  testimony  is  unsup¬ 
ported  and  unsustained  by  the  testimony  of  a  single  other 
witness,  and  yet,  Sir,  upon  that  unsupported,  uncorroborated 
testimony,  a  judge  is  bound  to  tell  the  jury  that  if  they 
believe  the  story  the  prisoner  must  be  convicted.  And  we 
know  that  over  and  over  again  prisoners  have  been  con¬ 
victed  on  just  such  evidence.  I  will  refer  again  to  the  case 
I  mentioned  last  year  that  occurred  in  England,  where  an 
unfortunate  English  Church  clergyman  was  convicted  of 
having  committed  an  indecent  assault  upon  two  young 
girls  and  was  sentenced  to  transportation  for  five  years.  It 
was  discovered  afterwards  that  the  accusation  was  a  pure 
fabrication;  the  story  was  well  got  up,  the  circumstances 
were  dovetailed  together  and  the  man  was  convicted.  The 
two  young  girls  were  subsequently  indicted  for  perjury,  and 
upon  the  clearest  possible  evidence  they  were  convicted, 
and  the  man  was  released.  Released  !  But  what  satisfaction 
is  that  ?  Released  with  his  reputation  tarnished  and  de¬ 
stroyed.  It  was  no  compensation,  after  six  months’  im¬ 
prisonment,  to  be  released  from  prison  with  the  sentence 
still  standing  against  him.  He  got  the  pardon  of  the  Crown 
as  the  Beamishes  got  the  pardon  of  the  Crown,  and  that 
was  all.  But  that  is  no  compensation,  no  redress,  for  a  man 
who  has  been  convicted,  improperly,  wrongfully,  upon 
testimony  that  would  not  have  prevailed  had  he  been 
allowed  to  tell  his  own  story.  I  present  this  Bill  to  the 
House  in  the  hope  that  it  will  receive  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  It  is  not  a  question  of  party,  it  is  not  a  question 
of  politics  ;  it  does  not  signify  from  which  side  of  the  House 
the  Bill  emanates,  if  it  is  sound  in  principle,  and  it  has  been 
conceded,  I  think,  upon  nearly  all  hands,  that  the  principle 
is  a  sound  one.  It  has  been  put  in  practice  for  some  time 
without  any  objection,  both  here  and  in  England.  It  is 
proposed  to  carry  it  still  further  in  England,  and,  as  I  have 
said,  it  has  passed  the  House  of  Lords  there.  But,  apart  from 
that  altogether,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
not  become  law  in  this  country.  Believing  that  it  is  a  good 
Bill,  believing  that  the  principle  is  a  sound  one  and  must 
ultimately  prevail,  I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  37)  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate 
the  South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
McCarthy)  for  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

Bill  (No.  38)  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junction  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Rykert)  for  (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland.) 
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Bill  (No.  39)  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Diocese  of 
Qu’Appelle,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith. — 
(Mr.  Williams)  for  (Mr.  Mulock.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  further  relating  to  the  Central  Bank  of  New 
Brunswick. — (Mr.  Temple.) 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  60)  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Church  of  Canada. — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

EVIDENCE  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Blouse  resumed  consideration  of  motion  of  Mr.  Cameron 
(South  Huron)  for  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  6)  to  further 
amend  the  law  of  evidence  in  criminal  cases. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  the  House  will  agree  that  the 
pertinacity  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  is  highly  commendable,  yet  I  question  whether 
it  is  proper  that  this  House  should  again  be  compelled  to 
consider  a  Bill  which  has  beeD  thoroughly  discussed  during 
the  last  two  Sessions,  and  in  reference  to  which  the  sense  of 
this  House  has  been  fairly  tested.  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
although  there  are  some  alterations  in  tho  present  Bill  as 
compared  with  those  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  intro¬ 
duced  during  the  last  two  Sessions,  the  principle  involved  is 
to  a  great  extent  the  same.  This  Bill,  it  is  true,  goes  further 
and  applies  to  all  crimes — felonies  as  well  as  misdemeanors ; 
but  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  it,  in  his 
ingenious  speech,  when  repeating  the  arguments  that  have 
been  used  by  others  before  him,  and  by  himself,  during  the 
last  two  Sessions,  did  not  give  to  the  House  any  new  reason 
or  use  any  new  argument  why  we  should  come  toa  different 
conclusion  than  the  one  at  which  we  have  arrived  on  two 
previous  occasions.  A  Bill,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated,  or  a  Bill  not  going  quite  as  far  as  this,  has  reached, 
in  the  English  House  ofCommons,  during  the  last  few  years, 
a  certain  stage ;  but  it  has  always  stopped  at  a  certain 
stage  in  the  English  Parliament,  as  this  one  has  done  in 
ours.  It  has  never  yet  become  law  in  Canada,  nor  has  it 
become  law  in  Great  Britain.  It  is  true  that  during  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  he  stated  that  he 
thought  it  had  become  law  in  Great  Britain,  but  I 
understood  him  to  qualify  that  later  on  and  to  mention, 
accurately,  as  I  believe,  that  it  has  only  reached  the 
second  reading  in  the  House  of  Commons,  one  of  the 
Bills  dealing  with  this  subject,  and  of  which  this  is  a  copy, 
huv  ng  passed  through  the  House  of  Lords.  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  historical  part  of 
this  question,  so  far  as  the  hon,  gentleman  has  alluded  to  it, 
because,  as  I  understand  it,  he  not  only  bases  this  Bill 
upon  theories  that  are  pretty  well  understood,  and  which 
have  been  already  explained  to  this  House,  but  he  attempts 
to  draw  great  strength  from  the  fact  that  some  of  the  law 
reformers  of  England,  and,  in  fact,  the  English  Parliament, 
are  anxious  to  enact  a  similar  law,  and  ar©  of  the  opinion 
that  these  provisions  should  become  law.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  aware  that  so  long  ago  as  1856,  I  believe,  Lord 
Brougham  attempted  to  enact  a  similar  law  to  this  in  the 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain.  He  failed,  and  all  the  learned 
gentlemen  who  succeeded  him,  have  failed,  to  place 
such  a  law  on  the  Statute  Book.  The  question  is  a  vexed 
one.  We  can  understand,  and  I  think  laymen  can  under¬ 
stand,  even  from  the  ingenious  argument  of  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  that  there  must  be  some¬ 
thing  wrong,  that  there  must  be  a  weak  point  in  his 
argument,  when,  with  the  force  with  which  he  has 
put  his  case,  we  know  that  in  England,  where  so  many 
able  men  have  called  attention  to  this  question,  and 
have  been  unable  to  place  such  a  law  on  the  Statute  Book. 
I  say  there  is  much  to  be  drawn  from  that  circumstance. 
If  that  were  a  necessary  reform,  if  criminal  justice  was 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


not  being  administered  satisfactorily ;  if  criminal  proce¬ 
dure  in  England  were  defective,  surely  there  is  sufficient 
spirit  of  enterprise  and  of  reform,  both  in  this  country  and 
in  Great  Britain,  to  have  such  a  law  speedily  enacted.  It 
is  strange  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  should  so  often  reach  this 
stage.  It  is  strange  that  in  Great  Britain,  when  the  cri¬ 
minal  law  is  attracting  the  attention  of  all  grades  of  society, 
that  if  this  were  a-  desmable  law  a  greater  effort  was  not 
made  in  the  English  Parliament  last  Session  to  place  this 
law  upon  the  Statute  Book.  What  do  we  find  ?  We  find 
that,  instead  of  hurrying  this  law  through  Parliament,  it 
has  been  discussed  time  and  time  again,  and  all  the  able  law 
reformers  who  have  turned  their  attention  to  the  subject, 
while  combining  on  the  principle  that  in  the  main  such  a 
law  should  be  enacted,  cannot  agree,  and  in  fact 
disagree,  as  to  what  form  the  law  should  take  ;  and  there  are 
actually  three  Bills  before  the  British  Parliament  dealing 
with  the  subject.  Not  only  is  there  Lord  Bramwell’s  Bill, 
of  which  this  is  a  copy,  but  there  is  a  Bill  treating  the 
subject  in  a  different  manner,  by  the  present  Attorney 
General ;  and,  in  addition,  there  is  an  entirely  different 
Bill  from  either  of  these — what  is  known  as  the  Criminal 
Code  Bill.  These  three  Bills  have  reached  the  Grand 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  mem¬ 
bers  there  are  not  so  anxious  to  enact  this  law 
that  they  will  take  any  one  of  them,  but  they  have 
three  Bills  treating  on  the  same  subject  matter  to .  consider 
maturely  before  taking  any  decided  stop.  Although  this 
Bill  comes  from  Lord  Bramwell,  a  jurist  well  known  and 
of  high  standing,  though  now  a  very  old  man,  known 
chiefly  in  connection  with  commercial  law,  a  man 
who  was  trained  as  a  merchant  before  he  read  for  the 
bar,  although  it  is  his  Lordship’s  wish  to  have  this  law 
enacted,  there  are  many  more  eminent  men  who  favor  a 
different  treatment  of  the  subject,  and  men  as  eminent 
who  are  opposed  to  the  enactment  of  any  such  law. 
We  must  not  lay  too  much  stress  on  the  fact  that  this  is 
Lord  Bramwell’s  Bill ;  and  it  was  quite  natural  that  His 
Loi dehip  should  write  a  letter  to  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  hoping  that  the  Canadian  Parliament 
will  pay  him  the  compliment  of  enacting  his  Bill  before  the 
other  Bills  on  the  subject  are  considered.  In  England, 
as  I  have  said,  opinion  is  divided.  Opinion,  too,  among 
law  reformers,  is  greatly  divided  as  to  this  Bill.  If  the 
House  will  permit  me,  I  will  read  a  short  extract  from  the 
Law  Times ,  of  1st  March,  1884,  in  which  these  different 
Bills  are  mentioned.  The  Law  Times  says  : 

“Neither  of  the  Bills  disposes  of  the  subject  with  a  thoroughness  be¬ 
yond  criticism,  and  a  consideration  of  the  three,  side  by  side,  will  sug¬ 
gest  a  good  many  small  points  in  which  each  might  be  improved.  Of 
the  three,  the  provisions  of  the  Criminal  Code  Bill  are,  perhaps,  the 
most  logical,  but  the  probable  fate  of  the  Criminal  Code  Bill  is  shrouded 
in  mystery." 

It  does  not  appear  that  this  is  the  best  Bill  of  the  three.  It 
does  not  appear  that  this  Bill  will  ever  become  law.  And  I 
would  also  mention  that  this  Bill  passed  through  the  second 
reading  by  a  very  close  shave,  and  in  a  very  unsatisfactory 
manner.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  Hansard 
he  will  find  that,  when  it  passed  through  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  there  was  an  exceedingly  small  attendance  of  mem¬ 
bers.  The  Bill  was  not  considered  as  it  should  have  been 
considered,  and  the  charge  is  openly  made  that  it  was 
smuggled  through  the  House,  passing,  as  it  did,  at  about 
two  o’clock  in  the  morning.  The  division  on  a  motion  to 
adjourn  gave  as  tho  numbers  20  to  99,  a  very  small  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  House  of  Commons.  But  after  all  the  discus¬ 
sion  in  England  the  Bill  is  not  the  law  to-day.  In 
proof  of  the  fact  that  eminent  men  are  divided  on  this 
vexed  question,  I  need  only  refer,  as  I  have  done  on  pre¬ 
vious  occasions,  to  the  remarks  made  by  Messrs.  Blackburn, 
Barry,  Lush  and  Stephen,  commissioners  appointed  to  con¬ 
sider  the  criminal  code,  in  their  report  to  the  House  of 
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Commons.  When  tho  Criminal  Code  Bill  was  sent  to  the 
House  by  these  commissioners,  dealing  with  many  reforms, 
they  had  to  qualify  their  opinion  in  connection  with  this 
question,  and  6ay  as  follows  :  “  As  the  policy  of  a  change  of 
the  law  is  so  important,  we  are  divided  in  opinion.”  That 
is  a  suggestion  to  us,  that  we  must  be  careful  in  dealing 
with  this  subject,  which  is  a  question  that  enthusiasts  in 
law  reform  have  hesitated  in  dealing  with.  I  again  say, 
that  it  is  for  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  to  show  this  House,  since  he  failed  last  Session 
and  the  Session  before,  that  there  is  any  great  need  that 
such  a  law  should  be  passed.  There  are  certain  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  in  regard  to  whom  it  may  be  said  that  they  take  only 
a  passing  interest  on  this  question,  and  are  not  so  familiar 
with  it  as  are  members  trained  to  the  bar.  But  it 
affects  every  hon.  member  and  his  constituents, 
because,  from  my  point  of  view,  and  it  is  the  point  of 
view  taken  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
it  is  fraught  with  great  danger  to  the  working  people,  the 
masses  of  this  country,  and  especially  tho  uneducated, 
whose  interests  are  at  stake.  Those  who  have  opposed  the 
passage  of  tho  Bill  have,  among  their  arguments,  advanced 
this  fact,  that  a  prisoner  who  is  uneducated  may  be  placed 
in  a  false  position  before  a  tribunal  of  justice,  as  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  it  is  compulsory  for  the  prisoner  to 
testify;  because  Lord  Bramwell  himself  admits  that  though 
it  is  not  made  compulsory  in  express  terms,  the  effect  of 
the  measure  is  what  I  have  stated.  The  hon,  leader  of 
the  Opposition  used  the  same  argument,  that  though  in  the 
Bill  it  is  not  stated  that  it  is  compulsory  on  a  prisoner  to  give 
evidence,  yet  in  effect  he  must  go  into  the  box  or  take  the 
consequence,  the  natural  presumption  of  his  refusing  being 
that  he  is  afraid  to  go  into  the  box  and  tell  his  story.  All 
members  of  the  legal  profession  know  that  in  many  cases, 
although  a  client  may  be  ever  so  innocent, 
it  is  necessary  to  keep  him  out  of  the  witness  box; 
for  there  being  no  necessity  to  place  him  there,  as  it  might 
prejudice  his  case  to  be  placed  there,  they  might  extract 
damaging  evidence  through  the  natural  confusion  arising 
in  the  minds  of  people  unaccustomed  to  the  halls  of  justice 
and  the  solemn  forms  which  obtain  there.  I  pressed  that 
argument  last  Session,  and  I  repeat  it  again  ;  and  I  say  that 
an  uneducated  man,  in  an  ordinary  case  in  the  courts  of 
justice,  with  a  strong  case,  or  in  a  criminal  court  with  a 
clear  conscience,  is  not  himself,  and  the  loss  he  has  to  do 
with  those  courts  the  better  exhibition  he  will  make  of 
himself.  I  say  it  is  often  impossible  for  an  honest 
uneducated  man  to  tell  a  story  several  times  over,  to 
explain  and  repeat  a  narrative  over  and  over  again,  without 
telling  it  in  so  many  ways.  I  appeal  to  my  professional 
brethren  to  corroborate  me  in  that  statement.  It  is  the 
every  day  experience  in  courts  of  law  that  much  damage  is 
done  to  a  man’s  case  in  consequence  of  the  embarrassment 
which  he  naturally  feels  in  appearing  before  a  court.  I 
could  cite  cases  still  more  familiar  to  us.  I  appeal  to 
young  men  of  my  own  position  who  feel  it  necessary 
sometimes  to  arise  and  express  their  opinions  ;  and  I 
would  ask  them  what  is  their  experience  ?  I  would  ask 
them  if  they  do  not  feel  embarrassment,  diffidence 
and  awkwardness  when  they  feel  called  upon  to  speak  ? 
I  say,  then,  that  if  that  be  the  case  with  men  trained  at 
the  bar,  if  they  feel  that  embarreassmnt  here,  what 
must  be  the  embarrassment  which  a  man  will  experience 
who  comes  for  the  first  time  into  a  court  of  justice,  and  who 
is  told  that  if  he  does  not  get  on  the  rack  and  stand  a  cross- 
examination  by  an  able  counsel,  his  innocence  will  be  doubt¬ 
ed  ;  and  having  gone  on  the  stand  and  made  an  exhi¬ 
bition  of  himself,  through  ignorance  and  not  guilt,  he  will, 
no  doubt,  suffer  the  fate  that  men  usod  to  suffer  in  England, 
as  late  as  the  17th  century,  in  consequence  of  the  practice 
there  obtaining — a  practice  so  abused  that  it  was  abolished — 
the  practice  of  interrogating  them,  of  seeing  them  racked 


and  tortured  and  worried  to  death  by  both  judge  and  Crown 
counsel.  And  I  would  also  ask,  what  power  are  you  placing 
in  the  hands  of  the  untrained  magistracy  of  this  country  by 
this  Bill  ?  I  call  attention  to  this  phase  of  the  question.  I 
say  that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  cites  the  movement 
towards  the  consummation  of  such  legislation  in  England, 
he  must  remember  that  a  very  important  feature  comes  up 
there.  I  say  that  in  England  they  have  a  trained  magis¬ 
tracy — that  special  qualifications  are  there  required 
for  the  commissions  of  the  peace,  while  in  this  country, 
as  we  know  too  well,  the  appointment  of  justices  of  the 
peace  in  the  different  Provinces  is  oftentimes  abused  ; 
and  we  know  that  men  hold  the  commission  who 
should  not  hold  it,  and  who,  under  this  Bill,  could 
exercise  the  power  and  authority  most  dangerous  to  their 
fellow  men,  especially  in  small  communities.  Take  the 
case,  for  instance,  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  in  which  the  prejudice  of  the  people 
appear  to  be  so  great  that  in  endeavoring  to  fortify  his 
argument  he  attacked  the  jury  system,  and  cited  a  case  in 
which  the  Minister  of  Justice,  on  enquiring  into  the  circum¬ 
stances  without  the  slightest  hesitation  interfered  and  voided 
a  verdict.  In  this  case,  dealing  with  a  charge  of  man¬ 
slaughter,  the  jury  proceeded  to  find  a  verdict  of  “guilty,” 
and  after  the  Minister  of  Justice  had  interfered,  the  G-iand 
Jury  of  the  community  took  the  extraordinary  course  of 
drawing  up  and  producing  a  document  of  a  nature  that 
struck  me  as  rather  odd,  as  a  rebuke  to  the  responsible 
administrators  of  justice,  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  the 
executive.  Take  that  case,  I  say,  and  are  you  going  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  men  like  these  such  a  power  as  is  now 
proposed ;  because,  under  this  Bill,  not  merely  in  the 
Supreme  Courts  and  Superior  Courts  will  the  defendant 
have  to  be  cross-examined  and  worried  and  tortured,  but  it 
applies  to  every  hearing,  to  every  stage  of  such  a  charge, 
so  that  he  is  placed  in  a  position  most  embarrassing  to  any 
innocent  man,  particularly  in  the  case  of  those  who  are  not 
educated  in  such  matters.  Therefore,!  say  we  were  wise  when 
we  hesitated  before  saying  that  this  Bill  should  become  tho 
law  of  the  land.  Further,  I  ask  that  we  should  still  pause 
when  we  find,  after  all  the  attention  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  to  this  matter,  he  comes  down  at  every  Session  with 
a  different  Bill.  He  came  down  the  previous  Session  with  a 
measure,  and  after  advising  us  that  the  law  reformers  of 
England  were  united  in  carrying  down  sqch  a  Bill,  he 
comes  down  the  next  Session  and  tells  us  he  has  a  better 
measure  still,  and  therefore  the  old  measure  was  not  a 
proper  one  and  should  not  become  law.  He  has  eliminated 
one  clause  to  which  I  called  attention,  and  he  has  substituted 
one  which  is  no  better.  The  second  clause  of  this  Bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  person  charged  shall  be  compellable  to  be  a  wit¬ 
ness.  But  I  say  this  is  a  nugatory  clause,  for  the  witness  must 
either  testify  or  run  great  danger  to  his  interest.  The  former 
Bill  provided  that  the  jury,  forsooth,  must  not  presume  any¬ 
thing  against  the  prisoner  who  did  not  come  into  the  box 
as  if  the  judge  from  the  bench  could  control  the  opinion  of 
a  juryman’s  mind  in  dealing  with  such  a  matter  as  that. 
Now,  if  we  are  able  to  show  that  every  Bill  produced  from 
that  hon.  gentleman’s  mind  is  defective  in  so  important  a 
point,  if  we  are  able  to  show  that  tho  law  reform¬ 
ers  of  England  are  divided  to-day  as  to  how  they 
shall  frame  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  matter,  I  think 
we  can  afford  to  wait.  Quoting  the  language  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  as  I  did 
last  Session,  I  ask  if  the  time  is  ripe  for  such  a  revolution 
in  the  criminal  procedure  of  this  country  ?  I  had  the 
temerity  last  Session  to  refer  to  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake).  I  had  the  pleasure  of  quoting,  in 
support  of  my  views,  in  discussing  this  subject,  the  lan¬ 
guage  used  by  him,  putting  the  matter  far  more  concisely 
than  I  could  hope  to  do,  when  he  was  standing  in  the  res¬ 
ponsible  position  of  Minister  of  Justice,  and  when  he 
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advised  this  House  to  throw  out  a  Bill  similar  to  this,  intro¬ 
duced  by  Mr.  Dymond,  then  a  member  of  this  House.  I 
referred  to  his  arguments ;  but  in  reply  he  told  me,  with  a 
certain  amount  of  indignation,  that  I  had  put  a  gloss  over 
his  speech  which  it  did  not  deserve,  and  he  said  that  when 
I  referred  to  his  speeches  I  should  read  the  whole  of  them. 
Well,  Sir,  referring  to  his  speeches,  I  consider  life 
is  too  short  to  read  all  the  speeches,  or  any  one  of  the 
speeches,  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake).  They  are  pleasant  to  listen  to,  and  I,  like  other 
hon.  members,  derive  pleasure  in  listening  to  the  well- 
rounded  periods  of  his  speeches,  and  I  admit  that  it  is 
difficult,  in  any  extract  of  a  dozen  or  twenty  lines  from  that 
hon.  gentleman’s  speechos  to  show  exactly  what  he  does 
mean ;  because  we  find  that  he  has  a  habit,  on  most  oc¬ 
casions,  to  use  popular  language,  of  steering  north  by 
south,  except  when  he  is  dealing  with  questions  touching 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  There  is  no  mistaken  ring  then 
in  his  speeches — no  mistaking  his  meaning  when  opposing 
any  legislation,  such  as  better  terms  or  railway  subsidies  for 
those  smaller  and  poorer  provinces  by  the  sea.  On  other 
subjects  it  is  impossible,  I  admit,  to  get  his  exact  meaning 
from  reading  so  many  lines  of  his  speeches.  But  since  I 
have  laid  stress  on  his  speech  in  1877,  I  will  trouble  the 
House  by  repeating  it  again,  as  I  cannot  use  any  argument 
stronger  in  the  direction  of  opposing  this  Bill.  I  am  sorry 
I  do  not  see  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  He  is  here. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  now  see  he  is  in  the  House.  I  ask 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  not  to  ted  me  that 
seven  years  make  a  difference,  and  that  things  that  are  not 
right  at  one  time  become  right  seven  years  afterwards — 
not  to  give  me  an  answer  like  that,  but  to  give  me  an 
argument  that  will  answer  the  argument  he  used  then— to 
give  me  an  experience  that  he  has  had  since  1877  that  will 
upset  the  experience  he  testified  to  in  1877.  I  am  not 
opposing  this  Bill  factiously  ;  I  am  open  to  be  convinced  by 
the  hon.  member;  but,  before  he  can  convince  me,  he  must 
use  an  argument  stronger  than  the  argument  he  used  last 
Session.  I  believe  he  was  right,  in  1877,  when  he  said: 

“He  could  conceive  of  some  case3 — they  had  occurred  in  his  own 
experience  in  civil  suits — in  which  an  innocent  man,  owing  to  his  nervous 
habit,  great  excitement  at  the  time,  or  unhappy  mode  of  givirg  testi¬ 
mony,  would  be  placed  rather  at  a  disadvantage  than  otherwise.” 

So  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker ;  and  am  I  to  be  told  that  seven  years 
can  reverse  that  argument  ?  Can  seventy  times  seven  years 
change  the  force  of  the  testimony  of  an  authority  so  high, 
of  a  gentleman  of  such  experience  as  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  then  was?  Dealing  with  another  branch  of 
the  subject,  he  said : 

“  He  thought  the  existing  securities  for  the  ionocent  were  as  powerful 
as,  and  perhaps  more  powerful  than,  the  protection  obtained  by  the 
prisoner  telling  his  own  story.” 

Of  course,  I  suppose  it  was  necessary  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  in  advising  the  House  to  throw  out  the  Bill  of  a  sup¬ 
porter,  to  do  it  in  as  pleasant  a  manner  as  possible,  and  he 
used  other  language  which,  however,  does  not  affect  the 
language  I  quote.  He  said  that  the  time  was  not  ripe  for 
the  measure;  but  all  the  arguments  which  have  been  used 
to-night  were  used  then,  and  nothing  has  occurred  since 
1877  to  lessen  their  force.  Those  same  arguments,  as  I  have 
stated, were  ably  put  forward  by  Lord  Brougham,  by  Jeremy 
Bentham,  and  by  other  reformers  long  before  1856  and  1877, 
and  nothing  has  happened  since  to  change  the  force  of  the 
experience  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  which  has  been  my  own 
experience  in  courts  of  law,  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  such 
a  privilege  in  civil  cases.  Now,  the  hon.  mover  of  this  Bill 
has  stated  that  what  is  true  in  civil  cases  would  be  true  in 
criminal  cases — that  the  right  which  ho  is  now  endea¬ 
voring  to  have  extended  to  crimi  nal  cases  was  denied  in 
Mr.  Tupper. 


civil  cases  ;  and  the  same  arguments  were  used  against  that 
principle  that  are  now  urged  against  his  claim.  Grant  that ; 

1  have  an  answer  for  him.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  is  again  the  authority.  In  1875,  in  discussing  a 
criminal  Bill,  that  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  Rules  prevailing  with  regard  to  civil  cases  could  not  be  wholly 
adapted  to  criminal  cases.” 

And  they  aro  not  here.  The  hon.  mover  of  the  Bill  says 
that  it  is  illogical  to  say  that  what  is  proper  in  civil  pro¬ 
cedure  would  not  be  proper  in  criminal  ■procedure.  Why, 
his  own  Bill  admits  that  you  cannot  deal  with  ei’iminal  cases 
in  the  same  way  as  with  civil  cases,  for  it  says  : 

“Provided  that  no  person  so  charged  shall  be  compellable  to  be  a 
witness  on  any  such  hearing,  nor  shall  such  wife  or  husband  be  an  ad¬ 
missible  witness  on  any  such  hearing,  without  the  consent  of  the  person 
so  charged,  unless  so  compellable  heretofore.” 

Sir,  I  ask  if  the  argument  of  the  hon  gentleman  he  souni, 
why  should  such  a  clause  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  ?  Why 
has  he  not  gone  the  whole  length  and  removed  the  difference 
between  criminal  and  civil  procedure  altogether  ?  He  has 
not,  because  you  cannot,  as  th8  hon.  member  for  West  Dur¬ 
ham  has  well  said,  apply  the  rules  to  criminal  cases  which 
obtain  in  civil  cases.  Now,  as  I  stated  a  short  time  ago, 
Lord  Bramwell — like  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham, 
when  advising  the  House  to  reject  Mr.  Dj  mond’s  Bill — 
used  this  language : 

“  If  the  accused  did  not  offer  his  own  evidence,  he  would  be  exposed 
to  the  remark  that  he  dared  not  do  so.” 

And  yet  we  find  that  tbis  Bill  provides  that  he  shall  not  be 
compelled  to  do  so.  That  is  sufficient  to  show  the  weakness 
of  the  theory  advanced  in  support  of  this  measure.  The 
ingenious  argument  used  by  the  hon.  member  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  is  entirely  theoretical.  It  is  apt  to  mislead,  especi¬ 
ally  those  who  are  not  familiar  with  courts  of  justice.  In 
theoi’y,  it  may  appear,  to  a  great  extent,  to  be  fair,  but  in 
practice  it  is  entirely  illogical.  When  you  come  to  draft 
these  theories  in  a  practical  measure,  it  is  then  that  diffi¬ 
culties  appeal-,  and  that  great  differences  arise  in  the 
minds  of  law  reformers  as  to  how  this  measure  should  be 
carried  out.  Therefoi-e,  my  position  is,  that  no  matter  how 
sound,  theoretically,  the  principle  embodied  in  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  Bill  may  be,  the  practical  view  is  that  taken  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  which  is  just  as  true 
now,  that  we  do  not  require,  for  the  protection  of  the  inno 
cent,  any  such  legislation  as  this,  neither  do  we  require  it 
in  oi’der  to  ferret  out  and  punish  cx-ime.  Holding  these 
views,  Mr.  Speakex-,  though  having  expressed  them  perhaps 
at  too  great  length,  considering  the  number  of  times  the 
Bill  has  been  discussed,  and  feeling  justified  by  the  past 
treatment  of  this  Bill,  remembering  that  though  it  reached 
a  second  reading  it  was  finally  thrown  out  of  this  House, 
I  beg  to  move,  seconded  by  Mr.  Hesson,  in  amendment : 

That  this  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  second  time,  but  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  It  is  true,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  has  said,  that  this  Bill  occupied  the 
time  of  this  House  last  Session,  and  a  very  free  and  full 
discussion  was  had  upon  it.  It  went  to  its  second  reading 
by  a  very  large  majority,  and  after  that,  through  the  want 
of  a  sufficient  number  of  members  in  the  House,  its  passage 
was  obstructed.  But  the  principle  of  this  Bill  was  affirmed 
by  this  House  by  an  overwhelming  majority  last  Session. 
My  hon.  friend  complains  that  this  Session  the  Bill  has  come 
up  in  a  new  form.  He  says  he  objected  to  a  certain  clause 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  clause  has  been  eliminated  from  it  this 
year.  What  is  his  complaint  about,  then?  If  his  views 
have  been  met,  and  the  clause  he  objected  to  has  been 
eliminated,  be  should  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  in 
objecting  to  the  elimination  of  that  clause.  That  was  done  in 
order  to  meet  the  finical  views— I  do  not  use  the  word  in  an 
offensive  sense — of  my  hon.  friend,  with  reference  to  this  Bill. 
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But,  Sir,  I  think  that  since  last  Session  all  the  objections 
that  were  then  so  ably  and  eloquently  urged  against  this 
Bill  have  been  taken  away.  The  hon.  gentleman  declared 
that  in  England — the  great  pattern,  the  place  to  which  we 
all  look  for  guidance  in  our  mode  of  procedure  in  criminal 
cases — no  legislation  on  this  point  had  taken  place.  Well, 
Sir,  light  has  since  then  been  thrown  on  this  subject,  and 
that  statement  can  no  longer  be  advanced.  Allow  me  to 
read  for  a  moment  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  speech  on 
the  question  last  Session.  He  said  : 

“I  think  we  may,  consistent  with  our  national  pride,  and  a  feeling  of 
admiration  for  our  knowledge  ot  the  law,  bow  with  great  respect  to  the 
legal  minds  in  England,  and  carefully  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  the  law 
reformers  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Again,  he  said  : 

“  Therefore,  Sir,  this  is  not  such  a  measure  of  reform  as  ought  to  com¬ 
mend  itself  so  highly  to  reformers  that  they  should  vote  blindly  for  it, 
simply  because  it  is  described  in  that  way.  I  appeal  to  those  gentle¬ 
men  who  were  in  the  House  in  1877,  and  who  voted  for  the  motion  to 
throw  out  the  Bill  at  that  time — I  appeal  to  them  whether  they  have 
heard  an  answer  to  the  arguments  then  urged  so  strongly  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham,  sufficiently  to  induce  them  to  vote  blindly 
for  such  legislation.  Not  only  was  this  practice  discouraged  and  de¬ 
parted  from  in  England,  but  though  some  States  in  the  Union  have 
adopted  it,  it  has  brought  a  great  scandal  on  the  courts  in  those  States.” 

The  Law  Journal  of  England,  as  quoted  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  advocates  this  measure; 
the  judges  in  the  Superior  Court  in  Ontario  have  urged  its 
passage  ;  the  London  Globe  and  the  Pall  Mall  Gazette  have 
argued  in  its  favor,  and  that,  I  think,  is  pretty  good  authority 
that  this  measure  has  created  some  discussion  in  England. 
But  I  wish  to  quote  from  the  English  Mansard  the  views  of 
Lord  Bramwell,  whom  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tup- 
per)  criticises,  as  an  old  man.  Somebody  rose  at  one  time 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  England,  I  believe,  and  made 
an  attack  upon  Pitt,  afterwards  Earl  of  Chatham,  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  a  young  man  ;  it  was  a  crime  then  to  be 
called  a  37oung  man. .  My  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  has  found 
that  it  is  a  crime  in  England  to  be  an  old  Lord — an  old 
Tory  Lord,  by  the  way — and  to  have  reform  views  on  crimi¬ 
nal  or  any  other  procedure.  Lord  Bramwell,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  said  : 

“  The  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  make  a  person  charged  with  a  crime  a 
competent  witness  ;  also  to  enable  a  husband  or  wife  to  give  evidence 
when  tithfr  was  charged  with  a  criminal  offence,  anl  also  to  enable 
any  one  or  two  or  more  persons  charged  in  tha  same  indictment  to  give 
evidence.  He  did  not  propose  to  compel  these  persons  to  give  evidence, 
but  simply  to  remove  the  disqualifications  which  prevented  them  doing 
so  if  they  wished.  Only  forty  years  ago  no  one  who  had  the  smallest 
interest  in  a  case  could  give  evidence  in  it,  but  this  disqualification  had 
been  removed  ;  husbands  and  wives  had  been  made  competent  witnesses 
in  civil  cases  ;  plaintiffs  in  breach  of  promise  might  he  examined,  and 
last  year  the  Explosives  Act  admitted  as  witnesses  the  persons  who  were 
charged  with  offences  under  it.” 

He  says  further: 

“  A  Bill  similar  to  this  would  be  introduced  in  the  other  House,  but 
their  Lordships  would  not  have  the  trouble  of  discussing  the  matter 
twice,  because  if  that  measure  came  to  that  House  he  would  not  proceed 
further  with  his  own.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  their  Lordships  should 
pass  his  Bill  and  send  it  to  the  other  House,  he  should  be  quite  willing 
that  both  Bills  should  be  dealt  with  there  in  the  manner  that  might  be 
deemed  best.  At  all  events,  he  had  given  their  Lordships  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  discussing  the  question  once,  and  this  was  m  ore  than  could  be 
said  of  many  important  measures  last  Session.  In  conclusion,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time.” 

Earl  Cairns  rose  and  said  : 

“  It  would  very  ill  become  him  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill,  for  it 
proposed  to  do  what  was  proposed  to  be  done  by  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  member,  and  it  was  included  in  the  large  measure  for 
the  codification  of  the  criminal  law  which  was  brought  into  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  by  that  Government.  That  measure  was  about  to 
be  re-introduced  into  the  House  of  Oommous,  and  he  hoped  the  Bill 
now  under  consideration  might  become  law  as  part  of  that  larger 
measure,  instead  of  being  an  isolated  Bill.  He  admitted,  however,  that 
they  might  have  to  wait  a  long  time  for  that  larger  measure,  and,  per¬ 
haps,  it  was  better  to  deal  with  this  pressing  subject  in  the  way  now 
proposed.  Another  reason  he  had  for  supporting  the  Bill  was,  that  the 
Explosives  Act,  and  some  other  recent  statutes,  enabled  persons 
charged  under  their  provisions  to  be  examined  as  witnesses.  He  was  in¬ 
formed  that  in  the  trial  which  took  place  under  the  Explosives  Act  this 


provision  was  brought  into  lore',  and  that  it  acted  well.  If  it  were  wrong 
for  a  counsel  to  state  to  the  jury  the  prisoner’s  version  of  what  had 
occurred,  a  great  hardship  was  inflicted  on  the  accused  ;  but  if  a  counsel 
were  allowed  to  give  the  orisoner’s  version,  it  wa3  still  more  absurd 
that  the  prisoner  himself  should  be  prevented  frot,  stating  it  on  oath  to 
the  jury.” 

Viscount  Cranbrook,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  various 
other  noble  Lords,  spoke  in  the  same  strain.  Now,  my  hon. 
friend  has  told  the  House  that  there  were  three  Bills  before 
the  British  Parliament  :  The  first  was  that  of  Lord  Bram¬ 
well ;  the  second  that  of  the  Attorney  General  ;  and  the 
third  the  Criminal  Code  Bill.  I  have  already  shown  that 
the  Bill  introduced  and  passed  by  the  House  of  Lords  was 
precisely  the  Bill  introduced  in  the  Commons,  and  Earl 
Cairns  said  that  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member 
had  introduced  a  Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  ask  my 
hon.  friend  how  can  he  possibly  tell  this  House  that  this  is 
a  question  which  enthusiasts  in  law  reform  alone  take  up, 
when  it  has  passed  the  House  of  Lords  in  England — which, 
the  Lord  knows,  is  conservative  enough,  and  the  last  body 
to  be  charged  with  an  advanced  reform  movement.  I  con¬ 
tend  that  my  hon.  friend’s  reasons  for  voting  against  this 
Bill  last  Session  have  been  entirely  taken  away  by  the 
events  that  have  since  transpired,  namely,  the  passage  of 
the  Bill  through  the  House  ot  Lords  and  its  introduction 
into  the  House  of  Commons,  where,  judging  from  the  letter 
received  by  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron), 
from  Lord  Bramwell,  which  he  road  to  this  House,  it  has 
probably  become  law  by  this  time.  My  hon.  friend  tells  the 
House  again  that  this  Bill,  should  it  become  law,  will  have  a 
damaging  effect —damaging,  first,  to  the  accused  who  is  in¬ 
nocent,  and  secondly,  after  you  get  through  with  that  one  you 
will  unduly  favor  the  next  one.  He  says,  as  he  argued  last 
Session,  when  a  man  goes  into  the  box  with  a  forbidding 
countenance  and  a  hesitating  manner  these  will  tell  against 
him,  and  he  may  be  convicted  of  a  crime  of  which  he  is  not 
guilty.  But  I  ask  you,  if  a  man  has  a  forbidding  counten¬ 
ance,  does  he  not  take  that  with  him  into  the  dock  as  well 
as  into  the  box,  and  will  it  not  tell  against  him  there  as 
weli  ?  He  may  be  as  innocent  of  the  crime  with  which  he 
is  charged  as  the  babe  unborn,  but  standing  there  in  the 
criminal  box,  with  all  eyes  turned  upon  him,  occupying  a 
most  humiliating  position,  unable  to  say  a  word  in  his  own 
behalf,  I  ask  my  hon.  friend  if  the  forbidding  countenance 
and  the  receding  forehead  will  not  create  as  great  a  preju¬ 
dice  against  him  there  as  could  possibly  be  created  by  his 
appearance  in  the  witness  box,  and  that  without  his  being 
given  any  chance  of  removing  it.  But  take  that  man 
with  the  forbidding  countenance  and  the  receding  forehead 
from  the  criminal  box,  and  place  him  on  the  witness  stand, 
and  if  he  be  innocent,  I  venture  to  say  that  a  workingman — 
my  hon.  friend  referred  to  the  ignorant  woikingmen — take 
every  one  of  them  for  a  jury,  and  we  take  our  jurymen  from 
them  to-day,  and  good  jurymen  they  make,  too — but  take 
that  man  and  put  him  in  the  box  and  unseal  his  lips, 
and  if  he  were  innocent  of  the  crime  they  would  acquit 
him,  although  he  were  almost  deaf  and  dumb,  by  the 
conscious  innocence  he  possessed,  by  the  consciousness 
of  his  own  want  of  guilt,  that  man  could  make  himself 
understood  by  the  jury  and  the  judge,  that  man  could 
make  himself  understood  by  the  Court,  and  would  go  out  of 
that  box  a  free  man  if  he  were  innocent.  Does  not  everybody 
know  that  that  is  the  case,  that  any  man,  no  matter  how 
nature  has  warped  him,  no  matter  how  appearances  are 
against  him,  if  he  be  innocent,  will  make  his  innocence 
known  and  felt,  and  the  jury  sitting  there — these  working¬ 
men  if  you  please,  who  are  watching  their  fellow  working¬ 
man  in  the  box,  who  have  all  the  charity  for  the  hesitancy 
of  manner  of  that  man,  for  his  worn  clothes  and  haggard 
looks — can  give  that  charity,  and  they  can  tell  by  his 
manner  and  by  his  answers  to  the  questions  whether  he  is 
the  guilty  or  the  innocent  man.  And  what  is  the  result, 
then?  It  is  that  justice  is  done,  and  it  is  justice  that  we 
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are  after.  It  is  not  to  allow  the  innocent  to  be  punished, 
or  the  guilty  to  escape,  but  that  justice  should  be 
done,  and  how  can  it  be  done  unless  the  truth  be 
extracted  ?  Then  my  hon.  friend  says,  it  will  let  some¬ 
body  off ;  some  person  will  got  off  that  should  not. 
The  principle  of  the  law  is  that  ten  guilty  men  should 
escape  rather  than  one  innocent  man  should  suffer,  and  if 
somebody  did  get  off,  there  is  no  net  so  formed  that  some 
fish  will  not  get  out  that  perhaps  should  be  held  in.  These 
are  peculiarities  known  to  every  law.  You  cannot  make 
any  law  perfect,  but  you  must  aim  at  the  perfect  and  get 
the  best  you  can  ;  and  if  you  place  a  law  on  the  Statute  Book 
that  will  allow  the  innocent  man  to  escape,  that  will  allow 
the  truth  to  be  extracted  from  a  witness’s  mouth  and  justice 
to  be  done,  you  have  made  an  advance  in  statesmanship, 
you  have  made  an  advance  in  governing  your  country  in  a 
proper  and  righteous  and  desirable  manner.  But  my  hon. 
friend  tells  us  that,  in  an  assault  case — and  this  was  the 
argument  used  last  Session — where  persons  meet  together 
and  there  is  a  fight,  we  will  let  them  all  come  up  and  tell 
their  story.  That  is  the  Canadian  law  to-day.  My  hon. 
friend  from  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  although  in  bad 
form  to  speak  to-day  from  hoarseness,  yet  put  the  case  so 
strongly  here  that  it  appealed  to  the  sympathies  of  every 
man  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  that  was  the  case  of 
Mains  and  Beamish— these  men  who  went  out  mutu¬ 
ally  and  fought,  the  Mains’  being  the  aggressors, 
old  man  Mains  having  been  struck  by  a  stick  over 
the  eye,  severing  an  artery,  from  which  he  died. 
The  penalty  for  murder,  as  everybody  knows,  is  death 
My  hon.  friends  who  are  against  this  Bill  say  that,  if 
death  occurs,  only  the  accusers  who  were  in  the  fight 
should  go  upon  the  witness  stand  and  swear;  only  one  side 
of  the  fray  shall  bo  represented,  only  one  of  the  parties 
shall  be  heard;  or  we  will  divide  the  parties,  we  will  hear 
what  the  Mains’  say,  but  you  shall  not  hear  what  the 
Beamish’s  say.  Although  the  penalty  is  hanging,  although 
the  penalty  is  death,  yet  we  will  not  permit  you  to  go  upon 
the  witness  stand  and  swear  to  what  you  know.  If  it  be 
flogging,  or  a  week  in  gaol,  or  a  fine,  you  can  all  go  on  the 
witness  stand  and  swear  to  the  truth  of  your  state¬ 
ments.  My  hon.  friends  solemnly,  gravely  contend  in 
this  House  that  the  Canadian  law,  in  regard  to  evidence 
in  cases  of  assault,  is  perfectly  proper  and  right, 
but,  when  it  comes  to  a  felony  under  similar  circum¬ 
stances,  we  will  only  hear  one  side  of  the  story,  and  the 
accused  shall  not  go  on  the  stand.  Is  it  not  most  absurd  ? 
Where  is  the  logic  of  such  reasoning  as  that  ?  Would 
not  you,  Sir,  would  not  the  members  of  this  House,  and 
would  not  the  country  say  that,  in  case  of  a  higher  crime 
so  much  the  greater  the  necessity  of  extracting  the  truth, 
of  getting  at  the  truth,  no  matter  where  it 
comes  from,  whether  from  independent  witnesses 
or  from  the  accused  party.  Who  does  not  know 
that  in  this  country,  as  in  every  other  country,  per¬ 
sons  commit  crimes  or  are  charged  with  crime  when  only 
one  witness  can  go  upon  the  stand,  and  all  the  other 
witnesses  are  shut  out  by  the  rules  of  evidence  ?  Crime  is 
not  committed  in  crowds,  as  a  general  thing.  It  is  com¬ 
mitted  silently,  stealthily,  in  the  darkness  of  night  some¬ 
times  ;  and  when  one  witness  is  allowed  to  testify,  and  he 
the  bigger  criminal  of  the  two,  that  the  other  man  was  the 
committer  of  the  crime,  is  it  not  monstrous  that  the  man 
charged  with  it  shall  not  be  allowed  to  go  into  the  witness 
box,  to  be  examined  as  you  will,  by  the  ablest  counsel  you 
can  find,  to  tell  the  truth  about  the  matter  in  regard  to 
which  he  has  been  falsely  arraigned,  while  the  real  criminal 
has  been  giving  his  evidence  by  the  hour  and  swearing  his 
life  away.  Yet,  when  the  old  Tory  House  of  Lords  in  Eng¬ 
land  has  passed  a  Bill  like  this,  they  who  oppose  this  Bill 
are  afraid  of  this  reform  measure.  All  these  arguments 
wore  made  when  the  Bill  was  introduced  to  allow  a  man 
Mr.  Woodworth. 


or  a  woman  to  testify  in  a  civil  suit  to  which  they  were 
parties.  It  was  said  that  the  crime  of  perjury  would  be  com¬ 
mitted.  It  was  said  that  self-interest  would  not  allow  these 
persons  to  tell  the  truth.  That  is  a  matter  you  cannot  legis¬ 
late  against  efficiently— the  crime  of  perjury.  Men  have  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  that.  Men  have  to  take  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  this  life  of  their  acts.  All  you  can  do  is  to 
give  the  opportunity,  as  I  said  before,  for  the  fullest 
investigation  of  the  matter,  and  he  or  she  who  commits  the 
crime  of  perjury  must  suffer  for  it,  either  here  or  elsewhere, 
and  no  human  legislation  can  reach  that.  I  took  occa¬ 
sion  last  Session  to  say  that  there  was  more  perjury  com¬ 
mitted  in  making  up  the  electoral  lists  in  one  riding  in  this 
Canada  of  ours  than  there  would  be  under  this  law,  if  per¬ 
jury  be  swearing  with  intent  to  tell  what  is  not  True,  or  to 
violate  an  oath  already  taken.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not 
intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  with  any  fur¬ 
ther  remarks,  but  merely  to  say,  having  given  my  vote  for 
this  measure  last  Session,  giving  it  in  the  interest  of  the 
masses,  as  I  believe,  in  the  interests  of  Canada,  and  follow¬ 
ing  in  the  footsteps,  to  use  again  the  language  of  my  hon. 
friend,  of  that  great  country  to  which  we  owe  allegiance 
and  to  which  we  are  so  proud  to  belong,  I  repeat  again,  on 
the  present  occasion,  that  I  believe  this  law,  if  passed,  will 
not  be  a  retrograde  step,  but  will  be  a  step  of  advancement 
towards  a  higher  state  of  civilisation. 

Mr.  LISTER.  When  this  Bill  was  last  before  the  House, 
a  number  of  hon.  gentlemen  felt  themselves  called  upon  to 
speak  against  its  passage,  and  to-night  I  hesitated  for  a  few 
moments  to  allow  some  one  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  to  rise 
again  and  oppose  it.  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  inter¬ 
est  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  represents 
Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper),  in  order  to  see  whether  he  could 
advance  any  genuine  argument  against  the  passage  of  this 
Bill;  and  I  am  bound  to  confess,  Sir,  that  during  his  whole 
speech  I  was  unable  to  detect  one  single  reason  why  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
should  not  become  law.  One  of  the  reasons-— if  we  may 
call  it  so — that  he  urged  why  it  should  not  become  law 
was,  the  timidity  of  young  men  like  himself  who  might  be 
called  into  the  witness  box,  perhaps  from  the  prisoner’s 
box,  and  from  timidity  prejudice  his  case.  Now,  Sir, 
I  may  say  confidently,  that  if  that  was  a  reason  why 
this  Bill  bhould  not  become  law,  it  has  fallen  to  the  ground, 
because  my  young  friend  did  not  display  that  timidity 
and  nervousness  which  his  language  would  indicate.  That 
this  Bill  will  become  law,  whether  it  is  defeated  at  this 
Session  or  not,  there  is  no  reasonable  doubt  whatever. 
I  believe  that  if  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper) 
had  been  in  existence  seventy  years  ago  and  had  been  then 
a  member  of  Parliament,  he  would  have  been  found  oppos¬ 
ing,  as  vigorously  as  be  opposes  this  law  to-day,  the  law 
which  gave  a  man  accused  of  crimo  the  right  to  have  the 
services  of  counsel ;  he  would  doubtless  have  thought  that  if 
a  lawyer  was  allowed  to  raise  his  voice  on  behalf  of  a  man 
accused  of  crime  there  was  a  great  public  danger  that  he 
would  be  acquitted.  But,  Sir,  that  inhuman  law  has  besn 
wiped  from  the  Statute  Book.  I  have  no  doubt  that  my 
hon.  friend  would  also  have  been  found  opposing  the  law 
which  gave  parties  to  a  suit  the  right  to  testify  on  their  own 
behalf.  That  was  an  innovation,  and  in  his  own  words,  it 
was  a  dangerous  innovation.  We  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  while  that  law  was  in  existence,  by  which  a  man  was 
not  able  to  testify  in  his  own  behalf,  many  a  suitor  was 
prevented  from  appealing  to  a  court  of  justice  because  his 
cause  could  only  be  maintained  by  his  own  evidence.  So 
gross  was  that  injustice  that  the  law  of  the  land  was  changed, 
and  to-day  every  suitor,  every  man,  whether  he  be  interested 
;  or  not  in  the  result  of  a  case,  has  a  right  to  go  into  the 
|  witness  box,  and  the  jury  who  are  sworn  to  try  that  case  are 
to  judge  as  to  his  credibility.  That  law  has  been  placed 
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upon  the  Statute  Book.  Wo  find  also  that  in  the  Parliament 
preceding  the  present  one,  in  this  very  House,  a  law  was 
passed  by  which  a  man  charged  with  assault  and  battery, 
a  misdemeanor  under  our  criminal  law,  was  allowed 
to  testify  on  his  own  behalf.  How,  Sir,  if  these  advances 
have  been  made  within  the  last  few  years,  if  these  improve¬ 
ments  and  reforms  in  the  laws  of  this  country  have  taken 
place,  are  we  not  justified  in  demanding  that  the  last  vestige, 
the  last  remnant  of  these  unjust  laws  should  be  removed, 
and  that  the  judge  and  the  jury  should  have  the  right  to 
hoar  the  facts  of  the  case  from  every  man,  from  every  lip, 
that  can  testify  about  it  ?  That  is  not  the  case  to-day.  The 
man  who  is  charged  with  a  crime  is  placed  in  tho  criminal’s 
box,  and  his  mouth  is  closed,  whereas  the  man  who  has  the 
most  interest  in  convicting  him,  and  perchance  who  is  tho 
only  witness,  that  man’s  mouth  is  open,  his  story  is  told,  and 
tho  result  has  often  been,  I  have  no  doubt,  an  unjust  convic¬ 
tion.  Why  should  that  man  not  be  allowed  to  speak? 
Why  should  ho  not  be  allowed  to  tell  his  story  to  the  jurors, 
to  the  judge,  and  before  the  lawyers,  and  if  he  is  telling 
a  falsehood  a  cross-examination  would  sweep  the  false  por¬ 
tion  of  it  away,  would  separate  the  grain  from  the  chaff,  and 
if  he  is  telling  an  untruth  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  will  pre¬ 
judice  his  case.  But,  Sir,  if  he  is  innocent,  the  manner  in 
which  he  tells  his  story,  his  air  of  conscious  innocence,  will 
convince  the  men  before  whom  he  is  tried  whether  he  be 
guilty  or  not,  and  if  he  be  innocent  he  will  have  what  every 
l  nnocent  man  is  entitled  to,  an  acquittal.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  has  referred  to  charges  of 
rape,  a  charge  which  is  frequently  made  in  this  country,  a 
charge  which  is  easily  made  and  hard  to  be  defended.  We 
know,  Sir,  that  men  have  been  convicted  of  that  abominable 
offence  upon  the  evidence  of  perjured  testimony,  and  that 
there  are  to-day  men  who  are  lingering  in  prison,  with 
their  life  blasted,  convicted  unjustly  and  improperly, 
whereas  if  these  men  could  have  gone  into  the  witness  box 
and  told  their  story  to  the  jury,  instead  of  being  persons 
disgraced  forever  they  would  now  be  free  men  and  the 
stamp  of  conviction  would  never  have  been  placed  upon 
them.  Shall  it  be  said  that  in  a  free  country  like  ours,  that 
in  a  country  having  as  intelligent  a  population  as  we 
have,  the  jury  and  the  judge  are  not  able  to  tell  whether  a 
man  is  telling  what  is  true  or  what  is  false  ?  Shall  we  take 
the  chance — for  it  is  nothing  more  than  a  chance — that  an 
innocent  man  may1  be  convicted  because  he  is  not  allowed  to 
tell  what  he  knows  ?  That,  Sir,  is  the  position  of  our  law 
to-day,  and  I  think  it  is  a  disgrace  to  this  country  that  it 
has  not  been  changed  before.  Now,  Sir,  wo  have  the  fact 
that  it  has  not  only  engaged  our  attention  here,  but  that  it 
has  engaged  the  attention  of  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  tells  us  that  there  are  no  less 
than  three  Bills  before  the  House  of  Commons  in  England, 
providing  for  making  the  evidence  of  a  person  accused  of 
crime  receivable  in  court.  That  shows  that  this  important 
question  is  engaging  the  attention  of  statesmen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water;  and  when  this  question  came  before  the 
House  of  Lords  upon  a  Bill  which  was  introduced  by  Lord 
Bramwell,  I  think,  there  was  not  one  noble  Lord  who  dared 
to  get  up  and  oppose  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Every  man 
who  spoke  upon  the  Bill  spoke  favorably  of  its  provisions, 
and  the  only  one  who  had  opposed  it  at  all  in  the  past 
would  not  take  upon  himself  again  the  responsibility  of 
active  opposition.  Are  these  not  reasons  why  it.  should 
become  the  law  of  our  land?  Is  this  a  mere  adventure  ?  Is 
this  a  mere  jump  in  the  dark?  No.  We  have  also  the 
experience  of  the  U nited  States  before  us ;  we  know  that  in 
overy  State  of  the  Union  this  has  been  the  law  for  years 
and  years.  Yet,  if  it  worked  badly,  if  justice  was 
frustrated,  will  you  tell  me  that  that  law  would 
not  have  been  repealed  ?  Sir,  that  law*,  instead  of 
being  abolished,  has  been  found  to  work  beneficially, 
and  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  in  no  Legislature  in  the  Union 
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would  there  be  found  a  majority  of  members  who  would 
support  a  repeal  of  the  law  as  it  now  stands.  Those  are 
strong  reasons  why  this  should  become  the  law  in  tho 
Dominion.  What  is  tho  opposition  ?  That  a  man  might 
commit  perjury.  In  the  name  of  common  sense  and  reason, 
is  a  man’s  life,  property  and  reputation  to  be  lost  simply 
because  there  is  a  chance  that  somebody  who  may  be  charged 
with  a  crime  may  comrhit  perjury  ?  Yet  that  is  tho  argu¬ 
ment  used  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  oppose  this  Bill.  I 
feel  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
is  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  this  Parliament  and  of  the  people 
of  Canada  for  what  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  (Mr.  Tuppor) 
is  pleased  to  call  his  pertinacity  in  bringing  this  Bill  from 
time  to  time  before  the  House.  The  hon.  momber  for  Wost 
Huron,  in  an  elaborate  and  exhaustive  speech,  which  does 
his  industry  infinite  credit,  has  gone  into  this  question  and 
advanced  arguments  in  its  favor  that  by  no  possibility  can 
be  refuted,  and  which  should  convince  us  of  the  propriety, 
yea,  of  the  absolute  necessity,  of  making  this  the  law  of  the 
land  at  the  earliest  moment  possible.  As  I  stated 
a  moment  ago,  this  is  a  last  disqualification.  Every 
other  disqualification  has  been  removed.  Defendants 
in  civil  actions,  or  those  interested  in  any  way, 
are  entitled  to  give  evidence,  and  there  is  but  this  one  dis¬ 
qualification  to  remove  to  enable  all  courts  to  get  at  the 
whole  truth  in  the  cases  before  them.  We  must  look  at 
this  matter  as  reasonable  men  and  consider,  not  that  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  the  accused,  but  that  it  will  tend  to  promote 
justice.  It  is  to  promote  the  investigation  of  cases  and  to 
get  at  the  truth  and  the  exact  truth ;  and  if  that  is  tho 
case,  it  becomes  our  bounden  duty,  as  representatives  of  tho 
people,  to  support  this  Bill  and  make  it  the  law  of  the  land. 
It  is  a  puerile  argument,  and  one  unworthy  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper),  to  say  that  perchance  a 
man  may  commit  perjury,  and  for  that  reason  a  man  charged 
with  crime  should  not  be  allowed  to  testify  in  his  own 
behalf.  The  hon.  member  who  last  addressed  the  House 
(Mr.  Woodworth),  said  it  was  better  that  ten  persons 
should  be  acquitted  rather  than  that  one  should 
be  improperly  condemned  ;  I  say  it  is  better  that  ninety- 
nine  should  be  acquitted  rather  than  that  one  should 
suffer  tho  penalty  of  an  unjust  conviction.  The  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  in  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
last  speaker  said  there  was  nothing  more  difficult  to 
get  than  a  conviction  on  the  evidence  of  one  witness. 
How  many  cases  are  there  in  which  the  evidence  of  one  wit¬ 
ness  has  convicted  a  man ;  how  many  cases  are  there  when 
that  conviction  would  not  have  taken  place  if  the  law  had 
been  different  ?  Then,  I  say,  in  this  intelligent  age,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  this  has  been  the  law  in  the  United 
States  for  forty  or  fifty  years,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  is 
now  engaging  the  attention  of  public  men  in  England,  that 
a  Bill  on  this  subject  has  actually  passed  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  has  passed  th9  second  reading  in  the  House  of 
Commons — in  view  of  all  these  facts,  there  is  nothing  to 
prevent  us  from  taking  that  step  which  they  in  England 
are  anticipating,  and  which  may  be  the  law  to-day,  for  all  I 
know.  If  it  is  improper,  I  repeat,  to  allow  a  person  charged 
with  an  offence  to  give  evidence,  it  is  improper  that  he 
should  givo  evidence  in  any  case  at  all.  Wo  have  it 
that  defendants  are  now  allowed  to  give  evidence  in  assault 
cases ;  also,  under  the  Crooks’  Act  and  under  the  Temper¬ 
ance  Act  of  1878,  a  man  charged  is  a  competent  and  a  com¬ 
pellable  witness.  I  can  only  repeat  that  such  is  the  law  in 
the  United  States.  That  such  will  be  the  law,  if  it  is  not  now 
the  law,  in  England ;  and  I  think  this  Legislature  will  not 
be  discharging  that  duty  which  it  owes  to  the  public,  and 
will  not  be  doing  that  which  is  due  to  itself  as  an  intelligent 
body  of  men,  if  it  rejects  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BEA.TY.  The  change  proposed  by  the  Bill  of  the 
hon,  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr,  Cameron)  is  a  very  im- 
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portant  one  and  must  affect  the  public  interest  very  largely, 
and  it  certainly  will  affect  the  interests  of  individuals  who 
are  charged  with  offences  or  crimes  to  a  very  great  estent. 
The  change  as  proposed  is  reduced,  as  I  understand  it,  in  the 
Bill,  to  the  minimum  of  change  in  connection  with  the  law 
of  criminal  evidence.  It  does  not  go  to  the  extent  of  pro¬ 
viding  that  any  person  charged  with  crime  can  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  give  evidence  by  the  prosecution,  but  it  simply 
admits  or  allows  the  person  who  is  charged  to  give  evidence 
in  his  own  behalf,  and  in  rebuttal  of  the  charge  made 
against  him.  The  first  section  says  : 

“  Every  person  charged  with  an  offence,  and  the  wife  and  husband, 
as  the  case  may  be,  of  the  person  so  charged,  shall  be  a  competent  wit¬ 
ness  on  every  hearing  at  every  stage  ot  such  charge,  and  whether  the 
person  so  charged  is  charged  or  arraigned  solely  or  jointly  with 
another  or  others.” 

That  goes  simply  to  the  extent  of  allowing  a  person  charged, 
in  connection  with  the  other  sections,  to  present  himself  or 
herself  as  a  competent  witness  in  his  or  her  defence.  That 
reduces  the  matter  down.  It  does  not  allow  a  court  of 
justice  or  the  prosecutor  for  the  Crown  to  force  the  prisoner 
to  give  evidence  either  for  or  against  himself.  The  prisoner 
is  still  allowed  the  toleration  of  the  law,  for  he  can  state 
what  might  be  called  a  legal  lie ;  he  can  plead  that  lie  is 
not  guilty  and  stand  his  trial  on  such  evidence  as  may  bo 
presented.  That  enables  the  defendant  or  prisoner  to  give 
evidence  in  explanation  of  any  circumstances  that  may  be 
brought  to  bear  against  him  in  evidence.  I  think  that  is 
one  of  the  most  important  points  of  this  Bill,  that  it  enables 
a  prisoner  charged  with  an  offence  or  crime  to  give  such 
explanation  as  to  the  circumstances  and  the  nature  of  thoso 
circumstances  which  are  brought  in  evidence  against  him 
as  will  procure  an  acquittal  in  case  of  innocence.  I  think 
the  Bill  is  in  the  right  direction.  We  have  found,  in  cases 
of  civil  action,  that  this  principle  of  allowing  all  persons  to 
give  evidence  has  been  extended  from  time  to  time,  until  at 
the  present  day  plaintiffs  and  defendants  can  give  tea 
timony  either  for  or  against  themselves. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  is  not  so  in  Quebec. 

Mr.  BEATY.  It  is  so  in  Ontario ;  and  it  is  found  to  work 
so  beneficially  there  that  I  do  not  know  any  judge  or 
jawyer  who  would  desire  to  repeal  that  law.  They  would 
consider  it  a  retrograde  movement  to  revert  to  the  old  law 
on  this  matter,  so  far  as  relates  to  civil  actions.  The  effect 
upon  tl  e  prisoner  is  one  of  two  kinds.  An  innocent  person 
who  is  charged  with  a  crime  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
denying  his  guilt,  pledging  his  oath  to  his  innocence  and 
explaning  the  circumstances  which  are  brought  to  bear 
against  him  in  the  testimony  of  the  prosecutor  or  other 
persons.  It  is  true  a  rascal,  not  afraid  of  perjuring  himself, 
may  also  swear  himself  innocent ;  he  may  also  come  for¬ 
ward  and  deny  the  charge  made  against  him,  although  he 
may  be  guilty.  But  that  allegation  may  be  laid  against 
every  witness  brought  into  a  witness  box.  Eveiy  witness 
who  gives  testimony  may  be  said  sometimes  to  perjure  him¬ 
self,  as  indeed  they  are  said  to  perjure  themselves  in  giving 
testimony  for  or  against  a  friend  or  in  favor  of  their  own 
in+erests.  That  is  not  a  fatal  objection  in  the  matter  of 
civil  actions  to  the  reception  of  the  defendant’s  testimony, 
or  to  its  discussion  by  judge  and  jury.  The  point  which  is 
made  in  regard  to  this  matter  of  perjury  is  of  no  greater 
force  than  it  would  have  in  relation  to  any  other  witness. 
The  prisoner  ought  to  be  heard,  if  he  choose  to  present 
himself.  He  cannot  be  compelled  to  do  so  as  the  Bill  now 
stands,  but  he  simply  presents  himself  and  explains  the 
nature  of  the  charge  against  him,  or  the  facts  as  they  may 
be  adduced.  We  know  that,  in  general,  circumstantial 
evidence  is  all  that  is  obtainable  in  criminal  cases.  I 
suppose  there  are  not  more  than  three  cases  out  of  ten,  and 
probably  less,  in  which  such  cases  are  not  decided  on  cir¬ 
cumstantial  evidence.  Now,  would  it  not  be  of  great 
advantage,  so  far  as  the  prisoner  is  concerned,  and  to  that 
t,--~  Mr.  Beaty. 


February  20 

5 


extent  so  far  as  the  jurisprudence  of  the  country  is  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  the  public  interests  are  concerned — would  it 
not  be  a  valuable  thing  to  enable  the  prisoner,  if  he  choose, 
to  go  into  the  box  and  explain  those  matters  which  are 
brought  to  bear  against  him  by  the  testimony  of  others. 
I  think  it  would,  and  I  think  it  is  desirable,  especially  in 
the  point  of  view  of  innocent  persons  coming  into  the  box, 
notwithstanding  any  embarrassment  to  which  they  may  be 
put  by  reason  of  a  cross-examination.  I  think  every  person 
charged  with  crime  would  like  to  have  the  opportunity  of 
saying  himself  that  he  is  not  guilty.  I  think  if  I  were 
charged  with  a  crime  my  diffidence,  which  is  of  course  well 
known,  would  not  prevent  my  going  into  a  witness  box  and 
saying  I  was  not  guilty.  I  would  rather  prefer  going  before  the 
court  and  jury  and  pledging  my  oath  that  I  was  not  guilty. 
If,  however,  a  person  is  guilty,  he  can  stand  in  his  present 
position  and  say  “  not  guilty,”  as  ho  is  allowed  to  do  now, 
and  allow  the  prosecution  to  press  the  charge  against  him. 
It  is  true  that  an  impression  may  bo  left  on  the  jury  and 
the  court  that  a  person  who  is  charged  and  who  refuses  to 
go  into  the  box  and  exculpate  himself  of  the  crime  is  guilty, 
but  I  do  not  know  that  that  should  be  of  any  more  force  in 
cases  of  that  kind  than  it  is  at  present.  Counsel  are  allowed 
at  the  present  time  to  st&te  the  defence  of  the  prisoner,  to 
state  the  facts  and  circumstances  connected  with  the  caso, 
which  the  prisoner  himself  might  state  under  oath.  It  has 
so  much  weight  so  far  as  it  goes.  Why,  then,  if  counsel  are 
allowed  to  do  so,  should  not  the  prisoner  himself  be  allowed 
to  give  the  court  the  benefit  ot  his  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
pledging  his  oath  to  the  court  and  jury,  so  that  they  might 
come  to  a  righteous  conclusion.  I  do  not  know  any  reason 
why  ho  should  not;  and  my  disposition  would  be,  and  the 
tendency,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  of  criminal  jurisprudence 
goes,  would  be  to  hear  all  parties  under  all  circumstances 
and  relating  to  whatever  grounds.  But  this  Bill  does  not 
propose  to  go  so  far.  It  does  not  enable  the  prose¬ 
cution  to  compel  the  prisoner  to  go  into  the  box  at  its 
option,  but  simply  at  his  own  option.  Now,  the  repugnance 
to  opening  up  and  extending  questions  of  this  kind  has 
been  evinced  all  through  the  history  of  our  jurisprudence. 
We  find,  that  step  by  step,  the  law  in  relation  to  evidence 
in  civil  matters  has  gone  on,  until  to-day,  at  all  events,  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  there  is  scarcely  a  man  who 
understands  matters  of  this  kind  who  would  wish  to  go  back 
to  the  original  condition  of  things.  If  that  has  been  the 
effect  of  enlarging  the  power  of  reaching  the  facts  of  the 
case  and  seeking  out  the  truth,  why  should  not  its  applica¬ 
tion  to  persons  charged  with  criminal  offences  produce 
similar  results  ?  I  believe  it  would  do  so  ;  and  if  the  Bill 
becomes  law,  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  the 
House,  who  lives  for  five  years,  who  will  say  that  the  law 
should  not  have  been  enacted.  I  think  that  the  experience 
which  would  be  had  under  the  administration  of  a  law  of 
this  kind  would  be  such  as  would  ratify  it  strongly,  and 
that  it  would  show,  without  hesitation,  that  it  was  a  valu¬ 
able  law,  and  would  produce  good  effects. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  I  do  not  desire  to  prolong  the  dis¬ 
cussion  on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  for  I  have  not  heard 
that  there  have  been  any  valid  reasons  advanced  why  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  should  not  be  adopted.  It  is  not  such 
a  radical  change  after  all.  It  is  true  that  a  prisoner  at 
present  charged  with  a  misdemeanor  or  felony,  except  those 
which  have  been  already  stated  in  the  course  of  the  argu¬ 
ment,  has  no  right  to  testify  in  his  own  behalf,  but  in  the 
practice  of  the  criminal  courts  the  principle  is  admitted. 
The  right  of  a  prisoner  to  tell  his  own  story  is  admitted  in 
practice,  when  his  counsel  is  permitted  to  tell  his  story  for 
him.  Now  it  never  has  appeared  to  me  to  be  consistent 
with  a  fair  trial  of  an  issue  that  any  one  of  the  parties  who 
could  throw  light  on  a  transaction  under  investigation,  is 
excluded  from  the  possibility  of  telling  his  story.  If  any 
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person  were  endeavoring  to  investigate  any  matter  lie 
would  not  confine  himself  to  hearing  one  side  of  the  story. 
He  would  be  a  simpleton  who  would  desire  to  make  up  his 
mind  on  any  state  of  facts  if  he  heard  only  the  one  side  ; 
and  in  a  solemn  trial  where  men’s  liberties,  and  in  many 
cases  their  lives,  are  at  stake,  it  surely  cannot  be  inconsistent 
with  justice — it  must  be  consistent  with  every  principle  of 
justice — that  the  person  most  interested  in  the  event  of  the 
trial  should  have  the  opportunity  of  stating  his  case  to  the 
tribunal  before  which  he  is  being  tried.  The  objection  that  the 
prisoner  may  commit  perjury  is  of  no  validity,  because 
although  it  may  be  true  that  a  man  may  commit  perjury  to 
get  clear  of  a  conviction  of  a  crime,  wo  know  it  is  possible 
for  the  prosecutor  to  commit  perjury.  There  are  some¬ 
times  greater  incentives  in  the  mind  of  a  prosecutor  to  pro¬ 
secute  a  conviction  unjustly  than  there  is  in  the  mind  of  a 
prisoner  to  escape  conviction.  We  know  cases — there  are 
hundreds  of  them — we  have  seen  them  in  our  experience, 
where  the  strongest  feelings  of  malignity  have  been  mani¬ 
fested  in  the  minds  of  prosecutors —these  men  going  into  the 
box,  actuated  by  such  feelings,  have  been  permitted  to  tell 
their  story,  and  the  person  accused  has  his  mouth  closed.  In 
many  criminal  cases,  those  relating  to  assaults  against  the 
person  particularly,  and  even  more  serious  crimes  of  that  na¬ 
ture,  the  facts  and  circumstances  may  be  stated  by  the  defen¬ 
dant.  Thus,  in  most  criminal  cases  those  who  are  most  con¬ 
cerned  in  the  commission  of  the  crime  are  the  prosecutor,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  prisoner, on  the  other;  and  to  have  one’s 
liberty  so  jeopardised  by  permitting  the  prosecutor  to  tell 
his  story,  and  permitting  detectives  and  others  to  weave 
around  him  a  chain  of  circumstances  that  produce  almost 
inevitably  proof  of  his  guilt,  when  by  a  single  word,  by  a 
single  explanation  on  the  part  of  the  prisoner  he  may  be 
able  to  show  that  there  was  an  important  link  wanting  in 
the  chain  of  evidence  which  would  demonstrate  his  inno¬ 
cence  beyond  the  possibility  of  a  doubt,  would  be  a  gross 
injustice.  Now,  we  have  not  only  the  principle  of  justice 
involved,  that  would  entitle  the  prisoner  to  the  privilege  of 
telling  his  own  story,  but  we  have  the  experience,  in  our 
own  courts,  of  defendants  in  civil  cases  going  into  the  wit¬ 
ness  box  and  telling  their  story,  a  privilege  'which  has  only 
been  recently  conferred  upon  them.  We  have  had  the  same 
experience  now  for  several  years  of  men  charged  with 
assaults,  or  with  offences  under  the  various  license  Acts, 
being  permitted  to  tell  their,  own  story;  and  nobody,  in 
view  of  our  experience  under  the  different  enactments, 
would  think  for  a  moment  of  going  back  to  the  old  system. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  both  on  principles  of  justice  and 
of  enlightenment,  and  in  the  light  of  our  experience  in  our 
own  courts,  that  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  ought  to  become  part  of  the  statute 
law  of  the  country. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Tupper : 


That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  a  second  time,  but  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  months. 


Yeas  ; 

Messieurs 

Abbott, 

Dugas, 

McCallum, 

Bell, 

Dundas, 

Dupont, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Benoit, 

McDougall  (0 .  Breton), 

Blondeau, 

Gagne, 

McGreevy, 

Bryson, 

Gaudet, 

Gigault, 

McLelan, 

Burns, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Grandbois, 

Carling, 

Guilbault, 

Pinsonneault, 

Caron, 

Hackett, 

Pope, 

Chapleau, 

Hesson, 

Royal, 

Cimoa, 

Jamieson, 

Stairs, 

Cochrane, 

Costigan, 

Jenkins, 

Taschereau, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Tasso, 

Coughlin, 

Temple, 

Cuthbert, 

Landry  (Moatmagny), 

Tupper, 

Daoust, 

Lesage, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Dawson, 

Macdonald  (Kings), 

White  (Hastings), 

Desaulniers  (St.M* rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

W  ill  io  m  q 

Wood(w'estm’lnd) — 55. 

Allen, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Forbes, 

McCraney, 

Allison, 

Geoffrion, 

Mclsaac, 

Amyot, 

Gillmor, 

McMulleD, 

Armstrong, 

Girouard, 

McNeill, 

Auger, 

Glen, 

Mills, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Gordon, 

Mulock, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gunn, 

O’  Brien. 

Beaty, 

Hall, 

Orton, 

Benson, 

Harley, 

Paint, 

Blake, 

Hay, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bourassa, 

Hilliard, 

Pruyn, 

Bnrpee  (Sunbnry), 

Homer, 

Ray, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Innea, 

Reid, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Irvine, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Cameron  (  liddlesex), 

Ives, 

Rykert, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Jackson, 

Small, 

Cartwright, 

King, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Casey, 

Kinney, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Casgrain, 

Kirk, 

Springer, 

Catudal, 

Kranz, 

Trow, 

Cook, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Davies, 

Vail, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Langevin, 

Wallace  (York), 

Dickinson. 

Laurier, 

Watson, 

Dodd, 

Lister, 

Livingstone, 

Wells, 

Wigle, 

Edgar, 

Fairbank, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Wilson, 

Farrow, 

Mackintosh, 

Woodworth, 

Fleming, 

McCarthy, 

Yeo.— 87. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  hon.  member  for  East 
Middlesex  (Mr.  Macmillan)  has  not  voted. 


Mr.  MACMILLAN  (Middlesex).  I  have  paired  with  the 
hon.  member  for  .North  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland).  The  ar¬ 
rangement  was  that  on  any  question  that  came  up,  he  not 
being  here,  I  was  not  to  vote. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  By  resolution  of  the  House  last  Session, 
it  was  decided  that  members  should  state  which  way  they 
would  have  voted. 

Mr.  MACMILLAN  (Middlesex).  I  would  have  voted 
for  the  Bill.  1  do  not  know  whether  he  would  or  not ; 
only,  I  was  not  to  vote  during  his  absence. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Main  motion  agreed  to  on  division,  and  Bill  read  the 
second  timo. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  Bill,  to  the  principle  of 
which  the  House  has  now  assented  by  a  very  large  majority, 
is  a  Bill  having  relation  to  the  criminal  law,  and.  it  is  one, 
therefore,  which  I  think  the  Government  ought  to  take  the 
responsibility  of.  If,  however,  the  Government  are  not 
disposed  to  do  so,  I  suppose  it  ought  to  be  referred  to  a 
select  committee.  As  the  Bill,  in  its  present  shape,  has 
never  been  before  this  House  before,  perhaps  the  better 
plan  would  be  to  refer  it  to  a  committee.  I  therefore 
move : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee  composed  of  Messrs. 
Woodworth,  Lister,  Fleming,  Davies,  Girouard,  Beaty,  McCarthy, 
Amyot,  Hall,  and  the  mover. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  relating  to  the  Forestry  Commission, 
appointing  J.  H.  Morgan  as  such  commissioner,  and  a  copy  of  the  recom¬ 
mendation  on  which  such  appointment  was  based.— (Mr.  Rykert.) 

Copy  of  the  Order  in  Council  appointing  L.  K.  Jones  secretary  to  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  Commission,  and  also  a  copy  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  on  which  such  Order  in  Council  was  based.— (Mr.  Rykert.) 

ADJOURNMENT— CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY- 
PROGRESS  ESTIMATES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways 
could  now  answer  the  question  which  I  asked,  and  which 
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was  allowed  to  stand,  with  reference  to  the  progress  esti¬ 
mates  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway  for  January. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  has  been  paid  the  eastern  section,  out 
of  subsidy,  $320,336 ;  on  the  central  section,  out  of  subsidy, 
$114,976;  on  the  eastern  section,  out  of  loan,  $440,300  ;  on 
the  central  section,  out  of  loan,  $172,800. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  bon.  gentleman  will  see 
whether  he  can  soon  bring  down  the  papers  with  reference 
to  the  progress  estimates  for  February  as  well. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  they  are  not  brought  down  I  will  bring 
them  down. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  tho  House  adjourned  at  10:00  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  23rd  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

DELAYED  BETUENS. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Before  proceeding  with  tho  Orders  of 
the  Day  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister  of  Kailways 
when  he  expects  to  be  able  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
certain  returns  that  were  ordered  on  the  6th  of  February ; 
I  refer  to  the  returns  showing  the  tolls  on  the  Northern 
Kailway  and  its  branches.  These  returns  must  be  in  the 
printed  schedule,  and  I  think  if  so,  could  be  laid  on  the 
Table  almost  at  any  time.  It  is  now  more  than  two  weeks 
since  the  House  passed  the  address,  and  I  am  deferring  some 
action  until  that  information  is  produced. 

Mr.  POPE.  Is  it  the  rates  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Uou  will  find  tho  address  in  the  Votes 
and  Proceedings  of  the  6th  of  February. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I  will 
enquire  into  it  and  bring  them  down  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  also  call  tho  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  an  Order  of  the  House 
passed  also  on  the  6th  February,  directing  that  certain  cor¬ 
respondence  with  respect  to  the  Washington  Treaty  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table.  That  correspondence,  I  have  been  told, 
has  been  printed,  has  been  printed  for  years,  and  is  at  the 
present  time  in  the  Department;  if  so,  there  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  reason  for  any  delay  in  laying  that  cor¬ 
respondence  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  there  was  some  enquiry  made 
about  it  in  the  Department.  Some  of  the  officials  enquired 
of  me  to  know  what  had  been  brought  down  and  what  had 
not  been  brought  down.  I  think  the  order  was  for  all  not 
already  brought  down.  I  think  the  return  is  now  being 
made  up.  I  know  there  is  action  being  taken  upon  it. 

Mi-.  MULOCK.  The  enquiry  need  not  involve  any  great 
time,  because  not  a  single  letter  has  been  brought  down,  and 
that  need  not  be  an  excuse  for  delay. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  61)  further  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  tho 
Richelieu  Navigation  Company,  and  the  Richelieu  and 
Ontario  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  43)  to  authorise  the  Royal  Canadian  Insurance 
Company  to  reduce  its  capital  stock,  and  for  other  purposes. 
—(Mr.  Curran:) 

Mr.  Blake. 


EBENEZER  WATSON,  SARNIA. 

Mr.  LISTER  asked,  Did  Ebenezer  Watson,  of  Sarnia, 
on  tho  23rd  day  of  January,  1882,  hold  an  office  under  the 
Government  ?  If  so,  the  name  of  the  office,  does  he  still 
hold  the  same  office  ?  If  not,  why  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  From  a  memorandum 
handed  to  me  by  the  Department,  it  appears  that  Ebenezer 
Watson  on  23rd  January,  1882,  held  the  office  of  Indian 
Agent.  He  does  not  hold  the  same  office  now,  ho  is  agent 
for  the  sale  of  Indian  lands. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to 
the  fact  that  he  has  not  answered  the  question  fully.  Part 
of  the  question  was,  why  he  does  not  hold  the  same  offico. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Because  he  has  been 
appointed  to  another  office. 

PROVINCIAL  RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  SPKOULE  asked,  Does  the  taking  over  of  provin¬ 
cial  railways  by  the  Dominion  destroy  the  validity  of 
agreements  entered  into  by  those  railway  companies  and 
the  municipalities  relative  to  bonuses  given  in  aid  of  such 
roads  ?  Have  railways,  which  by  the  Act  of  last  Session 
are  declared  to  be  in  the  interest  of  Canada  and  therefore 
Dominion  roads,  any  additional  powers  given  them  by 
virtue  of  this  change,  whereby  they  are  enabled  to  control 
local  freight  rates  different  from  what  such  companies  had 
when  under  provincial  control  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  aro  leading  ques¬ 
tions,  but  so  far  as  I  know  the  taking  over  of  provincial 
railways  by  tho  Dominion — if  the  hon.  gentleman  means 
by  it  declaring  any  provincial  railway  to  be  a  Dominion 
railway — does  not,  1  think,  destroy  the  validity  of  agree¬ 
ments.  The  second  question  involves  a  point  of  law,  and  1 
am  not  prepared  to  answer  it. 

MANITOBA  SUBSIDY. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  asked,  Has  tho  Government  of 
Manitoba  made  any  claim  on  the  Government  of  Canada 
during  the  past  year  or  recently  for  an  additional  subsidy 
or  for  any  financial  or  other  aid  ?  If  so,  what  was  the 
nature  and  extent  of  such  claim,  and  has  the  same  or  any 
pai-t  of  such  claim  been  assented  to  ?  If  so,  to  what  extent  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Negotiations  between  the 
Government  of  Manitoba  and  the  Government  of  Canada 
have  been  going  on  for  some  time.  A  provisional  agree¬ 
ment  has  been  arrived  at,  which  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  by  Message,  either  to-day  or  to-morrow. 

PORT  CREDIT  HARBOR. 

Mr.  FLEMING  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  to  take  any  steps  by  grant  or  otherwise  to  secure 
repairs  of  Port  Credit  Harbor?  If  so,  what  is  tho  nature 
of  the  steps  to  be  taken  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  With  respect  to  Port  Credit 
Harbor,  I  am  informed  that  an  Act  of  incorporation  was 
given  to  a  company,  that  they  built  the  works  there,  and 
those  works  are  now  in  very  bad  order.  The  fact  is  the 
wharvos  and  piers  are  retten.  Tho  Act  of  incor¬ 
poration  provides  that  if  the  Crown  should  assume  the 
harbor,  it  would  have  to  pay  the  company  their  capital, 
$20,000,  and  also  20  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  stock 
in  existence  and  6  per  cent  on  the  money  advanced. 
Moreover,  I  am  informed  that  to  renew  the  works  would 
cost  the  country  $25,000.  U nder  those  circumstances  the 
Government  are  not  in  a  position  to  undertake  those  works. 
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IMMIGRANTS  SETTLED  IN  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BAKER  asked,  The  r.  umber  of  immigrants  supposed 
to  have  settled  in  British  Columbia  from  1st  January  to 
31st  December,  1884  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  number  reported  to  have  settled  in 
British  Columbia  is  as  follows  :  Of  white  people,  about  9,000, 
and  about  3,000  Chinese. 

STEAMER  LANSDOWNE. 

Mr.  VAIL  asked,  Did  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
receive  a  written  communication  or  verbal  representation 
from  the  builder  of  the  steamer  Lansdowne  or  from  any 
other  person,  while  said  steamer  was  in  course  of  construc¬ 
tion,  or  at  any  other  time,  informing  him  that  the  engines 
and  boiler  of  the  wrecked  steamer  Princess  Louise 
were  not  sufficiently  powerful,  and  consequently  unsuited 
to  a  vessel  of  the  Lansdowne' s  dimensions  and  capacity  ? 
Wore  said  engines  and  boiler  used  for  the  Lansdowne ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  was  no  written  communication  or 
verbal  representation  from  the  builder  of  the  steamer  Lans- 
downe  or  from  any  other  person,  so  far  as  I  know.  It  has 
been  reported  that  the  engine  does  not  possess  as  much 
power  as  is  desired,  and  I  am  informed  by  oxperts  that  this 
can  be  remedied  by  an  alteration  of  the  propeller,  which  is 
being  made  so  that  the  steamer  will  bo  fit  for  service. 

NORTH  SHORE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  LAURIER  asked,  Has  the  Government  received  any 
communication  from  the  Government  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  whereby  the  said  Government  declare  themselves 
ready  to  purchase  the  North  Shore  Railway  at  the  price  of 
85, 000,000,  provided  the  Government  of  Canada  will  grant 
them  an  allowance  equal  to  the  interest  at  5  per  cent, 
upon  the  said  sum  ?  Has  said  proposition  been  accepted  or 
refused?  If  no  communication  has  been  made  precisely 
in  the  terms  mentioned,  has  any  similar  communication 
been  made,  and  if  made,  has  it  been  entertained  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  of  Canada 
have  not  received  any  communication  of  this  kind  or  nature 
from  the  Provincial  Government. 

NOVA  SCOTIA  SUBSIDY". 

Mr.  KIRK  asked,  Has  the  Government  fully  considered 
the  claims  of  the  Nova  Scotia  Government  for  additional 
subsidy  to  that  Province  ?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  this  Session  to  introduce  a  measure  by  which  Nova 
Scotia’s  finances  will  be  placed  in  a  more  satisfactory  position 
by  increasing  the  annual  subsidy  or  by  any  other  means  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Government  of  Nova 
Scotia  have  submitted  to  the  Dominion  Government  a  state¬ 
ment  showing  why,  in  their  judgment,  their  ease 
should  be  considered.  That  is  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government.  An  answer  will  be  prepared,  probably 
within  ten  days.  The  answer  given  to  them  will  be  the 
reply  to  the  latter  part  of  the  question. 

RAILWAY  FROM  MONTREAL  TO  THE  SEABOARD. 

Order  that  The  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  to  consider  resolution,  declaring  that  the  route 
for  a  line  of  railway  to  connect  Montreal  with  the  Harbors 
of  St.  John  and  Halifax,  for  which  a  Dominion  subsidy  was 
granted  last  Session,  should  be  subject  to  the  approval  of 
Parliament  (Mr.  Laurier)  read. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  ask  tho  hon.  member  for 
Quebec  East  to  postpono  his  motion.  Tho  plans  and  reports 


are  not  quite  ready  to  be  placed  before  tho  House,  and  we 
desire  that  they  should  be  in  the  possession  of  the  House 
before  any  motion  on  tho  subject  is  proposed. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  cannot  allow  the  motiou  to  bo  post¬ 
poned  agaiit,  for  the  second  time.  It  has  been  pending  ten 
or  twelve  days.  Moreover,  the  plans  are  not,  1  think,  per¬ 
tinent  to  the  motion.  I  therefore  beg  to  move  that  tho 
House  resolvo  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  resolution  : — 

That  the  route  for  the  line  of  railway  to  connect  Montreal  with  tho 
Harbors  of  St.  John  and  Halifax,  for  which  a  subsidy  of  $170,000  a 
year  for  fifteen  years  was  provided  by  the  Statute  of  last  Session,  47 
Victoria,  Chapter  8,  should  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament. 

The  Statute  referred  to  in  the  motion  provides  that  for 
the  construction  of  a  line  of  x’ailway  to  connect  Montreal 
with  the  Harbors  of  St.  John  and  Halifax  by  the  short¬ 
est  and  best  practicable  route,  and  after  reports  of  com¬ 
petent  engineers  have  been  obtained,  a  subsidy  of  8170,000 
a  year  for  fifteen  years  shall  be  allowed.  Tho  subsidy  shall 
be  granted  to  such  company  as  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Governor  in  Council ;  and  the  location  of  the  line  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council, without  any 
reference  to  or  approval  by  Parliament.  I  imagine  that  it 
was  not  without  some  annoyance  to  themselves  that  tho 
Government  finally  made  up  their  minds  to  come  before 
Parliament,  and  did  come  before  Parliament,  to  ask  for 
such  power.  Their  action,  of  course,  would  be  perfectly 
natural  but  for  one  fact,  that  the  important  Harbors  of  Mon¬ 
treal,  St.  John  and  Halifax  are  already  connected  by  a  line 
of  railway  planned  and  constructed  by  the  Government  them¬ 
selves.  We  have  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  the  route  of 
that  railway  was  chosen  exactly  in  the  same  manner  as  it  is 
proposed  to  apply  this  subsidy,  that  is  to  say,  it  was  chosen 
by  the  Government  itself  without  auv  reference  to  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  without  their  choice  beiug  subjected  to  the 
approval  of  Parliament.  It  was  selected  out  of  many  pro¬ 
posed  routes,  and  it  was  selected,  in  the  language  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  as  the  best  that  could  be  secured 
under  ail  the  circumstances  and  to  all  intents  and  purposes. 
And  if  I  remember  aright  the  very  objects  which  are  urged 
to-day  to  justify  the  Government  in  this  action  were  at  that 
time  strongly  urged  and  strongly  pressed  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  desirabilty  and  even  the  necessity  of  choosing 
the  most  direct  route  was  pointed  out  again  and  again  to 
the  Government  and  yet  their  object  at  the  time  was  the 
very  same  as  the  object  they  have  in  view  to-day.  Their 
object  was  to  connect  the  new  elements  of  tho  Confederation, 
to  bring  together  the  Provinces  of  the  interior  and  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  at  the  seaboard,  and  above  all  things  to  create  a 
trade  between  those  different  Provinces,  to  bring  down  to 
the  ports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  previous  to  their  ship¬ 
ment  to  Europe,  the  rich  productions  of  the  west.  And  yet 
having  these  objects  in  view  the  Government  instead  of 
selecting  the  most  direct  route,  selected- on  the  contrary 
the  longest  and  most  expensive  one.  They  contended  at  the 
time  that  their  choice  was  the  best  that  could  be  made,  but 
after  an  experience  of  some  years  they  are  forced  to  their 
present  action  ;  they  are  forced  to  supplement  their  first 
choice  by  another  route  which  is  to  connect  the  same  points 
that  are  connected  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  There¬ 
fore,  I  say,  that  it  cannot  be  without  some  secret  annoyance 
that  the  Government  made  up  their  minds  to  come  to  Par¬ 
liament  to  ask  for  an  appropriation  to  connect  the  harbors 
of  Montreal  and  St.  John  and  Halifax,  which  are  already 
connected  by  the  previous  action  of  the  Government.  Tho 
action  of  tho  Government  to-day  is  a  positive  admission  that 
they  erred  in  the  selection  they  made;  it  is  an  admission 
that  however  efficient  the  Intercolonial  Railway  may  have 
been,  however  useful  it  may  have  beon,  still  it  has  failed  to 
bring  the  trade  of  the  west  to  tho  ports  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  and  that  unless  a  new  channel  is  oponed  up  for 
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that  trade  it  must  of  necessity  find  its  way  to  the  ports  on 
tho  American  seaboard.  It  is  not  with  any  intention  of 
fault  finding  or  indulging  in  recrimination  that  [  recall  the 
fact — for  recrimination  would  be  out  of  place  because  it 
would  not  mend  the  errors  of  the  past — but  I  recall  the  facts 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  because  they  show  the 
paramount  importance  of  tho  proposition  which  I  lay  before 
tho  House.  I  bring  them  before  the  House  in  order  if 
possible  to  prevent  the  repetition  of  the  same  error  which 
was  committed  in  1868,  when  the  route  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  was  chosen  ;  and  I  bring  them  before  the  House  in 
order  that  the  House  may  be  convinced  how  important  and 
how  neccessary,  I  may  say,  that  the  House  should  keep  to 
itself  the  final  approval  of  tho  route  to  be  selected  under  the 
Act.  I  may  say,  Sir,  that  the  history  of  the  present  route  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  illustrated  as  it  is  by  the  present 
action  of  the  Government  in  asking  a  new  appropriation  to 
correct  an  error  otherwise  irreparable,  is  a  conclusive  argu¬ 
ment  in  favor  of  the  course  which  I  urge  for  the  adoption  of 
tho  House.  In  1868  when  the  scheme  of  tho  Intercolonial 
Railway  was  before  Parliament  a  motion  similar  in  purpose 
to  the  present  one,  and  almost  similar  in  language,  was 
made  by  Mr.  Dorion,  asking  what  I  now  ask — that  the 
choice  of  the  Government  should  not  bo  final,  but  should 
bo  subject  to  tho  approval  of  Parliament.  When  tho  Bill 
was  beiore  the  House  and  was  about  to  bo  referred  to  Com¬ 
mittee  of  tho  Wholo  Mr.  Dorion  moved : 

“  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  committee  to  amend  tho  Bill  so  as  to 
provide  that  the  location  of  the  line  of  Intercolonial  Railway  shall  not 
be  finally  adopted  without  the  previous  assent  of  Parliament.” 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  the  Government,  and  it  was 
opposed  for  two  reasons,  the  first  one  being  a  temporary 
reason  which  cannot  be  urged  to-day.  The  first  reason  was 
that  under  tho  Imperial  Act,  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was 
to  be  commenced  within  a  certain  time,  and  that  if  the 
choice  of  the  Government  was  to  be  subject  to  the  approval 
of  Parliament  the  time  might  elapse,  and  that  wo  therefore 
might  lose  the  Imperial  guarantee.  The  second  reason 
was  that^the  Government  were  well  informed;  that  they  had 
ihe  interests  of  the  whole  country  at  heart,  and  would  use 
carefully  the  information  they  could  obtain,  and  would 
exercise  the  greatest  care  to  make  the  best  possible  choice. 
These  reasons  prevailed,  and  the  House  entrusted  them 
with  the  choice  of  route.  Before  proceeding  further,  I 
would  recall  the  language  used  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
aDSwer  to  the  motion  of  Mr.  Dorion.  He  said : 

“  That  the  Government  could  only  bave  one  interest  at  heart,  namely, 
the  interest  of  the  whole  country,  which  was  to  be  served  by  the  con¬ 
struction  ofthe  cheapest  and  most  direct  road  possible.  When  they  had 
come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  which  route  was  the  most  desirable  they 
would  submit  their  decision  for  the  approval  of  the  Imperial  Government, 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  any  delay  such  as  would  be  necessary 
to  await  the  House’s  attention  to  the  matter,  would  preclude  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  the  work  being  commenced  within  the  six  months  prescribed  by 
the  Act  of  Unon.  *  *  *  The  House  might  fairly  think  it 

safe  to  leave  the  matter  in  their  hands,  who  were  all  unbiassed  by  the 
possession  of  local  interest  in  any  special  route,  with  the  exception 
perhaps  of  the  Minister  of  Customs,  whose  influence  would  not  be  abso¬ 
lutely  crushing  in  their  councils.” 

These  reasons  prevailed.  The  Government  said  they  were 
unbiased,  that  they  had  nothing  at  heart  but  the  interest 
of  the  whole  country ;  they  asked  to  be  trusted,  and  they 
were  trusted,  and  the  consequence  of  that  trust  is  that  after 
a  lapso  of  seventeen  years  the  Government  are  now  bound 
to  admit  that  they  erred  in  their  selection,  and  that  they 
havo  to  supplement  their  action  on  that  occasion  by  adopt¬ 
ing  another  route,  in  order  to  secure  what  the  selected 
route  was  expected  to  secure,  but  failed  in  securing.  Now 
it  is  neither  unfair  nor  unreasonable  to  assume  that  if  Mr. 
Dorion’s  motion  had  been  carried,  and  the  House  had 
reserved  to  itself  the  final  choico  of  the  road,  the  arguments 
which  the  Government  used  as  a  reason  for  their  being 
entrusted  with  the  selection,  would  have  prevailed,  and  the 
nearest  and  most  direct  route  for  connecting  the  west  with 
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the  Atlantic  seaboards  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  would 
have  prevailed.  Moreover  if  it  was  important  in  1868,  if 
there  were  strong  l-oasons  for  the  House  keeping  to  itself 
the  final  approval  of  the  selection  of  the  route,  I  say  that 
to-day  there  are  reasons  as  strong  and  stronger  why  tho 
House  should  take  the  course  which  it  failed  to  take  in 
1868.  The  choice  of  the  routes  for  this  subsidy  lies  between 
two  routes,  one  upon  foreign  territory  through  the  State  of 
Maine,  and  the  other  through  Canadian  territory.  I  desire 
to  be  neither  captious  nor  factious,  but  I  say  that  unless 
the  House  adopts  the  course  which  I  suggest,  and  reserves 
to  itself  the  final  choico  of  that  route,  I  fear  there 
will  be  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  I  fear  that  the  Maine 
route  may  be  adopted — I  say  adopted,  not  selected — not 
selected  upon  a  comparison  of  the  two,  but  simply  adopted 
upon  insufficient  surveys.  Nqr  do  I  believe  that  my  lan¬ 
guage,  strong  as  it  may  appear,  is  too  strong ;  for  last  year, 
when  the  Government  asked  for  this  appropriation,  their 
mind,  as  far  as  we  could  judge  at  the  time,  was  made  up  in 
favor  of  the  Maino  line,  and  not  in  favor  of  the  Canadian 
lino.  This  appoars  to  me  to  be  conclusive  from  the  lan¬ 
guage  then  made  use  of  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  introduc¬ 
ing  this  measure.  He  used  this  language: 

‘‘Then  a  very  strong  feeling  has  grown  up  in  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
and  not  only  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  but  throughout  Canada,  be¬ 
cause,  I  believe,  that  from  British  Columbia  down  through  the  North- 
West  Territories,  through  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  there  has  been  a  strong  and  general  sentiment  that  this 
great  inter-oceanic  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  be  in¬ 
complete  if  we  were  obliged  to  have  our  Atlantic  terminus  in  a  foreign 
country.  I  believe  that  sentiment  is  not  at  all  confined  to  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  or  Prince  Edward  Island,  or  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  but  I  believe  it  has  taken  just  as  deep  a  hold  of  the  minds  of  our 
friends  in  the  other  Provinces  almost  as  it  has  in  the  Maritime  Provin¬ 
ces.  Although  every  effort  has  been  made  to  render  the  operation  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  as  successful  as  possible,  although  more  has 
been  accomplished  in  the  development  of  the  country,  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  trade  and  business  of  the  country,  through  the  agency  of  t  he 
Intercolonial  Railway  than  any  person  on  either  side  of  this  House  a  few 
years  ago  supposed  to  be  possible,  still  we  have  found  we  were  too 
heavily  handicapped  by  the  distance,  and  that  we  could  not — reluc¬ 
tantly  as  we  were  driven  to  the  conclusion,  we  have  been  driven 
to  the  conclusion  by  the  force  of  circumstances  and  by  the  practi¬ 
cal  results,  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  ports  of  St.  John  and 
Halifax  to  compete  with  the  nearer  ports  of  Portland  and  Boston  in 
the  United  States.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  attention  of  the 
Government  has  been  drawn,  as  I  have  said  on  one  or  two  occasions 
before  in  this  House,  to  the  best  means  by  which  we  ought  to  secure  a 
realisation  of  that  which  we  all  desire,  the  Atlantic  terminus  being  in 
Canadian  territory  as  well  as  the  Pacific  terminus,  and  thus  be  placed 
in  a  position  to  fairly  compete  for  the  great  trans-continental  trade  and 
traffic  that  we  all  know  must  flow  over  that  line.  Although  that  may 
involvethe  necessity  of  passing  for  a  certain  portion  of  that  line  through 
a  foreign  country,  we  believe  that  even  that  is  a  comparatively  insigni¬ 
ficant  point  compared  with  the  great  importance  of  having  the  ocean 
ports  both  on  the  Pacific  and  Atlantic  coasts,  within  the  borders  of  our 
own  country.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  certainly  remarkable  language. 
It  is  especially  remarkable  language  in  the  mouth  of  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  because  wo  all  remember  that  that  hon. 
gentleman  has  always  held  to  be  something  approaching 
treason,  the  mere  suggestion  that  we  might  pass  through 
foreign  territory  for  any  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway ;  and  yet,  Sir,  ho  came  here  with  the  statement 
that  we  have  to  pass  through  foreign  territory  for  this  line. 
In  his  speech  there  is  no  mention  of  any  route  but  the 
foreign  one,  and  if  the  mind  of  the  Government  had  not 
been  made  up  at  that  time  in  favor  of  the  Maine  route,  if 
they  had  even  contemplated  that  it  would  have  been  possi¬ 
ble  to  find  a  way  through  our  own  territory,  it  is  safe  to 
assume  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  would  have  made  some 
mention  of  it ;  but  he  did  not  do  so.  What  he  said  was  that 
it  would,  perhaps,  be  necessary  to  pass  through  foreign 
territory ;  and  what  other  conclusion  can  we  draw,  even 
though  no  resolution  was  recorded,  but  that  their  mind  was 
made  up  that  the  subsidy  should  be  given  for  a  line  through 
the  State  of  Maine  ?  And  I  believe  the  subsidy  would  have 
been  granted,  in  accordance  with  that  view,  to  this 
foreign  company,  but  for  the  strong  agitation  which  was 
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raised  against  it  in  this  House,  and  which  has  been  kept  up 
ever  since.  When  the  Bill  was  before  the  House  I  moved 
an  amendment  similar  in  terms  to  the  motion  I  now  place 
in  your  hands.  I  asked  that  the  choice  of  the  Government 
should  be  ratified  by  Parliament ;  but  this  was  denied,  and 
the  motion  was  voted  down.  But  in  order  to  get  their  fol¬ 
lowers  to  vote  it  down,  the  Government  promised  that  they 
would,  during  the  recess,  have  surveys  made  of  the  different 
routes  proposed.  And,  Sir,  the  opinion  has  been  prevalent 
since,  that  allhough  there  have  been  surveys  made  during 
the  summer,  these  surveys  have  been  neither  thorough, 
accui’ate  nor  complete.  Hot  only  so,  but  statements  of  a 
similar  kind  have  been  made  and  widely  circulated  in  the 
press — not  the  press  of  the  Opposition,  but  the  Ministerial 
press.  I  will  give  to  the  House  a  sample  of  the  articles 
which  were  published  at  that  time,  and  which  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  press  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  have  been  full  of  during 
the  summer.  The  Ministerial  press,  speaking  of  the  ex¬ 
plorations  made  of  the  different  routes  proposed,  not  in 
Canada,  but  through  the  State  of  Maine,  said  : 

“  This  exploration  is  not  made.  What  is  now  taking  place  is  a  farce, 
a  snare,  and  a  sham  exploration.  The  instructions  given  to  the  engineers 
are  insufficient,  and  the  engineers  are  the  first  to  admit  it.” 

That  is  the  statement  of  a  Ministerial  paper. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  paper? 

Mr.  LAUEIER.  Le  Oanadien. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAURLER.  I  do  not  understand  what  these  hear, 
hears  mean.  Le  Oanadien  is  certainly  a  Ministerial  paper. 
It  is  true,  we  have  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  two  shades 
of  blue ;  there  is  the  darker  hue  and  the  lighter  hue.  It  is 
true,  the  opinion  of  Le  Oanadien  is  supposed  to  be  that  of 
the  light  blue,  but  I  can  give  the  opinion  of  a  deep  blue  as 
well — the  opinion  of  L’Etendard,  which  is  certainly  as  true 
blue  as  any;  and  you  will  find,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is  quito 
worthy  of  its  color,  because  its  language  is  stronger  than 
any  used  by  Le  Oanadien.  Here  is  what  L' Etendard  said 
on  the  25th  of  July  last : 

“  The  apprehensions  of  the  adversaries  of  the  Sherbrooke  line  would 
seem  to  be,  to  a  certain  degree,  justifisd  by  the  fact  that  Mr. Pope,  Act¬ 
ing  Minister  of  Railways,  is  said  t  o  be  partial  to  the  extent  of  not  giving 
to  the  engineers  the  instructions  necessary  to  'ensuro  an  impartial  sur¬ 
vey  of  the  different  rival  routes.” 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Ministerial  press 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The  Castor  press  may  differ 
from  the  rest  of  the  Bluo  press  on  some  questions  of  practi¬ 
cal  politics,  but  on  this  question  they  were  of  the  same 
mind,  that  the  instructions  given  to  the  engineers  were  not 
in  good  faith,  and  that  the  surveys  wore  not  thorough  and 
accurate.  But  we  have  heard  recently — not  from  a  news¬ 
paper  organ,  but  from  a  member  of  Parliament — that 
he  had  been  informed  that  the  instructions  given  to  the 
engineers  were  not  sufficient,  and  he  gave  an  instance  in 
illustration.  He  stated  that  he  had  seen  information  that 
a  certain  engineer  had  been  instructed  to  survey  a  certain 
route,  which  he  found  very  practicable  until  he  came  to  a 
knoll  that  rose  abruptly  from  the  ground  to  a  height  of  400 
feet.  He  reported  this  fact  to  the  Government,  and  was 
told  that  the  Government  wanted  to  give  up  the  explora¬ 
tion,  to  back  out,  but  the  engineer  succeeded  in  finding  on 
the  other  side  of  this  Rnolla  better  route  than  on  the  side 
previously  followed.  This  has  been  stated  by  the  hoa. 
member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry),  and  therefore  the 
statements  of  the  press  are  none  too  strong.  It  is  all  the 
more  necessary  Parliament  should  reserve  to  itself  the 
final  decision  in  the  matter ;  it  is  all  the  more  necessary 
that  the  choice  of  the  Government  should  not  be  finally 
made  until  all  the  information  and  data  havo  been  placed 
before  Parliament,  and  the  reasons  made  apparent  why  one 
line  should  he  adopted  in  preference  to  another.  I  under¬ 


stand  that  our  friends  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  feel 
strongly  on  the  subject  of  the  short  route.  So  do  we  all. 
It  is  not  a  question  confined  to  them  ;  it  is  a  question 
which  interests  the  whole  of  Confederation.  It  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  on  which  wo  all  feel  strongly,  but  at  the  same  time 
every  one  must  admit  that  it  will  be  looked  upon  as  a  mis¬ 
fortune  if,  after  wo  have  had  an  amplo  and  thorough  survey, 
we  have  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  impossible  to 
find  through  our  own  territory  as  good,  or  almost  as 
good,  a  line  as  we  can  find  through  foreign  territory. 
Every  one  will  agree  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  spend  a 
single  dollar  of  Canadian  money  in  building  a  line  through 
a  foreign  Country  until  we  havo  satisfied  ourselves,  by  a 
most  thorough  survey,  that  it  is  impossible  to  find  as  good  a 
line  on  Canadian  territory.  Yet, as  I  have  said,  my  impression 
is,  and  it  is  warranted  by  the  facts,  that  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  brought  down  those  resolutions  upon  which  the  Act 
was  framed,  their  minds  were  made  up  in  favor  of  the  line 
through  the  State  of  Maine.  Although  at  the  very  time 
that  the  then  Minister  of  Railways  (Sir  Charles  Tupper) 
spoke,  the  press — especially  the  press  of  the  city  which  1 
have  the  honor  to  represent — strongly  contended  that  it 
was  possible  to  find  a  route  as  short,  if  not  shorter,  through 
our  own  territory,  than  could  be  found  through  the  State  of 
Maine.  The  plan  suggested,  the  trace  of  the  route  indicated, 
was  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  be  extended 
over  the  North  Shore  Railway  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec ; 
that  the  St.  Lawrence  should  be  bridged  at  Quebec ;  that 
the  Intercolonial  should  be  used  to  Riviere  du  Loup,  aDd 
that  from  Riviere  du  Loup  a  short  line  might  be  constructed, 
for  which  there  is  already  a  charter,  to  Edmonton,  to  connect 
with  the  New  Brunswick  system  of  railways.  That  plan 
is  said  to  be  perfectly  practicable.  It  is  true  it  involves 
the  building  of  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Lawrence 
at  Quebec,  but  the  Maine  route  involves  the 
bridging  of  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Montreal.  Besides 
the  choice  between  the  two  bridges  there  is  the 
question  of  distance.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  last 
year  (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  said  the  distance  betweon  Mon¬ 
treal  and  the  harbor  of  St.  John  by  the  Maine  route  was 
42?  miles.  This  was  the  only  route  of  which  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  spoko,  and  the  figures  he  gave  have  since  been  contro¬ 
verted  in  the  Quebec  press.  I  am  anxious  and  willing  on 
this  occasion  to  take  all  my  arguments  especially  from  the 
Ministerial  press,  and  from  the  Ministerial  organs  I  take  tho 
following  figures,  which  show  that  the  distance  was  not 
427  miles,  as  then  stated  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways, 
but  479  miles,  between  St.  John  and  Montreal,  over  the 
Maine  line,  namely  : 

Miles, 

From  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Mile  End .  10 

From  Mile  End  to  Lachine  . . . . .  . .  9 

From  Lachine  to  Sherbrooke,  including  the  bridge  on  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  at'Lachine . . . . .  93 

From  Sherbrooke  to  Megan  tic . . . . . .  69 

From  Megantic  to  Woodstock. . . . . . . .  170 

From  Woodstock  to  Fredericton . . . . . . . .  60 

From  Fredericton  to  St.  John. . . . . .  68 

Total . .  479 

It  was  further  claimed  that  by  the  route  over  tho  North 
Shore  Railway  and  the  Intercolonial  and  Riviere  du  Loup  and 
Edmonton,  the  distance  would  only  bo  466  miles,  as  follows  : 


Miles. 

From  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Peti’e  Riviere  Junction .  166 

From  Petit9  Rivifere  Junction  to  Uhaudiere  Junction  (including 

the  bridge  over  the  St.  Lawrence) . . .  6 

From  Chaudi6re  Junction  to  Woodstock... . . . .  176 

From  Woodstock  to  Fredericton. . . .  60 

From  Fredericton  to  St.  John.  . .. . . . . .  58 

Total . . . . . .  466 


So  that  between  St.  Martin's  Junction  and  St.  John,  accord¬ 
ing  to  these  figures,  the  Canadian  route  would  actually  be 
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shorter  than  the  Maine  route.  Now  I  do  not  give  these 
figures  as  accurate. 

Some  hoD.  MEMBERS.  Hoar,  hear. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  How  can  you  give  any  accurate  figures 
till  you  have  a  survey.  At  this  time  it  is  impossible  for  a 
man  to  give  accurate  figures,  and  no  man  will  be  in  posi¬ 
tion  to  do  so  until  we  have  these  surveys  made.  Then, 
when  we  havo  the  figures,  as  determined  by  the  surveys 
that  must  take  place,  we  will  be  ablo  to  show  which  cal¬ 
culation  is  the  right  one.  At  present  we  can  deal  only 
with  approximate  figures,  and  theso  approximate  figures 
show  that,  even  if  the  figares  which  I  have  given  in  favor 
of  the  Canadian  lino  be  perhaps  estimated  on  a  sanguine 
basis,  they  still  show  that  after  all  the  difference  cannot  be 
very  great,  and  they  show  still  more  the  necessity  of  hav¬ 
ing  an  absolute  survey,  which  should  be  reported  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  before  Parliament  is  called  upon  to  take  action,  and 
especially  before  the  choice  of  the  Government  is  finally 
made.  It  is  true,  upon  the  question  of  mileage  we  cannot 
speak  with  accuracy,  as  we  have  not  yet  had  a  survey,  but 
though  we  have  not  had  a  survey  we  can  speak  with  some¬ 
thing  like  accuracy  upon  the  other  feature  of  the  railway, 
that  is  to  say,  upon  the  question  of  grades  and  curvatures. 
On  this  point  we  are  all  sufficiently  conversant  with  the 
geography  of  the  different  localities  to  know  that  all  the 
advantage  will  be  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  line,  that  is  the 
line  by  the  North  Shore  Railway,  over  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  and  through  Riviere  du  Loup  to  Edmonton,  which 
for  two-thirds,  or  at  least  two-fifths,  of  its  distance 
is  completely  over  lovel  ground,  while  there  would  be  but 
very  little  undulating  ground  between  Riviere  du  Loup  and 
Edmonton  ;  we  all  know  that  the  line  through  the  State  of 
Maine  would  be  completely  over  a  mountainous  country ; 
and  this  fact,  without  any  further  consideration,  shows  that 
the  advantage  would  be  altogether  in  favor  of  the  Canadian 
route.  Thei’e  is  also  another  argument  to  be  used  against 
the  line  through  tho  State  of  Maine.  It  is  not  an  argument 
I  would  press  so  much  on  hon.  members  on  this  side  as  on 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  whom  it  must  carry  great 
weight,  because  we  have  heard  it  applied  by  them  over  and 
over  again,  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
We  have  heard  it  6tated  by  them  again  and  again,  even 
during  this  very  Session,  that  it  was  extremely  objection¬ 
able  that  we  should  use  tho  American  lines  on  the  south 
shore  of  Lake  Superior,  because,  forsooth,  if  wo  did  our 
immigrants  would  be  snatched  away  from  us  by  the  wiles 
of  the  astute  Yankee  immigrant  agents.  If  that  is  to 
bo  accepted  as  an  argument  in  the  west,  it  ought  to  hold  as 
good  in  the  east.  If  our  immigrants,  when  they  pass  through 
American  territory  south  of  Lake  S aperior,  are  liable  to  be 
exposed  to  the  blandishments  of  Yankee  colonisation  agents, 
will  they  not  be  equally  subjected  to  tho  same  when  they  pass 
through  the  State  of  Maine.  This  is  not  a  very  strong  argu¬ 
ment,  I  admit,  but  it  is  one  that  has  frequently  commended 
tself  t  o  the  majority  of  this  House,  There  is,  however,  a 
istrong  argument  to  be  used  against  the  line  through  the 
State  of  Maine.  It  has  been  stated  in  this  House,  Session 
after  Session,  that  it  was  in  the  general  interests  of  the 
country  that  the  summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  should  be  the  harbor  of  Quebec,  and  that  the  winter 
terminus  should  be  some  port  in  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
either  St.  Andx-ews,  St.  John,  or  Halifax.  Not  only  has  it 
been  stated  hero,  without  any  contradiction  by  a  single 
hon.  member  of  this  House,  but  it  has  been  stated  as  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  I  have  had  occasion  before, 
during  the  present  Session,  to  quote  the  ianguage  of  a 
pi’ominont  hon.  member  of  the  Government  on  this  matter, 
and  I  will  not  l-epeat  it,  but  I  will  repeat  the  language  made 
use  of  last  year  by  the  hon.  tho  Minister  of  1'ublic  Works, 
because  it  commits  the  Government  to  tho  policy,  that  the 
summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should 
Mr.  Lagrier. 
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be  the  harbor  of  Quebec.  This  is  the  language  which  was 
made  use  of  last  year  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Publio 
Works.  He  said  : 

“In  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bellechasse,  I  mu3t  say  this  :  the 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  as  if  the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  was  not  to  be  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  That  extension  is  to  bx 
from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  and  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  Dominion,  but  especially  for  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec.  The  intention  is  to  make  the  harbor  of  Quebec  the  eastern  ter¬ 
minus,  in  summer,  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  This  has  been 
asked,  the  people  and  the  pres3  have  asked  it ;  and  we  have  come  down 
with  these  resolutions  to  carry  it  out ;  that  is  to  say,  we  propose  to 
give  $6,000  per  mile  in  order  that  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
shall  be  in  the  harbor  of  Quebec.” 

So  hero  is  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  that  matter. 
The  harbor  of  Quebec  is  to  be  the  summer  terminus  of  the 
Canada  Pacific  Railway.  Now,  I  ask  it,  if  this  lino 
through  the  State  of  Maine  is  built,  if  this  subsidy  bontem- 
plated  by  the  Act  is  to  be  applied  to  a  lino  which  is  to  pass 
through  the  State  of  Maine,  what  will  become  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government  ?  Wherever  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  put  on  paper,  let  it  be  put  on  paper  in 
the  city  of  Quebec.  If  this  line  is  constructed,  the  policy 
of  the  Government  becomes  nugatory,  and  never,  in  reality, 
will  the  harbor  of  Quebec  be  the  summer  terminus,  or  the 
terminus  at  any  other  season,  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  From  what  we  know  of  the  geography  of  the  place, 
it  is  plain  and  manifest  that,  if  the  bridge  is  constructed  at 
Lachine,  and  then  a  road  is  built  to  connect  with  the  px-es- 
ent  system  of  railways,  through  the  State  of  Maine,  as  soon 
as  the  freight  reaches  tho  point  of  junction — that  is,  St. 
Mai'tin’s  junction — it  will  be  deviated  to  tho  American 
ports,  and  not  a  pound  of  it  will  go  to  Quebec. 

Mr.  IYES.  You  mean,  it  will  take  the  shortest  route  if  it 
is  built? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  If  the  difference  was  very  largo  it 
would  take  the  shortest  l’oute,  but,  as  it  is  not  very  large, 
the  propensities  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  so  well 
known  in  favor  of  an  Amei’ican  l’oad,  that  it  will  take  that 
dii’ection.  When  it  is  deviated  over  the  Maine  road, will  the 
trade  find  its  way  to  the  Maritimo  Provinces  ?  This  is  a 
consideration  for  gentlemen  coming  from  the  Mai’itime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  especially  those  coming  from  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick.  I  ask,  if  the  ti-ade  is  brought  over  that  line 
to  the  State  of  Maine,  will  it  reach  the  ports  of  St.  John  and 
Halifax?  It  is  certain  that,  if  the  line  is  built thi-ough  tho 
State  of  Maine,  it  will  be  tajxped  by  the  American  system 
of  railways,  that  is  to  say,  by  the  railway  which  l’uns  from 
Portland  to  Bangor,  and  from  Bangor  extends  northward, 
and  then,  when  the  ti-ade  is  at  tho  point  of  junction,  what 
direction  will  it  take  ?  Will  it  be  carried  thi’ough  the  ports 
of  the  Maxutime  Provinces  to  St.  John  and  Halifax,  or  will 
it  be  taken  to  Portland  ?  If  you  look  at  the  map,  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  say  whether  it  would  be  nearer  to  St. 
John  or  to  Portland,  but  the  difference  would  be  settled  by 
the  well-known  px-eference  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
for  an  American  port.  In  connection  with  this,  I  may 
recall  tho  attention  of  tho  House  to  the  language  of  Mr. 
Stephen,  the  president  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company,  at  the  city  of  Portland,  in  the  month  of  October, 
1882.  This’ is  what  he  said  then  : — 

“  Perhapsyou  are  aware  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  been  at 
work  for  three  years.  Three  years  ago  we  made  a  contract  to  btiild  a 
line  of  railway  from  Montreal  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  a  distance  of  about 
2,900  miles,  and  we  have  progressed  so  far  that  I  think  I  am  safe  in 
saying  that,  within  two  years,  or  two  more  working  seasons,  the  road 
will  be  complete,  and  a  main  line  connecting  the  Pacific  Railway  of 
Montreal  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  will  be  complete. 

“  In  addition  to  that,  we  shall  have,  by  January  or  February  of  this 
coming  year,  a  line  of  railway  from  Montreal  to  Chicago,  connecting  at 
St.  Louis  with  the  Canadian  railway,  giving  us  a  through  road  from 
Montreal  to  Chicago.  That  brings  us  under  the  control  of  the  Canadian 
railway,  and  from  the  Pacific  Ocean  to  Montreal,  a  line  from  Chicago, 
and  it  is  not  unnatural,  having  reached  Montreal,  and,  as  you  are  well 
aware,  Montreal  being  only  a  six  months’  port,  we  should  be  looking  to 
the  question  of  reaching  the  Atlantic,  and  it  is  not  unnatnral  that  our 
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eyes  should  be  cast  upon  the  most  direct  way,  aud  whether  we  shall  be 
able  to  accomplish  our  object  will  depend  a  little  upon  yourselves.  We 
think,  as  I  said  before,  that  Portland  has  great  capacity  in  that  res¬ 
pect,  and  I  may  say,  for  my  colleagues  and  myself,  we  are  anxious  to 
do  all  we  can  to  endeavor  to  get  a  foothold  here.” 

This  is  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Stephen  in  1833.  He  and  his 
colleagues  were  most  anxious  to  get  a  foothold  at  the  port 
of  Portland.  At  that  time  Mr.  Stephen  was  negotiating 
with  the  Ogdensburg  and  Portland  Kailway  in  order  to 
get  that  foothold,  and  it  was  after  the  negotiations  with  that 
road  had  failed  that  this  project  of  a  short  line  took  the 
shape  which  it  has  since  taken.  I  do  not  say  it  took  that 
shape  because  of  the  failure  of  Mr.  Stephen’s  negotiations 
to  obtain  the  connection  by  the  Ogdensburg  aud  Portland 
Railway,  but  it  did  take  that  shape  after  that  failure  ;  so  it 
was  quite  a  coincidence.  Such  being  the  facts,  they  show 
conclusively,  to  my  mind,  the  great  importance  that  no 
haste  should  be  made  in  this  matter,  and  that  the  choice  of 
the  Government  should  not  be  final,  but  that  Parliament 
should  reserve  to  itself  the  final  decision  to  be  given  in  this 
matter.  And,  if  I  am  correct,  perhaps  we  may  expect  such 
a  result.  Last  year  I  made  a  similar  motion.  It  was 
denied.  The  Government  appealed  to  their  supporters,  and 
their  supporters  responded  to  that  appeal  and  voted  against 
the  motion  ;  but,  if  I  am  correctly  informed,  many  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  voted  in  that  way  did  not  sleep  a  very 
easy  sleep  afterwards,  and  my  hon.  friends  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  and  the  Minister  of  Militia  were  the 
recipients,  during  the  early  summer,  of  many  gentle  com¬ 
plaints  about  |it. 

Sir  HETTOR  LANGEYIN.  No. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  no.  One 
thing,  however,  is  certain,  if  he  has  not  been  the 
recipient  himself  of  many  complaints,  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Militia  thought  it  wise  to  invite  the  mem¬ 
bers  from  that  section  to  a  pie-nic  at  Riviere  du  Loup,  last 
summer,  where  a  little  pleasure  and  a  good  deal  of  politics 
were  to  be  mixed  up.  The  Premier  was  also  to  be  invited 
to  the  pic-nic,  and  the  pic-nic  took  place.  No  doubt  it  was 
a  pleasant  gathering,  but  it  was  not  all  pleasure.  They 
thought  and  spoke  of  business,  and  especially  of  the  vote 
given  last  Session,  of  the  fact  that  the  surveys  were  not 
thorough  or  accurate,  and  they  prevailed  upon  the  Premier, 
if  the  reports  are  to  be  believed,  to  say  that  no  action  would 
be  finally  taken  by  the  Government  until  their  choice  had 
been  subject  to  the  ratification  of  Parliament.  At  least  the 
Ministerial  press  at  that  time  said  so,  and  I  will  quote  again 
from  the  paper  from  which  I  quoted  a  moment  ago  : 

“The  pic-nic  took  place  on  the  20tk  of  August,  and  the  following  day 
the  fallowing  message  was  sent  to  a  Ministerial  paper  published  in  the 
city  of  Quebec  : — ‘  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  formally  bound  himself  yes¬ 
terday  to  submit  the  different  explorations  to  Parliament  before  adopt- 
mg  any  route.’  This  had  been  denied  lsst  Session.” 

Whether  this  statement  is  accurate  or  not,  we  will  soon 
know;  but  whether  accurate  or  not,  I  believe  this  is  the 
course  which  the  Government  ought  to  adopt,  and  which  the 
Houso  ought  to  adopt.  Let  me  again  recall  to  the  recollec¬ 
tion  of  the  House  what  took  place  in  1868,  when  the  first 
choice  for  the  route  to  connect  Montreal  with  the  harbors 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces  was  made.  When  Mr.  Dorion 
asked  that  the  choice  of  the  Government  should  not  be 
finally  made  before  all  the  data,  all  the  information,  and  all 
the  surveys  and  reports  were  brought  down,  so  that  they 
might  be  discussed  and  the  best  route  adopted,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  then  said:  You  kaow  wo  are  unbiassed,  you  know 
we  will  do  for  the  best,  and  therefore  you  can  trust  us. 
They^  were  trusted,  and  unbiassed  as  they  were, 
though  they  had  at  heart,  as  they  said,  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  country,  they  made  the  very  worst  choice 
that  could  be  made,  a  choice,  indeed,  so  bad,  that  they  are 
now  forced  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for  another 
appropriation  in  order  to  supplement  their  former  defi¬ 
ciency.  Now,  those  are  reasons  which,  in  my  opinion,  ought 


to  determine  (he  House  to  support  the  motion  I  am  about 
to  lay  beforo  it.  Neither  bn  this  occasion  nor  on  any  other 
would  I  appeal  to  the  House  through  any  sectional  motive, 
through  any  motive  which  applies  to  one  section  of  the 
country  and  not  to  another.  It  is  true  that  in  this 
matter,  though  I  am  advocating  what  I  conceive  to  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  whole  country,  yet  the  course  I  propose 
would  especially  benefit  the  city  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  in  this  House ;  and,  therefore,  while  expecting 
the  support  of  the  whole  House,  I  look  particularly  for  the 
warm,  effective,  and  active  support  of  those  who,  Avith  me, 
represent  the  old  city  of  Quebec  and  the  country  of  which 
it  is  the  centre.  I  now  move,  Mr.  Speaker  : 

That  the  route  for  the  line  of  railway  to  connect  Montreal  with  the 
harbors  of  St.  John  and  Halifax,  for  which  a  subsidy  of  $170,000  a  year, 
for  fifteen  years,  was  provided  by  the  statute  of  last  Session,  47  Victoria, 
chapter  8, 'should  be  subject  to  the  approval  ol  Parliament. 

Sir  HEOTOB  LANGEVTN.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  put  this  motion  before  the  House  did  not  ac¬ 
cept  the  offer  I  made  him  and  has  not  complied  with  the 
request  made  to  him  to  defer  proceeding  with  this 
motion  until  the  plans  and  the  reports  of  all  the  surveys 
were  laid  before  the  Houso,  as  we  promised  they  should  be. 
However,  the  hon.  gentleman,  of  course,  is  at  liberty,  as  a 
member  of  Parliament,  to  do  as  he  pleases  in  that  respect ; 
he  has  taken  advantage  of  that  privilege,  and  I  do  not  blame 
him  for  it.  Rut  the  House  will  see  that  we  are  not  to-day 
in  a  position  to  discuss  this  question.  We  have  no  plans, 
we  have  no  surveys,  we  have  no  information  whatever. 
The  hon.  gentleman  himself  felt  the  weakness  of  his  posi¬ 
tion  when  he  brought  forward  just  now  certain  figures  of 
distances  ;  he  said  he  would  not  vouch  for  those  figures,  as 
they  were  not  official.  Now,  if  all  the  information  was  be¬ 
fore  the  House  we  would  then  be  in  a  position  to  say 
whether  this  line  is  the  shortest  or  the  longest,  and  to  de¬ 
cide  which  was  the  best.  As  we  promised  some  time  ago, 
I  now  repeat,  that  all  the  information  will  be  laid  before  the 
House  as  soon  as  it  can  be  gathered.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
has  made  a  long  speech,  and  an  eloquent  one,  as  he  is  accus¬ 
tomed  to  make,  but  I  must  say  that  I  am  not  to-day  in  a 
position  to  enter  into  the  details  of  the  subject,  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  gentleman.  When  I  answer  him  I  wish  to  havo 
all  the  information  afforded  by  the  plans  and  surveys,  and 
all  the  information  which  has  been  gathered  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Railways  from  the  engineers,  and  whichfis  now 
being  prepared.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  hon. 
gentleman  may  bo  sure  that  if  I  do  not  answer  him  now  it 
is  not  out  of  wan  t  of  respect  for  himself.  I  shall  take  another 
opportunity  to  do  so,  and  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
consented  to  postpone  his  motion,  I  move/  seconded  by  Mr. 
Caron,  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  cannot  allow  this  debate  to  close 
without  addressing  a  few  words*to  the  House  on  this  ques¬ 
tion.  It  is  a  question  of  the  greatest  importance,  not  only  to 
the  city  of  which  I  happen  to  b9  chief  magistrate,  but,  I  may 
say  to  the  whole  Province  of  Quebec-— or  nearly  the  whole 
Province.  All  the  hon.  gentlemen  of  this  House  who  come 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec  are  aware  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  construction  of  the  North  Shore  Railway 
was  undertaken.  It  was  an  immense  enterprise,  and  when 
the  scheme  was  proposed  many  great  objections  were  urged 
against  it.  It  was  stated  by  many  of  my  friends,  that  it 
would  involve  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  very  serious  finan¬ 
cial  difficulties.  Aud  what  was  the  answer  that  was  given 
us  by  hon.  gentlemen  sitting  opposite,  who  share  the  political 
opinions  of  the  Government  of  the  day?  They  said  that 
the  railway  would  involve  those  heavy  sacrifices  of  money  by 
the  Province  of  Quebec  for  only  a  few  years,  and  that  then 
it  would  be  made  a  link  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
It  must  be  in  the  recollection  of  every  hon.  member  of  this 
House,  that  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  had  then  boen  decided  upon  for  several  years  previous ; 
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it  was  in  18?5  that  the  construction,  by  the  Provincial  Gov- 
ernment  of  Quebec,  of  the  North  Shore  Railway,  was  un¬ 
dertaken,  Well,  we  wore  promised  distinctly,  by  hon, 
gentlemen  whose  opinions  wore  supposed  to  have  some 
weight  with  the  Government,  that  the  North  Shore  Railway 
would  be  made  a  link  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  We 
have  all  along  been  relyingf  upon  that  promise,  and  at  this 
moment,  it  is  well  known  that  the  attention  of  the  whole  of 
that  portion  of  tho  Province  of  Quebec,  with  which  I  am 
particularly  connected,  is  engrossed  with  this  subject.  It  is 
a  subject  that  interests  not  only  tho  city  of  Quebec,  but  it 
interests  all  those  localities  whose  business  brings  them  to 
that  city,  and  I  may  say  that  amongst  those  localities  is  my 
own  county.  It  might  be  supposed  by  some  hon,  members 
of  this  House  that  my  county,  judging  from  its  name, 
would  be  interested  in  the  Lake  Megantic  line.  I  must 
say  it  is  quite  the  reverse.  My  county  has  no  business 
where  lhat  road  passes.  All  its  transactions  are  with  the  city 
of  Quebec.  So  it  is  with  a  large  portion  of  the  Province.  But 
it  is  not  only  that  portion  of  the  Province  which  is  inter¬ 
ested  ;  it  includes  all  that  portion  of  the  Province  east  of 
Montreal.  It  is  too  evident  to  require  demonstration,  that 
if  tho  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  passes  by  a 
bridge  at  Lachine  through  to  Shorbrooke,  all  that  portion 
of  the  Province  east  of  Montreal  will  be  entirely  deprived 
of  all  the  advantages  which  had  been  promised  to  it,  and 
which  it  had  a  good  right  to  expect,  from  the 
construction  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I 
havo  a  very  vivid  recollection  of  the  fine  spoechos 
made  when  the  policy  of  building  a  Canadian 

Pacific  Railway  was  inaugurated.  Wo  were  made  to  see, 
in  imagination,  immense  trains  of  cars  coming  from  the 
Pacific  Ocean,  laden  with  all  the  riches  of  China  and  Japan, 
and  passing  through  the  Provinco  of  Quebec,  to  bo  trans¬ 
ferred  to  vesssels  in  the  harbor  of  Quebec.  Those  promises 
wore  made  to  us  by  gentlemen  supposed  to  have  a  great 
deal  of  influence  over  the  policy  of  this  country  ;  and  upon 
those  promises,  not  only  the  North  Shore  Railway  was 
built  at  the  expense  of  the  Province,  but  very 
large  works  were  undertaken  in  tho  harbor  of 
Quebec.  At  tho  present  time  harbor  works  are 
being  prosecuted  in  that  city,  the  execution  of  which  will 
cost  some  $3,000,000.  I  a?k  all  hon .  members  of  this  House 
what  will  be  the  use  of  these  works  if  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  not  to  come  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec  ?  They  will 
involve  a  very  serious  burden  upon  tho  shipping  of  Quebec. 
These  works  are  not  executed  at  the  expense  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is  true  that  the  present  and  tho  previous  Govern¬ 
ments  have  advanced  money  to  the  Harbor  Commissioners, 
but  the  interest  on  that  money  has  been  paid  by  the  ship¬ 
ping  of  Quebec.  So  it  is  a  charge  upon  the  trade  of  Quebec, 
and  it  is  out  of  the  revenues  from  the  shipping  and  from  the 
trade  of  Quebec  that  the  harbor  works  are  being  built. 
Those  works  will  be  scarcely  of  any  use  if  we  do  not  get  a 
share  of  the  traffic  which  was  supposed  to  be  brought  to  this 
country  and  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  by  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Another  consideration 
which  makes  this  question  of  great  interest  to  our  portion 
of  the  country  is  this  :  We  have  been  made  to  contribute, 
like  all  the  rest  of  the  Dominion,  to  the  heavy  expenditure 
which  has  been  incurred  for  the  construction  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway.  We  have  been  paying,  as  have 
the  people  of  the  other  Provinces,  the  heavy  taxes 
which  have  been  entailed  by  the  additional  expendi¬ 
ture  due  to  the  construction  of  the  transcontinental 
road.  Another  point  of  groat  interest  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  subject  is  this:  The  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way  has  cost  a  very  large  sum  of  money,  some  $40,000,000, 
to  the  Dominion.  What  will  become  of  tho  Intercolonial 
if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  does  not  connect  with  it  ? 
It  will  become  merely  a  local  road.  It  scarcely  pays  its 
running  expenses  at  this  moment,  and  its  position  will  be 
Mr.  Langelier. 


much  worse  if  the  whole  traffic  is  diverted,  as*  it  certainly 
will  be,  from  that  portion  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  by  the 
construction  of  a  bridge  at  Lachine,  and  sending  all  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  traffic  through  Sherbrooke  to  the 
United  States,  It  is  a  general  opinion,  and  it  is  one  shared 
in  by  all  business  men  of  Quebec  with  whom  I  have  had 
occasion  to  speak  on  the  subject,  that  if  a  bridge  is  built  at 
Lachine,  the  whrie  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  traffic 
will  go  to  theUniled  States  within  a  very  short  time.  The  hon. 
member  for  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurier),  quoted,  a  few 
moments  ago,  some  remarks  made  by  the  president  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  afford  veiy  good  grounds 
for  the  impression  which  exists  among  business  men  in 
Quebec,  that  if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  crosses  at 
Lachine,  it  will  go,  perhaps,  for  some  time,  to  Sherbrooke, 
but  will  eventually  leave  that  lino  and  go  direct  to  some 
United  States  port.  Another  reason  which  has  been  advanced 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Quebec  East  is  this,  and  it  was 
mentioned  to  me  by  some  very  competent  railway 
engineers:  They  say,  it  is  impossible  for  a  line  like 
tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  go  ovor  the  chain  of 
the  Alleglianies,  as  it  will  have  to  do  if  it  passes  through 
Sherbrooke,  and  compete  with  American  lines  going 
to  Boston,  New  York  and  Portland,  and  that  it  will  eventu¬ 
ally  havo  to  go  to  Portland.  Whereas,  if  it  camo  to  Quebec 
and  connected  with  the  Intercolonial  and  ran  through 
Riviere  du  Loup,  or  Riviere  Ouolle,  and  proceeded  to  somo 
port  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  such  as  St.John  or  Halifax, 
whatever  might  be  the  wishes  of  the  syndicate  composing 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  would  then  be  impossible 
for  them  to  take  the  railway  to  the  United  States,  but  they 
would  bo  compelled  to  leave  it  in  the  Provinco  of  Quebec. 
I  havo  no  private  information  on  the  subject ;  I  have  to 
depend,  like  every  other  hon.  member,  upon  information  I 
can  obtain  from  railway  authorities,  and  1  have  been  talking 
on  the  subject  with  several  very  well  posted  railway 
engineers.  They  all  say  that  a  line  through  Quebec,  pass¬ 
ing  entirely  over  Canadian  territory,  can  bo  found  not  much 
longer  and  with  lower  grades  than  tho  line  which  is 
almost  adopted — the  line  passing  through  Sherbrooke.  Tbe 
length  of  tho  line  is  not  the  only  consideration.  The 
grades  are  important.  Tho  grades  of  a  line  through  the 
Province  of  Quebec  will  be  exceedingly  easy.  Everyone  who 
has  travelled  over  the  country  can  see  for  himself  that 
the  grades  cannot  be  difficult.  It  is  stated  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  build  a  bridge.  Tho  answer  to  that  objection 
is  a  very  easy  one.  If  a  bridge  were  necessary  in  adopting 
tho  Quebec  route,  and  if  it  could  be  saved  bypassing  through 
Lachine,  it  would  bo  a  very  strong  objection  to  the  Quebec 
l’oute.  But,  unfortunately,  a  bridge  must  be  built.  Is  there 
any  justice  in  building  abridge  at  Lachine  in  order  to  divert 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to.  that  portion  of  Quebec 
where  there  are  already  railways,  and  sending  it  thence  to 
the  United  States,  instead  of  building  a  bridge  near  Quebec. 
I  think  another  consideration  can  bo  advanced.  Other 
things  being  equal,  1  think  it  cannot  be  disputed  that  the 
Province  of  Quebec  and  the  city  of  Quebec  deserve  some 
consideration  in  this  matter.  It  cannot  bo  forgotten  that 
from  our  city  started  out  those  missionaries  and  explorers 
who  travelled  all  over  North  America.  There  is  no  place 
on  this  continent,  either  on  this  or  on  tho  other  side  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  that  has  not  been  visited  by  missionaries 
or  explorers  who  had  left  tho  city  of  Quebec.  It  may, 
indeed,  be  said  that  all  this  country  has  boen  settled  through 
the  city  of  Quebec  and  through  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
Quebec  is  the  oldest  Province  of  the  Confederation  and 
deserves  somo  consideration  in  this  respect,  supposing  it 
affords  equal  advantages  with  other  routes.  It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  tho  shortost  line  is  not  always  tho  most 
successful,  from  a  business  point  of  view.  Tho  linos 
that  cross  the  country  from  the  western  States  to 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  are  not  the  shortest  roads.  There 
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are  many  other  considerations.  One  of  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  is  the  desire  of  those  who  control  a  lino  to 
give  it  the  traffic  and  the  power  to  socuro  that  traffic. 
Fifty  or  100  miles  would  be  nothing  in  tho  hands 
of  such  a  man  as  Mr.  Vanderbilt  to  bring  traffic  to  his  own 
line,  and  I  think  the  same  considerations  apply  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway.  It  is  going  to  be  a  very  powerful 
corporation  ;  it  is  already  very  powerful,  and  I  think  they 
could  very  easily  find  a  compensation  for  only  some  50  or 
60  miles,  which,  I  am  told  by  engineers,  is  the  excess 
of  distance  of  the  line  passing  through  Quebec  and  Biviere 
Ouelle,  or  Biviere  du  Loup.  I  say  that  these  might  be 
easily  compensated  by  energy  and  enterprise,  and  by  the 
advantage  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company 
would  have  in  bringing  traffic  over  their  own  line.  Some 
years  ago,  when  the  contract  for  the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  was  before  this  House,  it  was 
proposed  to  dispense  for  some  time  with  building  the  line  to 
the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior.  It  is  in  the  recollection 
of  this  House  that  such  a  policy  was  proposed,  and  when 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  proposed  temporarily  to  go  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  and  use  some  of  the  American  lines  to  reach 
the  fertile  portion  of  the  North-West  Territory,  that  pro¬ 
position  was  voted  down  by  a  large  majority,  and  that  policy 
set  aside.  On  what  ground  ?  Oa  the  ground,  that  as  this  was 
a  great  national  railway  it  should  pass  entirely  on  Canadian 
territory;  and  in  order  to  carry  out  that  policy  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  line  of  some  600  miles  was  undertaken,  at  the  cost 
of  some  $20,000,000,  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior, 
where  there  is  no  present  local  traffic  and  scarcely  any 
future  possibility  of  traffic.  I  ask  hon.  members — and  I 
am  speaking  for  tho  portion  of  Quebec  east  of  Montreal — 
do  we  not  deserve  as  much  consideration  as  the  bears  and 
moose  on  tho  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior  ?  If  $20,000,000 
are  spent  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  on  tho 
north  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  because  it  should  pass  through 
Canadian  territory,  is  that  principle  to  bo  abandoned  when 
we  come  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  ?  Those  600  miles 
were  built  there  for  no  other  purpose  than  for  tho  sake  of 
constructing  the  line  on  Canadian  territory,  because  it  can¬ 
not  be  contended  that  there  will  be  any  local  traffic  in  that 
region  ;  it  would  never  have  entered  any  person’s  mind  to 
build  it  in  that  region  as  a  local,  or  business,  or  commercial 
undertaking,  and  I  ask  if  it  is  good  policy  for  that  region  is 
it  not  good  policy  in  the  oldest  Province  of  the  Confedera¬ 
tion,  the  pioneer  Province  of  the  Confederation,  I  may  say. 
It  was  said,  a  short  time  ago,  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Works  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  that  it  would  be  better  to 
postpone  the  motion  until  further  information  was  given.  I 
could  understand  such  a  suggestion  if  it  were  now  proposed 
to  make  a  final  choice  of  a  line,  but  such  is  not  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  the  motion.  The  motion  is  only  to  this  effect :  that 
no  line  be  finally  adopted  without  being  submitted  to  and 
approved  by  this  House.  We  do  not  want  any  information 
to  decide  that  question;  we  have  all  the  information 
necessary  to  pronounce  judgment  on  that  point.  What 
further  information  could  any  plans  or  reports  of  engineers 
give  us  ?  Those  plans  would  be  of  immense  use  to  us  when 
we  come  finally  to  decide  the  question,  if  it  is  left  to  the 
decision  of  the  House,  but  presently  they  are  of  no  use 
whatever.  The  question  is,  whether  it  is  bettor  that  the 
selection  should  be  decided  by  this  House,  or  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  day,  in  private  conference  with  the  syndicate  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  I  do  not  think  there  can  be 
two  opinions  on  that  point.  We  know  what  an  influence 
such  a  powerful  company  can  exert  on  a  Government — I  do 
not  say  it  would  be  exerted  in  an  improper  manner,  butitis 
undoubtedly  a  very  great  influence.  The  policy  adopted 
last  year  was— -and  the  promises  of  tho  Government  since 
have  been  in  accordance  with  that  policy — that  tho  shortest 
and  best  line  to  the  Atlantic  seaboard  would  be  adopted. 
There  may  be  a  great  many  opinions  as  to  the  shortest  and  best 


line.  It  is  quite  possible  that  a  line  which  might  appear  best 
to  the  Government  in  private  consultation  with  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Bail  way  would  not  be  considered  the  best  and  shortest 
if  its  merits  and  demerits  were  discussed  in  tho  House. 
There  is  nothing  like  public  discussion  to  bring  out  light, 
and  if  tho  matter  be  left  to  the  Houso  the  greatest  amount 
of  light  will  be  thrown  on  the  subject.  All  these  reports  of 
engineers  will  be  discussed  and  examined  and  gone  into, 
and  then  the  House,  if  it  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  to  carry  the  line  through  Canadian  territory, 
will  have  to  give  up  that  idea.  I  am  quite  sure  that  no 
hon.  member  would  insist  on  a  lino  which  would  be  a  prac¬ 
tical  or  commercial  impossibility,  but  we  should  be  put  in 
possession  of  all  the  reasons  which  can  be  adduced  for  or 
against  that  line,  or  any  other  line.  There  is  another  reason, 
why  our  minds  should  not  bo  quite  easy  on  this  subject 
and  I  will  allude  to  some  facts  which  are  quite  public.  On 
the  20th  of  July  last,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
(Sir  Hector  Laugevio)  happened  to  be  in  Quebec  at  the 
laying  of  the  corner  stone  of  the  examining  warehouse,  and 
ho  took  tho  opportunity  to  speak  of  the  future  of  Quebec 
and  tho  harbor  of  Quebec.  He  repeated  there  that  no  line 
would  bo  adopted  finally  without  tho  closest  and  most  min¬ 
ute  survey  of  ail  proposed  lines,  and  those  who  were  present 
believed  that  all  possible  consideration  would  bo  shown  to 
the  line  through  Quebec.  On  tho  10th  of  August,  Mr. 
Stephen,  the  president  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway, 
speaking  to  a  reporter  of  the  Sun,  said  that  the  Lake  Me- 
gantic  line  was  to  bo  selected.  This  was  enough,  I  think, 
to  make  the  public  mind  uneasy  in  that  portion  of  the 
Province.  But  that  is  not  all.  On  the  19th  of  August  there 
was  a  celebrated  pic-nic  at  Biviere  du  Loup,  given  by  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence  (Mr.  Caron),  and 
if  we  are  to  believe  that  hon.  gentleman,  it  was  composed 
of  only  the  very  best  portion  of  the  Conservative  party. 
If  we  are  to  beliove  tho  papers  supporting  the  Government, 
those  present,  as  we  say  in  French,  were  tries  sur  ie  volet, 
and  if  we  are  to  believe  those  same  papers,  there  was  a 
distinct  pi’omise  made  at  that  time  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  a  line  through  Canadian  territory  would  be  chosen,  and 
that  at  any  rate  nothing  would  be  done  without  the  assent 
of  Parliament.  Well,  that  may  have  two  meanings.  It 
may  mean  the  assent  of  Parliament  after  the  line  is 
chosen;  and  it  may  mean  without  the  assent  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  previously  obtained.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  think  the  House  perfectly  justified  in  insisting  that  no 
line  should  be  chosen  before  being  approved  by  it.  Such, 
at  all  events,  is  my  impression,  and  such  is  the  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Quebec.  There  is  a  strong  impression  that 
unless  the  line  is  selected  on  the  approval  of  Parliament 
openly,  and  after  a  full,  public  discussion,  the  city  of  Quebec 
and  the  larger  portion  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  will  not 
obtain  justice.  We  simply  ask  justice,  and  we  think  we  ought 
to  get  justice.  After  having  spent  so  much  money  in 
territories  where  there  is  scarcely  any  population,  wo  think 
the  interests  of  the  oldest  Province  of  Confederation  should 
be  considered  with  a  great  deal  of  care.  If  our  interests 
are  to  be  sacrificed,  we  think  they  should  bo  sacrificed  only 
on  good  grounds — on  grounds  that  can  be  defended  in  a 
House  like  this,  and  not  on  grounds  that  are  discussed 
privately,  and  that  cannot  be  controverted,  as  they  would  be 
controverted  in  a  full  and  open  discussion  in  this  House. 

Mr.  De  St.  GEOBGES.  (Translation).  Mr.  Speaker,  after 
hearing  the  two  eloquent  speeches  which  have  just  been 
heard,  there  are  but  few  things  left  for  me  to  say  on  tho 
matter  now  occupying  the  attention  of  the  House.  But 
the  division  I  represent  is  so  deeply  interested  in  this 
question  that  I  shall  venture  to  offer  a  few  remarks.  Last 
Session  when  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Bailways  submitted 
to  the  House  the  resolutions  which  have  become  so  famous, 
owing  to  the  debate  to  which  they  gave  occasion,  the  hon. 
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member  for  East  Quebec  (Mr.  Laurier)  moved  in  amend¬ 
ment  a  motion  which  read  as  follows:-” 

“That  the  said  resolution  be  not  now  read  a  second  time,  but  that  it 
be  referred  back  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  with  power  to  amend  the 
samej  by  providing  that  the  route  for  the  line  of  railway  connecting 
Montreal  with  the  harbors  of  St.  John  and  Halifax,  for  which  a  subsidy 
of  $ 170,000  a  year  for  fifteen  years,  is  provided,  should  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Parliament.” 

The  construction  of  the  line  proposed  by  the  lion,  the  Mini¬ 
ster  of  Railways  is  certainly  calculated  to  carry  off  the 
traffic  of  the  Pacific  Railway  to  the  United  States,  thus  de¬ 
priving  the  Quebec  Harbor  of  such  traffic.  Therefore,  the 
demand  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec  was  perfectly 
just.  He  desired  to  save,  from  a  summary  condemnation, 
the  city  which  he  so  worthily  represents.  It  was  his  opinion 
as  it  is  the  opinion  of  evory  Liberal,  that  if  the  question  was 
considered  without  passion,  and  without  preconceived 
ideas,  tho  IIouso  could  not  do  otherwise  than  to  accept  the 
plan  of  running  tho  Pacific  through  Quebec,  because  this 
line  would  be  about  the  same  length  as  tho  other  proposed 
lines  and  altogether  better  suited  to  the  general  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  country  if  not  to  the  desires  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  By  refusing  to  vote 
for  this  motion  the  hon,  members  who  were  opposed  to  it 
have  refused  to  Quebec  that  justice  to  which  it  was  entitled, 
and  I  faavo  reason  to  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  certain  hon. 
members  must  have  regretted  the  vote  which  they  had 
given  on  that  occasion,  when,  a  few  days  after  the  Session, 
they  had  to  meet  their  constituents.  What  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Quebec  asked  for  in  bis  amendmont  was  a 
simple  act  of  justice,  and  I  think  that  those  who  voted 
against  this  amendment  have  ignored  tho  interest  of  their 
Province.  Indeed,  it  was  taking  away  from  Quebec  all 
chances  and  all  hopes  of  ever  realising  from  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  the  full  benefit  which  was  expected  from  it,  because, from 
that  day^it  became  evident  that  if  the  Montreal  and  Halifax 
route  via  Sherbrooke  was  adopted  almost  the  whole  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  at  least  that  part  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  which  lies  east  of  Montreal,  comprising  over  thirty 
counties  and  three  or  four  cities,  which  have  contributed 
largely  to  the  construction  of  that  railway,  all  that  part 
comprised  between  Montreal  and  the  Gulf  on  tho  north 
shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  would  be  completely  isolated.  A 
great  deal  could  be  done  in  that  part  of  the  country  in  iavor 
of  colonisation,  but,  unfortunately,  the  means  at  the  dispo¬ 
sition  of  the  Local  Government  have  not  allowed  us  to 
make  as  much  progress  as  we  should  have  desired.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  under  these  circumstances  that  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  asked  us  to  vote  large  sums  of  money  for  the 
construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway.  The  people  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  have  adopted  that  policy;  the  electors  have 
consented  to  favor  the  construction  of  that  I’ailway  on  the  ex¬ 
press  promise  made  by  the  p>resent  Ministry,  that  we  should 
profit  largely  by  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway, 
which  was  to  give  us  the  western  traffic,  and  even  that  of 
the  United  States.  The  people  have  accepted  that  policy, 
if  wo  are  .  to  judge  by  the  last  elections,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  wish  to  remind  the  House  that  it  was  accepted  on 
the  express  promise  that  we  should  profit  by  its  being 
carried  out.  That  promise,  Mr.  Speaker,  has  been  repeat¬ 
edly  renewed  to  us.  It  has  been  made  by  the  hou.  Premier 
during  his  visit  at  Quebec  in  1880,  when  he  told  us  that  we 
should  have  the  terminus  of  the  Pacific  Railway  at  Quebec ;  it 
was  made  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  said  that  even  should 
the  Quebec  line  be  the  longest  of  any  other  by  a  hundred 
miles,  we  should  have  the  terminus  of  the  road  at  Quebec, 
that  promise  has  been  made  by  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  whose  words  it  is  useless  for  me  to  recall,  for  I 
think  the  press  has  reminded  him  of  them  often  enough, 
finally  it  is  the  promise  of  tho  Government  themselves,  and 
only  for  that  promise,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  would  never  have  accepted  that  policy, 
Mr,  He  St.  Georges, 


February  28, 


they  would  never  have  consented  to  the  construction  of  the 
Pacific  Railway.  And  I  am  not  speaking  on  a  supposition  ; 
it  is  a  fact  which  nobody  can  doubt.  In  order  to  know 
what  is  tho  public  sentiment  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
on  that  question,  all  one  has  to  do  is  to  read  the  news¬ 
papers  of  whatever  political  shade  they  may  be.  Even  at  the 
risk  of  inducing  some  hon.  members  to  say  “  hear,  hear,”  as 
they  did  when  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec  was  speak¬ 
ing  a  moment  ago.  I  shall  read  an  extract  from  a  Con¬ 
servative  newspaper  published  at  Quebec,  Le  Canadien,  of 
the  17th  of  January,  1885.  It  said: 

“  In  face  of  the  immense  interest  we  have  to  serve,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  us  that  our  line  of  battle  should  offer  a  solid,  compact 
front,  that  we  should  rise  superior  to  our  personal  leanings  or  dislikes 
and  work  all  together  in  order  to  attain  the  one  great  object  which  is 
to  secure  the  Pacific  terminus  at  Quebec.” 

I  find  in  Le  Canadien  of  the  same  date,  the  report  of  a 
meeting  held  in  the  county  of  Quebec,  which  is  represented 
here  by  my  hon.  friend,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Expense.  Some  time  before  the  Session  there  was  a  meet¬ 
ing  at  Saint  Colomban,  an  important  parish  of  the  county 
of  Quebec.  At  that  meeting  were  present  Mr.  Garneau, 
the  representative  of  the  county  in  the  Local  Legislature, 
a  Conservative,  M.  Charlebois  and  M.  C.  Pelletier,  both  also 
Conservatives.  1  will  take  the  liberty  of  quoting  an  ex¬ 
tract  of  a  speech  made  on  that  occasion  by  Mr.  Charlebois, 
who  said : 

“  Mr.  J.  A.  Charlebois  held  that  the  Government  ought  to  keep  his 
pledge  and  bring  tho  Pacin'!  at  Quebec.  If  Quebec  is  deprived  of  that 
advantage  all  the  traffic  goes  to  the  Americans. 

And  at  that  meeting  the  f  Rowing  resolutions  were 
adopted 

“That  during  the  late  Session  of  Parliament  it  was  expressly 
understood,  and  the  Government  pledged  themselves  to  locate  the 
summer  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  to  Quebec. 

“That  it  is  in  the  interest  not  only  of  the  citizens  of  Quebec  and 
vicinity,  but  also  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  that  this  pledge  should  be 
kept. 

“  That  the  policy  of  the  country  being  to  make  of  the  harbor  of 
Quebec  the  summer  terminal  point  of  the  Canadian  Pacific,  as  has  been 
proved  by  the  declaration  of  the  Ministry  during  last  Session,  and  by  the 
granting  of  a  subsidy  of  $6,000  per  mile  of  railway  as  far  as  Quebec,  it  is 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  Province  that  that  part  of  the  line 
should  be  built  immediately,  and  should  be  made  available  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  as  part  of  the  shortest  line  to  Halifax  by  means  of  a  bridge  across 
the  St.  Lawrence  in  the  neighborhood  ol  the  city  of  Quebec. 

“  That  by  allowing  the  Pacific  to  cross  the  St.  Lawrence  by  means  of  a 
bridge  above  Montreal  the  Province  of  Quebec  would  lose  most  of  the 
advantages  that  we  should  reap  from  the  construction  of  our  line.  Our 
Canadian  railway  would  thus  become  an  American  railway  crossing 
Canadian  territory,  and  carrying  all  its  freight  to  the  American  ports. 

“  That  the  only  way  to  protect  Canadian  interests  would  be  to  limit 
this  line  to  Canadian  territory. 

“That  the  construction  of  this  projected  line  of  railway  from  Montreal 
to  the  Maritime  Provinces  vid  Sherbrooke  and  the  State  of  Maine,  would 
be  the  virtual  abandonment  of  the  compact  of  Confederation,  namely  : 
A  national  line  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  exclusively  on  Canadian 
territory. 

“  That  the  enormous  sacrifices  made  by  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  the 
development“ofjthe  resources  of  the  country  by  building  a  national  line, 
ought  to  be  rewarded  by  the  extension  of  the  Pacific  to  Quebeo  and  by 
the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Lawrence  near  Quebec.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  read  an  article  bearing  date  the 
30th  of  January  last,  from  the  Morning  Chronicle  which  I 
believe  is  the  organ  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Expense. 
Hare  is  what  it  says  on  the  question  of  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  : 

“  Over  and  over  again,  it  has  been  promised  that  the  summer  terminus 
would  be  located  in  Quebec.  The  time  has  arrived  for  the  fulfilment  of 
the  promise.  Nothing  but  justice,  full  and  ample,  will  satisfy  the  people 
of  this  city,  who  have  for  many  years  made  such  heroic  sacrifices,  and 
spent  vast  sums  of  money  in  the  construction  of  important  public  works, 
The  members  of  Parliament  and  of  the  Senate,  representing  this  district, 
irrespective  of  party,  must  unite  on  this  question,  and  join  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  its  eminently  reasonable  demands.  Those  demands  are  well 
expressed  in  the  petition.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Syndicate 
owes  much  to  Quebec,  and  it  will  uot  do  now  for  the  promoters  of  that 
enterprise  to  ignore  our  just  claims.  The  railway  ha3  always  been 
regarded  as  a  national,  rather  than  as  a  private  enterprise.  It  has  been 
largely  subsidised  by  the  people’s  money,  and  when  more  funds  were 
demanded  at  various  stages  in  the  progress  of  the  work,  the  people  have 
not  been  slow  to  respond  in  a  way  which  has  met  with  the  approval  of 
the  company.” 
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And  further  it  adds  : 

“  The  road  was  destined  to  open  up  a  great  tract  of  territory,  and  to 
plant  the  seeds  of  colonisation  and  civilisation  in  a  vast  wilderness,  it 
is  true,  but  another  object  was  unquestionably  the  opening  up  of  a 
market  for  the  manufactures  and  other  products  of  the  older  Provinces 
comprising  the  Confederation. 

“  To  that  end,  the  Province  of  Quebec  undertook  the  building  of  the 
railway  from  Quebec  to  Ottawa,  at  a  total  cost  of  some  fourteen 
millions  of  dollars.  The  plan  included  an  extension  of  the  same  line  to 
Lake  Nipissing,  the  point  agreed  on  by  the  Dominion  Parliament  for  the 
eastern  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  thus  forming  the 
connecting  link  between  the  latter  and  the  Intercolonial.  Our  city 
voted  one  million  dollars  for  the  construction  of  this  road,  the  citizens 
feeliDg  that  the  enterprise  deserved  a  material  endorsement  at  their 
hands.  That  endorsement  was  freely  given,  the  understanding  being 
clearly  that  Quebec  would  be  one  of  the  summer  termini  and  the  point 
of  connection  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  I  have  sufficiently  explained  the 
position  to  indicate  what  is  almost  the  unanimous  sentiment 
of  the  citizens  of  Quebec,  and  to  show  that  the  electors  of 
Quebec  are  opposed  to  the  construction  of  the  railway 
from  Montreal  to  Halifax  via  Sherbrooke.  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  this  Quebec  line,  although  useful  to  the  district 
of  Quebec,  may  conduct  with  private  interests,  as  it  has 
been  insinuated  by  some  newspapers,  but  it  will  in  no  way 
conflict  with  the  interests  of  other  Provinces  and  of  the 
Dominion  at  large.  In  order  to  prove  my  statement,  1 
cannot  do  any  better  than  to  submit  to  the  House  the 
resolutions  passed  by  the  Quebec  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
20th  of  January,  1885,  which  resolutions  have  been 
sanctioned  by  the  citizens  of  Quebec  at  a  public  meeting 
held  on  the  3rd  of  the  following  month  of  February.  The 
resolutions  sot  forth  : 

“  That  when  the  federation  of  the  Provinces  of  British  North  America 
was  resolved  upon,  the  construction  of  a  national  highway  entirely 
through  Canadian  territory  was  one  of  the  conditions  mutually  agreed 
to ; 

*‘  That  this  great  public  work  was  undertaken  with  the  view  of  binding 
solidly  together  the  several  Provinces  composing  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  ; 

“That in  the  pursuance  of  this  agreement,  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
has  been  constructed — and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  being  built, 
and  to  the  north  of  Lake  Superior  ; 

“  That  this  policy  will  entail  responsibilities  on  tbe  people  of  the 
country  ; 

“  Thar,  in  addition  to  her  share  in  these,  the  Province  of  Quebec  has 
assumed  a  further  liability  in  tbe  construction  of  the  late  Quebec, 
Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental  Railway,  and  the  city  of  Quebec  a 
Still  further  one,  in  her  subscription  to  the  North  Shore  Railway  ; 

“  That  the  construction  of  the  late  provincial  railway  was  undertaken 
on  the  understanding  that  it  would  form  pare  of  our  national  highway, 
and  be  the  connecting  line  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  and  Intercolo¬ 
nial  Railways  ; 

“  That  this  understanding  was  admitted  during  the  late  Session  of  Par¬ 
liament,  in  the  passing  of  an  Act  providing  for  the  extension  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  down  to  the  port  of  Quebec; 

“  That,  when  the  people  of  Canada  consented  to  assume  the  responsi¬ 
bilities  incident  to  tbe  creation  of  this  national  highway,  it  was  upon 
the  solemn  assurances,  repeatedly  given  inside  and  outside  of  the  halls 
of  Parliament,  that  in  the  development  of  the  trade  of  the  country,  the 
resultant  thereof,  and  which  would  build  up  their  sea  ports,  they  would 
receive  far  more  than  commensurate  returns  ; 

“  That  the  diversion  of  the  traffic  of  our  national  highway  from  Canada 
to  American  ports  would  leave  the  people  of  this  country  with  these 
responsibilities,  but  without  the  equivalents  promised; 

‘‘That  the  result  would  prove  disastrous  in  the  extreme,  and  would 
seriously  imperil  the  permanency  of  our  present  political  system  ; 

“  That  the  most  effective  way  to  prevent  this  diversion  is  by  carrying 
the  traffic  of  our  national  highway  by  the  north  of  Quebec,  the  most 
eastern  point  where  it  is  possible  to  bridge  the  St.  Lawrence,  by  short¬ 
ening  the  mileage  to  the  seaboard,  and  by  reducing  freight  rates  to  a 
minimum  ; 

“  That  towards  the  close  of  the  late  Session  Parliament  voted  a  grant 
in  aid  towards  the  construction  of  a  line  of  railway  from  Montreal  to 
Halifax — as  the  virtual  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the 
Atlantic  seaboard ; 

“  That  several  routes  have  been  advocated  for  this  projected  line— 
among  others  : 

“  1st.  Montreal  via  Quebec — River  du  Loup  and  Edmnndston. 

“2nd.  Montreal  vid  Quebec  and  Hartland. 

“  3rd.  Montreal  via  Sherbrooke  and  Canterbury. 

“  That  routes  Nos.  2  and  3  pass  through  the  State  of  Maine,  and  No.  1 
entirely  through  Canadian  territory  ; 

“  That  during  the  passage  of  the  resolutions  through  Parliament  the 
Government  pledged  themselves  to  a  thorough  study  of  the  country  and 
complete  instrumental  surveys  of  all  the  routes  advocated  previous  to 
any  action  being  taken  in  the  selection  of  route  ; 


“  That  it  would  appear  that  this  thorough  study  and  these  complete 
instrumental  surveys  h  ive  not  as  yet  been  fully  made  ; 

“  That  the  construction  of  this  projected  line  of  railway  from  Montreal 
to  Halifax,  through  foreign  territory,  would  be  the  virtual  abandon¬ 
ment  of  the  compact  entered  into  at  Confederation. 

“  That  its  construction,  via  the  south  shore  would  lead  : — 

“  1st.  To  the  bridging  of  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Lacbine. 

“  2nd.  To  the  almost  inevitable  diversion  of  the  traffic  of  the  country 
through  this  bridge  to  the  American  Atlantic  sea  ports, 

“  3rd.  To  a  breach  of  faith  with  the  Province  and  city  of  Quebec. 

“4th.  To  the  final  isolation  of  the  cities  of  Three  Rivera,  Quebec, 
St.  John  and  Halifax,  and  of  almost.the  three-fourths^of  the  Provinces  of 
Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  from  our  national  highway, 
and  to  their  deprivation  of  all  practical  participation  in  the  benefits  to 
flow  theiefrom  ; 

“  That  the  good  faith  and  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  this  country  are 
intimately  bound  up  in  : — 

“  1st.  The  loyal  and  firm  adherence  to  the  policy  mutually  agreed 
upon  at  Confederation. 

“  2nd.  The  immediate  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  down 
to  the  port  of  Quebec,  as  decreed  last  Session. 

“3rd.  The  bridging  of  the  St.  Lawrence  at  Quebec  to  connect  the 
Canadian  Pacific  to  the  Intercolonial. 

“4th.  The  construction  of  the  link  from  River  du  Loup  toEdmundston, 
and  any  other  line  which  may  be  found  necessary,  to  shorten  the  mile¬ 
age  to  the  Atlantic  seabord. 

“  6t,h.  The  refusal  to  sanction  the  bridging  of  the  St.  Lawrence  at 
Lacbine  as  a  standing  menace  to  our  sea  ports  ; 

“  6th.  And,  likewise,  ta  the  expenditure  of  the  funds  of  Canada  in  the 
construction  of  any  line  of  railway  through  foreign  territory.” 

We  ask  for  tbe  extension  to  Quebec,  but  we  want  a  real 
extension.  We  do  not  merely  ask  a  running  arrangement 
on  the  North  Shore  Railway,  but  the  real  terminus  at  Quebec, 
and  besides  a  connection  with  the  Intercolonial  by  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  bridge  near  Quebec,  this  bridge  to  be  used  as 
an  outlet  for  our  colonisation  roads.  We  ask  for  the 
terminus  and  we  have  a  right  to  it  because  it  has  been 
promised  to  us,  and  because  it  is  duo  to  ua  as  a  compensation 
for  the  racri flees  of  money  which  we  have  made  towards  the 
construction  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  and  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  and  for  the  improvement  of  the  Quebec  Harbour.  We 
are  entitled  to  it  because  Quebec,  owing  to  its  geographical 
position,  its  vast  seaport,  and  its  proximity  to  the  Atlantic, 
offers  as  a  terminal  port,  advantages  against  which  no  other 
city  can  compete.  On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  pre¬ 
posterous  to  prefer  even  a  line  which  would  be  shorter  by 
a  100  miles,  if  that  line  must  pass  through  American  ter¬ 
ritory,  especially  if  we  take  into  account  the  fact  that  by 
building  a  bridge  at  Quebec  we  can  utilise  a  road  already 
constructed,  which  has  cost  $-13, 000, <  00,  and  which  was 
built  wholly  on  our  own  territory.  I  repeat  what  I  said  a 
moment  ago.  We  ask  for  the  terminus  because  we  are 
entitled  to  it,  because  it  was  promised  to  ns.  If  the  thing 
is  impossible  to-day,  it  was  equally  so  last  year,  and  then 
why  did  the  Government  make  such  a  promise?  Why 
were  wo  given  to  understand  that  the  City  of  Quebec  would 
not  see  its  hopes  frustrated  ?  Why  did  the  Government  give 
us  to  understand  that  .  Quebec,  and  consequently  the  sur¬ 
rounding  country  would  have  the  benefit  of  a  connection  be¬ 
tween  the  Pacific  and  the  Intercolonial  by  means  of  a  bridge 
built  at  Quebec  ?  I  ask  it  also  from  those  who  are  now  occupy¬ 
ing  the  Treasury  benches.  I  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
when  the  day— I  will  not  say  the  day  of  retribution — but 
when  the  day  of  election  shall  come,  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  now  supporting  the  Government  will  be  called  upon 
by  their  electors  to  give  an  account  of  their  conduct  in  the 
House,  when  thoy  will  be  charged  with  neglecting  the  best 
interests  of  their  Province,  I  believe  that  more  than  one 
among  them  will  regret  the  vote  they  have  given  on  that 
occasion.  This  is  a  matter  of  capital  interest  to  us.  If  we 
have  not  the  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at 
Quebec,  we  may  expect  that  the  city  of  Quebec  will 
diminish  in  importance.  I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
Government  will  alter  the  decision  which  they  seem  to  have 
taken,  and  that  they  will  give  justice  to  the  Province  of 
Quebec  as  they  have  so  often  boasted  of  giving  justice  to 
British  Columbia.  For  the  reasons  I  have  just  stated  I 
shall  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Quebec, 
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Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  did  not  intend  to  speak  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  and  I  only  rise,  because  none  of  the  members  for  the 
Province  of  Quebec  on  the  other  siJo  of  the  House  appear 
disposed  to  take  any  part  in  the  discussion.  The  motion 
before  the  House  asks  for  delay.  What  is  the  object  of 
delay  ?  At  the  very  beginning  of  the  Session,  on  the  second 
or  third  day  after  it  opened,  I  asked,  in  this  House,  for  these 
very  papers.  Now,  we  have  been  here  nearly  a  month,  and 
why  are  these  papers  not  before  the  House  ?  Does  it  require 
such  a  long  time  to  get  two  or  three  reports  upon  the  sur¬ 
veys  which  have  been  made  ?  I  know  that  the  report  of 
Mr.  WiekLSteed,  at  any  rate,  has  been  before  the  Ministers 
since  before  the  Session  ;  that  I  can  aver.  Now,  what  is  to 
be  gained  by  a  little  delay  in  this  matter?  Shall  I  say  it 
openly  ?  It  is  a  matter  of  §  F70,0l)0  a  year  for  a  company.  And 
who  is  to  get  tho  money  ?  And  who  is  to  get  the  benefit  of 
that  money  during  tho  election  ?  That  is  the  long  and  short 
ofit.  Will  it  go  to  Sherbrooke  ?  Will  it  help  my  hon.  friend 
there,  who  is  at  present  laughing  at  my  words?  He  will 
laugh  in  his  sleeve  if  he  can  get  the  money.  Let  us  speak 
plainly — it  is  a  matter  of  dollars  and  cents  among  the 
Ministers.  Well,  the  Province  of  Quebec  wishes  that 
Quebec  should  have  its  fair  proportion  of  money  spent  for  a 
few  years — for  what  ?  To  go  to  tho  North-West  Territories? 
But  Quebec  does  not  expect  much  from  the  members  who 
represent  the  Province  of  Quebec  on  the  other  side.  They 
are  ready,  as  they  did  last  year,  to  submit  to  the  dictates 
of  the  Ministry,  and  they  are  going  to  do  it :  a  quat'  pattes 
les  Ganayens,  I  say,  and  we  are  going  to  sea  it  again  to- Jay. 
I  did  not  want  to  say  one  word  on  this  matter;  only  I 
looked  around  to  see  if  there  was  any  member  on  the  other 
sido  of  the  House  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  who  was 
ready  to  rise  up  and  speak,  but  I  did  not  see  one.  Is  this 
not  the  most  important  measure  for  that  Province  that  has 
over  come  up  ?  They  are  going  to  submit  like  shorn  Iambi 
to  the  dictation  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  wo 
are  going  to  have  this  put  off  till  to-morrow— -“  old  to¬ 
morrow  ”  again.  I  am  now  spoaking  on  the  motion  to  ad¬ 
journ  the  debate,  and  I  reserve  to  myself  the  right  to  speak 
on  the  main  motion  hereafter ;  and  I  object  in  toio  to  any 
deiay  in  order  to  enable  the  Government  to  have  their  littlo 
lobbying.  It  is  just  as  well  to  see  whether  this  Parliament 
is  going  to  have  its  say  in  this  matter  or  not,  and  whether 
the  voice  of  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  going 
to  be  hoard.  That  is  all  I  wanted  to  say. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  to  explain  why  I  consider  it  impos 
sible,  for  my  part,  to  assent  to  my  hon.  friend’s  motion  that 
this  debate  bo  adjourned.  I  should  be  extremely  sorry  to 
ask  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  on  any  question,  in  the 
absence  of  information  that  was  essential  or  important  lo 
reach  a  correct  decision.  My  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr. 
Laurier)  would  equally  regret  to  take  such  a  course;  but 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  has,  in  the  few  words  he 
said,  misconceived  the  nature  of  this  question.  His  usual 
perceptive  powers  and  quickness  of  apprehension  have  de¬ 
serted  him  on  this  occasion.  I  think  the  motion  has  been 
since  the  4th  of  the  month  on  the  Order  paper,  and  although 
he  has  had  daily  opportunities  of  scanning  it  he  has  not 
correctly  apprehended  what  tho  motion  is ;  and  it  is  en¬ 
tirely  because  the  hon  gentleman  has  entirely  misconceived 
it — I  see  he  is  surprised — he  can  hardly  conceal  his  light  at 
this  moment — that  I  hope  to  convince  himself  and  his  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  impropriety  of  the  step  they  are  about  to  take. 
What  is  our  present  position  with  regard  to  this  question? 
It  is  that  there  is  a  law  upon  the  Statute  Book  leaving  the 
selection  of  the  route  for  which  this  public  money  has  been 
appropriated  absolutely  and  finally  to  the  Governor  in 
Council.  That  is  the  condition  of  thiDgs  as  it  stands  tc-day  ; 
and  as  long  as  that  condition  of  things  exists,  absolutely 
and  irrevocably  the  Governor  in  Council  can  decide  this 
question.  What  is  tho  proposition  of  my  hon,  friend.  It 
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is  to  affirm  that  that  selection  by  the  Governor  in  Council 
should  not  be  final,  but  should  be  subject  to  the  appi’obation 
of  this  Parliament,  so  that  we  may  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  tho  proposition  of  the  Government,  as  to  the 
route  for  which  our  money  is  to  be  paid  and  of  deciding 
whether  the  choice  which  they  shall  ask  us  to  agree  to  is  a 
sound  choice  or  not.  If  my  hon.  friend  hal  proposed  a 
motion  which  should  indicate  in  any  way,  however  inferon- 
tially  or  vaguoly,  what  the  route  should  be,  he  would  be  pre¬ 
mature,  because  in  order  to  form  a  judgment  upon  that  sub¬ 
ject  we  want  the  plans  and  reports.  If  he  were  to  propose 
such  a  motion  in  the  present  state  of  the  affair,  he  would,  in 
my  view,  engage  in  a  constitutional  error  also;  because  my 
belief  is,  that  there  is  a  reasonable  partition  of  the  Executive 
and  of  the  legislative  function  in  this  transaction. 
My  belief  is  that  constitutionally  it  is  the  function 
of  the  Executive  to  obtain  the  necessary  informa¬ 
tion  to  make  its  proposal  for  the  expenditure  of  public 
money  to  Parliament,  including,  in  that  proposal,  those 
communications  as  to  the  route  which  are  necessaiy  in 
order  to  enable  Parliament  to  judge  of  the  wisdom  of  tho 
proposal  as  a  whole.  We  propose  to  you  to  expend  so  much 
public  money,  and  we  propose  to  expend  it  for  such  an 
object  in  such  a  direction;  there  ij  our  policy.  We  ask  of 
you  to  accept  it,  or  reject  it,  or  modify  it.  That  I  believe 
to  be  sound  constitutional  doctrine.  We  affirmed  it,  as  well 
as  we  could,  from  this  side  of  the  House,  when  the  choice  of 
the  Intercolonial  was  the  question ;  we  endeavored  to  have 
it  affirmed  by  the  House  last  Session  when  thechoico  of  the 
short  line  route  was  the  question.  In  each  case  tho 
Government  declared  that  our  view  of  constitutional  law 
and  parliamentary  right  was  wrong  ;  they  declared  that  it 
was  for  the  Executive  to  choose  and  to  choose  absolutely, 
finally,  and  irrevocably  to  settle  the  question.  They  pro¬ 
cured  tho  assent  (if  Parliament  in  both  cases  to  that  view. 
Upon  the  Statute  Book  to-day  is  a  law  which  cedes  to  thorn 
absolutely,  finally,  and  irrevocably,  the  choice  of  this  route. 
Now  my  hon.  friend’s  object  is  simply  to  affirm  that,  at  any 
rate,  in  this  case,  with  reference  to  this  transaction,  the 
choice  of  the  Government  is  not  to  bo  final ; 
it  is  to  affirm  that  whatever  their  view  may  be, 
after  having  obtained  all  the  information  necessary  to  a 
sound  view,  they  shad  submit  their  view  to  us  and  that  we 
shall  judge  whether  it  is  such  a  one  that  the  public  interest 
would  allow  us  to  sanction  or  not.  Now,  for  that  purpose  it 
is  not  necessary  to  have  the  plans,  it  is  not  necessary  to 
have  the  engineer’s  reports.  These  will  be  necessary  when 
we  come  to  consider  what  the  proposal  may  be  ;  these  will 
be  necessary  when  we  will  have  to  form  a  judgment  whether 
their  proposal  as  to  a  route  is  right  or  wrong  ;  but  they  are 
by  no  means  necessary  in  order  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
whether  we  will  wrest  from  the  Administration  of  the  day 
the  power  which  they  unconstitutionally  asked  us  to  give 
and  we  unconstitutionally  gave  them  during  last  Session, 
and  whether  we  should  re-affirm  our  right4to  a  cogent  and  an 
effective  voice  in  the  choice  of  the  route.  I  mentioned  this 
subject  in  the  debate  on  tho  Address.  I  sought  to  obtain 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  an  indication  that  they 
were  prepared  to  surrender  to  this  Parliament  its  fair  share 
of  power  in  this  transaction.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
would  not  answer  me ;  it  was  amongst  the  things  not  worth 
answering ;  ho  passed  it  by.  My  hon.  friend  put  his 
notice  on  the  paper.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  says :  Delay  ;  it  is  delayed  at  his  request,  for 
a  considerable  time.  He  says  :  Delay  until  the  plans 
are  brought  down.  They  aro  not  brought  down.  My  hon. 
friend  brings  forward  his  motion.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
again  says  ho  wants  the  plans  first  brought  down.  My 
hon.  friend  persists,  and  persists  rightly,  in  saying  that  the 
plans  are  not  at  all  essential  to  the  decision  of  his  motion. 
The  hon.  the  Minister,  without  a  word  of  argument  on  this 
question,  says  :  I  move  the  adjournment,  because  I  am  not 
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going  to  answer  these  discussions  as  to  rights,  and  so  forth  ; 
to  what  purpose  are  these  discussions  of  rights,  and  so  forth, 
just  now  ?  They  aro  for  one  purpose — an  important  pur¬ 
pose  ;  they  are  to  show  that  the  question  is  one  of  such 
great  importance,  one  involving  interests  constitutional, 
interests  national,  interests  provincial,  of  such  great  magni¬ 
tude  that  Parliament  ought  to  re-assumo  what  it  unfortun¬ 
ately  surrendered  last  Session.  That  is  the  only  purpose 
of  this  motion.  Tho  question  is  one  of  great  pith  and 
moment;  it  is  one  of  great  importance ;  it  is  one  of  great 
complexity.  So  much  has  been  demonstrated  by  the 
speeches  of  my  hon.  friends  near  me ;  so  much  will  not  be 
denied  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  and  it  is  a  voice  in  the 
discussion  of  a  question  of  that  importance  which  we  seek 
to  restore  to  Parliament.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  say, 
across  the  House,  that  Parliament  is  to  have  a 
voice  in  tho  decision  of  tho  question,  my  hon.  friend’s 
(Mr.  Laurier)  object  would  be  accomplished.  That  is  all 
he  asks.  But  the  hon.  gentlemen  will  not  say  so ;  they  will 
not  give  us  that  indication  ;  they  may  give  it,  perhaps,  to  a 
choice  selection  of  their  friends  and  supporters  in  some  pri¬ 
vate  party,  and  it  may  bo  mentioned  in  the  newspapers,  but 
this  House  of  Commons  is  not  to  be  told  it.  The  hon. 
Minister,  whom  the  hon.  member  for  Portneuf  (Mr.  De  St. 
Goorges)  calls  the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Expense,  may, 
perhaps,  procure  from  his  chief  and  leader,  in  a  private 
caucus  of  this  description,  some  declaration  or  assurance; 
but  that  is  not  a  declaration  or  assurance  with  which  Parlia¬ 
ment  or  the  country  can  or  ought  to  be  satisfied.  What  we 
want  is  a  declaration  on  this  floor,  in  full  Parliament,  as  to 
tho  intention  of  tho  Administration.  Can  it  be  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  arc  going  to  jump  from  one  extreme  to 
another?  Can  it  bo  that,  after  having  declined  last  Session 
to  give  us  the  right  to  determine  whether  their 
choice  was  good  or  ill,  they  aro  now  proposing  to 
abandon  any  power  to  choose  themselves  and  to  pitchfork 
the  plans  and  profiles  and  reports  upon  the  Table, 
and  say  :  There  is  a  scramble  for  you  ;  let  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  decide  the  question  now ;  we  will  not  ?  Is  that  the  plan 
at  present  ?  Is  it  from  absolute,  exclusive  executive  action 
to  an  entire  departure  from  all  executive  action  they  are  about 
to  bound  ?  If  it  is,  I  can  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  want¬ 
ing  to  throw  those  papers  on  the  Table  and  say  :  Here, 
gentlemen,  choose  for  yourselves  ;  quarrel  among  your¬ 
selves,  decide  among  yourselves  as  you  please.  But  if  what 
he  intends  to  do  is,  having  obtained  those  papers,  to  con¬ 
sider  of  them,  and  having  considered  of  them,  to  suggest 
what,  in  his  opinion,  tho  public  requires,  and  having  so 
decided,  to  bring  down  a  conditional  or  provisional  O.derin 
Council,  to  propose  his  scheme  in  Parliament,  on  which 
Parliament  shall  judge — if  that  bo  his  intention,  we  want  no 
delay  for  this  motion,  which  is  only  to  secure  to  this  House 
the  power  and  voice  that  plan  would  give  it.  But  tho  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  assent  to  the  motion  being  debated  or 
decided.  He  says:  I  will  hold  this  matter  over  until  the 
plans  como  down.  Arc  they  to  come  down  with  the 
announcement  that  tho  route  has  been  finally  settled  under 
an  Act  of  Parliament  ?  And  are  we  to  bo  told  that  wo  arc 
to  have  the  empty  satisfaction  of  censuring  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  if  they  have  done  wrong,  but  that  tho  route  is 
chosen  once  and  for  all  ?  Is  tho  hon.  gentleman  going  to 
act  upon  the  power  he  insisted  on  taking  last  Session,  or  not  ? 
If  he  is,  I  can  understand  his  wanting  to  got  rid  of  this 
motion  tho  easiest  way.  If  he  is  not,  then  he  confesses — 
no,  Sir,  ho  does  not  confess — an  open  confession  would  bo 
good  for  his  soul,  but  ho  is__ acting  on  tho  view  that  ho  was 
wrong  then ;  he  is  acting  upon  tho  view  that  he  was  bound 
to  concede  something  more  to  Parliament;  ho  intends  to 
concede  it,  but  he  docs  not  choose  to  do  it  openly;  he  desires 
to  postpone  the  motion  until  tho  papers  come  down,  and  to 
give  us,  in  an  indirect  way,  that  repeal  of  the  Act  of  Par  lia¬ 
ment  which  it  is  fair  we  should  have  openly,  clearly  and 


directly.  My  hon.  friend  asks  for  nothing  for  which  tho 
production  of  any  paper  is  necessary,  but  ho  asks  for  tho 
affirmance  of  the  constitutional  share  of  this  Bmu.se  in  tho 
choice  of  the  route  for  this  work.  That  does  not  depend 
upon  the  plans,  but  upon  the  general  principle,  and  it  is  the 
decision  of  that  which  hon. gentlemen  opposite,  without 
giving  us  the  slightest  assurance  that  they  are  going  to 
yield  our  just  rights,  seek  to  evsdo  or  to  adjourn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  says  that  my  hon.  friond  who  sits  near  me, 
tho  Minister  of  Public  Works,  has  evidently  misapprehended 
the  meaning  and  intention  of  tho  motion.  If  my  hon. 
friend  has  misapprehended  it,  that  is  a  very  good  reason 
why  he  should  ask  for  the  delay,  until  he  has  an  opportunity 
of  fully  understanding  what  is  the  intention  of  the  motion. 
But  there  is  really  no  misapprehension  in  the  matter  at  all, 
on  the  part  of  my  hon.  friend;  or,  if  there  is, fit  is  shared 
with  the  three  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  who  spoke  before  him.  Although  this  motion  is  merely 
a  motion  to  state  that  the  decision  of  the  line  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament,  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  it  feels  that  a  debate  on  the  whole  subject  is  abso¬ 
lutely  enforced  by  this  motion.  He  entered  into  the  whole 
subject ;  he  discussed  the  whole  subject  ;  he  spoke  about 
the  line  ;  he  spoke  about  the  different  lines ;  he  spoke  in 
favor  of  one  line  against  another ;  he  spoke  about  a  line 
through  the  State  of  Maine ;  and  so  did  the  other  two 
gentlemen,  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Langolierjand 
the  hon.  member  for  Portneuf  (Mr.  Do  St.  Georges).  They 
all  argued  the  case  without  having  the  plans  before  them, 
and  my  hon.  friend  and  we  all  feel  that,  when  this  question 
comes  up  to  be  discussed,  it  must  be  discussed  with  these 
plans  before  the  House.  No  matter  what  the  form  of  the 
motion  may  be  or  what  specious  arguments  may  bo  used, 
and  used  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  yet  those  three 
gentlemen  leel  that  this  question  is  up  on  this  motion. 
That  being  so,  we  insist  and  we  call  upon  our  friends  to 
sustain  us  in  this. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hon.  gentlemen  say, 
“hear,  hear.”  Yes,  we  call  upon  our  friends,  and  wo 
would  have  a  right  to  call  upon  our  friends,  to  vote  against 
the  motion  altogether,  on  the  arguments  which  have  been 
used  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  In  the  first  place, 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  says  that  this  House  acted 
unconstitutionally  last  Session,  and  calls  upon  them  lo 
reverse  their  unconstitutional  conduct. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
expect  that  tho  majority  of  this  House,  who  gave  a  solemn 
vote  last  Session,  are  going  to  eat  their  own  words,  simply 
bocauso  these  gentlemen  get  up  ?  Docs  he  expect  they 
will  do  so  ? 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  No,  no. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  expect  it,  very  well.  Then  there  would  be  an¬ 
other  reason  why  tho  Government  might  call  upon  this 
Houso  to  vote  against  this  resolution  altogether,  because, 
according  to  the  language  of  the  hon.  member  for  Megan¬ 
tic  (Mr.  Langelier),  and  according  to  that  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  L’lslot  (Mr.  Casgrain),  this  is  a  vote  of  want 
of  confidence,  a  direct  voto  of  want  of  confidence  in  the 
Government.  Wh at  said  tho  hon.  momber  for  Megantic? 
If  this  is  left  to  the  Government,  if  the  interests  of 
Quebec  are  confided  to  the  Government-,  to  a  Government 
having  the  confidence  of  tho  majority  of  this  House,  they 
will  betray  the  interests  of  Quebec.  There  was  a 
distinct  statement  by  that  bon.  gentleman  that  this 
was  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence.  The  member  for 
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L’Islet  went  further.  He  is  behind  the  scenes,  and 
knows  all  about  it.  He  said  $170,000  was  to  be 
paid  by  the  Government  and  was  to  be  handed  over,  to  be 
used  in  the  next  general  election.  If  we  treated  these  ar¬ 
guments  as  serious,  and  declared  this  a  vote  of  want  of  con¬ 
fidence,  the  Government  would  be  quite  satisfied  to  call 
upon  their  friends  to  declare  that  they  have  confidence  in 
them  and  to  vote  against  the  resolution.  But  the  request 
of  my  hon.  friend,  the  lion,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  is 
a  reasonable  one.  It  is  simply  this,  that  as  this  question 
is  of  the  very  greatest  moment,  as  it  is  one  of  the  very 
greatest  importance,  it  is  well  that  the  whole  of  the 
papers  should  be  down  before  this  House,  and  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  should  then  judge  whether  this  motion  is  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  or  not.  After  the  papers  and  the  plans,  and  the 
reports  are  down,  when  every  man  has  been  fully  charged 
with  a  knowledge  of  the  whole  subject,  then  every  man 
can  declare  how  he  will  vote,  whether  he  thinks  Parlia¬ 
ment  should  vote  on  this  question  at  all  or  that  it  should  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  There  is  no  reason 
why  this  motion  should  he  pressed  now.  I  was  going  to 
say  it  was  a  little  bit  of  open  tactic,  very  pardonable,  very 
allowable-— perhaps  if  I  were  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  posi¬ 
tion,  I  might  take  the  same  course — but  it  is  simply  a  little 
bit  of  open  tactic  at  this  moment.  There  will  be  no  harm 
in  delay  ;  the  papers  will  be  brought  down,  and  then  we 
can  have  the  full  discussion  on  the  matter ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  I  hope  the  House  will  not  be  dragged  prema¬ 
turely  into  the  discussion,  but  will  support  the  motion  of 
my  bon.  friend. 

•  l 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  motion  which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr 
Laurier)  has  submitted,  is  not  a  question  of  the  route  which 
should  be  adopted.  If  the  Government  bad  made  the  choice, 
and  Parliament  were  called  upon  to  say  whether  that  choice 
was  wise  or  unwise,  then  Parliament  would  require  to  have 
the  plans,  in  order  to  koow  which  route  should  be  chosen. 
But  that  is  not  the  position  of  the  House  on  this  question 
at  all.  We  are  in  precisely  the  same  position  now  as 
we  were  when  this  Bill  was  originally  submitted.  When 
it  was  submitted  it  was  not  thought  necessary  that  any 
choice  should  be  made  nor  that  the  Government  should 
indicate  any  particular  line,  but  the  question  was  then,  as 
it  is  now,  whether  the  Government  should  have  the  power 
of  choosing  absolutely  tho  line  of  railway,  and  whether 
Parliament  should  be  bound  by  that  choice  or  not.  If  the 
law  stands  as  it  is  now  and  the  Government  make  a  choice, 
that  finally  disposes  of  the  question,  then  all  the  House  could 
do  would  be  to  censure  the  Government  for  making  an  im¬ 
proper  choice.  What  my  hon.  friend  proposes  is,  that  tho 
House  shall  resume  those  functions  which  it  abdicated 
when  it  gave  its  sanction  to  that  particular  Bill.  It  is  for 
the  hon.  members  of  this  House  to  say  whether  they  are 
prepared  to  adhere  to  the  principle  in  the  Bill,  of  which  my 
hon.  friend  complains  by  this  motion,  that  the  Government 
shall  decide  where  the  road  shall  be  located  and  the  public 
money  spent.  We  desire  that  Parliament  shall  resume  the 
power  which  properly  belongs  to  the  repi’osentatives  of  the 
people,  and  shall  give  to  the  Government  the  power  of 
making  the  choice,  of  ascertaining  the  relative  ease  or  diffi¬ 
culty  with  which  particular  lines  may  be  constructed,  but 
that  the  Government  shall  not  have  the  power  to  make  an 
absolute  choice,  which  should  ultimately  remain  with  this 
House.  Tho  hon.  tho  leader  of  the  Government  has  said  that 
this  House  is  not  going  to  recede  from  the  position  it  took 
last  year ;  that  it  is  unreasonable  to  suppose  that  the  views 
which  hon.  gentlemen  formed  when  they  gave  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  power,  have  changed  since  the  Bill  was  carried. 
Why,  Sir,  I  have  seen  Ministers  themselves  change  their 
views  with  regard  to  matters  of  public  policy,  within  two 
hours,  and  certainly  we  may  reasonably  suppose  that  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  may  change  thoirs  within 
Sir  John  A*  Macdonald. 


twelve  months.  Sir,  there  is  such  a  thing,  in  this  country, 
as  public  opinion  ;  public  opinion  has  been  appealed  to  on 
this  question  ;  the  people  have  voluntai'ily  expressed  their 
views  on  it,  over  a  very  large  section  of  the  Dominion  ;  they 
have  indicated  a  view  which  is  not  consonant  with  the 
policy  adopted  by  the  Government,  and  they  have  indicated 
that  they  are  not  satisfied  with  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government.  They  are  not  willing  that  the  Executive  shall 
exert  powers,  or  shall  have  conferred  upon  them  by  Parlia¬ 
ment,  powers  which  the  people  have  entrusted  to  Parliament 
and  which  Parliament  has  no  right  to  transfer  to  another 
body,  however  able  they  may  be.  Now,  Sir,  that  being  the 
case,  I  am  prepared  to  vote  against  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  for  delay.  I  think  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  is  a  reasonable  one.  I  think 
Parliament  should  resume  those  powei’s  which  of  right  be¬ 
long  to  it,  and  that  it  is  not  of  the  slightest  consequence 
what  the  plans  may  be.  It  is  not  of  the  slightest  consequence 
where  it  may  be  best  to  locate  the  route — we  have  nothing  to 
do  with  that  question.  It  is  of  no  consequence  to  us  whether 
the  Government  make  a  wise  or  unwise  choice  in  the  selec¬ 
tion  of  a  l’oute ;  that  is  not  a  question  which  the  House  has 
to  consider.  The  question  which  the  House  has  to  consider 
is  this  :  Will  it  allow  the  Govoi-nment  to  make  choice  of  a 
line  of  railway  and  to  determine  where  tho  road  shall  be 
located,  without  retaining  to  itself  the  power  of  review  of 
that  choice,  and  of  determining  whether  thei’oad  is  pi’operly 
located  by  the  Government  or  not.  It  seems  to  me,  Sir, 
that  thei'e  is  no  necessity  for  the  papers.  If  this  proposi¬ 
tion  had  come  before  us  for  the  first  time,  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  now  asking  fox’,  or  assuming,  these  powers,  it 
would  not  be  necessaiy  to  know  whei’e  a  road  could  be 
located — it  would  not  be  necessary  to  know  the  diffei’ent 
lines  of  pi’ojectod  l’ailway.  These  would  not  be  of  tho  slight¬ 
est  consequonce.  But  what  is  of  consequence  is,  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  shall  retain  thoso  powei’s  which  have  been  entrusted 
to  it  by  the  people,  and  that  it  shall  not  delegate  those 
powers  to  the  Administration  of  the  day.  It  has  delegated 
those  powei’s,  and  my  hon.  friend,  by  his  motion,  asks  Par¬ 
liament  to  assume  those  powers  which  it  improvidently 
transferred  to  the  Government  some  time  ago. 


House  divided  on  motion  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to 
adjouim  the  debate. 

Yeas. 


Allison, 

Amyot, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Barns, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Campbell  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Ohapleau, 

Oimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Oourso), 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Dawson, 

Desjardins, 

Dickinson, 

Dodd, 

Duudas, 

Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 


Messieurs: 

Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

Gaudet, 

Gigau  t, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

iJuilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hay, 

Hesson, 

Hilliard, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kinney, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex), 
McCallum, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (C.  Breton) 


McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

O’Brien, 

Orton, 

Ouimet, 

Paint, 

Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Reid, 

Royal, 

Rykert, 

Scott, 

Shakespeare, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Tasohereau, 

Tasso, 

Temple, 

Tilley  (Sir  Leonard), 
Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Williams, 

Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth, 

Wright. — 104. 
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Nays. 


Messieurs: 


Allen, 

Fleming, 

Mclsaac, 

Auger, 

Forbes, 

McMullen, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Geoffrion, 

Mills, 

Blake, 

Glen, 

Mulock, 

Bourassa, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Ray, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Innes, 

Rinfret, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Casey, 

Jackson, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Casgrain, 

Kirk, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Catudal, 

Landerkin, 

Springer, 

Cockburn, 

Langelier, 

Trow, 

Cook, 

Laurier, 

Vail, 

Davies, 

Lister, 

Watson,  . 

De  St.  Georges, 

Mackenzie, 

McCraney, 

Wilson, 

Edgar, 

Fairbank, 

Yeo. — 49. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 


After  Recess. 

THE  LATE  JOHN  MARTIN. 

Mr.  CURRAN  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  the  petition  of  J.  Hickson,  Esq.,  and  others,  relative  to  the 
continuation  of  the  pension  of  the  late  John  Martin  to  his  widow,  and 
all  papers  in  connection  therewith. 

He  said:  I  make  this  motion,  Mr.  Speaker,  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  to  the  notice  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  and 
his  colleagues,  as  well  as  of  this  House,  a  case  of  very  great 
hardship  indeed,  in  the  hope  that  something  may  'be  done 
toward  alleviating  the  position  of  this  unfortunate  lady  who, 
I  think,  deserves  better  treatment  from  the  country  than 
that  which  is  now  being  meted  out  to  her.  The  facts  of  the 
case  are  these.:  This  old  lady,  Mrs.  Martin,  is  now  nearly 
e'ghty  years  of  age.  In  1866  her  son,  who  was  a  private 
of  the  7th  Prince  of  Wales  Regiment,  was  ordered  to 
the  front  with  his  comrades,  and  while  in  the  performance 
of  his  duty,  contracted  the  disease  from  which  he  djed. 
Subsequently,  the  Government  allowed  the  amount  of  $110 
per  annum  to  his  father  as  a  pension.  At  the  time  of  the 
death  of  this  young  man,  his  father  and  mother  had  another 
son,  who,  unfortunately,  about  two  years  afterwards,  was 
killed  by  a  railway  accident.  The  old  couple  were  then  left 
entirely  to  their  own  resources,  and  during  the  lifetime  of 
the  father  he  was  enabled,  by  his  own  labors  and  with  the 
addition  of  this  pension,  to  provide  the  necessaries  of  life 
for  himself  and  wife.  About  two  years  ago  the  old  man 
died,  leaving  his  widow,  on  whose  behalf  I  am  making  this 
motion,  entirely  without  means  of  support,  an  object  of  pub¬ 
lic  charity,  and  thrown  upon  the  world  for  her  subsistence. 
She  has  no  relatives  or  friends  upon  whom  she  can  make 
any  claim  for  support;  and  in  view  of  these  facts,  Mr. 
Hickson  and  a  number  of  other  prominent  citizens  of  Mon¬ 
treal,  who  were  acquainted  with  her  circumstances,  addressed 
a  petition  to  the  Department  of  Militia,  requesting  that  the 
pension  of  $110,  which  had  been  allowed  to  the  late  Mr. 
Martin,  might  be  continued  to  his  widow.  I  also  addressed 
a  letter,  in  connection  with  my  colleagues,  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  we  received  the  following  answer,  addressed  to 
myself : — 

“  Sir,— With  respect  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Robert  Hay,  addressed  to  you 
and  transmitted  to  this  Department,  enclosing  a  petition  signed  by  Mr. 
Joseph  Hickson  and  other  gentlemen,  praying  for  the  continuance  of  the 
pension  of  Mr.  John  Martin,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  in  the  Order 
in  Council  of  the  13th  April,  1867,  authorising  the  payment  of  the  sum 
of  $110  per  annum  to  the  father  of  Robert  Martin,  there  is  no  mention 
that  the  pension  is  to  be  continued  to  any  other  member  of  the  family. 
It  therefore  appears  that  there  is  no  provision  for  continuing  this  pension 
to  Mrs.  Martin.” 

That,  therefore,  is  the  state  of  affairs.  On  different  occasions 
I  have  listened  to  the  eloquent  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia,  with  respect  to  the  great  valor  of  the 
Canadian  people.  I  had  occasion  to  listen  to  the  magnifi¬ 
cent  orations  he  delivered  some  two  years  ago,  on  the  con¬ 


solidation  of  the  Militia  Acts,  in  which  the  hon.  gentloman 
traced  in  glowing  languago  the  history  of  all  the  warlike 
movements  of  this  country,  from  the  earliest  timo  down  to 
the  present  day.  I  saw  him  unfurl  the  flag  of  Carillon  and 
wave  the  banner  of  Chateauguay.  As  I  listened  with  patri¬ 
otic  feelings  to  all  those  effusions,  both  here  and  elsowhere, 
I  certainly  felt  proud  to  think  that  our  follow  countrymen 
had  on  every  occasion  shown  themselves  worthy  descendants 
of  the  warlike  races  from  which  we  have  sprung ; 
and  it  would  be  difficult  to  picture,  in  language  more 
eloquent  than  that  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  the  great  deeds  of  our  forefathers  upon 
all  occasions.  Yet  it  strikes  me  that  if  we  are  to  have  a 
continuation  of  that  spirit,  if  our  young  men  are  to  shoulder 
the  musket  at  the  call  of  their  country,  it  is  very  poor 
encouragement  indeed  that  when  an  application  of  this  kind 
is  made  by  a  poor  old  lady  who  has  sacrificed  her  son  in 
the  country’s  cause,  she  should  be  told  that  all  we  can  do  is 
to  allow  her  to  sit  on  his  tombstone  and  starve.  For  my 
part,  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  this  communication  from 
Colonel  Panet  is  not  the  last  which  will  be  received  in 
connection  with  this  subject,  and  that  the  Minister  will 
take  the  matter  into  his  serious  consideration,  and  that  if 
necessary  his  colleagues  and  the  Prime  Minister,  whose 
generosity  of  heart  is  so  well  known,  will  take  tho  matter  up, 
and  this  old  lady  will  not  be  allowed,  at  eighty  years,  and 
after  her  son  has  sacrificed  his  life  for  the  country,  literally 
to  starve  or  to  beg  from  door  to  door,  as  she  would  be  obliged 
to  do  if  kind  friends  on  whom  she  has  no  claim  did  not 
provide  for  her  wants.  I  hope  these  few  remarks  will  be 
sufficient  to  induce  the  Minister  to  look  generously  at  this 
case  of  dire  distress,  and  that  the  proper  remedy  will  be 
applied,  and  the  continuation  of  the  pension  to  this  poor 
woman  ordered. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  must  say  that  the  hon.  member  has  been 
very  energetic  in  laying  before  the  Department  the  claims 
of  Mrs.  Martin.  The  hon.  gentleman  appears  in  his 
proper  role  as  a  barrister,  and  comes  forward  to  protect  tho 
widow,  as,  no  doubt,  if  necessary,  he  would  protect  the  or¬ 
phan.  This  is  one  of  those  cases  which  are  frequently 
brought  before  the  Militia  Department.  Recognising,  as  I 
try  to  recognise,  the  claims  of  the  militia  force  for  services 
rendered  to  their  country,  I  feel  it  is  necessary  that  the 
claims  should  be  confined  to  the  statutory  enactments,  so 
far  as  they  control  the  cases,  and  be  kept  within  the  Orders 
in  Council  which  are  passed,  allowing  pensions  to  be  given 
to  those  who  deserve  them.  The  case,  as  laid  before  the 
House  by  my  hon.  friend,  is  certainly  one  which  is  deserv¬ 
ing  of  all  the  sympathy  that  can  be  extended  to  Mrs.  Martin 
in  her  bereavement  and  in  the  straitened  circumstances 
in  which  she  is  placed.  It  must,  however,  be  remembered 
that  the  pension  was  given  to  the  father  of  young  Martin, 
who  died,  and  that  now  it  is  proposed  to  continue  the  pen¬ 
sion  to  the  widow.  I  am  sure  I  would  be  very  happy  to  do 
so,  but  this  is  not  an  isolated  case.  Time  and  again  appli¬ 
cations  are  made  to  the  Department,  and  it  would  be  impos¬ 
sible  to  meet  the  claims  without  considerably  increasing 
the  expense  of  the  Department.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to 
bring  down  the  papers  which  have  been  asked  for,  and  in 
regard  to  the  appeal  made  by  my  hon.  friend  to  the  well- 
known  warm  heart  of  the  First  Minister,  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  consider  with  my  colleagues  this  application. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

WEIGHT  AND  MEASUREMENT  OF  ROOTS. 

Mr.  McDONALD  (Kings)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  reports,  &c.,  in  connection  with  the 
weighing  and  measuring  of  potatoes  and  other  roots,  in  the  Province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island. 

He  said :  I  would  just  say,  in  connection  with  the  motion, 
that  this  is  a  matter  of  considerable  importance  to  the  people 
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of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  also,  I  dare  say,  to  the  farming 
population  of  this  country  generally.  I  find,  at  the  present 
time,  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  discrepancy  as  to  the  way  in 
which  potatoes  and  other  roots  are  bought  and  sold.  In  some 
parts  of  Prince  Edward  Island  a  barrel,  holding  about  two 
and  a-half  bushels,  is  generally  used,  while  in  other  parts  of 
the  Province  a  measure  holding  about  two  bushels  is  used. 
Altogether,  there  is  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  amongst 
our  farmers  as  to  these  differences,  and  they  lead  to  a  great 
deal  of  annoyance,  I  may  say  that  the  farmers  generally, 
who  take  the  greatest  interest  in  the  matter,  speak, 
as  a  rule,  in  favor  of  weighing  potatoes  and  other 
roots.  I  do  not  know  that  it  makes  a  great  deal  of  difference 
to  the  other  parties,  because,  whether  they  are  weighed  or 
measured,  the  price  will  be  regulated  accordingly ;  but  in 
some  portions  of  the  Dominion  I  find  that  they  are  taken 
by  weight,  and  in  others  by  a  bag  containing  about 
one  and  a-half  bushels,  while  in  other  places  again 
they  are  sold  by  a  two  bushel  measure,  which,  however,  I 
no  not  think  is  a  standard  or  sealed  measure.  Altogether, 
I  think  there  should  be  some  greater  uniformity  with 
respect  to  the  buying  of  roots.  1  am  given  to  understand 
that  in  the  United  States  weighing  is  generally  resorted  to 
in  buying  potatoes  and  other  roots,  though  measurement 
is  resorted  to  in  buying  them  at  first  h.tnd.  There  has 
been  a  groat  deal  of  talk  among  our  farming  population 
with  respect  to  this  matter,  and  some  of  them  are  under 
the  impression  that  they  are  unfairly  dealt  with,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  measurement ;  but  I  think  that  is  rather  a  mis¬ 
take.  There  is  no  doubt  that  whatever  the  measure  is, 
the  price  will  be  regulated  in  accordance  with  it.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  the  interests  of  the  whole 
country,  that  a  uniformity  of  measure  should  be  used, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  well  that  the  matter  should  be 
finally  settled  by  the  Department  under  whose  charge  it 
comes,  and  that  a  uniform  system  should  be  introduced. 
Motion  agreed  to, 

IMMIGRATION  FEINTING  AND  ADVERTISING. 
Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  : 

That  the  several  items  of  charges  for  printing,  advertising,  payments 
for  books  or  pamphlets,  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Immigra¬ 
tion,  for  the  years  1878  to  1883,  both  inclusive,  be  referred  to  the 
committee  on  Public  Accounts. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PROTECTION  OF  FORESTS. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  moved  for  ; 

Copy  of  J.  H.  Morgan’s  report  upon  the  subject  of  protecting  the 
present  forests  of  the  Dominion  and  of  forest  tree  planting  upon  an 
extensive  scale. 

He  said  :  If  value  has  been  received  for  such  service  as  pur¬ 
ports  to  have  been  given  to  the  country  in  this  matter,  the 
money  will  have  been  well  spent.  I  cannot  say,  however, 
without  seeing  the  original  report,  what  has  been  done,  be¬ 
cause  the  summary  report  does  not  indicate  what  parts  of 
the  country  have  been  visited,  or  what  sort  of  trees  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  planted.  I  think  the  Government  have  taken 
a  very  proper  stop  in  enquiring  into  the  subject  of  forestry 
and  the  prevention  of  bush  fires.  It  is  most  disheartening 
to  see  extensive  territories,  where  magnificent  pines  have 
been  burned,  and  if  anything  can  be  done  to  stop  this  des¬ 
truction  of  our  forests,  it  will  be  a  great  public  benefit.  As 
a  similar  motion  ha3  been  already  made  by  another  hon. 
member,  I  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  this  one. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

TRENT  VALLEY  CANAL, 

Mr.  COCKBURN  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  relative  to  the  proposal  to  have  the  waters 
of  the  Muskoka  lakes  connected  with  the  proposed  Trent  Valley  Canal 
„ ....  Mr.  McDonald  (Kings) 0 


system  by  the  construction  of  a  short  canal  from  Gravenhurst  Bay  to 
the  waters  of  the  Severn  River. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  no  objection  to  this  motion.  All  the 
correspondence  that  I  know  of  has  been  with  the  bon. 
gentleman  himself,  and  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  send  it 
back  to  him. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  M  ACDONALD  presented  a  message  from 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows:— 
LANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commona  two  ap¬ 
proved  Minutes  in  Oouucil,  dated  respectively  the  20th  May,  1884,  and 
the  23rd  January,  1885,  regarding  the  terms  of  the  provisional  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  claims  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  23rd  February,  1885. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for: 

Comparative  statement  of  the  costs  of  working  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  for  each  of  the  years  1879,  1880,  1881,  1882,  1833  and  1884,  giv¬ 
ing  for  each  year  the  cost  for  locomotive  power  under  tha  seven  (7)  sub¬ 
headings  given  in  the  Minister’s  Report,  Appendix,  page  37  ;  for  car 
expenses  under  the  seven  (7)  sub-headings  given  in  the  same  report, 
same  page  ;  for  maintenance,  way,  and  works,  under  the  ten  (10)  sub¬ 
headings  given  in  the  same  report,  page  38  ;  for  station  expenses  under 
the  three  (3)  sub-heau in g3  given  in  the  same  report,  same  page  ;  and 
for  general  charges  under  the  seven  (7)  sub-headings  given  in  the  same 
report,  page  39. 

He  said :  I  see  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  some  im¬ 
provements  in  the  classification  of  the  various  items  in  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  accounts. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  a  live  reformer. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  may  be  a  reformer,  but  you  do  not 
look  alive.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  some  improve¬ 
ments  in  these  classifications,  but  it  is  neeessary  that  we 
should  have  statements  for  the  several  years,  so  that  we 
may  be  able  to  compare  the  cost  of  one  year  with  another, 
in  the  different  branches.  I  am  the  more  induced  to  come 
to  that  conclusion  by  recent  little  investigations  into  the 
sub-divisions  in  the  Minister’s  own  report,  and  the  Chief 
Engineer’s  report,  which  I  was  induced  to  make  on  read¬ 
ing  some  paragraphs  in  these  reports  with  reference  to  the 
expenses  of  the  last  fiscal  year.  The  hon.  Minister  reports  : 

“  The  expenditure  of  the  year  has  received  an  exceptional  increase, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  general  offices  at  Moncton,  destroyed  by  fire 
in  February,  1883,  have  been  rebuilt.  The  cost,  up  to  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  year,  was  $33,098.25.  This  has  been  charged  to  the  working  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  road. 

The  chief  engineer  and  general  manager  reports : 

“  Although  the  net  earnings  for  the  year  ($9,068.17)  are  less  than  those 
of  the  preceding  year  by  $1,479.66,  it  has  be.en  only  by  the  most  careful 
watchfulness  on  the  part  of  the  officers  of  the  railway  that  a  result  even 
so  favorable  has  been  secured.  The  working  expenses  having  been 
debited  with  the  sum  of  $63,098.25,  expended  during  the  year  in  rebuild¬ 
ing  the  Moncton  offices,  destroyed  by  fire  in  February,  1883,  every  effort 
had  to  be  made  to  give  effect  to  the  policy  of  economy  laid  down  by  the 
Honorable  Minister.” 

And  the  other  day,  in  bringing  down  a  return  with  reference 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded 
again  to  these  Moncton  offices — their  heavy  draft  on  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  railway,  and  so  forth.  I  have  looked  into  an 
analysis  of  the  work  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the 
past  year,  and  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  receipts 
were  unfavorable  as  compared  with  the  previous  year,  and 
that  the  mileage,  &c.,  is  almost  the  same — the  engine  mileage 
being  the  same,  within  a  very  few  miles,  and  the  train  mileage 
also,  taking  into  account  the  number  of  miles— as  the  pre¬ 
vious  year,  I  am  not  able  to  agree  in  the  view  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  very  great  economy  has  been  established  in 
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reference  to  the  working  expenses  of.the  road,  or  that  the 
expenditure  upon  the  Moncton  offices  is,  in  its  general  result, 
to  be  attributed,  as  he  has  done,  so  as  to  produce  an  ex¬ 
ceptional  expenditure.  The  accounts  show,  for  the  years 

1883  and  1884,  the  following  expenses : —Locomotive 

power  for  the  year  1883,  $767,000 ;  for  the  year 

1884,  $757,000,  a  decrease  of  $10,000  in  1884;  Car 
expenses,  1883,  $508,100;  1884,  $531,200,  an  increase  of 
$23,100  in  1884.  Station  expenses,  1883,  $313,400;  1884, 
$325,800,  an  increase  of  $12,400.  General  charges,  1883, 
$167,900;  1884,  $171,700,  an  increase  of  $3,800— or  a  net 
increase  on  these  four  headings  of  $29,400  for  the  year  1884 
over  1883.  Maintenance  of  way  and  works,  1884,  $560,- 
800;  in  1883,  $582,600,  a  decrease,  in  1884,  of  $21,800. 
This  shows  that  notwithstanding  the  decrease  in  earnings, 
there  has  been  an  increase  in  the  working  expenses,  in  all  the 
items  except  maintenance,  of  no  less  than  $29,400  for  the 
year  1884 ;  while  in  maintenance  account  there  is  a  decrease 
of  $21,800  or  3'88  per  cent.  Making  all  due  allowances  for 
stringent  economy  in  the  maintenance  of  the  road,  it  is  evi¬ 
dent  that  unless  there  was  great  extravagance  in  the  man¬ 
agement  of  maintenance  account  in  1883,  you  have  been 
starving  this  branch  during  the  past  fiscal  year.  This  is 
not  economy,  but  simply  a  postponement  of  repairs  which 
will  necessitate  consequently,  a  much  larger  amount  of 
repairs  and  a  much  greater  expense  to  be  made  the  following 
year.  The  following  are  the  details  of  maintenance  account : — 
Wages  and  repairing,  1883,  $297,300 ;  1884,  $280,100,  or 
a  decrease,  in  1884,  $17,200.  Rails  and  fastenings,  1883, 
$47,800;  1884,  $18,700,  or  a  decrease  of  $29,100.  Sleepers, 

1883,  $64,500;  1884,  $46,900,  or  a  decrease  $  17,600.  Tim¬ 
ber,  lumber,  &c.,  1883,  $39,100 ;  1884,  $38,700,  a  decrease 
of  $400.  Wharves,  1883,  $11,700;  1884,  $^',600,  a  decrease 
of  $5,100.  Snow  ploughs,  1883,  $12,500  ;  1884,  $15,700,  an 
increase  of  $3,200.  Miscellaneous,  1883,  $2,800 ;  1884, 
$2,300,  a  decrease  of  $500.  Chief  salaries,  &c.,  1883,  $5,200, 

1884,  $3,800,  a  decrease  of  $1,400 — making,  on  these  several 
particular  heads,  an  expense  in  the  year  1883, 
of  $480,900,  as  against  $412,800  in  1884,  or 
a  decrease  of  $68,100r  or  16'49  per  cent. 
There  are,  however,  two  increases,  apart  from  the  question 
of  snow  ploughs,  one  the  expense  of  clearing  away  ice  and 
snow,  which,  of  course,  was  a  work  the  House  could  not 
defer,  and  the  other,  repairs  to  buildings,  platforms,  &c. 
Clearing  away  ice  and  snow  in  1883  cost  $33,900,  and  in 

1884  $41,600,  or  an  increase  of  $7,700;  and  repairs  to 
buildings,  platforms,  &c.,  in  1883  cost  $67,500,  and  in  1884 
$105,900.  This  last  item  embraces  the  exceptional  one  of 
Ihe  Moncton  offices,  $63,000,  so  that  notwithstanding  that 
exceptional  item,  the  total  increase  over  the  expenses  of 
the  year  previous,  on  this  item  of  repairs  to  buildings, 
platforms,  &c,,  was  only  $38,400.  Omitting,  therefore,  the 
exceptional  expenses  at  Moncton,  of  $63,000,  we  have  in 
the  expenditure,  on  repairs  to  buildings,  a  deficiency  of 
$29,100.  Thus,  the  deficiency  in  all  the  branches  of  mainte¬ 
nance,  except  clearing  away  ice  and  snow — leaving  out  the 
Moncton  offices — is  $97,200,  or  over  20  por  cent. ;  showing 
that  the  maintenance  of  way  and  works  must  have  been 
kept  at  starvation  point  during  the  past  year,  although, 
having  regard  to  the  time  of  running,  and  so  forth, this  account 
should  rather  tend  to  increase  than  diminish  year  by  year, 
unless  there  was  an  altogether  exceptional  expense  in  1883. 
and  the  fact  that  there  has  been  so  very  large  a  diminution  in 
the  expenditure  fpr  the  last  year  in  the  maintenance  of  way 
and  works  from  the  preceding  year  is,  to  my  mind,  an  indica¬ 
tion  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  trying,  I  will  not  say 
to  force  a  balance,  hut  to  create  a  favorable  balance  between 
working  exponses  and  revenue,  by  postponing  unduly  the 
expenditure  for  the  maintenance  of  way  and  works.  This 
will  be  further  elucidated  by  the  return  1  ask  for  ;  because, 
if  you  have  a  compai'ative  statement  from  year  to  year 
for  a  series  of  years,  it  will  be  easier  to  ascertain  the  normal 


expenditure  for  way  and  works  in  each  of  the  Departments 
for  each  year. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  only  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
he  is  mistaken  thus  far.  The  road  was  never  in  a  better 
condition  than  it  is  now,  and  was  never  better  maintained 
than  it  has  been  this  year.  I  am  obliged  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  endorsing  what  I  said  the  other  day,  that 
there  have  been  extraordinary  charges  to  account  for  the 
increase,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  and  any  other  man  who 
has  anything  at  all  to  do  with  running  a  railway,  must  know 
that  the  earnings  depend  very  much  on  the  kind  of  freight 
carried  over  the  road.  We  have  carried  as  much  freight 
and  a  larger  quantity  of  freight,  but  there  is  a  class  of 
freight  which  has  gone  largely  into  the  operations  of  this 
year  which  pays  us  very  little  indeed,  and  that  accounts 
partly  for  the  change.  As  to  the  engines,  although  the  hon . 
gentleman  says  there  is  about  the  same  locomotive  power, 
those  engines  have  run  over  a  considerably  longer  piece  of 
road,  and  so  have  the  cars. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  have  run  about  the  same  number  of 
miles — 1,457  more  miles  this  year  than  the  year  before,  out 
of  some  millions. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  motion,  but  I 
shall  ask  tim  hon.  gentleman  to  amend  it  by  beginning  at 
the  year  1873.  You  will  have  no  objection  to  that  ?  I  also 
ask  him  to  add  after  “  1884,”  “  and  the  mileage  operated 
this  year,”  which  the  hon.  gentleman  must  get,  in  order  to 
get  anything  like  an  exhibit  such  as  he  asks. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  no  objection  at  all  to  the  miles 
operated  each  year  being  added,  but,  as  to  the  date,  I  could 
not  take  the  responsibility  of  asking  the  House  to  order 
a  return  for  a  period  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of, 
before  the  road  was  in  operation.  Ho  must  move  that 
himself. 

Mr.  POPE,  Then  I  will  move  in  amendment : 

To  insert  after  the  word3  “  for  each  of  the  yeara  ”  in  the  said  motion, 
the  words  “1874,  1875,  1876,  1877,  1878,”  and  after  the  words  “1884,”  to 
insert  the  words  “and  the  number  of  miles  operated  in  each  year.” 

Mi\  BLAKE.  You  are  beginning  before  the  road  began. 
That  is  the  advantage  of  having  an  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  road  was  commencod 
in  1867. 

Mr.  POPE.  Make  the  return  from  1874. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Perhaps  the  Acting  Minister  will  read 
the  motion  in  French.  I  did  not  catch  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LANGELIER,  Whilst  the  motion  is  boing  written 
by  the  Minister  of  Railways,  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  a  very  serious  grievance  which  was 
brought  under  my  notice  last  summer,  in  reference  to  the 
running  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  A  gentleman  who 
was  a  friend  of  the  Government  told  me  that  coal  was 
actually  being  carried  from  Pictou  to  Quebec  at  $16  a  car, 
which  he  thought  could  not  pay  the  running  expenses. 
Thinking  it  would  be  possible  lor  him  to  get  rates  in  pro¬ 
portion,  or,  at  all  events,  near  those  rates,  and  being  desir¬ 
ous  of  carrying  lumber  from  River  Ouelle  to  Quebec,  he 
tried  to  get  something  like  the  same  rates  but  could  never 
get  a  satisfactory  arrangement.  This  is  a  serious  matter, 
for  he  told  me,  and  several  friends  of  the  Government  at  the 
same  time,  that  ho  had  been  trying  to  open  a  new  industry, 
which  would  have  given  employment  to  several  hundreds 
of  men,  perhaps,  but  he  could  not  get  satisfactory  rates. 
The  same  complaint  has  been  made  in  my  hearing  at  public 
mootings  in  reference  to  carrying  flour.  I  am  told  that  it 
costs  less  to  carry  flour  from  Toronto  to  Halifax  than  from 
Toronto  to  Quebec.  I  know  some  lumbermen  who  are  lum¬ 
bering  in  the  lower  part  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  who 
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consider  it  an  advantage  to  have  their  flour  carried  to  Halifax 
and  brought  back  again  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway  into 
the  Provinco  of  Quebec.  This  has  been  told  me  by  those 
gentlemen  themselves,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  correct, 
from  the  character  of  the  gentlemen. 

Mr.  POPE.  Lumber  is  quite  different  from  coal.  It  is 
a  different  class  of  goods  and  is  carried  at  different  rates. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— WORK  ON  THE 
FRASER. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Reports,  plans  and  other  information  in  the  possession  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  in  reference  to  the  work  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  or 
near  Maple, a  short  distance  above  Hammond, on  the  bank  of  the  Fraser, 
B.C.  ;  for  all  reports  and  information  in  the  possession  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  as  to  the  condition  of  the  work  of  the  Government  sections  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  British  Columbia,  and  as  to  the  extent  of 
work  remaining  to  be  done  before  the  completion  of  the  contract ;  also, 
for  all  correspondence  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  as 
to  the  taking  over  by  them  of  these  sections  of  the  railway  ;  also,  for  a 
statement  of  the  names,  salaries  and  period  of  service  in  that  region,  of 
the  Government  engineers  who  have  been  employed  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  sections  in  British  Columbia  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
with  dates  at  which  any  of  them  were  relieved,  a  statement  of  the 
cause  of  their  removal,  and  of  their  present  occupation,  if  any,  under 
the  Government. 

He  said :  [  have  been  informed  that  at  the  point  which  I 
mentioned,  Maple  Ridge  (which  is  Maple  in  the  motion), 
which  is  a  short  distance  above  Hammond,  a  serious  error 
has  been  committed  with  reference  to  the  location  of  the 
line  on  the  bank  of  the  Fraser ;  that  at  that  point  there  are 
lofty  ciay  banks  on  a  quicksand  bottom  ;  that  a  few  years 
ago  a  land  slide  occurred  at  that  very  point,  in  which  thirty 
or  forty  acres  slid  into  tho  Fraser,  changing  its  course  ; 
that  on  the  opposite  side  of  tho  river  a  farmer  who  was 
working  in  the  field  was  caught  by  the  water,  hurled  against 
a  tree  and  killed.  Slides  are  still  occurring  at  this  point, 
and  in  the  neighborhood  where  the  curvatures  are  short 
and  sharp,  and  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  keep  China- 
mon  employed  to  avoid  accidents  and  loss  of  life.  This 
statement  is  given  to  me  with  reference  to  that  locality,  and 
it  is  tho  justification  which  I  have  for  asking  tho  House  to 
adopt  this  motion.  Then  I  have  received  statements  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  work  on  the  Government  sections  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  British  Columbia,  and  as  to  the 
extent  of  work  remaining  to  be  done  for  the  completion  of 
the  contract,  which  is  now,  according  to  the  date,  very  soon 
due,  and  which  seems  to  call  for  attention.  The  statement 
made  is  that  the  works  are  in  a  condition  which  renders 
it  impossible  that  they  can  be  so  completed  as  really  to  satisfy 
the  exigency  of  the  contract  with  the  contractor,  or  to 
satisfy  the  spirit  or  exigency  of  the  contract  with  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  What  I  am  anxious  to 
avoid  is  that  the  work  should  be  taken  off  the  hands  of  the 
contractor  in  such  a  condition  that  it  will  be  accepted 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  without  reclama¬ 
tions  upon  the  Government  of  the  country  for  further  ex¬ 
penditure  to  put  it  in  proper  condition.  I  think  it  important 
that  we  should  understand  that  such  communication  is 
being  had  between  the  Government  and  the  company  with 
reference  to  this  work  that  the  condition  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  accepts  as  satisfactory  is  going  to  be  accepted  as 
satisfactory  by  the  company  as  well,  so  that  when  the 
Government  takes  the  work  off  the  contractor’s  hands  the 
railway  company  shall  take  it  off  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  without  making  such  demands  as  are 
being  made  in  another  section  and,  I  believe,  much 
greater  demands,  unless  pi’oper  care  is  used.  It  is  said 
that  a  great  deal  remains  to  be  done,  and  it  is  said 
that  a  very  great  amount  of  reduction  has  taken  place 
in  the  staff  of  Government  engineers  on  that  section, 
due,  as  I  understand,  to  the  fact  that  the  work 
is  so  nearly  complete  that  there  is  no  work  for  thorn  to  do. 

Mr.  LaNOELIER. 


That  is  a  very  judicious  and  proper  step,  if  the  facts  are  so  ; 
but  it  is,  as  I  have  said,  extremely  important  that  there 
should  be  such  an  efficient  oversight  of  the  work  in  these 
final  stages  that  there  will  be  no  difficulty  on  the  part  of 
the  country  with  reference  to  the  acceptance  by  the  railway 
company  of  the  work  when  completed.  These  are  the 
subjects  which  are  exposed  in  this  notice. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  engineers  always  expressed  themselves 
very  well  satisfied  with  the  work  done.  The  chief  engineer 
has  passed  over  it  every  year,  and,  of  course,  he  will  pass 
over  it  again.  We  have  engineers  there  sufficient  to  look 
after  the  work.  There  is  no  objection  whatever  to  the 
adoption  of  the  motion . 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OCEAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Statement  in  detail  of  the  annual  cost  in  connection  with  the  ocean 
mail  service,  for  salaries,  allowances  of  mail  clerks  and  conductors,  or 
railway  post  office  clerks  in  charge  of  the  British  mails;  also,  for  all 
correspondence  as  to  the  landing  of  the  post  office  bags  containing  the 
British  mails  outward  bound  from  Canada  at  Derry,  and  the  saving  or 
loss  of  time  effected  thereby. 

He  said :  I  have  from  time  to  time  called  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  tho  propriety  of  considering  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  reorganising  that  portion  of  the  ocean  mail 
service  which  involves  the  maintenance  of  the  system  of 
having  railway  postal  clerks  in  charge  of  the  mails  on  the 
steamers.  We  are,  I  believe,  the  only  country  of  those  in¬ 
terested  in  the  trans- Atlantic  mail  service  which  keeps  up 
this  system.  The  great  correspondence  which  takes  place 
between  Britain  and  the  United  States  is  handled  at  the 
terminal  points.  There  is  no  provision  whatever  for  the 
sorting  of  the  mails  on  the  voyage.  The  arrangements 
which  are  made  are  such  that  the  sorting  takes 
place  very  expeditiously  at  the  end  of  the  voy¬ 
age  in  each  case.  The  expenditure  which  wc 
still  encounter  in  regard  to  the  transport  of  the 
mails  to  Britain  is  very  large,  under  the  contract,  and  there 
is  added  to  it  the  cost  of  a  service  which,  as  I  have  said, 
has  been  dispensed  with  a  very  long  time  by  the  other 
countries.  It  does  not  commend  itself  to  me  as  a  wise  ex¬ 
penditure  of  money.  We  are  actually  doing  work  which 
should  be  done  at  the  end  of  the  transit  and  not  during  the 
transit.  I  can  hardly  conceive,  if  this  system  is  necessary 
in  order  that  the  mail  matter  may  be  expeditiously 
handled,  that  the  two  countries  in  the  world  which  are 
most  interested  in  rapid  communication  by  mail,  and  which 
have,  I  suppose,  the  largest  correspondence,  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States,  should  find  it  unnecessary  to  adopt 
the  system.  The  other  branch  of  the  motion  is  with  res¬ 
pect  to  the  landing  of  the  post  office  bags  containing  the 
British  mails  outward  bound  from  Canada  at  Derry.  It  has 
been  represented  to  me  by  business  men  who  have  crossed 
the  water  to  buy  goods  that  it  happens  much  more  often 
than  not  that  they  reach  a  point,  say,  Manchester,  twenty- 
four  hours  in  advance  of  the  mails  which  have  been  landed 
at  Derry,  with  a  view  to  their  reaching  Manchester 
more  quickly.  The  passengers  stick  to  the  steamer,  and 
they  arrive  at  Manchester  frequently  twenty-four  hours 
before  the  mail  arrives.  That  has  been  represented  to  me 
by  a  gentleman  of  the  utmost  respectability,  to  whom  that 
incident  has  happened  more  than  once,  and  he  tells  me  that 
it  is  somewhat  common .  Such  an  arrangement  should  be 
made  with  the  captain  of  the  steamer  that,  on  his  arrival  at 
Lough  Foyle,  he  should  be  able  to  judge  whether  a  saving 
of  time  would  be  effected  by  landing  the  mails.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  there  should  be  a  special  train.  I  believe  there 
is  not.  I  believe  it  depends  on  the  regular  train  from 
Derry.  That  makes  it  easier  for  the  captain  to  judge,  con¬ 
sidering  the  departure  of  the  train,  whether  he  could  catch 
the  mails  or  not,  and  how  soon,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  rail- 
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and  steam,  the  mails  would  reach  their  destination.  But,  i 
however  it  may  bo,  it  seems  an  extraordinary  thing  that 
this  effort  to  make  more  expeditious  transport  of  the  mails 
should  end  so  frequently,  as  I  am  told  it  does,  in  the  very 
reverse. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SQUATTERS  IN  THE  QU’APPELLE  Y ALLEY. 

Mr.  LISTER  moved  for: 

Return  of  copies  of  all  correspondence  between  Mr.  Taylor,  M.P.  for 
South  Leeds,  and  Mr.  Wood,  M.P.  for  Brockville,  or  either  of  them,  and 
the  Government,  respecting  the  claim  for  compensation  of  William 
McLeod,  J.  D.  Jewitt,  S.  M.  Stiles,  John  Stevenson  and  R.  R  Coleman, 
or  any  of  them,  squatters  in  the  Qu’ Appelle  Valley,  together  with  copy 
of  all  reports  made  by  the  said  Taylor  or  Wood,  and  either  of  them, 
respecting  the  said  claims.  Also,  all  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Gordon,  Dominion  land  agent,  Calgary,  and  the  Government,  and  all 
reports  made  by  said  Gordon  to  the  Government,  respecting  said  claims, 
or  any  of  them  ;  also,  copy  of  any  award  made  in  regard  to  said  claims, 
or  any  of  them. 

He  said  :  in  connection  with  thia  matter  I  may  say  that  I 
have  no  personal  knowledge  whatever  of  the  subject  matter 
of  the  motion,  and  I  shall  content  myself  with  making  a 
statement  just  as  I  have  received  it.  The  parties  mentioned 
in  the  motion,  along  with  others,  were  squatters  in  the 
Qu’Appelle  Yalley,  on  property  now  owned  by  the  Bell 
Farming  Company.  According  to  the  statement  given  to  me 
these  squatters  went  upon  the  land  prior  to  the  time  the 
Qu’Appelle  Yalley  Farming  Company  became  the  proprie¬ 
tors  ;  in  other  words,  the  rights  of  the  squatters  were  better 
in  law- — so  they  believe — than  the  title  of  the  Qu’Appelle 
Valley  Farming  Company.  There  was  some  difficulty  about 
tho  squatters.  The  company  were  anxious  to  get  them  off, 
and  the  squatters  having  gone  in  and  selected  the 
lands  as  homesteads,  were  desirous  of  staying  there. 
Whatever  their  right  may  have  been,  neither  the  Govern¬ 
ment  nor  the  company  undertook  to  enforce  what  they  con¬ 
ceived  to  be  their  rights  in  law  against  these  squatters. 
Some  time  during  the  Session  of  1884  a  person  representing 
these  squatters  came  to  Ottawa  and  was  given  to  under¬ 
stand  that  their  claims  would  be  settled  justly  and  fairly. 
On  that  assurance  he  returned  to  the  North-West,  and  during 
the  folio  wing  spring  the  gentlemen  named  in  the  resolution 
appeared  on  the  scene  in  the  Qu’Appello  Valley.  They  are, 
of  course,  warm  supporters  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
the  statement  made  to  me  is,  that  they  woi’o  authorised  by 
tho  Government  to  effect  a  settlement  of  the  claims  of  the 
settlers.  I  do  not  vouch  for  the  correctness  of  that  state¬ 
ment;  I  merely,  as  I  stated  before,  give  it  as  it  was  given 
to  me.  They  were  induced  to  enter  into  an  arbitration 
suggested  by  these  gentlemen,  upon  the  distinct  promise, 
as  they  say,  that  they  would  bo  permitted  to  take  up  other 
homesteads  in  other  portions  of  the  country,  without  doing 
any  duties;  that  the  full  time  that  they  would  have  to  live 
upon  the  homestead  would  be  allowed  to  them,  and  that  a 
patent  would  bo  issued  to  them;  further,  that  they  would 
be  allowed  to  pre-empt  and  would  be  given  three  years  for 
the  payment  of  their  pre-emption.  They  say  that  on  those 
representations  they  consented  to  the  arbitration.  An  arbi¬ 
tration  did  take  place,  and  I  believe  an  award  was  made 
by  Mr.  Taylor,  M.  P.  for  Leeds,  and  Mr.  Wood,  M, 
P.  for  Brockville.  That  award,  I  believe,  covers  the  points 
I  have  stated,  namely,  that  they  were  to  get  their  homesteads 
free,  without  having  to  live  on  the  homestead,  to  be  taken  for 
for  any  length  of  time,  and  to  have  their  pre  eruption  free  ; 
and  they  wore  also  to  be  allowed  certain  damages,  to  which 
they  were  entitled,  for  improvements  they  had  made  on  the 
place.  Payment  undor  that  award  was  to  bo  made  at  a  fixed 
time ;  no  payment  was  made.  It  is  claimed  by  the  set¬ 
tlers  that  the  Government  repudiated  the  arrangement  made 
by  the  arbitrators,  that  they  insist  on  these  people  having 
to  live  on  the  place  some  eight  months,  and  on  tho  usual 
and  ordinary  terms,  so  far  as  the  pre-emption  is  concerned  ; 


and  further,  they  complain  that  they  have  not  been  paid 
the  amount  awarded  to  them.  Now,  whether  these  gentle¬ 
men  were  representing  tho  Government  or  not,  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  say.  Those  people  hold  that  thoy  were  doing 
so,  or  they  would  not  have  entered  into  the  arbitration.  They 
supposed  they  were  sent  there  in  compliance  with  a  promise 
made  to  them  in  tho  preceding  Session.  At  all  events,  tho 
award  was  ontered  into,  and  they  say  it  has  not  beon  carried 
out  according  to  its  terms.  If  such  is  the  case,  I  think  there 
is  no  doubt  that  these  men  have  not  been  properly  dealt 
with.  I  think  that  tho  Goveimmcnt,  on  the  facts  being  repre¬ 
sented,  will  be  inclined  to  do  to  those  men  what  is  right.  In 
the  case  of  the  pioneer  settlers  of  this  country  I  feel  that 
neither  this  Government  nor  any  Government  is  justified  in 
doing  anything  which  is  not  perfectly  right,  and  if 
anything  lias  been  misrepresented — I  do  not  pretend 
to  say  that  these  gentlemen  did  so — but  if  these  settlers 
misunderstood  the  character  in  which  these  gentlemen  went 
out  to  them,  I  think  the  Government  should  be  prepared  to 
give  effect  to  the  understanding  of  the  settlers.  I  feel  that 
nothing  more  is  necessary  than  to  bring  the  matter  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  the  Government,  in  order  that 
these  people  may  bo  justly,  fairly,  and  equitably  dealt  with. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  can  be  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  motion,  and  the  papers  will  be  brought  down. 
The  House  will  then  see  from  the  papers  exactly  what  took 
place.  Neither  of  the  gentlemen  mentioned  who  acted  as 
arbitrators  acted  as  the  officers  of  the  Government,  or  at  the 
request  of  the  Government ;  they  acted  as  arbitrators  be¬ 
tween  the  Qu’Appelle  Farming  Company  and  tho  squatters. 
Some  of  these  men  had  no  legal  or  equitable  claim.  They 
went  out,  believing  that  the  company  were  going  to  have  a 
large  tract  of  land,  and  to  see  what  they  could  make  out  of 
it— a  very  common  trick  in  the  North-West.  They  set  up 
exorbitant  claims,  thinking  that  either  the  Government  or 
the  Qu’Appelle  Company  would  pay  them  for  their  real  or 
imaginary  improvements.  However,  some  of  them  put 
their  cases  or  grievances  into  the  hands  of  one  of  these 
gentlemen— the  hon.  member  for  Leeds.  These  two  gentle¬ 
men  went  up  there,  one  acting  as  arbitrator  for  the  settlers, 
with  their  consent,  and  the  other  acting  on  behalf  of  the 
Qu’Appelle  Company.  They  made  an  equitable  award,  I 
suppose,  between  the  Qu’Appelle  Company  and  the  set¬ 
tlers.  I  have  no  doubt  they  have  acted  impartially,  and 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  award  is  satisfactory  to 
most  of  the  settlers.  I  believe  there  are  only  two  or  three 
ol  the  whole  oi  them  who  object,  and  they  object  because 
they  were  found  not  to  have  had  either  an  equitable,  a  legal, 
or  a  moral  right. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  My  name  having  been  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister),  I  feel  called 
upon  to  offer  a  few  words  in  explanation.  Over  a  year  since 
a  gentleman  named  Johnson  appeared  in  Ottawa,  represent¬ 
ing  certain  parties  known  as  squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Yal¬ 
ley.  At  the  same  time,  Major  Bell,  the  manager  of  the  Bell 
FarmiDg  Company,  was  also  in  Ottawa.  Before  that  there 
had  been  disputes  between  cert  fin  squatters  and  the  man¬ 
ager  of  the  Bell  Farming  Company,  it  having  been  claimed 
by  the  squatters  that  they  were  in  possession  of  the  land 
there  before  the  gi-ant  was  made  to  the  company,  which 
statement  was  denied  by  the  company.  Neither  party,  as 
has  been  truly  said,  ever  entered  an  .action  at  law,  on  the 
one  part  to  assert  their  right,  or  on  the  olhei’,  to  eject  tho 
squatters  from  the  soil.  My  hon.  friend,  Mr.  Taylor,  the 
member  for  South  Leeds,  had  been  acting  for  the 
squatters,  three  or  four  of  them  having  come  from  the  rid¬ 
ing  he  repi'esents.  Major  Bell,  as  many  of  you  know,  is  an 
old  Brockville  man,  and  I  acted  in  the  capacity  of  his  solici¬ 
tor  for  some  years.  Yell,  it  was  proposed,  either  by  the 
person  acting  for  the  squatters,  or  by  the  company,  I  forget 
which,  that  the  questions  in  dispute  between  the  company 
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and  the  squatters  should  be  referred  to  arbitration.  At 
that  time  the  squatters  selected  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Leeds,  because  he  had  taken  a  very  active  part  in  trying  to 
get  for  them  all  the  concessions  from  the  company  he 
could,  and  in  laying  before  the  Government  their  alleged 
rights,  I  having  acted  for  Major  Bell  for  some  years,  as  I 
have  stated,  he  very  naturally  asked  me  if  I  would  act  as 
arbitrator,  in  the  event  of  their  not  agreeing  upon 
the  terms.  I  consented  to  do  so,  not  supposing  at 
the  time  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  ue  to 
visit  the  North -West  in  order  to  settle  the  differences 
in  question,  I  supposed  that  the  evidence  which  had 
been  taken,  I  think  by  Mr.  Stephenson,  the  colonisation  agent 
there,  would  have  been  used,  or  that  the  squatters  would  have 
made  declarations  and  sent  them  down  here,  and  that  in  that 
way  we  should  have  been  enabled  to  adjudicate  upon  their 
claims.  However,  it  was  found  necessary  that  Mr.  Taylor 
and  myself  should  go  up  there,  view  the  premises  and  the 
improvements  these  men  had  made,  see  personally  for  our¬ 
selves  the  ground  of  their  complaints,  and  look  into, 
as  far  as  we  could,  the  rights  of  each  of  the  parties.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  knew  nothing  of  the  Government  whatever 
in  this  transaction.  I  had  no  communication,  one  way  or 
the  other,  with  the  Government  or  with  any  official  of  the 
Government ;  and  although  it  is  the  right  of  any  hon. 
member  of  this  House  to  move  for  returns,  I  question 
whether  it  is  the  right  of  any  hon .  member  to  even  intimate, 
simply  on  the  strength  of  a  letter  from  a  dissatisfied  party 
to  an  award,  that  another  hon.  member  of  this  House  has 
been  connected  with  the  Government  in  a  transaction  of  this 
kind  or  any  other,  because  that  is  a  very  serious  matter.  I, 
as  a  lawyer,  would  be  very  poorly  qualified  to  represent  my 
position  as  such  at  the  bar,  if  I  did  not  know  that  that  was 
coming  very  close  to  the  line  of  a  violation  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  Parliament  Act.  I  had  no  more  to  do  with 
the  Government  in  that  transaction  than  I  had  with 
any  individual  outside  of  this  House  ;  and  the  same 
can  be  said  of  my  hon.  friend,  Mr.  Taylor.  Now,  Sir, 
I  do  not  know  that  an  award  was  ever  yet  made 
which  was  satisfactory  to  all  the  parties  to  that  award.  In 
this  case,  the  reference  was  drawn  by  the  solicitor  acting 
for  the  squatters.  We  had  nothing  to  do  with  that;  and  so 
far  as  our  conduct  as  arbitrators  is  concerned,  when  we 
were  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  I  can  only  say  that  we 
worked  as  hard,  I  think,  as  we  ever  did  before  in  our  lives. 
We  viewed  all  the  improvements  those  men  had  made;  and 
my  hon.  friend,  as  a  practical  man  and  a  farmer,  was  very 
well  fitted  to  look  after  their  rights,  while  I,  though  acting 
on  behalf  of  the  Bell  Farming  Company,  had  no  object  in 
doing  anything  but  what  was  right  by  the  squatters.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  as  a  lawyer,  that  I  do  not 
think  they  had  even  the  shadow  of  a  legal  right.  I  do  not 
say  that  in  any  spirit  of  bias  against  them,  for  I  have  noth¬ 
ing  against  them  ;  but  my  assertion  has  been  borne  out  by 
every  lawyer  who  has  looked  into  their  claims;  and  I  ven¬ 
ture  to  assert  that  if  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  investigates  them,  he  will  find  that,  with  one  single 
exception,  the  case  of  a  squatter  named  Thompson, 
these  men  had  no  claim  to  an.  inch  of  the  ground  on 
which  they  lived.  But  we  did  not  enter  into  that  arbitration 
on  any  such  theory.  We  knew  that  some  of  these  men,  at 
ail  events,  thought  that  they  were  right,  and  it  was  in  that 
spirit  that  we  entered  upon  our  duties.  So  far  as  the  award 
itself  is  concerned,  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  a  liberal  one. 
There  were  a  few  of  the  squatters  who  had  no  shadow  of  a 
right  whatever.  They  merely  came  into  the  Qu’Appelle 
Valley,  and  finding  a  few  squatters  there  who  did  think 
they  had  a  right,  they  joined  forces  with  them  and  were 
quite  content  to  remain  there  as  squatters,  standing  midway 
between  Winnipeg  and  the  Rocky  Mountains,  and  by 
complaining  of  their  alleged  grievances,  injured  our  country. 
Now,  I  do  not  regret  that  my  hon.  friend  has  brought  up 
Mr,  Wood  (Brockville). 


this  question.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  satisfied  that 
every  scrap  of  paper  relating  to  our  conduct  in  connection 
with  it  should  be  printed  and  laid  before  the  public,  then 
it  will  be  found  that  the  squatters  on  the  Bell  Farm  have 
been  fairly  dealt  with  by  the  arbitrators. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  desire  to  say  to  my  hon.  friend  who  has 
just  spoken  that  I  have  no  knowledge  myself  of  the  matters 
referred  to  in  the  motion.  As  I  understand,  it  is  the  right  of 
every  man  to  have  his  grievances,  or  his  supposed  griev¬ 
ances,  brought  before  the  Government,  and  it  is  the  duty  of 
a  representative  to  bring  these  matters  before  the  House 
and  the  country.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that 
he  was  not  acting  with  the  Government ;  that  he  had  no 
communication  with  the  Government  or  any  official  of  the 
Government.  I  am  bound  to  take  his  answer ;  but  it  is 
somewhat  remarkable  that  the  award  these  hon.  gentlemen 
made  provides  that  lands  belonging  to  the  Government 
shall  be  given  to  these  squatters.  If  there  was  no  authority 
for  it,  why  was  that  a  portion  of  the  award  ?  My  hon.  friend 
says  it  is  not  in  good  taste  for  me  to  refer  to  the  position  he 
occupied  there.  I  cannot  agree  with  him ;  I  take  issue  with 
him  on  that  point.  While  I  do  not  charge  him  with  having 
been  guilty  of  any  impropriety — I  can  scarcely  believe  he 
would  be  ;  I  am  bound  to  take  his  word  for  that— I  say  I 
have,  at  the  same  time,  a  perfect  right  to  make  this  state¬ 
ment  fully,  fairly  and  frankly,  as  I  think  I  have  done. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville),  If  my  hon.  friend  will  allow 
me,  I  will  mention  now  what  I  omitted  to  say  when  on  my 
feet  before.  I  never,  to  any  one  of  these  squatters, 
represented  that  we  were  acting  for  the  Government. 
It  never  entered  my  mind  to  do  so,  because  it  would  be  quite 
contrary  to  the  fact ;  and  so  far  as  the  recommendation 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  and  myself  with  regard  to  these 
squatters,  and  the  claim  they  should  have  to  other  lands,  is 
concerned,  we  understood  that  the  position  the  Government 
took  was  that  if  the  squatters  would  settle  their  difficulties 
with  the  company  and  agree  upon  whatever  damages  the 
company  should  pay  them,  if  any  damages  there  were,  the 
Government  would  allow  them,  upon  other  land  they 
might  take  up,  the  time  they  had  spent  upon  the  land  of 
this  company.  This  was  agreed,  we  understood,  upon  the 
principle  that  these  men  thought  they  were  acting  within 
the  law,  and  this  accounts  for  the  fact  that  in  the  award 
that  was  made — a  copy  of  which  I  have  here— the  sugges¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  arbitrators  that  the  time  these 
men  had  spent  upon  the  Bell  Farming  Company’s  land 
should  be  allowed  them.  We  had  no  interest  in  inserting 
that  clause,  but  did  so  in  order  to  assist  the  squatters,  it  we 
could,  I  may  add,  to  show  the  good  faith  in  which  we 
acted,  that  it  was  only  a  few  days  ago  this  was  mentioned 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  by  my 
hon.  friend,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  have  known 
anything  about  it  had  ho  not  learned  it  from  my  bon.  friend. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SECTION  B  ARBITRATION. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  case  submitted  to  the  sectiou  B  arbitrators  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  contractors  respectively;  of  the  evidence  taken  be¬ 
fore  the  arbitration,  and  of  all  the  records  of  that  arbitration  not 
already  brought  down. 

He  said  :  The  reason  I  think  it  desirable  to  get  the  copy 
of  the  case  submitted  by  the  Government,  and  that  submit¬ 
ted  by  the  contractors,  is  that  in  the  agreement  of  sub¬ 
mission,  signed  on  behalf  of  the  Government  and  the 
contractors,  no  particulars  are  mentioned,  except  in  regard 
to  one  part  of  the  claims,  which  I  may  briefly  describe  as 
coming  under  the  head  of  re-measurement  and  re-classifica¬ 
tion  of  the  work.  All  the  claims  for  consequential  damages 
arising  out  of  the  delay  in  the  completion  of  section  15  and 
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out  of  reduction  in  the  amount  of  work  to 
be  done  on  section  B  itself,  are  contained  in  the 
two  letters  of  the  contractors,  dated  January,  1881,  and 
2ith  of  February,  1883,  which  aro  included  in  the  papers 
brought  down  last  Session,  I  find  that  the  agreement  of 
submission  signed  by  the  Government  and  the  contractors 
refers  to  several  Orders  in  Council  as  authorising  the  sub¬ 
mission  ;  first,  one  dated  28th  March,  1881 ;  the  second,  the 
2nd  of  April,  of  the  same  year  not  brought  down ;  and 
finally  one  dated  9th  July,  1883,  closing  the  matter  and  pro¬ 
viding  for  an  immediate  reference.  All  these  Orders  in 
Council  speak  in  the  vaguest  possible  terms  of  the  claims  at 
issue  and  laid  before  them.  The  claims  are  only  defined  in 
the  two  letters  from  the  contractors : 

‘  ‘  They  commenced  the  work  under  our  contract  in  the  early  part  of  the 
summer  of  1879,  but  as  the  contract  was  awarded  too  late  for  us  to 
get  in  our  supplies  in  the  winter  of  1878  and  1879,  we  were  unable  to 
make  much  progress  until  the  frost  set  in,  in  the  month  of  November  of 
the  latter  year,  since  which  we  have  pushed  on  the  work  with  vigor, 
not  merely  in  the  actual  performance  of  the  building  of  the  road,  but 
also  in  making  preparations  to  complete  the  construction  of  it  within 
the  time  limited  by  our  contract,  knowing,  as  we  did,  that  time  wa3  of 
the  essence  of  our  contract,  and  that  it  was  required  of  us  that  our 
contract  should  be  completed  by  the  time  therein  limited.  We  have 
had  to  con'end  with  difficulties  of  no  ordinary  character,  and  the 
facilities  for  getting  our  supplies,  machinery,  carts  and  men  required 
for  the  successful  prosecution  of  the  work,  and  which  we  had  a  right 
to  rely  on  under  the  terms  of  our  contract,  viz.,  the  use  of  the  road 
being  constructed  under  contract  15,  which,  although  by  the  terms  of 
the  contract  the  Government  were  not  bound  to  give  access  by  the  first 
day  of  July,  1879,  they  were  bound  to  do,  to  quote  from  the  specifica¬ 
tions  (Number  98),  ‘sometime  thereafter,'  which  means,  as  we  are 
advised,  within  a  reasonable  time  thereafter,  and  which,  even  up  to 
this  time,  is  not  yet  fully  completed,  and  it  is  only  since  September 
last  that  we  were  permitted  in  any  way  to  avail  ourselves  of  t‘.e  use  of 
that  portion  of  the  road.” 

These  are  the  complaints  of  the  contractors  as  set  down  in 
their  letter  of  7th  January,  1881.  This  is  the  claim  which 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  told  us  he  had  always  resisted,  and  in 
regard  to  which  he  did  not  believe  the  contractors  had  the 
ghost  of  a  claim  on  account  of  delay,  because  the  Government 
had  not  contracted  to  give  them  access  over  contract  15  at  any 
specified  time,  and  he  had  persistently  refused  to  recognise 
this  claim.  I  think  it  strange,  therefore,  that  he  should 
have  allowed  this  part  of  the  claim  to  go  before  the  arbi¬ 
trators.  I  doubt  if  it  was  submitted  to  them  in  definite 
terms.  It  appears  to  have  beeu  included  in  the  award  of 
two  of  the  arbitrators,  and  dissented  from  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  nominee.  It  is  possible  that  the  arbitrators  may 
have  granted,  damages  on  a  claim  which  was  not  intended 
to  be  submitted  to  them.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  to  let 
us  see  the  detailed  case  submitted  by  both  parties  to  the 
arbitration.  If  the  Government  case  contemplates  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  claim  by  the  arbitrators,  I  contend  they 
were  not  only  acting  contrary  to  their  duty,  by  submitting 
such  absurd  claims  to  arbitration  at  all,  but  were  acting 
contrary  to  the  repeated  declaration  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
that  he  had  resisted,  and  would  resist,  the  grant  of  any 
damages  in  connection  with  that  claim.  Then  the  con¬ 
tractors  go  on  to  point  out  that  they  have  got  a  considerable 
quantity  of  plant,  which  turned  out  not  to  bo  necessary  after 
the  reductions  in  rock  work  which  were  made  on  the  road. 
They  specify  derricks,  and  so  on.  They  say  they  had 
made  a  great  deal  of  road  to  get  access  to  their  contract, 
and  that  the  expense  on  this  road  was  so  much  money 
lying  idle  and  unprofitable  to  them,  on  account  of  the  delay 
referred  to.  This  is  another  branch  of  the  first  claim,  and 
if  one  is  not  allowable,  the  other  should  not  have  been 
allowed.  They  go  on  to  make  a  calculation  in  figures,  which 
I  need  not  quote  in  detail,  but  they  point  out  that  the  reduc¬ 
tions  made  by  tho  Goveimment  in  the  quantity  and  quality 
of  the  work  involved  a  reduction  of  $737,500,  which,  with 
allowances  for  increase  on  cost  of  pile-driving  and  trestle- 
work,  and  taking  into  account  a  reduction  on  the  quantity 
of  earth  work,  makes  a  total  reduction  on  the  whole  cost  of 
the  contract  of  $1?173,574.  This  saving,  this  reduction, 


which  Sir  Charles  Tupper  used  to  allude  to  as  a  saving,  has 
almost  entirely  disappeared  since  that  time.  The  contract¬ 
ors  advanced  it  as  a  reason  for  getting  damages.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  advanced  it  as  a  reason  for  claiming  crodit  for  the 
Government.  Now,  if  we  take  into  account  the  $395,000 
awarded  as  damages,  the  large  proportion  of  the 
$926,000  for  which  the  contract  for  finishing  tho 
line  between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg  was  let 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  must  be  applied 
to  the  finishing  of  section  B  alone,  and  all  the  other  expen¬ 
diture  for  arbitration  and  completion  of  work,  nearly  all  this 
large  saving  has  vanished.  The  Government,  in  attempt¬ 
ing  to  make  a  saving,  only  furnished  the  contractor’s  with  a 
claim  for  damages,  which  has  almost  swept  away  the  saving 
itself.  Then  they  go  on  for  two  or  three  pages  in  regard 
to  matters  upon  which  they  feel  themselves  aggrieved.  In 
the  second  letter  they  refuse  to  go  on  with  the  work  at  all 
except  under  certain  conditions  which  they  mention.  The 
great  question  to  be  decided  is  whether  these  two  letters,  in 
all  theirdetail,  in  all  their  contradictoriness  of  statement,  were 
submitted  to  the  arbitrators  as  representing  the  ca3e  of  the 
contractors,  or  whether  some  carefully  prepared  case  was 
submitted  on  their  behalf,  and  an  equally  well  prepared 
case  on  behalf  of  the  Government.  I  doubt  whether  it  will 
be  found  that  a  carefully  prepared  case  was  submitted  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  because,  if  one  had  been,  I 
believe  the  arbitrators  would  have  followed  the  lines  of 
that  case  in  their  award,  and  stated  how  much  was  due 
to  the  contractors  on  each  item,  as  they  did  in  their 
first  award,  where  specific  questions  were  submitted  to 
them.  I  have  not  only  asked  for  the  case  but  for  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  arbitrators,  which  I  think  is  a 
very  important  part  of  the  record  which  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  this  House.  By  a  strange  fatality,  following  many 
other  proceedings  of  the  Government  which  tended  to 
make  this  case  look  suspicious,  it  was  decided  by  the  arbi¬ 
trators  to  exclude  the  representatives  of  the  press 
from  their  meetings,  and  to  keep  their  meetings 
as  secret  as  any  of  the  meetings  of  the  famous  Star  Cham¬ 
ber,  and  so  add  tho  only  element  which  was  needed  to  make 
the  case  look  supremely  and  utterly  suspicious.  All  the 
proceedings  between  the  Government  and  the  contractors 
had  been  shrouded  in  mystery,  and  when  information  was 
extracted,  that  information  was  vague  and  unsatisfactory. 
The  final  trial  of  the  case  between  the  Government  and  the 
contractors  was  shrouded  in  complete  obscurity.  Nothing 
was  allowed  to  leak  out  to  the  public,  except  what  was 
gathered  from  the  general  statements  of  the  contractors  or 
parties  who  had  been,  or  were  to  be,  examined  before  the 
arbitration.  If  the  Government  desired  to  covor  the  case 
with  suspicion  they  could  not  have  adopted  a  better  plan 
than  that  of  securing  the  secrecy  of  the  arbitration.  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  said  last  Session  that  it  was  the  action  of 
the  arbitrators  themselves,  that  they  claimed  that  an  arbi¬ 
tration  was  not  necessarily  a  public  tribunal.  They  may  have 
been  right  in  that.  I  do  not  say  they  were  not.  But  the 
arbitration  would  have  been  mado  a  public  tribunal  if  tho 
Government  had  requested  it.  Tho  exclusion  of  reporters 
was  due  to  the  negligence  of  the  Government  in  not  making 
such  request,  and  that  negligence  was  due  to  a  desire  to 
keep  the  evidence  which  came  before  the  arbitration  from 
the  public.  They  have  succeeded  in  keeping  it  from  the 
public  so  far;  it  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  Minister 
will  succeed  still  further,  by  treating  this  public  evidence  in 
regard  to  a  public  case  as  confidential,  as  he  has  some  other 
matters.  If  he  does  so,  I  think  there  has  been  a  consider¬ 
able  waste  of  public  money,  for  I  find  that  a  certain  firm  of 
reporters,  who  are  not  supposed  to  be  on  the  most  unfriendly 
terms  with  the  Government,  who  are  not  supposed  to  need 
any  little  attentions  of  that  sort  to  make  them  friendly, 
were  paid  the  enormous  sum— for  I  think  it  is  an  enormous 
sum,  under  the  circumstances — of  $3,800  for  reporting  this 
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evidence.  I  think,  after  spending  $3,800  for  having  that 
evidence  reported,  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  bring  it 
down. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  you  will  sit  down  you  shall  have  the 
whole  of  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  we  are  going  to 
get  something  that  we  ask  for.  I  also  ask  for  all  other 
records  not  already  brought  down.  This,  I  think,  will  cover 
the  items  which  I  could  not  specify  without  technical 
knowledge  of  what  passed  before  the  arbitrators  in  regard  to 
the  dissent  of  Judge  Clark  and  the  matters  in  which  he 
differed  from  the  arbitrators. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFC  RAILWAY— REPORT  OF  MR. 
YAN  IIORNE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

Copies  of  the  report  of  Mr.  Van  Horne,  vice-president  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  of  September  last,  and  of  Mr.  S.  B.  Read, 
C.  E.,  of  the  same  month,  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  in  British  Columbia 

And  also,  for  copies  of  the  reports  of  engineers  of  high  standing  as 
to  the  route  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  the  point  where  a  tem¬ 
porary  line  has  been  built,  referred  to  in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Horne 
to  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  of  19th  May,  1884,  and  for 
any  report  of  Mr.  Fleming  on  the  subject,  in  the  possession  of  the  rail¬ 
way  company. 

He  said :  The  reports  to  which  I  have  alluded  wore 
made  public  some  time  ago  by  the  company,  appai*ently, 
and  they  were  printed  in  the  Montreal  Herald  of  Yth  Septem¬ 
ber,  1884.  The  report  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne  is  a  very  interest¬ 
ing  document  to  the  company,  announcing  the  result  of  his 
tour  of  inspection,  more  particularly  over  the  British  Colum¬ 
bia  section.  It  contains,  amongst  others,  these  paragraphs  : 

“From  the  favorable  character  of  the  work  and  the  progress  already 
made,  I  think  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in  completing  the  mountain 
section  within  a  year  from  this  date,  and  for  $1  000,000  less  than  the 
estimate  of  last  winter.  Within  the  same  time,  the  eastern  section  will 
also  be  completed,  so  that  by  September  next  a  through  rail  connection 
between  Montreal  and  the  Pacific  coast  will  be  established.” 

Then  we  are  particularly  informed  that  Mr.  Yan  Horne  is 
happy  to  state,  as  one  result  of  that  trip,  that  his  doubts 
about  the  value  of  the  mountain  section  had  been  entirely 
removed  ;  and  after  giving  interesting  details  of  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  have  removed  those  doubts,  which  had 
unhappily  existed  up  to  that  time  in  the  mind  of  the  vice- 
president  and  engineer  of  the  railway  company,  as  to  the 
value  of  the  mountain  section,  and  after  discussing  other 
portions  of  the  line,  he  proceeds  to  say  : 

“I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has 
more  good  agricultural  land,  more  coal  and  more  timber,  between 
Winnipeg  and  the  Pacific  coast,  than  all  the  other  Pacific  railways 
combined,  and  that  every  part  of  the  line,  from  Montreal  to  the  Pacific, 
will  pay.” 

Well,  I  will  not  trouble  the  House  with  the  details  of 
this,  but  I  think  it  is  such  an  interesting  general  report, 
and  contains  so  many  attractive  statements,  that  it  will  be 
well  that  we  should  have  it  amongst  ou^  records.  Then 
the  report  of  Mr.  Read,  the  engineer  who  was  instructed 
to  make  a  survey  and  inspection  of  the  line,  contains  num¬ 
erous  interesting  particulars;  but  the  one  to  which  I  wish 
especially  to  draw  attention,  is  that  with  reference  to 
the  temporary  track.  Mr.  Read  says  : 

“  I  gave  some  attention  to  the  nine  miles  of  temporary  track  that  has 
been  built  around  a  tunnel,  and  some  heavy  work  in  the  vicinity  of 
Mount  Stephen,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  a  year’s  time  in  completing 
the  road  through  to  the  Pacific.  This  part  of  the  road  has  four  per 
cent,  grades  and  curves,  of  ten  degrees.  As  far  as  I  examined  this 
temporary  line,  I  found  it  thoroughly  built,  with  seventy  pound  rails 
(per  yard),  and  first-class  fastenings.  It  will  answer  all  purposes  for 
traffic  for  years  to  come,  without  material  increase  in  the  cost  of  oper¬ 
ating.  The  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe,  and  other  roads  crossing  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  have  grades  equal  to  or  exceeding  this  one. 

“  I  also  examined  the  section  of  the  proposed  permanent  line  around 
which  the  temporary  line  has  been  built,  and  especially,  as  you  suggested, 
Mr.  Casey. 


the  large  rock  slide  immediately  east  of  the  long  tunnel  through  a  spur 
of  Mount  Stephen.  All  of  the  slide,  except  about  one  hundred  and  fifty 
feet  in  width,  seems  to  have  been  formed  from  gradual  accretions,  as  the 
face  of  the  solid  rock  forming  the  cliffs  south  of  the  line  has  weathered 
and  worn  away.  There  is  no  evidence  of  any  recent  movement  that 
could  not  be  guarded  against.  Bushe3  of  various  kinds  grow  on  the  old 
and  gradually  accreted  portion.  The  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  of  the 
slide  above  referred  to,  is  the  track  of  a  small  stream  that  comes  out  from 
under  a  glacier  about  one  thousand  feet  above  the  grade  line.  This 
glacier  extends  up  Mount  Stephen,  nearly  or  quite  to  the  summit,  the 
upper  portion  being  hidden  from  view  by  a  projecting  spur  of  the  moun¬ 
tain.  This  small  stream  is  gradually  accumulating  debris  from  the  gla¬ 
cier,  and  in  time3  of  extreme  summer  heat,  when  the  largest  amount  of 
snow  and  ice  is  being  melted,  a  flood  of  water  rushes  down  this  slide, 
carrying  with  it  the  accumulated  debris  into  the  valley  below  with  great 
force.  A  truss  bridge  one  hundred  and  fifty  feet  in  length  can  be  built 
over  this  slide  through  which  these  accumulations  can  be  passed  with 
safety. 

“  But  the  temporary  line  around  this  place  is  so  well  built,  and  promises 
to  answer  present  purposes  so  well,  I  should  think  it  unwise  to  spend 
any  money  on  the  intended  permanent  line  until  the  traffic  really  de¬ 
mands  it.” 

I  had  supposed,  from  having  read  this  in  the  newspapers, 
that  thei  e  was  no  question  as  to  the  permanent  line,  as  to 
the  route  which  he  adopted,  and  as  to  the  engineering  pro¬ 
blems  involved  in  its  location  ;  but  another  paper,  which  is 
referred  to  in  the  latter  portion  of  this  motion,  as  to  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne,  of  the  19th  May,  1884,  leads  to  a 
different  conclusion.  It  is  amongst  these  returns  that  were 
brought  dot^n  in  pursuance  to  a  resolution  of  the  House. 
He  says  this : 

“Plans  and  profiles  of  the  proposed  line,  from  the  summit  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains  down  to  the  Columb  a  River,  covering  the  most  diffi¬ 
cult  work  on  the  entire  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  have 
already  been  submitted  to  you. 

“  While  this  section  of  the  line,  with  some  modifications  in  places,  is 
entirely  feasible  and  the  best  that  can  be  obtained,  some  important 
engineering  questions  have  yet  to  be  settle  I,  as  regards  some  portions  of 
it.  It  has  been  examined  by  a  considerable  number  of  engineers  of  high 
standing,  who,  while  agreeing  as  to  the  general  question  of  the  feasibility 
of  the  line,  and  its  merits  as  compared  with  any  other,  differ  widely 
as  to  what  should  be  done  at  particular  points 

“  Several  extensive  boulder  slides  on  the  mountain  sides  have  to  be 
crossed,  and  there  is  some  dou'ot  as  to  the  probability  of  tbe>r  move¬ 
ment  ;  and  at  Tunnel  Mountain,  above  the  line  ot  the  railway,  a  glacier 
exists, the  movement  and  effect  of  which  are  as  yet  unknown,  and  can 
only  be  surmised.  While  the  proposed  permanent  line  is  entirely  feasible, 
notwithstanding  the  existence  of  the  glacier  and  the  boulder  slides,  the 
local  modifications  necessary  to  protect  the  line  against  their  move¬ 
ment.  should  any  be  found  to  occur,  would  materially  increase  ita  cost. 

“  This  difficult  section  occurs  at  the  beginning  of  our  present  sea¬ 
son’s  work,  and  embraces  a  tunnel  through  hard  rock  of  about  1,400  feet 
in  length,  only  about  eleven  miles  from  the  present  end  ot  the  track, 
and  this  tunnel  must  be  completed  before  the  work  beyond  can  be  reached 
to  advantage.  In  the  opinion  of  the  construction  engin<  ers,  this  would 
result  in  delaying  the  final  completion  of  the  line,  nearly  if  not  quite 
one  year.  The  question  of  time  being  an  important  element  in  addition 
to  the  grave  engineering  question  before  mentioned,  the  company,  at 
the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Sandford  Fleming,  who  had  examined  the  line  in 
person  and  whose  suggestion  was  approved  by  all  of  the  engineers 
familiar  with  the  ground,  whose  opinion  was  asked,  decided  upon  a  tem¬ 
porary  line  dropping  down  from  the  summit  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  in  to 
the  comparatively  level  valley  of  the  Kicking  Horse  river,  by  means  of  a 
grade  of  282  feet  per  mile,  following  the  river  valley  several  hundred 
feet  below  the  line  as  located  on  the  mountain  side,  and  intersecting 
the  located  line  again  about  thirteen  miles  from  the  point  of  divergence; 
and  as  some  years  might  be  necessary  to  determine  the  disputed  ques¬ 
tions  regarding  the  permanent  line,  it  was  decided  to  make  the  tempor¬ 
ary  line  available  for  operation  for  as  long  a  time  as  might  be  necessary, 
making  the  gradients  uniform,  the  curvature  as  light  as  practicable,  and 
constructing  the  line  substantially.  This  temporary  line  is  estimated 
to  cost  about  $400,000,  and  the  heavy  gradient  of  232  feet  per  mile  will 
be  four  miles  in  length.  A  heavier  gradient  was  used  without  difficulty 
on  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway,  pending  the  completion  of  a  long  tun¬ 
nel,  and  similar  gradients  have  been  used  on  one  or  more  other  railways 
crossing  the  western  mountain  ranges.  This  heavy  gradient  occurs  on 
a  section  of  the  railway  where  the  traffic  must  be  very  light 
for  many  years,  where  there  will  be  no  local  traffic 
whatever,  and  where  three,  or  at  most  four  trains, 
each  way  per  day  will  carry  all  the  business  to  be  done,  so  that  for  a 
number  of  years  to  come  there  will  be  no  pressing  need  of  a  light  r 
gradient  at  the  particular  point  mentioned,  and  it  would  seem  that  the 
immediate  expenditure  of  the  large  amount  necessary  to  build  the 
permanent  line  at  that  point  would  be  unwise  as  well  as  unnecessary, 
as  it  would  not  appreciably  affect  the  transportation  of  freight  and 
passengers  or  the  cost  of  operations. 

“  Moreover,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  stating  that  the  difference  in  the 
cost  of  constructing  the  permanent  line  at  the  present  time,  when  the 
work  must  be  pushed  to  the  utmost  limits  and  when  wages  are  unnatu¬ 
rally  high,  as  compared  with  doing  it  without  pressure  of  time  and  when 
wages  have  returned  to  normal  rates,  will  amount  to  the  entire  cost  of 
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the  temporary  line,  so  that  in  the  end  the  cost  of  the  railway  when  fully 
completed  will  not  be  affected.  This  expedient  was  decided  on  shortly 
after  the  close  of  the  last  season’s  work,  and  the  cost  of  the  temporary 
line  was  included  in  the  estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  completion  of  the 
entire  permanent,  line  as  submitted  by  the  company  to  the  Government 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament.  Similar  expedient  for  the  saving 
of  time  and  ultimate  expense  are  very  common  on  large  works  of  this 
kind.  The  plan  and  profile  of  this  temporary  line  will  be  submitted.” 

There  are  several  points  which  are  important  in  connection 
with  this  communication.  In  the  first  place,  it  appears 
that  there  is  a  considerable  divergence  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  numerous  engineers  who  have  been  consulted,  and  have 
givon  opinions  as  to  the  method  of  overcoming  the  difficul¬ 
ties  in  the  construction  of  the  permanent  line  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  .Railway  at  this  point.  In  the  second  place,  it 
appears  that  these  differences  of  opinion  are  partly  due  to 
the  circumstance  that  there  are  several  boulder  slides  and  a 
glacier,  the  local  movement  of  which  is  not  ascertained,  and 
it  will  take  several  years  to  ascertain  what  the  local  move 
mont  is,  so  that  engineers  will  bo  able  properly  to  deter¬ 
mine  how  the  lino  may  be  constructed.  While  Mr.  Van 
Horne  assures  us  with  great  positiveness  that  the  line  is 
feasible,  he  equally  assures  us  that  it  will  take  several  years 
to  find  out  the  proper  mode  of  construction,  and  therefore 
the  necessity  of  establishing  a  temporary  line,  which,  he 
thinks,  notwithstanding  the  enormous  through  traffic  which 
is  to  pass  to  and  from  the  east  over  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  will  answer  very  well.  I  should  not  have  said 
“  notwithstanding  the  enormous  traffic,”  because  ho  says 
the  traffic  will  be  very  light  for  many  years,  and  he  thinks 
there  will  be  no  harm  in  having  a  temporary  line  with  a 
grade  of  2.52  feet,  which  is  now  found  to  be  21*7  feet  to  the 
mile.  It  seems  to  be  important  to  obtain  the  opinions  of  those 
engineers  which  are  stated  to  have  been  obtained  by  the 
company,  and  which  indicate  different  methods  or  sugges¬ 
tions  as  to  the  solution  of  this  problem,  which,  however, 
after  inspection  by  those  engineers,  Mr.  Van  Horne  declares 
will  take  several  years  to  solve  before  you  can  get  even  the 
data  for  its  solution.  Then  we  are  told  that  the  Government 
ought  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  the  temporary  as 
well  as  the  permanent  line  out  of  the  loan  and  subsidy,  be¬ 
cause  Mr.  Van  Horne  does  not  presume  to  say  that  the 
price  of  the  permanent  line,  at  the  rate  at  which  work  is 
being  prosecuted,  would  cost  much  more  than  the  tem¬ 
porary  line  if  the  work  was  gone  about  in  a  leisurely 
and  reasonable  fashion,  and  by  prosecuting  the  work  in  a 
reasonable  fashion,  enoifgh  would  be  saved  to  build  both 
the  temporary  and  the  permanent  line.  So  it  appears  that 
the  price  which  is  going  to  be  paid  in  consequence  of  hurry¬ 
ing  through  with  the  work  is  not  quite  clear.  You  find  the 
ergineers  stating  that  $400,000  would  be  saved  on  that 
small  section  of  the  railway  by  goiDg  a  little  slower,  and 
yet  Mr.  Van  Horne  proposes  that  the  country  should  pay 
for  the  temporary  line  because,  he  says,  that  in  the  end  the 
temporary  and  permanent  line  would  cost  no  more  than  the 
permanent  line,  if  we  put  it  through  at  the  same  rate  as  the 
rost  of  the  work  was  prosecuted.  Then  you  have  the  chief 
engineer  considering  this  subject  and  dealing  with  it.  He 
says : 

“  Being  called  upon  to  report  upon  this  matter,  I  have  the  {honor  to 
state  that  my  estimate  of  the  probable  cost  of  the  western  division  of 
the  central  section  did  not  include  the  building  of  a  temporary  line  at 
any  point,  but  was  merely  intended  to  cover  the  cost  of  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  permanent  line  within  two  years.  This  estimate  was  a  close 
one,  and  if  the  construction  of  the  permanent  line  within  that  time  be 
insisted  upon,  there  will  not,  I  believe,  be  any  portion  of  the  loan  or 
subsidy  available  for  the  proposed  temporary  section  ;  and  if  the  plan 
r,.®w  proposed  is  to  be  carried  out,  and  if  the  company  look  to  the  sub¬ 
sidy  and  loan  only,  I  see  no  means  of  doing  it,  unless  both  temporary 
and  permanent  lines  can  be  brought  within  the  limits  of  those  re¬ 
sources.  At  the  same  time,  were  this  temporary  line  in  operation  and 
the  permanent  line  completed,  save  this  gap  of  13  miles,  and  were  the 
construction  of  this  13  miles  allowed  to  proceed  leisurely  during  sev* 
eral  years  after  the  road  is  in  operation,  I  have  no  doubt  it  could  be 
done  more  cheaply  by  at  least  30  per  cent,  than  if  pushed  forward  at 
the  present  time,  when  labor  is  dear  an  <  means  of  access  costly,  i 
lhere^is  no  difficulty  in  working  a  grade  of  232  feet,  and  during  the  ' 


construction  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway  a  course  was  pursued 
similar  to  that  now  suggested  by  the  vice-president.” 

tie  proceeds  to  state  the  instances  on  the  Northern  Pacific, 
and  then  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  My  estimate  of  the  cost  of  this  13  miles,  if  constructed  rapidly,  was 
$978,000 ;  and  [  have  stated  that  if  sufficient  time  be  granted,  it  can,  in 
my  opinion,  be  built  for  at  least  33  per  cent,  less,  or  for  $656,000.  This 
difference,  together  with  the  rails  and  sleepers  available  for  the  tempo¬ 
rary  line,  would  enable  the  company  to  build  the  two  lines  at  an  ex¬ 
penditure  within  my  esti  uate  for  the  permanent  line.  If  this  estimate 
be  correct,  little  or  no  loss  could  arise  from  building  the  temporary  line, 
and  communication  from  ocean  to  ocean  wouli  be  accomplished  earlier 
than  by  permanent  line.” 

There  is  the  statement,  and  upon  that  statement  an  Order 
in  Council  was  passed,  authorising  the  granting  out  of  the 
loan  and  subsidy  of  payments  for  the  construction  of  the  so- 
called  temporary  line.  Those  statements  are,  I  think, 
statements  of  high  consequence.  They  indicate  very  serious 
difficulties  in  the  locating  of  the  permanent  line,  difficul¬ 
ties,  it  is  said,  not  to  be  solved  at  the  present  time.  They 
indicate  tremendous  grades  for  the  line  which  is  to  carry 
the  traffic  over  that  portion  of  the  railway  for  a  great  many 
years.  They  indicate  grades — while  the  maximum  grade 
on  our  standard  railway  is  80  feet  -of  232,  which  now  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  237,  or  nearly  three  times  as  great  as  the  maxi¬ 
mum.  They  indicate,  also,  divergence  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  engineers  as  to  the  method  of  overcoming  the 
permanent  difficulties.  They  indicate  an  exceedingly  light 
traffic  for  this  portion  of  the  line ;  they  indicate  that  the 
rate  at  which  the  work  is  being  pushed  forward  under  the 
arrangement  made  by  the  Government  has  caused  the  cost, 
in  this  region,  and  under  those  circumstances,  to  be  one-half 
as  much  again  as  if  it  had  been  proceeded  with  under  tho 
contract. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Returns  showing  : — 1st.  The  total  number  of  timber  licenses  and  per¬ 
mits  to  cut  timber,  sawlig3,  cordwood,  ties,  or  poles,  on  lands  noc  with¬ 
in  the  disputed  territory,  applied  for  and  refused  since  1st  February, 
1893.  2nd.  The  date  of  each  rejected  application,  and  the  name  and 
residence  of  each  applicant.  3rd  The  geographical  location  of  the 
area  applied  for  and  not  granted,  and  the  area  of  the  same.  4th  The 
offer  of  bonus,  and  Grown  dues  or  stumpage  in  each  or  any  case  accom¬ 
panying  such  application.  5th.  The  reason  assigned  for  refusal  in  the 
case  of  each  of  such  rejected  applications.— (Mr.  Blake, for  Mr.  Charlton.) 

Returns  showing : — 1st.  The  total  number  of  applications  made  and 
not  granted,  for  licenses  or  permits  to  cut  timber,  sawlogs,  cordwood, 
ties  and  poles,  within  the  territory  lately  in  dispute  between  the  Prjv- 
inces  of  Manitoba  and  Ontario.  2nd.  The  date  of  each  rejejted  appli¬ 
cation  and  the  name  and  residence  of  each  applicani.  3rd.  The  geo¬ 
graphical  location  of  the  area  applied  for  and  not  granted.  4th.  The 
offer  of  bonus,  and  of  Crown  dues  or  stumpage  in  each  or  any  case 
accompanying  such  application.  5th.  The  reason  assigned  for  refusal 
in  the  case  of  each  of  such  rejected  applications. — (Mr.  Blake,  for  Mr. 
Charlton.) 

Return  giving  copies  of  all  regulations  or  orders  issued  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  concerning  the  sale  or  management  of  agricultural 
lands,  timber  lauds,  pasture  lands,  mineral  lands  and  town  sites,  since 
26th  February,  1881.— (Mr.  Charlton.) 

Return  showing  : — 1st.  The  names  of  grazing  land  lessees  who  have 
cattle  upon  their  leaseholds  ;  the  number  of  acres  in  each  leasehold  ; 
the  date  of  the  lease  ;  the  geographical  position  of  the  area  covered  by 
each  lease  ;  the  number  of  the  lease  ;  the  number  of  cattle  reported 
on  each  leasehold  ;  the  date  when  the  leasehold  was  first  stocked  with 
cattle  ;  and  the  aggregate  number  of  acres  covered  by  such  leases.  2nd. 
The  names  of  grazing  land  lessees  who  have  not  placed  cattle  upon  their 
leaseholds  ;  the  number  of  acres  in  each  leasehold  ;  the  geographical 
position  of  the  area  covered  by  each  lease  ;  the  number  of  the  lease  and 
the  aggregate  number  of  acres  covered  by  such  leases.— (Mr.  Charlton.) 

Statement  showing : — 1st.  All  sales  of  coal  land3  since  23rd  April, 
1883  ;  the  name  and  residence  of  each  party  to  whom  sales  have  been 
made  ;  the  number  of  acres  sold  to  each  ;  the  price  per  acre  received 
from  each  ;  the  location  ofthe  landsold;  the  total  numberof  acressold, 
and  the  total  amount  received  from  such  sales.  2nd.  All  leases  of  coal 
lands  made  since  23  d  April,  1883;  the  name  and  residence  of  each 
lessee  ;  the  number  of  acres  leased  to  each  ;  the  payments  made  by 
each  :  the  location  of  each  leasehold;  the  total  number  of  acres  leas-d, 
and  tne  total  sum  derived  from  such  leases,  the  considerations  paid  and 
I  royalties  collected  ;  and  also  from  all  other  charges,  if  any.  3rd.  Copies 
'  of  all  applications,  correspondence,  protests,  and  written  communica- 
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tions  in  relation  to  coal  lands  sold  or  leased  since  23rd  April,  1883.— 
(Mr.  Charlton.) 

Return  showing  amount  paid  out  on  account  of  High  Commissioner  to 
London  since  the  creation  of  the  office;  showing  separately  the  amount 
paid  on  account  of  residence,  furniture,  and  all  fittings  and  additions 
thereto,  and  amount  of  salary  paid  to  1st  January,  1885,  and  all  items 
or  allowances  on  account  of  taxes,  light,  fuel,  travelling  and  other  ex¬ 
penses,  including  salaries  of  private  secretary  and  other  servants  or  at¬ 
tendants,  each  item  separately  set  out,  up  to  1st  January,  1885.— (Mr. 
McMullen.) 

Return  showing : — 1.  The  number  of  Canadian  voyageurs  sent  to 
Egypt  last  autumn  under  orders  of  the  Imperial  authorities.  2.  Names 
of  said  voyageurs,  with  places  of  residence  when  enlisted.  3.  The 
names  of  all  officers  of  the  Dominion  forces  or  of  the  militia  of  Canada 
sent  in  command  of  said  voyageurs,  with  place  of  residence.  4.  The 
names  of  all  officers  of  the  Canadian  militia  who  applied  for  permission 
to  join  the  expedition  to  Egypt,  or  offering  in  any  other  capacity.— (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright.) 

Return  showing  : — 1st.  The  total  number  of  applications  for  timber 
licenses  or  berths  in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  and  within  50 
miles  of  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  the  date  of  such  appli¬ 
cation  ;  the  place  from  which  it  was  made;  the  name  and  address  of  the 
applicant  ;  the  area  applied  for  and  the  geographical  situation  of  the 
same  ;  whether  the  application  was  rejected  or  granted,  and,  if  rejected, 
the  reasons  assigned  for  the  same.  2nd.  The  total  number  of  applica¬ 
tions  for  timber  licenses  or  berths  in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia, 
and  within  50  miles  of  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  made 
to  the  Government  of  British  Columbia  and  transmitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  at  Ottawa  ;  the  date  of  such  application  ;  the  place 
from  which  it  was  made  ;  the  name  and  address  of  the  applicant;  the 
area  applied  for  and  the  geographical  situation  of  the  same  ;  whether 
the  application  was  rejected  or  granted,  and,  it  rejected,  the  reason 
assigned  for  the  same.  3rd.  A  summary  statement  showing  the  number 
of  licenses  or  permits  granted,  either  upon  applications  made  at  Ottawa 
or  made  at  Victoria  and  transmitted  to  Ottawa,  designating 
when  the  application  was  made,  the  date  of  the  application  and 
the  name  and  address  of  the  grantee.  4th.  The  geographical  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  area  covered  by  each  license  or  permit  issued,  and 
the  number  of  square  miles  embraced  in  each,  and  the  aggregate 
amount  of  the  same.  5th.  The  amount  of  bonuses  or  per¬ 
missions  received  upon  each  and  the  aggregate  amount  of  the  same. 
6th.  Full  particulars  as  to  the  Crown  dues  or  stumpage  charged  or 
chargeable  upon  each  license  or  permit  issued,  as  to  whether  by  per¬ 
centage  of  values  or  specific  charges.  7th.  A  statement  in  case  of  each 
license  or  permit  issued,  as  to  whether  the  Government  had  caused  a 
survey  to  be  made  of  the  same  and  was  in  possession  of  estimates  made 
by  its  own  surveyors,  woodsmen  or  bushrangers,  as  to  the  kinds,  the 
quantity  and  the  quality  of  timber  upon  each  area  covered  by  such 
license  or  permit.  8th.  Whether,  in  each  case  where  a  license  or  per¬ 
mit  was  granted,  the  berth  was  put  up  at  public  auction,  after  due 
public  notice  was  given,  inviting  tenders,  and  was  sold  to  the  highest 
bidder,  or  whether  granted  upon  application  or  tender  from  the  grantee, 
without  inviting  public  competition.  9th.  In  case  of  application  by 
two  or  more  parties  for  the  same  berth,  and  competition  between  them 
for  the  purchase  of  the  same,  the  name  and  residence  of  each  applicant 
and  the  particulars  of  the  tender  made  by  each.  10th.  Copies  of  all 
claims,  petitions,  remonstiances,  letters  or  communications  made  to  the 
Government  respecting  such  permits  or  licenses,  applied  for  or  granted  ; 
also  a  copy  of  all  maps  or  plans  showingthe  location  and  areas  of  such 
licenses  or  peimits.  11th.  A  minute  of  all  assignments  of  such  licenses 
or  permits  recorded  with  the  Government,  with  the  names  and  residence 
of  the  assignor  and  the  assignee  and  the  consideration  in  each  case 
paid. — (Mr.  Charlton). 

Copy  of  any  further  commission  or  Order  in  Council,  or  correspon¬ 
dence  touching  the  position  or  salary  of  the  High  Commissioner  of 
Canada,  not  already  brought  down. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Statement  showing,  in  the  case  of  each  election  which  has  taken  place 
since  the  general  election  of  1878  (1.)  The  date  of  certificate  of  the 

judge  or  court  showing  the  election  was  void,  or  of  the  communication 
from  members  that  there  was  a  vacancy,  or  of  the  member’s  warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  or  of  any  other  instrument  under 
which  primary  action  was  taken  towards  a  new  election,  specifying  in 
each  case  the  nature  of  the  instrument.  (2  )  Date  of  receipt  by  the 
Speaker  or  clerk,  as  the  caBe  may  be,  of  above  instrument.  (3.)  Date  of 
the  issue  of  Speaker’s  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
to  make  a  new  writ.  (4.)  Date  of  the  receipt  of  the  Speaker’s  warrant 
by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery.  (5.)  Date  of  the  issue  of  new 
writ  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery.  (6. )  Date  of  despatch  of 
new  writ  to  returning  officer.  (7.)  Dates  named  in  new  writ  for  nomi¬ 
nation  and  polling  respectively.  (8.)  Dates  on  which  nomination  and 
polling  took  place.  (9.)  Date  of  return.  (10.)  Date  of  receipt  of  return 
by  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  leases,  correspondence  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  in  possession  of  the  Government,  in  reference  to  the  leasing  of  the 
piece  of  property  in  the  city  of  Kingston  known  as  the  Tete  du  Pont 
Barracks.— (Mr.  Platt.) 

Return  of  correspondence,  reports  of  engineers  and  others,  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  construction  of  a  breakwater  at  Salmon  Point,  together 
with  lists  of  tenders  and  amount  of  each,  and  all  other  documents  in 
possession  of  the  Government  relative  to  the  above  mentioned  work. 
—(Mr.  Platt.) 

Mr.  Blake. 


Return  of  correspondence,  petitions,  reports  of  engineers,  light¬ 
house  inspectors,  and  others,  in  reference  to  change  in  dimensions  or 
location  of  the  lighthouses  known  as  “range  lights,”  at  Weller’s 
Bay,  Ontario. — (Mr.  Platt.) 

Return  showing,  in  detail,  all  moneys  paid  since  the  23rd  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary,  1883,  for  and  on  account  of  all  proceedings,  by  way  of  preparation 
or  otherwise,  in  the  matter  of  the  northerly  and  westerly  boun  caries  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  including  the  expenditure  of  the  reference  ot 
the  said  matter  to  Her  Majesty’s  Privy  Council,  England,  and  including 
fees  to  counsel,  solicitor  and  agents,  and  including  all  sums  paid  to  the 
Hon.  John  O'Connor  in  connection  with  the  said  matter,  and  the  sums 
paid  for  printing  his  report  or  memorandum,  together  with  the  amounts 
paid,  to  whom  and  when  paid  ;  also  all  other  expenses  incurred  with 
respect  to  the  said  matter  or  relating  thereto,  with  the  names  of  all 
persons  to  whom  and  on  what  account  the  payments  were  made,  and  the 
dates  of  such  payments  respectively.— (Mr.  Lister,) 

Copies  of  all  permits,  liberties  or  other  papers  given  to  any  person  or 
persons  to  cut  timber  in  any  part  of  the  territory  declared  by  Order  of 
the  Queen  in  Council  to  be  within  the  Province  of  Ontario  ;  and  of  all 
Orders  in  Council,  departmental  regulations  or  orders  relating  to  the 
same. — (Mr.  Mills.) 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  leases,  correspondence  and  other 
documents  in  possession  of  the  Government,  in  reference  to  the  leasing 
of  the  piece  of  property  in  the  city  of  Kingston  known  as  the  Market 
Battery.— (Mr.  Platt.) 

Return  : — 1.  Of  all  contested  cases  judged  upon  the  merits  in  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  of  Canada,  during  the  twelve  months  ending  1st  February 
instant.  2.  Of  the  dates  of  final  arguments.  3.  Of  the  dates  of  final 
judgment.  4.  Of  the  divisions,  when  such  have  been  among  the  judges, 
at  the  rendering  of  the  final  judgments. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

Copies  of  all  reports,  correspondence,  contracts,  Orders  in  Council 
and  other  papers,  in  connection  with  the  arrangement  under  which  pub¬ 
lic  moneys  have  been  paid  by  the  Government  to  the  Halifax  Steam 
Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  10:30  p.m. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  24th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Throe  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  62)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bank 
of  Winnipeg. — (Mr.  Watson.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  to  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and 
Lake  of  the  Woods  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Watson.) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACT. 

Mr.  CHAPLEALJ.  I  desire,  with  the  consent  of  the 
House,  to  give  notice  of  a  resolution  which  I  desire  to  add 
to  the  resolutions  respecting  the  Civil  Service  Act.  It  is  to 
provide  for  the  salary  of  one  or  more  superintendents  of 
letter  carriers,  the  salary  not  to  exceed  $800.  I  find  this 
has  been  overlooked.  I  therefore  move  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  committee  on  Friday  next  to  consider  the 
following  resolutions  : — 

1.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  each  member  of  the 
Board  of  Examiners  appointed  for  purposes  of  the  Civil  Service  Act, 
shall  receive  a  salary  of  six  hundred  dollars  per  annum. 

2.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  members  of  the 
Board  shall  be  paid  such  travelling  expenses  while  engaged  in  their 
work,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

3.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  appoint  a  secretary  to  the  Board,  with  a  salary  not  exceed¬ 
ing  one  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and  a  clerk  having  a  qualified 
examination  certificate,  to  assist  the  Board,  and  the  latter  shall  be  a 
third  class  clerk  of  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

4.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  minimum  salary 
paid  to  a  chief  clerk  shall  be  one  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars,  with 
an  annual  increase  of  fifty  dollars  per  annum,  up  to  a  maximum  of  two 
thousand  six  hundred  dollars. 


1885 


COMMON'S  DEBATES. 


211 


5.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  when  the  duties  of 

any  superior  officer  or  clerk,  during  his  absence  or  by  reason  of  his 
demise,  but  not  through  superannuation,  are  continuously  performed  by 
an  officer  or  clerk  of  an  inferior  class,  or  junior  rank,  during  a  period 
of  more  than  three  months,  the  officer  or  clerk  performing  such  duties 
may,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Deputy  Head,  concurred  in  fby  the 
Head  of  the  Department,  by  Order  in  Council,  and  provided  that  funds 
are  available  under  Parliamentary  vote  for  such  payment,  receive  in 
addition  to  his  ordinary  pay  the  difference  between  such  ordinary  pay 
and  the  pay  of  the  officer  or  clerk  whose  duties  he  has  performed  for. the 
time  be  has  performed  such  duties.  «m*» 

6.  Resolved,  That  is  expedient  to  provide  that  all  payments  of  money 
to  permanent  employes,  other  than  salaries  to  be  made  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  whether  specifically  stated  or  not 
in  the  estimates  submitted  to  Parliament,  shall  be  made  only  under  the 
authority  of  the  Governor  in  Council. 

7.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  one 
or  more  superintendent  of  letter  carriers,  at  a  salary  not  to  exceed  $800 
each,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  to  the  fact  that  a  return  for  which  I  moved 
last  year,  showiog  the  amount  paid  to  printing  and  publish¬ 
ing  companies  in  the  Dominion  for  a  number  of  years  back, 
has  not  been  brought  down  in  full. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  already  laid  before  the  House 
all  the  information  that  was  in  the  Department  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  subject,  and  nearly  everything  which  was  asked 
for  by  the  motion.  I  hope  to  be  able  to  place  the  remainder 
before  the  House  in  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  TAIL.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
of  Customs  to  the  fact  that  a  return  laid  on  the  Table  yester¬ 
day,  purporting  to  show  the  quantity  of  sugar  imported  at 
Halifax  and  Montreal,  is  incomplete,  so  far  as  regards  Hali¬ 
fax,  inasmuch  as  the  quantity  is  simply  given  in  bulk,  with¬ 
out  giving  the  vessels’  names  or  the  details  for  each  cargo. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the 
paper  laid  before  the  House  contains  all  the  information 
asked  for,  if  not  more  than  was  asked  for.  There  are  two 
distinct  propositions  in  the  motion,  and  only  in  the  second 
— the  one  referring  to  Montreal — are  these  details  asked  for, 
and  in  the  return  they  are  given  for  that  port.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  desires  the  same  information  with  regard  to  both 
ports,  he  should  have  asked  for  it.  I  was  very  particular 
in  ordering  that  full  return  should  be  made,  especially  as 
the  fact  had  come  under  my  observation  and  knowledge 
that  there  has  been  some  discussion  in  the  newspapers  and 
among  the  merchants  as  to  the  relative  value  at  which 
sugars  are  entered. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  Minister  of  Customs  must  surely  have 
seen  that  the  closing  part  of  the  motion  referred  to  both 
places. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  does  not  say  so. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be  understood  other¬ 
wise,  as  it  must  bo  obvious  that  the  object  was  to  get  a  com¬ 
parative  statement,  and  that,  therefore,  tho  return  would  be 
of  no  value  unless  the  figures  were  given  for  each  cargo.  I 
take  it  for  granted,  however,  that  he  will  have  no  objection 
to  furnishing  the  correct  information,  and  if  not  I  suppose 
it  will  be  open  to  me  to  move  another  motion,  as  I  know  he 
is  disposed  to  give  us  all  the  information  we  require.  I 
may  say  that  I  do  not  want  the  information  for  any  par¬ 
ticular  purpose  except  to  enable  me  to  judge  of  the  relative 
value  of  the  sugars  imported. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  possible  objection  to  bring¬ 
ing  down  all  the  information  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  for, 
but  I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  say  whether  Ministers  are 
to  attempt  to  fathom  what  gentlemen  want  when  they  place 
motions  on  the  paper.  If  they  state  distinctly  what  they 
require,  I  am  quite  sure  the  Departments  will  supply  the 


information  at  once.  If  he  requires  a  statement  for  Halifax 
similar  to  that  which  I  have  given  for  Montreal,  I  will 
have  great  pleasure  in  handing  it  to  him  ;  but  in  the  next 
motion  he  puts  on  tho  paper  I  hope  ho  will  kindly  stato 
what  ho  wants  and  all  he  wants. 

THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE  SESSION. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  three  subjects 
that  are  referred  to  in  the  Speech,  upon  which  I  should 
suppose  by  this  time  we  should  be  supplied  with  somo 
papers.  The  first  is  with  reference  to  the  Hudson  Bay  ex¬ 
pedition,  the  report  of  which  was  to  be  laid  before  us.  I 
think  it  is  time  that  we  should  get  this  report.  Then  in  the 
9th  paragraph,  a  statement  is  made  with  reference  to  the 
necessity  of  encouraging  the  speedy  construction  of  linos 
of  railway  through  the  North-West  Territories,  and  wo  are 
told  that  we  shall  be  asked  to  aid  railway  enterprises  by 
liberal  grants  of  land.  If  the  Government  has  adopted  a 
policy  on  that  subject  I  think  the  papers  announcing  that 
policy  should  be  laid  before  us,  even  although  the  form  of 
the  parliamentary  action  to  be  asked  for  is  not  yet  divulged. 
Reference  is  also  made  in  the  Speech  to  the  exhibitions  at 
Antwerp  and  London,  and  we  are  asked  to  consider  the 
best  means  of  aiding  these  objects.  The  same  organs  to 
which  I  referred  a  short  time  ago  indicate  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  adopted  a  policy  in  this  matter,  and  that  com¬ 
missioners  have  been  appointed  who  have  been  engaged  for 
the  prosecution  of  their  work  for  some  time.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  papers  which  would  show  the  policy 
adopted,  as  far  as  possible,  should  also  be  laid  before  us 
without  delay. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  find  on  enquiry  that 
the  report  respecting  the  Hudson  Bay  expedition  is  attached 
to  a  report  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  With 
respect  to  the  grants  to  railways  in  the  North-West  the 
papers  are  all  ready,  with  the  exception  of  those  relating  to 
one  road,  that  is  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western.  That 
company  has  been  urging  an  alteration  in  the  terms,  and 
that  subject  has  been  under  discussion  ;  otherwise  the  papers 
would  have  been  brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  the  others  brought  down  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  I  think  we  should  have  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yos,  I  think  so.  All  the 
correspondence  and  Orders  in  Council  respecting  exhibi- 
bitions  will  be  brought  down. 

THE  BUDGET. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  stated  last  week,  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  that  I  hoped  to  be  able  to  make  the  financial  state¬ 
ment  on  Friday.  The  estimates  for  next  year  are  not  com¬ 
pleted  yet,  and  therefore  I  shall  have  to  name  Tuesday  of 
next  week. 

THE  FACTORY  REPORT. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Can  the  hon.  Minister, 
or  any  member  of  the  Printing  Committee,  say  whether  the 
Factory  Report  will  bo  printed  and  distributed  within  a  day 
or  two  ? 

Mr.  BERGIN.  It  is  being  printed.  It  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  printer  now. 

CHINESE  COMMISSION  REPORT. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  desire  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  Government  when  we  may  expect  the  report 
of  the  Chinese  Commission  ? 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Ask  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  hope  to  have  a  Message  with  the 
report  before  to-morrow. 

THE  DEPUTY  SPEAKEESHIP. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  third  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  26)  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy 
Speaker. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  a  division,  and  Bill  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

CENSUS  OF  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  consideration  of  Bill  (No.  21)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  taking  of  a  census  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
the  North-West  Territories  and  the  District  of  Keewatin,  as 
amended  in  Committee  of  Whole. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  that  motion  is 
put  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  point  to 
which  I  called  their  attention  in  Committee,  respecting  the 
desirability  of  acquiring  information  on  two  or  threo  addi¬ 
tional  points — in  the  first  place,  the  material  of  which  the 
houses  in  the  North-West  are  composed,  in  the  second 
place,  the  number  of  apartments  in  each  house,  and 
in  the  third  place,  the  number  of  families  residing 
under  each  roof.  Now,  I  can  hardly  understand  why  so 
reasonable  a  request,  for  information  which  every  hon. 
gentleman  in  this  House  knows  is  in  itself  valuable, 
bhould  be  refused.  If  I  understood  correctly  the  reason 
offered  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  it  was  partly 
because  he  considered  that  at  the  present  moment  there  were 
too  many  lists  in  the  schedule  committed  to  the  enumera¬ 
tors.  On  that  point  I  shall  have  a  word  or  two  to  say 
presently.  But  1  desire  to  call  attention  to  this  fact,  first, 
that  this  infoimation  is  in  itself  very  desirable,  and  in  the 
next  place,  that  it  will,  if  obtained,  give  us  a  better  means 
of  testing  the  advance  of  the  North-West,  from  time  to  time, 
than  almost  any  other  item  in  the  census  schedule  which 
was  recently  laid  on  the  Table.  This  is  one  of  the  very  few 
items  which,  if  included  in  the  returns,  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  enumerators  to  take  with  reasonable  accuracy, 
in  almost  every  other  case  the  enumerator  is  obliged  to  de¬ 
pend  on  loose  and  vague  statements  made  by  the  parties 
consulted.  In  this  case  he  can  with  his  own  eye  supply 
himself  with  all  the  information  I  desire  him  to  obtain. 
Moreover,  it  can  be  got  at  a  minimum  cost ;  all  that  is  re 
quired  is  to  add  a  line  or  two  to  the  census  paper.  True, 
that  paper  is  already  very  large,  but  no  serious  expense  can 
be  incurred  by  complying  with  the  request  I  make.  In  all 
other  countries  I  know  of,  such  information  can 
be  obtained  fr 'm  one  quarter  or  another,  and  whether 
it  is  or  is  not  included  in  the  census  returns  is  a 
matter  of  no  moment ;  but  if  we  are  to  have  this  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  onl^  by  means  of  the  census  enumerators  that 
we  can  obtain  it.  I  have  always  considei’ed  the  absence  of  this 
class  of  information  from  the  census  of  1871  and  1881,  a  se¬ 
rious  omission  ;  and  I  desire  not  only  to  obtain  it  for  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Territories,  but  I  desire  that  the  prece¬ 
dent  should  be  estabhshed,  so  that  in  taking  future  censuses, 
this  very  valuable  item  of  information  may  form  part  of  the 
regular  details  required  by  law.  Now,  Sir,  in  order  that 
the  House  may  know  that  I  am  warranted  in  saying  that 
the  census,  as  at  present  taken,  abounds  with  a  great  many 
details  which  can  by  no  possibility  be  accu”ate,  I  will  just 
call  attention  to  certain  items  in  the  census  of  188L  I 
find  there  that  nearly  twenty  pages,  and  something  like 
fifteen  distinct  entries  required  to  be  macie  up  all  over  the 
Dominion,  are  devoted  to  items  like  these  :  Total  number 
of  pounds  of  home-made  butter,  pounds  of  home-made 
cheese,  pounds  of  grapes,  bushels  of  other  fruits, 
Mr,  (Shakespeare, 


pounds  of  maple  sugar,  pounds  of  hops,  and  a  variety 
of  items  of  the  same  kind.  Now,  if  accurato  information  on 
these  points  could  have  been  obtained,  the  hon.  Minister 
might  have  been  justified  in  asking  for  it,  and  in  loading 
down  the  census  tables  with  all  these  details;  but  I  put  it 
to  the  common  sense  of  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House 
whether  one  larmer  in  a  hundred,  or  in  five  hundred,  is  able 
to  give  the  census  enumerators  the  number  of  pounds  of 
home-made  butter  or  cheese  he  has  produced,  much  less  the 
number  of  pounds  of  grapes  or  of  maple  sugar.  Any  one 
who  has  paid  any  attention  to  the  way  in  which  such  infor¬ 
mation  is  obtained,  knows  that  farmers  scarcely  ever  dream 
of  keeping  accurate  accounts  of  these  various  matters.  Tho 
fact  is  that  all  these  details  are  simply  guesses,  and  nothing 
more;  not  one  of  them  can  be  depended  on.  They  are 
approximations,  more  or  less  accurate,  generally  less  accu¬ 
rate  than  more.  I  dare  say  the  information  would  be  valu¬ 
able  if  it  could  be  relied  on  ;  but  the  hon.  Minister,  who  is  a 
man  of  piactical  experience,  knows  that  very  few  farmers 
keep  accurate  accounts,  even  of  the  quantity  of  grain  they 
raise,  much  less  of  these  details  with  which  the  census  is 
encumbered.  Now,  I  do  not  want  to  harass  the  Minister, 
but  I  say  that  it  is  an  act  of  pedantry  on  his  part  to  insist 
on  getting  information  on  such  details,  which  he  knows  can¬ 
not  be  accurate,  and  to  refuse  to  get  information  on  the  points 
to  which  I  have  referred.  I  move: 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  considered,  but  that  it  be  re-committed 
to  amend  clause  4  by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  words  : 
“the  material  of  which  each  dwelling  is  constructed,  the  number  of 
rooms  it  contains,  and  the  number  of  families  residing  under  the  same 
root.” 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  of  tho  utmost 
importance  that  we  should  know  what  the  houses  are  mado 
of,  how  man  /  rooms  in  each,  and  so  forth  ;  but  it  is  of  no 
consequence  that  we  should  know  how  many  pounds  of 
sugar  are  made  in  the  country.  Well,  that  is  like  a  great 
many  things  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said.  He  says 
these  people  are  guessing.  It  is  he  who  is  guessing.  He 
says  the  quantity  cannot  be  obtained.  Why,  there  is  not  a 
man  who  makes  sugar,  who  does  not  know  almost  to  the 
very  pound  how  much  he  makes.  Is  there  a  man  who 
raises  hops  who  cannot  tell  how  many  pounds  he  sells  ?  Is 
it  not  ridiculous  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  this  in¬ 
formation  cannot  be  got  directly  ?  It  is  the  very  informa¬ 
tion  you  Can  get  directly. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  not. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  this  House  will  agree  that  it  is 
very  important  we  should  know  how  much  sugar,  how 
many  pounds  of  hops  are  used — much  more  important  than 
to  know  exactly  what  kind  of  timber  a  house  is  made  of 
or  how  many  rooms  it  has.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  sup¬ 
pose  there  is  a  farmer  in  tho  country  who  makes  butter  and 
cheese  who  does  not  know  how  many  pounds  of  each  ho 
makes? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  thing  is  perfectly  ridiculous.  It  shows 
what  an  impracticable  man  the  hon.  gentleman  is.  Let  tho 
hon.  gentleman  condescend  once  in  a  while  to  dine  with  a 
farmer,  to  go  to  a  farmer’s  house  and  look  at  him,  and  the 
farmer  will  tell  him  at  once  that  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  said  is  perfectly  ridiculous.  I  object  to  this  work  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes,  I  do  not  see  any  possible  good 
that  can  come  from  taking  such  information  just  now.  If 
it  were  a  question  of  taking  a  new  census,  I  would  consider 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition;  but  just  now  when  we 
have  taken  a  census  in  the  rest  of  the  Dominion  without 
this  particular  item,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  de¬ 
cide  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Certainly  not. 

Amendment  negatived  on  a  divisiou. 
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Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  propose  to 
move : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  re-committed  to  amend  the  same,  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  the  last  clause  the  following  words:  “that  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  each  enumerator  to  set  down  in  a  separate  column  the  names  of 
all  persons  included  by  him  in  the  population  of  his  district,  who  are 
not  at  the  time  of  the  taking  of  the  said  census  actually  present  in  the 
said  district.” 

Now,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this. 
During  the  taking  of  the  preceding  census,  we,  from  this 
side,  called  attention  to  the  manifestly  fraudulent  intention 
with  which  it  was  taken.  The  result  of  that  census  has 
been  that  we  have  paid  $500,000  for  a  document  as  to 
which  we  only  know  this,  that  it  does  not  contain  one 
single  statement  that  can  be  relied  upon  ;  that  in  the  very 
first  statement,  the  most  important  of  all,  tho  statement  of 
the  number  of  people  who  are  now  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  that  census  has  been  deliberately  and  fraudulently 
falsified,  and  falsified  for  a  purpose  ;  and  that  that  purpose, 
so  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  and  those  who  support  him  could  make  it,  was,  1 
believe,  to  deprive  the  Province  of  Ontario  of  its  legitimate 
representation. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order.  He  has 
no  right  to  say  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  falsified 
those  returns. 

Sir  KICHAED  CARTWRIGHT.  I  say  that  the  cen¬ 
sus  was  taken  in  a  way  to  produce  a  false  representation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  stated 
that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  had  fraudulently  taken  the 
census  for  a  purpose.  In  that  he  is  not  in  order. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  I  say  is,  that 
that  census  has  been  taken  in  a  way  to  render  the  state¬ 
ments  made  in  it  worthless.  That  census  has  been  taken 
in  a  fashion  which  has  caused  several  thousands  of  people 
in  every  Province  to  be  put  down  as  residents  of  this  coun¬ 
try  who  are  not  residents  there.  There  may  have  been 
many  purposes  for  that.  It  may  have  been  from  an 
adherence  to  an  absurd  and  obsolete  system  of  taking  the 
census  ;  and  it  may  have  been  for  the  purposo  of  depriving 
tho  Province  of  Ontario  of  a  large  share  of  the  representation 
to  which  it  is  entitled  ;  it  may  have  been  that  it  was  supposed 
that  by  this  mode  of  taking  the  census  many  thousands 
would  be  counted  to  one  or  other  Province,  which  that  Pro¬ 
vince  was  not  entitled  to  have,  and  in  that  way  that  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  in  which  that  was  not  so  likely  to  hap¬ 
pen,  would  be  deprived  of  a  considerable  portion  of  its 
representation.  But  whatever  may  have  been  the  object, 
whatever  may  have  been  the  purpose,  the  fact  remains  that 
we  have  a  census  which  cost  us  $500,000,  if  not  more,  and 
of  that  census,  no  man  who  takes  the  trouble  to  analyse  it, 
to  scrutinise  its  tables,  can  affirm  with  certainty  any  pro¬ 
position  except  that  in  the  most  important  part  of  all,  it 
exaggerates  by  thousands  of  people  the  number  of  persons 
supposed  to  be  resident  in  Canada.  That  is  tho 
result  of  the  system  which  has  been  adopted.  From 
various  portions  of  the  country  1  have  heard  complaints  as 
to  the  way  that  census  has  been  taken.  Over  and  over 
again,  instances  have  been  given  to  me  in  which  men  who 
have  been  absent  from  this  country  for  three,  five,  seven, 
eight,  and  ten  years,  and  who  have  no  sort  of  intention  of 
returning,  have  been  put  down  as  inhabitants  of  the  Do¬ 
minion  of  Canada.  I  say  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  this 
has  been  done,  because  it  authorises  very  great  and  very 
desexwed  distrust  of  all  the  statements  which  are  made  in 
this  census.  Now,  I  desire,  as  far  as  possible,  to  prevent 
that  fault  being  committed  again.  If  the  hon.  gentlemen 
are  really  desirous  of  giving  us  the  facts,  if  they  really  de¬ 
sire  to  show  us,  not  those  whom  they  imagine  or  whom 
they  think  ought  to  be  in  Canada,  but  who  are  in  Canada — 
jn  any  part  of  it— at  the  time  of  the  taking  of  the  census, 


then  they  can  have  no  objection  to  take  tho  census  in  their 
own  fashion,  but  at  tho  same  time  to  insert  a  column  in 
which  shall  be  stated  the  number  of  persons  and  the  namos 
of  tho  persons  whom  they  admit  not  ,to  bo  in  that  part  of 
Canada  in  which  the  census  is  being  taken  at  the  timo  it  is 
taken.  If  they  do  not  do  that,  then  wo  shall  know  perfectly 
well  that  this  census  is  not  being  fairly  taken,  that  it  is  not 
being  taken  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  tho  number  of 
people  that  aro  here.  Now,  in  the  case  of  Manitoba,  and 
the  other  territories,  there  is  a  double  reason  for  this. 
Naturally  enough,  the  people  who  suppose  that  they  may 
receive  additional  subsidy  or  additional  representation  by 
virtue  of  this  census,  may  be  a  little  disposed  to  exaggerate 
their  number.  That  is  ono  of  tho  points  in  which  tho 
enumerator  is  often  obliged  to  take  the  statements  of  tho 
head  of  a  family  without  being  able  to  satisfy  himself  of 
their  perfect  accuracy.  By  doing  what  I  propose  tho 
Minister  may  secure  a  return  according  to  his  own  fashion, 
if  he  pleases,  but  he  will,  at  least,  give  us  the  means  of 
checking  this  return,  of  ascertaining  who  wero  in  the 
country  at  the  time.  There  can  be  no  excuse  hero  such 
as  was  applied  in  other  cases,  that  a  large  number  of 
people,  at  the  time  of  taking  the  census,  might  be 
absent  in  the  prosecution  of  their  ordinary  avocations. 
That  excuse  cannot  be  applied  to  tho  Province  of  Manitoba. 
All  that  we  demand,  all  that  I  demand,  in  this  matter  is 
that  tho  Minister  shall  have  a  separate  column,  in  which  tho 
names  of  those  who  are  not  at  the  time  the  census  is  taken 
residing  in  Manitoba  shall  be  stated.  H  he  declines,  there 
can  be  only  one  inference  to  be  drawn,  and  it  is  that  this 
census  is  to  be  utterly  incorrect,  that  this  census,  for  which 
I  presume  we  shall  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  large  sum  of 
money,  will  be  so  incorrect  in  regard  to  the  most  important 
figure  of  it  that  we  shall  only  know,  as  wo  know  in  regard 
to  tho  census  of  1881,  that  it  does  not  show  the  number  of 
people  actually  at  that  time  residing  in  Canada. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  exercised  his  usual  calm  discretion  in  using 
the  language  he  did  in  proposing  this  amendment.  Ho  said 
that  this  system  was  obsolete  and  effete,  though  it  is  the 
same  which  has  always  existed  in  Canada,  and,  I  think,  in 
the  United  States,  and  I  am  not  suro  whether  it  exists  in 
England  or  not — no,  it  does  not  exist  in  England — but  tho 
position  of  the  population  in  the  United  States  is  similar  in 
almost  every  respect  to  that  of  Canada,  and  therefore  this 
system  must  be  considered  an  effective  system  and  not  at  all 
obsolete  or  absurd.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  justi¬ 
fied  in  taking  that  lino,  especially  as  tho  system  was  adopted 
and  approved  of  by  Parliament,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  exercise  his  usual  discretion  when  he  said  not 
only  that  this  was  done  for  a  purpose,  but  that  it  was  done 
for  an  improper  purpose,  for  the  purpose  of  depriving  Onta¬ 
rio  of  its  proper  proportion  of  population,  and  that  not  only 
were  the  Government  and  the  Minister  chargeable  with  that 
improper  purpose,  but  those  who  supported  them  were  also 
chargeable  with  it.  In  other  words,  the  hon.  gentleman 
charged  all  the  members  from  Quebec,  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick,  Prince  Edward  Island,  Manitoba  and  British 
Columbia  with  having  entered  into  a  fraudulent 
conspiracy  to  rob  poor  Ontario  of  its  proper  repre¬ 
sentation.  That  is  the  deliberate  statement  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  do  not  think  that  those  gentlemen  in  the 
House  who  were  here  at  the  time  when  the  census  was  settled 
will  admit  that  that  charge  is  a  correct  one.  With  regard 
to  the  motion,  the  desire  of  my  hon.  friend  who  has  charge 
of  this  Department  is  to  have  the  census  taken  in  exactly 
the  same  way  as  the  last  census  was  taken,  to  the  same  ex¬ 
tent  and  with  the  same  particulars,  so  that  it  will  be  on  all 
fours  with  the  census  of  1881.  When  the  next  general 
census  takes  place  and  the  whole  subject  is  resumed,  it  may 
be  that,  with  the  progress  of  the  country  and  with  the  in- 
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creased  light  of  experience,  the  de  jure  system  may  be 
altered  and  the  system  adopted  which  now  obtains  in  Eng¬ 
land,  where  there  is  a  fixed  population,  where  the  people  are 
not  transitory  to  anything  like  the  same  degree  as  they  are 
in  Canada.  The  general  directions  which  are  given  with 
respect  to  the  mode  of  taking  the  census  are  shortly 
these : — 

“  The  principle  adopted  for  the  registration  of  the  population  is  that 
which  is  called  by  statists  the  population  de  droit  or  de  jure  ;  that  is, 
the  population  legally  domiciled  within  the  territory  of  the  Dominion, 
and  including  all  persons  who  maybe  temporarily  absent  from  their 
place  of  abode,  whether  at  the  fisheries,  at  sea,  or  in  the  forest,  wilder¬ 
ness,  etc. 

“  All  persons  are  to  be  registered  in  the  Province  and  particular 
locality  in  which  their  home,  family  dwelling  or  place  of  abode  is 
situaie,  although  they  may  happen  to  be  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion, 
in  the  forest,  or  at  sea,  or  in  foreign  parts,  on  the  day  with  reference 
to  which  the  census  is  taken. 

“In  order  to  make  the  details  of  this  system  of  registration  very 
c'early  understood,  cases  that  will  occur  in  practice  are  furnished  in 
the  form  of  instruction  as  follow : — 

“Sea-faring  men  or  fishermen  at  sea  on  the  coast,  lumbermen  or 
hunters  in  the  forest,  merchants  or  tradesmen,  or  laborers,  or  travellers, 
or  students,  or  any  others  happening  to  be  temporarily  absent  from 
fume  aud  not  permanently  settled  elsewhere,  are  not  to  be  considered 
as  absent  for  the  purpose  of  the  census  ;  but  their  names  are  to  be 
registered  by  the  enumerator  as  being  present.  Therefore,  the  names 
of  seamen  at  sea,  college  students  ana  school  children,  of  the  sick  in 
hospitals,  of  inmates  temporarily  present  in  educational,  charitable,  or 
penal  institutions,  are  to  be  taken  down  in  their  own  Provinces,  at 
their  own  domiciles  or  homes,  and  not  at  temporary  abiding  places  or 
institutions.  In  other  words,  all  living  members  of  one  family  are  to 
be  registered  as  being  present  at  ths  family  abode,  unless  they  are 
settled  in  homes  of  their  own,  or  have  left  the  country  with  the  inten¬ 
tion  not  to  return.  ” 

This  system,  I  think  is  the  one  best  adapted  to  our  scattered 
and  transitory  population,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake  to  have  the  census  taken  on  any  other  principle, 
introducing  new  particulars,  from  that  which  obtained  in 
1881.  We  want  the  census,  in  the  first  place,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  comparison,  and,  secondly,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer¬ 
taining  the  scattered  population  in  the  North-West,  and  I 
thinkjthe  people  of  the  North-West  will  feel  that,  instead  of 
it  being  the  desire  of  my  friend  to  exaggerate  the  population 
there,  he  is  trying  to  diminish  the  actual  number  of  people 
in  the  North-West  by  the  course  he  is  taking.  I  hope  the 
non.  gentleman’s  amendment  will  not  be  carried. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  unable  to  agree  in  the  reasoning  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  or  in  the  accuracy  of  his  historical 
retrospect  of  the  adoption  of  this  system.  I  recollect  very 
we  1  when  the  first  Census  Act  was  passed  providing  for 
the  census  of  1871.  I  recollect  enquiring  across  the  floor — 
I  think  it  was  I  who  made  the  enquiry,  but,  at  any  rate,  I 
recollect  an  enquiry  being  made  as  to  the  principle  upon 
which  that  census  should  be  taken,  the  de  facto  or  the  de 
jure  system.  I  recollect  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  then 
as  now  the  First  Minister,  answering  that  it  would  be  taken 
on  the  de  facto  system,  which  he  thought  the  proper  sys¬ 
tem  ;  and  that  measure  passed  on  the  faith  of  that  state¬ 
ment  that  the  census  would  be  taken  on  the  de  facto  system. 
But,  when  we  came  back,  we  found  that  it  had  been  taken 
on  the  de  jure  system.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentle 
man  made  the  statement  in  good  faith,  that  it  was  his  inten¬ 
tion  to  have  it  taken  on  the  de  facto  system,  but,  without 
further  consulting  Parliament,  he  changed  his  mind  and 
had  it  taken  on  the  de  jure  system  and  that  is  how 
we  got  into  the  way  of  the  de  jure  census.  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  amendment 
involves  a  departure  from  the  de  jure  system.  I  en¬ 
tirely  agree  with  him  that  having  had  our  census  of  1871 
and  that  of  1881  on  the  de  jure  system,  and  this  being 
one  for  the^purpose  of  comparison,  the  same  general  prin¬ 
ciple  ought’to  apply;  otherwise  I  should  advocate  a  census 
on  the  de  facto  system.  But  we  galled  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  on  the  last  occasion  of  the  dis- 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


cussions  in  Parliament,  to  the  importance  of  securing  this 
additional  information  in  that  sense.  Now,  nothing  that 
my  hon.  friend  proposes  is  to  make  this  census  less  accu¬ 
rately  one  capable  of  being  compared  with  the  results  of 
the  census  of  1881.  He  does  not  propose  that  the  principle 
shall  be  altered  in  the  slightest  degree;  he  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  that  the  column  shall  be  changed,  that  the  instructions 
shall  be  changed,  that  auything  shall  be  done  except  to  pro¬ 
vide  this  additional  information  not  provided  by  the  census 
of  1881,  and  what  those  of  us  who  have  given  attention  to 
that  subject  know  to  be  the  facta  of  the  census  of  1881,  and 
know  to  be  essential — this  additional  information  as  to  the 
number  who  are  taken  as  inhabitants  of  the  district  and  who 
are  not  within  the  district.  I  have  had  it  from  men  in 
various  parts  of  this  Dominion,  to  whom  the  enumerators 
applied,  that  they  were  asked:  Well,  how  many  children 
have  you?  So  many.  Well,  are  they  here?  No. 
A  son,  two  sons,  a  daughter,  two  daughters,  are  away. 
Where  away?  In  the  States.  How  long  away?  Ten, 
fifteen,  twenty  years.  Well,  do  you  think  they  will  never 
return  ?  Oh !  I  can’t  say  they  will  never  return.  I  hope 
to  see  my  son  again,  I  hope  to  see  my  daughter  again. 
Down  they  went,  although  it  was  quite  certain  that  if  they 
did  return  they  would  return  only  as  visitors  to  the  paren¬ 
tal  home,  although  they  had  adopted  a  new  residence. 
Now,  I  have  had  that  statement  made  to  me  over  and  over 
again  by  respectable  individuals  whom  I  saw,  and  who 
voluntarily  communicated  the  fact  to  mo  in  particular  dis¬ 
tricts.  Gentlemen  who  had  taken  pains  to  ascertain  found 
that  in  the  census  district  with  which  they  were  connected, 
numerous  instances  of  this  kind  occurred,  cases  in  which 
the  party  who  was  counted  had  in  no  case  been  less  than 
ten  years,  and  in  some  cases,  twenty  years  away.  All  that 
is  asked  is  that  we  shall  have  this  check  upon  the  operations 
of  the  enumerator,  and  this  piece  of  information  for  the 
public — how  many  men  and  women,  what  percentage  of 
the  whole  numbers  -whom  you  count  as  residents  of  the  dis¬ 
tricts  are,  in  fact,  at  that  time,  non-residents ;  that  is  all. 
The  very  circumstance  that  the  enumerator  is  called 
upon  to  give  this  statement  will  bean  important  chock; 
it  will  be  an  important  lever  towards  accurate  enumera¬ 
tion.  He  will  be  told  lhat  if  he  reports  a  very 
large  percentage  on  the  total  number  as  belonging  to 
a  district  who  were  not  present,  when  the  visit  was 
made,  this  fact  will  cast  suspicion  upon  his  enumera¬ 
tion,  and  he  will  be  disposed  to  be  mor-e  rigid  than 
the  enumerators  were  formerly  as  to  whom  he  shall 
count.  These  instructions  were  offered  for  his  guidance 
when  the  last  census  was  taken.  They  are  admirable 
instructions  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  has  read  them  to  us,  but 
we  know  they  were  not  complied  with.  We  know  that  these 
instructions  which  dealt  with  men  who  were  temporarily 
absent  on  a  fishing  voyage,  with  the  girl  at  a  boarding 
school,  were  extended  by  the  enumerators  to  cases  of  per¬ 
sons  who  wore  not  in  that  position,  but  ware  in  the  position 
I  described  a  little  while  ago.  While  we  cannot  ascertain 
that  while  you  cannot  call  upon  the  enumerator  to  state  the 
duration  of  the  absence  of  each  person  whom  he  counts,  you 
can  take  that  broad  and  general  test  of  how  many  of  all 
you  count  are  actually  there — what  proportion  are  there 
and  what  proportion  are  away.  I  say  that  is  an  easy  thing 
to  be  done.  It  does  not  add  to  the  cost,  it  does  not  add  to 
the  complexity,  but  it  will  add  to  the  accuracy  and  value 
of  the  census  very  much. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Sir  Bichard  Cartwright : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  recommitted  to  amend  the  same,  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  last  clause  the  following  words  :  “  That  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  each  enumerator  to  set  down  in  a  separate  column  the  names  of  all 
persons  included  by  him  in  the  population  of  the  district,  who  were  at 
the  time  of  the  taking  of  said  census  actually  present  in  the  said  dis¬ 
trict” 
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Yeas  : 


Messieurs 


Allen, 

Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Bechard, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 

Bourassa, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Casgrain, 

Catudal, 

Charlton, 

Cockbum, 

Cook, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 


Edgar, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Glen, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Holton, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Jackson, 

Kine, 

Kirk, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Lister, 

Livingstone, 

Mackenzie, 

McCraney, 


MtTsaac, 

McMullen, 

Mills, 

Mn  lock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Platt, 

R»v, 

Rinfret, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 
Scriver, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Springer, 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells, 

Wilson,  and 
Yeo. — 62. 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Amyot, 

Bain  (Soulanges) 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Beaty, 

Bell, 

Belleau, 

Benoit, 

Benson, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Blondeau, 

Bosse, 

Bourbeau, 

Bowell, 

Bryson, 

Burns, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 


Dupont, 

Farrow, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

Gaudet, 

Gigault, 

Girouard, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Guillet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Hilliard, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kinney, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Landiy  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 


McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Massue, 

Mitchell, 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

O’Brien, 

Ouimet, 

Paint, 

Pmsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn. 

Reii, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 
Royal, 

Rykert, 

Scott, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Spronle, 

Stairs, 

Taschereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tilley, 

Townshend, 

Tnpper, 

Tyrwhitt, 

W allace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 


White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
Desaulniers  (Mask’nge), Mackintosh,  White  (Renfrew), 

Desaulniers  (St  M’rice), McMillan  (Vaudreuil),  Wigle, 

Desjardins,  McCallum,  Williams, 

Dickinson,  McDougald  (Pictou),  Wood (Brockville), 

Dodd,  McDougall  (0.  Breton), Wood  (Westmoreland), 

Dundas,  McGreevy,  Wright.— 120. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  beg  to  move  in  amendment : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  recommitted,  so  as  to  provide  that  the  census  be 
taken  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  in  the  Districts  of  Assiniboia, 
Alberta  and  Saskatchewan. 


I  need  not  detain  the  House  with  any  observations.  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  that  subject  when  the  Bill  was 
before  us  for  a  second  reading.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  know 
that  the  North-West  Territory  embraces  about  two  million 
square  miles,  and  the  District  of  Keewatin  is  of  very  con¬ 
siderable  extent.  I  mentioned  the  other  day,  and  I  repeat 
it  now,  that  there  are  no  settlements  in  the  District  of 
Keewatin,  and  there  are  no  indications  that  there  will  be 
any  settlement  there  for  years  to  come ;  that  the  districts  I 
have  mentioned  are  districts  within  which  the  Government 


have  for  some  years  been  carrying  on  surveys,  through 
which  a  railway  runs,  and  where  any  projected  lines  of 
railway  that  may  be  undertaken  for  some  time  to  come  will 
be  found.  It  embraces  the  whole  country  known  as  the 


fertile  bolt.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  tho  Government  are 
anxious  to  ascertain  the  population  of  the  North-West 
Territory  for  practical  purposes  oftener  than  once  in  ten 
years,  they  should  confine  their  operations  to  those  districts 
where  settlement  is  going  forward.  I  havo  in  my  hands 
here  a  map  showing  those  districts  where  they  are 
going  forward.  There  will  bo  amplo  room  for  tho 
work  which  the  Government  proposes  to  undertake 
within  these  particular  limits.  The  districts  not  embraced, 
that  is,  the  territory  lying  north  of  the  fertile  bolt 
and  the  whole  Keewatin  District,  are  districts  to  which  no 
settlers  have  gone  in,  where  no  population  will  bo  found 
except,  perhaps,  a  few  trappers  who  are  engaged  in  trading, 
and  the  Indians,  who  are  of  nomadic  habits.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  proposition  is  a  reasonable  one.  It  is  consistent 
with  the  duties  this  House  owes  to  the  public,  because  it 
embraces  the  whole  territory,  within  which  it  is  desirable 
the  work  should  be  done  which  the  Government  havo 
brought  under  the  attention  of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  matter  was  discussed 
when  this  Bill  was  before  the  House  before.  The  officials 
will  make  enquiry  in  the  vicinity  of  Winnipeg  and  thore- 
abouts,  and  if  there  are  no  people  in  Keewatin  there  will  be 
no  census  ;  if  there  are  any  white  people  or  half-breeds  they 
will  be  taken. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mills)  negatived  on  a  division. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

MARITIME  COURT  OF  ONTARIO 

Order  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
11)  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime  Court  of 
Ontario  (Mr.  Allen)  read. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  I  think  there  was  a  sort 
of  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
that  this  Bill  should  ho  postponed  for  some  considerable 
time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  was  thrown  out  from  the  other  side. 
The  hon.  gentleman  threw  it  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  received  to-day  a 
deputation  of  a  number  of  shipowners,  of  large  shipowners, 
who  are  alarmed  at  the  effect  which  this  Bill  would  have  if 
it  became  law.  They  had  a  meeting  last  week  in  Toronto, 
and  the  Toronto  association  appointed  a  respectable  and 
influential  body  of  representatives  to  protest  against  this 
Bill.  I  desire  that  all  the  objections  to  the  measure  shall 
be  set  out,  and  then  fully  considered.  I  hope  the  hon. 
member  will  not  press  the  Bill,  because  thei'e  is  no  hurry 
about  it. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Let  the  Order  stand . 

WHARVES  AND  DOCKS  IN  NAVIGABLE  WATERS. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  18) 
respecting  wharves,  docks  and  pieis  constructed  in  navig¬ 
able  waters.  He  said  :  This  Bill,  of  which  I  have  charge, 
is,  as  I  stated  on  a  previous  occasion,  of  considerable  interest 
and  importance  to  the  shipping  interest  of  the  Dominion 
and  to  our  mercantile  people.  It  deals  with  a  question 
hitherto  untouched  by  our  legislation,  and  affects  particu¬ 
larly  that  kind  of  property  of  which  there  is  so  much  in  the 
Dominion,  namely,  wharf  property,  and  the  rights  of  owners 
to  grants  of  water  lots  in  navigable  waters.  According  to 
the  law  as  it  now  stands  and  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada  in  several  cases,  there  is  no  legislation  by 
which  the  owner  of  a  grant  of  a  water  lot  can  erect  on  that 
water  lot  a  wharf.  The  law  lays  down  that  a  wharf  built 
in  such  waters  can  be  deemed  an  obstruction,  and  is  an 
obstruction  to  navigation,  all  the  Queen’s  subjects  having 
a  right  to  navigate  without  interruption  navigable  waters. 
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So  that  the  different  wharves  and  structures  in  the  harbprs 
of  this  country  are  at  present  in  such  a  position  that  they 
are  liable  to  destruction,  and  the  owners  have  no  redress. 
This  subject,  being  one  of  great  importance,  I  propose  that 
this  Bill  be  read  the  second  time  and  carefully  considered  by 
a  Select  Committee,  because  I  am  aware  that  great  caution 
must  be  exercised,  and  I  must  confess  that  the  clauses  have 
not  been  so  carefully  considered  as  is  desirable  in  a  Bill 
dealing  with  such  an  important  subject  as  this  treats.  After 
the  Bill  has  been  read  a  second  time,  I  shall  move  that  it 
bo  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  which  I  am  prepared  to 
name,  so  that  the  whole  subject,  and  the  different  decisions 
affecting  it,  which  have  been  given  by  our  own  courts,  may 
be  carefully  considered,  and  some  measure  arrived  at  which 
will  satisfactorily  deal  with  the  question.  In  Massachusetts 
the  subject  was  dealt  with  long  ago,  when  that  State  was  a 
British  colony;  and  there,  I  believe,  there  was  power  vested 
in  a  local  authority  delegated  by  the  Legislature,  by  which 
the  local  authority  or  superintendent  decided  how  a  wharf 
should  be  built  or  a  dock  constructed.  And  by  dock,  as 
stated  in  the  Bill,  I  mean  what  we  generally  under¬ 
stand  in  Canada  as  a  dock — water  botween  different 
wharves,  in  which  ships  lie  from  time  to  time.  This 
Bill  is  drafted  somewhat  after  the  Bill  dealing  with 
the  erection  or  construction  of  booms  in  navigable 
wators,  and  provides  for  the  filing  of  a  plan  of  any 
proposed  wharf  or  dock,  tho  same  to  bo  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council  ;  and  it  proposes  in 
respect  to  those  wharves  already  erected  and  standing,  as  I 
sa3q  without  any  legislative  authority  and  therefore  exist- 
ing  by  mere  sufferance,  to  legalise  them  for  a  year,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Boom  Bill  of  1S83.  If  those  different 
wharves  are  not  approved  within  a  year,  they  will  be 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  booms  in  a  like  position  are 
treated  under  the  Boom  Bill.  This  Parliament  has  dealt 
with  the  question  of  obstruction  in  navigable  waters  in  the 
Boom  Bill  of  1883,  and  last  Session  the  subject  was  also 
touched  upon  in  tho  amendments  to  the  Public  Works  Act, 
chap.  16,  Act  of  1884,  where  tho  right  of  supervision  was 
vested  in  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  and  the  Minister  of 
Marine  in  regard  to  tho  foreshore.  I  move  that  tho  Bill 
be  road  a  second  time. 

Mr.  KAULBACH.  I  hope  this  Bill  appearing  for  its 
second  reading,  is  not  intended  to  have  a  retrospective 
effect,  or  that  it  will  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  rights 
of  private  parties,  rights  to  lands  and  lands  covered  by 
water,  vested  in  them  by  the  Local  Legislatures  of  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces  previous  to  the  passage  of  the  Act  known 
as  the  British  North  America  Act  of  1867. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  So  far  as  this  Bill  deals  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  wharves  and  piers  in  those  portions  of  the 
navigable  waters  which  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada, 
by  its  decisions,  have  determined  to  be  under  the 
control  of  the  Dominion  Government  and  the  Dominion 
Parliament,  I  have  no  objection  to  it.  But  so  far  as  it 
attempts  to  legislate  away  existing  vested  rights  in  wharves 
and  piers  which  have  been  legally  built  by  the  authority  of 
local  statutes,  and  in  waters  where  the  Dominion  authorities 
have  not  sole  control,  I  do  object.  The  matter  is  a  very 
important  one,  for  perhaps  the  line  where  the  provincial 
jurisdiction  ends  and  the  federal  jurisdiction  begins  is  not 
very  clear.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  right  in  refer¬ 
ring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committe,  for  in  its  present  form 
it  is  one  which  can  never  be  consented  to.  For  instance, 
many  of  these  wharves  and  piers  were  built  70  or  80  years 
ago  under  a  local  statute  and  they  are  perfectly  legal.  They 
do  not  interfere  with  navigation,  and  at  any  rate  they  are 
essentialy  necessary,  and  to  say  that  it  should  be  within  the 
power  of  the  Dominion  executive  to  declare  them  illegal 
structures,  or  to  interfere  with  these  vested  rights,  would 
bo  monstrous.  I  understand  that  tho  leader  of  tho  Govern- 
Mr.  Topper, 
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ment  himself  does  not  assent  to  such  a  proposition  ;  but  I 
believe  that  under  the  Bill  that  would  be  the  effect,  and 
that  no  matter  under  what  authority  the  wharf  was  con¬ 
structed,  if  the  Dominion  Government  doos  not  approve  of 
it,  it  becomes  a  nuisance.  So  far  as  the  Bill  legislates  in  that 
direction  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  it,  but  so  far  as  it  is  pros¬ 
pective  in  its  operations,  and  is  confinod  to  waters  over 
which  the  Dominion  Government  has  control,  I  think  its 
object  may  be  a  good  one.  If  I  vote  for  the  second  reading, 
it  must  be  with  the  distinct  understanding  that  I  oppose 
the  retrospective  character  of  the  Bill  and  those  clauses 
which  interfere  with  vested  rights. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
quite  right,  as  the  Bill  is  one  which  will  not  interfere 
with  the  legislative  action  of  the  different  Provinces.  It  is 
of  a  similar  character  with  an  Act  passed  in  45  Victoria 
respecting  bridges  over  navigable  rivers,  and  also  48  Vic¬ 
toria,  chapter  43.  I  quite  agree  with  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  friend,  the  promoter  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Tupper),  that  it 
should  go  to  a  Special  Committee,  and  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  Charlottetown  (Mr.  Davies) - 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  the  hon.  gontleman’s  name  on  tho 
committee  which  I  intend  to  propose. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  the  Government  does  not 
think  proper  to  take  charge  of  this  measure  as  it  is  a  much 
more  important  ono  of  necessity  than  the  analogous  one  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers,  with  reference  to  booms 
in  navigable  waters.  Its  application  is  much  more  extended, 
and  yet  the  Government  thought  the  other  measure  import¬ 
ant  enough  to  briog  it  down  as  a  Government  Bill.  Of 
course  that  does  not  prevent  its  being  within  the  compe¬ 
tence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  introduce  it  to  the 
attention  of  the  House — I  am  not  raising  that  question — 
but  I  think  a  measuro  which  affects  such  a  num¬ 
ber  of  existing  interests  of  one  kind  and  another  should  be 
dealt  with  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Government,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  seen  the  hoD.  gentleman  offer  to  take 
charge  of  this  Bill.  If  there  have  been,  as  I  believe  there 
have  been,  in  various  localities  throughout  Canada,  wharves 
or  piei’s,  or  what  we  sometimes  call  docks — because  that 
word  is  oftentimes  in  the  West  applied  to  the  wharf  instead 
of  to  the  water-space  between  two  wharves — erected  for 
whole  generations  without  formal  or  legislative  or  executive 
authority — and  if  all  are  to  be  placed  in  this  precarious 
position,  that  the  right  of  the  present  proprietors  is  to  be 
subject  to  their  bringing  in  their  maps  and  plans  within 
twelve  months,  and  getting  the  assent  of  the  Governor  in 
Council,  I  am  afraid  there  may  occur  a  vast  amount  of 
utterly  unnecessary  expense  to  multitudes  of  persons.  I  do 
not  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  is  intended  to  render- 
lawful  wharves  and  piers  which  are  at  present  lawful. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No,  it  is  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Quite  so ;  I  was  speaking  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  intention,  and  not  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
done.  But  mark  this  ;  it  being  now  the  statement  of  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  that  he  does  not  intend  to  ask  us  to 
make  unlawful  those  which  are  lawful,  the  first  section 
applies  only  to  those  which  are  unlawful  at  this  day.  To 
what  end,  therefore,  shall  you  provide  that : 

“No  wharf,  dock,  or  pier,  shall  be  constructed  or  maintained  (except 
only  as  provided  by  section  4),  etc.” 

At  this  moment,  all  the  wharves  and  piers  which  this  Bill 
can  at  all  affect  must  be  wharves  and  piers  which  can  be 
dealt  with  as  nuisances,  which  are  unlawful  now  ;  and  why 
then  declare  that  twelve  months  from  date,  they  shall  be¬ 
come  nuisances  and  shall  not  be  maintained?  It  must  be 
to  facilitate  the  proceedings  for  their  destruction,  for  their 
abatement,  and  render  it  easier  that  the  ancient  wharves  or 
piers  in  respect  of  which  there  might  be  some  presump¬ 
tion,  or  at  any  rate  an  extreme  disinclination  on  the  part 
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of  a  jury  or  tribunal  to  deal  with  adversely  and  deal  with 
them  on  tho  same  footing  as  if  they  had  been  erected 
a  year  or  two  ago.  I  think  that  would  be  an  unfortunate 
state  of  things.  My  impression  is  that  in  the  vast  majority 
of  cases  to  which  the  Bill  applies,  it  will  be  found  that  no 
harm  is  done  to  navigation  and  no  disturbance  will  take 
place,  by  tho  proprietors  of  the  wharves  or  piers.  But  if 
you  are  to  expressly  declare  that  their  title  is  bad,  if  you 
are  to  negative  the  legality  of  their  maintenance,  you  cal 
on  them  to  come  in  here  and  bow  down  to  my  hon.  friend 
before  me  and  prepare  plans,  and  then,  if  he  thinks  proper, 
they  must  go  down.  Then  my  hon.  friend  objects  that  the 
fourth  clause  may  be  construed  as  rendering  unlawful  those 
which  are  at  present  lawful.  Of  course  this  would  be  a 
monstrous  proposition  except  on  the  ground  of  great  public 
interest — this  interference  with  the  rights  of  individuals, 
of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  shown  himself  so  great  a 
champion  in  a  controversy  which  I  shall  not  mention  at 
this  moment,  and  thereby  disturb  the  harmony  of  the  occa¬ 
sion.  I  do  not  know  what  is  the  purpose  for  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  the  power  which  is  to  be 
given  by  section  six,  to  charge  tolls.  If  the  wharf  or  dock 
is  lawful,  or  is  to  be  made  lawful  under  this  Act,  then  in 
common  law  the  right  which  may  follow  from  the  owner¬ 
ship  of  the  lawful  dock  or  wharf  to  charge  tolls  will  exist 
irrespective  of  the  Act.  But  it  is  possible  that  they 
may  be  given  a  new  right  in  favor  of  the  individual 
as  against  the  public  as  to  terras  on  which  the  wharf 
would  be  used,  which  would  be  improper.  The  clause, 
therefore,  as  it  strikes  me  at  this  moment,  is  unneces¬ 
sary  for  the  protection  of  the  owner  of  the  wharf  or 
dock  in  his  exercise  of  the  common  law  right,  because 
that  is  enough ;  and  if  any  circumstances  now  exist  which 
disable  him  by  usage  or  otherwise,  from  taking  such  tolls  as 
he  has  the  right  to  take,  I  do  not  see  that  we  should  say 
he  should  b^  given  the  right.  I  throw  out  these  ideas  to 
show  that  difficulties  and  complications  may  arise,  and  that 
the  Bill  is  one  which  should  properly  come  under  the 
responsibility  of  the  Administration. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  at  all  prepared 
to  dispute  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  support 
of  his  contention  that  this  Bill  deals  with  a  subject  to  be 
taken  charge  of  by  the  Government.  Still,  my  hon.  friend, 
on  his  own  responsibility  as  an  independent  member  of 
Parliament,  introduced  this  Bill  without  any  previous  con¬ 
cert  or  communication  with  the  Government,  and  the  Bill 
being  before  tho  House,  the  House  had  better  deal  with  it. 
Tho  Bill  will  go  to  a  committee,  where  it  can  be  carefully 
considered,  and  when  it  returns  from  the  committee  it  will 
be  then  for  the  Government,  as  it  will  be  their  duty,  to 
consider  whether  they  ought  not  to  give  a  decided  opinion 
on  the  Bill  as  reported. 

Mr.  WOODWOBTH.  This  Bill  deals  with  interests  so 
great  and  of  such  mammoth  proportions  that  I  agree  with 
the  observations  made  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  in 
favor  of  the  Government  taking  it  under  their  charge.  In 
my  own  county  there  are  some  15  wharves  which  are  more 
or  less  public.  I  appliod  to  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  which,  under  the  Act  of  1877,  deals  with  this 
class  of  public  works,  and  I  found  a  great  deal  of  trouble  in 
inducing  the  Government  to  take  over  these  wharves  and 
make  them  Dominion  wharves  to  all  intents  and  purposes. 
They  are  built  under  the  authority  of  the  Local  Legislature 
of  Nova  Scotia,  from  which  they  have  receivod  from  time  to 
time  very  large  amounts  of  aid.  My  hon.  friend  opposite,  who 
led  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  for  a  number  of  years, 
knows  that  the  estimates  every  year  contain  appropriations 
for  these  wharves ;  so  that  they  have  become  vested  rights, 
and  for  this  Parliament  to  touch  them  in  any  way  injuriously 
affecting  their  interests,  would  arouse  a  great  deal  of  com¬ 
plaint  among  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia,  It  is  a  very 
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delicate  subject,  which  calls  for  the  exorcise  of  great  care 
by  this  House  that  the  vested  rights  of  no  corporation  or 
quasi  corporation  are  affected  hurtfully  by  this  Bill.  I 
think  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  should  look  into  this 
matter  very  carefully,  and  see  that  it  is  not  dealt  with  in  a 
higglety-pigglety  manner,  and  the  authoritative  declaration 
of  the  Government  should  be  had  before  any  Bill  like  this  is 
allowed  to  become  law. 

Mr.  WELDON.  According  to  my  observation,  this 
is  one  of  tho  most  important  Bills  ever  brought  before  this 
House.  If  passed,  it  would  very  seriously  interfere  with 
all  the  owners  of  property  bordering  on  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  and  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  where  there  are  high 
tides.  Wo  know  that  wharves  to  be  useful  at  all  must  be 
up  to  low  water  mark,  or  even  beyond  it.  Many  of  the 
lands  on  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  are  granted  down  to  low  water 
mark.  In  the  City  of  St.  John  the  wharves  are  built  to 
the  harbor  line,  which  is  fixed  by  the  law  of  the  Province 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  extends  out  below  low  water  mark. 
The  offect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  compel  all  these  owners 
before  the  end  of  twelve  months  to  get  their  wharves  legal¬ 
ised.  There  is  a  distinction  between  wharves  and  booms. 
In  the  case  of  booms  a  conflict  of  authority  has 
arisen  between  the  Dominion  and  Local  Legislatures 
as  to  the  granting  of  powers  to  boom  rivers,  and 
we  know  that  booms  which  entirely  cross  a  stream, 
must  necessarily,  to  a  certain  extent,  temporarily 
impede  navigation.  Wharves,  however,  are  different ; 
they  do  not  necessarily  obstruct  navigation,  although 
it  is  a  principle  of  law  as  laid  down  by  my  hon.  friend, 
that  a  party  has  no  right  to  build  a  wharf  below  low  water 
mark  where  it  may  interfere  with  navigation.  I  quite 
endoi’S^  the  remark  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  Nova 
Scotia  (Mr.  Woodworth)  that  this  is  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Government.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  tolls,  in  many  cases,  wharfage  and  other  tolls 
are  regulated  by  the  Local  Legislature,  and  the  effect  might 
be  very  serious  if  the  Parliament  gave  power  to  wharf 
owners  to  impose  reasonable  tolls.  The  effect  might  be 
simply  to  leave  the  different  wharf  owners  to  charge  what 
they  please,  or  what  might  be  considered  reasonable  or 
unreasonable  in  the  view  of  the  owner  of  the  vessel  or  the 
owner  of  the  wharf.  Perhaps  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  establishing  some  supervision  over  wharves  in  waters 
over  which  this  Parliament  has  jurisdiction ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  to  pass  a  retroactive  measure,  affecting  wharves 
which  have  been  built  for  upwards  of  sixty  or  eighty  years, 
would  be  fraught  with  great  danger  and  hardship. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  importance  of  this 
Bill  is  fully  acknowledged  by  the  House,  and  I  do  not  think 
too  much  has  been  said  as  to  the  desirability  of  getting  this 
question  settled,  because,  as  has  been  said,  it  is  vei’y  difficult 
to  see  where  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  ends  and  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  several  Provinces  begin.  In  Nova  Scotia, 
so  far  as  I  understand  the  matter,  the  local  authorities  have 
claimed  the  right  to  grant  water  lots  in  the  harbors  and  on 
the  shores  outside  of  the  harbors.  The  question  has  been 
raised  as  to  the  right  of  the  Provinces  to  grant  water  lots 
within  the  harbors ;  and  I  believe  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  itself  has  been  somewhat  doubtful  on  that  question, 
because,  if  I  am  correctly  informed,  only  a  little  over  a  year 
ago  the  Dominion  Government  applied  to  the  Local  Govern- 
i  ment  of  Nova  Scotia  for  the  grant  of  a  water  lot  in  the 
1  harbor  of  Halifax.  This  shows  that  the  question  is  an 
>  unsettled  one  at  present,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  we  are 
to  have  some  legislation  which  will  settle  this  important 
i  question.  I  hope,  whether  this  Bill  goes  to  a  committee  or 
,  whether  the  Government  take  charge  of  it,  the  right  will  not 
•  be  given  to  the  Dominion  Government  to  interfere  with  the 

■  wharves  and  piers  on  the  shores  of  the  bays  of  Nova  Scotia, 

■  at  all  events.  We  have  bays  from  five  to  ten  miles  in  width? 
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some  of  them  having  fifteen  or  twenty  piers  on  their  shores, 
and  it  cannot  be  held  for  a  moment  that  any  pier  that  could 
be  built  in  waters  so  extensive  as  those  would  at  all 
interfere  with  navigation.  It  is  quito  right  the  Dominion 
should  have  complete  control  over  all  matter  affecting 
navigation,  and  so  long  as  they  have  the  control  over 
harbors  and  the  water  lots  within  the  limits  of  what  are 
still  known  as  the  harbors  of  Nova  Scotia,  I  think  it  is 
quite  proper  for  them  to  leave  the  others  in  the  hands  of 
the  Local  Governments.  I  hope  the  committee  appointed  to 
examine  this  Bill  and  l’emodel  it,  will  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  important  effects  it  will  have,  if  left  in  its  present 
shape,  on  the  shores  and  bays  of  Nova  Scotia,  outside  of 
what  are  considered  at  present  as  harbors. 

Mr.  TXJPPER.  1  am  glad  to  notice  the  unanimity  of 
hon.  members  with  regard  to  the  importance  of  the  principle 
involved  in  this  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  when 
he  understands  the  causes  that  have  led  to  its  introduc¬ 
tion,  will  be  one  of  the  warmest  supporters  of  this  measure. 
As  I  have  said,  it  is  not  framed  with  that  care  and  caution 
such  a  Bill  requires,  and  is  justly  open  to  the  criticisms 
passed  upon  it  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  followed, 
in  regard  to  the  manner  with  which  the  idea  which  I  have 
in  view  is  embodied  in  the  different  clauses.  My  object  is 
not  to  interfere  with  the  legislation  anterior  to  1867.  1 
know  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  New  Brunswick 
there  is  legislation  dealing  with  this  subject  before  1867. 
That  demonstrated  the  necessity  now,  since  our  courts  have 
decided  that  such  legislation  is  useless  to  support  rights 
acquired  since,  for  this  Bill.  Tho  hon.  member  for  King’s  will 
find  on  further  enquiry  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  every 
man  who  owns  at  present  a  water  lot  below  low  water 
mark.  There  is  no  desire  to  interfere  with  vested 
rights;  on  the  contrary,  my  object  is  to  secure  them, 
to  enablo  owners  to  recover  dockage  dues  or  wharfage 
dues  because  the  courts  have  decided  they  cannot  do 
so  unless  the  wharves  are  sanctioned  by  proper  legislation, 
unless  tho  property  thoy  use  is  protected  by  proper 
legislation;  some  legislation  is  therefore  desirable.  The 
criticisms  with  regard  to  the  fourth  section  are  correct ; 
the  Bill  does  not  sufficiently  exempt  from  its  operation 
those  rights  about  which  there  is  no  dispute,  that  is  the 
rights  acquired  under  legislative  authority  previous  to 
1867 ;  and  in  regard  to  the  sixth  and  last  clause  to  which 
attention  was  called,  the  clause  dealing  with  collection  of 
tolls  and  dues,  I  quite  concur  that  where  you  have  built  and 
own  a  wharf  you  have  authority  by  law  to  collect,  for  tho 
use  of  the  wnarf,  a  fair  and  reasonable  toll.  This  clause 
was  inserted  by  me  because  a  similar  declaratory  clause,  as 
it  were,  is  found  in  different  English  Acts  regulating  the 
rights  of  owners  of  wharfs  and  property  of  this  character. 
It  is,  I  take  it,  merely  declaratory,  and  nothing  more.  I 
am  very  glad  to  find  that  the  important  principle  involved 
has  drawn  the  attention  of  hon.  members,  and  is  likely  to 
be  followed  by  legislation  which  I  am  sure  all  proprietors 
of  wharves  are  anxious  to  obtain. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  TXJPPER  moved : 

That  this  Bill  bs  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  composed  as  fol- 
10W8  Messrs.  McCarthy,  Wood  (Brockville),  Cameron  (  Huron), Muloek, 
Davies,  Weldon,  Ouimet,  Bosse,  Laurier,  Langelier,  Girouard,  Town- 
shend,  Mclsaac,  Woodworth  and  the  mover. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OFFENCES  AGAINST  THE  PERSON. 

Mr.  TXJPPER  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  42)  to 
amend  the  Act  respecting  offences  against  the  person.  Ho 
said  :  I  introduce  this  Bill  at  the  suggestion  of  one  of  tho 
judges  of  the  county  courts  of  Nova  Scotia,  and,  as  the  House 
Mr,  Vail. 


will  see,  it  is  a  substitution  of  a  clause  for  the  forty-third  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Act  passed,  32-33  Vic.  The  object  of  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  make  this  statute  conformable  to  the  English 
statute  dealing  with  this  subject.  The  main  alteration  is  that 
justices  ol  the  peace  are  vested  with  the  jurisdiction  to  award 
compensation  in  cases  of  common  assault  or  battery.  Hither¬ 
to  clothing  was  often  destroyed  or  damage  done  by  these 
offenders,  and  a  justice  of  the  pea  ce  could  only  impose  a  fine. 
This  onablos  the  Justice  of  tho  Peace  to  do  what  I  think  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  do,  award  compensation  not  to  exceed 
ten  dollars.  That  is  similar  to  the  provision  of  the  English 
Act.  dealing  with  this  subject,  and  therefore  there  is  a 
furthor  amendment  introduced,  making  this  a  matter 
cognisable  by  two  justices,  instead  of  one  as  heretofore, 
because  of  tho  additional  jurisdiction  which  is  vested  in  the 
magistrate’s  court,  this  power  of  awarding  compensation 
There  is  also  the  omission  of  thq  power  which  obtained  in 
the  old  Act,  but  is  not  in  the  English  Act,  of  praying  tho 
magistrate  to  proceed  summarily.  The  English  Act  leaves 
it  in  the  bands  of  the  court  below,  either  to  proceed  sum¬ 
marily  or  to  send  tho  matter  to  a  higher  court.  It  is 
desirable,  I  think,  to  have  a  clause  framed  conformably  to 
tho  English  Act,  so  that  we  may  have  the  benefit  of  English 
decisions  in  connection  with  it  from  time  to  time.  There 
is  also  another  alteration  which  is  similar  to  the  one  I  pro¬ 
posed  in  another  Bill,  enabling  the  justices  to  include  in  the 
conviction  the  order,  not  only  for  the  fine  and  the  costs,  but 
also  for  the  charges  of  conveying  the  offender  to  the  place 
of  confinement.  The  form  of  conviction  includes  that,  and 
the  justices  invariably  follow  the  printed  form,  but  it  has 
been  hold  on  certiorari  that  the  conviction  could  be  quashed 
because  these  two  last  lines  are  not  authorised  by  the  Act. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  So  far  as  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  concerned  which  merely  alters  the  section  enabling 
a  person  who  has  been  fined  to  be  imprisoned  for  the  costs 
and  charges  of  conveying  him  to  prison  as  well  as  the  costs 
of  the  cause,  X  have  no  objection,  but  there  is  one  clause  in 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  gentleman  which  I  think  may  give  rise 
to  no  little  difficulty.  For  an  assauit  now  a  man  is  fined, 
and  that  fine  goes  to  tho  Crown.  None  of  it  goes  to  the 
prosecutor  in  the  nature  of  damages,  and  there  is  a  part  of 
the  assault  section  which  prohibits  a  prosecutor  from  suing 
in  a  civil  action  if  he  once  prosecutes  in  a  penal  action. 
That,  however,  has  been  held  ultra  vires ,  it  has  been  held 
that  this  Legislature  has  not  the  power  to  take  away  tho 
right  to  sue  for  private  damages.  The  idea  is  a  very  good 
one  to  enable  the  magistrates  in  trivial  assault  cases  to 
award  $10  or  $12  as  compensation,  if  we  have  the  power  to 
pass  it.  I  question  it,  however,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
altogether  within  the  civil  rights  belonging  to  tho  Local 
Legislatures,  and,  if  we  exercise  it,  if  we  have  the  power  to 
oxerciso  it,  we  take  away  the  man’s  right  to 
go  before  tho  courts  and  sue  civilly  for  damages. 
He  would  bo  estopped  aftei  wards  from  going  into  another 
court  aod  suing  lor  damages.  Now,  after  prosecuting  for 
a  breach  of  the  law  and  punishing  his  assailant  by  a  fine 
which  goes  to  the  Queen,  he  may  sue  for  damages,  and  he 
is  not  limited  to  $10,  $20,  $30  or  $100.  I  had  a  case  the 
other  day  in  which  largo  damages  were  found,  because  the 
man  was  seriously  injured,  hut,  if  you  allow  the  magistrate 
to  give  even  $10  damages,  I  think  the  civil  remedy  would 
be  taken  away  from  tho  man,  and  so  my  hon.  friend  would 
defeat  the,  to  some  extent,  tho  very  meritorious  object  he  has 
in  view.  I  suggost  tho  advisability  of  taking  out  of  the 
Bill  altogether  the  portion  of  tho  section  which  enables  a 
magistrate  to  give  compensation. 

Mr.  TXJPPER.  The  criticism  of  my  hon.  friend  opens 
up  a  very  largo  subject.  At  present,  under  the  criminal 
,  law  in  regard  to  property,  the  magistrates  have  the  power 
'  of  awarding  compensation  in  addition  to  the  fine,  and  I  do 
not  know  of  a  case  in  which  the  point  has  been  raised 
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which  the  hon.  member  now  raisep.  At  the  first  blush,  I 
do  not  know  with  what  success  it  could  bo  raised.  There 
have  been  many  cases  where  damages  have  been  awarded 
for  malicious  injury  to  property  in  addition  to  a  fine 
Therefore,  I  think  I  must  press  upon  the  House  this  clause,  JJ 
especially  as  the  hon.  member  admits  that  it  would  bo  fair 
that  the  magistrate  should  have  that  right.  I  think,  too, 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  could  be  answered  in  this 
way,  that,  though  the  Act  says  a  certain  sum  shall  be 
imposed  by  way  of  fine  and  so  much  for  compensation,  still 
it  is  not  enabling  the  man  to  recover  damages  or  enjoy  a 
civil  right,  and  so  is  not  interfering  with  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  local  legislature.  It  is  specified  that  the  punishment 
shall  include  the  fine  and  so  much  in  addition,  all  as  a 
punishment.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  criticism,  if  it  be  sound, 
will  affect  a  considerable  part  of  the  criminal  law  as  it  now 
stands.  This  principle  obtains  in  the  criminal  laws  dealing 
with  petty  injuries  to  lands  and  personal  property  in  the 
case  of  trespasses,  and  I  do  not  see  why  exception  should 
be  made  in  regard  to  persons  in  cases  of  common  assault. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  it  is  pretty  clear  that  this  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  civil  right  so  far  as  compensation  for  any  personal 
injury  is  concerned.  I  do  not  think  we  have  a  right  so  to 
deal  with  the  criminal  law  as  to  embrace  the  civil  rights  of 
the  parties  as  a  mere  incident  of  our  legislation.  If  one 
man  commits  a  trespass  upon  the  property  of  another,  any 
damages  he  may  have  done  to  the  property  and  may  be 
liable  for  in  a  suit  for  civil  damages  certainly  could  not  be 
controlled  by  our  legislative  action  here,  and  I  can  see  no 
difference  between  that  and  this  case.  If  we  have  been 
dealing  with  the  civil  rights  of  parties  as  well  as  with 
offences  against  the  criminal  law,  we  ought  to  retrace  our 
steps.  If  there  are  any  such  cases  on  the  Statute  book,  it 
is  clear  that  we  have  been  exceeding  our  powers,  and  we 
should  not  persevere  in  a  course  of  that  sort.  Even  if 
we  had  the  power  to  legislate,  we  ought  not  to 
limit  the  compensation  to  the  sum  of  $10,  because 
a  magistrate  might  compensate  in  that  way  when 
the.  effect  would  be  seriously  to  injure  the  party  who  was 
entitled  to  damages.  My  learned  friend  beside  me  has 
mentioned  the  case  where  a  party  obtained  an  offer  of  $100 
damages  for  injury  done  to  him  by  a  similar  action.  Now 
if  this  clause  were  law  and  a  magistrate  acied  upon  its  pro¬ 
visions  and  granted  compensation  to  the  extent  of  $10,  then 
the  party  would  bo  precluded  from  bringing  a  second  action 
for  the  same  injury.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  clearly 
ultra  vires,  and  that  however  meritorious  the  Bill  may  be  in 
other  respects  this  portion  ought  to  be  struck  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  may  be  a  question 
as  to  whether  this  does  not  affect  civil  rights.  The  Bill  is 
vory  convenient  in  the  interests  of  peace,  of  course.  I  think 
the  magistrate  should  have  the  power  of  punishing  the  party 
by  fine  going  to  the  Crown  and  also  by  fine  going  to  the 
prosecutor.  But  I  do  not  see,  even  if  he  had  the  power  of 
granting  compensation,  except  at  the  special  instance  of  the 
prosecutor,  that  he  would  be  deprived  of  his  right  of  civil 
action  by  any  legislation  of  ours  It  might  be  well  that  the 
law  should  provide  that  the  fine  should  be  so  much,  a  cer¬ 
tain  portion  to  go  to  the  prosecutor  upon  his  stating  that  he 
abandoned  his  civil  lights.  That  would  be  all  very  con¬ 
venient,  but  still  the  point  taken  by  the  hon.  member,  I 
think,  is  a  good  one.  I  would  suggest  lo  him  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned  until  the  matter  can  be  more  fnlly  considered. 
I  move  the  adjournment  of  ike  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  SAILWAY— DEBT. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked  what  was  the  aggregate  amount 
of  floating  or  unsecured  debt  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  on  the  first  day  of  the  present  month  ? 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  are 
unablo  to  answer  the  question  ;  they  have  no  information 
on  the  subject. 

TREATY  BETWEEN  THE  UNITED  STATES  AND 
SPAIN. 

Mr.  VAIL  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  with  the  Imperial  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  flag  Treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain, whereby 
American  products  are  admitted  into  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  on  more 
favourable  terms  than  the  products  of  the  Dominion. 

He  said :  A  few  days  before  the  close  of  last  Session,  I 
called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  a  treaty  or 
arrangement  which  had  been  entered  into  between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of 
Spain,  whereby  certain  products  of  the  United  States  are 
admitted  to  entry  in  the  Islands  of  Porto  Rico  and  Cuba 
on  much  more  favorable  terms  than  the  products  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  or  in  fact  any  other  British  possession, 
I  also  pointed  out  at  that  time  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  had  the  privilege  of  entering  dry  fish, 
which  is  a  very  important  export  of  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  in  Porto  Rico  at  a  rate  of  duty  some 
twelve  or  fifteen  cents  per  hundred  pounds  less  than 
British  fish.  The  House  will  understand  the  importance  of 
this  matter  to  the  West  India  merchants  and  fishermen  of 
Nova  Scotia,  when  I  state  that  the  annual  shipment  of  dry 
fish  from  Nova  Scotia  to  Porto  Rico  alone  is  about  150,000 
quintals,  nearly  one-fifth  the  whole  catch  of  fish  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Nova  Scotia.  Besides  this,  we  ship  a  largo  quan¬ 
tity  of  pickled  fish  to  that  Island.  In  the  Island  of  Cuba 
the  difference  is  greater.  They  admit  United  States  fish  at 
from  27  to  80  cents  per  hundred  pounds  less  in  duty  than 
British  fish.  Our  exports  to  the  Island  of  Cuba  are  not  nearly 
so  large  as  those  to  Porto  Rico,  but  they  are  very  consider¬ 
able,  and  up  to  the  time  that  this  treaty  took  effect, 
which  was  on  the  1st  of  March  last,  the  exports  to  that 
Island  were  rapidly  increasing.  Besides  fish,  we  export  a 
large  quantity  of  whit©  pine  lumber  to  the  West  India 
Islands.  The  difference  of  the  duty  at  Cuba  in  favor  of  the 
Americans  is  about  $1.60,  which,  you  will  see,  is  a  very 
important  item.  Besides  this,  the  Americans  have  the 
privilege  of  entering  their  vessels  by  paying  one-half  the 
tonnage  dues  that  British  vessels  are  obliged  to  pay, 
For  instance.  British  vessels  pay  at  the  Island  of  Porto  Rico 
$1.25  for  discharging  and  $1  for  loading,  while  United 
States  vessels  are  allowed-  to  enter  and  discharge  cargoes 
by  paying  62^-  cents  per  ton  for  discharging,  and  50  cents 
for  loading.  J>Tow,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  this  matter  I  am  not 
stating  that  for  which  I  have  no  authority,  and  though  I 
have  not  been  able  to  procure  a  copy  of  the  treaty,  I  have 
here  a  copy  of  one  clause  of  the  report  of  the  oxecutivo 
committee  of  the  Halifax  chamber  of  commerce,  made  in 
March  last,  which  I  propose  to  read  to  the  House.  It  is 
headed  “A  Blow  at  Our  Fish  Trade,”  and  this  is  what  they 
say  in  reference  to  that  treaty : 

“Your  committee  learn  that  a  treaty  has  lately  been  made  between 
the  United  States  and  Spain,  whereby  the  flag  of  the  United  States  is 
placed  on  the  same  terms  regarding  Customs  duties  a3  that  of  the  latter 
country.  The  conditions  of  this  treaty  does  not  apply  to  British 
shipping,  and  we  are  consequently  placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  in 
Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  to  which  the  treaty  more  particularly  applies, 
the  difference  in  favor  of  the  American  flag,  so  far  as  we  can  learn, 
being  equal  to  an  average  of  about  20  per  cent,  on  the  whole  tariff.  On 
our  fish,  which  is  our  chief  export  to  these  islands,  it  amounts  to  con¬ 
siderably  more.  By  calculations  made  mi  data  received,  it  would 
appear  that  in  Porto  Rico  fish  by  British  flag  pays  about  12  cents  per 
quintal  more  than  ti>h  by  American  vessels,  and  that  the  tonnage  duty 
ior  landing  and  loading  cargoes  is  100  per  cent.,  or  just  double,  on 
our  vessels,  to  what  is  exacted  from  the  Americans.  In  Cuba  the 
differential  duty  in  favor  of  the  Americans  is  still  larger,  amounting  to 
about  27  cents,  per  quintal.  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  are  amongst  our  best 
customers,  shipment  to  the  latter  having  some  years  reached  nearly 
150,000  quintals,  while  to  Cuba  the  demand  is  steady  and  increasing. 
It  will  therefore  be  seen  that  if  the  Americans  continue  to  enjoy  those 
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g?c-at  advantages,  and  we  are  excluded,  that  it  will  be  a  heavy  blow  to 
our  trade,  and  calls  for  prompt  and  energetic  remonstrance  from  our 
Government.  The  charges  made  by  the  Spanish  Government  through 
the  consulates  of  10  cents  per  ton  on  securing  Spanish  clearances  is 
also  very  burdensome,  and  has  been  objected  to  by  the  United  States, 
who  claim  that  no  foreign  Government  has  a  right  to  impose  such  a 
charge,  which  is  equal  to  an  import  tax  on  the  products  of  their 
country. 

u  We  have  reason  to  believe  that  this  unfair  tax  will  be  abolished  in 
the  United  States,  and  our  Government  should  take  immediate  steps  to 
place  us  in  the  same  position.” 

This  was  signed  by  John  Doull  (president),  Thos.  E. 
Kenny,  John  S.  Maclean,  J.  J.  Bremner,  C.  F.  DeWolf, 
J.  C.  Macintosh,  all  good  supporters  of  the  G-overnment,  and 
other  members  of  the  executive  committee.  I  find, 
moreover,  that  a  few  days  ago  the  board  of  trade  of 
St.  John,  N.B.,  the  city  represented  by  the  Finance  Minister, 
also  referred  to  this  subject.  In  a  petition  to  the  Governor 
General  in  Council,  the  board  say  : 

“  And  your  petitioners  would  respectfully  impress  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  the  present  is  a  most  opportune  time  to  enter  into  reciprocal 
trade  relations  with  the  British  and  Spanish  West  India  islands. 

“  That  we  can  supply  most  of  the  manufactured  goods — productions 
of  the  soil,  forests,  mines,  and  fisheries — that  are  imported  into  those 
islands,  and  in  exchange,  can  take  their  productions,  which  already 
find  a  large  and  rapidly  increasing  market  in  Canada,  owing  largely  to 
the  sugar  refining  industries  now  established  in  this  Dominion,  which 
may  hope  to  not  only  fully  supply  our  home  market,  but  with  the 
peculiar  facilities  that  must  be  developed  by  reciprocity  with  the  West 
Indies,  to  also  export  refined  sugar  extensively  to  other  countries. 

“  The  West  India  ‘  carrying  trade  has  heretofore  been  largely  done  in 
Canadian  bottoms,  owing  to  tbe  cheapness  with  which  that  class  of 
vessels  can  be  built  in  Canada.’  The  tariff  at  present  existing  in  the 
Spanish  West  Indies  being  about  40  per  cent.*  in  favor  of  the  United 
States,  as  against  Canada,  is  a  great  obstruction  to  our  trade  ;  and 
should  the  reciprocity  treaty  now  negotiating  between  Spain  and  the 
United  States  be  ratified,  and  Canada  debarred  from  same  terms,  our 
Spanish  West  India  trade  will  virtually  cease.” 

I  have  not  been  able,  as  I  stated,  to  secure  a  copy  of  the 
treaty,  but  I  have  here  a  copy  of  prices  current  issued  by 
Lawton  Bros.,  commission  merchants,  Havana,  Cuba,  dated 
January  last.  In  one  column  they  give  the  rate  of  duty  on 
British  goods,  and  in  another  column  the  rate  on  United 
States  goods,  and  I  have  selected  some  few  of  the  products 
of  Canada  which  we  might,  I  think,  be  able  to  supply  to 
Cuba,  so  as  to  show  the  difference  in  the  duty  payable.  The 
following  are  some  of  tho  articles  :■— » 

All  Countries 

— —  except  Spain  and  United  States.  Difference. 

United  States. 

$  cts.  $  cts.  $  cts. 


Apples .  1  414  per  100  lbs.  1  16  per  100  lbs.  0  32$ 

Beans.. .  1  12|  do  «D  82f  do  0  30 

Bran..... . 0  64-30  do  0  48-30  do  0  16 

Brooms......... .  3  68  per  dozen.  2  76  0  92 

Butter .  6  67  6  22  do  1  44 

Bacon .  3  84  2  87  0  47 

Coal  oil . . .  2  90  2  20  0  74 

Coal . 0  61-50  per  ton.  0  49-60  0  12 

Box  shooks.. . . .  0  22$  each  0  15  0  07$ 

Wheat  flour,. . .  6  40  4  00  0  80 

Cod  fish .  1  12J  0  82f  0  32 

Hams .  3  84  per  100  lbs.  2  07  1  17 

Smoked  herring .  1  12|  0  82$  0  30 

Lard .  4  48$  3  35  1  13 

W  hite  pine  lumber .  6  40  4  80  1  60 

Mackerel .  1  12$  0  82$  0  30 

Mess  pork .  1  86  1  38  0  48 


It  will  be  found  that  the  difference  is  a  very  marked  and 
important  one.  I  now  call  tho  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance  to  the  statement  made  by  him  last  year,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  subject.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“The  attention  of  the  Government  had  been  called  to  this  subject 
previous  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  We  have  obtained 
some  information  with  reference  to  the  effect  of  this  treaty  or  arrange¬ 
ment  between  the  two  countries  ;  but,  as  far  as  we  have  received  it,  if 
it  includes  the  question  of  tonnage,  it  does  not  bear  out  the  statement 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  made,  though  I  dare  say  he  may  ba  right. 
The  arrangements  made  between  Spain  and  the  United  States  were  not 
really  as  favorable  as  those  between  Canada  and  Cuba  or  Porto  Rico. 
There  were  charges  made  that  did  not  exist  here.  They  have  been  re¬ 
moved  and  the  United  States  have  been  placed  in  the  third  list  of  duties. 
The  Government  are  quite  alive  to  the  importance  of  having  our  trade 

Mr.  Vail. 


on  as  geod  terms  as  that  of  the  United  States,  and  no  time  will  be  lost 
in  endeavoring  to  bring  about  such  arrangements  as  will  place  us  on 
quite  as  favorable  terms  as  they  have.  ” 

Nearly  a  year  has  elapsed,  and  I  am  anxious  to  learn  what 
tho  Government  has  done  in  this  important  matter.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  answer  will  be — I  do  not  know  that  I  have  a  right 
to  anticipate  it — the  sterotyped  one,  that  some  negotiations 
have  been  going  on  and  some  progress  has  been  made  ;  that 
although  this  is  the  case,  the  Government  are  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  bring  down  papers  and  tell  the  country  exactly  how 
far  they  have  gone  and  what  progress  they  have  made.  What 
I  complain  of^  however,  is,  that  so  much  time  has  elapsed 
without  the  Government  approaching  the  Spanish  Govern¬ 
ment  on  this  important  subject — of  course,  through  the 
British  Government,  because  we  are  not  a  treaty-making 
power.  Tbe  Government,  I  think,  should  have  given  attention 
10  this  question  immediately  after  prorogation  last  Session. 
Surely  if  tho  United  States  Government  could,  more  than  a 
year  ago,  have  arranged  such  a  treaty  as  that  to  whicn  I 
have  referred,  and  which  has  such  an  important  bearing  on 
our  trade,  and  could  since  that  time  have  made  the  necessary 
preliminary  arrangements  for  a  wider  and  more  favorable 
treaty,  our  Government  should  at  least  be  in  a  position  to  tell 
this  House  and  the  country  that  they  have  done  something  and 
made  some  substantial  progress.  It  is  too  important  a  matter 
to  us  in  Nova  Scotia  to  admit  of  our  keeping  quiet  much 
longer.  Surely,  a  year  is  long  enough  within  which  to  have 
made  some  progress  in  this  matter,  and  unless  something  is 
done  I  am  afraid  tho  people  of  Nova  Scotia  will  have  just 
reason  to  complain  that  the  Government  have  neglected 
their  interests,  while,  perhaps,  their  attention  has  been  on- 
gaged  with  some  things  of  far  less  importance. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  may  say  to  the  hpn.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  moved  this  resolution,  that  early  after  the 
return  of  the  High  Commissioner  to  London,  he  was  in¬ 
structed  by  the  Government  to  take  certain  steps  with  a 
view  to  securing  the  same  advantages  to  Canada  as  were 
secured  to  the  United  States  by  the  treaty  referred  to.  In¬ 
structions  were  given  to  him  to  make  certain  propositions. 
If  those  failed,  ho  was  to  make  other  propositions.  Corre¬ 
spondence  was  entered  into  between  the  High  Commissioner 
and  the  Imperial  Government,  and  it  was  settled  that  he 
was  to  act  in  conjunction  with  the  British  Minister  in  Spain, 
in  negotiating  a  treaty  of  this  kind.  It  was  stated  at  the 
time  the  treaty  was  made  that  a  more  extended  treaty 
would  likely  bo  arranged  between  Spain  and  the  United 
States  during  the  summer.  It  was  found  that  negotiations 
of  a  much  more  extended  character  were  being  prosecuted 
between  the  representative  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Spanish  Government.  It  was  found  desirable — in  fact  our 
High  Commissioner  was  communicated  with — to  say  that 
understanding,  as  we  did,  that  the  new  treaty  proposed  was 
so  extensive  in  its  operations,  that  the  authority  given  the 
High  Commissioner  would  be  inadequate  to  meet  the 
enlarged  concessions  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  United 
States.  Under  these  circumstances  the  High  Commissioner 
waited  until  the  larger  treaty  was  agreed  upon,  and  then  he 
was  instructed  to  put  himself  in  communication  with  the 
foreign  office,  and  with  the  Government  of  Spain.  Tho 
answer  of  the  Spanish  Government  was,  that  they  declined 
to  continue  further  negotiations  with  the  representative  of 
the  Government  of  Canada  until  tho  decision  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  was  known,  as  to  the  now  treaty ;  and 
therefore  the  matter  stands  in  that  position  until  the  action 
of  tho  Senate  is  known.  I  might  state  that  it  would  not  be 
in  tho  public  interest  to  say  what  instructions  were  given  to 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  reference  to  the  Flag  Treaty.  If  the 
treaty  mado  is  ratified  the  Government  will  probably  be  in 
a  position  to  give  decided  instructions  to  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  in  the  larger  and  more  important  question.  The 
Government  think  it  would  not  be  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  to  state  exactly  what  the  instructions  were  or  to 
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bring  down  the  papers  which  would  show  exactly  what  we 
propose  in  the  first  place,  and  then  as  an  alternative  sug¬ 
gestion. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  agree  with  the  Finance  Minister,  but  the 
trouble  is,  that  the  old  treaty  is  in  force,  and  1  say  that  the 
proposed  treaty  between  Spain  and  the  United  States  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  other  treaty  shall  cease  when  this  becomes 
a  fact. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Of  course  we  will  have  to 
deal  with  a  much  larger  question. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Beoess. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  wish  to  say,  with  reference  to  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Finance  Minister,  that  while  agreeing  with 
the  view  that  after  giving  instructions  to  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  it  would  not  be  proper  at  the  present  time  to 
bring  down  those  papers,  1  regret  much  the  course  of  pro¬ 
cedure,  which  in  its  efforts  at  diplomacy  the  Government 
has  thought  fit  to  pursue.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  true 
course  for  the  Government  to  pursue  was  this :  The  moment 
we  found  that  the  Spanish  Government  and  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  had  agreed  on  a  treaty  under  which 
more  favorable  terms  existed  for  the  trade  of  the  United 
States  than  for  the  trade  of  Canada,  their  attention  should 
have  been  directed  to  the  single  point  of  placing  the  trade 
of  this  country  on  as  advantageous  a  footing  as  that  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  true  that  their  attention  being  directed 
to  that  matter  it  was  diverted  by  the  circumstance  that  a 
treaty  of  a  more  enlarged  character  had  been  negotiated 
between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  but  that  treaty, 
although  so  far  as  Spain  was  concerned,  it  may  be — I  am 
not  aware  as  to  the  constitutional  principles  of  that  country 
under  the  present  constitution —it  may  be  that  it  was  finally 
assented  to ;  but  still,  under  the  constitutional  provisions 
with  reference  to  the  United  States,  the  assent  of  that 
country  was  not  completed  until  the  Senate  had  passed 
executively  upon  it,  and  even  to-day  it  is  quite 
uncertain  whether  it  will  ever  become  an  effective 
treaty  or  not.  In  this  state  of  things  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  ought  not  to  be  diverted  from  the  object 
to  which  I  have  referred,  by  pursuing  a  proposal  for  an 
enlarged  treaty,  and  particularly  since  the  Spanish  Govern¬ 
ment  had  declared — as  the  Finance  Minister  has  announced 
that  they  did  declare — that  they  did  not  wish  to  enter  into 
negotiations  with  Canada  for  an  enlargement  of  the  com¬ 
mercial  relations,  on  the  basis  of  the  United  States  treaty, 
until  it  had  been  decided,  by  the  action  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  whether  the  treaty  was  to  become  operative 
or  not.  I  can  understand  that  course  of  action  by  the  Spanish 
Government ;  they  may  have  determined  that  it  would  not 
be  well  that  the  relations  between  Canada  and  Spain  should 
be  of  a  different  character  than  those  between  the  United 
States  and  Spain  ;  they  may  have  determined  that  a  differ¬ 
ent  consideration  would  arise  as  to  the  proposed  negotiations 
if  the  treaty  was  unfavorably  viewed  by  the  United  States. 
But  for  all  the  intervening  time,  in  the  meantime,  now,  until 
it  shall  be  decided  whether  the  Spanish  treaty  shall  become 
effective  or  not,  our  trade  remains  under  the  relative  dis¬ 
advantage  which  has  been  created  by  the  fact  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  alluded.  That  difficulty  still  subsists  ;  and 
supposing  a  new  treaty  should  not  be  operative,  by  reason 
of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  refusing  to  assent  to  it, 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  to  begin  his  negotiations  again,  to 
put  the  country  on  as  favorable  a  condition  as  it  would  be 
under  that  treaty,  and  in  the  meantime  we  suffer  the  dis¬ 
advantage  from  day  to  day  and  from  hour  to  hour.  There¬ 
fore,  I  say,  a  great  miscarriage  took  place  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  suffered  itself  to  be  delayed  in  the  progress  of  the 
negotiations  to  put  us  and  keep  us  abreast  of  the  United 


States,  with  respect  to  the  commercial  advantages  referred  to 
in  this  discussion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  sup¬ 
poses  a  great  many  things,  from  the  brief  and  incomplete 
statement  which  the  Finance  Minister  was  obliged  to 
make,  because  he  was  obliged  to  preserve  that  reticence 
which  was  his  duty,  and  any  breach  of  which  might  cause 
the  failure  of  the  negotiations.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
not  suppose  that  either  the  British  Ambassador  or  the  High 
Commissioner  has  been  idle  during  the  period  he  has 
mentioned.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  or  he  should  know,, 
that  if  there  is  one  thing  as  to  which  conotant  vigilance  has 
been  exercised  by  the  Canadian  Government  and  its  repre- 
tontatives  in  England,  it  has  been  with  regard  to  the  nego¬ 
tiations  with  Spain.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  Sir 
Alexander  Galt,  whose  diplomatic  abilities  even  he  will 
acknowledge,  was  in  Spain;  that  he  spent  a  long  time 
there,  and  that  he  was  fully  accredited  by  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  to  act  in  accord  with  the  British  Minister 
in  Spain — with  Mr.  West,  and  afterwards  with  Sir 
Robert  Morier.  Pressure  was  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Spanish  Government  with  the  view  of  opening  up  the 
trade  of  the  Spanish  West  Indies  with  Canada  on 
mutually  advantageous  terms.  The  Spanish  Government 
seemed  to  agree  with  the  idea,  but  suggested  that 
perhaps  it  might  be  widened,  so  that  there  might  be  a 
reciprocal  treaty  not  only  between  Canada  and  the  Spanish 
Antilles,  but  between  Canada  and  the  mother  country  of 
Spain.  Of  course  an  intimation  of  that  kind  could  not  be 
thrown  over  or  rejected  or  limited.  The  mere  fact  of  doing 
so  would  injure  any  arrangement  of  a  more  limited  nature. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  information  reached  the  hon. 
gentleman,  but  we  know  that  in  consequence  of  frequent 
changes  of  Government  in  Spain,  the  Government  who  re¬ 
ceived  our  first  advances  so  readily  were  removed,  in  some 
way  after  the  Spanish  fashion,  and  another  administration 
came  in  who  were  not  so  friendly ;  and  all  attempts,  both 
by  Her  Majesty’s  Government,  on  behalf  of  Great  Britain 
itself,  and  by  our  representative,  fell  to  the  ground  and 
were  not  entertained.  We  cannot  force  Spain  to  make  a 
treaty  ;  but  the  pressure  has  been  continuous.  It  has  not 
been  given  up  or  surrendered  or  forgotten  for  a  moment, 
and  Her  Majesty’s  Ambassador,  Sir  Robert  Morier — I  can¬ 
not  say  the  present  Ambassador,  because  I  believe  he  has 
been  removed  within  a  few  days— as  well  as  Mr.  West,  the 
British  Ambassador  at  Washington,  have  been  fully  alive  to 
the  subject,  and  have  lost  no  opportunity  of  pressing  upon 
the  Spanish  Government  our  desire  to  haUb  the  same  privi¬ 
leges  as  the  United  States;  and  we  have,  I  believe,  offered 
reciprocal  advantages  as  regards  Canadian  trade.  Every¬ 
thing  that  could  be  done  has  been  done  ;  there  has  not  been 
a  moment  of  delay,  and  no  opportunity  has  been  lost  or 
neglected.  The  particulars  cannot,  of  course,  be  gone  into, 
but  I  believe  we  never  stood  a  fairer  chance  of  making  an 
arrangement  with  Spain.  The  matter,  however,  rests  with 
Spain  and  not  with  us.  The  United  States,  unfortunately 
for  us,  can  offer  greater  advantages  than  Canada.  Whether 
the  present  treaty  made  between  Spain  and  the  United 
States  will  be  ratified  or  not  we  cannot  say.  I  fancy  there 
will  be  no  chance  of  its  getting  the  sanction  of  the  Senate 
during  the  present  Congress,  or  during  the  term  of  the 
present  moribund  Government;  and  it  is  impossible  to  say 
whether  the  treaty  will  be  taken  up  in  a  special  Session, 
under  the  authority  of  the  new  President,  or  whether  it  will 
stand  over  for  another  year  before  it  is  sanctioned  by  the 
United  States.  As  to  all  that  we  cannot  say.  Meanwhile, 
however,  the  negotiations  are  kept  alive.  Spain,  naturally 
very  anxious  to  secure  the  enormous  advantages  which  the 
present  treaty  would  give  to  Cuba,  does  not  desire  to  disturb 
that  arrangement  or  make  any  new  arrangement  with  Canada 
until  that  whole  question  is  first  settled.  The  advantages 
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offered  by  that  treaty  to  Spain  are  so  enormous  that  she 
would  sacrifice  everything— she  would  sacrifice  a  dozen 
Canadas— for  the  sake  of  getting  that  trade.  To  get 
$20,000,000  annually,  which  it  is  alleged  by  the  New  York 
'Nation  would  be  given  by  the  United  States  for  that  trade, 
is  a  matter  of  such  importance  that  Spain  would  not  look 
at  anything  else.  Should  that  treaty  come  to  nothing, 
failing  to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Senate,  whether  a 
treaty  of  a  financial  nature  can  be  finally  ratified  without 
the  consent  of  the  Lower  House,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives,  is  a  great  constitutional  question  which  has  never  yet 
been  settled.  Meanwhile,  all  we  can  do  is  to  be  constantly 
on  the  watch;  to  be  vigilant.  We  are  vigilant1  we 
believe  we  have  done  everything  we  could  do ;  and 
hoping  and  believing  that  wo  shall  get  the  support 
of  this  House  on  both  sides,  we  will  continue  to 
watch  every  opportunity  of  pressing  for  a  treaty 
which  will  be  reciprocally  advantageous  to  Canada  and  the 
Spanish  Antilles.  You  see  how  anxious  Spain  is  to  have 
that  treaty  with  the  United  states  sanctioned.  It  is  rumored 
in  the  press  that  she  even  offered  to  do  what  was  never 
done  before — to  add  the  trade  of  the  Philippine  Islands  to 
that  of  the  Antilles  for  the  sake  of  securing  that  treaty. 
The  situation  of  Cuba  is  to-day  so  desparate  that  unless 
some  relief  of  that  kind  is  secured  there  is  no  hope  for 
the  Spanish  Antilles,  and  they  will  bo  in  a  revolutionary 
mood.  Spain  will  not  look  at  anything  until  that  question 
is  settled.  If  that  should  fail,  I  think  Canada  will  have 
more  than  a  fair  chance  of  making  an  advantageous  treaty. 
I  can  only  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  there  will  be  no 
neglect,  but  that  thero  will  be  continual  watchfulness  and 
pressure  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian  Government  upon  the 
Government  of  Spain,  in  the  first  place,  directly  through 
our  own  officers,  and  then  constantly,  every  day,  through 
the  intervention  of  Her  Majesty’s  Ambassador. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  had  not  the  advan” 
tage  of  hearing  the  first  remarks  of  the  First  Minister. 
Did  he  state  whether  the  Canadian  Government  were  taking 
part  in  the  negotiations  which  were  recently  going  on 
between  the  British  Government  and  Spain,  .with  a  view 
to  a  treaty  between  Her  Majesty’s  Government  and  Spain, 
which  would  secure  the  admission  of  Spanish  wines  on 
more  favorable  terms  into  England,  for  corresponding  con¬ 
cessions  in  the  way  of  reducing  the  duties  now  levied  on 
English  goods  imported  into  Spain  ?  That  would  afford,  I 
imagine,  an  opportunity  for  something  to  be  done.  Did 
the  First  Minister  mention  that  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  I  had  better  not 
now  enter  into  details  on  that  matter;  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  understand  that  in  the  ovent  of  an  alteration  in 
the  English  wine  tariff  in  favor  of  Spain,  a  corresponding 
advantage  must  be  given  by  Canada  before  we  can  hope  to 
have  any  arrangement  with  Spain. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  wished  to  ascertain 
whether  the  Government  had  called  attention  to  that  point. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  quite  understand  that  the  steps  taken 
in  connection  with  the  British  Ambassadors  were  most 
essential,  more  particularly  in  view  of  the  new  treaty  now 
before  the  United  States  Senate;  and  judging  by  what  I 
observe  in  the  United  States  press,  the  people  of  that 
country  are  becoming  daily  more  alive  to  the  importance  of 
getting  that  trade  with  Spain.  Hitherto,  under  the  late 
treaty,  we  have  labored  under  a  great  disadvantage.  A 
great  portion  of  the  vessels  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia  are  engaged  in  the  West  Indian  trade,  and  wo  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  a  great  portion  of  the  trade  between  the 
Spanish  Antilles  and  the  United  States.  That  is  being 
gradually  reduced  under  the  operation  of  the  present 
treaty,  and  if  the  new  treaty  comes  into  force  it  will  be 
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practically  destroyed.  I  will  give  a  statement  which  was 
made  up  to  show  what  the  effect  of  the  new  treaty  will  be 
with  regard  to  our  products.  An  elaborate  statement  was 
made  with  regard  to  a  brig  of  333  tons  register  carrying  in 
a  cargo  of  shooks  to  Cuba  valued  at  $3,300.  At  present  she 
will  pay  in  Cuba  $1,96 1  tonnage  duos  and  consul  fees,  while, 
if  the  new  treaty  comes  into  force,  an  American  vessel  will 
pay  $1,900  lose.  Thus  the  result  would  be  practically  to 
destroy  our  trade  as  it  stands.  Now,  under  the  present 
regulations  fish  can  be  carried  to  the  United  States  and 
thence  shipped  to  Cuba  cheaper  than  it  can  be  carried 
direct  from  United  States  ports.  As  shown  by  1  he  state¬ 
ment  of  tho  bon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail),  the  follow¬ 
ing  are  the  differences  in  dues  chargeable  to  vessels,  foreign 
or  Spanish  or  American,  under  present  treaty  arrange¬ 
ments  : — 


Potatoes  in  Spanish  or  American  vessels, ! 
do  “  foreign 

Kails  “  Spanish  or  American 

do  “  foreign 

Pork  “  Spanish  or  American 

do  “  foreign 

Batter  “  Spanish  or  American 

do  “  foreign 


BO-61 

0-87 

2.60 

3.77 

2.83 

4.06 

6.49 

9.20 


per  100  krlos. 


The  result  of  tho  treaty  will  therefore  be  disastrous  to  us, 
should  it  be  endorsed  by  tho  United  States  Senate;  it  will 
practically  destroy  trade  between  the  West  Indies  and  the 
Maritime  Provinces. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  suggest  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  perhaps  arguments  of  that  kind  are 
not  of  a  nature  to  strengthen  our  position. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  not  everybody  know  what  the  duties 
are?  Do  not  the  people  of  the  United  States  know  what 
the  duties  are  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  people  of  the  United 
States  are  not  Spain. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  Spain  is  not  so  ignorant  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  supposes. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  reason  I  put  this  forward  is  because 
we  know  the  present  state  of  trade  between  the  Maritime 
Provinces  and  the  mother  country  is  most  depressing,  and 
if  we  destroy  our  trade  with  the  West  Indies  we  shall  have 
do  outlet  for  it  at  all.  That  is  why  I  maintain  that  valu¬ 
able  time  has  been  lost,  and  it  strikes  me  that  if  we  had  the 
right  we  claimed,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  we  ought  to 
have,  to  negotiate  a  treaty  ourselves,  instead  of  going 
through  the  red  tape  circumlocution  office,  we  might  have 
been  in  a  position  to  have  a  treaty  now.  While  we  have 
been  watching  and  waiting,  the  Americans  have  got  ahead 
of  us,  and  are  in  a  position  to  command  the  trade,  not  only 
with  Cuba  and  the  Spanish  Islands,  but  eventually  with  the 
West  India  Islands. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  importance  of  this  subject  is  so  great, 
that  I  believe  it  warrants  me  in  making  a  few  remarks  on 
it.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  either  failed  to  catch  the 
point  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  or  skilfully 
evaded  it  in  his  answer,  by  deprecating  any  discussion  at 
present  upon  the  negotiations  going  on  with  regard  to  a 
new  treaty.  Hon,  gentlemen  on  this  side  do  not  wish  the 
Government  to  divulge  matters  not  proper  to  be  divulged, 
but  the  point  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
one  which  has  great  weight  with  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side,  is  this  :  that  the  House  is  entitled  to  know  something 
of  what  has  been  done  by  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  existing  tariff  between  Canada  and  Cuba,  before  a  new 
treaty  can  be  negotiated.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  we 
ought  to  be  satisfied  ;  that  the  Government  have  done  every¬ 
thing  ;  but  he  has  failed  to  mention  one  step  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  taken  ;  he  has  failed  to  mention  one  item  of  in¬ 
struction  that  they  have  sent  to  our  High  Commissioner. 
The  charge  we  make  is,  that  they  have  neglected  our  in- 
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terest  to  such  an  extent  that  we  are  at  present  in  the  dis¬ 
advantageous  position,  explained  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby,  of  having  to  pay  very  much  higher  dutios  than  the 
United  States,  and  that  we  will  havo  to  remain  in  that 
position  for  one,  two  or  three  years,  until  this  treaty 
be  oither  approved  or  disapproved  of  by  tho  Senate 
of  tho  United  States.  In  the  meantime,  our  trade 
will  become  more  crippled  year  by  year,  and  this  at 
a  time  above  all  others  when  the  Maritime  Provinces 
demand  some  outlet  for  their  produce.  I  have  listened 
carefully  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  those  of 
the  Finance  Minister,  and  have  failed  to  find  that  the 
Government  have  taken  any  active  steps  whatever  to  guard 
our  interests,  or  that  they  have  made  any  demand  that  we 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as  that  of  the  United 
States.  To  talk  about  the  inopportuneness  of  referring  to 
facts  which  are  public,  facts  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  copied  from  the  prices  current  of  a  circular  known 
to  commercial  men  all  over  the  Dominion  and  the  United 
States,  the  Havana  prices  current,  which  is  in  tho  hands  of 
every  man  who  deals  in  the  trade  between  Canada  and  Cuba, 
is  beside  the  question.  These  facts  publicly  known  show 
that  our  trade  is  hampered,  and  in  the  face  of  them  we  have 
the  right  to  ask  what  steps,  if  any,  havo  been  taken  to 
remove  the  disadvantages  under  which  we  labor.  Never 
mind  the  new  treaty.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  a 
perfect  right  to  refuse  to  divulge  steps  now  taken  to  secure 
a  new  treaty,  but  they  have  no  right  to  refuse  this  House 
information  as  to  the  stops  they  have  taken,  if  any,  to 
remove  the  disadvantages  pending  tho  conclusion  of  a 
new  treaty,  from  which  we  now  suffer,  and  from  which  we 
will  have  to  suffer,  unless  removed,  so  long  as  the  United 
States  do  not  disapprove  of  their  new  treaty  with  Spain, 
or  until  we  succeed  in  having  a  new  treaty  ourselves. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell),  Impartial  people  outside  c*.  .is 
House  will  agree  with  tho  suggestion  of  the  First  Min¬ 
ister,  that  this  debate  is  not  likely  to  result  in  improving 
our  position  or  in  aiding  us  to  secure  new  treaty  arrange¬ 
ments.  The  same  rule  exists  between  communities  as  with 
individuals.  It  is  a  new  doctrine  that,  if  you  want  to  get 
advantages,  the  first  thing  you  must  do  is  to  declare  that 
without  them  you  cannot  live ;  that  you  have  everything 
to  gain  and  nothing  to  give  in  return.  Hon.  gentlomen 
opposite,  while  thoy  have  pointed  out  from  theirstandpoint 
that  without  a  treaty  with  Spain,  without  our  getting  similar 
advantages  to  those  provided  in  the  Flag  Treaty  now  adopted 
between  Spain  and  the  United  States,  this  country  must  bo 
seriously  injured,  have  not  pointed  out,  as  they  might,  that 
we  have  some  advantages  to  present  on  our  side.  Thoy 
simply  have  presented  an  argument  least  likely  to  commend 
this  country  to  the  Government  of  Spain  as  a  country  with 
Which  it  is  desirable  to  have  treaty  arrangements.  Of  what 
possible  interest  can  it  be  with  Spain  whether  a  treaty  they 
will  enter  into  with  this  country  is  going  to  be  advantageous 
to  us  or  not?  If  they  enter  into  a  treaty,  it  will  be  at  least 
because  the  advantages  to  be  gained  will  be  reciprocal. 
It  seems  to  me,  if  we  look  back  a  little  into  the  history  of 
this  country,  we  will  find  there  never  has  been  a  time 
hardly  when  we  have  not  had  people  declaring  the  condition 
of  tho  country  was  verging  on  ruin.  In  1845,  when  free 
trade  was  adopted  in  England,  we  had  people  in  Canada 
who  declared  that  our  future  would  be  absolutely  paralysed 
in  consequence  of  that  policy,  and  it  certainly  was  a  policy 
which,  on  tho  face  of  it,  seemed  calculated  to  bring  great 
injury  to  Canada ;  but  we  managed  to  live  through  it  and  to 
prosper  very  well,  despite  those  predictions.  When  the 
treaty  of  1854  was  adopted  we  certainly  derived  consider¬ 
able  advantages  from  it,  but  when  it  was  abrogated  in  1866 
what  did  wo  find  ?  We  had  a  gentleman,  Mr.  Potter,  sent 
to  Detroit,  to  the  convention  there,  carrying  with  him  let¬ 
ters  from  gentlemen  in  Canada,  declaring  that  they  ought  I 


not  to  renew  that  treaty,  becauso  if  it  were  not  renewed  the 
condition  of  things  in  Canada  would  bo  such  that  wo  would 
be  compelled  to  seek  annexation  in  order  that  we 
might  have  commercial  existence  at  all  in  tho  fu¬ 
ture.  The  treaty  was  abrogated,  yet,  despite  its 
abrogation,  we  succeeded  in  managing  to  livo  and  to 
prosper.  In  18*74,  when  hon,  gontlcmon  opposite  were  in 
power,  they  sent  the  late  Hon.  George  Brown  to  Washing¬ 
ton,  to  negotiate  a  treaty  which  they  felt  was  absolutely 
necessary;  they  made  every  effort  to  get  it.  What  would 
have  been  said  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  if  the  Conserva¬ 
tives  had  denounced  them  becauso  they  did  not  succeed  in 
getting  a  treaty?  Sui’ely  they  did  all  thoy  could  to  get  it; 
thoy  offered,  as  every  one  will  admit,  concessions,  I  venture 
to  say,  no  one  would  be  disposed  to  offer  to-day,  to  secure 
a  treaty  with  the  United  States;  but  the  United  States  did 
•not  even  give  us  the  courtesy  of  discussing  them  in  tho 
Senate.  But  nobody  hero  complained  that  the  Government 
was  recreant  to  its  trust  to  the  people  of  Canada  because 
tho  United  States  would  not  give  them  a  treaty,  and  when 
we  find  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  talk  about  our  demanding 
certain  concessions,  in  order  to  secure  a  market  for  our 
goods  in  foreign  countries,  and  then  attempting  to  show, 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  that  this  country  depends  for  its 
existence  commercially  on  these  concessions  being  obtained, 
we  cannot  but  conclude  that  their  course  is  unfortunate, 
and  that  they  are  not  likely,  by  means  of  it,  to  secure  the 
concessions  they  ask.  Tho  leader  of  the  Opposition  tells  us 
that  Spain  knows  all  these  things ;  that  she  knows  what 
the  tariffs  are ;  that  she  knows  the  position  in  which 
we  stand  towards  her,  compared  with  tho  United  States, 
and  what  ths  effect  of  a  treaty  with  us  will  bo,  and 
that  nothing  said  in  this  House  can  affect  her  in  the  least. 
But  they  do  not  know,  and,  Sir,  they  cannot  know,  because 
it  is  not  true,  that  the  future  prosperity  of  this  country  de¬ 
pends  upon  their  giving  us  a  treaty  ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say,  and  I  think  everyone  outside  of  this  House,  at  any  rate, 
will  admit,  that  after  tho  frank  statement  of  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter,  that  the  Government  are  doing  all  they  can,  all  that  can 
be  done,  in  order  to  secure  a  treaty,  a  fair  treaty,  a  recip¬ 
rocal  treaty,  a  treaty  that  will  be  advantageous  to  both  sides, 
and  to  secure  it  with  tho  approbation  and  the  support  and 
tho  influence  of  the  Imperial  authorities  at  their  back,  it 
does  not  lie  in  mouths  of  those  hon,  gentlemen  opposite 
to  attack  the  Government,  because  they  are  not 
getting  a  treaty,  because  a  foreign  Government,  over 
which  wo  have  no  control,  have  not  yet  seon  fit  to 
give  us  the  treaty  which  these  hon.  gentlemen  say  we 
ought  to  have.  The  hon.  member  lor  St.  John  (Mr. 
Weldon)  tells  us  that,  if  we  had  the  right  to  make  our 
own  treaties,  if  wo  had  the  right  to  go  straight  to  Spain 
without  the  red  tape,  as  he  calls  it,  of  going  through  the 
Imperial  Government,  we  would  have  had  this  treaty  long 
ago.  Does  he  not  know  that  Spain  would  naturally 
ask,  who  are  you  ?  if  we  went  there  simply  as  a 
colony.  We  go  there  with  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment  at  our  back,  accredited  by  the  Imperial 
Government.  The  power  of  making  treaties  is  an 
attribute  of  sovereignty,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  are 
only  honest  enough  to  admit  frankly  what  they  desire,  that 
they  desire  independent  nationality,  that  we  may  go  as  an 
independent  sovereignty  to  demand  treaties,  we  can  under¬ 
stand  what  they  are  asking  for,  and  wo  can  discuss  it  on  its 
merits.  I  am  not  going  to  say  whether  we  should  have  it 
or  not ;  it  is  not  pertinent  to  this  discussion  ;  but  I  do  say 
that  he  who  undertakes  to  assert  that  a  colony  can  have 
the  power  of  making  independent  treaties  says  what  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  he  believes  himself,  but  what  I  am  certain 
he  cannot  make  any  one  else  believe  who  knows  anything 
of  the  position  of  independent  nations.  The  question 
of  a  treaty  with  Spain  or  with  any  other  nation  is  one  of 
a  bargain  between  people,  and  we  cannot  demand,  but  we 
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can  ask,  we  can  negotiate,  and,  if  those  on  the  other  side 
are  willing  to  enter  into  the  negotiations,  if  they  see  it  to 
their  advantage  to  yield  concessions  in  return  for  conces¬ 
sions,  we  can  get  treaties.  I  think,  after  the  statement  of 
the  First  Minister,  that  the  Government  have  been  and  are 
earnestly  engaged  in  the  work  of  getting  treaty  arrange¬ 
ments  with  Spain,  the  House  and  the  country  may  fairly 
leave  the  matter  in  that  position,  trusting  to  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  press  as  far  as  they  can  for  those  treaty  arrange¬ 
ments,  which  will  be  to  the  advantage  of  this  country  and 
reciprocally,  I  hope,  to  the  advantage  of  the  country  with 
which  we  may  make  them. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  This  is,  perhaps,  as  important  a  debate 
as  any  which  has  occurred  during  the  present  Session,  and 
it  is  one  in  which  the  future  of  this  country  is  largely  in¬ 
volved.  I  have  listened  with  very  considerable  interest  to 
the  remarks  made  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
while  I  pay  great  respect  to  the  utterances  of  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  and  recognise  the  eloquence 
with  which  he  has  put  forward  his  view  of  the  case,  I  must 
say  that  I  do  not  entirely  agree  with  the  conclusions  at 
which  he  arrives.  I  may  also  say  that  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  contentions  of  the  other  side  of  the  House.  I  am  in  the 
happy  position  that  I  think  I  represent  independent  public 
sentiment,  both  inside  of  this  House  and  outside;  and 
while  I  do  not  assent  to  propositions  brought  forward  for 
purely  party  purposes,  for  the  object  of  making  an  attack 
on  the  Administration,  neither  do  I  agree  altogether  with 
those  wholesale  defences  of  an  Administration  which  has  a 
great  many  faults.  I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  the 
Premier  that  this  not  the  time  to  discuss  the  question  of 
whether  the  Government  have  done  their  duty  or  not,  that 
this  is  not  the  time,  when  questions  are  on  the  tapis,  im¬ 
portant  national  questions  are  under  consideration,  import¬ 
ant  questions  between  two  foreign  nations,  in  which 
we  desire  to  participate,  this  is  not  the  time  for  the 
gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  benches  to  get  up 
and  point  out  the  reasons  why  it  will  ruin 
and  injure  this  country  if  our  Government  do  not  step 
in  and  endeavor  to  secure  a  share  of  the  benefits  which  a 
foroign  country  has  obtained.  Therefore,  I  think  it  is  in¬ 
discreet  at  this  moment  to  arraign  the  Government,  to  pour- 
tray  the  disadvantages  and  point  out  the  ruin  which  this 
country  may  suffer  if  this  treaty  is  not  negotiated.  It  is 
not  the  time  to  point  out  to  tho  Government  their  duty. 
They  know  their  duty,  and  while  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  believe  they  always  do  it,  yet  I  believe  that,  in  an  im¬ 
portant  question  such  as  this  is,  the  Government  have  too 
high  a  sense  of  the  responsibility  which  devolves  upon  them 
to  allow  an  opportunity  like  this  to  pass  them  without  en¬ 
deavoring  to  secure  to  Canada,  or  taking  the  preliminary 
steps  to  secure  to  Canada,  the  advantages  which  sb9  would 
enjoy  by  participating  in  those  which  are  given  to  either 
Spain  or  Cuba.  I  hold  that  the  time  to  arraign  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  not  now,  but  when,  having  their  attention  called 
to  the  necessity  of  it,  not  only  by  the  public  prints  but  by 
the  motion  of  tho  hon.  gentleman,  they  neglect  it.  I  think, 
perhaps,  to  some  extent,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion  was 
judicious  and  proper,  but  I  think  the  pursuance  of  that 
motion,  as  followed  out  by  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite,  may  work  to  the  detriment  of  Canada  and 
may  hinder  and  retard  and  handicap  tho  hands 
of  the  Government  in  carrying  it  out.  A  word 

as  to  what  my  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  has  said,  and  I  suppose  I  may  say  “  hon.  friend,” 
for  everyone  says  he  will  be  an  “honorable”  soon,  and  I 
am  sure  he  will  be  a  great  addition  to  the  Administration 
when  they  get  him.  He  arraigns  the  members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  and  gentlemen  like  myself  who 
may  sympathise  with  them  in  some  particulars,  by  telling 
them  to  ask  for  independence  if  they  want  it,  but  not  to  ex- 
Mr,  White  (Cardwell), 


pect  to  get  the  treaty-making  power.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  have  independence  to  have  the  power  to  make  treatios, 
or  at  all  events  to  get  the  power  to  arrange  the  prelimin¬ 
aries  of  those  treaties. 

Mr*.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  believe  that  all  we  have  to  do  to¬ 
day  is  to  say  to  the  Imperial  Government:  We,  as  Cana¬ 
dians,  knowing  better  than  you  can  the  necessities  of  our 
trade  and  the  peculiarities  of  our  position,  claim  the  right 
to  have  you  place  us  in  such  a  position  with  foreign  nations 
that  we  may  arrange  the  treaties  with  them,  and,  if  it  is 
necessary  to  confirm  them,  we  expect  you  to  do  it  sub 
silentia,  without  question  or  negotiation,  whether  it  suits 
Birmingham  or  Manchester  or  Sheffield,  or  suits  the  ideas 
of  free  trade  or  not,  but  because  Canada  desires  it  and  her 
statesmen  ask  it.  I  should  like  to  speak  further  upon  some 
other  points,  but  I  have  been  suffering  so  much  from  cold 
that  I  can  hardly  give  utterance  to  my  views  on  this. 
There  is  one  thing,  however,  that  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say 
as  the  representative  of  the  county  of  Northumberland.  I 
had  placed  in  my  hands  a  letter  received  from  a  friend  of 
mine  in  Chicago,  bearing  upon  a  question  which,  if  not 
exactly  directly  in  the  sense  of  this  motion,  was  so  nearly 
allied  to  it  that  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  mo  to  refe.*  to 
it.  We  have  heard  of  deputations  of  millers  and  of  those 
interested  in  the  manufacture  of  flour  coming  to  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  asking  that  an  additional  duty  be  placed  on 
flour  because  there  is  a  discriminating  duty  against 
it  in  the  duty  placed  on  foreign  wheat.  That  is  a 
thing  which  directly  affects  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  and  United  States  manufacturers,  ss  it  does  those  of 
Canadians  and  Canadian  manufacturers.  It  affects  Canadians 
not  only  in  connection  with  their  manufacturers,  which 
principally  applies  to  the  western  portion  of  this  Dominion, 
but  also  as  to  consumers,  which  applies  mainly  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec  and  the  eastern  Provinces  of  this  Do¬ 
minion.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  asked  to  be  done  ?  They  claim 
that  there  is  a  difference  in  the  duty  on  wheat  and  the  duty 
on  flour,  against  the  miller,  because  the  relative  duty  is 
greater  on  wheat  than  it  is  on  flour,  and  these  millers 
modestly  come  here  and  ask  this  Government  to  increase 
tho  duty  on  flour,  to  allow  them  to  get  wheat  without  a 
discriminating  duty  against  it,  thei’eby  adding  to  the  in¬ 
creased  cost  of  an  article  of  consumption  which  is  the  main 
staple  of  the  poor  people  of  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  I  say 
that  in  place  of  levelling  up  the  duty  to  make  flour  corre¬ 
spond  with  wheat,  if  there  is  a  difference,  let  the  Govern¬ 
ment  level  down  the  duty.  If  we  cannot  get  the  duty  off 
flour  altogether,  as  we  ought  to  have,  the  Government  ought 
not,  at  all  events,  to  increase  it,  particularly  at  a  time  of  a 
crisis  such  as  exists  in  the  country  to-day.  Sir,  I  have  had 
placed  in  my  hands  a  letter  in  relation  to  that  question, 
and  I  will  read  it  if  the  House  will  permit  me  : 

“  Dsak  Sir, — I  see  by  the  Canadian  newspapers  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  your  Government  to  increase  the  duty  on  flour.  As  I  believe  you 
are  well  posted  on  that  subject,  will  you  please  let  me  know  your 
opinion.  I  hear  on  the  board  of  trade  here - 

That  is,  in  Chicago - 

“that  should  your  Government  put  up  the  duty - 

That  is  tho  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  now— how  it  is  going  to  affect  us  with  the 
United  States— 

“  they  will  petition  the  Congress  to  raise  the  duty  on  barley,  rye,  lum¬ 
ber  and  fish  from  Canada,  to  such  a  figure  as  to  stop  its  business.  No 
doubt  your  Government  will  hear  both  sides  of  the  question  before  they 
vote  on  it.” 

Now,  Sir,  what  I  ask  is  this— speaking  for  the  consumers, 
the  large  class  of  consumers,  the  large  outside  party  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Premier  spoke  of  me  as  the  represen¬ 
tative,  the  other  day — I  speak  for  them,  I  speak  for  the  con¬ 
sumers  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  forming  a  very  large 
class  of  the  population,  and  I  say  that  the  duty  ought  not 
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to  be  put  upon  a  staple  article  of  produce  which  forms  their 
food  ;  and  if  there  does  exist  any  discrimination  against  the 
miller  in  the  country,  lot  the  Government  level  down  the 
duty  and  take  it  off  wheat,  and  bring  it  down  to  the  level  of 
what  flour  is,  and  not  add  to  the  cost  of  living,  to  the  cost 
of  the  poor  man's  bread,  by  increasing  the  duty  on  flour 
and  levelling  it  up.  That  is  all  1  have  to  say  on  that  sub¬ 
ject  just  now.  At  a  later  stage,  perhaps,  when  I  can  speak 
more  directly  on  the  subject,  and  I  am  in  better  condition 
to  speak,  I  shall  take  the  opportunity  of  discussing  the  sub¬ 
ject  at  greater  length. 

Mr.  HILLIARD,  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat,  I  think,  is  out  of  order,  because  this  is  not 
the  proper  time  to  speak  on  this  question.  The  millers 
have  asked  the  Government— 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  The  hon.  gentleman  must  confine  his 
remarks  to  the  question  of  the  treaty  ;  ho  must  not  speak 
on  the  flour  question. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then,  I  think  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  ought  to  have 
boon  stopped. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Otherwise  his  observations  would  remain 
unanswered. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  House,  no  doubf,  took  note  of  the  fact 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
threatened  the  Government  with  what  might  seriously 
affect  the  country  in  case  it  persisted  in  the  policy  which 
it  was  rumored  it  was  likely  to  adopt.  Bat  the  observa¬ 
tions  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  were  not 
relevant  to  the  question  before  the  House.  The  discussion 
indulged  in  by  the  First  Minister  and  by  the  hon.  member* 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  was  equally  irrelevant  to  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Digby  (Mr.  Vail).  Now, 
Sir,  my  hon.  friend  did  not  go  into  any  such  discussion  as 
the  hon.  momber  for  Cardwell  spoke  of.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  establishment  of  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the 
Spanish  West  India  colonies  was  necessary  to  the  existence 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  or  of  Canada.  That 
was  not  the  subject  of  discussion.  Every  one  knows 
the  people  of  Spain,  at  all  events,  know  that  unless  Canadians 
believe  that  there  is  some  advantage  to  be  derived  from  a 
reciprocity  treaty,  they  would  not  seek  to  engage  in  such 
a  treaty  at  all ;  and  if  the  First  Minister  or  the  hon.  momber 
for  Cardwell  supposes  that  we  can  go  to  Spain,  with  a  view 
of  negotiating  a  reciprocity  treaty  and  inform  the  Spanish 
authorities  that  we  have  no  interest  in  such  a  treaty,  that 
it  would  not  be  advantageous  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
they  would  hardly  take  the  trouble  of  entering  into  any  cor¬ 
respondence  or  of  negotiating  with  us.  I  also  observe  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  said  that  to  speak  of  negotiating 
treaties  on  our  own  behalf  was  scarcely  less  than  treasonable; 
that,  in  fact,  it  was  a  demand  for  separation  in  disguise,  and 
that  those  who  aro  advocating  the  right  to  negotiate  a 
reciprocity  treaty  were  in  favor  of  independence.  Well, 
Sir,  I  observo  that  the  Imperial  Government  has  taken  a 
different  view.  I  understand,  from  the  public  press,  that  at 
this  very  moment  they  have  authorised  the  Government  of 
Newfoundland  to  enter  into  negotiations  with  a  view  to  a 
reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States,  and  certainly  no 
one  supposes  that  the  Government  of  Newfoundland,  at  the 
present  time,  is  demanding  independence  or  separation  from 
the  mother  country.  What  is  important  at  this  time,  is  to 
bring  before  the  House  the  fact  that  in  our  commercial  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  Spanish  West  Indian  colonies,  in  consequence 
of  the  existing  treaty  between  Spain  and  the  United  States, 
the  products  of  the  United  States,  such  as  we  also  might  send 
to  the  Spanish  West  Indies,  are  admitted  from  the  United 
States  on  more  reasonable  terms  than  they  are  from  Canada. 
Now,  we  understood  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  his  colleagues,  had  taken 
2!> 


steps  to  secure  a  treaty  between  Canada  and  Spain  similar 
to  that  which  now  obtains  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Spanish  West  Indian  colonies.  My  hon.  friend  who  is 
leader  on  this  side,  asked  the  First  Minister  how  it  was 
that  these  negotiations  came  to  be  broken  off ;  how  it  was 
the  Government  did  not  persist  in  these  negotiations  and 
secure  for  Canada  terms  at  least  as  favorable  as  those  which 
existed  at  the  present  time  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Spanish  West  Indian  colonies.  The  First  Minister  did 
not  answer  that  question ;  he  evaded  it.  The  Finance 
Minister,  just  before  we  adjourned  at  six  o’clock,  informed 
us  that  these  negotiations  had  been  brokon  off,  and  that  they 
had  been  allowed  to  stand  over  until  it  would  be  seen  what 
were  the  results  of  the  proposed  ratification  of  the  treaty 
which  has  been  negotiated  between  the  Government  of  Spain 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Well,  Sir,  wo  do 
not  understand,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  why  it  is  that  these 
negotiations  should  be  deferred.  If  the  treaty  is  completed 
between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  if  it  is  ratified  by  the 
Senate,  and  the  Spanish  Government  are  favorable  to  a 
reciprocity  treaty,  why  did  our  Government  not  take  the 
initiatory  step  ?  Why  did  they  not  go  at  least  as  far  as 
the  present  treaty  relations  go  between  Spain  and  the 
United  States  ?  That  would  have  been  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  it  would  have  facilitated  negotiations  for 
a  further  treaty,  to  secure  more  direct  trade  relations,  even 
than  would  have  been  secured  by  an  arrangement  of  that 
sort.  What  we  would  like  to  know  is,  why  these  negotia¬ 
tions  where  broken  off — why  the  Government  did  not  per¬ 
sist  in  them?  The  Spanish  Government  are  favorable  to 
reciprocity;  they  have  shown  that  by  their  negotiations 
with  the  United  States.  We  have  the  same  products  to 
offer  them,  and  the  Spanish  West  Indian  residents  would 
like  to  secure  competition  in  their  market,  no  doubt.  They 
would  like  to  purchase  Canadian  fish  upon  the  most  favor¬ 
able  terms.  They  know  that  the  supplies  which  they  obtain 
from  the  United  States  and  from  Canada  would  be  obtained  at 
a  more  reasonable  rate  if  both  Canada  and  the  United  States 
were  competing  in  the  Spanish  West  Indian  market  than  if 
it  was  made  a  close  preserve  for  American  products  alone. 
That  being  the  case,  and  the  course  taken  by  the  Spanish 
Government  being  before  us,  we  are  satisfied  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Spain  is  ready  to  negotiate  a  treaty.  They  are 
willing  to  go  at  least  as  far  as  they  went  in  their  negotiations 
with  the  United  States;  they  are  ready  to  go  further  if  the 
United  States  Senate  ratifies  the  new  treaty.  Why  did  this 
Government  not  negotiate  a  treaty  like  that  which  is  in 
force?  Why  did  they  not  secure  to  our  people  trade  relations 
at  least  as  favorable  as  those  which  were  obtained  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States  with  the  Spanish  West  Indian 
residents  ?  I  say  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  given  us  that 
information,  and  to  talk  about  the  imprudence  of  discussing 
the  matter  is  quite  beside  the  question.  We  admit  that  the 
treaty  is  advantageous  ;  we  admit  that  trade  relations  freer 
than  thosejwhich  exist,  will  be  advantageous.  The  very  fact 
that  we  propose  to  negotiate  shows  that  we  make  that 
admission.  That  being  the  case,  there  is  no  possible 
imprudence  in  saying  so.  But  what  we  want  to  know  at 
this  time  is  why  a  treaty  similar  to  that  which  now  obtains 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Spanish  West  Indies  was 
not  negotiated,  and  why  those  negotiations  were  broken  off  ? 

Motion  withdrawn. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— CONSTRUCTION 
NEAR  LYTTON,  B.C. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for: 

Information  in  the  possession  of  the  Department  as  to  the  character 
of  the  work  done  near  Lytton,  B.C.,  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
on  that  portion  of  the  road  for  which  Mr.  Hugh  J.  Keefer  had  a  sub-con¬ 
tract  and  which  was  under  the  inspection  of  his  brother,  Mr.  George 
Keefer,  Government  engineer  ;  also,  copies  of  any  statements  as  to  the 
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character  of  the  material  allowed  as  rock  or  as  other  than  earth  in  this 
part. 

He  said  :  I  make  this  motion  in  consequence  of  information 
which  has  I’eached  me  twice.  At  the  close  of  last  Session  I 
received  from  one  source  a  very  authentic  and  circumstan¬ 
tial  statements  given  to  me  by  a  gentleman,  who  communi¬ 
cated  it  upon  the  authority  ot  a  person  who  had  personally 
known  of  it,  setting  forth  the  fact  that  a  very  considerable 
fraud  had  been  committed  with  respect  to  this  portion  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  that  a  large  quantity  of 
stuff  which  was  entered  and  counted  as  rock  was  really 
earth  or  sand,  and  that  Hugh  J.  Keefer,  the  sub-contractor, 
I  presume  under  an  arrangement  with  the  main  contractor — 
I  presume  there  was  participation,  but  as  to  that  I  cannot 
say — received,  the  Government’s  estimate  having  been 
paid  in  that  way,  the  price  of  rock  for  earth  work  to  such 
an  extent  that  within  a  very  few  months  large  sums  have 
been  accumulated  by  him.  Since  the  commencement 
of  the  present  Session  I  have  received,  from 
an  entirely  independent  source,  information  to  the 
same  effect.  I  made  no  enquiries,  and  the  informa¬ 
tion  in  both  instances  was  communicated  to  mo  spon¬ 
taneously.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  my  duty  to  bring  this  matter 
uuder  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  of  the 
House,  in  order  that  if  those  statements  have  not  reached 
the  ear  of  the  Government,  proper  enquiries  may  be  made. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  observe  that  the  case  is  one  in  which 
the  Government'  engineer  is  a  brother,  and  my  informants 
believe  he  was  also,  although  not  ostensibly,  a  partner  with 
the  sub-contractor,  Mr.  Hugh  J.  Keefer ;  and  if  those  facts 
are  correct,  it  would  seem  that  a  considerable  fraud  has 
been  perpetrated  on  the  country  by  the  sub-contractor  and 
the  engineer. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  would  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  of 
course,  I  knew  nothing  of  this  matter.  I  understand  from 
the  chief  engineer  that  this  is  a  very  small  contract  and  that 
it  was  mostly  earth  work.  I  have  some  information  here 
from  the  chief  engineer.  This  is  what  he  says:  There  was 
a  man  by  name  Hugh  J.  Keefer,  working  upon  contract 
61,  upon  which  Mr.  George  Keefer  was  engineer  in 
charge;  he  is  said  to  be  a  cousin  of  George  Keefer. 
The  part  of  th6  road  on  which  Hugh  J.  Keefer  appeared 
to  be  working,  and  who  was  said  to  have  a  sub-contract, 
was  in  charge  of  Mr.  John  Grey  and  Mr.  Hannington, 
assistant  engineers  under  Mr.  George  Keefer.  Under 
Mr.  John  Grey  and  Mr.  Hannington  were  employed 
a  number  of  men  as  loose  rock  measurers,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  measure  the  boulders  as  excavated,  and  record  them 
in  a  book;  these  were  to  be  returned  daily  to  the  assistant 
engineers,  and  upon  these  returns  thequantity  oflooserock 
was  caicu  ated  a;  the  end  of  each  monih  by  the  assistant 
engineers,  and  checked  by  the  engineer  in  charge.  The 
work  on  this  portion  of  the  road  is  of  good  quality. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  made  no  complaint  as  to  the  quality. 

Mr.  POPE.  Any  papers  we  have  on  the  subject  will  be 
brought  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  informed,  and  a  statement  is,  that 
$100,000  were  extracted  by  this  means.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  loose  rock,  boulders  and  earth,  but  he  knows  that 
the  difference  in  cost  between  boulders  and  loose  rock,  and 
earth  and  sand,  is  very  considerable.  I  daresay  the  differ¬ 
ence  is  25  cents  on  the  one  hand  and  $1.75  or  $1.35  on  the 
other. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  do  not  pay  $1.85  for  loose  rock. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Government  are 
paying  for  loose  rock  in  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  POPE.  Nothing  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  much  ? 

Mr.  Blake. 
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Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  say.  Probably  not  more  than  half 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  moved  for  : 

A  statement  in  detail  of  the  several  casualties  or  accidents  whereby 
passengers  were  injured  or  killed  which  have  occurred  on  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  glad  to  notice  that  my  motion 
meets  with  so  unanimous  a  feeling  of  approyal  in  this  House. 

and  any  of  its  branches,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  aDy  of 
its  branches - - 

I  think  I  should  have  added  also  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
and  any  of  its  branches,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  have  the 
motion  amended  in  that  way,  if  any  hon.  gentleman 
wishes  it  — 

from  the  1st  day  of  January, *188 4,  to  the  1st  day  of  January,  1885, 
stating  in  detail  where  and  when  such  casualties  occurred,  the 
number  of  persons  killed  in  each  casualty  ;  also  number  injured, 
stating  whether  seriously  or  otherwise,  the  several  amounts  paid,  and  to 
whom  paid,  as  damages  in  each  accident,  whether  any  law  suits  for 
recovery  of  damages  are  pending,  and  stating  in  detail  what  amounts 
are  still  claimed  thereon  ;  also  the  causes  of  such  accidents. 

He  said:  I  think,  from  the  frequency  of  these  accidents, 
and  the  very  enormous  character  of  many  of  them,  it  is 
very  important  that  we  should  get  this  information  laid 
before  the  House,  and  that  these  railway  corporations 
should  understand  that  public  attention  is  being  called  to 
the  manner  in  which  human  life  is  being  sacrificed  upon 
their  roads.  I  am  not  pointing  at  any  particular  road  now ; 
I  think  there  is  general  carelessness  on  all  roads,  and  I 
think  it  is  well  to  call  attention  to  this  fact  and  get  those 
returns,  as  the  law  provides. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— COST  OF 
CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for : 

A  statement  of  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  Winnipeg 
to  a  point  615  miles  west  of  Winnipeg,  divided  under  the  usual  sub¬ 
headings  of  cost  of  railway  construction  ;  or  in  case  the  company  has 
not  recorded  the  expense  under  the  usual  sub-headings,  then  divide i  in 
such  a  way  and  in  such  detail  as  the  company  has  recorded  it. 

He  said  :  I  have  more  than  once,  on  former  occasions,  felt  it 
my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  alleged 
cost  of  this  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  was 
with  some  difficulty,  and  after  a  good  deal  of  delay,  that  a 
statement  was  obtained  of  the  expense  of  the  construction 
of  the  different  sections,  and  the  efforts  up  to  this  time  to 
obtain  a  statement  in  those  details  which  are  usual  in  all 
works  of  railway  construction  has  been  a  failure.  We 
know  the  general  sub-headings  under  which  estimates 
are  made  for  works  of  railway  construction.  We  know 
that  they  are  almost  invariably  on  one  line — that  there  are 
some  leading  sub-divisions  which  are  well  understood  to  be 
the  proper  mode  of  estimating  and  of  recording  what  is  the 
cost  of  a  line.  But,  as  I  have  said,  former  applications 
though  acceded  to  by  this  House,  though  thought 
reasonable  by  this  House,  have  not  been  responded  to  by 
this  company  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  So  with  reference 
to  the  contracts ;  we  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  any  of  the 
contracts  for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  excepting  one  of  the  contracts  of  Langdon,  Shepherd 
&  Co.,  and  the  contract  with  the  North  American 
Contracting  Company.  All  the  othor  contracts  have 
been  omitted  up  to  this  time  to  be  supplied  to  us  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  though  called  for  by 
this  House  by  the  medium  of  an  address.  I  have  said 
that  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
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House  on  more  than  one  occasion  to  the  cost  of  this  section, 
and  to  impress,  if  by  any  moans  I  can  impress,  on  the 
House,  the  importance  of  insisting  on  further  information 
with  reference  to  the  cost  of  this  section .  We  have  several 
tests  which  we  may  fairly  apply  with  reference  to  the  cost 
of  this  section.  Hon,  gentlemen  will  remember  that  the 
section  of  which  I  am  speaking  is  the  section  from  Win¬ 
nipeg  to  a  point  615  miles  west —that  is,  to  the  point  to 
the  eastward  of  the  South  Saskatchewan,  so  that  the 
heavy  bridge  over  the  South  Saskatchewan  is  not 
embraced  in  the  cost  of  this  construction.  In  fact, 
there  is  only  one  bridge  of  any  importance  embraced 
in  this  whole  stretch  of  615  miles — I  mean  the  bridge  over 
the  Assiniboine  — a  bridge  which  is  certainly  important,  but 
which  probably  did  not  cost,  with  its  approaches,  much  more 
than  one-third  of  the  cost  of  the  bridge  over  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan.  For  the  rest,  the  road  is  as  easy  a  road  as  is  to  be 
found  anywhere,  and  the  cost  has  beon  stated  to  us  during 
last  Session,  irrespective  altogether  of  the  terminals  and 
station  buildings,  and  the  offices  and  workshops  at  Winni¬ 
peg,  so  that  we  are  dealing  simply  with  the  ascertained  state¬ 
ment  of  the  cost  of  615  miles  of  line,  of  the  cheapest  descrip¬ 
tion  which  it  is  possible  to  find  in  the  character  of  the 
works  which  are  necessary.  How,  as  I  have  said,  there  are 
several  tests  we  may  apply  as  to  what  the  cost  of  this  line 
may  be.  In  the  first  place,  there  is  the  estimate  of  Mr. 
Fleming,  made,  I  think,  in  the  year  1880,  for  1,000  miles  of 
prairie  line  from  Selkirk,  trending  more  to  the  northward 
over  a  more  difficult  country  than  that  traversed  by  the 
southern  line — more  difficult  in  several  particulars,  and 
notably  so  in  respect  of  the  river  crossings — and  certainly 
a  much  more  expensive  piece  of  line  which  Mr.  Fleming 
estimated,  at  a  period  at  which,  if  I  remember  aright,  steel 
rails  were  much  more  expensive  than  they  are  at 
present — at  $13,000  a  mile  for  the  whole  stretch,  including 
a  light  equipment.  A  light  equipment  has  been  estimated 
for  the  purpose  of  the  present  contract  at  $1,300  a  mile, 
which  would  leave  the  cost  of  that  more  expensive  prairie 
section  at  $11,700  per  mile.  Of  course  it  is  to  be  observed 
as  against  the  observation  of  its  being  a  more  expensive 
section,  that  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is 
probably  more  substantial  in  the  sub-grades  than  that  re¬ 
ferred  to  by  Mr.  Fleming.  That  is  certainly  an  observation 
quite  fit  to  be  made,  and  it  would  probably  compensate 
fully  for  the  more  expensive  natural  features  of  the  road  to 
the  northward.  Now,  the  next  element  for  calculation  is 
the  actual  cost  of  the  branch  lines  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  these  are  at  a 
figure,  by  their  own  reports,  which  amount  to  $10,700  per 
mile.  These  lines,  as  we  know,  are  not  very  extensive, 
though  there  is  an  important  line  from  Winnipeg  to  the 
south  and  south-west;  but  the  cost  to  the  company  is 
$10,700  per  mile,  over  a  country  certainly  not  superior  for 
railway  building  to  that  of  the  615  miles  to  which  I  have 
referred.  Another  element  in  the  consideration  of  actual 
cost — which  is  always  more  satisfactory  than  an  estimate — 
is  the  actual  cost  of  the  345  miles  commencing  at  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  section  which  is  the  subject  of  this  motion 
— the  345  miles  which  commences  at  the  615th  mile  west 
of  Winnipeg  and  terminates  at  the  Rocky  Mountains 
is  a  piece  of  road  very  much  more  expensive  than  the  615 
miles.  First  of  all,  it  is  more  expensive  in  respect  to  the 
haulage  and  the  distance,  because  all  the  material  which 
comes  from  the  east  had  to  be  hauled  over  the  whole  615 
miles  before  it  reached  the  initial  point  of  those  345  miles  ; 
and  we  know  that  during  the  year  before  last  the  cost  of 
the  haulage  of  the  material  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  amounted  to  about  $1,200,0U0,  and  that  last  year  it 
amounted  to  over  $600,000  ;  so  that  is  not  an  unimportant 
point.  Secondly,  this  piece  of  road,  the  345  miles,  possesses 
very  much  more  difficult  characteristics,  with  reference  to 
the  bridging.  There  is  a  very  important  bridge  over  the 


i  Saskatchewan  river,  which,  with  its  approaches,  cost 
between  $500,000  and  $6U0,000,  which,  if  you  divide  it  by 
the  comparatively  small  mileage  I  am  referring  to,  you  will 
see  makes  an  addition  for  one  single  bridge  of  something 
like  $1,500  a  mile  over  the  whole  distance.  And  lastly,  the 
third  unfavorable  element  comparatively  is  the  well  known 
circumstance,  that  in  the  course  of  the  section  to  which  I  am 
referring,  you  pass  the  foot  hills  and  up  the  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tains.  After  Calgary  there  are  some  foot  hills,  and  although 
up  the  hither  slope  of  the  Rocky  Mountains  the  route  is 
fairly  good,  it  is  very  much  more  expensive  than  the 
oi’dinary  woi*k  of  the  line.  With  these  thi-oo  rela¬ 
tively  unfavorable  elements — the  distance  from  the  base 
of  operations,  a  very  important  bridge  over  a  small 
mileage,  and  a  country  comparatively  difficult,  with  a 
good  deal  of  mountain  work — -the  actual  cost  of  that 
section  of  345  miles  was  $14,530  a  mile.  So  that  you  find  the 
branch  lines  near  Winnipeg  costing  $10,700;  you  find  this 
section  I  have  been  speaking  of  costing  $14,500;  and  you 
find  Mr.  Fleming’s  estimates,  apart  from  equipment,  to  be 
$11,700.  And  now  I  come  to  my  fourth  and  last  element 
of  the  calculation  in  l’oaching  the  price,  and  that  is  em¬ 
braced  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Reed,  the  engineer  I  referi’od  to 
yesterday,  with  reference  to  a  section  in  the  mountains  in 
British  Columbia.  Mr.  Reed  reports  with  reference  to  a 
particular  section  of  113  miles;  and  I  am  desirous  to  point 
out  to  the  House  what  the  features  of  this  section  ai*e,  and 
what  his  statement  of  the  cost  is,  in  order  that  we  may 
bring  it  into  a  comparison  with  the  cost  of  the  section  to 
which  this  motion  is  dii’ected.  The  section  to  which  he 
refers  commencces  at  Kamloops  Village,  and  terminates  at 
Griffin  Lake,  near  the  summit  of  the  Eagle  Pass  in  the  Gold 
range.  Mr.  Reed  says  : 

“  From  Kamloops  village  to  the  Little  Shuswap  lake,  38  miles,  the 
line  runs  near  the  shore  of  the  South  Thompson  river,  crossing  the 
farms  that  are  located  in  the  valley,  where  the  small  streams,  tributary 
to  the  river,  furnish  water  for  irrigation.  The  grading  and  bridg¬ 
ing  on  this  portion  of  the  line  is  very  light,  and  the  material  is  mostly 
sand  and  gravel.  The  trees  are  few  and  scattered,  and  the  clearing  and 
grubbing  will  be  very  light.” 

You  will  observe  that  this  38  miles  is  a  very  favorable 
piece  of  railway  construction,  and  may  not  unfairly  be  com- 
pai’ed,  for  most  of  the  distance,  to  the  prairie  line. 

“From  Little  Shuswap  lake  to  Sicamous  narrows,  45  mile3,  the  line 
will  be  somewhat  more  expensive.  The  Shuswap  laker  are  of  irregular 
shape,  and  their  arms,  extending  out  between  the  mountains,  distort  the 
railway  line  and  cause  a  loss  in  distance  of  about  8  miles.  The  line 
leaves  the  South  Thompson  river  at  the  head  of  the  Little  Shuswap 
lake,  crosses  a  ‘divide  ’  to  the  Salmon  arm  of  the  Shuswap  lakes,  and 
passes  around  on  the  south  shore  to  Sicamous  narrows. 

“  From  the  west  end  of  the  little  Shuswap  lake,  going  eastward,  the 
excavation  on  the  first  6  miles  will  average  nearly  30,000  cubic  yards 
per  mile,  about  one-half  of  which  will  be  rock.  On  the  next  14  miles 
the  work  will  average  16,000  cubic  yards  per  mile,  all  earth  and  gravel. 
The  next  13  miles  wdl  average  16,000 yards  per  mile,  l,000yards  of  which 
will  be  rock,  and  the  rest  earth,  gravel  and  sand.  The  remaining  12 
miles  to  Sicamous  narrows  will  average  only  about  10,000  cubic  yards 
to  the  mile,  40  per  cent  of  which  will  be  rock.  On  this  section  there 
will  be  two  short  tunnels — one  of  240  feet  and  one  of  300. 

“  From  Savonna’s  ferry  to  Sicamous  narrows,  a  distance  of  118  miles, 
the  entire  line  is  contiguous  to  navigable  water,  and  is  therefore  more 
favorably  situated  for  cheap  and  rapid  construction.” 

There  you  see  a  section  of  45  miles  of  a  very  different 
character — and  I  will  advert  presently,  in  more  detail,  to 
what  I  calculate  to  be  the  cost  of  that  45  miles. 

“  From  Little  Shuswap  Lake  eastward  there  is  a  marked  change  in 
the  climate.” 

And  he  proceeds  to  state  what  the  climate  is,  and  goes  on  : 

“  From  Sicamous  narrows  to  Griffin  lake,  near  the  summit  of  Eagle 
pass,  in  the  Gold  range,  30  miles,  the  line  follows  the  valley  of  the 
Eagle  river.  But  little  if  any  rock  excavation  occurs,  and  the  earth 
woik  is  very  light.  Some  pile  bridging  and  a  short  pivot  bridge  at 
Sicamous  narrows  will  be  required.  The  country  is  densely  wooded,  and 
clearing  and  grubbing  will  cost  about  $1,000  per  mile  over  the  remain¬ 
ing  portion  of  the  line,  east  to  the  Rocky  Mountains.” 

I  say,  with  reference  to  that  30  miles,  being  the  eastern 
portion  of  this  section  of  113  miles,  that  the  observation  I 
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made  aa  to  the  westerly  38  miles  may  be  repeated,  namely, 
that  it  is  a  cheap  line,  possessing  the  general  characteristics 
of  the  prairie  line,  except  that  there  is  a  dense  timber,  and 
therefore  the  clearing  and  grubbing  will  cost  $1,000  a  mile, 
which  is  in  excess  of  the  cost  on  tho  prairie,  where 
that  cost  is  almost  nominal.  Now,  Mr.  Reed  estimates  the 
cost  of  this  whole  113  miles  at  $16,000  a  mile.  Of  course,  the 
locality  is  one  of  the  least  favorable  for  railway  construc¬ 
tion,  because  the  base  of  supplies  is  very  much  more 
distant,  and  the  haulage  is  very  much  greater  than 
that  which  was  essential  to  completo  the  116  miles  west 
from  Winnipeg.  Then  tho  broken  character  of  the 
country  and  of  the  section  itself  involves  a  considerable 
difficulty  in  railway  construction.  It  is  not  possible  in  such 
circumstances  to  construct  as  fast  or  as  cheaply  as  when 
you  have  an  unbroken  stretch  of  prairie.  But  apart  from 
tho  middle  45  miles,  this  section  of  113  miles  is  not  a  diffi¬ 
cult  section.  There  are  in  that  portion,  according  to  Mr. 
Reed’s  estimate,  no  less  than  151,000  yards  of  cubic  rock, 
two  tunnels,  and  12,000  cubic  yards  of  earth  a  mile,  apart 
from  the  3,000  or  4,000  yards  of  rock  a  mile.  There  is  a 
very  heavy  timber  over  this  section,  making  $1,000  a  mile 
for  clearing,  cutting  and  grubbing,  so  that  upon  the  whole, 
looking  at  these  circumstances,  my  opinion  is  that 
a  fair  estimate  for  this  45  miles  would  be  $22,500  a  mile; 
but  in  order  to  be  safe,  I  reduce  the  cost  of  these  45  miles, 
to  $21,000  per  mile,  which  makes  $945,000,  while  the  whole 
113  miles  are  estimated  at  $1,808,000,  leaving  $863,000  for 
tho  remaining  68  miles,  on  30  miles  of  which  there  is  $1,000  a 
mile  for  clearing,  post  cutting  and  grubbing.  Therefore, 
tho  comparison  of  these  remaining  68  miles,  with  the 
prarie  section,  to  which  I  have  alluded,  remains  unfavorable, 
because  you  have  $500  a  mile  about  to  add  for  the  simple 
item  of  clearing ;  and  the  comparison  remains  unfavorable 
also  with  reference  to  the  distance  from  the  base  of  opera¬ 
tions  and  tho  broken  and  mountainous  character  of  the 
country.  But  making  no  allowance  for  all  those  circum¬ 
stances,  assuming  there  was  no  more  clearing  than  on  the 
prairie  line,  assuming  that  the  base  of  operations  was  as 
near,  assuming  that  the  country  was  such  that  you  could 
press  on  the  work  with  equal  rapidity  and  facility  through¬ 
out  that  broken  and  mountainous  country  as  on  the  prarie 
section,  still  the  cost  would  be  $12,700  a  mile,  for  tho  68 
miles  of  these  113  miles,  and  the  total  cost  of  the  113  miles 
is  $16,000  a  mile.  There  you  have  my  fourth  element  of 
comparison  or  calculation,  the  cost  of  this  section  in  British 
Columbia,  which,  with  its  expensive  45  miles,  Mr.  Reed  tells 
us  is  going  to  cost  $16,0u0  per  mile,  and  eliminating 
that  expensive  45  miles,  would  cost  between  $12,000 
and  $13,000  a  mile.  With  these  four  elements  of 
comparison,  what  I  desire  to  know  is,  how  it  comes 
that  the  section  from  Winnipeg  to  a  point  615  miles  west 
has  cost,  according  to  the  statement  of  the  company,  no 
less  than  $16,780  per  mile,  or  three  or  four  thousand  dollars 
a  mile  more  than  any  of  these  other  pieces  of  the  line,  and 
more  than  what  the  estimate,  properly  applied,  would  lead 
one  to  conclude  it  ought  to  have  cost.  To  my  mind  it  is 
wholly  inexplicable.  I  cannot  understand  how  it  can  be 
alleged  that  this  615  miles  cost  this  sum  of  nearly  $17,000 
a  mile;  and  yet  that  is  the  statement  the  company  has 
returned  to  Parliament  as  the  cost  of  that  section.  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  first  133  miles  from  Winnipeg  to 
Brandon,  which  was  carried  on  under  the  former  engineer 
of  the  company,  cost  about  $10,000  per  mile.  Under  the 
Langdon-Shepherd  contract,  which  commenced  at  Brandon, 
a  very  high  increase  of  price,  an  inexplicable  increase,  was 
adopted ;  but  I  cannot  see  how  even  there  it  could  cost 
more  than  $12,800  or  $13,000  a  mile  at  any  reasonable  rates, 
and  how  we  reach  tho  sum  of  $16,700  or  $.6,800  per  mile 
is  wholly  inexplicable.  As  far  as  I  can  judge,  there  Chnuot 
bo  less  than  two  and  a  half  million  dollars  of  which  wo  have 
no  reasonable  explanation  whatever  in  the  cost  of  this  sec- 
Mr.  Blake. 


tion.  Now,  some  clue  would  be  given  as  to  what  has 
become  of  this  money,  as  to  how  this  which,  by  a  sad  ex¬ 
perience  too  lightly  to  bo  repeated,  we  know  is  our 
money,  has  been  spent,  if  this  motion  be  passed  by  this 
House  and  if  compliance  with  it  be  enforced  from  the  com¬ 
pany  and  we  receive  a  statement,  according  to  the  usual 
sub-heading  of  railway  construction,  of  what  the  cost  of 
this  sub-section  was. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  papers  will  be  brought  down.  I  can 
say  to  my  hon.  Mend  that  ho  is  laboring  under  a  consider¬ 
able  mistake  when  he  says  the  first  615  miles  was  lighter 
work  than  the  345  miles.  I  have  travelled  over  all  parts 
of  this  railway,  and  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  tho 
345  miles  are  quite  as  light  as  the  615  miles.  It  is  not 
built  as  usually  with  a  prairie  road;  the  road  is  elevated 
very  high,  so  as  to  prevent  snow  collecting  on  it.  The  banks 
on  each  side  where  there  is  a  cutting,  and  there  are  very 
few  cuttings,  are  levelled  up  for  a  very  great  distance,  to 
prevent  the  collection  of  snow.  It  is  not  very  strange,  it  is 
possible  this  piece  of  road  referred  to  in  Mr.  Reed’s  report 
may  be  as  easily  built  as  the  road  across  tho  prairie,  because 
they  would  not  take  the  same  pains  with  it,  and  there  is 
nothing  like  the  amount  of  earth  to  be  removed  as  on  the 
prairies,  nor  are  there  high  banks  to  be  built  in  many  places 
I  as  on  the  prairie.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  singular 
;  in  not  being  able  to  understand  that.  I  do  not  suppose 
many  lawyers  who  have  devoted  most  of  their  time  to  the 
practice  at  the  bar  would  understand  railway  construction. 
No  doubt  he  has  exercised  great  ingenuity  and  has  studied 
tho  papers  very  closely,  but  it  is  an  exceedingly  difficult 
thing  for  a  man  to  come  from  a  lawyer’s  office  and  to  under¬ 
stand  why  a  section  of  grading  should  cost  a  great  deal 
more  than  estimated;  but  he  will  have  the  papers,  and  what 
more  information  he  desires. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  quite  aware,  and  I  did  not  say  that 
this  is  built  a3  ordinary  roads  are  ;  I  said  it  was  a  road  over 
the  prairie.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the  embankment  on  this 
line  is  wider  than  it  ordinarily  is. 

Mr.  POPE.  And  there  is  the  height. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  speaking  of  one  of  two  things — the 
hon.  gentleman  is  trying,  as  usual,  to  put  two  ideas  into 
one  sentence,  but  with  my  limited  comprehension,  to  which 
he  referred,  I  prefer  to  state  one  thing  at  a  time.  I  was 
speaking  of  the  width  of  the  embankment  and  was  going  to 
speak  of  the  height.  I  know  that  the  embankments  were 
very  wisely  made  higher,  having  regard  to  the  pliable 
material  with  which  they  were  made.  It  is  said  that  they 
are  much  higher  than  they  need  be,  and  I  suppose  they  are 
as  high  as  a  judicious  engineer  would  provide 
them  to  be ;  but  the  only  information  we 
have  on  the  sul^ect  is  the  amount  of  earth  work 
over  the  whole  line.  There  is  no  statement  of  the  earth 
woi’k  on  this  section,  although  there  is  of  the  average  earth 
work  all  over,  and  it  certainly  is  a  surprising  amount,  one 
of  the  things  one  wants  to  find  out  a  little  more  about. 
Even  allowing  for  the  earth  work,  I  am  still  at  a  loss  to 
understand  the  cost  of  the  line.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  I 
come  out  of  a  lawyer’s  office  and  know  nothing  about 
railways.  I  suppose  he  would  say  I  do  not  know  more  about 
railways  than  he  does  about  law,  and  I  admit  that  is  very  little. 
But,  Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  for  a  great  many  years  my 
life  has  been  passed  very  little  in  my  office,  and  very  much 
in  this  House,  and  in  the  discharge  of  my  duty  as  a 
public  man,  and  that  I  cannot  take  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
kind  excuse  that  my  attention  to  my  own  business  pre¬ 
vents  me  from  understanding  this  matter.  I  think  the 
statements  I  have  made  will  be  found  to  be  verified.  They 
are  based  not  upon  my  own  information,  but  upon  infor¬ 
mation  supplied  by  the  hon.  gentloman  himself  and  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  with  reforenco  to  other  sections,  and 
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•what  he  says  with  reference  to  the  Columbia  section  is  : 
I  dare  say  it  did  not  cost  any  more  than  the  prairie  section. 
I  dare  say  it  did  not.  I  dare  say  it  was  not  more  expen¬ 
sive  than  the  prairie  section  ;  but,  according  to  this  esti¬ 
mate  of  Mr.  Reed,  it  cost  a  groat  deal  less  than  the 
prairie  section,  and  that  is  the  point.  I  want  to  know 
how  it  is  that  it  costs  so  much  less  than  the  prairie.  Ido 
not  believe  that  they  have  given  us  an  under  estimate  of 
this,  and  therefore  I  believe  there  is  an  extraordinary 
amount  of  cost  in  the  prairie  line.  Then,  ho  says  that 
345  miles  from  a  point  45  miles  east  of  the  Saskatchewan 
to  the  summit,  is  just  as  light  a3  that  from  Winnipeg  to 
that  point. 

Mr.  POPE.  Average. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  it  is  an  average  that  wo  aro 
talking  of.  He  has  been  over  the  line,  he  says.  Part  by 
day  and  part  by  night,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  POPE.  Every  foot  by  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  perhaps  ho  was  looking  out  of  the 
glass  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No  ;  I  did  not  take  my  glasses. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  the  hon.  gentleman,  running  over 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  beween  30  and  40  miles  an 
hour,  on  a  special  train,  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa 
to  cheer  him  by  the  way,  and  1  know  of  no  one  who  could 
better  cheer  him  by  the  way,  could  not  find  out,  I  suppose  is 
not  worth  mentioning ;  but,  for  all  that,  wo  would  like  the 
figures ;  and  even  if  the  work  were  just  as  light  on  the 
average  for  the  345  miles  as  it  was  on  the  prairie  section, 
there  is  the  big  bridge  which  I  mentioned ;  and  even  if  the 
work  were  just  as  light  including  the  big  bridge, - - 

Mr.  POPE.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  did  not  say  including 
the  bridge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  acknowledges  then,  that  including  the 
big  bridge,  it  was  not  as  light  on  the  345  miles  as  on  the 
615  miles;  but  the  fact  is,  that  the  admittedly  heavier  sec¬ 
tion,  what  he  now  admits  to  be  the  heavier  section,  cost 
$14,500  a  mile  and  the  lighter  section,  $16,700. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  understand  that 
they  did  not  include  the  bridge  in  that  statement ;  it  was 
made  when  the  road  was  first  built.  I  must  say  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  displayed  a  great  knowledge  of  railways 
when  he  says  the  usual  width  of  a  dump  is  12  feet.  The 
width  of  that  dump  is  16  feet. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  speak  of  a  dump  at  all. 

Mr.  POPE.  Well,  the  embankment.  Did  he  ever  see 
one  on  a  road  that  was  12  feet  in  width?  I  noversaw  one 
less  than  14  feet. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLIES  FOR  THE  HUDSON’S  BAY  STEAMER 
“NEPTUNE.” 

Mr.  YAIL  moved  for : 

Copies,  in  full,  pf  the  accounts  and  vouchers  of  all  provisions,  coal  and 
other  supplies  furnished  the  Hudson’s  Bay  steamer  Neptune  at  Halifax 
in  July  last. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
amend  that  by  adding  “Copies  of  all  tenders  upon  which 
all  the  contracts  were  based.” 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  have  no  objection  at  all. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

INLAND  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  In  the  financial  statement  of  the  Trea¬ 
surer  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  delivered  at  Toronto  the 


other  day,  I  find  a  claim  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Province  for  a  sum,  I  think,  of  $129,000  for  license 
fees  duo  to  the  Province  for  licenses  for  fishing  in 
the  inland  waters  of  Ontario.  I  think  that,  in  view 
not  only  of  the  importance  of  the  sum  mentioned,  but 
also  of  the  fact  that  the  Government  and  other  members  of 
this  House  have  taken  a  great  interest  in  the  promotion  of 
our  inland  fisheries,  it  is  for  our  interest  to  know,  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  in  whoso  hands  the  promotion  of 
these  fisheries  is.  It  might  be  a  strong  argument  for  those 
who  favor  a  legislative  over  a  federal  union  that  in  almost 
every  province  of  legislation  which  we  take  up  we  aro  ham¬ 
pered,  and  our  hands  are  tied,  by  being  met  with  this  conflict 
of  jurisdiction.  The  constituency  I  represent  is  largely  inter¬ 
ested  in  this  question.  We  have  some  100  miles  of  coast  on 
the  Georgian  Bay.  We  have  in  every  township  inland  lakes 
and  rivers,  which  are  largely  stocked  with  fish,  and  we  have 
been  making  great  efforts  to  preserve  that  industry,  which 
is  of  great  importance  and  value.  The  Government  have 
also  done  a  great  deal  in  this  direction  in  the  last  year 
or  two,  and  I  was  hoping  that  before  the  expiration  of 
another  Session  we  should  have  had  these  fisheries  placed 
on  6uch  a  footing  that  we  would  avoid  that  which  has  hap¬ 
pened  in  almost  all  the  older  Provinces — an  entire  destruc¬ 
tion  of  the  fish  in  the  inland  waters.  So  far  as  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  nature  of  the  judgment  to 
which  reference  is  made,  I  do  not  think  it  goes  as 
far  as  is  stated  by  the  Provincial  Treasurer.  I  do  not  gather 
that  it  at  all  affects  the  rights  of  the  Dominion  to  control 
the  fisheries,  so  far  as  legislation  may  go,  irrespective 
of  fees  for  licenses.  In  fact,  it  seems  to  be  in  somewhat 
the  same  position  as  the  liquor  question,  and  attended 
with  all  the  same  difficulties.  But,  from  a  cursory  examin¬ 
ation  of  it,  I  do  not  think  it  debars  the  Dominion  from  exer¬ 
cising  that  control  over  the  fishing  which  has  already  been 
claimed  and  exercised.  Of  course  we  can  hardly  expect  the 
Dominion  will  continue  to  administer  a  branch  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  if  the  fees  are  to  be  taken  by  another  party,  if  they  are 
only  to  have  the  expense  and  another  Legislature  is  to 
receive  whatever  profit  may  be  obtained.  I  cannot  myself 
understand  by  what  process  of  calculation  the  Treasurer  of 
Ontario  has  arrived  at  the  very  large  sum  he  claims, 
because  th9  fact  is,  that  so  far  as  the  inland  fisheries  are 
concerned,  which  alone  were  affected  by  the  judgment  in  the 
Queen  against  Robertson,  which  came  from  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick,  the  fees  are  exceedingly  small  and 
the  expense  of  management  correspondingly  great. 
I  think  that  so  far  as  any  money  interest  is  concerned,  the 
Province  will  find  that  it  had  better  have  allowed  the  sub¬ 
ject  to  rest.  But  however  that  may  be,  it  is  important  that 
we  should  know  how  far  this  judgment  affects  the  Province 
and  the  Dominion.  Having  taken  myself  great  interest  in 
this  matter,  and  knowing  that  other  hon.  members  are  in¬ 
terested  in  it,  and  that  the  Government  will  be  compelled  to 
take  it  into  consideration,  I  beg  to  move  : 

For  a  copy  of  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  ia  the  case  of  the 
Queen  against  Robinson,  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to  the  rights  of  Pro¬ 
vincial  Governments  to  control  the  inland  fisheries  of  the  Dominion  ;  and 
also  for  copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  ot  the 
Dominion  and  that  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  relation  thereto. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  moved : 

For  copies  of  the  returns  as  required  to  be  made  under  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Railway  Act  of  1879  and  the  Acts  in  amendment  thereof,  of  1881 
and  1884,  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  for  the  fiscal  year 
1883-84,  in  each  case  separately  ;  and 

1st.  The  number  of  miles  of  main  line  of  Grand  Trunk,  with  state¬ 
ment  of  actual  total  cost  of  construction  and  equipment  thereof.  The 
separate  cost  per  mile  of  construction  thereof,  without  rolling  stock. 
The  total  amount  of  capital  account  now  standing  against  the  said 
railway,  including  its  equipment. 
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2nd.  A  statement  in  detail,  showing  the  several  branches  or  side 
lines  now  owned  by  the  said  company,  including  the  number  of  miles 
in  each,  with  the  amounts  severally  paid  for  each.  How  such  amounts 
were  paid  ;  whether  paid  in  cash  or  securities,  and  the  statement  aud 
character  thereof  in  detail.  The  amount  for  which  each  of  such  securi¬ 
ties  was  sold,  and  the  net  amounts  which  were  realised  in  each. 

3rd.  A  statement  in  detail  of  any  railway  line  or  lines  leased  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Company  or  agreed  lobe  worked  by  them  on  a  percentage 
of  earnings  or  other  terms,  with  the  length  of  each  of  such  lines  and 
the  conditions  in  detail  of  the  agreements  in  relation  thereto. 

4th.  A  statement  in  detail  of  any  interest  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
may  have  in  any  other  railway  or  railways,  with  the  sscurities  in  detail 
that  they  may  hold  in  relation  thereto. 

6th.  A  statement  in  detail  of  the  net  earnings  of  each  of  the  railways 
mentioned  in  the  four  preceding  clauses,  after  the  payment  of  working 
expenses,  for  the  past  financial  year  of  each  of  the  said  railways,  with  a 
statement  in  detail  of  the  percentage  that  working  expenses  bear  in 
each  case  to  the  gross  earnings. 

6th.  Whether  any  and  what  amounts  were  paid  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Company  towards  the  construction  of  the  Toronto  and  Ottawa  Rail¬ 
way,  and  the  amount  thereof,  with  the  statement  of  the  gross  as  well 
as  the  net  earnings  of  the  said  railway,  for  the  past  financial  year  of  the 
said  railway,  and  a  statement  of  where  these  funds  came  from  ;  also,  a 
statement  a3  to  where  they  appear  in  the  accounts  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Company’s  accounts  or  returns. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  certainly  think  it  is  unwise  to 
assist  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  to  worry  and  annoy 
a  railway  company  in  the  way  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  determined  to  annoy  and  worry  the  Grand  Trunk.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  wise  for  this  House  to  assist  him  in  calling 
upon  the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway  Company  to  bring  down 
extended  returns  of  this  kind.  It  will  cost  them  a  great 
amount  of  money,  and  will  be  of  no  use  to  the  country,  that 
I  can  see.  I  have  noticed,  since  it  has  been  my  privilege  to 
sit  in  this  House,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  got  some 
peculiar  spleen  of  his  own  against  the  Grand  Trunk,  that 
apparently  is  not  very  well  known  to  any  other  member.  I 
cannot  understand  what  it  is.  Possibly  there  may  be  a 
$10,000  nigger  in  the  fence,  or  something  of  that  kind.  I 
have  noticed  that  he  has  a  continuous'antipathy  against  that 
corporation.  The  word  Grand  Trunk  is  hardly  ever  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  House  but  that  he  goes  for  that  company  like 
a  mad  bull  at  a  red  rag.  I  notice  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
got  three  motions  on  the  Order  paper,  and  every  one  of  those 
motions  is  Grand  Trunk,  Grand  Trunk,  all  the  time.  I  would 
certainly  like  to  have  some  explanation  of  the  secret  of  his 
antipathy.  It  appears  to  me  that  in  justice  to  the  House, 
as  well  as  to  himself,  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  enter  into 
a  detailed  statement  of  all  the  grievances  that  exist  between 
himself  and  the  Grand  Trunk,  of  all  the  facts  at  issue  be¬ 
tween  them.  I  think  certainly  that  we  should  not  permit 
this  Order  to  pass  until  the  hon.  gentleman  gives  the  House 
such  explanation  as  will  warrant  us  in  believing  that  it  is 
necessary,  in  the  public  interest,  that  we  should  permit  it. 
The  Grand  Trunk  Company  has  performed  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  service  to  this  country ;  it  was  the  pioneer  line  of 
this  Dominion,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  right  that  we 
should  permit  any  hon.  gentleman  here  to  ask  questions, 
from  time  to  time,  to  annoy  the  company  in  this  kind  of 
style.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  give  the  House  some 
extended  explanation  of  the  cause  which  leads  him  to  take 
this  course. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  certainly  did  not  desire  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  at  any  length  with  remarks  on  the 
Grand  Trunk  at  the  present  moment ;  but  since  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has  chosen  to  make 
references  to  me,  and  thinks  it  is  due  to  the  House  that  I 
should  give  some  some  explanation  why  I  want  these 
returns,  I  shall  be  happy  to  comply  with  his  request.  That 
hon.  gentleman  has  chosen  to  imply  some  personal  interest, 
or  some  $10,000  nigger  in  the  fence,  or  some  other  reason, 
which,  I  presume,  he  intends  to  be  jocular  about  -  or  at  all 
events  to  imply  that  I  have  personal  motives  in  my  action 
in  relation  to  the  Grand  Trunk.  Sir,  that  there  may  be 
some  personal  differences  between  the  leading  executive 
and  myself,  is  true  ;  and,  Sir,  I  thought  that  I  had  given, 
last  winter,  sufficient  explanation  of  my  attitude  towards 
Mr,  Mitchell, 
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the  Grand  Trunk  Company.  Was  my  hon.  friend,  who  has 
chosen  to  make  these  inferences  about  myself,  in  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Railways  and  Canals  last  winter  when  this 
matter  was  discussed,  when  another  hon.  gentleman,  who  is 
now  in  my  eye,  chose  to  make  similar  references  to  those 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  made?  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  recollect  what  my  answer  was  to  my  hon. 
friend  then  ?  I  am  prepared  to  make  the  same  answer  now. 
I  leave  it  to  the  House,  who  witnessed  the  struggle  last 
winter,  between  myself,  individually,  and  a  great  corporation 
— a  struggle  in  the  interests  of  the  public  of  Canada,  a 
struggle  in  vindication  of  Canadian  rights,  a  struggle  to 
remove  the  stigma  and  stain  that  have  been  put 
upon  Canadian  statesmen,  the  Canadian  Government, 
the  Canadian  people  and  Canadian  institutions,  by  the 
leading  power  that  controls  that  corporation  in  London. 
Was  the  hon,  gentlomau  not  in  the  House  when  I  read  the 
report  of  the  proceedings  at  the  semi-annual  meeting,  in 
April  last,  whon  they  charged  this  House  with  corruption, 
when  they  slandered  the  people  and  Parliament  of  Canada, 
and  when  they  found  fault  with  our  enterprise  and  at¬ 
tempted  to  dictate  to  this  Parliament  how  they  should  spend 
their  money  and  what  undertakings  they  should  enter  into  ? 
Did  the  hon.  gentleman  not  hear  those  remarks  ;  and  if  they 
are  not  sufficient  explanation  of  the  reason  why  I  have 
placed  these  motions  on  the  papers,  I  will  give  him  and 
this  House  further  explanation.  Everyone  knows  that  this 
corporation  owes  this  country  $2d,000,000,  and  ten  years’ 
interest  on  that  amount,  and  that  this  corporation,  through 
its  chief  executive  officer,  threatened  the  Government  of 
Canada  that  if  they  dared  to  enter  into  and  encourage  the 
construction  of  a  Canadian  Pacific  railway  across  the  conti¬ 
nent,  the  power  and  vengeance  of  the  Grand  Trunk  would 
be  visited  upon  them.  We  want,  and  this  House  has  a  right 
to  demand,  that  that  company  shall  place  before  Parliament, 
each  year,  information  which  they  are  bound  to  supply, 
according  to  the  statute.  The  hon.  member  who  last  spoke 
should  have  paused  before  making  an  exhibition  of  himself 
by  questioning  my  right,  or  the  right  of  any  other  hon. 
member,  to  ask  information  on  public  affairs,  information 
on  a  subject  which  we  have  a  right  to  know  about,  and 
which  1  am  sure  the  House  will  order  to  be  granted. 
Does  any  one  question  the  right  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake  j  when  he  rises,  day  after  day,  to 
move  strings  of  resolutions  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  an  enterprise  which  Canada  has  initiated  and  is 
bound  to  carry  out.  Did  anyone  question  the  motives  which 
inspire  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  might  ask  why  should  the 
hon.  member,  day  after  day,  place  motions  on  the  paper,  call¬ 
ing  for  statements  and  returns,  and  asking  for  information 
in  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Have  I,  has 
any  hon.  member,  ever  questioned  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
right  ?  No.  He  has  a  right  to  move  for  information  which 
he  desires  to  procure,  and  which  he,  as  a  representative, 
has  a  right  to  demand  ;  and  why  should  I,  as  an  hon.  mem¬ 
ber,  not  have  a  right  to  call  for  returns  which  the  statute 
requires  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  to  lay  before  the  House  from  year  to  year.  But  this 
House  has  supreme  power  outside  of  the  statute,  and  it  has 
the  right  to  obtain  all  information  from  its  debtors  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  expending  their  money,  as  to  why 
they  have  entered  into  enterprises  which  may  be  very  ques¬ 
tionable  in  their  character,  such  as  branch  railways  and  spec¬ 
ulations  which  may  imperil  the  safety  of  the  $26,000,000 
the  company  owe  us.  If  that  is  not  sufficient,  I  will  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  the  time  Grand  Trunk, that  mon¬ 
ster  corporation  which  dictates  to  the  people  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  should  understand,  and  their  representatives 
and  controllers  in  England  should  realise,  that  Canada  is 
not  going  to  tolerate  any  more  of  their  insolence,  or  put  up 
with  any  more  of  their  insinuations.  The  other  night  I 
read  from  the  statements  of  Sir  Henry  Tyler  and  those  who 
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spoke  in  his  interest — I  have  not  the  extracts  here,  but  I  am 
able  to  produce  them  again — containing  the  insinuation 
that  this  House  was  corrupt,  and  asking  how  much  of  the 
£6,000,000  sterling  voted  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
had  gone  into  the  pockets  of  hon.  members  of  this  House, 
or  members  of  the  Cabinet.  Such  an  insinuation  is  an  out¬ 
rage  upon  the  independence  and  honesty  of  this  Parliament 
of  Canada, and  oughtto  have  been  resented  in  a  more  striking 
manner  by  some  hon.  members  on  the  Treasury  Benches. 
It  has  not  been  done,  and  I  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  it 
now.  If  I  had  possessed  the  information  then,  which  1  have 
now,  I  would  have  talked  to  them  about  corruption.  For 
what  were  the  thousands  of  dollars  put  in  circulation  in 
Montreal — for  what  were  they  given  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
on  a  certain  occasion  ?  I  may  have  to  enlighten  the  hon. 
gentleman  about  these  things  before  we  got  through.  In 
conclusion,  I  desire  to  say  this :  I  have  a  right,  in  the  public 
interest,  to  enquire  how  the  money  that  is  due  to  Canada  by 
this  company  is  going  to  be  paid.  I  have  a  right  to  see  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  enterpx-ise  which  is  security  for  the 
money.  I  recollect,  when  we  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
were  entering  into  Confederation,  this  Grand  Trunk  debt 
was  put  forward  as  an  asset  against  the  investments  of  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  when  the  matter  was  dealt 
with  in  London,  and  it  was  represented  and  counted  as  a 
good  asset.  I,  as  one  of  those  representatives,  have  a  right 
to  know  what  the  particulars  are  and  what  is  the  condition 
of  that  security  for  repayment  of  the  money.  I  have 
a  right  to  ask  why  the  Grand  Trunk  have  put  a  million 
dollars  in  the  road  between  Toronto  and  Ottawa,  which  I 
cannot  find  charged  in  the  Grand  Trunk  accounts,  but  which 
was  paid  for  by  them.  I  want  to  unearth  some  of  the  jobs 
perpetrated  in  connection  with  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  I  have 
a  right,  as  a  representative  of  the  people,  to  ask  that  this 
information  which  is  embodied  in  my  motion  be  given  to 
us,  for  the  purpose  of  finding  out  in  what  position  our  ac¬ 
counts  stand,  whether  *the  condition  of  that  enterprise  is 
satisfactory,  or  whether  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Government  to  deal  with  that  corporation  and  pre¬ 
vent  it  squandering  money  and  thus  removing  all  chance  of 
this  country  ever  getting  recouped  any  portion  of  the  monoy 
due  it.  These  are  my  reasons  for  making  this  motion,  and 
I  think  they  are  good  and  substantial  ones. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SQUATTERS  IN  TOWNSHIP  3,  RANGES  23  and  21 

WEST. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  for: 

Return  showing 

1.  The  names  of  all  squatters  or  occupants  on  the  various  sections  in 
Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24,  west ;  when  such  sections  became  occu¬ 
pied  ;  the  various  applications  made  by  such  squatters  or  occupants  to 
acquire  said  land  ;  all  petitions  and  correspondence  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  respecting  residence  ;  all  declarations  made  by  such  squatters  or 
occupants  and  sent  to  the  Government  touching  said  land  ;  the  names 
of  all  persons  who  have  been  allowed  to  make  entiies  on  said  lands,  and 
the  names  of  all  squatters  or  occupants  who  have  not  been  allowed 
entries;  the  decision  or  adjudication  of  the  Government  respecting  all 
such  claims,  and  the  reasons  therefor. 

2.  All  claims  made  by  the  Morton  Dairying  and  Farming  Comnany  to 
said  lands ;  when  such  claims  were  made  ;  the  action  of  the  Govern 
ment  or  Department  of  the  Interior  thereon  ;  a  copy  of  any  agreement, 
lease  or  license  under  which  said  company  claim  said  land  ;  and  all 
correspondence  with  the  Government  and  said  company  respecting  said 
claim,  and  the  action  of  the  Government  or  Department  thereon  ;  and 
all  other  documents  or  papers  affecting  said  land. 

He  said :  My  reason  for  troubling  the  House  with  this 
motion  is  contained  in  the  following  letter,  which  I  shall 
read  to  the  House.  It  is  dated  20th  February,  1885,  and 
addressed  to  myself,  and  is  in  the  following  terms: — - 

“  Dear  Sir, — In  the  fall  of  1881  I,  with  a  number  of  others,  squatted 
on  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24,  west.  In  May,  1882,  a  company,  by 
the  name  of  the  Morton  Dairying  and  Farming  Company,  informed  us 
that  these  two  townships  were  part  of  the  land  they  bought  from  the 
Government.  Since  that  time  we  have  sent  a  number  of  petitions  and 


letters  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  asking  him  to  give  us  an  entry 
for  our  land,  but  all  we  can  do  seems  to  be  of  no  use.  At  different 
times  we  have  asked  three  members  on  the  Government  side  of  the  House 
to  take  our  case  in  hand.  Two  of  them  promised  to  do  so — the  third  one 
advised  us  to  go  to  the  North-West,  where  the  land  was  in  market.  In 

1882  an  order  was  sent  from  Ottawa  to  the  land  agent,  asking  him  to 
send  in  a  report  of  the  number  of  squatters,  their  improvements,  &c.  In 

1883  blank  forms  were  send  us  to  fill  up,  asking  us  some  forty-two 
questions.  These  forms  had  to  be  filled  up  under  oath.  Well,  the 
forms  were  filled  up  and  sent  to  Ottawa.  In  September  of  the  same 
year  an  order  was  sent  to  the  land  agent  to  give  ns  an  entry  for  our 
land.  In  a  few  days  the  order  was  cancelled.  The  excuse  they  gave 
us  was  that  they  were  not  aware  that  the  land  was  reserved  land. 
During  those  few  days  seven  of  the  squatters  got  an  entry.  There  are 
eleven  of  us  that  have  the  same  right  to  get  an  entry  as  those  who  got 
it.  Will  you  be  so  kind  as  to  take  our  case  in  hand,  and  try  if  you  can 
get  them  to  give  us  our  land,  and  oblige, 

“  Yours  truly, 

“William  Mustard.” 

“  P.S — As  for  the  company,  every  dollar’s  worth  they  had  on  the 
land  was  sold  by  the  sheriff  in  the  summer  of  1883. 

“  W.  M.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  some  facts  in  this  letter, 
some  statements,  which  I  desire  to  submit  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House.  I  find,  by  the  terms  of  this  letter,  that 
in  the  fall  of  1881  eighteen  heads  of  families  left  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  to  settle  in  the  North-West,  and  these 
eighteen  heads  of  families,  as  this  letter  states,  squatted 
on  vacant  Government  lands  in  Township  3,  Ranges 
23  and  24,  west.  That  is  the  first  fact.  I  find  that  all, 
or  nearly  all,  of  these  men,  in  the  fall  of  1881  and  the 
spring  of  1882,  entered  into  possession  of  what  they 
supposed  to  be  their  lauds,  and  made  some  improvements 
thereon,  such  as  putting  up  houses  of  the  dimensions  re¬ 
quired  by  law,  and  entering  on  the  cultivation  of  the  soil. 
That  is  fact  number  two.  I  find,  by  tho  official  Gazette, 
that  on  the  28th  of  February,  1882,  long  months  after  these 
men  had  squatted  upon  the  land,  this  Morton  Dairying  and 
Farming  Company  gave  notice  of  their  intention  to  apply 
for  an  Actof  incorporation,  and  some  months  after  the  28th 
February,  1882,  this  company  did  become  incorporated. 
That  is  fact  number  three.  Now,  Sir,  recollect  all  this 
took  place  several  months  after  the  settlers  or  emigrants 
had  entered  on  the  settlement  of  their  land.  1  find, 
further,  that  after  these  men  had  entered  on  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  thoir  land,  after  they  had  made  somo  improve¬ 
ments  on  their  lands— and  they  were  bond  fide  settlors 
from  the  Province  of  Ontario — some  time  in  th9  year 
1882  that  company  gavo  notice  to  these  setlers  that  the 
land  belonged  to  them  and  gavo  them  notice  to  leavo 
it.  That  is  fact  number  four.  I  find  that  these  men, 
according  to  the  statements  of  the  letter,  by  petition,  by 
representation,  by  letter  and  otherwise,  stated  their  com¬ 
plaints  to  the  agents  in  Manitoba,  and  sent  their  complaints 
to  the  Government,  at  Ottawa,  and  in  answer  to  these  com¬ 
plaints  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed,  in  1882,  and  was 
transmitted  to  the  local  agent,  allowing  these  squatters  to 
make  thoir  entries.  Fact  number  five.  This  action  of  tho 
Government  was  correct.  Nobody  has  any  objec  tion  to  it. 
After  that  Order  in  Council  reached  the  local  ag  nt,  soven 
of  the  eighteen  heads  of  families  to  whom  I  have  referred 
having  become  aware  of  the  Order  in  Council,  made  entry 
and  thus  secured  thoir  lands.  But  unfortunately  within  ono 
week  after  the  Order  in  Council  had  been  transmitted 
to  tho  local  agent  in  Manitoba  the  Order  in  Council 
was  cancelled,  and  the  remaining  eleven  of  the  eighteen 
!  were  deprived  of  their  right  of  entry,  and  up  to  the  pro- 
sent  cannot  get  any  redress.  I  find  another  fact  estab¬ 
lished  by  this  letter — that  this  Morton  Dairying  and  Farming 
Company,  almost  the  moment  it  began  to  exist,  ceased  to 
exist.  It  became  insolvent,  and  in  September,  1883  the 
company’s  assets  were  sold  out  by  the  sheriff  of  Manitoba. 
All  the  assets  and  property  of  the  company  were  sold  by  the 
sheriff,  and  yet  from  the  fall  of  1881  down  to  the  present 
time  eleven  of  the  eighteen  who  settled  on  the  lands  there 
have  been  unable  to  obtain  an  entry  for  their  land.  Now 
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you  see  that  these  eighteen  heads  of  families  left  their 
homes  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  went  to  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  and  settled  upon  unoccupied  lands  owned  appar¬ 
ently  by  nobody,  and  claimed  by  nobody  except  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  until  months  after  they  made  occupation  there.  They 
left  their  homes  in  good  faith,  and  settled  there  in  good  faith, 
relying  on  the  assurance  of  the  Government  to  encourage,  as 
far  as  possible,  all  the  immigrants  that  would  settle  in  that 
country.  And  yet,  Sir,  although  these  representations  have 
been  made  to  the  Government,  although  affidavits  have 
been  sent  to  the  Government,  yet  up  to  this  hour 
these  men  have  been  unable  to  obtain  their  entries.  1 
do  not  know  how  many  of  these  unfortunate  men, 
who  have  been  dangling  for  three  years  and  a-half 
between  earth  and  heaven,  hoping  against  hope,  remain 
in  the  country  to  day.  I  know  that  my  friend,  Mr.  Mustard, 
who  was  a  former  constituent  of  mine,  is  there  still ;  but  how 
many  more  remain  in  the  country  I  do  not  know. '  It  would 
not  be  a  wonder  if  many  of  them,  dissatisfied  and  disgusted 
with  the  treatment  they  have  received  from  the  Government 
and  from  their  officials  in  the  North-West,  left  the  coun¬ 
try  and  removed  elsewhere.  I  hope,  however,  that  better 
counsels  have  prevailed  among  them,  and  that  they  have 
remained  on  their  land.  I  hope  that  the  energy  and  the 
indomitable  perseverance  which  have  characterised  most  of 
the  immigrants  who  went  to  that  country,  have  prevailed  in 
the  case  of  these  men,  and  that  they  have  remained,  there  in 
the  hope,  however  faint  it  may  be,  that  they  will  ultimately 
receive  justice  at  the  hands  of  the  Government.  Now,  I 
regret  that  my  friend  Mr.  Mustard  has  not  sent 
his  complaint  to  some  person  who  has  greater  influence 
with  the  Government  than  T  have.  I  have  no  other  way  of 
ventilating  the  wrongs  of  these  men  than  on  the  floor  of 
Parliament,  and  I  can  only  avail  myself  of  the  opportunity 
this  letter  has  given  me  to  discuss  this  question,  in  order 
that  the  Government  may  see  the  necessity  of  dealing 
with  the  complaints  of  those  men  in  the  way  they 
ought  to  bo  dealt  with.  I  have  more  than  once,  both 
during  the  present  and  the  preceding  Parliament,  found  it 
my  duty  to  point  out,  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  what  I  con¬ 
ceive  to  be  the  harsh  treatment  received  by  the  settlers  of 
the  North-West  at  the  hands  of  the  Government  or  the 
employees  of  the  Government  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West.  I  hoped,  from  the  statements  made  in  the  House 
last  Session,  that  a  more  liberal  and  generous  policy  would 
have  been  pursued  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  in  regard 
to  these  settlers.  If  the  statements  contained  in  this  letter 
are  truo,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  them,  I  am  sorry  to 
see  that  a  more  liberal  and  generous  policy  has  not  pre¬ 
vailed  ;  because  the  First  Minister  must  admit  that  if  these 
statements  are  correct,  these  men  have  been  dealt  with  in 
the  harshest  possible  manner.  They  have  been  allowed  to 
remain  there  three  years  and  a-half  without  their  claims 
being  recognised,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  must  know 
that  nothing  can  check  the  progress  and  retard  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  country  so  much  as  to  let  men  like  these  remain 
in  the  unsatisfactory  condition  in  which  they  have  been 
allowed  to  remain.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  case  in 
question  is  not  an  isolated  case.  I  have  had  half  a  dozen 
such  cases  brought  under  my  notice  since  the  opening  of 
the  Session.  But  it  would  be  of  no  use  for  me  to  go  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  If  the  remonstrances  sent 
to  the  Government  by  the  settlers,  many  of  whom  are 
warm  friends  of  the  Government,  do  not  prevail  with 
them,  I  can  hardly  hope  that  my  voice  will  influence  them ; 
and  my  course  is  simply  to  state  the  facts  to  the  House,  in  the 
hope  that  the  House  may  press  the  Government  to  deal  liber¬ 
ally  with  the  settler.  I  have  several  other  cases  which  1  in¬ 
tend  to  bring  before  tho  Houso,  in  the  hope  of  securing  some 
redress  for  these  people.  Mr.  Mustard  writes  that  he  wishes 
me  to  bring  this  matter  before  Parliament  so  that  these 
eleven  men,  with  their  families,  may  obtain  some  redress. 

Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


I  remember  that  last  Session,  when  I  drew  attention 
to  some  of  these  complaints,  the  First  Minister  denied 
that  any  man  was  dispossessed  of  his  land  in  the  North- 
West  or  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  If  men  who  put 
their  names  to  communications  in  the  public  press  do  not 
state  what  is  utterly  untrue,  the  Department  has  deprived 
more  then  one  man  of  land  and  improvements.  Let  me 
refer  to  a  statement  made  by  a  correspondent  in  a  Winni¬ 
peg  paper.  I  do  not  vouch  for  its  correctness;  but  I  will 
give  the  First  Minister  the  man’s  name  and  address,  and  I 
will  put  the  letter  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  so  that  it  may 
appear  in  Hansard.  His  name  is  Livingston,  and  he  writes 
to  the  Winnipeg  Sun  as  follows  : — 

“I  see  in  your  issue  of  to-day  that  Sir  John  Macdonald,  in  the  debate 
on  the  Address,  denies  that  any  bond  fide  settler  has  ever  been  dispos¬ 
sessed.  This  I  am  in  a  position  to  contradict,  for  after  residing  in  and 
cultivating  my  homestead  for  nearly  nine  years,  and  having  improve¬ 
ments  to  the  amount  of  $20,000,  my  land  was  sold  by  the  Government, 
and  I  was  dispossessed.  Hundreds  of  others  can  tell  the  same  story.” 

I  have  no  doubt  the  correspondence  on  this  case  has  beon 
presented  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  We  find  that 
the  Government’s  own  supporters,  in  a  certain  locality  in 
the  North-West,  held  a  meeting,  confined  to  Conservatives, 
with  the  view  of  pressing  this  matter  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government;  and  being  a  purely  Conservative  meeting, 
it  was  supposed  that  its  influence  and  povver  would  prevail 
with  the  Government,  and  that  the  Government  would  see 
the  necessity,  in  the  interest  of  their  own  followers,  of  doing 
justice  to  them  and  giving  them  their  entries.  Sir,  I  do 
not  know  what  cause  has  inspired  the  mad  policy  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  during  the  past  two  or  three 
years  as  regards  the  settlers  in  and  the  settlement  of  the 
North-West.  There  must  have  been  some  moving  cause 
unknown  to  the  public,  otherwise  the  settlers  in  the  North- 
West  Territory  would  not  have  ground  to  complain.  I  find 
in  a  public  newspaper  published  in  the  interest  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  a  report  of  a  meeting  of  Conservatives  at  Moose 
Jaw,  at  which  resolutions  were  passed  condemning  the  action 
of  the  Dominion  Government  regarding  their  land  policy.  It 
was  resolved  that  the  Government  be  memorialised  by  the 
Conservatives  of  that  place,  asking  the  Government  to  grant 
an  immediate  solution  of  the  land  problem.  The  complaint 
there  made  was  just  the  same  as  tho  complaint  I  am  now 
bringing  forward.  The  people  had  been  living  upon  their 
land  for  years  before  the  line  of  the  Pacific  Kaiiway  in  that 
district  was  located,  and  yet  almost  up  to  this  moment,  at 
all  events  up  to  the  end  of  1884,  these  men  were  deprived 
of  the  right  of  entry,  and  were  kept  in  a  state  of  suspense. 
I  know  of  two  or  three  cases  of  men  from  my  own  county, 
who,  through  my  persuasion,  were  induced  to  remaiu 
on  their  lands  in  the  hope  that  the  Government  would 
recognise  their  entries;  I  remember  last  year  men¬ 
tioning  these  cases  to  tho  First  Minister,  who  com¬ 
mended  the  action  of  these  men  in  remaining  there. 
They  remained  another  year,  but  still  without  their  entries, 
hoping  against  hope,  working  on  and  improving  the  land  in 
the  hope  of  getting  their  entries.  I  believe  the  Government 
have  now  decided,  and  properly  decided,  that  these  mon  were 
entitled  to  their  entries,  and  I  supposo  they  have  given  them 
their  entries  by  this  time.  It  was  not  only  by  petition  their 
claim  was  urged ;  tho  press  that  supports  the  hon.  gentleman, 
from  one  end  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  to  the  othor, 
has  been  pronounced  on  this  subject.  I  propose  to  read  an  ex¬ 
tract  from  the  Times,  to  indicate  the  feeling  that  existed  in 
the  North-West  and  Manitoba  with  respect  to  the  land 
policy  on  this  question,  a  policy  that  is  keeping  the  settlers 
in  a  state  of  perpetual  uncertainty  and  suspenso.  Tho  Times 
says : 

“On  the  lands  sold  south  of  the  railway  belt - 

And  these  are  the  lands  to  which  I  refer — 

“there  are  scores  of  squatters  who,  at  this  moment,  are  planting  their 
crops  in  blissful  ignorance  of  this  fact,  that  some  speculator  will  soon 
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own  their  farms  and  their  labor  spent  on  them.  It  is  true  the  Depart¬ 
ment  professed,  some  time  ago,  that  compensation  for  disturbances  will 
be  given  to  those  squatters  who  had  made  improvements,  the  compensa¬ 
tion  to  be  determined  by  a  Government  valuator;  that,  as  a  matter  of 
tact,  the  buyers  at  the  sale  buy  not  only  the  land  but  the  improvements  ; 
and  even  within  the  mile  belt,  the  Government  will  find  it  a  difficult 
matter  to  inspect  the  farms  sold  and  to  appraise  the  improvements. 
South  of  the  belt,  this  will  be  utterly  impossible.  Then  all,  looking  at 
its  pecuniary  results,  is  a  failure.  To  reserve  a  vast  quantity  of  land  in 
the  market  at  a  time  when  money  is  exceedingly  tight  and  the  richest 
speculators  poor,  was  madness.  It  is  reasonably  safe  to  say  that  Com¬ 
missioner  Waisli  did  not  advise  that  step.  It  was,  no  doubt,  taken  in 
pursuance  of  that  incomprehensible  policy  which  the  Department  has 
adopted  at  the  suggestion  of  ignorant  or  interested  friends.  But  the 
failure  of  the  sale,  in  a  pecuniary  sense,  is  a  small  matter,  compared  to 
the  evils  it  is  bringing  to  this  country.  A  squatter  who  has  gone  in  upon 
the  land,  now  being  sold,  and  ploughed  and  sown,  will  think  himself 
justified  in  holding  it  against  all  comers  and  his  neighbors  will  think  so 
too.  Mr.  Metcalf,  of  Kingston,  has  an  easy  task  in  selling  lhe  land, 
pocketing  the  commission  ;  but  the  Department  will  find,  when  it  comes 
to  evict  the  squatter,  that  human  nature,  in  the  North-West,  is  much 
the  same  as  in  Ireland.  If  we  cannot  prevail  against  the  Government 
and  the  speculator,  the  squatter  can,  at  least,  leave  the  country  with  a 
curse.” 

I  do  not  want  the  squatters  to  leave  the  country  with  a 
curse.  I  do  not  want  them  to  leave  at  all.  I  want  them 
to  remain  in  the  country,  but  if  you  want  them  to  remain, 
you  must  treat  them  with  ordinary  fair  play,  you  must 
treat  them  with  some  degree  of  generosity  and  liberality, 
and  you  must  not  prefer  an  insolvent  and  speculative  land 
company  to  the  actual  settler.  That  is  what  these  men 
complain  you  do.  They  say  that  they  wore  there  before 
this  company  applied  for  an  Act  of  incorporation;  they 
say  that  six  months  before  the  company  made  application 
for  incorporation  they  were  on  the  land  and  made  improve¬ 
ments  on  it,  and  the  Government  agreed  to  give  them  the 
land  and  sent  them  out  papers  to  swear  to.  They  did  swear 
to  these  papers,  and  the  Government  passed  an  Order  in 
Council  granting  them  the  land,  but  before  the  entries  were 
made  the  Government  cancelled  the  Order  in  Council,  and 
these  men  are  still  without  their  entries.  If  that  be  the 
case,  they  have  a  fair  and  just  gi’ound  of  complaint  against 
the  Government,  The  Times  still  further  discussed  the  ques¬ 
tion.  I  want  to  make  this  point  so  impressive,  pointed,  and 
strong,  as  to  induce  the  First  Minister,  not  from  any¬ 
thing  I  can  say,  but  from  what  his  friends  say,  to  do 
justice  to  these  men  : 

“  The  fundamental  blunder  which  underlies  the  policy  of  the  political 
parties  at  Ottawa  is  that  the  North-West  settler  is  a  pampered  indivi¬ 
dual,  and  that  he  ought  to  submit  to  little  inconveniences  like  heavy 
taxation,  notably  land  regulations  and  disregard  of  his  rights  as  a  squat¬ 
ter.  The  fact  that  large  sums  have  been  spent  on  the  railroad  here  is 
held  up  to  u3  as  a  proof  of  the  beneficent  treatment  we  are  receiving  at 
the  hands  of  the  older  Provinces.  That  we  pay  three  times  as  much 
per  capita  into  the  Dominion  Treasury  as  the  eastern  tax-payer,  that  the 
National  Policy  increases  the  price  of  everything  we  buy,  without  adding 
a  mill  to  the  price  of  wheat,  oats  or  barley,  that  even  with  a  free  home¬ 
stead  the  settler’s  life  is  for  some  years  a  hard  and  unprofitable  one. 
These  and  such  like  considerations  are  quietly  ignored.  To  make  mat¬ 
ters  worse,  the  people  of  Ottawa  forget  that  not  many  miles  from  here  a 
foreign  flag  offers  the  settler  nearly  all  the  advantages  he  can  obtain 
here,  with  others,  good  railway  facilities,  peculiar  to  every  settled 
region.  He  gets  nothing  here  which  he  could  not  get  elsewhere,  and  it 
should  be  the  policy  of  the  Government  to  treat  him,  not  as  though  he 
were  beholden  to  it  for  special  favors,  but  in  terms  of  equality  and  in 
a  spirit  of  fair  play.  A  few  more  blunders,  a  little  more  stamping  on  his 
corns,  may  provoke  him,  until  he  becomes  1  unreasonable’  in  earnest.” 

I  have  drawn  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  the 
statement  made  by  my  correspondent,  to  the  opinions  of 
the  press  that  support  him,  and  to  a  resolution  passed  at  a 
Conservative  meeting  dealing  with  this  subject,  and  I  trust 
he  will  see  the  necessity,  in  the  interests  and  prosperity  and 
growth  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  to  at  once  deal 
with  this  question  in  a  generous  and  liberal  spirit..  He 
must  admit  that  for  some  cause — I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
for  what  cause — the  tide  of  immigration  into  the  North- 
West  has  not  been  what  was  expected.  The  First  Minister 
or  some  of  his  followers  may  say  it  is  because  I  and 
some  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  ventilate 
these  questions  on  the  floor  of  Parliament;  but  my  tongue 
is  not  to  be  tiod  nor  my  mouth  closed  when  a  wrong  has 


been  committed,  until  justice  bo  done.  If  our  country  is 
only  to  prosper  by  our  lying  about  the  condition  of  affairs 
in  the  North-West,  I  say  the  country  should  not  prosper. 
No  country  can  prosper  without  the  truth  being 
told,  and  I  am  satisfied  if  we  tell  the  truth  and 
deal  with  the  immigrants  in  a  spirit  of  generosity 
and  fair  play,  that  country  is  bound  to  prosper,  and  all  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  do  will  not  prevent  it  from 
prospering.  They  may  check  its  growth  and  stunt  its  pros¬ 
perity  to  some  extent,  but  its  ultimate  growth  is  beyond 
peradventure,  no  matter  what  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  be.  That  the  state  of  the  country  is  not  what 
it  ought  to  be  is  beyond  peradventure.  A  prominent  member 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  party  stated  not  long  ago  that  we 
had  spent  large  sums  of  money  in  immigration,  and  that 
everybody  knew  the  settlement  of  the  country  was  not  what 
it  ought  to  be ;  it  was  a  truism  that  settlers  were  leaving  in 
large  numbers  for  the  United  States.  I  do  not  say  whether 
that  is  true  or  not,  as  it  does  not  affect  the  motion  I 
am  submitting;  what  I  say  is,  that  if  the  statements  con¬ 
tained  in  the  letters  of  my  correspondent  be  true,  these 
settlers  have  been  hardly  dealt  with,  and  the  quicker  the 
Government  retrace  their  steps  the  better  for  the  country 
and  the  settlers.  I  do  not  make  this  motion  out  of  any 
desire  to  do  damage  to  the  Government  in  any  way,  or  with 
any  view  of  making  political  capital.  My  sole  desire  is  that 
something  like  justice  should  be  done  to  these  men.  Hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  may  cheer  derisively.  They  cannot 
understand  that  a  man  can  honestly  submit  these  facts 
without  political  motives;  they  measure  other  people’s 
corn  by  their  own  half  bushel.  As  I  have  said,  I  do 
not  present  this  case  before  the  House  with  a  view 
of  damaging  the  Government.  I  have  some  idea  of  the 
difficulties  the  Government  have  to  encounter  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  their  regulations,  when  the  carrying  out  of  those 
regulations  is  entrusted  to  the  hands  of  their  subordinates  in 
the  North-West.  I  know  something  of  the  way  in  which 
these  subordinates  deal  with  the  settlers  there;  and  although 
the  Government  are  responsible  for  a  good  deal  of  the  diffi¬ 
culty,  they  cannot,  in  many  respects,  be  chargeable,  except 
through  their  subordinates,  for  things  that  have  happened 
in  the  North-West  and  Manitoba.  I  make  this  statement 
with  a  view  of  securing  redress  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  I  am  sure  if  the  First  Minister  finds  the  facts  I 
have  mentioned  to  be  anything  like  correct,  he  will  give  a  fair 
and  dispassionate  consideration  to  the  question,  and  have  no 
hesitation  in  at  once  directing  the  Department  of  Interior  to 
rescind  the  Order  in  Council  by  which  the  Government 
cancelled  the  Order  in  Council  allowing  these  settlers  their 
entries,  and  thus  give  them  the  right  to  enj  >y  the  fruits  of 
their  industry  and  the  reward  for  their  patience,  long-suffer¬ 
ing  and  forbearance. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  did  not  hear  all  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  but  although  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  in  the 
last  part  of  his  address  that  his  object  was  not  to  injure  the 
Government,  or  to  decry  its  land  policy,  I  must  say  that 
the  tenor  of  the  remarks  which  I  did  hear  was  calculated 
not  only  to  bring  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  the 
North-West  into  discredit,  but  to  do  what  has  been  done  in 
the  past  to  so  great  an  extent  by  the  party  to  which  the 
hon,  gentleman  belongs,  namely,  to  decry  the  North-West 
and  to  deter  settlement  in  that  country.  Why  did  he 
read  the  remarks  of  newspapers  decrying  the  management 
of  that  country  and  comparing  it  with  older  countries;  why 
did  he  refer  to  vested  rights  and  to  acts  of  oppression  and 
tyranny  which  are  not  exercised  by  the  Government  ot 
Canada?  I  maintain  that  there  is  no  land,  policy  to-day 
that  can  compare  with  that  of  Canada.  The  policy  of  the 
United  States  does  not  compare  with  the  liberal  land  policy 
of  this  Government.  I  am  not  familiar  with  all  the  cases 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  brought  forward,  but  I  am  familiar 
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with  one  of  those  cases,  that  of  Mr.  Livingstone.  Although  | 
he  introduced  that  case  with  the  view,  apparently,  of  decry- 
ing'3the  course  pursued  by  the  Government  or  by  their 
officers  in  the  North-West,  if  he  made  himself  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  that  case  he  would  know  that  it  resulted 
from  a  transaction  under  the  former  Administration,  when 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  was  at  the  head 
of  that  Department,  when  a  patent  was  granted  which 
apparently  was  fraudulently  obtained.  The  member  for 
Bothwell  has  expressed  regret,  I  believe,  that  that  patent 
was  issued,  but  he  knows,  as  a  lawyer,  that  there  is  no  means 
by  which  a  patent  from  the  (jrown  can  be  set  aside - 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Oh,  yes  ;  there  is* 

Mr.  ORTON— except  by  the  law  courts  of  the  land,  and 
it  was  not  generous  or  proper  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  refer  to  that  as  one  of  the  instances  in  which  the 
land  policy  of  the  Government  was  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  the  settlers  of  the  country.  I  sincerely  hope 
that  gentlemen  on  that  side  will  come  to  their  senses  in 
regard  to  this  continuous  harping  upon  the  unfavorable 
conditions  in  which  the  settlers  in  that  country  are  placed. 
I  maintain  that  they  are  placed  in  an  exceptionally  favorable 
condition.  Although  we  have  not,  perhaps,  all  the  money 
at  our  command  to  build  all  the  railwa)7s  required  in  that 
country,  still  there  is  nothing  the  Government  have  not 
shown  their  willingness  and  desire  to  do;  and  if  hon. 
gentlemen  would  apply  themselves  to  assisting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  carry  out  their  measures  of  good, instead  of  decrying 
the  country,  they  would  do  more  good  to  the  struggling 
settlers.  Men  have  gone  up  there  and  invested  largely  in 
that  country,  but  their  best  efforts  have  been  marred  by 
the  continual  desire  to  injure  the  Government,  by  decrying 
the  Nortk-Wost  and  the  facilities  by  which  the  settlers 
are  surrounded  there,  and  by  making  out  that  they  are 
suffering  hardships  equal  to  those  of  the  serfs  of  Russia. 
I  am  proud  to  say  that  the  settlers  in  that  country  are  in  a 
much  more  favorable  position  than  the  settlers  on  the  other 
side  of  the  border*  Last  year  I  heard  an  hon.  gentleman 
on  that  side  of  the  House  from  Manitoba  make  some  remarks 
on  this  subject,  and  state  that  our  settlers  were  not  in  as 
good  a  condition  as  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  border, 
but  they  have  told  me  to-day  that  the  settlers  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  (ho  North-West  are  in  a  much  more  favorable  con¬ 
dition  than  those  in  the  neighboring  States  of  Minnesota 
and  Dakota.  It  is  well  known  to  members  coming  from 
that  Province  that  the  farmers  in  Minnesota  and  Dakota 
are  taking  over  their  grain  and  paying  15  cents  p6r  bushel 
duty,  in  order  to  sell  it  at  Emerson  and  othor  points  on  this 
side,  so  that  they  may  have  their  grain  carried  to  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  tho  world  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Not 
only  have  the  Government,  but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company, ^exerted '^themselves  to  tho  very  utmost  to 
accommodate  the  settlers  of  that  country,  and  to  assist  the 
development  of  our  North-West.  I  have  no  doubt  they  will 
continue  to  do  so  in  the  future.  There  is  a  great  deal  still 
to  be  done  in  that  country,  but  I  am  sure  that  if  the  Gov- 
ment  fail,  it  is  not  from  a  want  of  desire  but  a  want  of 
power.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  hon.  members  on  the  other 
side,  instead  of  weakening  their  efforts,  will  co-operate  in 
every  way  they  can  to  develop  the  best  means  for  helping 
the  people  of  the  North-West. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  exchanged  between  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  and  any  person  whomsoever,  in  relation  to  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  wharf  at  Pointe  aux  Trembles,  county  of  Portneuf. — (Mr.  De 
St.  Georges.) 

List  of  the  names,  in  detail,  with  the  residence  or  business  address  of 
each  of  the  several  stockholders  of  the|Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
of  Canada,  on  the  1st  day  of  January  last. — (Mr.  Mitchell). 

Mr,  Orton, 


February  24, 


Return  of  all  free  passes  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway  issued  to  per¬ 
sons  not  actually  employed  as  officers  or  workmen  on  this  road,  during 
the  year  1884,  distinguishing  between  annual  passes,  passes  for  a  more 
limited  period,  and  single  or  return  trip3,  with  the  names  of  persone  to 
whom,  the  dates  when,  and  the  occasion  for  which  the  same  was  issued. 
— (Mr.  Gillmor.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House, 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  10:50  p  m. 
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Wednesday,  25th  February,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Mr.  (jHAPLEAU  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excel¬ 
lency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  :  — 
LANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Chinese  Immigration,  and  the  evidence 
taken  thereon. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  24th  February,  1835. 

PATENT  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  64)  further  to  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1882.  He  said  : 
The  purpose  of  the  Bill  is  to  add  several  clauses  to  tho 
23rd  section  of  the  Patent  Act  of  1872.  That  section  gives 
to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  or  his  Deputy  power  to  hear 
complaints  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  the  licensee 
of  a  patent  has  fulfilled  some  of  tho  conditions  under  which 
the  patent  has  been  granted,  and  it  purports  to  make  the 
decision  of  the  Minister  absolute  and  binding.  Now,  Sir,  I 
much  doubi  tho  power  of  this  Parliament  to  pass  such  a 
clause  as  that  at  all.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  is  a  matter 
which  concerns  civil  and  private  rights,  and  that  it  should 
be  more  properly  left  to  the  legislation  of  the  Provinces. 
But  if  it  is  the  law  I  think  it  is  well  that  there  should  be 
some  power  given  to  the  Minister  to  examine  witnesses 
under  oath,  which  ho  has  not  now  ;  to  compel  the  attend¬ 
ance  of  witnesses,  and  to  compel  them  to  produce  docu¬ 
ments  that  may  be  necessary  to  the  proper  adjudication  of 
the  matter.  Further,  I  think  there  should  be  some  appeal 
from  the  Minister’s  decision,  and  I  propose  that  the  appeal 
shall  be  to  the  Supreme  Court.  I  introduce  this  Bill 
knowing  that  from  the  strong  views  which  the  Minister 
entertains  as  to  his  powers  under  the  Act,  it  may  be  impos¬ 
sible  to  get  his  assent  to  the  abolition  of  that  power,  but 
I  believe  that  the  judicial  and  the  executive  power  should 
be  separate,  and  I  will  gladly  accept  any  amendment  which 
may  be  proposed  to  my  Bill  which  will  have  the  effect  of 
doing  away  with  the  power  the  Minister  has  under  the 
Patent  Act  of  1812.  In  the  meantime  I  move  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  give 
such  an  account  of  tho  autocratic  habits  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  sure  I  will  have  tho  support  of  my 
hon.  friend  opposite  since  I  am  to  lose  the  support  of  my 
hon.  friond  from  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy), 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  That  shows  that  tho  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  the  Minister  knows  as  much  of  law  as  1  think  he 
does  of  railways. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  road  the  first  time. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  moved  for  leavo  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  65)  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  pormit 
those  persons  who,  by  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  are 
authorised  to  sell  in  the  county  where  the  Act  is  in  force — 
but  not  to  sell  to  persons  in  that  county — to  sell  in  that 
county.  The  law  now  stands  in  this  way  :  That  those  who 
are  authorised  to  sell,  such  as  distillers,  brewers,  wholesale 
merchants  and  others,  may  sell,  provided  they  sell  to  per¬ 
sons  who  will  take  it  out  of  the  county,  and  those  who  live 
in  the  county  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force  may  buy  it 
outside  and  bring  it  in.  It  appears  to  me  that  this  is  a 
manifest  absurdity,  and  I  propose  to  permit  those  who  have 
a  right  under  the  Act  to  sell,  to  do  so  to  those  who  reside 
in  the  county,  as  well  as  to  those  outside. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  there  any  limit  as 
to  quantity  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  same  as  in  the  Act~ten  gallons 
as  to  one  class,  and  eight  gallons  as  to  beer.  I  do  not  make 
any  alterations  except  the  one  I  have  spoken  of. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  be  much 
disposed  to  amend  the  Scott  Act.  Does  he  not  think  that 
he  had  not  better  turn  his  attention  to  amending  the 
McCarthy  Act  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  may  satisfy  my  hon,  friend  by  say¬ 
ing  that  there  is  a  clause  or  two  in  that  direction  also. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  hon.  friend’s  modesty  prevents  him 
from  saying  how  far  he  will  amend  it. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  It  is  only  a  small  part  of  tho  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time, 

INSOLVENT  BANKS,  INSURANCE  COMPANIES,  &c. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  66) 
to  further  amend  an  Act  respecting  insolvent  banks,  in¬ 
surance  companies,  loan  companies,  building  societies,  and 
trading  corporations. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  make  provisio  a 
that  clerks  and  other  employees  of  insolvent  companies  shall 
have  three  months’  privilege  over  other  creditors  for 
arrears  of  wages.  This  was  a  provision  of  all  the  Insolvent 
Acts  which  this  House  has  passed,  and  I  do  not  see  why  it 
should  be  left  out  of  an  Act  providing  for  the  winding  up 
of  insolvent  corporations. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

TRANSFER  OF  BATTERIES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  transfer  the  battery  now 
s  ationed  at  Kingston  to  Quebec  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  beg  to  state  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
tne  Government  to  transfer  “  B  ”  Battery,  now  at  Kingston, 
to  Quebec,  and  “  A  ”  Battery,  from  Quebec  to  Kingston. 

CABINET  REPRESENTATION  OF  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  provision  for  the  Province  of  British 


Columbia  to  bo  represented  in  the  Cabinet  ?  If  so,  at  what 
date  ? 

Sir  J  OHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  bog  to  say  that  tho 
Government  has  not  yet  come  to  a  conclusion  on  that  sub¬ 
ject. 

ABSENTEES  IN  THE  CENSUS  OF  1881. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Is  it  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  ascertain  how  many  persons  out  of 
those  returned  as  forming  the  population  of  Canada  accords 
ing  to  the  census  of  1881,  were  absent  from  their  residence  - 
at  the  time  the  said  census  was  taken  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  not. 

PAYMENTS  TO  G.  M.  CLARKE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  What  sums 
(apart  from  his  salary  as  county  judge)  have  been  paid  to 
G.  M.  Clark  in  each  of  the  years  1879,  1880,  1881,  1882, 
and  1883  respectively?  And  for  what  services  in  each 
year  ?  Also,  what  sums,  if  any,  have  been  paid  to  him  from 
the  1st  July,  1884,  to  the  date  of  this  enquiry  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer  that  off 
hand.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  move  an  address,  the 
papers  will  bs  brought  down. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY-PROGRESS 
ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  EDGAR  asked,  How  is  the  figure  of  $5,100  per 
mile  given  in  the  progress  estimates  of  the  Eastern  Sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  “  rails  as  per  stan¬ 
dard  ”  made  up  ?  What  tonnage  per  mile  is  allowed  for 
rails  and  what  for  fastenings?  What  price  for  each  and 
how  much  for  haulage  in  addition  to  the  prices  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Tho  $5,100  “  rails,  etc.,  as  per  standard,” 
is  made  up  of  rails  and  fastenings,  $3,207  ;  sleepers,  $683  ; 
track  laying,  $210;  ballasting,  $300;  station  building  and 
water  service,  $400 ;  engineering  and  superintending,  $300. 
There  were  97  60  tons  of  rails,  and  7,40  tons  of  fastenings, 
making  a  total  of  105,  giving  one-half  allowance  for  siding. 
The  price  of  the  rails  and  fastenings  was  $30. 

QUEBEC  PROVINCIAL  SUBSIDY. 

Mr.  LANGELIER  asked,  Whether  advances  have  been 
made  to  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  since 
the  1st  July  last,  on  account  of  the  provincial  subsidy  or 
otherwise  ;  and,  if  so,  when,  to  what  amount  on  each  occa¬ 
sion,  and  on  what  conditions  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  There  have  been  no  advances 
made  to  the  Government  of  Quebec  since  the  1st  of  July. 

REPORT  OF  CHINESE  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  to  the  fact  that  the  report  which  he  has  just 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
other  Chamber  of  Parliament  yesterday.  As  we  have  the 
advantage  of  having  present  in  this  House  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  one  of  the  commissioners,  I  think  we  might  at  least 
have  expected  that  the  report  would  be  presented  to  us  as 
early  as  to  the  other  Chamber,  and  I  do  not  very  well 
understand  how  this  could  have  have  arisen  unless  the  hon. 
gentleman  entrusted  the  report  to  the  postmaster. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No  one  regrets  more  than  myself 
that  this  has  happened.  I  received  a  Message  from  His 
Excellency  conveying  the  report  last  evening,  but  I  did  not 
want  to  interrupt  the  proceedings  of  the  House,  and  intended 
to  present  it  at  the  end  of  the  sitting  ;  but,  unfortunately, 
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the  adjournment  was  proposed  and  carried  before  I  could 
do  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  evidently  my 
fault.  I  moved  the  adjournment  too  quickly. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  I  noticed  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
very  anxious  to  move  the  adjournment,  but  I  think  this 
report  was  presented  to  the  Senate  in  the  afternoon.  They 
did  not  sit  after  six  o’clock. 

COMPENSATION  TO  BREWERS  AND  DISTILLERS. 

Mr.  KRANZ  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
committee  to  consider  the  following  resolution  - 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  whenever  Parliament  decides  that  a 
law  prohibiting  the  importation,  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  for  beverage  purposes  should  be  enacted  that  equitable  pro¬ 
vision  should  be  made  for  the  compensation  of  brewers,  distillers  and 
malsters,  so  far  as  respects  the  diminution  in  value  of  the  real  property, 
premises  and  plant  owned  and  used  by  them  in  their  business. 

Ho  said  :  In  rising  to  move  the  resolution  in  my  hand,  I 
desire  to  say  that  the  principle  expressed  in  it,  the  principle 
of  compensation  to  those  who  are  prevented  by  law  from 
carrying  on  their  business,  is  one  so  fair  and  just  that  I 
think  it  requires  only  a  very  few  words  on  my  part  to 
recommend  it  to  the  unprejudiced  consideration  of  this  hon¬ 
orable  House.  It  may  be  said  that  it  is  rather  premature  to 
move  a  resolution  of  this  kind  at  present,  when  there  is  no 
legislation  in  favor  of  total  prohibition  before  the  House ; 
but  a  large  industry  has  been  so  much  disturbed  by  the 
adoption  of  the  Scott  Act  and  by  the  great  number  of 
petitions  presented  to  Parliament  every  day  asking  for 
total  prohibition — that  those  engaged  in  this  industry  wish 
to  have  at  the  earliest  moment  an  expression  from  this 
House  as  to  what  are  their  vested  rights  in  their  property. 
The  industry  of  the  manufacture  of  liquor,  and  especially 
beer,  is  a  very  large  one.  There  are  about  2u0  breweries, 
distilleries  and  malt  houses  in  Canada;  the  capital  invested 
in  them  is  over  $12,000,000,  and  the  number  of  hands  em¬ 
ployed  about  2,500.  Already,  wherever  the  Scott  Act 
is  put  in  force,  this  business  is  practically  prohibited, 
and  I  think  it  is  not  more  than  fair  and  right,  when¬ 
ever  a  man’s  property  is  taken  away  from  him  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  general  good,  that  he  should  be  compensated.  Not 
being  a  lawyer,  I  am  not  able  to  give  a  legal  definition  of 
vested  rights ;  but  it  appears  to  me,  as  a  layman,  taking  a 
common  sense  view  of  the  matter,  that  a  business  which  has 
been  lawfully  carried  on  for  centuries,  a  business  which  has 
been  carried  on  in  this  country  with  the  consent  of  the 
Government,  and  which  has  yielded  a  large  revenue  to  the 
Government  who  gives  a  vested  right  to  those  who  invest 
their  money  in  it.  It  may  be  said  that  their  right  is  only  a 
permissive  right;  but  I  believe  their  right  is  as  perfect  as 
that  of  any  other  manufacturer.  It  is  true,  they  manu¬ 
facture  under  a  license,  but  the  license  given  to  a  brewer 
or  a  distiller,  or  a  tobacco  manul acturer,  or  an  auctioneer, 
is  not  a  restrictive  license.  It  is  not  imposed  in  order  to 
restrict  him  in  the  prosecution  of  his  business,  but 
it  is  a  license  to  produce  a  revenue  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  and  let  me  tell  you,  the  revenue  derived  from 
the  industry  of  liquor  manufacturing  is  a  very  large  one. 
It  amounts  to  about  one-sixth  of  the  total  revenue  of  this 
country.  If  I  am  correct  in  this,  every  member  of  this 
House  draws  a  certain  percentage,  while  he  draws  his 
indemnity  here,  of  the  money  which  has  been  collected  in 
the  manufacture  of  beer  and  whiskey.  It  is  beyond  doubt 
that  the  majority  rule  in  this  country,  and  if  in  the  o  inion 
of  the  majority  it  is  necessary  that,  for  the  general  good  and 
prosperity  and  morals  of  the  people,  the  carrying  on  of  a 
certain  industry  should  be  prohibited,  well  and  good.  Lot 
the  majority  prohibit  it,  they  have  the  right  to  do  so,  but 
they  have  no  right  to  take  away  a  man’s  property  without 
compensation.  Certainly  public  morality,  commercial 
Mr.  Chapleau. 


morality  will  not  be  furthered  by  an  act  by  which  you  take 
away  a  man’s  property  without  giving  him  proper  compen¬ 
sation.  I  hope  I  have  clearly  shown  that  this  is  a  question 
which  ought  necessarily  to  be  debated  in  this  House,  it  is  a 
burning  question,  and  I  hope  hon.  members  will  consider 
it  calmly  and  without  prejudice. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  am  glad,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  seconding  the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend. 
The  only  thing  I  find  fault  with  in  it  is  that,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  it  hardly  goes  far  enough ;  I  should 
have  been  better  pleased  had  it  made  allusion  to  another 
class  which  I  consider  have  been  harshly  dealt  with 
by  this  Parliament — I  mean  the  licensed  victuallers.  But 
taking  the  resolution  as  it  is,  I  think  that  inasmuch 
as  it  is  simply  an  affirmation  of  the  old  constitutional 
axiom  that  private  property  shall  not  be  taken  by  the 
authority  of  Parliament  for  public  use,  unless  it  is  paid  for, 
it  ought  not  to  require  any  great  effort  to  induce  this  House 
to  formally  adopt  it.  I  am  sure  if  my  hon.  friend  had 
simply  moved  a  resolution  affirming  the  abstract  principle, 
without  referring  to  any  particular  class  or  interest,  it 
would  have  received  the  support  of  every  member  of  this 
House ;  I  do  not  imagine  that  any  member,  if  such  a  motion 
had  been  proposed,  would  have  risen  to  say  that  he  could 
not  conscientiously  support  it,  so  long  as  under  any  con¬ 
tingency  it  covered  the  case  of  a  brewer,  a  malster  or  a  dis¬ 
tiller — and  that  with  respect  to  that  class  he  was  willing  to 
give  tho  right  to  expropriate,  but  no  right  to  compensation. 
Of  course,  Sir,  in  a  purely  technical  sense,  the  property  of  a 
brewer  or  a  distiller  would  not  be  taken  under  the  operation 
of  a  prohibitory  liquor  law  The  owner  would  still  have  tho 
legal  ownership  of  his  property.  He  would  still  have  the 
satisfaction  of  calling  it  his  own,  although  he  would  be  pro¬ 
hibited  from  using  it  as  a  brewery  or  distillery ;  and 
although  the  result  so  far  as  he  is  concerned  would  be  pre¬ 
cisely  the  same  as  if  the  property  itself  were  expropriated. 
Now  ought  that  circumstance  to  make  any  difference?  I 
think  not.  We  know  that  under  the  laws  applicable  to  the 
expropriation  of  property  the  owner  is  entitled  to  compen¬ 
sation  even  if  his  property  be  only  injuriously  affected.  It 
is  not  necessary  that  it  should  be  taken  or  even  touched. 
For  instance,  if  the  Government  under  the  Public  Works 
Act,  or  a  municipality  under  the  municipal  laws,  or  a 
railway  company  under  its  charter,  injuriously  affects  the 
approach  to  a  property,  no  matter  whether  that  property 
be  a  church  or  a  tavern,  tho  owner  is  entitled  to  compensa¬ 
tion  for  its  diminished  value.  Now,  is  there  any  difference 
between  that  case  and  the  present?  Is  there  any  difference 
between  the  case  of  a  brewer’s  right  to  compensation,  be¬ 
cause  the  free  ingress  and  egress  to  and  from  his  property 
is  interfered  with  by  a  railway,  and  his  right  to  compensation 
because  he  is  forbidden  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  from  using 
it  altogether?  If  there  is  a  difference,  it  must  be  purely 
technical  and  not  reasonable  or  substantial.  I  know  that  a 
great  many  good  and  earnest  men  look  upon  this  as  a 
matter  of  conscience,  and  they  say  that  under  no  circum¬ 
stance  will  they  consent  to  a  compromise  with  the  devil 
on  the  whiskey  question,  that  the  war  that  they  are  engaged 
in  is  a  war  of  extermination,  and  that  they  will  neither  take 
nor  give  quarter.  Now,  while  we  may  have  great  respect 
for  the  opinions  of  these  men,  because  we  know  them  to  be 
sincere,  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  an  argument  which  can 
be  fairly  addressed  to  Parliament.  It  is  our  duty,  I  submit, 
simply  to  enquire  what  is  the  legal  status  of  these  men  who 
are  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  beer  and  spirits,  and  to 
apply  the  same  rule  to  them  that  we  would  apply  to  those 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  any  other  article  of  com¬ 
merce.  If  you  make  any  distinction  at  all,  you  must  put  it 
upon  an  intelligent  and  intelligible  principle.  It  seems 
to  me  that  you  will  be  driven  to  say  that  in  no 
case  where  the  trade  is  pernicious  or  dangerous 
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to  the  public  health,  compensation  can  be  allowed. 
In  that  case,  Sir,  the  manufacturers  of  tobacco,  according  to 
some,  the  manufacturers  of  confectioneries,  according  to 
others,  would  be  under  the  ban,  and  scores  of  other  indus¬ 
tries.  I  firmly  believe  that  measured  by  the  harm  which 
tobacco  has  done  to  the  human  race  it  has  as  much  to 
answer  for  as  alcohol.  Of  course  that  is  a  mere  matter  of 
opinion,  but  when  one  considers  not  only  the  constant  but 
the  universal  use  of  tobacco  as  compared  with  spirits  the 
aggregate  amount  of  harm  it  does  must  bo  enormous.  At 
all  events  as  between  the  two,  it  is  only  a  question  of  degree. 
The  argument,  therefore,  that  we  are  now  dealing  with — the 
conscience  argument — seems  to  me  to  bo  an  argument  for 
particular  occasions ;  it  does  not  seem  to  bo  an  argument 
for  every  day.  For  instance,  to  use  the  illustration  1  have 
already  referred  to, if  a  railway  company  comes  to  this  House 
and  asks  for  powers  to  run  their  track  through  a  brewery,  or 
if  we  require  for  departmental  purposes  certain  tavern  pre¬ 
mises  in  this  city,  would  any  hon.  member  say  that  he 
would  grant  the  powers,  but  that,  inasmuch  as  the  trade  is 
a  pernicious  one,  he  would  deny  the  compensation  ?  Yet  all 
the  surroundings  of  the  two  cases  are  just  the  same.  In 
both,  you  require  Parliamentary  authority  ;  in  both  the 
object  of  the  expropriation  is  for  the  public  advantage  ;  in 
both  the  kind  of  property  injured  is  exactly  the  same  j  in 
both,  the  injury  is  the  same.  Surely,  if  it  offends  the  con¬ 
science  of  any  man  to  grant  compensation  in  a  case  where 
the  owner  of  property  is  injured  under  a  prohibitory  law,  it 
must  offend  his  conscience  also  to  grant  it  where  the  pro- 
perty  is  injured  under  the  Public  Works  Act.  Surely,  it  is 
a  matter  of  small  consequence  to  enquire  in  what  way  Par¬ 
liament  has  authorised  the  injury  to  be  done  ;  whether  by 
burning  it  up  or  pulling  it  down  ;  whether  by  running  a 
railway  through  it,  or  cutting  off  all  access  to  it,  or 
hermetically  sealing  up  its  doors.  What  difference  is 
thero  between  putting  up  a  barrier  or  an  embankment  so 
that  the  public  cannot  get  at  a  particular  property,  or 
passing  a  law  which  makes  it  a  crime  to  do  so? 
The  only  substantial  question,  in  my  humble  judgment,  is  : 
Ought  Parliament  in  any  case  to  authorise  the  destruction  of 
property  even  forthe  public  good  without  requiring  full  and 
complote  compensation  ?  A  great  judge,  Chancellor  Kent, 
laid  down  that  principle  in  these  words  : 

“  Ths  settled  and  fundamental  dostrme  is  that  Government  has  no 
right  to  take  private  property  for  public  purposes  without  giving  just 
compensation  and  it  seems  to  be  necessarily  implied  that  this  indemnity 
should  in  cases  which  will  admit  of  it,  be  previously  and  equitably 
ascertained  and  be  ready  concurrently  in  point  of  time  with  the  actual 
exercise  of  tbe  right  of  eminent  domain.” 

I  admit  that,  in  somo  of  the  States  of  the  neighboring  Repub¬ 
lic,  they  have  in  their  prohibitory  liquor  laws  violated  this 
great  charter  principle,  but  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  I 
that  there  are  higher  models  for  this  Parliament  to  imitate 
than  some  of  those  State  Legislatures,  and  I  think  that, 
when  we  do  resolve  to  imitate  them,  we  would  do  well  not 
to  imitate  them  in  a  case  which  overturns  one  of  the  oldest 
and  best  constitutional  principles,  especially  when  we 
find  what  the  opinion  of  some  of  their  own  great  constitu¬ 
tional  writers  is  upon  this  subject.  Mr.  Cooley,  in  his  work 
on  “  Constitutional  Limitations,”  says  : 

“  Perhaps  there  is  no  instance  in  which  the  power  of  the  Legislature 
to  make  such  regulations  as  may  destroy  the  value  of  property  wi  hout 
compensation  to  the  owner  appears  in  a  more  striking  light  than  in  the 
case  of  these  statutes.  The  trade  in  alcoholic  drinks  being  lawful 
and  the  capital  employed  in  it  being  fully  protected  by  law,  the  Legis¬ 
lature  then  steps  in  and  by  an  enactment  based  on  general  reason  of 
public  utility  annihilates  the  traffic,  destroys  altogether  the  employment 
and  reduces  to  a  nominal  value  the  prope  ty.  Even  the  keeping  of  that  for 
the  purpose  of  sale,  becomes  a  criminal  offence  ;  and  without  any 
change  whatever,  in  his  own  conduct,  or  employment,  the  merchant  of 
yesterday  becomes  the  criminal  of  to-day  and  the  very  building  in  which 
he  lives  and  conducts  his  business — which  to  that  moment  was  lawful — 
becomes  the  subject  of  legal  proceedings  if  the  State  so  declare,  and 
liable  to  be  proceeded  against  for  a  forfeiture.” 


But  what  must  wo  think  of  a  measure,  which  in  addition 
to  making  the  “  merchants  of  yesterday  the  criminals  of 
tc-day,”  proceeds  to  confiscate  his  property.  Sir,  I  hope, 
and  I  confidently  believe  that  no  British  Parliament  will 
ever  do  that.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  intimated  a  few  moments  ago 
that  many  excellent  and  earnest  men  have  conscientious 
scruples  about  rewarding  such  “  bad  men  ”  as 
brewers  and  distillers.  That  very  argument  arose  in  the 
celebrated  dobate  on  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  West 
Indies  fifty  years  ago.  There  was  a  conscience  party  then 
as  there  is  now,  and  as  I  hope  there  always  will  be,  who 
said  :  How  can  we,  who  believe  that  slavery  is  the  vilest 
and  wickedest  of  all  vile  and  wicked  things,  consent  to  com¬ 
pensate  the  slavo  owners  ;  they  said,  moreover,  that  thero 
could  be  no  such  thing  as  property  or  the  right  of  property 
in  human  flesh  and  blood,  and  that  they  would  never  con¬ 
sent  to  compensate  a  man  for  giving  up  what  he  could  not 
own.  The  House  will  see  what  a  great  difference  there  is 
between  that  case  and  the  present  one.  There  is  in  the 
first  place  the  great  contrast  between  the  two  trades,  that 
of  the  slave  owner  and  that  of  the  brewer ;  and  in  the  second 
place,  there  is  the  argument  to  which  I  have  alluded,  viz  , 
the  right  of  property  in  human  flesh  and  blood.  Yet  that 
argument  made  absolutely  no  impression  whatever  upon  the 
Parliament  or  the  people  of  England.  It  was  felt  to  be 
altogether  too  theoretical — too  sentimental  for  practical 
purposes.  If  the  House  will  allow  me  for  a  moment,  I  will 
quote  what  Lord  Sandon  said  during  the  debate  on  the 
subject : 

“  The  right  of  property,  I  know,  is  often  denied.  The  possibility  of 
property  in  man  may  be  a  fit  subject  of  discussion  for  the  schools.  I 
do  not  deny  that  it  is  vicious  and  mischievous  property,  but  that  it  is 
property  in  the  light  in  which  we  as  practical  men  consider  it,  I  fear¬ 
lessly  assert,  as  ah  abstract  principle  it  cannot  be  disputed ;  but  such 
as  it  is,  it  has  been  recognised — nay,  created— by  Parliament  itself,  and 
having  been  so  recognised  and  so  created  Parliament  we  cannot,  without 
the  grossest  injustice,  affect  to  consider  it  no  longer  as  property  for 
the  purpose  of  extinguishing  it  without  compensation.  If  the  right  of 
property  is  to  be  extinguished  on  these  abstract  principles,  what 
species  of  property  will  not  soon  be  in  danger?” 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  never  heard  from  that  day  to  this  any 
serious  disapprobation  of  what  England  did  on  that  occa¬ 
sion.  I  know  that  Wilberforce,  only  three  or  four  days 
before  his  death,  thanked  God  that  he  had  lived  to  witness 
the  day  when  England  was  willing  to  give  £20,000,000 
sterling  for  tho  abolition  of  slavery.  Now,  if  it  was  right 
to  compensate  a  slave  owner  for  his  right  of  property  in 
tho  flesh  and  blood  of  a  fellow  creature,  it  must  be  a  fortiori 
right  in  the  case  of  an  owner  of  a  brewery  or  a  distillery. 
Their  business  has,  to  uso  Lord  Sandon’s  words,  “  not  only 
been  recognised,  but  created  by  Parliament  itself,  and  Par¬ 
liament  cannot  without  the  grossest  injustice  affect  to  con¬ 
sider  it  no  longer  as  property  for  the  purpose  of  extinguish¬ 
ing  it  without  compensation.”  The  Brit:sh  nation  gave 
$100,000,000  for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and  the  civilised 
world  has  a  thousand  times  since  not  only  commended  their 
humanity  to  the  slave,  but  their  noble  recognition  of  the 
great  principle  that  nothing,  not  even  the  unspeakable 
horrors  of  slavery,  will  justify  the  State  in  destroying  private 
rights  and  property  without  compensation.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  useful  or  even  possible  to  put  the  case  upon  higher 
grounds  than  that  of  justice  to  the  manufacturer  himself. 
I  observe,  however,  that  a  petition  was  presented  to  the  First 
Minister  the  other  day  at  the  Opera  House  from  tho  bankers 
and  loaning  companies  of  Toronto,  which  set  forth  how  seri¬ 
ously  tho  passage  of  the  Temperance  Act  has  damaged  their 
investments,  and  the  ability  of  their  debtors  to  pay,  and 
praying  for  relief.  Now,  however  reluctant  any  one  may 
he  to  compensate  a  man  who  has  himself  been  engaged  in 
what  he  may  consider  a  pernicious  business,  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  member  of  this  House  will  go  so  far  as  to  put  under 
the  ban  every  man  and  every  institution  that  in  the  ordin¬ 
ary  course  has  a  lien  or  mortgage  upon  this  particular  kind 
of  property.  They  certainly  are  entitled  to  our  protection. 
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They  certainly  have  done  nothing  wrong.  It  has  been  said 
that  this  resolution  is  premature,  and  that  it  is  time  enough 
to  consider  the  question  of  compensation  when  we  are  called 
upon  to  consider  the  question  of  prohibition.  I  do  not  agree 
with  that  suggestion.  The  petition  to  which  I  have  referred 
itself  shows  how  necessary  it  is  that  something  should  be 
done  at  once  either  to  forewarn  these  people  on  the  one 
hand  or  to  reassure  them  on  the  other,  as  to  what  they  have 
a  right  to  expect.  We  know  that  petitions  for  prohibition 
are  pouring  in  upon  us  by  tli9  hundred  from  every 
quarter,  and  that  they  indicate  very  clearly  an 
organised  determination  to  force  a  prohibitory  law 
upon  the  country  at  the  earliest  possible  day ;  and 
unless  something  is  done  at  once  by  this  House  to  settle 
the  public  anxiety  upon  this  question  we  will  have,  during 
the  coming  year,  a  very  great  amount  of  unnecessary  dis¬ 
tress  and  a  very  serious  derangement  of  business.  I  have 
often  heard  it  said  that  the  men  who  are  engaged  in  this 
particular  trade  are  very  bad  men,  and  that  if  they  sutler 
loss  they  deserve  punishment,  and  therefore  have  no  right 
to  be  compensated.  We  have  often  heard  temperance  orators 
declare  in  their  wrath  that  brewers,  distillers,  saloon  keep¬ 
ers  and  tavern  keepers  are  all  the  servants  and  agents  of 
the  devil — that  they  are  moral  outcasts — and  deserve  no  con¬ 
sideration  at  the  hands  of  the  avenger.  Of  course  we  know, 
happily,  that  these  gentlemen  do  not  mean  quite  all  they 
say,  for  I  have  heard  it  also  openly  declared  on  more  than 
one  occasion  that  even  moderate  drinkers  are  just  as  bad,  if 
not  worse,  than  the  others,  becauso  if  there  were  no  moder¬ 
ate  drinkers  there  would  be  no  brewers  or  distillers.  In 
that  case,  Sir,  I  fear  that  a  good  many  members  of  this 
House  are  in  a  bad  way.  Perhaps,  Sir,  we  may  even -be 
presided  over  by  a  moral  leper.  But  are  all  who  are 
engaged  in  this  trade  equally  guilty  ?  Are  they  all  deserving 
of  the  same  punishment?  Are  there  no  degrees  in 
their  guilt  ?  Are  there  no  extenuating  circumstances 
in  the  case  of  any  ?  I  know  a  man, — a  quiet,  unassuming 
country  storekeeper — who  has  spent  his  life  in  doing  good. 
What  his  private  charities  may  amount  to,  I  do  not  know, 
for  he  has  often  given  anonymously  and  always  unostenta¬ 
tiously  ;  but  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  they  amount  to  a  sum 
which  without  exaggeration  1  may  call  munificent.  In 
fact,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  of  any  man  who  lives  a  better  life, 
a  purer  life,  a  nobler  life,  or  a  more  religious  life,  and  yet,  Sir, 
this  hideous  creature  owns  a  brewery.  Pei  haps  I  may  ex¬ 
plain,  in  extenuation  of  his  fault,  that  he  was  obliged,  about 
two  years  ago,  to  take  it  in  payment  of  a  debt,  and  that 
having  got  it,  he  was  obliged  to  spend  a  large  sum  in 
improvements.  Well,  Sir,  the  passage  of  the  Temperance 
Act  in  Bruce  has  made  this  property  actually  valueless ;  for, 
Sir,  the  House  will  easily  understand  that  a  property  of 
this  character  in  a  small  country  village  could  not  be  well 
adapted  for  any  other  purpose.  The  result  has  been  that 
this  man  has  suffered  a  direct  loss  of,  I  understand,  about 
$8,000.  He  has,  in  other  words,  been  compelled  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  to  contribute  out  of  his  own 
pocket  $8,000  for  the  public  good,  as  the  majority  in  his 
county  understand  it.  Now,  Sir,  that  may  be  all  right,  but 
I  do  not  think  so.  There  may  be  some  code  of  pre¬ 
cepts  somewhere  which  will  justify  this  terrible  con¬ 
fiscation  of  private  property,  but  it  seems  to  me  it  is 
a  code  which  is  a  little  too  severe,  a  little  too  Draconian 
for  modern  times.  I  give  this  individual  case— and  I  will 
be  happy  to  give  the  name  of  my  friend  if  any  one  desires 
to  verify  the  facts— only  to  show  how  impossible  it  is  with 
any  regard  to  justice  to  apply  one  rule  and  measure  of 
punishment  to  all  who  are  engaged  in  this  particular  busi¬ 
ness.  Now,  Sir,  no  one  can  fail  to  recognise  the  earnestness 
of  those  good  men  and  women  who  are  engaged  in  this  great 
temperance  movement,  and  no  one  for  a  moment  doubts 
their  sincerity ;  but  whether  they  are  wise — whether  they  are 
the  true  friends  of  their  own  cause  in  carrying  on  this  war 
Mr.  Wells. 
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of  extermination  is  another  matter.  “Firmness  with  moder¬ 
ation  ”  seems  to  mo  a  far  better  motto  for  a  temperance 
party  than  “  war  to  the  knife.”  They  must  not  forget  that 
the  enforcement  of  the  Scott  Act  will  prove  a  much  more 
difficult  task  than  carrying  it.  The  leaders  of  this  movement 
must  remember  that  the  majorities  they  have  obtained  here 
and  there  do  not  indicate  the  real,  permanent  strength  of 
the  movement.  There  are  thousands  and  thousands  of 
men  who,  like  some  of  those  I  am  now  addressing  are 
moderate  drinkers — who  do  not  therefore  belong  to  what 
is  called  the  temperance  army,  but  who  were  willing  to 
give  the  Act  a  fair  trial.  And  these  men  will  certainly 
judge  of  the  Act  according  to  the  result  in  their 
particular  localities,  and  if  they  find  these  result 
to  be  unsatisfactory,  they  will  certainly  vote  against 
the  Act  at  the  very  first  opportunity  afforded  them.  This 
large  vote  is  really  the  vote  which  has  carried  the  Act,  and 
is  really  the  vote  which  will  determine  whether  the  law  is 
to  bo  a  permanent  one  or  not.  The  same  thing  occurs  in 
this  House.  There  are,  no  doubt,  many  cases  in  which 
votes  have  been  carried  in  this  House  for  the  temperance 
cause  which  really  do  not  indicate  the  real,  inherent,  per¬ 
manent  strength  ot  the  temperance  movement,  nor  the  per¬ 
sonal  views  of  hon.  members.  The  truth  is  that  many  of 
us,  most  of  us  indeed,  find  ourselves  in  a  rather  ticklish 
position  in  respect  to  what  is  called  the  temperance  vote. 
Wo  have  adherents  and  friends  on  both  sides  of  the  ques¬ 
tion,  and  we  are  naturally  very  anxious  to  please  them  both ; 
we  could  indeed  be  “  very  happy  with  either  were  t’other 
dear  charmer  away.”  The  Government  also  are  in  the  same 
position.  They  too,  would  like  to  “  run  with  the  hare  and 
hunt  with  the  hounds,”  and  they  are  doing  their  very  best 
to  do  so.  But  in  the  motion  now  before  the  House  I  see  no 
cause  for  embarrassment  to  anybody.  It  declares  nothing 
antagonistic  to  the  temperance  movement.  Indeed,  I  think 
it  will  materially  assist  it,  if  those  who  are  engaged  in  it 
will  only  be  moderate  and  just,  and  do  as  they  would  be 
done  by.  For  my  own  part  I  think  I  am  doing  right  in  sup¬ 
porting  this  resolution.  I  am  not  afraid  of  my  friends  in  the 
County  of  Bruce,  no  matter  how  pronounced  or  how  much 
in  earnest  they  may  be  on  this  question.  I  am  certain  that 
they  do  not  expect  me  to  be,  and  do  not  want  mo  to  be,  a 
better  man  or  a  more  severe  moralist  than  Wilberforce  and 
the  other  philanthropists  who  carried  the  abolition  of 
slavery  in  England  50  years  ago,  and  I  am  willing,  at  all 
events,  to  let  them  judge  of  me  in  this  matter  and  to  accept 
their  verdict.  I  repeat  that  I  think  I  am  doing  what  is 
right  and  fair  as  between  man  and  man  in  supporting  this 
resolution.  I  believe  that  it  is  contrary  to  law,  to  justice 
and  to  constitutional  usage  to  forcibly  deprive  any  man  of 
his  property  without  making  fair  compensation,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  triumphs  of  the  temperance  party  cannot  bo 
permanent  if  this  great  fundamental  principle  of  justice  is 
disregarded.  At  all  events,  Sir,  we  have  a  noble  example 
in  the  case  to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  I  think  it  is  an 
example  which  ought  to  be  followed  by  the  Parliament  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  OBTON.  The  motion  before  the  House  is  one  which 
has  emanated  from  the  fact  that  the  Scott  Act  has  been 
advocated  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  country. 
One  result  of  that  agitation  has  been  wholesale  distress  and 
ruin  to  a  large  class  of  our  people.  There  is  no  right  feeling 
member  who  is  not  in  entire  sympathy  with  the  object  of 
the  Scott  Act.  The  indignation  felt  by  the  right  minded 
people  of  this  country  with  respect  to  the  cruel  wrongs 
that  have  resulted  and  are  resulting  day  after  day  from  the 
improper  use  of,  the  abuse  of,  alcohol  and  other  stimulants, 
is  felt  by  every  hon.  member.  I  believe  there  is  no  right 
thinking  individual  here  or  outside  of  this  House  but  is  in 
entire  sympathy  with  the  temperance  body,  in  entire 
sympathy  with  the  object  of  the  Scott  Act.  So  far 
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we  ai’e  all  united ;  but  as  to  the  proper  means  of  attaining 
that  great  and  good  object,  the  removal  of  the  evils  of 
intemperance,  great  and  wide  differences  of  opinion  exist. 
We  have  been  accustomed  in  the  past  to  believe,  a  large 
portion  of  those  who  have  had  the  privilege  of  living  under  the 
British  flag  have  been  accustomed  to  believe,  that  the  force 
of  precept  and  example  and  the  influence  of  religious  teaching 
were  the  right  and  correct  means  of  correcting  all  forms  of 
immorality.  A  large  portion  of  our  people  have  believed 
with  respect  to  this  question,  and  still  believe,  that  the  evils 
of  intemperance  can  be  stayed  more  effectively  and  more 
certainly  by  a  continuance  of  those  means,  supplemented  by 
such  restrictions  as  license  laws  and  the  inspection  of  the 
articles  used  by  the  people.  We  are  encouraged  in  that 
belief  by  the  fact  that  a  very  great  deal  of  good  has  resulted 
not  only  to  this  country  but  to  Great  Britain  and  other 
countries,  by  the  earnest  faith  and  belief  in  the  adoption  of 
such  a  mode  of  staying  this  evil.  But  there  are  others  who 
have  departed  from  the  old  means,  and  believe  that  the  people 
can  only  bo  made  good  and  moral  by  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
They  have  lost  faith  in  the  efforts  they  have  exerted  in  the 
past.  Temperance  societies  in  former  days  have  done,  and 
I  believe  are  still  doing,  a  great  deal  of  good  by  earnest 
teaching  and  example.  But  1  say  they  have  lost  faith  in 
those  means,  and  they  have  formed  an  alliance  to 
force  on  the  people  of  this  country  coercive  measures  to 
make  them  moral  and  to  stay  the  evils  of  intemperance. 
Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether  hon.  members  of  this  House 
have  carefully  investigated  the  principles  which  are,  as  it 
were,  set  at  nought  in  the  Scott  Act — principles  upon  which 
we  believe  that  the  freedom  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
depends  so  largely — principles  upon  which  the  good  which 
the  British  Government  has  done  to  the  world  depends  so 
largely.  What  are  those  principles  ?  One  principle  is  that 
under  the  British  Government  justice  shall  be  done  to  all 
classes  of  our  people,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  to  the 
humblest  individual  in  tho  community  as  well  as  to  those 
who  occupy  the  highest  positions  and  are  surrounded  by 
wealth.  Another  principle  is  that  vested  rights,  the  rights 
of  property,  shall  be  respected.  Another  principle  is  that 
if  the  public  welfare  desires  the  property  of  an  individual 
of  the  community,  that  individual  shall  be  paid  for  it,  and 
the  whole  community  shall  bear  the  burthen  of  making  that 
payment.  Another  principle  is  that  individual  liberty  of 
action  shall  not  be  interfered  with,  unless  injury  is  done  by 
-that  individual  to  his  fellow  man  ;  and  it  is  always  considered 
that  this  principle  should  not  be  transgressed  without  grave 
reason.  I  invite  the  attention  of  hon.  members  for  a  few 
moments,  and  I  ask  why  are  these  principles  the  chief 
corner  stone  of  the  grand  edifice  of  human  freedom  which 
has  been  raised  under  the  British  flag  ?  The  first  of  those 
principles  is  justice.  Mr.  Speaker,  justice  properly  forms 
the  main  corner  stone  of  all  Governments.  Why  ? 
Because  we  believe  the  British  constitution  is  based  on 
religion.  We  believe  we  are  living  in  a  Christian  com¬ 
munity,  and  we  know  that  justice  is  the  highest  attainment 
the  Christian  can  arrive  at.  We  are  told  that  the  throne  of 
the  Almighty  is  surrounded  by  justice  and  judgment,  and 
we  believe  the  objects  to  be  attained  by  all  religious  services 
are  that  men  may  learn  to  act  justly  one  toward  another. 
Now,  Sir,  I  would  ask  hon.  members  to  consider  for  a 
moment  whether  the  great  principle  of  justice  has  been 
observed  in  the  Scott  Act.  Sir,  under  that  Act  the  property 
of  individuals  is  being  despoiled.  From  time  immemorial, 
as  long  as  Great  Britain  has  existed,  and  long  before  the 
British  Empire  was  formulated,  stimulants  of  one  kind  or 
other  have  been  used  by  the  human  race,  and  it  has  never 
been  asserted  that  it  was  wrong  that  such  should  be  the 
case.  Property  has  arisen  under  the  custom  of  using  those 
stimulants  ;  men  have  engaged  in  undertakings  by  which 
they  have  accumulated  property  ;  they  have  worked  hard, 
and  have  saved,  and  have  become  the  possessors,  and  the 


honest  possessors,  of  a  means  of  livelihood,  and  perhaps 
some  of  them  of  more  than  a  means  of  livelihood.  I  need 
only  point  you  to  the  enormous  structures  in  Great  Britain, 
the  largo  breweries,  and  to  tho  honors  which  are  given  by 
tho  British  Parliament  to  tho  men  who  have  accumulated 
wealth  and  honor  in  the  manufacture  of  ale.  Sir,  in  Great 
Britain  they  have  been  knighted  in  honor  of  the  distinction 
they  have  attained  from  their  industry  and  carefulness  in 
that  kind  of  industry,  as  well  as  in  others. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hoar. 

Mr.  ORTON.  The  leader  of  tho  Opposition  snoeringly 
says,  “hear,  hear.”  However,  I  will  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  have  patience  and  listen  to  my  remarks,  or  if  he 
does  not  desire  to  listen,  he  will  perhaps  try  to  treat  mo,  at 
any  rate,  with  some  courtesy.  Under  the  Scott  Act,  Sir, 
property  of  this  kind  is  being  confiscated.  Men  who  have 
invested  their  money  in  erecting  breweries,  in  building 
malt  houses,  in  manufacturing  the  various  implements 
which  are  required  in  those  establishments,  are,  under  the 
operation  of  this  Act,  having  that  property  rendered  value- 
lessj  That  Act  goes  further,  and  it  debars  them  from  sel¬ 
ling  their  article  in  the  county  in  which  it  passes,  so  that  it 
virtually  destroys  their  property.  Now,  Sir,  I  maintain 
that  that  is  not  justice.  I  maintain  that  it  is  not  just  that 
these  men,  who  have  pursued  an  honorable  course  in  life, 
who  have  industriously  followed  their  calling,  who  have 
not  been  drunkards,  who  have  not  assisted  in  making  men 
drunk,  should  have  their  property  taken  away  from  them 
and  destroyed,  even  for  tho  good  of  the  state,  without  com¬ 
pensation.  Sir,  I  believe  that  under  the  Government 
under  which  we  live  vested  rights  should  be  res¬ 
pected,  and  the  rights  of  property  should  not  be 
thus  invaded.  Tho  Scott  Act  does  invade  vested 
rights  in  property,  and  renders  it  valueless.  It  has 
been  said  that  the  state  does  the  same  thing  in  many 
other  particulars,  as  when  a  charter  is  granted  to  a  railway, 
the  rights  of  property  of  a  stage  owner  or  a  steamboat 
owner  are  destroyed.  But  not  in  tho  same  way.  He  is  not 
debarred  from  following  his  occupation.  But  under  this 
Act  those  who  have  built  a  house  for  the  entertainment  of 
the  public  under  the  belief  that  they  can  pursue  their  call¬ 
ing  as  they  have  in  the  past,  are  debarred  from  pursuing 
that  portion  of  their  business,  and  their  property  is  being 
destroyed.  We  all  know  that  stage  owners  can  continue, 
if  they  like,  to  drive  their  stages,  and  if  they 
do  not  pay  it  cannot  bo  helped;  but  under  this  Act  no 
proprietor  of  a  hotel  or  other  hostelry  can  pui’sue  his 
calling  ;  he  is  debarred  entirely  from  doing  so,  and,  therefore, 
I  say,  it  is  an  entirely  different  state  of  affairs.  And,  Sir,  I 
say  that  the  principle  of  compensation  to  individuals  if  they 
are  called  upon  to  sacrifice  their  property  by  the  State  for 
the  good  of  the  public,  is  nothing  more  than  right  and  cor¬ 
rect.  Does  the  Scott  Act  afford  any  means  by  which  the 
individuals  who  are  willing,  perhaps,  to  sacrifice  their  pro¬ 
perty,  and  are  desirous  of  sacrificing  it  for  the  public  good, 
if  it  is  in  order  to  try  the  experiment,  rather  than  to  be 
supposed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  good,  and  are  ready  to 
destroy  their  property — I  ask,  does  tho  Scott  Act  provide 
any  means  by  which  the  public  at  largo  shall  bear  the 
burdens  of  the  loss  of  that  property — of  that  right  which 
the  individual  may  be  even  desirous  to  renounce  for  the 
benefit  of  the  State,  if  he  is  only  fairly  remunerated  there¬ 
for  ?  Now,  Sir,  with  all  this  sacrifice  of  principle  involved 
in  this  Act,  let  us  consider  for  a  moment  is  there  any  pos¬ 
sibility  of  any  great  good  resulting  from  the  continuation  of 
that  Act  in  the  various  counties  in  which  it  is  passed,  or 
in  passing  it  in  other  counties  in  which  it  is  not  in  force. 
We  know  that  in  the  County  of  Halton,  near  which  I  have 
lived  for  many  years,  the  effects  of  the  adoption  of  this  Act 
have  been  anything  but  of  a  moral  character.  The  moral 
tone  of  the  people  of  that  county  has  not  boen  elevated. 
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Instances  have  occurred  there  in  which  deliberate  and  whole¬ 
sale  perjury  has  been  committed  by  people  to  uphold  the 
illegal  traffickers  in  stimulants.  Why  ?  Because,  Sir,  the 
popular  element  feels  that  a  groat  wrong  has  been  done 
to  the  people  who  were  engaged  in  the  liquor  business  by 
the  destruction  of  their  property.  They  sympathise  with 
them,  and  they  believe  that  where  a  groat  wrong  is  done, 
even  by  a  Government  or  a  people,  people  are  not  to  be 
blamed  for  ignoring  the  law  under  which  that  wrong  is 
done.  Sir,  I  think  that  any  candid  individual  from  any 
part  of  the  country  where  that  law  has  been  put  into  opera¬ 
tion,  will  agree  with  me  that-  it  has  not  had  the  effect  which 
was  expected  from  it.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  instead 
of  the  people  having  the  opportunity  of  indulging  in  com¬ 
paratively  harmless  beverages,  such  as  beer  and  wino,  the 
only  stimulants  that  they  can  secure  are  ardent  spirits,  and 
these  usually  of  the  most  inferior  character.  In  the  North- 
West  I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  workings  of  a  pro¬ 
hibitory  law,  and  what  do  we  find  there  ?  That  strong  liquors 
are  kept  out  of  the  country  ?  No  ;  all  along  the  line  of 
railway  in  British  Columbia,  spirits  of  every  description 
are  brought  in  in  wholesale  quantities  and  sold  at  retail  at 
enormous  profits  in  the  face  of  the  law;  and  notwithstand¬ 
ing  that  a  large  body  of  mounted  police  are  kept  there  at 
great  expense  to  the  people  of  this  country,  and  are  vigi¬ 
lantly  doing  their  utmost  to  preserve  ordor  and  to  prevent 
infringements  of  the  law,  they  have  boon  powerless  to  pre¬ 
vent  this  traffic.  Then,  Sir,  how  can  we  expect  that  it 
could  be  otherwise  in  a  community  in  which  perhaps  a 
large  majority  of  the  people  are  in  sympathy  with  those 
who  carry  that  traffic  on  ?  Bata  great  many  will  argue 
that  this  is  only  an  experimental  law,  intended  to  educate 
the  poople  up  to  such  a  position  that  they  will  call  for  a 
total  prohibitory  law.  Well,  Sir,  in  reference  to  that  mat¬ 
ter,  though  my  own  individual  judgmont  is  not  in  favor  ot 
a  prohibitory  liquor  law,  I  believe  that  if  legislation  of  any 
kind  can  do  any  good,  a  prohibitory  law  is  the  only  law 
that  can  restrain  the  evils  of  intemperanco.  The  only 
pledge  ever  asked  of  me  in  going  into  Parliament,  was 
as  to  whether  I  would  vote  for  a  prohibitory  liquor  law ;  and, 
I  did  pledge  myself  the  first  time,  that  though  I  did  not 
believe  it  in  myself,  I  would  vote  for  a  prohibitory  law  if 
it  provided  for  compensation  ;  and  I  am  prepared  to  do  that 
to<lay — to  sacrifice  my  own  individual  opinion  and  to  assist 
loyally  our  temperance  friends  in  seeing  that  that  law  is 
respected  and  honored.  But,  Sir,  the  question  of  total 
prohibition,  and  of  the  Scott  Act,  I  think,  should  to-day 
command  the  close  attention  of  every  hon.  member  of  this 
House.  I  think  this  tentative  Act,  the  Scott  Act,  has 
proved  in  every  form  and  shape,  a  lamentable  failuro.  I 
think,  Sir,  it  has  proved  more;  it  is  not  only  creating 
immorality  through  the  illegal  use  of  ardent  spirits,  but  it 
is  sapping  the  very  foundations  of  our  Christianity. 

Same  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear.  ' 

Mr,  ORTON.  Hon.  gentlemen  sneer  ;  but  I  will  show 
you  why  I  have  endeavored  to  show  that  the  Act  is  unjust 
-—that  it  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  that  should  actuate  a 
Christian  community.  I  have  endeavored  to  show  that 
from  the  very  earliest  history  of  the  world  it  has  never  been 
considered  a  wrong  to  use  in  moderation  the  fermented 
juice  of  the  grape  ;  and  I  maintain  that  when  the  leaders  of 
religious  thought  use  their  positions  in  order  to  intimidate 
the  people  of  this  country  and  to  influence  their  judgment 
by  trying  to  make  them  believe  that  in  order  to  be  good  and 
religious  they  must  have  a  law  compelling*  them,  they 
are  sapping  the  very  foundations  on  which  our  reiigious 
system  rests,  and  they  are  doing  an  immeasurable 
wrong  to  their  own  calling.  The  question  of  prohibition 
is  one  which  if  seriously  considered  will  bring  the 
House  and  the  Government  face  to  face  with  various 
difficulties.  The  first  difficulty  is  in  reference  to  its 
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effect  on  the  revenue  of  the  country,  and  I  think  there  is 
not  an  honest  man  hero  but  knows  that  the  Scott  Act,  if  it 
means  anything,  means  total  prohibition.  Therefore, 
I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  every  member  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  House  to  consider  what  effect  it  will  have  on  tho 
public  revenue,  and  whether  the  loss  of  revenue  can  be 
borne  by  the  poople  of  this  country.  We  have  also  to  con¬ 
sider  its  effect  on  immigration  into  Canada.  Sir,  it  is  my 
opinion  that  if  prohibition  is  brought  into  operation  in 
Canada  we  shall  have  very  few  German  immigrants,  very 
few  Swedes  or  Norwegians — those  people  from  northern 
latitudes  of  Europe  who  make  the  best  settlers  in  this 
country,  hut  who  have  been  accustomed  from  their  infancy 
to  tho  use  of  light  wines  and  beer.  I  believe,  too,  that  wo 
shall  have  comparatively  few  from  the  British  Isles.  I 
know  that  to-day  in  the  North-West  Territories  old  English 
settlers  are  very  much  dissatisfied  because  they  cannot 
have  their  accustomed  glass  of  ale,  and  are  threatening  to 
leave  the  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  ORTON.  Hon.  gentlemen  again  say,  “hear,  hear,”  as 
if  that  statement  was  not  worthy  of  credence;  but  if  those 
hon.  gentlemen  who  sneer  would  take  the  trouble  to  go  up 
and  interview  the  settlers  in  the  Regina  and  Moose  Jaw  dis¬ 
tricts,  and  alRthrough  that  region,  they  would  find  that  my 
words  are  true  to  the  letter.  Sir,  I  think  this  House  ought 
also  to  consider  tho  question  whether  the  use  of  alcohol 
should  be  entirely  abolished  or  not — whether  it  would  be  to 
the  best  interests  of  tho  people  of  this  country  that  that 
should  bo  done.  So  far  as  our  knowledge  and  experience 
go,  it  is  cortain  that  those  people  on  the  faco  of  the  globe 
who  have  used  light  wines  and  beer  have  been  a 
courageous,  a  long  lived,  a  generous,  and  a  noble  people. 
We  know  that  there  is  not  a  nation  under  the  sun  but  that 
uses  in  some  form  or  other  stimulants.  The  Turk  uses  his 
opium,  the  Chinaman  his  tea,  and  in  some  form  or  other  the 
wild  Indians  of  North  America  use  their  stimulants.  They 
use  their  herb  stimulants  and  vegetable  stimulants  which 
enables  them  to  perform  feats  they  could  not  do  without 
those  aids.  We  know  for  a  fact  that  alcoholic  stimulants 
are  of  use  to  humanity  and  that  many  a  human  life  has 
been  saved  by  their  judicious  and  proper  use.  A  great 
deal  has  been  said  with  regard  to  the  modus  operandi  of 
alcoholic  stimulants,  medical  authorities  have  been  quoted 
on  that  subject.  I  regret  to  say  that  so  far  as  regards  that 
portion  of  the  profession  to  which  I  belong — and  I  say  it 
without  fear  or  contradiction — not  only  the  modus  operandi 
of  spirits  and  drugs,  but  the  following  of  those  drugs 
through  the  system  is  any  thing  but  clear,  and  that  our 
profession  are  no  more  able  to  follow  alcohol  in  its  course 
through  tho  system  and  state  its  exact  action  than 
they  are  able  to  describe  the  exact  action  of  quinine 
which  is  known  so  well  to  destroy  the  poison  remittent 
fever  and  other  diseases.  So  with  regard  to  other  drugs, 
but  we  do  know  that  in  cases  of  extreme  pros¬ 
tration  there  is  nothing  that  can  take  the  place  of 
stimulants.  Alcoholic  stimulants  are  the  easiest  assimi¬ 
lated  and  the  most  readily  applied  of  all  stimulants 
in  cases  of  extreme  depression  or  extreme  shock  to  the 
nervous  system.  I  know  of  cases  where  men  have  lived  for 
weeks  upon  little  else  but  the  wine  or  whiskey  which  was 
supplied  them  as  food.  I  knew  a  very  singular  case,  that 
of  an  insane  woman  who  would  not  take  food  into  her 
stomach,  who  refused  food  of  every  kind,  and  had  to  be 
supported  by  having  food  injected  into  her  stomach  ;  and 
that  woman  lived  upon  what?  Why  it  was  found  that 
milk  and  whiskey  was  the  easiest  kind  of  food  for  her  to 
assimilate,  and  for  a  whole  twelve  months  that  food,  milk 
and  whiskey,  was  injocted  into  her  stomach  three  times  a 
day;  it  was,  at  any  rate,  sufficient  nourishment  to  keep  her 
alivo,  and  at  tho  end  of  twelve  months  her  reason  was 
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restored.  There  are  cases  occurring  day  by  day  in  the 
experience  of  every  medical  man  where  those  who  have 
lost  blood — when  nearly  the  very  last  drop  of  blood  has  been 
extracted  from  their  body — have  been  kept  alive  for  hours, 
their  nervous  force  supported  by  the  use  of  stimulants, 
until  sufficient  food  could  be  taken  and  assimilated  in  order 
to  support  life.  Therefore,  I  say  that  when  men  get  up 
and  say  that  alcohol  is  a  useless  article,  that  it  is 
of  no  benefit  to  the  human  race,  thoy  know  not  of  what 
they  speak.  In  reference  to  this  question  there  is  one 
thing  that  I  have  remarked  on  the  various  occasions 
upon  which  the  temperance  question  has  been  brought 
before  the  House.  I  have  noticed  that  tho  men  who  should 
lead  public  opinion,  who  should  deliberate  upon  this  great 
question,  who  should  give  this  House  the  advantage  of  their 
ripe  judgment,  are  not  the  men  who  speak,  and  a  discussion 
of  this  question  is  left  to  the  tale  end  of  the  rack  and  file. 
I  think  that  that  is,  at  any  rate,  not  creditable  to  those 
leaders.  I  do  not  refer  to  the  loaders  of  one  party  more 
than  to  the  leaders  of  the  other,  but  I  do  say  that  on  this 
serious  question  we  should  have,  and  the  country  should 
have  the  advantage  of  their  ripe  judgment.  Is  it  to  be 
thought  that  this  silence  on  their  part  is  to  be  accounted 
for  by  the  fact  that  one  side  or  the  other  are  trying  to  take 
advantage  of  this  question  in  order  to  keep  in  power  or  to 
get  into  office  ?  If  such  is  the  case,  it  is  sad  inded.  But  I 
believe  that'  to-day,  at  any  rate,  no  political  capital  can  or 
should  fairly  be  made  out  of  the  question  by  either  side, 
and  I  am  glad  to  see  hon.  members  on  both  sides  ready  to 
discuss  it  in  a  fair  and  open  manner  ;  and  I  do  hope  we 
shall  have  the  benefit  of  the  opinion  of  the  leaders  of 
both  parties  on  this  question.  We  ought  to  have  their 
opinion  as  to  whether  any  legislation  of  this  kind  is  cal¬ 
culated  to  lessen  or  increase  crime,  whether  it  will  create  a 
greater  or  a  loss  respect  for  the  laws  of  the  country, 
whether  it  will  increase  or  decrease  the  feeling  of  security 
in  property  which  exists  among  our  people.  I  shall  not  de¬ 
tain  the  House  any  longer  as  there  are  many  other  hon. 
gentlemen  who  desire  to  speak  on  this  question,  but  I  will 
say  this,  that  if  hon.  membrs  are  of  opinion  that  the  people 
desire  prohibitory  legislation,  it  that  is  tho  conclusion  they 
come  to,  the  sooner  we  have  prohibition  the  better  ;  but  I 
would  say,  on  the  other  hand,  that  prohibition  should  be 
coupled  with  compensation.  Isay  it  not  only  on  the  ground 
of  justice  but  on  the  ground  of  temperance  ;  and  I  direct  the 
consideration  of  the  temperance  leaders  in  this  House  to 
that  point.  I  think  it  would  be  better  for  them  and  their 
cause  if  they  would  enlist  on  their  side  men  who  are  bound 
by  honor,  bound  by  every  principle  which  should  guide  a 
man  to  assist  loyally  in  carrying  out  the  laws,  rather  than 
have  a  large  portion  of  our  people  estranged  from  their 
efforts  by  injustice  and  by  sympathy  with  the  wrongs  done 
to  a  portion  of  our  people. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  In  rising  to  express  my  views  on  this 
question,  I  do  so  with  some  reluctance,  knowing  that  many 
of  my  warmest  political  friends  differ  from  me  in  reference 
to  the  opinions  I  hold  on  this  subject.  It  is  only  from  my 
strongest  sense  of  what  I  believe  to  be  right  and  my  duty 
that  I  feel  bound  to  give  the  reasons  why  I  am 
prepared  to  support  the  resolution  before  this  House. 
The  resolution  expresses  a  principle  which,  in  my  opinion,  is 
this :  Have  we  the  right  to  take  away  properly  without 
giving  some  compensation  for  it  ?  It  is  a  principle  which 
has  been  acknowledged  through  all  the  years  of  the  history 
of  this  country  and  in  every  part  of  the  British  Empire. 
In  asking  foreigners  to  come  to  this  country,  they  might 
reasonably  ask  what  advantages  we  were  about  to  give  (hem 
provided  they  became  residents  of  Canada.  We  tell  them 
that  we  are  prepared  to  give  them  protection  to  life  and 
property,  and  to  hold  out  as  a  premium  on  their  industry 
protection  to  whatever  property  they  may  accumulate  in 


the  country  This  principle  is  acknowledged  in  reference 
to  other  questions  where  the  public  good  is  on  one  side  and 
private  interest  on  the  other.  It  was  acknowledged  by 
England  when  she  abolished  slavery,  and,  in  that  case,  a 
great  evil  was  effectually  done  away  with  without  any 
injustice  being  done  to  those  engaged  in  the  trade.  If  this 
was  acknowledged  by  England  and  has  been  acknowledged 
by  ail  the  dependencies  of  England,  if  it  is  the  admitted 
principle  embodied  in  the  laws  of  our  country,  why  should 
we  not  support  that  principle  in  this  House  to-day,  in 
reference  to  a  question  which  is  said  to  be  of  so  great 
importance  to  the  country.  If  a  man’s  property  is 
depreciated  in  value  by  a  railway  passing  through  or  in 
close  proximity  to  it,  he  is  allowed  compensation  for  the 
depreciation  of  his  property,  because  it  is  admitted 
that,  when  the  interest  of  the  community  requires  that  his 
property  should  be  destroyed,  it  is  fair  that  he  should  be 
compensated  for  it.  It  is  said  that  a  great  good  will  be 
done  to  the  country  by  the  abolition  of  the  liquor  traffic, 
because  it  will  abolish  what  is  every  year  imposing  a  very 
heavy  outlay  upon  us  for  the  administration  of  justice.  If 
this  be  correct,  then  as  a  matter  of  financial  policy  wo  should 
be  ready  to  concede  it ;  if  the  abolition  of  tho  liquor 
traffic  would  result  in  the  large  saving  to  the  country  that 
is  claimed  by  the  temperance  advocates,  we  ought  to  be 
prepared  to  sacrifice  a  share  of  our  money  in  buying 
out  the  trade.  When  we  find  men  engaged  in  biut-ness 
who  have  been  respectable  members  of  society,  who  have 
always  been  foremost  in  enterprise,  who  have  always  been 
ready  to  give  a  helping  hand  in  whatever  assisted  the  com¬ 
munity,  or  individuals  in  the  community,  who  have  been 
living  within  the  bounds  of  law,  and  have  been  recognised  as 
respectable  citizens,  why  should  we  take  away  from  them 
what  is  virtually  the  accumulation  of  their  industry  and 
economy;  without  giving  them  a  recompense  for  it?  It  may 
be  said  that  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  business  hold  their 
tenure  of  office  only  for  a  limited  time,  as  their  licenses 
are  granted  but  for  a  year,  and  that  at  the  expiration  of 
the  year  it  is  no  injustice  to  take  away  these  licenses. 
Apply  that  to  every  other  line.  Take  the  people  who  are 
building  up  ranches  in  the  North-West  Territories.  When 
the  demands  of  settlement  require  that  these  leases  shall 
be  cancelled,  the  law  is  that  they  must  be  cancelled  in  the 
interest  of  tho  settlement  of  the  country ;  but  does  any  one 
pretend  to  say,  that  if  the  Government  have  made  regula¬ 
tions  compelling  a  man  who  has  a  ranche  ot  20,000  acres  to 
put  on  one  or  two  head  of  cattle  for  every  20  acres  of  land, 
and  he  has  invested  so  much  money  and  has  built  up  what¬ 
ever  is  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  that 
respectable  business,  they  may  at  a  moment’s  notice  at  the 
expiration  of  his  lease,  perhaps  at  the  time  when  he  has 
just  completed  tbe  requirements  of  the  law  and  put  on  the 
number  of  cattle  demanded,  annul  that  lease  and  make  the 
man  suffer  the  consequences  whatever  they  may  be  ?  That, 
I  think,  would  be  regarded  as  most  unreasonable.  A  gentle¬ 
man  at  my  right  has  suggested  timber  limits.  There 
are  many  lumbermen  in  this  country  who  have  bought 
extensive  timber  limits  in  Ontario  upon  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  established  order  of  things,  and  as  long 
as  these  men  pay  the  royalty  and  are  prosecuting  what 
is  a  legitimate  business,  the  acknowledged  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  established  order  of  things  recognises  that 
they  should  be  allowed  to  prosecute  that  work,  from  time 
to  time,  without  being  molested.  The  same  principle  is 
involved  in  all  these  matters,  whether  you  apply  it  to  the 
slave  trade,  which  was  bought  out  by  England,  or  to  the 
licenses  given  from  year  to  year  to  the  brewers,  or  to  the 
timber  licenses  given  from  year  to  year.  The  same  prin¬ 
ciple  exists  equally  in  one  as  in  the  other.  What  has  been 
the  result  when  there  has  been  a  violation  of  this  principle? 
We  need  only  look  back  to  the  civil  war  that  occurred  in 
tho  United  States  a  few  years  ago.  They  had  also  to 
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grapple  with  the  question  of  slavery  in  a  free  country. 
They  said  that,  in  the  interests  of  the  morality  of  the 
country,  it  was  important  to  do  away  with  it.  Did  they 
adopt  the  same  principle  as  England  adopted  in  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  that  gi’eatwork?  No;  they  said:  We  will 
do  awav  with  it  by  one  stroke  of  the  pen,  whatever  injus¬ 
tice  may  be  done,  and  we  will  balance  the  injustice  done  to 
the  slave  trader  by  the  great  good  done  to  the  country. 
But  what  was  the  result  ?  A  civil  war,  the  most  important, 
the  most  gigantic,  the  most  destructive  ever  known  in  the 
history  of  the  country,  was  the  result ;  and  not  only  that, 
but  tc-day  and  for  the  next  hundred  years,  for  the  next  two 
or  three  generations,  a  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  the 
States  will  recognise  that,  in  that  method  of  doing  away 
with  the  slave  trade,  a  great  injustice  was  done  to  them, 
and  they  will  never  feel  that  they  have  the  security  for  pro¬ 
perty  in  their  country  which  the  laws  guaranteed  to  them 
when  they  camo  into  it.  This  resolution  is  not  dealing 
with  the  general  trade.  I  should  be  disposed  to  go  further, 
and  to  say  that  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  retail  trade 
should  be  compensated  as  well,  but  this  does  not  go  so  far, 
and  I  am  giad  to  see  that  it  does  not,  because  it  would  be 
used  as  an  argument  in  the  campaigns  which  are  being  car¬ 
ried  on  in  the  country  in  favor  of  what  is  called  the  Siott 
Act.  But  the  resolution  acknowledges  that,  after  the  people 
have  expressed  their  opinion  by  their  voice  in  such  num¬ 
bers  as  to  show  that  they  are  in  favor  of  prohibition,  those 
parties  who  are  said  to  be  at  the  root  of  tho  trouble,  the 
brewers,  the  malsters,  the  manufacturers,  who  have  their 
trade  taken  from  them,  shall  be  compensated  for  it.  I  say, 
that  when  these  men  have  been  paying  large  sums  into  the 
treasury  of  the  country  to  support  the  country,  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  legislation  and  government,  and  to  build  up 
the  country  when  they  have  their  vested  rights  to  the 
extent  of  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars,  it  is  only  right,  if  we 
take  away  from  them  that  property  and  that  business  out 
of  which  they  have  heretofore  accumulated  money,  if  we 
believe  it  to  be  in  the  interests  of  the  country  to  do  so,  we 
should  be  liberal  enough,  we  should  be  Christian  enough 
in  our  charity  to  pay  them  for  the  rights  we  take 
away  ;  because  if  we  destroy  that  business  so  that 
there  is  a  depreciation  in  the  value  of  their  propertj' — it 
may  be  to  the  extent  of  $1,000,  $2,000  or  $10,c00;  the 
principle  is  the  same — it  is  taking  away  something  from 
them  that  represents,  in  their  eyes,  money  that  they  ac¬ 
cumulated  by  their  hard  labor,  that  they  have  put  into 
these  various  enterprises.  Holding  those  views  I  am  prepared 
to  support  the  resolution.  I  believe  that  carried  out  it  will 
more  effectually  stamp  out  the  liquor  trade  in  the  country 
than  any  measure  that  has  been  passed  through  this  House 
for  a  long  time.  Why  ?  Because,  when  we  compensate 
men  for  their  trade,  if  there  is  any  violation  of  the 
law  on  their  part,  there  is  no  sympathy  with  them.  As 
soon  as  we  pay  a  man  what  we  believe  to  be  a  fair  compensa¬ 
tion  for  stopping  that  trade,  if  he  endeavors  to  continue  it 
afterwards  the  whole  country  would  be  against  him,  almost 
to  a  man  ;  and  public  opinion  being  then  strong  against  the 
business  it  would  be  much  more  easy  to  stamp  it  out  than 
it  is  at  the  present  time  by  the  Scott  Act.  I  say  I 
am  prepared  to  support  this  principle  and  shall  be 
well  pleased  to  see  it  carried.  I  am  glad  to  find  that  it  is 
not  recognised  as  a  party  question.  1  think  that  these  things 
too  often  fall  into  the  arena  of  party,  and  very  great  injustice 
is  done  thereby;  that  because  one  party  takes  it  up  and 
endorses  it,  therefore  the  other  must  oppose  it.  I  endorse 
the  expressions  of  the  hon.  member  for  Wellington  (Mr. 
Orton).  I  think  it  is  a  great  pity  that  the  leaders  of 
opinion  in  this  country  are  not  now  ready  to  express  their 
views  and  their  judgment  on  this  very  important  question, 
for  as  long  as  they  hold  back  as  a  matter  of  policy,  the 
country  will  not  be  in  possession  of  what  might  be  called  the 
Mr.  Speoule. 


ripe  opinions  of  the  foremost  men  on  this  question,  and  it 
is  left  to  others,  who  might  be  termed  subordinates,  to 
endeavor  to  force  the  question  upon  them,  and  obliges  them 
to  support  either  one  side  or  the  other. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  rise  to  move  an  amendment,  and  per¬ 
haps  I  had  better  read  it  as  an  introduction  to  tho  remarks 
I  am  about  to  make  : 

That  all  after  the  word  “that”  b@  struck  out,  and  the  following  be 
inserted  in  its  stead  :  “The  time  when  Parliament  proceeds  to  discuss 
the  details  of  a  law  prohibiting  the  importation,  manufacture  and  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes,  will  be  the  proper  occa¬ 
sion  on  which  to  discuss  the  question  of  compensation  to  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  such  liquors  as  may  come  under  the  operation  of  such  a  law.” 

I  am  sorry  I  was  not  able  to  catch  all  the  arguments  that 
fell  from  tho  lips  of  the  hon.  mover  of  the  original  motion, 
and  I  was  somewhat  disapointed  in  what  I  did  hear,  to  find 
no  sufficient  justification  was  given  for  the  introduction  of 
such  a  resolution  at  the  present  moment.  If  there  was  any 
immediate  prospect  before  us  that  a  prohibitory  law  would 
be  passed  by  this  House  during  the  present  Session  there 
would  have  been,  perhaps,  some  justification  and  some  reason 
for  discussing  thi3  matter  as  one  of  the  details  of  the  general 
question.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  seconded  it,  did  not  show 
that  there  was  any  immediate  prospect  of  a  general 
prohibitory  law  being  passed  in  this  country.  More  than 
that,  they  did  not  even  give  us  any  argument  to  show  that 
there  was  a  prospect  that  even  during  the  life  of  the  present 
Parliament  we  were  likely  to  be  called  upon  to  pass  such  a 
law.  Now,  of  course,  a  resolution  like  this  would  express 
the  opinion  of  this  Parliament,  but  I  do  not  consider  that  it 
would  thereby  be  binding  upon  the  country  or  the  people  ; 
it  is  merely  an  expression  of  opinion  by  the  members  who 
vote  upon  it.  That  being  the  case,  I  do  not  think  that  much 
good  can  come  from  submitting  such  a  resolution  ;  and  I  fear, 
on  the  contrary,  that  a  great  deal  of  harm  might  arise  from  it, 
for  in  case  a  large  number  of  leading  men  here  should 
express  their  opinion  in  favor  of  such  a  course,  the  hopes 
of  a  large  body  of  people  who  are  interested  in  this  trade 
would  be  raised,  in  the  expectation  of  getting  compensation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  before  me  (Mr.  Wells)  said  he 
regretted  that  the  resolution  did  not  go  far  enough.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  reason  why  this  resolution  did  not  include  com¬ 
pensation  to  others  who  are  engaged  in  the  liquor  traffic 
was  because  the  proposer  and  seconder  were  fully  aware 
that  such  a  proposition  would  meet  with  far  greater  opposi¬ 
tion  than  the  one  they  have  submitted  to  us.  It  is  evident 
that  the  question  of  compensation,  which  seems  to  be  now 
chiefly  agitating  those  interested  in  the  liquor  traffic,  is 
divided  into  two  parts — the  part  which  comes  under  this 
resolution,  and  that  part  which  refers  only  to  the  dealers  in 
liquor  who  hold  licenses.  I  am  not  now  going  to  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  the  question  of  compensation  to  those  who 
are  licensed.  I  do  not  believe  that  these  gentlemen  have 
any  grounds  whatever  upon  which  to  base  a  claim  for  com¬ 
pensation  ;  if  there  is  any  claim  for  compensation  which  can 
be  entertained  for  an  instant,  it  may  be  that  of  the  manu¬ 
facturers  who  are  referred  to  in  this  resolution.  But  speak¬ 
ing  for  myself,  and  I  think  also  for  some  others  who  are 
interested  in  this  question,  I  must  say  that  I  should  feel 
bound,  under  the  present  circumstances,  and  at  the 
present  time,  to  vote  against  this  resolution — at  all 
events,  until  such  arguments  are  brought  forward  as 
will  convince  us  of  the  justice  of  such  a  demand.  So  far,  I 
have  not  heard  any  such  argument,  and  I  believe  if  such 
arguments  were  brought  forward  to-day  they  might  assumo 
a  very  different  aspect  if  a  prohibitory  law  was  now  before 
the  House  for  discussion.  We  can  well  understand  that  if 
we  promised  to-day  to  tho  men  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
of  liquor  that  their  loss  in  consequence  of  a  prohibitory  law 
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would  be  compensated,  they  would  naturally  extend,  instead 
of  contracting,  their  business,  and  instead  of  preparing  for 
a  prohibitory  law  they  would  be  tempted  rather  to  plunge 
more  deeply  into  that  business  in  order  to  obtain  larger 
compensation.  Especially  would  that  bo  the  case  in  a  time 
like  the  present,  when  money  finds  but  few  investments, 
and  when  other  kinds  of  business  are  more  or  less  depressed. 
The  passage  of  a  resolution  like  this  would  naturally 
give  an  impetus  to  their  business,  and  this  is  a  sufficient 
reason  for  us  withholding,  at  the  present  time,  an  expres¬ 
sion  of  our  opinion.  Those  gentlemen,  I  understand 
by  this  resolution,  do  not  pretend  to  claim  any  com¬ 
pensation  whatever  for  loss  which  they  may  suffer  in 
consequence  of  the  adoption  of  local  prohibitory  laws 
throughout  the  country.  We  are  aware  that  on  the 
1st  of  May  next  about  one-third  of  the  whole  country  will 
come  under  the  operation  of  local  prohibitory  laws,  and  we 
know  that  in  consequence  of  that  fact  those  gentlemen  who 
are  engaged  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  liquors  have 
already  suffered  a  great  deal  of  contraction  in  their 
business.  This  was  stated  to  us  the.  other  day,  when  a 
deputation  of  licensed  victuallers  interviewed  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  this  question.  Now,  Sir,  I  believe  that  the  same 
causes  which  have  boon  in  operation  for  the  last  year  in  this 
country  will  continue  to  act  and  will  produce  in  the  future 
even  greater  results  than  they  have  in  the  past ;  I  believe 
that  at  no  distant  day  more  than  one-half  the  country  will 
be  under  a  local  prohibitory  law.  AYhen  that  takes  place 
wo  can  understand  that  this  business  will  bo  still  more 
largely  contracted,  and  when  the  time  comes  to  discuss  a 
national  prohibitory  law  in  this  House,  the  chances 
are  very  great  that  by  the  simple  operation  of  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  the  business  of  the  licensed 
victuallers  will  then  bo  very  much  less  than  it  is  to  day. 
But,  as  I  pointed  out  a  few  moments  ago,  if  Parliament 
pledges  itself  to  give  compensation  at  a  future  day,  and  at 
a  time  when  we  do  not  know  what  the  circumstances  will 
be  under  which  compensation  will  be  demanded,  we  can  un¬ 
derstand  perfectly  well  that  instead  of  diminishing  the  com¬ 
pensation  we  are  more  likely  to  increase  it.  This,  as  a 
matter  of  prudence,  should  cause  hon.  members  to  hestitate 
before  voting  for  any  such  resolution  as  that  before  the 
House.  I  do  not  know  what  may  be  the  extent  of  the  pro¬ 
hibition  which  may  be  introduced.  We  have  already  on  the 
paper  a  notice  of  a  resolution  to  prohibit  the  manufacture 
of  alcoholic  beverages.  But  there  is  nothing  in  regard  to 
brewers  and  maltsters.  When  that  questions  comes  up  we 
shall  have  to  discuss  compensation  in  regard  to  those  par¬ 
ticular  items  ;  but  the  compensation  for  those  items  would 
vary^from  the  compensation  to  brewers  and  maltsters,  so  if  we 
were  to  pledge  ourselves  to  provide  any  such  compensation 
as  is  proposed,  we  would  weaken  our  position  when  we 
come  to  discuss  the  question.  The  hon.  member  in  front 
of  me  (Mr.  Wells)  alludod  to  the  evident  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  temperance  people  that  they  could  not  make  any  com¬ 
promise  with  this  trade,  that  they  were  not  prepared  in  any 
sense  or  any  way  to  acknowledge  that  the  trade  had  rights. 
I  confess  that  there  may  be  a  wing  of  the  temperance  party 
who  are  animated  with  that  spirit.  There  is.  however,  a 
very  large  part  of  the  temperanco  party  who  are  not  ani¬ 
mated  with  that  spirit  in  any  sense ;  they  demand  legisla¬ 
tion  in  their  favor  and  ask  that  the  people  of  the  country 
be  protected  from  the  great  evil  which  is  in  our  midst.  I 
believe  those  temperance  people,  when  they  have  the 
power,  will  not  use  it  in  the  same  way  as  the  liquor  dealers 
have  used  their  power  against  us  in  the  past.  I  believe  we 
will  be  actuated  by  a  desire  to  give  justice  to  our  enemies, 
even  though  we  have  not  received  justice  at  their  hands  in 
the  past.  The  hon.  gentleman  in  front  of  me  said  that 
temperance  people  would  neither  give  nor  receive  quarter. 
I  believe,  that  although  we  have  never  received  quarter  at 
the  bands  of  our  opponents,  we  will  be  quite  willing  to  give  it 


when  our  opponents  are  on  their  knees  before  us,  and  we 
have  triumphed  over  them.  If  to-day  this  question  is  urged 
and  forced  upon  us,  we  shall  feel,  as  1  do  personally, 
that  wo  cannot  admit  this  principle,  that  there  has 
not  been  placed  before  us  sufficient  grounds  on 

which  this  principle  should  be  acknowledged  ;  and 
we  will  vote  against  this  principle,  if  brought 

squarely  before  us  to-day,  whatever  course  we  might  take  on 
a  future  occasion,  when,  under  different  circumstances,  such 
a  proposition  for  compensation  might  be  brought  before  the 
House  at  a  time  when  we  were  discussing  the  details  of  a 
prohibitory  law.  I  shall  not  enter  in  any  sense  or  way  into 
the  question  of  prohibition.  The  hon.  member  for  Welling¬ 
ton  (Mr.  Orton)  has  stated  that  the  majority  of  the  members 
of  this  House  are  in  favor  of  restricting  tho  traffic  in  liquo-’, 
and  of  freeing  tho  country  from  the  evils  which  that  traffic 
has  brought  upon  us.  I  believe  that  is  the  fact,  but  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  the  principle  of  prohibition.  I  am  glad, 
however,  to  be  able  to  stand  in  this  House  this  Session  in  a 
position  different  from  that  occupied  last  Session.  Tho 
people  of  the  country  at  large  have  spoken  on  this  question, 
and  have  decided  in  favor  of  temperance.  I  was  glad  to 
hear  from  the  lips  of  an  hon.  member  who  has  not  always 
been  on  the  side  of  temperance,  that  this  position  is 
taken,  and  that  we  are  to-day  acknowledged  to  be  on 
the  right  side  in  this  question.  I  think  this  matter 
simply  resolves  itself  into  a  question  of  justice.  If  at 
the  time  a  prohibitory  law  is  passed  here,  manufacturers 
of  liquors  can  show  us  they  have  just  grounds  for 
compensation,  let  them  come  forward  and  prove  to  us  that 
such  is  the  case,  and  ask  that  a  compensation  clause  be 
introduced  into  the  law.  But  I  do  not  think  they  are  wise 
in  their  day  and  generation,  or  that  it  is  expedient  and 
right  that  Parliament  should  be  asked  beforehand  to  pledge 
itself  and  the  country,  in  so  far  as  Parliament  can  do  so,  to 
any  such  proposition.  I  think  I  have  touched  shortly  upon 
the  reasons  which  have  prompted  me  to  move  this  amend¬ 
ment,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  country  is  not  likely 
to  be  asked  to  pass  a  prohibitory  law  this  Session,  or  be 
asked  to  pass  such  a  law  during  the  life  of  the  present 
Parliament,  it  is  inopportune  and  premature  to  make  any 
such  arrangement  as  is  proposed  with  the  manufacturers 
of  liquor. 

Mr.  POSTER.  Before  the  vote  is  taken,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  with  respect  to  the  original  motion  particu¬ 
larly,  and  in  a  slight  degree  with  respect  to  the  amendment. 

I  am  not  sorry  that  this  question  has  come  befoi'e  the  House, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  premature  to  discuss  it  at  this  or  at 
any  subsequent  time.  I  have,  however,  my  own  opinion  as 
to  the  time  when  this  question  should  be  decided.  As  pro¬ 
hibitionists  and  temperance  meD,  those  of  us  who 
have  been  in  favor  of  a  prohibitory  law  and  have 
argued  for  it,  certainly  do  not  regret  that  this 
resolution  has  come  before  the  House  at  this  time 
or  in  the  way  in  which  it  has  come.  It  has  been 
quite  common,  in  the  years  that  have  passed,  for  those  who 
did  not  believe  in  the  principle  of  prohibition  to  think  little 
of  the  movement  which  was  inaugurated  and  carried  out 
by  that  section  of  the  people  who  did  believe  in  prohibition, 
and  who  were  generally  said  to  bo  but  few  in  number  and 
to  have  but  little  influence.  That  argument  can  no  longer 
be  used.  During  the  eight  or  ten  years  that  have  passed, 
both  the  number  and  influence  of  the  prohibitionists  in  the 
country  and  in  the  House  have  been  augmented,  and  to-day 
we  have  a  resolution  which  distinctly  recognises  the  fact 
that  the  prohibition  movement  can  no  longer  be  ignored, 
that  the  people  are  behind  it,  and  this  resolution  is, 
if  I  understand  it  rightly,  the  calm  and  deliberate  expression 
of  opinion  of  the  brewers  and  distillers  of  this  country,  that 
whether  they  be  prepared  for  death  or  not,  death  is  im¬ 
minent;  that  they  are  looking  now  for  some  way  in 
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which  the  business  may  go  out  with  pecuniary  considera 
tion  attached  to  it,  and  may,  so  to  speak,  in  some  way  get 
the  promise  of  the  country  to  erect  a  mausoleum  to  its 
memory,  I  thank  the  mover  and  seconder  of  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  those  who  are  behind  it,  for  this  strong  admission, 
and  I  assure  them  it  will  be  heard  from  one  end  of  this 
country  to  the  other,  that,  after  to-day,  no  person  in  this 
Dominion  will  be  able  to  say  that  the  strength  of  the  pro¬ 
hibition  movement  is  to  be  despised,  but  that  this  resolu¬ 
tion  is  an  indication  that  it  is  the  general  sentiment  of 
those  to  whom  prohibition  is  opposed,  that  it  is  a  grow¬ 
ing  power  in  the  country,  and  that  it  is  coming  close  to  its 
consummation.  Sir,  this  resolution  which  has  been  intro¬ 
duced  to  the  House,  I  do  not  consider,  so  far  as  my  judg¬ 
ment  goes,  to  be  one  which  we  ought  now  to  decide.  I  am 
willing  to  discuss  the  principle ;  I  want  a  fair  and  square  dis¬ 
cussion  of  that  principle  ;  I  want  the  leaders  of 
public  sentiment  in  this  House  to  give  their 

opinions  on  this  weighty  matter — the  men  who  have 
studied  political  economy  and  social  economy;  the  men 
who  are  conversant  with  the  affairs  of  state ;  the  men  who 
have  studied  social  problems  in  all  their  parts — I  want 
them,  as  leaders  of  public  opinion,  and  as  standing  as 
representatives  of  the  people  in  this  House,  to  discuss  this 
question  as  deeply,  as  widely,  as  fully  as  it  can  be  discussed, 
so  that  the  people  may  have  the  data  whereupon  to  gather 
to  the  dit-cussion  of  it  outside  of  this  House.  But  this 
House  is  not  prepared  to  decide  this  question,  or  to  say 
that  the  decision  of  this  question  to-day,  on  the  original 
resolution  in  the  affirmative,  would  be  the  decision  of  the 
country,  or  could,  in  any  way,  be  tortured  to  be  taken  as 
the  decision  of  the  country.  This  resolution,  as  it  comes 
down,  is  a  contingent  resolution.  It  does  not  ask  for  the 
taking  away  of  any  existing  grievances ;  it  does  not  ask  for 
the  addition  of  something  to  any  existing  law,  or  to  any 
law  which  is  to-day  in  process  of  being  enacted.  It  simply 
says  that  if  something  or  other,  in  the  years  of  the  future, 
in  five  years  or  twenty-five  years  from  this  day,  shall  come 
to  be  the  case,  then,  this  other  thing  which  is  asked  for  by 
the  resolution,  shall  also  come  to  be  the  case.  I  do  not 
think  that  this  is  the  usual  method  of  procedure  in  a  deliber¬ 
ative  body.  It  is  as  though  when  the  new  improvements 
in  cotton  machinery  and  woollen  machinery  were  coming  to 
the  front,  and  when  employees  were  looking  out  in  the  not 
very  distant  future,  and  saying  there  will  come  a  time 
when,  if  these  things  are  allowed  to  come  into  use,  oar  labor 
will  be  thrown  >  ut,  our  wages  taken  from  us ;  and  now, 
before  the  idvantoges  of  these  things  can  bo  fully  seen,  now, 
on  the  wave  of  the  prejudices  which  exist  against  them,  we 
will  pass  a  resolution  through  Parliament,  saying  that  in 
the  event  of  these  machines  coming  into  use  those  employees 
who  are  thrown  out  of  employment  shall  be  compensated 
for  their  loss.  It  is  as  though,  when  a  Bill  was  before 
Parliament  to  charter  a  railway  to  run  along  the  side  of  a 
great  navigable  stream,  those  who  owned  boats  plying  on 
that  stream,  seeing  the  approachirg  diminutions  of  their 
gains,  seeing  the  fact  that  in  the  near  future  their  gains 
would  be  interfered  wiih  ari  a  different  route  of  travel 
would  be  taken,  should  say,  we  will  make  interest;  we  will 
pass  a  resolution  throt  gh  Parliament  saying  that  if  such 
and  i-uch  a  thing  takes  place  we  are  to  bo  compensated  for 
the  loss  which  may  come  upon  us.  And  what  is  this  reso¬ 
lution  ?  It  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  an  attempt,  in  a 
time  when  there  is  a  want  of  knowledge  on  the  subject,  in  a 
time  of  first  feeling,  to  bind  the  hands  of  the  future  by  a 
resolution  contingent  on  something  else  happening.  And 
if  I  mistake  not,  although  this  resolution  may  have 
within  its  scope  the  compensation  of  brewers  and 
distillers,  it  will  have  this  effect — whether  this  is 
its  motive  or  not — it.  will  have  consequence:  It  will 
raise  up  a  sum  of  money  anywhere  from  $12,000,000, 
which  has  been  spoken  of  by  my  bon.  friend  as  the 
Mr.  Foster. 
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capital  invested  in  the  brewing  business  to  day,  up  to 
$30,000,000  or  $40,000,000— it  will  raise  that  sum  up  as  the 
probable  sum  which  the  people  of  this  country  will  invite 
to  fall  upon  their  shoulders,  and  be  laid  as  a  burden  on  their 
backs  if  they  pass  a  prohibitory  law.  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  the  usual  course  for  a  parliamentary  or  deliberative 
assembly  to  proceed  in  that  way.  Then  again,  I  think  this 
resolution,  as  my  friend  on  the  other  side  has  stated,  is  pre¬ 
mature.  Has  it  been  discussed  in  the  country  ?  It  may  be 
said  that  your  prohibition  resolution  last  year  was  pre¬ 
mature.  But,  I  reply,  there  is  a  great  difference.  That 
question  has  been  before  the  country  for  fifty  years  ;  it  has 
been  steadily  marching  forward  towards  its  solution.  Every 
year  it  has  been  increasing  in  strength.  Every  year 
the  influences  behind  it  have  been  augmented.  This 
question  has  permeated  every  nook  and  corner  of  the  land  ; 
it  has  gone  into  the  centre  of  every  constituency*]!  has  been 
talked  of  at  every  fireside  ;  and  this  Parliament  last  year, 
or  any  year  within  the  last  fifteen  years,  has  had  the  data 
at  hand  to  give  a  vote  on  that  principle,  feeling  certain 
that  those  who  voted  upon  it  would  represent  the  aggregate 
feeling  of  their  constituents.  But  where  has  this  question 
of  compensation  been  argued  ?  In  what  constituency,  in 
what  nook  or  corner  has  it  been  raised?  Is  there  a  single 
representative  here  who  can  get  up  and  say:  I  can  vote  for 
this  question,  for  or  against,  feeling  that  I  know  what  the 
sentiments  of  my  constituents  are,  and  that  by  my  vote  I 
am  representing  them  here. 

An  hon.  MEMBER  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentloman  says  he  can.  He 
then  is  one  of  the  favored  few,  but  I  think  the  large  majority 
of  this  House  will  feel  that  they  cannot.  Well,  Sir,  follow¬ 
ing  that  out,  I  do  not  think  this  House  is  in  the  position,  in 
its  representative  capacity,  to  decide  this  question  for  or 
against  compensation ;  because,  whether  this  House  does 
possess  the  knowledge  of  its  constituencies  far  enough  and 
wide  enough  to  make  a  fair  decision  in  this  matter — oven 
if  they  do  not,  yet  the  opinion  will  go  out  from  this  Houso, 
if  it  be  taken  in  the  affirmative  or  negative,  the  opinion 
will  go  out  that  this  Parliament  of  Canada,  representing  the 
people  of  Canada,  would  make  this  decision,  when  I  hold 
that  that  would  not  be  the  case,  but  that  it  will  be  the 
gentlemen  who  are  sitting  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  who 
have  expressed  their  own  collective  or  aggregate  opinion  on 
on  this  question.  Do  not  imagine  that  I  wish  to  say  that 
we  should  not  discuss  manfully  and  fairly  and  squarely  the 
whole  issue,  and  nothing  else.  I  think  we  should  ;  but  I 
think  we  should  reserve  our  opinion  as  a  solemn  declara¬ 
tion  until  we  find  out  the  feeling  of  our  constituents 
on  this  question.  At  least,  that  is  my  private  opinion, 
yuiding  ray  own  conduct  and  speaking  for  myself.  Nor 
has  this  question  come  up  on  the  ground  of  petition.  Has 
there  been  a  single  petition  put  before  Parliament  asking 
that  compensation  should  be  given  to  the  brewers  and  dis¬ 
tillers  and  maltsters  ?  Is  there  one  from  all  this  country — 
from  the  island  of  Cape  Breton  to  the  Pacific  ocean  ?  Can 
there  be  produced  on  the  Table  of  this  House  a  single 
petition  coming  from  the  people  asking  that  compensation 
be  granted  ?  1  think  not.  And  we  are  a  representative 
body  ;  we  represent  the  people  in  this  House.  This  is  a 
large  matter,  involving  at  least  $12,000,000,  according  to 
what  my  hon.  friend,  the  mover  of  this  resolution,  has 
stated  to  be  the  capital  employed  in  breweries  and  distil¬ 
leries.  I  say  that,  under  the  circumstance,  that  no  voice  of 
the  people  has  asked  for  this  action,  it  is  too  great 
a  burden  for  us  to  resolve  should  he  placed 
on  them  without  consulting  our  constituents;  It 
may  be  stated  that  a  deputation  which  came  to  this  city 
not  many  days  ago,  presented  to  the  Government  a  mem¬ 
orial  in  which  they  claimed  compensation.  T^at  may  be  ; 
but  it  was  not  the  compensation  which  is  claimed  in  this 
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resolution.  That  deputation,  if  I  understood  their  memorial 
aright,  asked  for  compensation  for  the  license  victuallers, 
for  the  coopers,  for  the  employees,  and  for  the  cigar  manu¬ 
facturers.  This,  then,  is  not  their  resolution  ;  it  is  not 
founded  on  their  presentment  of  the  case.  This  is  some¬ 
body  else’s  resolution,  and  is  founded  on  somebody  elso’s 
presentment  of  the  case,  because  the  brewers  and  distillers 
are  the  only  people  included  in  it.  Then  I  say  that  from 
the  sovereign  people  of  this  country,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
right  of  petition,  there  has  not  come  a  single  voice  to  this 
Parliament,  asking  that  compensation  shall  be  granted.  So 
much,  Sir,  with  reference  to  that  point.  But  this  resolu¬ 
tion  is  also,  to  my  mind,  one  which  we  ought  not  to  take 
into  consideration,  so  far  as  to  decide  in  favor  of  it,  for  an¬ 
other  reason,  and  that  is  this :  It  is  a  resolution  which, 
besides  embodying  something  which  has  not  been  asked  for 
by  the  people,  besides  tying  the  hands  of  the  people  in 
the  way  1  have  stated,  is  one  which  is  not  backed  up 
by  that  amount  of  argument  necessary  to  show  that 
the  necessity  for  it  exists.  I  may  just  refer,  in  passing,  to 
the  kind  of  argument  with  which  this  demand  is  some¬ 
times  backed  up.  For  instance,  I  think  the  only  financial 
argument  which  was  used  by  the  deputation  which  came  to 
Ottawa  a  few  days  ago,  the  only  argument  which  con¬ 
descended  to  figures,  was  that  used  by  the  cigar  manufac¬ 
turers.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  have  read  their  memorial 
will  remember  that  the  cigar  manufacturers  started  out  by 
arguing  that  they  should  have  compensation  on  the  ground 
that  the  Scott  Act  was  injuring  them  ;  and  they  showed, 
from  official  records,  a  diminution  of  $449,000  in  the 
amount  paid  by  the  cigar  manufacturers  into  the  Dominion 
revonue  in  1884,  as  compared  with  1883  ;  and  then,  by  that 
strange  sort  of  argument  which  so  often  prevails,  they 
stated  that  this  diminution  was  due  to  the  operation  of  the 
Scott  Act  in  the  different  counties.  Now,  Sir,  examine  that 
argument.  When  we  come  to  look  at  the  returns  of  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  we  find  that  last  year  the  duty 
on  tobacco  was  reduced  from  20  cents  to  12  cents  on  the 
pound.  The  Minister  calculated  that  some  $800,000  would 
be  lost  to  the  revenue  in  consequence  of  that  decrease  ;  but 
he  states,  in  his  report,  that  instead  of  $800,000  being  the 
decrease,  the  decrease  was  $449,000.  Now,  you  see  what 
kind  of  an  argument  that  was.  The  Minister  of  Inland- 
Revenue  says  that  the  diminution  is  due  to  the  decrease  in 
the  duty ;  but  the  memorialists,  in  order  to  use  it  as  an  argu¬ 
ment  to  show  why  compensation  should  be  granted  to  them, 
say  it  is  due  to  the  effect  of  the  Scott  Act  on  the  cigar 
trade.  That  is  an  instance  of  the  curious  kind  of  non 
sequitur  argument  which  is  used  in  favor  of  compensation. 
Well,  Sir,  I  am  glad  this  resolution  has  been  brought  for¬ 
ward  for  other  reasons.  I  am  glad,  because  it  shows  that 
the  finality  is  somewhat  near,  that  the  end  is  approaching, 
and  that  there  is  a  feeling  not  only  widespread  among  the 
people  that  prohibition  ought  to  be  established,  but  that 
there  is  a  feeling  amongst  those  likely  to  be  affected  by  it 
financially  that  it  is  coming,  and  that  it  is  an  event  that 
ought  to  bo  provided  for.  What  does  this  resolution  affirm  ? 
It  affirms  that  these  petitioners  have  no  legal  ground  on 
which  to  base  the  continuance  of  their  traffic,  that  they 
have  no  legal  ground  on  which  to  ask  for  compensation.  If 
they  had  in  the  constitution  of  the  country  or  in  the  laws  of 
the  country  any  such  ground,  they  would  not  be  approach¬ 
ing  Parliament  to-day  by  a  resolution  asking  that  measures 
should  be  taken  to  give  them  that  compensation.  They  have 
also  abandoned  the  ground  that  they  are  able  to  go  before 
the  country  and  argue,  on  the  ground  of  right,  that  their 
traffic  shall  be  maintained  and  their  trade  carried  on. 
They  distrust  the  people  in  regard  to  that,  and  they  come 
to  Parliament  and  ask  that  a  compensatory  resolution 
should  be  passed  by  this  House.  As  a  temperance  man 
and  a  prohibitionist,  I  thank  the  promoters  of  this  resolu¬ 
tion  for  the  admission  which  they  have  thus  made.  Then  I 


say,  that  the  resolution  is  not  an  out-and-out  manly  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  in  saying  that  I  am  not  making  any  reflection 
personally  on  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  it.  Tho  re¬ 
solution  is  that  tho  brewers  and  distillers  shall  bo  com¬ 
pensated.  Hitherto  the  strong  reason  that  they  have  urged 
why  their  business  should  not  be  interfered  with  has  been 
that  there  are  correlative  industries  connected  with  tho 
breweries  that  would  bo  interfered  with  by  the  Scott  Act. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

CANADA  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY  AND 
ERIE  AND  NIAGARA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  9) 
respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  Company  and  tho 
Erie  and  Niagara  Railway  Company  (Mr.  Bergin). 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  should  like  to  know  why  all  the  branch 
lines  which  are  affected  by  this  Bill  are  not  recited  in  tho 
Bill?  There  is  a  wholesale  enlargement  of  the  time  for  the 
construction  of  all  those  lines,  without  any  statement  of  what 
those  lines  are. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  As  far  as  I  can  recollect, 
the  mover  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Bergin)  called  attention  to  these 
words:  “And  whereas  by  an  Act  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  passed  in  the  38th  year  of  Her  Majesty’s  reign, 
chap.  66,  the  time  for  the  completion  of  the  original 
branch  lines,  authorised  by  the  Aots  therein  recited,  or 
any  of  them,  was  extended  until  the  8th  April,  1878.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  objecting  to  the  ground  being 
covered,  but  want  to  know  what  ground  is  covered.  It 
seems  to  me,  when  we  are  extending  the  period  within 
which  lines  may  bo  commenced  and  completed,  tho  Act 
itself  ought,  in  point  of  convenience,  to  say  what  the  general 
direction  is  of  these  lines  with  which  we  are  so  dealing.  It 
is  an  interesting  thing,  of  course,  to  know  that  the  Canada 
Southern  Railway  Company  has  built  this  and  other  lines  ; 
that  is  interesting,  but  not  very  important.  It  is  done. 
What  is  important  to  know  is,  what  they  want  to  have  the 
power  to  do,  which  they  have  not  yet  done,  and  it  is  that 
they  have  omitted  to  toll  us. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  committee  can  pass 
the  Bill  and  report  to  the  House,  and  wo  will  leave  the  third 
reading  to  tho  next  day,  when  tho  mover  of  tho  Bill  (Mr. 
Borgin )  will  give  the  explanation  desired. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

RIVER  ST.  CLAIR  RAILWAY  BRIDGE  AND 
TUNNEL  COMPANY. 

Bill  (No.  8)  respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Railway 
Bridge  and  Tunnel  Company  (Mr.  Bergin),  considered  in 
committee,  reported  and  read  the  third  lime  and  passed. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  48)  respecting  the  Annuity  and  Guarantee 
Funds  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White, 
Cardwell.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  to  incorporate  the  Pension  Fund  Society  of 
the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  for  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Inter¬ 
national  Coal  Company  (Limited).— (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge 
Company. — (Mr.  Dawson.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  respecting  La  Banque  du  Peuplo. — (Mr. 
Girouard.) 
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Bill  (No.  55)  to  authorise  the  Dominion  Grand  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Association  to  insure  against  fire  the  pro¬ 
pel  ty  of  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry,  wheresoever  situate  in 
Canada. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

Bill  (No.  60)  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Evangolical 
Lutheran  Church  of  Canada. — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

Bill  (No.  61)  futher  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Richelieu  Navigation  Company,  and  the  Richelieu  and 
Ontario  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council  making  any  change  in  the  contracts  in 
printing  since  1867. — (Mr.  Rykert.) 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  VTN  moved  the  adjournment  of  tho 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  8:25  p.ra. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  26th  February,  1835. 

The  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  67)  further  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
of  1878. 

Somo  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  As  I  understand  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  is  made  applicable  to  the  whole  Dominion, 
and  more  recently  an  amendment  to  the  Act  provided  that 
electoral  districts  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  could  submit 
the  Act  instead  of  counties.  The  only  object  of  the  Bill  is 
that  tho  same  principle  may  be  made  applicable  to  British 
Columbia,  so  that  if  at  any  time  an  electoral  district  in  that 
Province  chooses  to  avail  itself  of  the  Act  it  may  have 
liberty  to  do  so. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  OF  THE  SUPREME 
COURT. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  moved  for  loavo  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  Bill  to  limit  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  as  respects  matters  of  a  purely  local  nature, 
in  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  would  ask  whether  this  is  net  a  Bill 
of  the  same  nature  or  to  tho  same  effect  as  the  one  which 
has  already  been  presented  to  this  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  other  Bill,  which  is  before  the 
House  still,  is  a  Bill  to  limit  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court  for  the  whole  Dominion.  This  Bill  seems 
to  bo  limited  to  one  Province,  and  differs  from  the  other  in 
that  respect.  Of  course,  I  have  not  seen  the  Bill,  but  that 
seems  to  be  its  effect. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  to  be  competent,  then, 
for  hon.  members  to  introduce  measures  to  limit  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Supreme  Court,  first  for  the  whole  Dominion, 
then  for  the  Province  of  Quebec,  then  for  Ontario,  then  for 
Manitoba,  then  for  British  Columbia,  and  so  forth,  by  sep¬ 
arate  Bills  ?  It  seems  to  me,  Sir,  that  this  is  a  Bill  con¬ 
cerning  the  same  matter,  and  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
desires  to  accomplish  is,  by  an  amendment  to  the  Bill  now 


before  the  House,  to  limit  tho  scope  and  operation  of  that 
Bill.  Thus  we  have  the  same  member  proposing  six  or 
eight  Bills  on  the  same  subject  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  would  seem  to  be  the  more  con¬ 
venient  course  for  the  hon.  member  to  amend  his  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  The  position  we  are  in  with  regard 
to  that  Bill  is  that  the  House  has  not  yet  thrown  it 
out.  The  other  Bill  is  still  before  the  House.  I  cannot 
say  at  the  moment,  however,  that  this  Bill  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not 
object  to  renewing  his  motion  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  renew  his 
motion  to-morrow,  I  will  look  into  the  matter. 

CRIMINAL  LAWS  OF  CANADA,  1869  to  1881. 

Mr.  GIGAULT.  (Translation)  asked,  Is  it  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  to  cause  to  bo  published  in 
French  tho  collection  of  Acts,  intituled  :  “  Criminal  Law  of 
Canada,  1869  to  1881?” 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  (Translation).  The  criminal  laws  are 
now  being  consolidated  with  the  other  statutes.  To  print 
these  laws  at  the  present  moment  would  be  useless.  When 
the  consolidation  shall  have  been  approved  of  by  the  House, 
the  Government  will  see  that,  instead  of  sending  tho 
statutes  themselves  to  the  justices  of  the  peace,  the  legisla¬ 
tion  which  deals  with  their  duties  should  be  sent  to  them, 
and  then  these  laws  will  be  printed  in  both  languages. 

STATION  AT  CAP  ST.  IGNACE. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  (Translation)  asked,  Whether  it  is  tho 
intention  of  the  Government  to  erect  a  station  in  the  parish 
of  Cap  St.  Ignace,  in  the  county  of  Montmagny,  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  member,  I  must  say  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  erect  a  station  there  for  the  present. 

RAILWAY  LINE  KNOWN  AS  THE  SHORT  LINE. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  (Translation)  asked,  Whether  steps 
have  been  taken  with  a  view  to  the  production  of  the  plans, 
reports  and  papers  ordered  by  this  House,  in  relation  to  the 
railway  line  known  as  tho  Short  Line  ?  Also,  when  the  said 
plans,  etc  ,  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  member,  I  must  say  that  these  plans  and  reports 
are  being  prepared  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  that  as  soon 
as  they  will  be  completed  they  will  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  MONTMAGNY. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  (Translation)  asked,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  set  apart  a  sum  of 
$12,000,  or  any  other  sum  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  for  tho 
building  of  a  post  office  in  the  village  of  Montmagny  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  (Translation).  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry)  has  already 
brought  this  question  before  the  Department,  and  he  has 
presented  a  petition  asking  $10,000  for  that  work.  The 
Government  have  not  yet  decided  as  to  what  shall  be  done 
with  regard  to  this  matter. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  POWDER  MAGAZINES  AT 
FORT  HOWE. 

Mr.  MILLS  (for  Mr.  Weldon)  asked,  Whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  powder  magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B., 
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are  occupied  ?  If  so,  by  whom,  for  what  purpose  ?  If  leased 
to  any  person,  to  whom,  for  what  period  and  at  what  rent  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  old  stone  magazine  is  occupied  by 
the  Department  of  Militia  and  Defence  for  the  storage  of 
gunpowder.  The  magazine  known  as  the  New  Brick 
magazine  has  been  leased  to  Mr.  William  Henry  Thorne, 
merchant,  of  St.  John,  N.B.,  for  the  storage  of'  gunpowder. 
The  rental  is  $100  per  annum,  year  by  year,  the  rent  boing 
payable  half  yearly  in  advance. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  desire  to  draw  attention  to  a  paragraph  in 
the  Toronto  Globe  of  the  24th  inst.,  under  the  heading  of 
“Notes  from  the  Capital,”  which  reads  thus: 

“  A  large  deputation  of  laborers  who  have  been  employed  for  some 
time  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  north  of  Lake  Superior,  and  who 
have  been  unable  to  get  their  wages  from  the'Company,  waited  upon  Mr. 
Pope,  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  to  day,  to  see  if  they  could  get  any 
assistance  or  encouragement.  Mr.  Dawson,  M.P.  for  Algoma,  was  asked 
to  accompany  the  deputation,  but  begged  to  be  excused,  lest,  to  use 
his  own  words,  it  might  compromise  him  with  the  Government  or  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.” 

In  reference  to  this,  I  have  to  say  that  I  know  nothing  of  a 
large  deputation  of  workmen.  All  I  saw  was  a  single  con¬ 
tractor  who  asked  me  to  go  with  him  to  demand  money  from 
the  Government.  I  simply  declined  to  interfere,  as  I  knew 
nothing  of  the  matter.  Subsequently,  on  seeing  tho  article 
I  have  just  read,  I  called  his  attention  to  it,  when  ho  at  once 
denied  having  said  that  I  used  such  an  expression.  All  I 
have  to  say  now  is  that  the  Globe  correspondent  was  en¬ 
tirely  misinformed  in  attributing  to  me  tho  expressions  set 
down  in  his  article. 

COMPENSATION  TO  BREWERS  AND  DISTILLERS. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  motion  of  Mr.  Kranz  for 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  a  resolution  (p.  236) 
declaring  it  expedient,  in  the  event  of  the  enacting  of  a  law 
prohibiting  the  importation,  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxi¬ 
cating  liquors,  that  equitable  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  compensation  of  brewers,  distillers  and  malsters ;  and  of 
the  motion  of  Mr,  Fisher  (p.  242)  in  amendment  thereto. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  the  remarks  which  I  was  addressing 
to  the  House  yesterday  I  was  endeavoring  to  give  some 
reasons  why  I  dii  not  regret  the  introduction  of  this 
resolution,  and  also  some  reasons  why  I  should  very  much 
regret  its  passage.  I  stated,  if  you  will  remember,  that  I 
did  not  regret  the  introduction  of  the  resolution,  because  it 
was  an  admission  of  the  strength  of  the  prohibition  senti¬ 
ment  outside  of  this  House — an  admission  from  those  to 
whom  the  movement  is  opposed ;  that,  in  the  second 
place,  it  was  an  admission  that  on  grounds  constitutional 
and  legal  the  traffic  had  no  hope  of  continued  existence  or  of 
compensation  in  the  event  of  its  existence  being  destroyed. 

I  also  said  that  I  was  glad  the  matter  had  been  brought  up 
for  discussion  in  the  House  as  it  was  a  question  of  very  great 
importance  to  the  country  and  one  upon  which  the  mind  of 
the  country  had  not  yet  been  very  much  exercised.  When 
I  had  stated  these  reasons,  I  had  stated  all  the  reasons  I  had 
for  not  regretting  that  the  resolution  was  introduced, 
but  against  the  passage  of  the  resolution  there  were  several 
reasons  which  I  urged.  One  was  the  unusual  and  contingent 
character  of  the  resolution  itself.  The  other  was  that  I 
thought  an  expression  of  opinion  by  this  House,  binding,  as 
it  would,  to  some  extent,  the  country,  standing,  as  it  would, 
to  some  extent,  for  an  expression  of  opinion  of  the  country, 
would  be  premature,  because  the  question  had  not  been  suffi¬ 
ciently  discussed  to  allow  us  to  get  at  what  would  probably 
be  the  sentiment  of  the  country  upon  it.  I  also  stated  that  I 
would  be  sorry  to  see  it  pass  because  it  was  not  based  upon  any 
popular  demand,  bocause  there  was  not  a  single  public  depu¬ 


tation  nor  a  single  petition  sent  in  from  the  country  upon 
which  to  base  this  demand  for  compensation  to  the  brewers 
and  distillers.  I  may  state  in  addition  that  the  resolution 
is  not  a  logical  one,  that  it  is  of  a  kind  that  we  may  call 
a  class  resolution.  Heretofore  the  contention  has  been  of  the 
brewers  and  distillers  that  their  business  did  not  stand  alone, 
but  that  other  great  interests  were  dependent  upon  it,  that 
by  its  destruction  other  great  corelative  industries  would 
suffer  to  a  large  extent;  and  if  any  plea  has  gone  forth 
through  tho  country  as  to  why  the  browing  and  distilling 
business  should  not  be  interfered  with,  it  has  heretofore  been 
the  plea  that  the  destruction  of  other  interests 
would  be  involved  in  the  destruction  of  the  brewing  and 
distilling  interest.  But  in  the  face  of  all  that,  we  find  this 
resolution  introduced  into  the  House  and  an  attempt  made 
to  get  the  authoritative  decision  of  this  Parliament — upon 
what?  Upon  a  proposition  which  includes  but  J30  men  in 
the  Dominion,  a  proposition  which  includes  but  the  brewers 
and  distillers  nominally,  which  leaves  entirely  out  of  sight 
all  those  corelative  industries  and  employments  which  we 
have  heretofore  been  led  to  consider  as  depending  upon  and 
liable  to  be  greatly  injured  if  the  business  of  brewing  and 
distilling  were  interfered  with.  There  is  another  reason 
why  I  should  not  like  to  see  the  resolution  adopted, 
and  that  is  this,  that  it  is  a  very  unguarded  resolu¬ 
tion.  A  prohibitory  law  may  not  bo  brought 
before  the  people  for  ultimate  decision,  for  one 
year,  or  three  years,  or  five  years,  or  even  for  ten 
years  ;  but  the  very  moment  this  resolution  is  passed,  what 
happens  ?  If  there  were  no  vested  interests  before,  there 
will  be  vested  interests  after  the  passing  of  this  resolution. 
It  is  now  a  moot  question  as  to  whether  there  may  be 
vested  interests  or  not ;  some  claim  that  there  are  or  ought 
to  bo,  others  that  there  are  not;  But  from  the  moment  this 
resolution  is  passed,  it  is  a  declaration  that  hereafter  all 
those  interests  are  vested  interests,  and  must  be  considered 
in  any  attempt  to  legislate  with  reference  to  this  traffic.  I 
do  not  think  so  unguarded  a  resolution  as  this,  one  so  liable 
to  be  followed  by  such  consequences  financially  to  this 
country,  ought  to  be  passed  by  this  House.  More  than 
that,  in  all  the  years  which  may  intervene,  be  they  few  or 
many,  between  the  passage  of  this  resolution  and  the  pass¬ 
age  of  a  complete  prohibitory  law,  all  brewers  and  distillers 
will  be  in  a  position  to  add  to  their  business.  They  will  be 
in  a  position  to  say  :  Let  us  make  all  the  gain  we  can  out 
of  it,  let  us  enlarge  our  places  of  business ;  and  those  who 
have  not  invested  in  it  will  say :  Let  us  also  invest  our 
property  in  it,  there  is  a  chance  of  making  money 
out  of  it  until  prohibition  comes ;  and  when  that  period 
arrives  here  is  a  resolution  which  binds  Parliament 
and,  which  will  be  pressed  to  its  furthest  consideration,  that 
our  interests  will  not  be  sacrificed  without  money  compen¬ 
sation.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  for  us  to  put  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  the  country  in  that  position.  Again  1  say  that 
this  resolution  either  goes  too  far  or  does  not  go  far  enough. 
What  is  the  principle  affirmed  in  it?  It  is  this  simple  principle 
that  if  the  brewing  and  distilling  traffic  be  interfered  with 
by  law  to  its  injury,  either  by  restricting  it  or  by  our  pre¬ 
venting  it  entirely,  a  money  compensation  should  be  given 
to  those  who  are  engaged  in  it.  That  is  the  principle.  Now, 
I  say,  if  that  principle  be  true,  it  does  not  go  far  enough.  I 
heard  a  good  deal  said  yesterday  about  justice,  about  its 
being  the  corner  stone  of  good  government,  and  I  think 
quite  a  number  of  hon.  gentlemen  who  spoke,  thought  the 
ends  of  justice  would  not  be  met,  nor  the  sentiment  of  justice 
fully  and  completely  respected,  unless  this  compensatory 
principle  were  added  to  the  prohibitory  principle  whenever 
the  latter  should  be  affirmed.  Sir,  if  it  be  true,  as  a  prin¬ 
ciple,  that  if  you  interfere  with  the  brewers’  and  distillers’ 
traffic  you  should  compensate  them,  where  is  the  sense  of 
justice,  where  is  the  broad  principle,  supposed  to 
bo  embodied  in  this  resolution,  that  we  should 
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not  prejudice  this  interest  without  full  compensa¬ 
tion  if  it  only  includes  brewers  and  distillers  and  does 
not  go  further ;  if  it  does  not  include  those  who  need  com¬ 
pensation  more,  who  have  labored  harder  in  this  general 
traffic,  and  without  whose  labor  there  could  be  no  brewing 
or  distilling  interests  in  this  country  to-day,  no  accumulated 
capital  and  no  profits  to  accrue  from  capital.  I  say  it 
does  not  go  far  enough  to  meet  tho  idea  of  justice  which  has 
been  urged  by  those  in  favor  of  compensation.  The  farmer 
who  ploughs  and  sows  his  land  and  brings  the  grain  to 
market  which  is  to  bo  used  in  the  distillery  or  brewery,  the 
employe  who  works  there,  tho  railways  which  carry  the 
grain,  the  people  who  distribute  it,  and  tho  ten  thousand  or 
more  who  are  the  agents  to  distribute  the  production  of  the 
brewery  and  distillery  to  the  consumers— these  are  the  men 
who  work  the  hardest,  who  have  in  the  aggregate  the  most 
at  stake  ;  these  are  the  men  who  must  get  up  early  in  the 
morning  and  have  their  shutters  off  at  six  o’clock  while 
the  rich  brewer  or  distiller  is  quietly  enjoying  his 
morning’s  snoose ;  those  are  the  mon  who  must  do  the 
sweeping  and  scouring,  who  must  stand  behind  tho  bars 
twelve,  thirteen  or  more  hours  a  day ;  these  are  tho  men 
who  must  compromise  with  their  conscience  and  stifle  its 
voice  as  they  see  the  misery  which  is  connected,  and  inevit¬ 
ably  connected,  with  their  traffic — yet  theso  are  all  lost 
s'ght  of  by  those  hon.  gentlemen  whose  sense  of  justice  is 
so  great  that  they  could  not  allow  the  rich  brewer  or  dis¬ 
tiller  to  go  without  compensation.  If  we  admit  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  compensation  at  all,  it  is  impossible  for  Parliament 
to  face  that  other  and  larger  and  poorer  number  who  will 
be  disturbed  by  tho  taking  away  of  the  traffic  of  the  brewers 
and  distillers.  It  will  bo  impossible  to  look  them  in  the 
face  and  say  that  wo  have  acted  justly  and  fairly.  Either 
the  principle  should  not  bo  adopted,  or,  if  adopted  at  all,  it 
should  be  extended  further  than  this  resolution  extends  it. 
I  will  proceed  now  for  a  moment,  with  the  kind  forbearance 
of  this  House,  to  discuss  the  question  of  compensation  itself. 
That  is  the  question  which  is  before  the  House — if  prohi- 
tion,  then  compensation.  We  are  all  under  a  debt  of 
gratitude,  I  know,  to  the  learned  doctor  who  gave  us  such 
a  disquisition  upon  the  medical  and  other  advantages  of 
alcoholic  stimulants  yesterday.  We  were  all  interested  in 
that  touching  case  in  which  a  woman  was  kept  alive  a 
whole  year  by  a  peculiar  process  of  administering  milk  and 
whiskey,  and  we  have  all  been  left  in  a  delightful  state  of 
uncertainty  to  know  which  it  was  that  kept  her  alive,  the 
milk  or  the  whiskey.  But  the  medical  use  of  alcoholic 
liquors  is  not  meant  to  be  prohibited  by  any  prohibitory 
law  that  I  know  of.  The  question  is, compensation  or  not? 
We  have  first  to  learn  from  the  voice  of  precedent,  from  the 
voice  of  related  precedent.  In  all  the  legislation  which  has 
taken  place  with  reference  to  tho  liquor  traffic,  have  we  any 
precedent  for  the  compensatory  principle  or  for  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  money  in  that  way  for  injury  arising  from  any  re¬ 
strictions  or  prohibitions  ?  I  think  I  can  stand  before  this 
House,  and,  looking  back  through  history,  can  challenge  any 
one  to  present  a  case  in  the  legislation  which  has  taken  place 
for  the  last  hundred  years  in  Anglo-Saxon  countries  in  which 
a  single  penny  has  been  paid  for  damage  or  loss 
which  has  come  to  the  traffic  either  from  certain  mild 
restrictions  placed  upon  it  or  from  the  more  drastic 
measure  of  complete  and  total  prohibition.  If  we  go  back 
to  English  history,  and  to  the  history  of  the  traffic  from 
1  he  first,  restrictions  were  placed  upon  it,  which  became 
greater  in  magnitude  and  scope,  and  which  must  have 
interfered  with  the  gains  and  must  have  curtailed  the  profits 
of  the  traffic,  but  not  a  single  case  can  be  found  in  which 
any  one  of  these  restrictions  had  attached  to  it  the  principle 
of  compensation.  You  may  take  1736  in  the  British  House 
of  Parliament,  when,  driven  almost  to  desperation  by  the 
multiplied  and  constant  evils  which  arose  from  the  gin 
traffic,  the  House  of  Parliament  in  Great  Britain  passed  the 
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Gin  Act,  which  was  virtually  prohibition,  and  yet  that  House 
of  Parliament,  noted  for  its  conservatism,  noted  for  its  emi¬ 
nent  sense  of  fairness,  attached  no  compensation  to  it  at  all. 
Following  that  up,  you  find  another  instance  where,  about 
the  year  1742,  the  distillation  from  grain  or  flour  or  malt 
was  distinctly  prohibited.  Well,  as  a  result  of  that  prohi¬ 
bition  what  followed  ?  Whereas,  in  the  year  1742,  the  con¬ 
sumption  of  alcoholic  spirits  was  19,000,000  gallons  a  year, 
from  1760  to  1782  the  average  yearly  consumption  had 
fallen  to  4,000,000  gallons.  There  was  a  reduction  from 
19,000,000  to  4,000,000  of  a  yearly  sale.  Hoes  not  any  one 
see  that  that  interfered  seriously  with  tho  profits  and  with 
tho  gains  of  the  traffic  ?  And  yet,  that  drastic  measure  was 
brought  in  and  kept  upon  the  statute  book,  and  not  a  penny 
of  compensation  was  given.  Tho  Beer  Bill  was  brought  in 
in  1830.  It  was  antagonised  by  tho  whole  of  tho  licensed 
victuallers’  interest.  You  will  see  in  the  debates  the  peti¬ 
tions  which  were  presented  against  it,  and  you  will  see  that 
the  most  determined  onset  was  made  against  the  Beer  Bill 
by  tho  licensed  victuallers  and  by  the  great  brewers, 
because,  they  said,  it  threatened  their  entire  trade,  that  their 
vested  interests  were  to  be  injured  and  that  the  families 
which  depended  upon  that  trade,  that  numbers  of  dealers 
variously  estimated  at  from  50,000  to  70,000,  would  be 
ruined  by  the  measure  ;  and  tho  plea  for  compensation  was 
put  in.  But  the  Beer  Bill  of  1830  was  passed  and  those 
vested  interests  wore  interfered  with,  and  yet  there  was  no 
mention  of  compensation,  though  in  the  debates  those  who 
wero  in  favor  of  the  Bill  pressed  the  ground  that  although 
those  interests  might  be  interfered  with,  the  public  had  no 
right  to  bo  called  upon  to  pay  for  any  damage  that  might 
arise.  In  1854,  the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act  was  passed  in 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  which  did  away  with 
the  trade  in  intoxicating  liquors  in  Scotland  for  every 
Sabbath  day  in  the  year.  That  had  a  direct  effect  upon 
tho  interest.  Within  five  years  time  it  had  taken 
2,000,000  gallons  off  from  the  annual  consumption  of  alco¬ 
holic  spirits,  and  one-third  or  a  little  less  of  the  whole  of 
the  aggregate  of  the  traffic  in  that  kind  of  liquors. 
It  was  a  serious  detriment  to  the  traffic,  and  yet  there  was 
no  compensation  given.  We  might  cite  the  Irish  Sunday 
Closing  Act,  the  Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Act,  we  might  cite 
the  fact  that,  upon  the  great  estates  in  Great  Britain,  by  pro¬ 
hibitory  power  vested  in  the  land  owner,  these  interests  are 
interfered  with  and  driven  out  and  the  traffic  to  that  extent 
curtailed.  Looking  over  the  history  of  liquor  legislation  in 
Great  Britain,  we  find  a  constant  series  of  prohibitory  and 
restrictive  measures  injuring  the  trade  in  every  instance 
without  the  principle  of  compensation  being  at  all  admitted. 
Suppose  we  come  to  Canada,  and  ask  what  has  been  the 
course  of  legislation  here.  The  old  license  legislation,  such 
as  it  existed  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  for  instance, 
which  brought  about  virtual  prohibition  in  three-fourths 
or  more  of  the  counties  in  that  Province,  which  absolutely 
forbade  the  trade  being  carried  on,  yot  gave  no  compensa¬ 
tion,  even  though  it  was  asked.  In  1855,  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick  passed  a  prohibitory  law,  which  had  no 
principle  of  compensation  attached  to  it.  In  1864,  the 
Hunkin  Act  was  passed  in  the  old  Parliament  of  Canada, 
and,  although  that  was  sufficiently  elastic  to  be  applied  to 
every  county  and  town  in  Quebec  and  Ontario,  and  so 
to  interfere  materially  with  the  traffic,  no  principle  of 
compensation  was  allowed.  In  1878,  the  Canada  Temper¬ 
ance  Act  was  passed,  both  sides  of  the  House  agreeing 
to  it,  by  which  every  county  and  city  in  Canada  might 
entirely  do  away  with  the  retail  traffic  and  might  do 
away  with  the  wholesale  traffic  as  well ;  and  yet  the  legis¬ 
lators  of  that  day,  who  may  be  considered  to  have  been  as 
honest  and  intelligent,  or  nearly  so,  as  the  legislators  of 
to-day,  did  not  attach  the  principle  of  compensation  to  their 
law.  So,  if  we  take  the  precedents  in  Canada  in  reference 
to  the  liquor  legislation,  we  find  nothing  which  goes  to 


1885. 


COMMON'S  DEBATES, 


249 


support  the  idea  of  compensation.  If  we  pass  over  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  the  ground  is  still  stronger. 
The  State  of  Maine  in  1851  passed  a  prohibitory  law. 
Breweries  and  distilleries — distilleries  which  had  a  capa¬ 
city  of  more  than  one  million  gallons  a  year— were  entirely 
swept  away ;  thore  is  not  one  there  to-day  ;  and  yet  the 
principle  of  compensation  was  not  introduced  or  embodied 
in  the  law.  Prohibitory  laws  have  been  passed  in  ten  or 
twelve  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  in  no  one  of 
them  has  the  principle  of  compensation  been  affirmed.  In 
Kansas  in  1889,  a  prohibitory  law  was  passed  which  imme¬ 
diately  set  itself  to  destroy  39  breweries  and  two  distiller¬ 
ies,  and  1,862  wholesale  and  retail  liquor  shops,  and  yet  the 
principle  of  compensation  was  not  attached  1o  that  law. 
In  Iowa  a  prohibitory  law  passed  in  1882  by  which  132 
breweries,  with  a  capital  of  $2,000,000,  and  13  distilleries 
with  a  corresponding  large  capital,  were  shut  so  far  as  the 
provisions  of  the  law  are  concerned,  and  are  being  closed 
out  in  accordance  with  that  law.  Yet,  Sir,  there  has  been 
no  principle  of  compensation  embodied  in  that  law.  And 
so  with  all  these  precedents  before  us  of  laws  varying  from 
the  restriction  of  the  liquor  traffic  through  local  option  to 
complete  prohibition,  we  find  Anglo-Saxon  legislators,  pre¬ 
sumably  with  as  much  intelligence  as  wo  have  ourselves, 
presumably  with  just  as  great  a  sense  of  what  is  honest  and 
just — we  find  them  legislating  upon  this  matter  without 
introducing  in  any  single  instance  the  principle  of  compen¬ 
sation.  I  think  it  will  require  a  very  strong  argument  to 
induce  this  House  or  any  other  Legislature  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  to  be  the  first  to  break  this  long  array  and  to 
adopt  the  principle  of  compensation  in  any  prohibitory 
measure  which  they  may  enact  and  complete.  When  we 
come  to  enquire  why  it  is  that  legislators  have  proceeded 
upon  this  plan  without  providing  compensation  for  the 
traffic  which  has  been  disturbed,  there  must  be  some  good 
reason,  some  strong  underlying  reason,  to  account  for  it.  It 
cannot  be  mere  whim,  or  caprice,  or  sentiment.  This  matter 
must  have  been  argued  and  probed  to  its  bottom,  and  there 
must  have  been  found  away  down  there  some  underlying 
principles  so  strong  and  so  secure  as  to  induce  this  universal 
action  with  reference  to  liquor  legislation.  And,  Sir,  what 
may  we  find  to  bo  some  of  these  underlying  sentiments?  It 
is  a  common  argument  that  you  must  compensate  the  traffic 
because,  it  is  said,  it  has  been  created  by  Government. 
Government  has  called  it  into  being,  Government  has  pro¬ 
tected  it  and  fostered  it,  and  therefore  Government  has  a  duty 
to  do,  and  that  duty  can  only  be  fulfilled  by  compensation 
whenever  the  Government  takes  away  its  protecting  arm 
from  the  traffic.  Sir,  I  think  the  whole  history  of  this  liquor 
traffic  will  contradict  that  statement  of  the  case.  I  stand 
here  to-day  to  affirm  that  the  liquor  traffic  is  not  a  creature 
of  the  Government,  that  it  is  not  a  pet  of  the  Government, 
and  nover  has  been ;  that  it  came  out  of  the  ages  when 
ignorance  prevailed,  that  it  camo  out  alongside  of  other 
abuses  which  date  from  ancient  times ;  that  it  fastened  itself 
upon  the  country ;  that  it  grew  strong  before  the  people 
knew  its  character,  and  as  soon  as  the  people  began  to 
understand  its  true  character,  and  in  proportion  as  they 
understood  it,  the  struggle  commenced,  and  went  on,  and 
grew  greater,  to  overthrow  the  abuse  which  had  grown  to 
so  much  power  and  strength  during  these  preceding 
years.  So,  Sir,  it  forced  itself  upon  the  country,  and 
when  the  country  began  to  deal  with  it  at  all,  the 
country  dealt  with  it  as  far  as  it  could  get  the  power  by 
restricting  it  in  greater  and  greater  proportion,  until  at 
last,  in  the  long  struggle,  the  liquor  traffic  is  being  over¬ 
mastered  by  the  people.  And  now  when  the  victory  is 
about  to  perch  upon  the  banners  of  the  temperance  people, 
after  these  long  years  of  struggle,  the  traffic  comes  up  and 
says  :  Why,  you  have  sanctioned  our  existence;  you  have 
allowed  us — -under  protest  it  is  true — but  that  allowance  is 
equivalent  to  a  sanction.  Now,  if  you  want  to  get  rid  of  us 
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the  only  manly  and  just  way  to  do  is  to  pay  us  what  is 
involved  in  getting  rid  of  the  traffic.  Sir,  this  involves  a 
much  larger  question  ;  it  involves  the  question  as  to  how 
far  it  is  necessary  that  the  people  of  this  or  any  other  age, 
in  dealing  with  the  abuses  that  have  grown  out  of  pre¬ 
ceding  ages,  should  meet  them  and  overthrow  them  by 
force,  and  contest,  and  the  power  of  legislation,  or  should 
compensate  them  and  buy  them  off  from  the  hold  that  they 
have  upon  the  community.  If  we  were  to  admit  that  prin¬ 
ciple,  where  would  we  be  landed  ?  There  was  a  time  when 
absolute  tyranny  had  its  hold  upon  country  after  country. 
The  people  were  beneath  its  grasp,  and  the  yoke  was  laid 
upon  them.  Then  com  rnenced  the  struggle,  and  after  a 
time  the  people  became  triumphant.  Around  this  absolute 
tyranny  there  had  clustered  monopolies,  vested  interests  of 
a  thousand  different  kinds,  but  when  the  people 
overthrew  the  tyranny  there  was  no  proposition  to 
compensate  that  tyranny  for  those  vested  interests 
which  had  grown  up  about  the  abuse.  So  it  is  with 
every  abuse,  every  system  of  tyranny,  every  system  of 
monopoly,  which  has  been  grappled  with  by  the  people,  and 
overthrown  as  an  enemy.  It  has  not  been  customary  to  buy 
them  off  but  rather  to  grapple  with  them,  and  to  throw  them 
off  from  the  body  politic.  It  would  be  a  fair  test  of  this 
matter  with  reference  to  the  creation  of  the  traffic  to  take  a 
new  country  to-day,  and  attempt  to  establish  in  it  this  same 
traffic  that  we  have  amongst  us  by  sufferance.  That  you 
could  not  do.  Why,  Sir,  when  the  North-West  Territory 
was  set  apart,  a  new  country  under  somewhat  different 
conditions,  of  course,  it  was  found  that  this  liquor  traffic 
could  not  be  set  up  anew  in  it,  and  there  was  an  iron-clad 
prohibition  placed  upon  the  introduction  of  the  traffic  into 
that  new  country.  Only  the  other  day  the  representatives 
of  the  great  powers  of  the  world  met  together  to  lay  the 
foundation  of  a  provisional  empire  in  Africa  ;  the  Congo 
settlement  was  to  be  put  within  its  limits  and  set  out  in  the 
race  for  progress  and  improvement  under  a  certain  pro¬ 
visional  Government.  When  the  proposition  was  made  to 
introduce  this  traffic  of  intoxicating  liquors  into  that  new 
country,  it  drew  forth  an  almost  unanimous  expression  of 
disapproval  from  the  Anglo  Saxon  world,  and  the  represen¬ 
tatives  of  Groat  Britain  and  of  the  United  States  of  America 
made  their  protest  so  strong  that  it  had  its  effect  and  the 
proposition  was,  if  not  entirely,  yet  to  a  large  extent,  thrown 
aside.  You  could  not  establish  that  system  in  a  new  country 
which  is  a  fair  proof  that  it  has  grown  up  against  the  will 
of  the  people,  and  it  will  be  thrown  off  just  as  soon  as  the 
peoples’  will  is  strong  enough.  More  than  that,  Sir,  the 
traffic  has  grown  up  despite  persistent  warning.  There  is 
no  abuse  which  the  people  have  tried  to  throw  off,  there  is 
no  system  of  evil  which  the  world  has  struggled  against, 
that  has  had  longer  and  more  persistent  warnings  given  to 
it  of  approaching  dissolution,  than  this  liquor  traffic.  Fifty 
years  ago,  and  more  in  this  country,  the  first  note  of  warn¬ 
ing  was  raised,  and  every  temperance  meeting  that  has  been 
held  since  has  been  an  added  protest.  Every  resolution 
of  a  church  synod  has  been  a  warning  to  it,  ana  every  reso¬ 
lution  of  a  Legislature.  I  think  a  good  many  Legislatures 
have  passed  resolutions  against  it ;  I  think  the  Legislature 
of  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Legislatures  of  New  Brunswick, 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Ontario  and  Manitoba,  have  all 
passed  resolutions  praying  this  Parliament  to  pass  a  com¬ 
plete  prohibitory  law.  Sir,  all  those  things  have  been  notices 
to  quit,  and  the  traffic  should  have  taken  them  to  heart,  and 
should  not  have  gone  on  in  the  face  of  all  these  repeated 
warnings.  If  it  has  gone  on,  it  has  been  upon  this  princi¬ 
ple  :  Here  is  a  man  who  comes  up  and  says  to  himself, 
What  business  shall  I  take  ?  There  is  the  grocer’s  business, 
there  is  the  boot  and  shoe  business,  and  there  is  the  liquor 
traffic — which  shall  I  take  ?  He  says  that  the  two  former 
are  stated,  and  stable,  and  certain  ;  that  there  has  been  no 
agitation  with  reference  to  them,  no  strong  wave  of  public 
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opinion  condemning  them ;  while  the  liquor  traffic 
exists  by  an  uncertain  tenure,  and  goes  on  in  spite 
of  the  prayers  of  the  people  to  Parliament  to 
sweep  that  traffic  away.  And  what  does  he  say  ? 
He  says :  The  gains  in  this  seem  to  me  to  promise  well. 
True  the  risks  are  great,  but  I  will  tako  the  risks  for  the 
sake  of  the  gains.  Now,  then,  if  he  has  taken  the  risks  for 
the  sake  of  the  gains,  when  the  time  comes  for  the  risks  to 
accumulate,  let  him  pocket  the  losses  as  well  as  the  profits. 
He  has  taken  the  risks  against  the  strong  and  repeated  and 
continuous  warnings  that  his  tenure  was  not  a  certain 
tenure  and  might  at  any  day  be  disturbed.  In  1864  the 
warning  was  given  to  him  by  an  Act  put  in  the  hands  of  the 
people,  which  might  have  shut  up  the  liquor  traffic  in  any 
county  at  any  time  the  people  chose.  How  many  are 
engaged  in  the  trade  who  have  not  undertaken  it  since  1864  ? 
In  1878  that  position  was  made  doubly  strong  by  the  passing 
of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  How  many  are  in  the 
licensed  victuallers  trade  to  day  that  were  in  it  previous  to 
1818  ?  All  that  have  gone  in  since  those  warnings  of  1864 
and  1878  were  given  have  gone  in  with  the  full  knowledge 
of  the  risk  and  the  uncertain  tenure  upon  which  the  traffic 
rested,  and  if  they  have  chosen  to  take  tho  risk  they 
have  no  right  to  come  here  to-day  and  say :  Because 
wo  have  chosen  to  tako  tho  risk,  we  want  you  to 
compensate  us  when  loss  falls  upon  us.  My  friend 
from  Grey,  I  think,  who  spoke  yesterday,  made  the 
proposition  something  in  this  light — or  if  it  was  not  ho  the 
proposition  was  made.  Suppose  a  railway  company  have 
a  charter  for  a  railway  to  run  through  a  certain  district, 
and  suppose  that  that  railway  crosses  a  man’s  land,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  for  tho  use  of  that  road  that  the  land 
should  be  taken,  the  company  have  the  power,  or  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  the  power,  to  take  that  land  ;  but  do  they 
think  of  taking  it  without  compensating  the  owner  for  the 
value  of  it  ?  Not  at  all ;  they  never  could.  But  I  hold 
that  that  and  the  compensation  which  is  talked  of  with 
respect  to  the  liquor  traffic  are  two  entirely  different 
things,  resting  upon  bases  entirely  different,  and  to  which 
entirely  different  reasoning  must  in  tho  very  nature  of  the 
case  apply.  My  hon.  friend  who  was  formerly  Speaker  of 
the  Ontario  Legislature  (Mr.  Wells),  and  who  spoke  to  us 
so  eloquently  and  ably  yesterdav  from  tho  other  side  of  tho 
House,  said  it  was  laid  down  by  Chancellor  Kent  that  when 
property  was  taken  for  public  use  that  property  should  be 
paid  for.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  a  lawyer ;  I  do  not 
know  all  that  Chancellor  Kent  says  or  does  not  say,  but  I 
am  willing  to  submit  lour  propositions  to  the  good  sense  of 
this  House,  and  to  ask  this  House  if  those  propositions  will 
not  stand.  The  first  is  this  :  Whenever  private  property  is 
taken  for  public  use  the  public  ought  to  pay  for  that  property, 
it  is  an  injustice  if  payment  is  not  made.  Second,  whenever 
privato  property  which  is  not  to  bo  put  to  an  injurious  use 
so  far  as  the  public  is  concerned,  continues  in  that  state  of 
not  injuring  or  harming  the  public  interest,  the  Government 
has  a  right  to  protect  it,  and  it  has  aright  to  claim  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  Government.  Third,  whereever  or  whenever 
private  property  devotes  itself  to  tho  injury  of  the  public, 
the  Government  and  the  public  have  a  right  to  iuhibit  that 
use  of  tho  property,  and,  if  that  fails,  to  confiscate  the  pro¬ 
perty.  My  fourth  proposition  is  this:  That  wherever 
general  legislation  is  needod  for  the  public  good,  even 
though  that  general  legislation  affects  private  investments 
injuriously,  that  private  property  must  stand  it,  and  it  must 
pay  its  own  loss,  as  it  does,  even  though  that  private  pro¬ 
perty  is  used,  not  against  the  public  good,  but  in  accordance 
with  the  public  advantage.  I  see  that  an  hon.  member 
shakes  his  head  to  that  proposition,  and  as  he  did  not  shake 
his  head  to  the  three  preceding  propositions  I  conclude  that 
I  have  three-fourths  of  him  at  least.  Let  me  see  if  I 
cannot  get  the  other  quarter.  The  principle  I  laid 
down  last  was  this,  that  the  Government  has  a 
Mr,  Foster. 
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right  to  legislate  for  the  general  good  irrespective 
of  individual  loss  and  without  compensation,  even 
though  private  property  used  to  the  public  advantage 
may  be  injuriously  affected  thereby.  Has  it  or  has  it  not  ? 
Let  me  go  back,  Sir,  to  the  time  of  the  corn  laws  in  Great 
Britain.  Let  us  ask  what  was  the  real  question  before  the 
people  then  ?  It  was  this :  Whether  the  public  advantage 
should  be  enhanced  by  having  the  tax  taken  off  corn,  or 
whether,  on  the  other  hand,  the  landed  interest  should  be 
kept  with  larger  profits  and  more  exclusive  markets  for 
corn  even  though  the  public  advantage  should  bo  harmed 
thereby.  The  corn  laws  were  abolished  and  the  landed 
interests  had  to  suffer,  but  there  was  no  talk  of  compensa¬ 
tion.  That  is  an  illustration  of  the  principle  that  if  legisla¬ 
tion  is  for  the  general  good,  private  property,  even  though 
it  be  injuriously  affected,  has  to  sustain  the  loss  and  gets  no 
compensation.  Let  us  take  fiscal  regulations.  There  is  scarce¬ 
ly  a  single  regulation  with  respect  to  fiscal  matters  which 
will  not  injuriously  affect  some  department  of  trade  or  of 
business.  You  cannot  make  tariff  legislation  without  injur¬ 
ing  and  harming  some  certain  interest,  and  yet  it  is  never 
contended  that  in  the  making  of  those  fiscal  laws  there 
should  be  the  idea  of  compensating  the  interests  which  suf¬ 
fer  thereby.  If  they  suffer  they  must  stand  it.  Tho 
general  good  of  the  country  is  supposed  to  require  the 
legislation.  Again,  I  take  railways  and  steamboats. 
Here  is  a  railway  which  runs  from  Montreal  to 
Toronto.  There  are  a  number  of  small  towns  along  the 
route  of  tho  railway,  towns  which  before  the  road  was 
projected  or  built  had  in  prospect  and  also  in  essence  a 
trade,  and  prospectively  a  larger  trade,  in  connection  with 
the  navigation  of  the  lakes.  The  railway  was  built;  it 
took  the  traffic,  and  instead  of  the  lake  traffic  continuing  to 
grow  it  has  gone  down,  and  some  of  those  towns  to-day  arc 
feeling  the  effects  of  the  railway  construction,  and  arc  not. 
enjoying  those  special  advantages  which  they  were  enjoying 
in  essence  and  in  prospect  at  that  time.  Yet  not  one  of 
those  towns  comes  here  for  compensation,  although  each 
suffered  in  its  private  town  interest;  yet  the  general  good 
was  enhanced,  and  private  interest  had  to  suffer  for  the 
public  good.  Take  factory  legislation,  and  I  call  tho 
attention  of  the  hon.  member  for  Grey  to  this  matter. 
Suppose  this  year,  or  last  year,  a  factory  went  into  opera¬ 
tion  under  the  existing  law,  and  suppose  that  this  year 
there  was  introduced  factory  legislation  which  made  it 
necessary  for  the  factory  owner  to  do  certain  things.  Tho 
inspector  goes  down  to  the  factory,  and  he  says :  Have 
you  fire  escapes  properly  organized  in  your  factory  ?  No 
Legislation  which  has  been  passed  since  you  entered  into 
your  business  says  you  must  have  those,  and  you  must  put 
them  in  and  pay  the  expense  yourself.  Have  you  tho 
machinery  properly  protected  ?  No.  The  late  legisla¬ 
tion  plainly  says  you  must  have  it  so  protected,  and  you 
must  pay  the  expense  yourself.  Now,  Sir,  tho  factory  man 
has  no  right  or  reason  to  come  to  this  Parliament  and  put 
his  argument  thus:  I  engaged  in  my  business  under 
certain  conditions,  made  so  by  existing  legislation  ;  I  took 
it  with  those  conditions  in  prospect;  I  calculated  what  the 
profit  would  be  after  paying  the  expenses  required  to  meet 
tho  existing  conditions.  Now  you  have  gone  to  work  and 
disturbed  those  and  brought  a  great  deal  of  expense  upon 
me,  and  I  demand  that  you  should  compensate  me  for  that 
additional  trouble  and  expense  involved  on  me  on 
account  of  the  change  you  have  made  in  your  legisla¬ 
tion.  No  such  thing  happens.  My  hon.  friond  says 
that  Parliament  does  not  take  his  factory  from  him. 
Now  I  wish  to  put  this  point  to  my  hon.  friend.  I  say  that 
in  justice  and  in  truth  it  does  not  make  the  least  difference 
in  the  principle  whether  you  so  legislate  as  to  completely 
take  away  all  the  profits  from  that  lactory,  or  whether  you 
simply  legislate  to  take  away  $10  profits  from  that  factory. 
The  principle  is  exactly  the  same,  if  you  are  talking  of 
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principle.  Tho  principle  is,  on  its  broad  foundation,  simply 
this  :  That  where  you  legislate  to  the  detriment  of  a  trade  or 
interest  you  are  bound  to  pay  a  reasonable  compensation  for 
that  detriment,  and  on  the  grounds  of  justice  it  makes  no 
difference  whether  the  legislation  causes  a  loss  of  8100,000  or 
a  loss  of  810.  If  you  go  to  the  ground  of  expediency  or  to 
other  grounds,  you  may  find  a  difference,  and  you  may 
apply  some  different  rule.  But  wo  are  arguing,  as  we  heard 
yesterday,  on  the  ground  of  even,  honorable  justice,  and  on 
this  ground  the  amount  of  loss  that  is  entailed  makes  no 
difference  with  reference  to  the  principle.  Now  the  whole 
point  between  those  prohibitionists  who  are  in  favor  of  com¬ 
pensation,  and  those  others,  be  they  prohibitionists  or  not, 
who  are  not  in  favor  of  compensation,  hinges  entirely, 
it  seems  to  me,  on  this:  Is  the  private  property  which 
is  invested  in  the  liquor  traffic  from  first  to  last  invested  in 
that  which  works  to  the  public  injury  or  to  the  public  good  ? 
If  it  be  invested  in  that  which  works  to  the  public  injury, 
on  the  principle  which  we  have  laid  down,  and  which  my 
hon.  friend  did  not  contradict,  and  I  think  will  not  contra¬ 
dict,  the  state  has  a  right  to  inhibit  that  particular  use  of 
that  property  and  investment;  it  has  the  right  to  do  it 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  and  on  the  ground  that  injury 
is  being  done  as  the  outcome  and  result  of  this  traffic. 
If  you  contend  that  the  investment  in  the  traffic  is  not  being 
used  to  the  injury  of  the  public,  then  you  have  a  basis  or 
ground  for  demanding  compensation ;  but  if,  as  we  hold, 
this  investment  is  for  the  injury  of  the  public  we  have  good 
ground  from  which  to  contend  that  the  state  has  a  right  to 
inhibit  that  use  of  it,  and  pay  no  compensation  therefor. 
And  I  think  I  can  challenge  the  production  of  a  single 
instance  in  which  property  has  been  taken  away  by  legisla¬ 
tion,  or  the  use  of  it  inhibited,  where  that  use  was  for  ^ie 
public  injury — a  single  instance  where  such  legislation  has 
taken  place  in  which  any  compensation  whatever  has  been 
given  by  the  Government  or  Parliament  which  passed  the 
legislation.  The  fundamental  principle  then  to  be  looked  at  is 
the  difference  in  kind  between  this  traffic  and  every  other 
traffic.  If  this  traffic  were  the  same  as  the  flour  business,  then, 
Sir,  there  would  be  a  claim  for  compensation  which  no  Parlia¬ 
ment,  no  body  of  people,  could  overlook.  Let  us  take  the  pro¬ 
duct  of  the  miller :  There  is  the  farmer  who  raises  the  grain ; 
there  is  the  carrier  who  takes  it  to  the  mill ;  there  is  the 
miller  who  grinds  it ;  and  from  the  time  tho  farmer  puts  his 
first  ounce  of  labor  on  it  till  it  comes  out  as  bread  on  the  table 
of  the  consumer,  every  bit  of  labor  put  upon  it  has  added 
real  actual  value  to  the  thing,  and  the  product  is  increased  in 
value  by  the  labor  which  has  been  put  on  it.  And  when 
the  consumers  get  it  they  got  that  which  is  food,  from  which 
they  make  brain  and  muscle,  out  of  which  they  produce 
again  larger  quantities  and  greater  results  than  is  merely 
represented  by  the  value  of  it.  And,  Sir,  in  the  train  of 
this  there  is  no  extraordinary  disease,  no  extraordinary 
death,  no  extraordinary  burdons  of  pauperism  or  crime  that 
are  entailed  on  the  community  in  this  business.  But  when 
wo  come  to  the  liquor  traffic  there  is  a  difference  from  first 
to  last.  From  tho  time  the  farmer  sows  his  grain  until  it  is 
set  before  the  consumer  I  contend  that  every  ounce  of  labor 
which  is  expended  on  it  is  labor  which  is  wasted.  It  is 
labor  which  is  worse  than  wasted,  Sir.  It  is  labor  which 
is  put  on  something  which  in  the  end  is  not  only 
wasteful  but  is  worse—is  destructive;  and  so  there  is  no 
parallel  between  the  miller’s  business  and  the  distiller’s 
business,  so  far  as  the  rationale  of  tho  two  businesses  is  con¬ 
cerned.  Then  what  happens  besides  in  this  second  business. 
Last  year  2,284,424  bushels  of  grain  were  consumed  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  beer  and  alcoholic  liquors  consumed  in  this  country. 
Can  it  be  contended  that  tho  result,  as  it  went  into  the 
hands  of  the  consumers  and  was  consumed,  could  at  all  be 
comparable  for  sustaining  life  and  giving  brain  and  muscle  to 
the  food  which  had  been  destroyed  in  order  to  make  the 
substance  itself?  More  than  that,  the  labor  was  drawn  from 


other  and  productive  fields  in  the  making  and  distribution 
of  this  product.  More  than  that  10,000  waste  banks  were 
sot  up  in  this  country  in  which  tho  people  of  this  country 
deposited  of  their  earnings,  $30,000,000  or  thereabout,  and 
from  which  tho  depositors  took  no  principal  home,  and  they 
got  no  interest  for  their  deposits.  It  is  so  much  money 
taken  out  from  tho  people,  and  they  got  nothing  that  helps 
and  much  that  does  incalculable  injui’y  in  return  for  it.  Not 
only  that,  Sir,  but  labor  is  destroyed  and  idleness  is  pro¬ 
duced  a§  tho  direct  result  of  this  whole  traffic.  It  is  con¬ 
tended  that  in  Great  Britain,  and  it  was  contended  on  the 
authority  and  as  the  result  of  a  Royal  Commission  to  enquire 
into  this  matter,  that  one-sixth  of  the  labor  power  of 
Great  Britain,  was  lost  to  tho  country  because  of  tho 
ti’affic  in  intoxicating  liquors.  That  serves  to  show  that  a 
vast  deal  of  labor  is  lost  to  the  country  because  of  the 
traffic.  Now,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  how  much  it  is  in 
this  country,  but  suppose  wo  make  a  calculation  which 
cannot  be  impugned  on  the  ground  of  extravagance. 
Suppose  that  10,000  drink-selling  places  in  the  course  of  a 
year  take  away  5,000  laborers  or  the  equivalent  of  5,000 
laborers.  Suppose  that  the  10,000  places  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  take  out  of  the  productive  labor  of  tho 
country  labor  which  would  equal  that  of  5,000  persons,  and 
I  think  that  is  not  an  excessive  estimate.  Those  persons’ 
labor  is  certainly  worth  in  each  case  $400  per  year,  and  the 
5.000  multiplied  by  400  makes  $2,000,000,  which  will  servo 
to  show  on  this  low  basis  of  calculation  that  the  productive 
labor  power  destroyed  by  this  traffic  in  each  year  is  certainly 
not  less  than  $2,000,000  per  year.  More  than  that,  we  know 
from  vital  statistics,  from  the  results  of  researches  which 
have  been  mado  by  eminent  scientific  men  and  scientific 
bodies,  that  a  great  deal  of  life  is  sacrificed  every  year  be¬ 
cause  of  the  traffic.  Suppose  we  make  the  estimate  that  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  3,000  lives  are  sacrificed  annually 
to  this  traffic,  and  that  from  these  3,000  meq  ten  years  of 
prospective  life  is  taken  away  from  the  country,  which  life 
they  would  have  lived  and  in  which  they  would  have 
labored,  had  it  not  been  for  their  being  prematurely  cut  off 
as  the  result  of  the  traffic.  Those  ten  years  of  3,000  persons 
every  year  is  equivalent  to  30,000  years’  labor,  and  that  at 
the  same  value  of  $400  per  year  as  before  would  make  a 
los3  in  labor  power  of  $12,000,000  to  this  country  each  year, 
I  am  persuaded  that  any  man  may  take  these  estimates,  and 
though  he  may  criticise  them  in  many  ways,  he  certainly 
will  not  have  as  the  burthen  of  his  criticism  that  the 
estimate  is  too  high.  I  present  them  merely  to  emphasise 
this  fact  that  the  labor  power  of  the  country  has  a 
serious  drain  put  upon  it  as  the  result  of  this  traffic. 
More  than  that,  Sir,  the  burden  of  poverty  and  of  crime 
which  is  laid  upon  the  country  as  a  direct  result  of  this 
traffic  is  great.  I  wish  to  present  just  the  barest  outline  of 
last  year’s  statistics  in  Ontario  alone  with  reference  to  that 
matter.  I  find  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  last  year 
there  wero  committed  to  the  common  gaols  9,880,  with  a 
cost  of  maintenance  of  $44,783  ;  that  in  the  prisons  there 
wero  995,  with  a  cost  of  maintenance  of  $32,190  ;  that  in  the 
Boys’  Reformatory  and  the  Mercer  House  there  were  321  and 
303  respectively,  with  a  cost  of  maintenance  of  $26,120 
and  $21,568  respectively ;  making  altogether  a  large 
amount  of  monoy  which  was  paid  out  for  the 
maintenance  of  criminals  of  this  class  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario  alone.  The  report  of  tho  Bureau  of 
Statistics  in  Massachusetts,  after  exhaustive  researches, 
makes  tho  calculation  that  84  per  cent,  of  criminality  is 
duo  directly  or  indirectly  to  the  liquor  ti’affic.  Then,  84 
per  cent,  of  that  cost  of  maintenance  in  Ontario  amounts  to 
$105,515  every  year,  which  at  a  low  estimate  the  Province 
of  Ontario  pays  out  for  the  maintenance  of  that  portion  of 
its  criminals  in  gaols,  prisons  and  reformatories,  which  is 
found,  as  we  may  conclude  after  proper  investigation,  to  be 
caused  by  the  liquor  traffic,  More  than  that,  Sir,  the  asylums 
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in  Ontario  had  in  them  last  year  2,890  inmates,  and  the  cost 
of  their  maintenance  was  $273,040.  The  Earl  of  Shaftes¬ 
bury,  who  for  a  long  time  served  on  the  Commission  of 
Lunacy  in  Great  Britain,  and  who  was,  I  think,  for  about 
20  years  its  chairman,  gave  as  his  opinion  that  three-fifths 
of  the  insanity  of  Great  Britain  was  due  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  to  the  liquor  traffic.  I  am  assuming  here  but  50  per 
cent.,  showing  in  the  case  of  Ontario  the  sum  of  $136,520. 
Adding  that  to  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  criminals  due 
to  the  liquor  traffic  gives  $242,035  as  the  cost  of  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  crime  and  insanity  in  Ontario  paid  for  by  the 
Ontario  Government  as  the  proportion  of  cost  which  is  due 
to  the  liquor  traffic.  Sir,  it  cannot  be  said  of  any  other 
traffic  or  business  in  the  world  that  it  is  responsible  for  any¬ 
thing  approaching  that  amount  of  crime,  and  for  the  burden 
of  crime  which  is  placed  upon  the  different  countries  in  the 
world  for  its  maintenance,  its  watching  and  its  punishment. 
More  than  that;  in  1881,  Sir,  we  find  that  the  arrests  in  all 
the  cities  of  Ontario  footed  up  to  13,196  ;  and  of  those  the 
arrests  for  drunkenness  and  drunkenness  and  disorderly 
conduct  alone  numbered  6,926,  giving  45  per  cent, 
of  the  total  criminality  in  the  cities  of  Ontario 
in  that  year  as  being  for  drunkenness  and  drunken¬ 
ness  and  disorderly  conduct  alone.  You  may  go  outside 
of  that,  and  find  all  the  crimes  which  come  from  this 
as  a  proximate  or  indirect  cause ;  but  that  is  sufficient,  and 
it  will  show  you  that  the  vast  burden  entailed  upon  our 
Provinces  and  our  cities  for  the  watching  and  guarding  and 
maintenance  of  criminals  comes  directly  from  this  ti’affic, 
and  it  comes  from  no  other  traffic  which  we  have  in  this 
country.  It  is  upon  that  ground,  Sir,  that  prohibitionists 
are  able  to  contend  that  they  have  a  right  to  stop  the  use  of 
property  which  is  devoted  to  a  purpose  the  ultimate  outcome 
of  which  brings  so  many  burdens  and  entails  so  great  an 
expense  on  the  community.  The  traffic  is  not  a  traffic  of 
our  cieation.  It  has  unsurped  control  against  the  prptosts 
of  the  people ;  it  has  remained  in  spite  of  the  warnings  of 
the  people  ;  it  has  fed  and  grown  rich  by  the  spoliation  of 
the  people.  The  property  in  it  is  not  required  or  to  bo 
taken  for  public  uses,  and  on  that  ground  should  have  no 
compensation.  The  property,  as  the  ultimate  outcome  shows, 
is  devoted  to  the  injury  of  the  body  politic,  and  conse¬ 
quently  the  people  and  the  Government  have  a  right  to 
curtail  it,  destroy  it,  and  give  it  no  compensation  in  return. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank  you  and  the  House  for  the  attention 
you  have  given  to  these  remarks.  I  wished  to  have  this 
discussion  go  on,  and  wished  to  lay  before  the  House  my 
views  with  reference  to  this  resolution  from  one  standpoint, 
so  that  if  they  be  wrong,  they  may  be  refuted.  All  we  want 
in  this  country  is  to  get  at  the  right  idea,  and  we  can  only 
get  at  right  ideas  and  conclusions  by  persistent  discus¬ 
sion  ;  and  I  believe  the  people  of  this  country,  and  the 
Parliament  of  this  country  as  representing  the  people,  will, 
as  the  ultimate  outcome  of  this  discussion,  do  what  is  just 
and  honest  and  fair ;  but  wc  shall  never  get  at  the  truth  by 
refusing  to  discuss  the  question  or  by  shelving  it  in  any 
way.  We  have  to  discuss  it  and  decide  upon  it,  and  it  is 
best,  in  the  ultimate  interests  of  justice  and  even-handed  fair 
play,  that  it  should  be  discussed  thoroughly  and  generously ; 
and  then  time  should  be  given  to  the  people  to  make  up 
their  minds  with  reference  to  it.  In  conclusion,  I  would 
like  just  to  leave  one  thought  which  may  be  elaborated,  if 
any  person  thinks  worth  while  to  elaborate  it,  and  which 
may  perhaps  form  an  element  in  the  discussion  and  in  the 
ultimate  decision.  It  is  this:  What  are  we  asked  to  com¬ 
pensate  the  traffic  for  ?  Are  we  asked  to  compensate  it  for 
any  prospective  profits  it  might  make  ?  I  think  no  person 
puts  forth  so  absurd  a  claim  as  that.  I  do  not 
think  the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend  contem¬ 
plates  that  at  all.  Then  we  may  put  that  out  of 
the  way.  The  prospective  profits,  what  might  be  made 
in  the  long  years  to  come,  we  do  not  propose  to  compensate 
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them  for,  and  it  is  not  asked  that  we  should.  What  are  we 
asked  to  compensate  them  for,  then?  The  capital  they 
have  accumulated  ?  Whence  does  the  capital  come  ?  Most 
of  this  they  have  laid  up  from  profits,  and  put  from  their  pro¬ 
fits  into  capital  and  stock  ;  and  this  property  and  stock  it  is 
not  proposed  to  take  from  them  or  to  touch.  No  person 
proposes  to  confiscate  their  past  profits.  The  ^stock  they 
have  to-day  in  liquors  no  one  proposes  to  confiscate.  Every 
honorable  man  and  every  reasonable  man  proposes  to  give 
them  long  enough  time  to  get  rid  of  their  stock,  if  any 
measure  of  prohibition  is  passed,  so  that  when  the  measure 
of  prohibition  comes  into  actual  force,  they  need  not  have 
one  single  dollar’s  worth  of  their  stock  on  hand  to  be  a  loss 
to  them.  Are  we  to  compensate  them  for  their  buildings 
and  real  estate  ?  All  the  buildings  and  real  estate  have 
come  out  of  the  profits  of  the  traffic  of  preceding  years,  and 
for  such  I  think  they  have  not  very  much  claim  upon  us  for 
compensation.  These  are  the  accumulations  of  years  of  the 
profits  of  their  traffic,  and  the  country  says  and  can  say 
truly  :  Whilst  you  have  had  these  profits  and  have  amassed 
this  accumulated  capital,  we  have  had  all  the  disadvantages 
of  the  trade,  we  have  had  all  the  burdens  to  bear,  and  we 
have  had  to  bear  the  losses  and  to  take  care  of  the  burdens 
which  have  come  as  an  indirect  or  direct  result  of  the  traffic. 
Who  is  to  pay  this  compensation  ?  I  will  put  a  practical 
question  to  my  hon.  friend  the  mover  of  this  resolution. 
Will  he  take  with  him  the  130  brewers  and  distillers  and  go 
down  to  any  county  in  this  Dominion,  call  the  hard  work¬ 
ing  people  together  in  assembly,  and  stand  up  before  them 
on  the  platform,  and  looking  into  their  faces  over  which 
have  passed  years  of  experience,  say  to  them  :  Here  am  I 
and  these  poor  brewers  and  distillers  who  want  compensa¬ 
tion  ;  we  propose,  now,  not  to  allow  them  to  brew  or  distill 
any  more,  and  we  propose  now  that  they  have  a  capital  of 
five,  six,  or  twelve  million  dollars,  to  call  upon  you,  poor 
hard  working  people,  to  put  your  hands  into  your  pockets 
and  compensate  them.  How  many  votes  does  my  hon. 
friend  suppose  ho  would  get  from  tho  hard  working  men  of 
this  country  in  favor  of  such  a  proposition  ?  They  would 
reply  that  all  these  men  had  acquired,  all  they  had  accumu¬ 
lated  in  years  pa3t,  had  first  passed  through  the  hands  of 
the  workingmen,  had  been  wrested  from  the  fruits  of  their 
hard  toil  ;  they  would  say  that  there  had  been  no 
tribute  laid  upon  this  country  so  heavy  as  this  which 
they  paid  out  of  their  homes  and  their  own  earnings  ; 
they  would  reply,  that  they  did  not  propose 
to  add  to  the  burdens  they  had  already  borne  this 
unnecessary  burden  to  compensate  men  who  are  now  rich, 
and  whose  riches  had  been  accumulated  by  means  of  this 
traffic.  They  would  say — leave  us  the  future,  and  let  us 
live  happily  and  prosperously  and  become  independent, 
without  having  this  abuse  from  past  ages,  this  worst  of  all 
tyrannies,  this  slavery  than  which  no  slavery  is  so  grinding 
or  so  far  reaching  in  its  effects,  further  perpetuated. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  When  I  say  that  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  the  principle  involved  in  this  resolution,  it  will  be 
discuss  to  all  that  1  have  no  intention  of  making  a  speech. 
I  have  but  a  remark  or  two  to  make  in  the  line  taken  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher),  whose  amend¬ 
ment  I  had  the  honor  to  second.  I  think  his  view  of  the 
question  is  a  very  proper  one.  I  am  prepared  to  admit  at 
tho  outset  that  the  question  is  a  very  important  one  and 
ought  at  the  proper  time  to  receive  proper  consideration  ; 
but  for  my  part,  and  I  think  I  speak  not  only  my  own 
views  but  the  views  of  several  hon.  members  of  this 
House,  and  also  the  views  of  a  very  largo  portion  of  the 
electorate  of  this  country,  when  I  say  that  I  think  this  ques¬ 
tion  is  one  that  properly  ought  to  be  considered  when  the 
question  of  prohibitory  legislation  is  brought  before  the 
House,  I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  commit  myself  to  any  bald 
resolution,  but  I  will  say  that  when  the  Government  of  the 
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day  or  this  House,  in  its  wisdom,  thinks  proper  to  enact  a 
prohibitory  liquor  law,  and  that  law  has  embodied  in  it  the 
principle  of  compensation  to  tho  class  of  persons  referred  to 
in  the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend,  1  lor  one  will  bo  pre¬ 
pared  calmly,  honestly,  and  candidly  to  consider  tho  ques¬ 
tion  of  compensation,  and  perhaps  will  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  at  the  present  moment  I  would  concede  it.  I  am  not 
disposed  to  go  as  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
6at  down.  Possibly  he  may  be  right.  He  opposes  in  toto 
the  principle  of  compensation.  Well,  I  think  there  may  be 
circumstances  in  which  compensation  might  be  conceded,  and 
at  the  proper  time,  when  this  question  of  prohibition  comes 
before  Parliament,  there  is  a  large  class  of  temperance  men, 
both  in  this  House  and  out  of  it,  who  will  fairly  discuss  the 
question  of  compensation.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right 
to  discuss  that  question  when  it  does  not  come  up  in  a 
practical  way.  Now  I  hold  that  wo  cannot  discuss  it  in  a 
practical  way  in  advance  because  we  do  not  know  what  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  or  the  circumstances  of  tho 
traffic  may  be  at  the  time  that  a  prohibitory  liquor 
law  may  be  submitted  to  this  House.  If  the  votes 
which  have  been  given  on  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
during  the  past  year  can  be  taken  as  any  indication  of  public 
sentiment,  and  1  have  no  doubt  that  such  votes  are  an  indi¬ 
cation  of  public  sentiment,  it  will  be  a  very  short  time 
before  this  House  will  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  this 
question.  It  has  forced  itself  upon  this  House  and  the 
electorate  of  this  country,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  force 
itself  upon  the  members  of  this  House  more  strongly  when 
they  go  back  to  their  constituents  for  the  election  at  the 
next  general  elections.  This  is  all  I  have  to  say  upon  the 
question.  I  simply  rose  to  say  that  I  was  not  prepared, 
and  there  are  a  great  many  members  in  this  House  who  are 
not  prepared  at  the  present  time  to  discuss  this  question, 
and  I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  be  committed  to  tho  view, 
although  perhaps  tho  hon.  member  who  has  just  sat  down  is 
correct,  which  he  holds  on  this  question  to  day.  1  believe 
that  the  people  in  favor  of  prohibition  in  this  country  aro 
prepared  at  any  moment  when  this  question  is  brought  in  a 
practical  shape  before  the  House,  to  meet  the  case  of  the 
men  whose  interests  would  be  affected  by  prohibition  in  a 
fair  and  reasonable  way,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  many  of 
them  would  concede  a  fair  degree  of  compensation,  although 
I,  for  my  part,  would  not  concede  it  for  any  great  extent. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Following  in  the  line  of  the  last 
speaker,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  members  of  this 
House  are  called  upon  at  this  time  to  discuss  the  question  of 
compensation.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  question  of 
compensation  is  before  us.  Between  the  resolution  and  the 
amendment  to  it,  the  question  is :  What  is  the  proper  time  to 
consider  the  question  of  compensation  ?  To  my  mind  it  is 
clear  and  conclusive  that  the  proper  time  will  be  whenever 
the  question  of  prohibition  is  before  us.  Has  the  Ministry 
brought  before  us  any  measure  dealing  with  prohibition? 
I  believe  it  has  not.  When  we  are  called  upon  to  consider 
that  question,  or  when,  as  is  more  likely,  some  future 
Parliament  will  be  called  upon  to  deal  with  it,  it  will  have 
been  fully  considered  by  the  people,  our  masters,  and 
Parliament  will  have  received  instructions  in  that  direction. 
It  seems  to  me  that  to  enter  upon  this  question  at  the 
present  time  is  like  giving  judgment  before  hearing  the 
evidence.  It  seems  to  as  me  if  we  were  called  upon  to 
constitute  ourselves  a  grand  jury  and  to  instruct  the  petty 
jury,  who  will  hear  all  the  evidence  and  decide  upon  it. 
1  do  not  think  wo  ought  to  assume  that  we  have  all  tho 
wisdom  of  present  and  future  Parliaments.  When  these 
questions  are  to  bo  considered,  it  will  probably  be  by  a 
Parliament  elected  for  that  purpose.  Is  there  any  new  dis¬ 
tillery  proposed  to  be  constructed  ?  Is  this  an  attempt 
to  throw  an  anchor  to  windward  ?  Is  there  anything  at 
this  time  to  show  that  this  question  is  not  prematurely 


brought  befoi’e  us  ?  I  do  not  think  wo  should  assume  that  we 
have  all  the  wisdom  of  tho  past  and  of  our  successors.  When 
the  question  of  prohibition  comos  before  us  or  our  suc¬ 
cessors,  the  question  of  compensation  will  naturally  ariso 
with  it,  and  then  I  think  is  tho  timo  to  decide.  The  question 
before  us  is  not  the  question  of  prohibition  and  this  is  not 
tho  proper  time  to  consider  tho  question  of  compensation. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Fisher  : 

That  all  the  words  after  the  word  “  That”  be  left  out,  and  the  follow 
ing  inserted  instead  thereof :  “the  time  when  Parliament  proceeds  to 
discuss  the  details  of  a  law  prohibiting  the  importation,  manufacture 
and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes,  will  be  the  proper 
occasion  on  which  to  discuss  the  question  of  compensation  to  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  such  liquors,  as  may  come  under  the  operation  of  such 
law.” 

Yeas  : 


Allen, 

Allison, 

Amyot, 

Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Barnard, 

Bechard, 

Bell, 

Belleau, 

Bernier, 

Blake, 

Blondeau, 

Bourassa, 

Bourheau, 

Brysoa, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 
Cameron  (Huron), 
Cameron  (Inverness), 
Cameron  (Middlesex), 
Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Casey, 

Catudal, 

Cimon, 

Cochrane, 

Cockburn, 

Colby, 

Cook, 

Daoust, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dickinson, 


Messieurs 

Dundas, 

Dupont, 

Edgar, 

Fairbank, 

Farrow, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Forbes, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

GeofFrion, 

Gigault, 

Gillmor, 

Gordon, 

Gunn, 

Hackett, 

Harley, 

Hay, 

Hickey, 

Hilliard, 

Holton, 

Homer, 

Innes, 

Jackson, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

f&7, 

Kirk, 

Landry  (Kent), 
Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lister, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 


Mackenzie, 

Mackintosh, 

Macmaster, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Mclsaac, 

McLelan, 

McMullen, 

Mills, 

Montplaisir, 

Mulock, 

Paint, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Ray, 

Reid, 

Rinfret, 

Riopel, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 
ocriver, 

Shakespeare, 
Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Taylor, 

Temple, 

Townshend, 

Trow, 

Vail, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Watson, 

White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Wilson,  and 
Yeo.— 105. 


Abbott, 

Benoit, 

Benson, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Billy, 

Bosse, 

Bowell, 

Burns, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Dawson,  . . . 

Desaulniers  (Mask’Dge),  McCarthy, 
Desaulniers  (St.M’rice),McDougald  (Pictou), 


Desjardins, 

Dodd, 

Dugas, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Gaudet, 


Nats  : 

Messieurs 

Girouard, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Haggart, 

Hall, 

Hesson, 

Hurteau, 

Irvine, 

Kranz, 

Landerkin, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Livingstone, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John),  _._rir„J 
Macmillan  (Middlesex), Tyrwhitt, 
McCallum,  Valin, 

Wallace  (York), 
Weldon, 


Orton, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Essex), 
Pinsonneault, 

Pope, 

Pruyn, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 
Rykert, 

Scott, 

Small, 

Springer, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Tasso, 

Tapper, 


McDougall  (0.  Breton),  Wells, 

McGreevy,  White  (Cardwell), 

McNeill,  White  (Hastings), 

Massue,  Williams, 

Moffat,  Wood  (Brockville).-— 74. 

O’Brien, 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Main  motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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CARRIERS  BY  LAND. 

Mr.  McCAETHY  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
13)  respecting  Carriers  by  Land. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  some  time  ago  it  was  understood 
that  this  Bill,  with  a  Bill  on  the  same  subject  introduced  by 
one  of  the  members  from  Middlesex  (Mr.  Coughlin),  should 
be  discussed  together,  and  the  First  Minister  undertook 
that  twenty-four  hours’  notice  should  be  given  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  constitutional  point  which  might  arise  on 
those  Bills. 

Mr.  MoCARTHY.  When  was  that  arrangement  made? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  was  absent. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  so.  It  was  agreed 
that  the  House  should  have  full  notice,  as  a  constitutional 
question  was  to  be  raised. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  give  notice  that  I  will  go  on  with 
it  at  the  next  opportunity. 

Order  postponed. 

INTERNATIONAL  FERRIES. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex)  moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  17)  respecting  International  Ferries. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  In  accordance  with  the 
notice  I  have  given,  I  am  asking  that  this  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  Bill  being  read  the  second  time  and  referred  to  tho 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  would  do  bet¬ 
ter  to  give  a  brief  explanation  of  tho  object  of  this  Bill, 
even  before  it  passes  a  second  reading  for  the  purpose  of 
going  to  tho  committee.  There  may  be  something  objec¬ 
tionable  in  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (West  Huron).  It  is  important  to  have 
some  explanation.  Not  long  ago  a  Bill  passed  without  dis¬ 
cussion  and  the  next  day  it  was  seen  to  be  a  very  improper 
Bill  and  a  Bill  which,  if  it  had  beon  discussed,  would  not 
have  been  read  a  second  time.  I  think  we  ought  to  have, 
from  the  hon.  gentleman,  some  explanation  of  the  scope  of 
the  Bill,  and  what  he  proposes  to  accomplish  by  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Our  practice  with  respect 
to  public  Bills  has,  I  think,  been  altogether  erroneous.  I 
think  it  would  be  well  if  it  were  understood  that  wo  should 
resume  the  practice  that  prevails  in  England  with  respect 
to  all  public  Bills.  With  respect  to  them  the  statement  is 
made  on  tho  first  reading  ;  any  hon.  member  who  asks  leave 
to  introduce  a  Bill  has  to  give  reasons  to  Parliament  why 
that  Bill  is  introduced.  It  is  elaborated  and  fully  reported, 
and  then  when  the  second  reading  comes,  the  House  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  discuss  the  Bill  after  having  heard  the  introductory 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member.  That  rule  is  so  stringent  in 
England  that  it  is  not  considered  right,  as  a  general  rule, 
fer  a  member  who  has  introduced  a  public  Bill  to  move  the 
second  reading  with  a  speech  ;  it  is  considered  that  he  has 
made  his  speech  on  the  first  reading,  and  that  it  is  not  fair 
to  the  House  that  he  should  make  another  speech  on  the  Bill, 
My  hon.  friend,  the  leader  ol  the  Opposition,  may  remem¬ 
ber  that  Mr.  Gladstone — who  broke  that  rule  on  one  occasion, 
on  a  very  important  occasion,  when  he  wished  to  impress  a 
new  and  additional  view — was  taken  very  strongly  to  task 
for  having  broken  the  ordinary  rule.  I  dare  say  in  ihat  case 
he  was  quite  right,  on  account  of  the  exceptional  nature  of 
the  Bill.  But  tho  consequence  of  allowing  hon.  members 
to  move  a  public  Bill  without  saying  a  word  is  this:  that 
the  Bill  is  introduced,  it  is  printed,  and  I  am  afraid  that  the 
Mr*  Fairbank, 
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majority  of  the  House  do  not  look  at  the  Bill;  they  wait  for 
the  discussion  to  learn  its  nature.  This  is  par  parenthdse. 
With  regard  to  this  Bill  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  admit 
every  provision  of  it.  There  is  one  clause  in  it,  for  instance, 
that  by  which  ferry  leases  may  be  granted  for  fifty  years, 
which  looks  very  like  a  monopoly.  As  far  as  that  clause  is 
concerned,  I  would  object  to  it  strongly.  Still,  I  have  no 
objection  that  the  Bill  should  be  read,  on  condition  that  it 
goes  to  tho  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  to  con¬ 
sider  it  fully. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  disposed  to  attach  more  importance 
to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  parenthese  even  than  to  his  com¬ 
ments  on  the  principle  which  he  has  enunciated,  and  in 
which  I  concur.  I  was  delighted  to  hear  his  statement. 
What  he  says  is  quite  true,  but  it  is  quite  true  that  we 
depart  from  it  very  seriously  in  this  House.  I  think, 
however,  that  it  is  not  our  Canadian  Gladstone,  but  our 
Canadian  Disraeli,  who  is  himself  the  greatest  sinner  of 
anybody  in  this  House  in  this  particular.  He  has,  time  and 
again,  introduced  Bills  without  discussion,  or  with  such 
a  very  slight  sketch  of  their  provisions  that  the  House  was 
quite  surprised  when  they  came  to  read  in  print  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  stated  as  apologetic  and  parenthetical 
matter.  What  ho  left  out  was  the  most  of  it.  But  I  really 
hope  that  the  House  will  take  to  heart,  and  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself  will  take  to  heart,  the  observations  he 
has  made.  I  think  it  is  of  great  consequence  that  the 
House  should  have  a  full  statement,  an  expository  state¬ 
ment,  of  the  entire  matter  of  the  Bill  upon  the  motion  for 
leave.  This  is  an  occasion  on  which,  as  a  rule,  unless  one 
very  well  understands  the  details,  there  cannot  be  much  dis¬ 
cussion,  though  observations  may  be  thrown  out;  but  the 
statement  of  the  mover  as  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  and 
his  reasons  therefor,  I  think  ought  to  be  made  at  the  earliost 
stage. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  lam  glad  my  hon.  friend 
agrees  with  me  in  the  main,  but  I  do  not  think  that  I  am 
obnoxious  to  the  charge  that  he  made.  When  I  have  intro¬ 
duced  a  public  Bill  I  have  always  made  a  statement  in  the 
first  place  before  asking  loave  to  introduce  the  Bill.  As  the 
hon.  gentleman  truly  says,  it  would  not  be  of  very  great 
advantage  to  enter  into  the  details,  because  with  the  Bill 
yet  in  petto,  yet  in  tho  hands  of  members,  criticisms  of  ils 
provisions  would  be  of  no  value.  I  have  always  tried  to 
make  a  statement  of  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
I  was  introducing.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  my 
speeches  were  short,  but  then  I  made  them  fully  aware  of 
the  intelligence  and  the  quick  perception  of  those  hon. 
gentlemen  who  heard  me. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (South  Essex).  If  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
House  I  shall  bo  happy  briefly  to  state  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  It  applies  to  all  international  ferries  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States.  The  ferry  licenses  are  to  be  issued 
by  the  Governor  in  Council,  and  it  is  left  to  the  discrotiou 
of  the  Governor  in  Council  to  fix  the  time  for  which  a 
license  shall  bo  granted.  It  is  found  that  when  a  ferry  is 
only  licensed  for  five  years  the  people  will  not  invest  their 
money  in  tho  construction  of  safe  iron  boats,  such  as  are 
required  to  ply  across  the  St.  Lawrence  river  between 
Prescott  and  Ogdensburg,  between  Windsor  and  Detroit, 
Sarnia  and  Port  Huron,  and  a  number  of  other  places.  Tho 
Bill  does  not  fix  every  license  for  fifty  years,  but  it  leaves 
that  to  tho  discretion  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  who 
will  bo  guided  by  the  various  interests  involved  and  the 
amount  of  money  invested  in  these  boats  when  they  grant 
the  leases.  Then  it  restores  to  the  various  municipalities 
the  powers  that  were  taken  from  them  by  tho  Act  of  1870  ; 
it  gives  back  to  them  the  control  of  tho  ferry  system,  the 
tolls,  and  the  manner  of  regulating  the  conduct  of  the 
licenses,  penalties  for  contravention  of  the  Act,  etc.  All 
moneys  arising  out  of  such  licenses,  as  well  as  the  fines  and 
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penalties,  shall  belong  to  the  municipality  within  the  limits 
of  which  the  Canadian  terminus  of  such  ferry  is  situated. 
There  is  a  provision  that  it  shall  not  affect  the  vessels  plying 
between  ports  in  Canada.  It  also  has  a  provision  that  any 
company  established  in  Canada  for  ferry  purposes  may 
amalgamate  with  companies  in  the  United  States ;  and  it 
makes  provision  for  the  company  taking  possession 
of  needed  property  tor  terry  purposes.  It  restores 
the  Act  which  was  in  force  prior  to  Confodei'ation.  If 
the  First  Ministor  will  consent,  I  prefer  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  special  committee,  consisting  of  members  who 
are  locally  interested  in  ferries  of  this  kind,  and  I  have 
given  notice  of  the  following  as  the  committeo:  Messrs. 
Gillmor,  Hickey,  Benson,  Wood  (Brockviile),  Gunn,  Wiglo, 
Smyth,  Lister,  Rykert  and  Ferguson  (Welland),  and  the 
mover.  These  are  gentlemen  interested  in  international 
ferries,  and  they  understand  the  working  of  the  law  and  the 
necessity  of  making  some  changes  in  it,  with  a  view  to  deal¬ 
ing  effectively  with  this  subject.  If  the  First  Minister  de¬ 
clines  to  accept  my  suggestion,  the  Bill  can  be  referred  to 
the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  strikes  me,  from  the  cursory  glance 
which  I  have  been  able  to  take  of  this  Bill,  and  from  what 
I  have  been  able  to  hear  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks, 
that  it  is  a  Bill  that  should  be  introduced  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  after  carefully  considering  all  the  interests  that  can 
possibly  bo  affected  by  it.  It  is  a  Bill  respecting  interna¬ 
tional  ferries,  and  it  therefore  requires  at  least  as  much 
and  as  careful  consideration,  and  should  be  dealt  with 
by  responsible  Ministers  as  much  as  any  Bill  regarding  a 
general  Act  or  respecting  the  building  of  bridges  or  the  con¬ 
nections  of  Canadian  railways  with  American  railways,  or 
subjects  of  that  class.  The  Bill  proposes  to  entrust  very 
large  powers  to  municipalities  in  Canada  in  which  one 
of  the  termini  of  the  ferry  may  be  located.  As  these  fer¬ 
ries  are,  to  a  great  extent,  not  for  the  convenience  of  the 
locality  at  all,  but  for  the  convenience  of  the  general 
public— I  refer  to  the  large  car  ferries  making  connections 
with  railways — the  measure  is  one  which  should  be  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  The  Bill  does  not  include 
the  railway  ferry  boats. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  notice  that  limitation,  and  if  it 
is  contained  in  the  Bill,  it  disposes  of  the  objection  to  a 
certain  extent.  But  all  these  ferries  are  for  the  convenience 
of  the  general  travelling  public,  and  I  doubt  whether  we 
have  such  complete  control  as  to  determine  the  description 
of  vessels  to  be  used  ;  or,  indeed,  whether  it  is  quite  consti¬ 
tutional  for  us  to  deal  with  municipalities  in  this  way — 
whether,  in  fact,  wo  have  power  to  entrust  them  with 
authority  of  this  kind  or  not.  I  am  not  quite  clear  on  that 
point,  but  it  is  one  which  should  have  been  considered  by 
the  Government  before  the  Bill  was  introduced.  I  have 
not  been  able  to  find  any  exemption  of  car  ferries  in  the  Bill, 
and  one  or  two  of  my  friends  have  likewise  been  unable  to 
find  it.  What  clause  covers  it  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  It  is  at  the  end  of  clause  7. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  is  a  clause  at  the  end  of  the  Bill 
which  gives  to  ferry  proprietors  the  same  powers  as  are 
conferred  on  railway  companies  in  regard  to  the  expropri¬ 
ation  of  land.  Considering  that  ferry  proprietors  may  be 
very  large  corporations  or  very  insignificant  individuals,  I 
do  not  think  it  is  wise  to  give  them  general  powers  to  ex¬ 
propriate  land.  I  suppose  a  person  running  a  flat  boat, 
only  able  to  carry  two  or  three  persons  at  a  time  across  a 
river,  will  be  a  ferry  proprietor  under  the  meaning  of  iho 
Bill. 

Mr,  PATTERSON  (Essex).  Not  unless  he  is  licensed. 


Mr.  CASEY.  Of  course;  if  licensed,  he  will  be  a  ferry 
proprietor  under  the  moaning  of  the  Bill,  He  will  have  the 
right  to  establish  a  ferry  at  such  point  as  he  chooses  along 
the  l'iver  front;  ho  can  tako  possession  of  so  much  land  as 
is  necessary  for  ferry  purposes  where  he  likes,  to 
the  great  injury  and  inconvenience  of  the  proprietors, 
who  would  not  be  compensated  by  money  or  by  the  con¬ 
venience  given  to  the  public  by  the  ferry.  That  clause,  I 
think,  needs  reconsideration  ;  and  it  should  be  considered 
whethor  such  a  clause  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  or  not, 
For  these  reasons  I  regret  that  the  Government  did  not  see 
fit,  if  they  deemed  it  necessary  that  a  measure  should  be 
introduced,  to  introduce  such  a  Bill  thomselves,  and  givo  it 
their  fullest  consideration.  As  it  seems  impossible  to  enter 
into  those  different  points  at  the  second  reading,  they  will 
have  to  be  dealt  with  when  the  Bill  is  in  committee. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Welland).  I  cannot  see  tho  object  of 
proposing  legislation  of  this  kind  at  this  particular  time. 
Unless  there  is  some  international  arrangement  arrived  at, 
the  Government  have  no  right  to  license  a  ferry,  for 
neither  the  Government  nor  tho  municipalities  can 
act  without  the  consent  of  the  Government  on  the 
other  side  or  of  the  municipality  adjoining.  This  matter 
has  been  determined  in  regard  to  the  ferry  between 
Fort  Erie  and  Buffalo.  The  Government  licensed  a 
company,  and  the  company  had  to  buy  out  the  rights  of  the 
company  which  had  the  ferry  on  the  other  side,  and  had  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  municipality  of  Buffalo  before 
they  could  run  a  ferry.  I  brought  up  this  question  about 
six  or  eight  months  ago,  and  1  understand  that  some  inter¬ 
national  arrangements  are  now  being  entered  into  by  which 
the  whole  question  will  be  settled  as  between  the  two  coun¬ 
tries.  I  cannot  see  any  good  in  legislating  at  this  particular 
time.  If  this  Bill  were  to  proceed,  however,  I  would  object  to 
any  compay  owning  wharves,  because  such  ownership  would 
virtually  give  a  monopoly  for  all  time  to  come  to  that 
particular  ferry.  The  wharves  should  be  owned  by  the 
Government,  and  when  the  Government  grant  a  license  to 
a  new  company  they  should  give  them  the  use  of  tho 
wharves ;  but  if  an  individual  who  formerly  owned  the  ferry 
owned  the  wharves,  he  could  practically  exclude  anybody 
running  a  ferry  there  undor  a  license.  I  think  legislation  of 
this  kind,  unless  some  international  arrangement  is  made, 
can  be  of  no  avail  and  cau  possess  no  value,  either  to  this 
House  or  the  country.  As  I  have  stated,  the  municipality 
on  tho  opposite  side  of  the  river  now  controls  the  matter. 
The  city  of  Buffalo  controls  it,  as  regards  the  crossing  from 
Fort  Erie,  and  an  ordinance  of  that  municipality  has  to  be 
obtained  before  the  ferry  can  get  loave  to  land  on  tho 
American  side  of  the  river.  Five  years  is  entirely  too  short 
a  time.  In  any  legislation  the  Government  should  own  the 
wharves,  and  the  time  should  be  sufficiently  extended,  so  that 
compensation  may  be  obtained  by  parties  who  put  on  large 
boats,  involving  a  large  expenditure  ;  but  the  proprietors 
should  not  get  any  right  to  expropriate  land  for  wharves 
because  they  would  then  be  owned  by  individuals,  and  a 
Government  license  to  run  a  ferry  would,  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances,  possess  no  value. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  concur  in  the  remarks  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Welland  (Mr.  Ferguson),  and  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  the  difficulties  connected  with  the 
licensing  of  international  ferries.  It  is  true  that  this  Par¬ 
liament  has  no  power  to  make  a  law  bearing  on  the  other 
side  of  the  St.  Lawrence  in  foreign  territory.  Under  the 
Act  of  1870  we  can  grant  a  license  to  a  company  for  a  ferry, 
so  far  as  our  side  of  the  liver  is  concerned.  It  is  true  it 
gives  no  rights  to  a  company  on  the  other  side  of  the  river, 
and  difficulty  thereby  occurs.  It  is,  perhaps,  not  correct, 
however,  to  state  that  tho  municipality  of  Buffalo  controls 
the  Fort  Erie  ferry;  the  people  of  Buffalo  are  just  in  the 
same  position  as  we  are,  and  neither  of  us  control  the  ferry. 
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The  authorities  on  the  American  side  could  make  any  laws 
within  their  powers  ;  they  could  throw  obstacles  in  the  Way 
of  any  company  licensed  by  the  Dominion  Government,  just 
as  the  people  on  this  side  could  throw  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  any  company  licensed  by  the  American  authorities.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  also  quite  right  in  stating'  that  having 
experienced  these  difficulties,  which  were  of  a  very  serious 
character,  we  had  communication  with  the  authorities 
of  the  United  States,  with  a  view  of  coming  to  some  arrange¬ 
ment  by  which  a  more  satisfactory  system  of  letting  these 
fei’ries  could  be  arrived  at.  Unfortunately,  howevor,  the 
correspondence  we  had  did  not  make  sufficient  progress  to 
enable  the  Government  to  introduce,  during  this  Session, 
such  an  amendment  to  the  present  Act  as  would  remove 
those  difficulties,  but  I  trust  that  the  communications  we  are 
having  on  this  subject  will  result  in  such  a  settlement  as 
will  relieve  the  licensing  of  the  international  ferries  of  the 
difficulties  now  complained  of. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  there  is  another  subject  of  a  cog¬ 
nate  character  which  should  attract  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  My  own  opinion  has  been,  with  reference  to 
these  international  communications— whether  ferries  or 
bridges— that  it  was  the  business  of  this  Government  to  com¬ 
municate  with  the  United  States,  or  with  the  state  authorities 
in  the  immediate  neighborhood — for  I  fancy  both  of  these 
sovereignties  have  to  be  consulted — with  reference  to  the 
general  plan  of  operations,  tho  working  of  railway  bridges, 
the  corporations  which  should  control  them,  the  rates  of 
fares,  and  so  on.  All  these  matters — tho  authority,  the  juris¬ 
diction  by  which  litigation  should  be  settled  by  the  various 
corporations  who  may  have  the  right  to  share  in  tho  use  of 
the  bridge — are  in  a  great  state  of  confusion,  owing  to  tho  sort 
of  exclusive  jurisdiction  which  now  prevails.  I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman,  while  promoting  communication  with  the 
authorities  on  the  other  side,  on  this  subject  of  ferries,  will 
not  leave  this  other  subject  out  of  consideration. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  respect  to  the 
railway  bridge  communication  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  1  think  the  practice  has  been  pretty  regular  and 
well  understood.  For  instance,  in  the  case  of  any  bridge 
crossing  the  St.  Lawrence,  the  consent  of  the  United  States 
is  always  to  bo  obtained.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is 
sufficient,  but  we  assume  it  to  be,  though  perhaps  an  Act  of 
Congress  would  be  required  if  that  point  were  raised  in  the 
United  States.  Bat  wo  get  the  assent  of  the  Federal 
Government,  and  that  assent  once  being  had,  then  all  tho 
arrangements  must  be  made  between  Canada  and  the  par¬ 
ticular  state  south  of  the  water  t)  be  crossed,  as,  for 
instance,  the  state  of  New  York.  I  do  not  know  that  we 
can  do  much  more  with  respect  to  bridges  in  that  regard. 
With  rospect  to  ferries,  that  question  has,  of  course,  to  bo 
settled. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  failed,  I  find,  to  make  myself 
understood  by  the  hon,  gentleman.  It  is  not  so  much  with 
reference  to  tho  initiating  authority  as  to  making,  by  con¬ 
vention  between  the  two  countries,  some  arrangement  by 
which,  in  suing  or  being  sued,  and  in  establishing  rights 
by  those  entitled  to  go  over  the  bridge — for  these  purposes 
1  say  some  tribunal  should  be  established.  The  law  now 
is,  I  think,  that  you  may  sue  in  this  country  with 
reference  to  that  right  on  this  side,  but  the  decision  would 
be  operative  only  as  to  about  one-half  the  bridge,  and  it 
would  not  affect  the  rights,  which  may  be  different,  on  tho 
other  side.  Thoro  are  questions  of  different  conclusions 
being  arrived  at  on  both  sides,  and  that  condition  of  things 
is,  I  think,  very  unfortunate  with  respect  to  those  large 
bridges. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  propose  to  send  this  Bill  to  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee  ? 

Mr.  Costigan. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  considered  whether  or  not  that  is  desirable  ?  There 
is  no  use  in  sending  it  to  that  committee  unless  the  House 
is  disposed  to  affirm  the  principle.  The  Railways  and 
Canals  Committee  would  bo  better,  for  it  seems  a  little  out 
of  the  purview  of  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  a  quostion  of  com¬ 
merce. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  it  is,  but  it 
is  more  closely  a  question  of  railways.  But  there  is  an¬ 
other  point  of  importance,  and  that  is,  are  the  Government 
prepared  to  sustain  the  view  that  this  business  should  bo 
relegated  to  the  municipalities.  Are  they  satisfied  that  it  is 
better  for  us  to  affirm  that  principle?  I  have  not  been  able, 
more  than  the  hon.  gentleman,  to  look  at  the  Bill  very 
carefully,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  somewhat  a  ques¬ 
tionable  principle  to  hand  over  international  ferries,  even 
for  a  short  time,  to  the  municipalities  and  the  Governor  in 
Council.  I  think,  as  there  are  only  a  tew,  and  as  they  are 
of  groat  importance,  we  might  deal  with  each  separately. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  like  to  get  the 
opinion  of  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  on  some 
of  these  points.  There  will  be,  I  suppose,  negotiations  with 
the  American  Government  on  them,  and  I  would  like  to 
know  what  the  committee  think  should  be  the  stipulations, 
so  that,  having  their  opinion,  it  would  strengthen  our  hands 
in  the  negotiations. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  it  is  proper  to  send  the  Bill  to  the  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Commerce  Committee,  it  should  be  introduced  by 
resolution. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

BETTER  OBSERVANCE  OF  THE  LORD’S  DAY. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
19)  to  provide  for  the  better  observance  of  the  Lord’s  Day, 
commonly  called  Sunday,  by  prohibiting  Sunday  excursions 
in  certain  cases.  He  said:  In  rising  to-night  to  advocate 
the  passage  of  this  Bill,  I  will  acknowledge  that  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  my  course  would  be  open  to  doubt,  were  there  no 
other  law  to  warrant  it  than  mere  human  law.  But,  Sir, 
there  is  such  a  thing  as  a  higher  law,  a  law  recognised  by  this 
nation, which  is  avowedly  a  Christian  nation,  and  recognised 
by  all  Christian  nations ;  and  it  is  under  the  warrant  and 
the  provisions  of  that  law  that  it  is  proper  to  urge  the  pass¬ 
age  of  a  Bill  of  the  character  of  that  now  before  the  House. 
If  we  had  nothing  but  mere  human  law  to  actuate  us,  it 
would  not  be  proper  to  urge  the  Bill;  but  as  human  law  is 
overshadowed  by  this  higher  law,  the  human  law-giver  has 
no  right  to  pass  an  enactment  that  supersedes  tbe  deca¬ 
logue.  The  human  legislature  has  no  right  to  pass  an 
enactment  that  defies  or  sets  at  naught  the  spirit  of  jus¬ 
tice  and  truth.  The  human  law-giver  may  not  pass  a 
law  that  casts  discredit  upoD  morality.  The  higher 
law  is,  in  fact,  the  law  of  the  world.  We  have  it 
expressly  declared  by  the  Almighty  that  “  By  Me 
kings  reign  and  princes  decree  justice.”  All  human 
laws  should  be  tried  by  this  higher  law ;  all  the  world  is 
under  it  to-day,  whether'  that  law  is  recognised  by  the 
world  or  not ;  and  by  the  provisions  of  this  higher  law, 
governors,  princes,  kings,  and  the  people  of  this  earth  shall 
ultimately  be  judged.  Now,  Sir,  the  requirement  of  the 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  forms  a  part  of  that  higher  law. 
It  is  one  of  the  provisionsjof  tho  Decalogue  which  is  binding 
upon  man.  And  if  we  turn  to  ecclesiastical  utterances,  wo 
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shall  find  that,  so  far  as  the  authorities  of  the  Protestant 
Church  are  concerned,  their  utterances  upon  this  point  are  a 
unit.  There  exists  no  diversity  of  opinion  among  them  as 
to  whether  the  fourth  commandment  is  binding  upon  the 
human  race  and  upon  governments.  If  we  turn  to  the 
utterances  of  the  prelates  of  the  Catholic  Church,  we  shall 
also  find  their  recognition  of  that  law,  clear  and  unmistak¬ 
able.  I  find,  Sir,  that  at  the  address  of  His  Grace  Archbishop 
Gibbons,  of  Baltimore,  His  Holiness,  Pope  Loo  XIII 
delivered  an  earnest  request  to  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church 
which  opposes  Sunday  and  festival  profanation.  From  the 
address,  which  was  published  in  the  Catholic  Mirror,  of 
April  23,  1881,  I  take  the  following  extract: — 

The  observance  of  the  Sacred  Day  which  was  willed  expressly  by 
God  from  the  first  origin  of  man,  is  imperatively  demanded  by  the 
absolute  and  essential  dependence  of  the  creature  upon  the  Creator. 
And  this  law,  mark  it  well,  my  beloved,  which  at  one  and  the  same  time 
so  admirably  provides  for  the  honor  of  God,  the  spiritual  needs  and 
dignity  of  man,  and  the  temporal  well-being  of  human  life.  This  law, 
we  say,  touches  not  only  individuals,  but  also  peopie  and  nations,  which 
owe  to  Divine  Providence  the  enjoyment  of  every  benefit  and  advantage 
which  is  derived  from  civil  society.  And  it  is  precisely  to  this  fatal 
tendency,  which  to-day  prevails,  to  desire  to  lead  mankind  far  away 
from  God,  and  to  order  the  affairs  of  kingdoms  and  nations  as  if  God  did 
not  exist,  that  to-day  is  to  be  attributed  this  contempt  and  neglect  of 
the  Day  of  the  Lord  They  say,  it  is  true,  that  they  intend  in  this  way 
to  promote  in  us  try  more  actively,  and  to  procure  for  the  people  an  in¬ 
crease  of  prosperity  and  riches.  Foolish  and  lying  words  !  They  mean, 
on  the  contrary,  to  take  away  from  the  people  the  comforts,  the  consola¬ 
tions  and  the  benefits  of  religion  ;  they  wish  to  weaken  in  tnem  the 
sentiment  of  faith  and  love  for  heavenly  blessings;  and  they  invoke  upon 
the  nations  the  most  tremendous  scourges  of  God,  the  just  avenger  of 
His  outraged  honor.” 

This,  Sir,  is  the  language  held  by  the  head  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Church.  With  regard  to  the  utterances  of  the 
church  dignitaries,  I  find  that  a  pastoral  was  issued  by 
His  Grace  Archbishop  Taschereau,  dated  April  2b‘,  1880, 
which  is  clear  and  emphatic  in  regard  to  this  matter.  The 
Archbishop,  in  referring  to  “  a  disorder  which  seeks  the 
public  gaze,  and  which  causes  deplorable  scandal,”  says : 

“  We  mean,  0  dearly  beloved  brethren,  those  pleasure  excursions  made 
on  Sundays  and  feasts  of  obligation,  on  steamers,  on  the  railway,  and 
sometimes  in  a  long  train  of  vehicles.  Experience  proves  that  they 
give  rise  to  such  disorders  of  intemperance  and  immorality  that  we  feel 
obliged  to  prohibit  absolutely,  and  under  pain  of  mortal  sin,  pleasure 
excursions  on  Sundays  and  feasts  of  (  bbgation.  *  *  *  Wherefore, 

having  invoked  the  holy  name  of  God,  we  rule  and  ordain  as  follows  : — 
1st.  We  forbid,  under  pain  of  grievous  sin,  the  faithful  of  this  diocese, 
to  take  part  on  Sunday  or  feasts,  in  pleasure  excursions,  on  railways,  on 
steamers,  or  in  vehicles,  even  when  the  profit  of  those  excursions  is 
intended  fora  good  work.  It  is  not  our  intention,  however,  to  condemn 
the  pilgrimages  made  on  those  days,  provided  recollection,  piety,  and 
good  order  be  observed.” 

I  will  also  refer,  Sir,  to  &  few  other  Eoman  Catholic  authori¬ 
ties  on  this  matter.  Several  bishops  have  issued  able  and 
timely  addresses  on  the  subject.  The  Bishop  of  Buffalo,  in 
calling  renewed  attention  to  this  subject,  after  forbidding 
pic-nics,  excursions,  fairs,  etc.,  on  Sundays  and  holy  days, 
said : 

“  ‘  Remember  thou  keep  holy  the  Sabbath  Day,’  is  God’s  own  com¬ 
mand.  *  *  We  must  not  only  rest  from  all  unnecessary,  servile  work, 
but  we  must  hear  mass  and  spend  the  day — or,  at  least,  a  good  part  of 
it — in  the  service  of  God  and  religious  duties.  *  ®  Ours  is  not,  as  we 
have  said,  a  Jewish  or  a  Puritanical  Sabbath,  nor  do  we  measure  its 
obligatory  observance  by  a  sectarian  standard  or  any  American  or 
national  idea  ;  yet  we  would  be  sorry  to  see  the  respect  in  which  our 
separated  brethren  hold  the  Lord’s  Day  weakened  or  discredited.  God 
grant  that  we  may  never  see  the  Sunday  profaned  here  in  our  own 
country  as  we  have  seen  it  in  other  lands.” 

Bishop  Keane,  of  Eichmond,  Va.,  at  a  meeting  called  by 
his  authority,  after  a  powerful  address  against  the  selling  of 
liquor  on  Sunday,  submitted  a  series  of  resolutions  for 
adoption  and  a  pledge  for  signature,  setting  forth  the  sacred 
obligation  of  keeping  holy  the  Lord’s  Day,  recognising  the 
selling  and  drinking  of  liquor  on  that  day  as  violations  of 
the  commandment  of  God  and  the  precept  of  the  Church,  etc. 
Cardinal  McCloskey,  in  18b2,  said: 

“  We  wholly  denounce  and  absolutely  forbid  excursions  or  pic-nics  on 
Sundays,  or  after  dark,  all  moonlight  excursions  and  all  Sunday  pic-nics, 
and  we  exhort  our  good  people  who  love  their  church  to  abstain  from 
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any  participation  in  such  scandalous,  unhallowed  and  disgraceful  prac¬ 
tices,  and  to  use  all  their  influence  to  suppress  them.” 

The  following  are  extracts  from  New  York  papers,  when 
Strakosch  attempted  Sunday  operas  there  : — 

“  Cardinal  McCloskey  was  reported  in  the  Herald  to  have  said  :  ‘  Vou 
may  say  that  I  am  opposed  to  what  is  generally  regarded  as  Sunday 
evening  concerts,  and  that, while  not  very  Puritanical  or  domineering,  I 
oppose  the  sensational  amusement,  which  advertises  itself  under  the 
name  of  sacred  concerts,  but  which  is  nothing  else  than  the  ordinary 
week  day  show,”  etc. 

Dr.  McGlynn,  a  prominent  Eoman  Catholic  clergyman, 
is  reported  to  have  said  : 

“  In  France,  Sunday  is  more  of  a  tiresome  holiday  than  a  rest. 
This  disregard  for  the  Sabbath  acts  unfavorably  on  religion.  The 
sabbath  I  have  always  regarded  as  a  great  social  conservator  in  this 
country.  The  regard  in  which  Sunday  has  been  held  by  the  English- 
speaking  nations,  has  had  much  to  do  with  their  keen  sense  of  decorum 
and  efficient  organisation.  *  *  *  The  Sunday  rest  should  be  a  set-off 
to  the  weekly  work,  and  Sunday  night  quiet,  to  the  boisterousness  and 
enjoyment  of  the  week  nights.” 

I  add  to  these  expressions  of  opinion,  some  utterances 
from  eminent  Protestant  divines,  selecting  four  or  five 
extracts.  The  first  is  from  the  celebrated  divine,  Taylor 
Lewis,  LL.D,,  of  New  York,  who  says  : 

“  What  a  liell-upon-earth  would  our  great  cities  become,  and  in  time 
our  land  become,  with  one  day  in  seven  given  up  to  idleness,  to  the 
theatre,  to  dissipative  shows,  to  unchecked  intemperance,  or  to  the 
driving  on  of  that  flood  of  worldliness,  which,  in  spite  of  all  religious 
restraint,  is  even  now  threatening  destruction  to  all  that  is  noblest  and 
purest  in  our  social  life.” 

Eev.  Dr.  Kogel,  a  Court  preacher  in  Germany,  has  de¬ 
livered  an  address,  in  which  is  presented  a  sad  view  of  the 
immorality  of  the  Berlin  people  : 

“  The  necessity  of  work,  and  the  tyranny  of  work  rob  men  of  their 
Sunday  rest.  And  the  afternoon  of  Sunday,  which  a  part  of  the  work¬ 
ing  men  have  for  themselves,  is  spent  in  dissipating  pleasure,  in  drinking 
saloons  an i  theatres,  where  all  that  is  sacred  is  mocked  and  adultery 
glorified.” 

Dr.  Arthur  Pierson,  of  Philadelphia,  in  an  address  upon 
Sabbath  observance,  says : 

“A  community  that  consents  to  the  wanton  destruction  of  the  Chris¬ 
tian  Sabbath  is  committing  virtual  suicide  ;  it  is  like  a  man  who  cuts  off 
his  left  arm  with  his  right.  And  if  you  want  to  see  the  natural  and 
providential  retribution  that  follows  such  a  course,  go  and  study  the 
history  of  the  French  Revolution,  when  a  nation  weut  down  into  the 
gulf  of  anarchy.” 

And  again : 

“Voltaire  was  no  fool ;  he  saw  that  an  habitual  observance  of  the 
Sabbath,  with  its  stated  seasons  of  religious  meditation  and  public  wor¬ 
ship,  must  both  preserve  and  extend  Christianity  in  any  community; 
and  he  acknowledged  that  he  despaired  of  being  able  to  expel  from  the 
world  superstition,  by  which  he  meant  religioD,  so  long  as  persons  as¬ 
semble  regularly  and  in  large  numbers  for  the  worship  of  God.  And  you 
will  find  that  wherever  the  Lord’s  Day  is  regarded  asset  apart  by  Divine 
authority,  and  is  observed  as  a  day  of  rest  from  ordinary  work,  and  of 
occupation  in  spiritual  things,  the  hold  of  both  Christian  precepts  and 
moral  principles  i3  correspondingly  firm  and  strong.  The  Sabbath  is 
the  very  balwark  of  social  order.” 

But  why  multiply  quotations  from  pastors  and  divinos.  I 
proceed  to  enquire  whether  Sabbath  laws  are  inconsistent, 
firstly,  with  the  higher  law ;  secondly,  whether  they  are 
inconsistent  with  the  laws  and  institutions  of  this  Empire  ; 
thirdly,  whether  they  are  inconsistent  with  the  laws  and 
institutions  of  the  English-speaking  nations  and  common¬ 
wealths;  and,  lastly,  whether  they  are  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  of  human  liberty.  This  higher  law  with  regard  to 
the  Sabbath  of  which  I  speak  first,  was  not  a  law  which 
governed  the  Jews  in  their  observances  under  the  Mosaic  dis¬ 
pensation  only,  but  it  was  a  law  coeval  with  creation  itself. 
Two  great  institutions  mark  the  first  laws  given  to  man. 
These  two  institutions  are  the  rest  of  Sabbath  and  marriage. 
The  Sabbath  is  instituted,  the  command  is  given  in  the  same 
chapter,  the  second  chaptor  of  Genesis,  as  that  in  which  the 
ordinance  or  sacrament  of  marriage  is  instituted.  It  is 
known  that  the  Sabbath  was  observed  long  before  the  giving 
|  of  the  law  upon  Mount  Sinai;  Moses,  himself,  refers  to 
breaches  of  this  command.  This  command,  that  out  of  the 
seven  days,  one  should  be  observed  as  a  day  of  rest, 
was  observed  from  the  earliest  days  of  creation ;  the 
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language  of  the  commandment  proves  this.  The  language 
of  the  fourth  commandment  is  to  remember  to  keep 
holy  the  Sabbath  day.  “  Kemember  ”  a  law  already  in 
existence  ;  remember  a  law  now  and  hitherto  binding  upon 
you.  “  Remember  the  Sabbath  day  to  keep  it  holy  ;  and  the 
reason  is  given  :  For  in  six  days  God  made  the  heaven  and 
the  earth,  and  the  sea  and  all  that  in  them  is,  and  rested 
on  the  seventh ;  ”  wherefore  He  blessed  the  Sabbath  day  and 
hallowed  it.  The  Decalogue  which  contains  this  command 
is  a  moral  enactment  not  limited  in  its  application  to  any 
race,  area,  or  time.  It  is  a  law  which  prohibits  not  only 
Sabbath  desecration  but  idolatry,  blasphemy,  disobedience 
to  parents,  falsehood,  theft,  and  murder.  All  these  crimes, 
as  well  as  the  crime  of  desecrating  the  Sabbath,  are  men¬ 
tioned  in  this  law.  This  seventh  day,  it  is  evident  from  the 
language  of  the  Bible,  was  ordained  by  the  Creator  of  the 
world.  We  are  told  in  the  New  Testament  that  all  things 
were  made  by  Christ.  We  are  told  that  for  Him  and 
by  Him  all  things  were  created,  and  wo  are  told  that 
He  is  the  Lord  of  the  Sabbath,  and  that  man  was  not 
made  for  the  Sabbath  but  the  Sabbath  was  made  for  man. 
Proceeding  on  this  authority,  we  find  that  the  laws  of  the 
nation  of  which  we  form  part  have  recognised  the  binding 
character  of  Sabbath  observance  from  the  earliest  ages.  We 
find  a  statute  passed  in  the  year  816  by  King  Alfred,  which 
distinctly  recognised  the  binding  character  of  the  fourth  com¬ 
mandment,  which  incorporate!  the  entire  Decalogue  as  part 
of  the  English  law.  We  find  that  law  reaffirmed  and  its  pro¬ 
visions  extended  by  various  monarchs.  The  list  of  statutes 
in  England  referring  to  the  command  of  Sabbath  observ¬ 
ance  is  a  very  long  list.  The  law  was  amended  in  925;  it 
was  again  amended  in  958  ;  again  in  1009;  again  in  1011; 
amended  again  in  13j4  under  Edward  III ;  again  in  1388 
under  Richard  U ;  again  1428  under  Henry  VI;  in  1464 
under  Edward  1Y;  in  1552  under  Edward  VI ;  in  1558  under 
Elizabeth  ;  in  1611  the  colony  of  Virginia  adopted  the 
Sabbath  law ;  in  1625  the  law  was  again  amended  under 
Charles  I ;  in  16 13  the  first  Sabbath  law  in  the  colony  of  New 
Haven  was  adopted;  in  1644  it  was  adopted  in  Scotland;  in 
1618  in  Massachusetts;  in  1648  in  NewYork;  in  1661  it  was 
again  amended  and  perfected  in  its  operation  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  11.  In  1831  liquor  selling  was  prohibited  for  the 
first  time  in  Massachusetts,  and  in  1839  in  Great  Britain  ;  in 
185 1  liquor  shops  were  closed  upon  the  Sabbath  day  in  Scot¬ 
land  ;  and  in  the  same  year  a  proposition  to  open  museums  in 
London  was  defeated  by  a  vote  in  the  House  of  Commons  by 
231  to  48  ;  in  1856  a  similar  proposition  was  defeated  in  the 
Commons  by  316  to  48;  and  in  1818  it  was  defeated  in  the 
House  of  Lords  by  16  to  39.  The  present  English  law 
with  regard  to  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  is  in  many 
respects  a  stringent  law.  It  is  unnecessary  to  enter 
into  details  in  regard  to  its  provisiops,  but  the  fact  that  such 
a  law  exists  upon  the  Statute  Book  of  England  is  a  proof  that 
the  power  rests  with  the  Government  of  England  and  with 
the  Government  of  the  colonies  to  make  provisions  with 
regard  to  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath.  If  we  go  to  the 
country  across  the  border  wo  find  that  Sunday  laws  exist 
in  everyone  of  the  thirty-seven  States  of  the  Union,  except 
California.  One  general  feature  of  ihese  laws  is  the  prohi¬ 
bition  of  any  work  on  the  Sabbath,  except  works  of  necessity 
and  mercy.  In  the  details  of  these  provisions,  various 
features  exist,  various  differences  exist  in  the  different  States. 
In  some  States  only  one  local  train  and  milk  trains  are 
permitted  to  run.  In  Massachusetts  no  train  can  run  except 
by  consent  of  the  railroad  commissioners.  In  all  these  States 
provisions  are  made  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  observ¬ 
ance  of  the  Lord’s  Day.  My  next  enquiry  will  be:  Are  Sab¬ 
bath  laws, which  we  find  exist  upon  the  Statute  Book  of  Great 
Britain,  and  which  have  been  a  part  of  the  English  code  for 
a  thousand  years,  which  exist  in  everyone  of  the  American 
States  but  one,  which  exist  in  this  country  and  exist  in  ail 
the  English  colonies,  are  these  laws  inconsistent  with  the 
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principles  of  human  liberty,  are  they  an  infringement  on 
human  right,  or  is  there  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  these  laws,  consistently  with  the  principles  of 
human  liberty?  Law  in  the  abstract  expresses  what  just 
men  will  not  do,  and  what  other  men  must  not  do.  Law 
restrains  human  liberty,  it  restrains  the  liberty  of  human 
action,  it  says  that  human  action  shall  be  free  in  certain 
directions  and  certain  channels  only,  and,  when  human 
actioti  transcends  these  bounds,  then  human  law  steps  in 
and  prohibits  and  punishes  the  transgression  of  the  bounds 
laid  down.  The  object  of  human  law  is  to  provide  for  the 
public  good.  That  should  be  the  object  of  it.  The  under¬ 
lying  principle  should  be  the  greatest  good  to  the  greatest 
number.  It  is  upon  this  principle  that  the  dignitaries  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  have  acted  in  the  pastorals  I 
have  read.  It  is  upon  this  principle  that  human  law  should 
be  enacted.  Now,  Sabbath  laws  are  not  inconsistent  with 
human  liberty,  in  this  respect,  that  they  are  calculated  to 
promote  public  health.  I  find  that,  at  the  time  the  World’s 
Exposition  was  hold  in  London,  641  medical  men  of  London, 
in  a  petition  to  Parliament  against  the  opening  of  the 
Crystal  Palace  on  the  Sabbath  for  profit,  said : 

“Your  petitioners,  from  their  acquaintance  with  the  laboring  classes 
and  the  laws  which  regulate  the  human  economy,  are  convinced  that 
the  seventh  day  of  rest,  instituted  by  God  and  coeval  with  the  exis¬ 
tence  of  man,  is  essential  to  the  bodily  health  and  mental  vigor  of  men 
of  every  station  of  life.” 

This  law  also  prohibits  cruelty  to  animals,  It  may  re¬ 
strict  human  liberty  in  that  respect,  but  it  is  consistent 
with  it,  because  it  is  a  humane  and  just  law.  This  law  pro¬ 
motes  public  morals.  You  have  only  to  look  at  Sabbath 
lands  and  contrast  the  condition  of  those  lands  with  that  of 
lands  where  the  Sabbath  is  not  observed,  and  you  will  find 
proof  enough  of  the  assertion  that  it  does  promote  public 
morals.  It  is  again  consistent  with  liberty,  inasmuch  as  it 
is  an  educational  law.  The  church  and  the  Sabbath  school 
are  the  mightiest  educational  agencies  existing  in  the  world 
to-day,  and  they  have  always  been  the  mightiest  educational 
agencies.  The  Christian  church  is  the  great  educational 
agency,  and  we  owe  to  it  all  that  marks  the  difference 
between  our  condition  and  the  condition  of  pagan  lands.  If 
we  stop  to  consider,  we  will  find  that  the  Sabbath  gives 
two-thirds  as  much  time  for  study  as  the  time  devoted  to 
study  in  th9  schools,  if  wo  deduct  from  the  latter  the  time 
given  for  vacations.  It  is  consistent  again,  with  the 
principles  of  human  liberty,  because  it  conserves  and 
protects  the  home.  We  find,  as  I  stated  awhile 
ago,  that  marriage,  the  institution  upon  which  the  home  and 
the  family  rest,  was  instituted  at  the  same  time  as  the 
Sabbath  was  instituted — both  are  Edenic  institutions.  And 
we  will  find,  with  reference  to  the  influence  of  violations  of 
the  Sabbath  upon  homes,  that  the  condition  of  homes  where 
the  Sabbath  is  not  kept  always  presents  an  unfavorable 
contrast  to  the  condition  of  Christian  homes.  Dr.  Lowe,  of 
Berlin,  a  physician  in  very  extensive  practice,  states  that  in 
the  coux'se  of  his  practice  he  had  visited  9,000  Sabbathless 
homes,  homes  where  the  Sabbath  was  not  kept,  and  he  found 
in  every  case  slovenliness,  discord,  slip-shod  family  relations, 
no  family  life  in  fact,  but  wine  shop,  and  vice,  and  dissipation 
usurping  the  life  which  should  exist  in  the  family.  Sabbath 
rest  is  essential  to  the  head  of  the  family,  because  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  he  should  be  enabled  to  spend  one 
day  in  seven  with  his  family;  and,  if  good  homes  are  the 
bulwark  of  the  nation,  as  they  unquestionably  are,  then  any 
institution  which  is  calculated  to  piomote,  to  create,  to 
multiply  good  homes,  is  an  institution  which  is  not  incon¬ 
sistent  with  human  liberty,  but  one  that  should  meet  with  the 
approval  of  every  just  and  good  man.  Again,  laws  of  this 
kind  are  not  inconsistent  with  human  liberty  because  they 
prevent  crime.  The  groat  Daniel  Webster  said,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  this  matter  :  “  It  is  the  bulwark  of  liberty  because 
it  is  the  bulwark  of  morality.”  Where  no  such  laws 
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exist,  the  Sabbath  is  the  most  prolific  of  crimes  of  any 
day  in  the  week.  In  December,  1882,  the  police  of 
New  York  City  commenced  a  stringent  execution  of 
the  Sabbath  laws  in  that  city.  All  drinking  places 
were  closed,  all  infractions  of  the  law  were  vigorously 
suppressed,  and  the  consequence  was  that  tho  streets 
of  New  York  were  as  quiet  as  tho  streets  of  a  coun¬ 
try  villago,  and  tho  Monday  calendar  of  crime  was  very 
much  lighter  than  upon  days  when  the  Sabbath  law  had 
not  been  enforced  in  that  city.  Professor  Eosher,  the 
famous  political  economist  of  Leipzig,  Germany,  says  :  “  It 
is  a  characteristic  of  society  where  the  Sabbath  is  not 
observed  that  the  Sabbath  is  the  prolific  day  for  suicides 
among  women  and  Monday  for  suicides  among  men.”  The 
woman,  sad  and  neglected  at  home,  commits  suicide  on  the 
Sabbath ;  and  the  husband,  coming  home  from  a  Sunday’s 
saturnalia,  and  spending  a  blue  Monday,  is  likely,  if  he 
commits  suicide  at  all,  to  commit  it  on  that  day.  The 
special  Sabbath  Committee  of  the  English  Parliament 
in  1882,  said  :  “  It  appears  in  evidence  that  in 

each  trade,  in  proportion  to  the  desecration  of  the 
Lord’s  Day,  is  the  immorality  of  those  engaged 
in  it.”  S.  Cutter,  of  the  New  York  Prison  Associa¬ 
tion,  says :  “  Sabbath  desecration  is  almost  always  con¬ 

nected  with  crime  and  is  the  forerunner  of  it.”  He  also 
says  that,  out  of  every  hundred  men  incarcerated  in  the 
Massachusetts  state  prison,  at  least  ninety  of  them  are 
Sabbath-breakers.  Chaplain  Barnes,  of  that  prison,  says : 

“  When  a  church-goer  comes  to  prison,  it  invariably  makes 
a  sensation  among  the  prisoners.”  The  celebrated  judge, 
Matthew  Hale,  says  that  those  convicted  of  capital  crimes, 
when  he  was  on  the  bench  in  the  great  majority  of  cases,  con¬ 
fessed  that  the  commencement  of  their  career  of  crime  lay 
in  the  neglect  of  the  Sabbath;  and  Justice  Strong,  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  gives  utterance  to  the  same 
sentiments.  We  will  find  that,  wherever  the  cry  is  raised 
that  the  Sabbath  must  go,  it  is  a  hoodlum  cry,  that  it  is 
loudest  among  the  vile,  that  it  comes  from  the  class  opposed 
to  all  law,  human  and  Divine,  that  it  is  the  cry  of  the  nihilist,  of 
the  socialist,  aud  of  that  enemy  of  civilisation  the  dynamiter. 
The  basest  of  all  classes  are  the  classes  who  are  opposed  to 
the  restraints  of  the  Sabbath.  I  urge,  in  the  next  place, 
that  Sabbath  enforcement  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  human  liberty,  because  it  promotes  the  prosperity 
of  the  individual  and  the  prosperity  of  the  State.  We  have, 
in  fact,  tho  Divine  promise  that  “  in  the  keeping  of  my  com¬ 
mandments  there  is  great  reward.”  That  promise  is  always 
fulfilled.  In  keeping  these  commandments  there  is  great 
reward — great  reward  to  the  individual,  great  reward  to 
the  nation.  It  ensures  prosperity  in  the  one  case  and  in  the 
other;  and  it  will  be  found,  Sir,  that  the  best  moral  condi¬ 
tion  and  the  greatest  industrial  prosperity  are  always  in¬ 
separable.  It  will  be  found,  moreover,  that  every  non- 
Sabbath-keeping  country  in  the  world  is  comparatively 
poor.  If  we  compare  the  condition  of  England,  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  tho  British  Colonies,  the  condition  of  the  United 
States,  where  the  British  and  American  Sabbath  is  kept, 
with  the  condition  of  such  countries  as  China,  India,  Japan, 
Turkey,  Eussia,  Germany,  Italy  and  Spain,  and  the 
Spanish  American  States,  wo  will  find  sufficient  proof 
of  this  assertion.  I  notice,  next,  that  the  enforcement 
of  Sabbath  observance  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  of  human  liberty,  because  it  promotes  the  best 
interests  of  the  laborer  and  of  the  masses;  it  promotes,  in 
short,  the  greatest  good  to  the  greatest  number.  The  Sab¬ 
bath  is  the  day  of  rest;  it  is  the  law  which  gives  tho  labor¬ 
ing  man  one  day  in  Boven  as  a  day  of  rest;  it  is  the  law 
which  shields  him  from  the  merciless  exaction  of  capital, 
from  the  merciless  exactions  of  those  for  whom  he  labors. 
We  will  find,  Sir,  that  this  one  day  in  seven  is  a  natural 
arrangement.  Seven  was  the  sacred  number;  the  week  of 


the  ancients  was  a  week  of  seven  days.  Other  periods  of 
rest  have  been  tried.  Under  tho  French  Government,  in 
the  days  of  the  Eovolution,  the  Sabbath  was  abolishod,  and 
a  rest  of  one  day  in  ton  was  established,  and  experience 
proved  that  that  was  unnatural.  One  day  in  six  has  been 
tried,  one  day  in  eight,  and  one  day  in  nine.  One  day  in 
six  has  been  found  to  result  in  the  rest  coming  too  often. 
Wherever  the  day  of  rest  has  been  moro  seldom  than  ono 
day  in  seven,  experience  proves  that  it  does  not  come  often 
enough,  and  that  one  day  in  seven  is  the  natural  period  of 
rest.  And,  Sir,  it  is  a  law  of  nature  that  rest  is  required 
for  animals — rest  even  is  required  for  machinery.  In  fact, 
physicians  will  tell  you  that  a  cessation  of  medical  treat¬ 
ment  for  one  day  in  seven  in  almost  all  cases  produces 
beneficial  results.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  laboring  man  is 
deeply  interested  in  this  matter.  If  Sabbath  re¬ 
strictions  aro  observed  the  laboring  man  will  re¬ 
ceive  six  days’  pay  for  six  days’  labor;  but  if 
the  barrier  of  the  Sabbath  is  broken  down,  the  result  proves 
that  the  laboring  man  receives  six  days’  pay  for  seven  days’ 
labor  ;  that  the  day  of  rest  is  gone,  but  the  aggregate  of  tho 
man’s  earnings  is  not  increased.  This,  Sir,  is  always  the 
case.  It  is  well  known  that  the  tendency  now-a-iays  is  to 
over-production.  The  increased  facility  for  production,  by 
means  of  the  discovery  and  improvement  of  machinery, 
renders  it  difficult  to  keep  production  within  the  bounds  of 
the  demand ;  and  to  increase  the  laboring  days  from  six  in 
a  week  to  seven,  is  still  farther  to  aggravate  the  evil  of 
over-production  that  already  exists.  A  fisherman  of  New 
Eomney,  in  England,  when  on  examination  with  regard 
to  this  matter  of  labor  on  tho  Sabbath,  said  he  had  dis¬ 
covered  that  Sunday  fishing  kept  down  the  price  of  fish. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  philosophy  in  that  remark.  Sun¬ 
day  fishing  would  keep  down  the  price  of  fish.  Sunday 
labor  of  this  kind  is  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the 
laborer,  of  whatever  calling  the  laborer  may  be.  The 
celebrated  Louis  Blanc  says  : 

“  The  English  working  man  produces  as  much  in  56  tours  as  the 
French  working  man  does  in  72,  because  his  forces  are  better  husbanded, 
in  consequence  of  resting  one  day  in  the  seven.” 

The  celebrated  John  Stuart  Mill  says  : 

“  The  operatives  are  perfectly  right  in  thinking  that  if  there  was  no 
Sunday  rest,  seven  days’  work  would  have  to  be  given  for  six  days’  pay.” 

And  Paley,  long  ago,  put  the  same  truth  more  strongly, 
when  he  said  : 

“  An  addition  of  the  seventh  day’s  labor  to  that  of  the  other  six 
would  have  no  other  effect  than  to  reduce  the  price.” 

An  attack,  Sir,  upon  Sunday  rest  is  an  attack  upon  the 
interest  of  the  laborer,  because  Sunday’s  rest  is  the  poor 
man’s  blessing  and  the  poor  man’s  day.  To-day,  Sir,  in 
English-speaking  lands,  there  are  2,500,000  people,  to  say 
nothing  of  those  engaged  in  domestic  service  and  in  works 
of  necessity,  who  are  deprived  of  their  Sunday  rest — 
2,500,000  persons  who  are  deprived,  through  the  laxity  of 
the  laws  with  regard  to  this  matter,  of  that  great  blessing 
which  is  their  right.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  a  marked  contrast 
between  the  mode  of  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  in 
Anglo-Saxon  countries  and  upon  the  continent  of  Europe  ; 
and  those  who  wish  to  introduce  here  the  continental  Sab¬ 
bath  in  place  of  the  Sabbath  that  we  now  enjoy,  wish  to 
confer  upon  this  country  a  curse  rather  than  a  blessing. 
What  is  the  character  of  the  continental  Sabbath?  At 
most  an  hour  in  the  morning  is  given  to  mass,  and  the 
rest  of  the  day  is  dedicated  to  the  world,  the  flesh  and  the 
devil.  Horse-racing,  parades,  reviews,  pic-nics,  excursions, 
drinking,  dissipation — a  holiday  for  the  rich,  and  a  day  of 
toil  for  the  poor — these  are  the  characteristics  of  the  con¬ 
tinental  Sabbath.  Another  characteristic  is,  that  the  nations 
living  under  that  Sabbath  arm  yearly  sinking  into  immoral- 
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ity  and  into  crime.  A  very  satisfactory  pi'oof  of  this  will 
be  shown  by  a  comparison  of  the  morals  of  the  countries 
in  which  the  British  and  the  American  Sabbath  prevails, 
and  the  morals  of  countries  living  under  the  continental 
Sabbath.  Take,  as  a  criterion,  the  record  of  illegitimate 
births.  They  amount  to  4  per  cent,  in  London,  to  34  per 
cent,  in  Paris,  to  34  per  cent,  in  Brussels,  to  54  per  cent 
in  Vienna,  and  to  72  per  cent,  of  the  whole  number  in 
Rome,  against  4  per  cent,  in  England.  In  some  cities  of 
the  United  States  the  continental  Sabbath  has  been  intro¬ 
duced.  It  has  been  introduced  in  Chicago,  in  St.  Louis,  in 
Cincinnati  and  in  San  Francisco;  and  in  every  one  of  those 
cities  deaths  by  violence  are  more  numerous  in  proportion 
to  the  population  than  in  the  worst  governed  countries  in 
Europe,  except  Italy  and  Spain.  The  result  of  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  continental  Sabbath  into  those  cities  is 
perfectly  apparent.  Look  at  Cincinnati,  blood-stained  and 
murder-cursed,  with  the  worst  classes  of  the  population  in 
possession  of  the  city  government,  lawlessness  and  crime 
rampant  and  governing  that  city.  Who  are  the  champions 
of  the  continental  Sabbath?  Wherever  you  find  the 
liquor  dealer  you  will  find  one  there.  If  you  find 
a  gambler,  there  is  a  champion  of  the  continental  Sabbath, 
and  every  prostitute  is  also  a  champion  of  it.  Legislators 
of  tbe  type  of  Tweed  and  that  villainous  lot  of  New  York 
aldermen  who  controlled  the  city  under  his  regime — thes-e 
are  the  advocates  of  the  continental  Sabbath.  And  what, 
Sir,  are  the  characteristics  of  what  they  term  a  free  Sunday  ? 
It  is  a  Sunday  free  from  rest,  it  is  a  Sunday  free  from 
religion,  it  is  a  Sunday  free  from  mental  culture,  it  is  a  Sun¬ 
day  free  from  moral  improvement,  it  is  a  Sunday  free  for 
the  employer  to  compel  the  employee  to  labor  for  him. 
These  are  the  characteristics  of  the  free  Sunday,  of  tbe  con¬ 
tinental  Sabbath.  It  is  a  sign  of  the  march  of  im¬ 
provement  that  there  is  a  growing  discontent  with  the 
continental  Sabbath  in  Europe.  The  masses  are  beginning 
to  realise  that  that  mode  of  keeping  the  Sabbath  is  not  one 
conducive  to  their  welfare.  They  are  beginning  to  chafe 
and  grow  restive  under  it,  and  agitation  for  its  improvement 
is  rife  in  that  country.  Sabbath  societies  have  already  been 
formed  in  Milan,  in  Rome  and  in  Naples.  In  Germany  the 
Catholics  and  Lutherans  are  petitioning  the  Government  for 
a  better  ob.-ervance  ol  the  Sabbath  ;  and  the  Emperor  William 
of  Germany,  and  the  Grand  Duke  of  Baden,  and  the  King  of 
Wurtemburg,  expressed  sympathy  with  the  object  of  these 
societies.  Now,  surely,  I  have  given  evidence  enough  to 
show  that  the  continental  Sabbath  has  proved  to  be  a  curse 
rather  than  a  blessing  on  the  continent.  I  might,  Mr. 
Speaker,  spend  this  whole  night  in  giving  evidence 
from  great  men,  which  point  to  the  desirability  of  enforc¬ 
ing  Sabbath  observance.  I  will  give  a  few  of  them.  Black- 
stone  says:  “  A  corruption  of  morals  usually  follow  a  pro¬ 
fanation  of  the  Sabbath.”  De  Tocqueville:  “  Despotism  may 
govern  without  faith,  but  liberty  cannot.”  Mirabeau :  “  God 
is  as  necessary  as  liberty  to  the  French  people.”  La  Place : 
“  I  have  lived  long  enough  to  know  what  at  one  time  I  did 
not  believe,  that  no  society  can  be  upheld  in  happiness  and 
honor  without  the  sentiments  of  religion.”  George  Ban¬ 
croft:  “Certainly  our  great  united  commonwealth  is  the 
child  of  Christianity,  and  it  may,  with  truth,  bo  asserted 
that  modern  civilisation  springs  into  life  with  our  religion, 
and  faith  in  its  principles  is  the  life-boat  on  which  humanity 
has,  at  divers  times,  escaped  the  most  threatening  perils.” 
Franklin  :  “  What  are  laws  without  morals,  and  whence 
shall  we  got  morals  excopt  from  religion?”  Washington: 
“  Reason  and  experience  both  forbid  us  to  expect  that 
national  morality  can  prevail  in  exclusion  of  religious  prin¬ 
ciple”  Daniel  Webster:  “Tbe  longer  I  live  the  more 
highly  do  I  esteem  the  importance  of  the  proper  observance 
of  the  Christian  Sabbath,  and  the  more  grateful  do  I  feel 
towards  those  who  impress  its  importance  on  the  commu¬ 
nity.  Mr.  H.  Stewart,  in  an  address  at  the  Sabbath  Con- 
JTr,  Charlton, 
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vention  at  Rochester,  in  1842,  said :  “  Every  day’s  observa¬ 
tion  and  experience  confirm  the  opinion  that  the  ordinances 
which  require  the  observance  of  one  day  in  seven,  and  the 
Christian  faith  which  hallows  it,  are  our  chief  security  for 
all  civil  and  religious  liberty,  for  temporal  blessings  and 
spiritual  hopes.”  When  Sir  John  Sinclair  wrote  an  essay 
against  what  he  considered  a  Puritanical  observance  of  the 
Sabbath  in  Scotland,  his  friend,  Adam  Smith,  though  an 
apologist  for  Hume,  said:  “Your  book,  Sir  John,  is  very 
ably  composed,  but  the  Sabbath,  as  a  political  institution, 
is  of  inestimable  value,  independently  of  its  claims  to  Divine 
authority.”  Sabbath  observance  has  been  advocated  by  such 
men  as  Gladstone,  Disraeli,  Shaftesbruy,  Argyle,  Bright,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Garfield  and  thousands  of  others.  The  action  of  the  Bri¬ 
tish  Government  in  late  years  has  been  such  as  to  show  un  mis- 
takably  the  desire  of  the  ruling  classes  in  England  to  honor 
and  observe  the  Sabbath.  Three  times,  as  1  mentioned  a 
short  time  since,  has  the  British  Parliament  refused  to  con¬ 
sent  to  the  opening  of  the  British  Museum  on  Sunday.  The 
proposal  has  been  defeated  in  each  instance  by  an  over¬ 
whelming  majority.  In  the  House  of  Commons  it  was 
defeated  with  only  forty-eight  votes  in  the  affirmative,  and 
in  the  House  of  Lords  with  but  thirty-nine  in  the  affirma¬ 
tive.  When  the  Electrical  Exhibition  was  held  in  Paris  in 
1881,  the  English  and  American  Governments  united  in 
closing  their  exhibits  on  that  day,  and  Mr.  W.  W.  Atterbury, 
secretary  of  the  Mew  York  Sabbath  Association,  in  a  letter 
to  Secretary  Blain,  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
English  and  the  United  States  Governments,  at  the  time  of 
the  World’s  Exposition  in  London,  honored  the  day  by 
closing  their  exhibits,  and  ho  requested  Mr  Blaine  to  in¬ 
struct  the  American  Minister  at  Paris  that  the  same  step 
might  be  taken  with  respect  to  the  Electrical  Exhibition. 
This  is  Mr.  Blaine’s  reply: 

“  Department  of  State. 

“Washington,  July  18,  1881. 

‘  Sir — Your  letter  of  the  14th  instant,  calling  the  attention  of  this 
Government  to  the  propriety  of  respecting  the  Sabbath  in  the  American 
section  ‘if  the  International  Exhibition  of  Electricity,  which  is  soon  to  be 
held  at  Paris,  has  been  received. 

“  I  have  to  inform  you,  in  reply,  that  your  timely  suggestion  meets  with 
my  cordial  approval,  and  I  have  accordingly  instructed  Mr.  Morton,  the 
American  Commissioner-General,  and  Mr.  Walker,  the  Honorary  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Commissioner,  to  adopt  measures  to  secure  the  proper  observance 
of  the  Sabbath  in  the  American  section  of  the  Electrical  Exhibition. 

“  I  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

“JAMES  G;  BLAINE.” 

When  application  was  made  to  Senator  Hawley,  then 
president  of  the  Centennial  Exposition,  to  open  the  exhibi¬ 
tion  on  the  Lord’s  Day,  his  noble  answer  was:  “Before 
God,  gentlemen,  I  would  not  dare  to  open  the  Centennial 
gates  on  the  Sabbath.”  So  much  for  the  utterances  of  great 
men  upon  this  question.  With  respect  to  the  observ¬ 
ance  of  the  Sabbath  and  the  rulos  for  its  observance,  and 
the  tendency  to  set  those  rules  at  defiance,  a  new  element 
has  been  introduced  within  late  years.  That  new  element 
is  the  supposed  necessity  for  railway  work.  There  are 
906,000  railway  employees  in  Great  Britain,  the  United 
States  and  the  British  colonies,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  railway  authorities  with  respect  to  work  upon’ 
the  Sabbath,  at  least  one-half  of  those  900,000  are  constantly 
employed  on  the  Sabbath  day.  Their  employment  is  a 
matter  of  great  hardship.  They  are  subjected  to  loss  of 
their  weekly  rest.  The  consequence  is  a  deadening  of  moral 
influences,  and,  to  a  great  extent,  loss  of  self-respect. 
This  is  a  condition  of  things  which  does  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  railway  employees.  Nine  out  of  ten  feel  it 
is  a  great  hardship,  and  express  their  opinion  against  being 
compelled  to  work  on  the  Sabbath.  I  have  here  a  petition 
adopted  by  450  locomotive  engineers  of  the  New  York 
Central  Railway,  to  Mr.  Vanderbilt,  for  the  cessation 
of  Sunday  labor.  It  is  a  document  which  covers  the  whole 
ground,  and  I  will  ask  permission  from  the  House  to  read 
it.  In  this  document  these  railway  engineers  set  forth  to 
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this  railway  magnate  their  reasons  for  asking  for  a  cessa¬ 
tion  of  Sabbath  work.  They  point  out  the  evils  of  tho  sys¬ 
tem  under  which  they  are  required  to  perform  Sabbath 
labor.  After  pointing  out  how  the  running  of  trains  on 
Sunday  had  become  a  great  hardship,  they  continue : 

.  “  We  have  borne  this  grievance  patiently,  hoping  every  succeeding 
year  that  it  would  decrease.  We  are  willing  to  submit  to  any  reasonable 
privation,  mental  or  physical,  to  assist  the  officers  of  your  company  to 
achieve  a  financial  triumph  ;  but  after  a  long  and  weary  service,  we 
do  not  see  any  sings  of  relief  and  we  are  forced  to  come  to  vou  with  our 
trouble,  and  most  respectfully  ask  you  to  relieve  us  from  Sunday  labor, 
as  far  as  it  is  in  your  power  to  do  so.  Our  objections  to  Sunday  labor 
are  :  First — this  never-ending  labor  ruins  our  health  and  prematurely 
makes  us  feel  worn  out  like  old  men,  and  we  are  sensible  of  our  inability 
to  perform  our  duty  as  well  when  we  work  to  an  excess.  Second — that 
the  customs  of  all  civilised  countries,  as  well  as  all  laws,  human  and 
Divine,  recognise  Sunday  as  a  day  of  rest  and  recuperation;  and 
notwithstanding  intervals  of  rest  might  be  arranged  for  us  cn  other  days 
than  Sunday,  we  feel  that  by  so  doing  we  would  be  forced  to  exclude 
ourselves  from  all  church,  family,  and  social  privileges  that  other 
citizens  eDj  y.  Third — nearly  all  of  the  undersigned  have  children  that 
they  desire  to  have  educated  in  everything  that  will  tend  to  make  them 
good  men  and  women,  and  we  cannot  help  but  see  that  our  example  in 
ignoring  the  Sabbath  day  has  a  very  demoralizing  effect  upon  them. 
Fourth— because  we  believe  the  best  interests  of  the  company  we 
serve  as  well  as  ourselves,  will  be  promoted  thereby,  and  because  we 
believe  locomotive  eDg  neers  should  occupy  as  high,  social,  and  religious 
positions  as  men  in  any  other  callings.  We  know  the  question  will  be 
considered  :  How  can  this  Sunday  work  be  avoided,  with  the  immense 
and  constantly  increasing  traffic?  We  have  watched  this  matter  for 
the  past  twenty  years.  We  have  seen  it  grow  from  its  infancy  until  it 
has  arrived  at  its  now  gigantic  proportions,  from  one  train  on  the  Sab¬ 
bath  until  we  now  have  about  thirty  each  way  ;  and  we  do  not  hesitate 
in  saying  that  we  can  do  as  much  work  in  six  days,  with  the  seventh  for 
rest,  as  is  now  done.  It  is  a  fact  observable  by  all  connected  with  the 
immediate  running  of  freight  trains  that  on  Monday  freight  is  compara¬ 
tively  light ;  Tuesday  it  strengthens  a  little,  and  keeps  increasing  until 
Saturday  ;  and  Sundays  are  the  heaviest  of  the  week. 

“  The  objection  may  be  offered,  that  if  your  lines  stop  the  receiving 
points  from  other  roads  will  be  blocked  up.  In  reply,  we  would  most 
respectfully  suggest,  that  when  the  main  lines  do  not  run,  tributaries 
would  only  be  too  glad  to  follow  the  good  example.  The  question 
might  also  arise,  if  traffic  is  suspended  twenty-four  hours,  will  not  the 
company  lose  one-seventh  of  its  profits  ?  In  answer,  we  will  pledge 
our  experience,  health  and  strength,  that  at  the  end  of  the  year  our 
employers  will  not  lose  one  cent,  but,  on  the  contrary,  will  be  the  gain¬ 
ers  financially.  Our  reasons  are  these:  At  present,  the  duties  of  your 
locomotive  engineers  are  incessant,  day  after  day,  night  succeeding 
night,  Sunday  and  all,  rain  or  shine,  with  all  the  fearful  inclemencies 
of  a  rigorous  winter  to  contend  with.  The  great  strain  of  both  mental 
and  physical  faculties  constantly  employed  has  a  tendency,  in  time,  to 
impair  the  requisites  so  necessary  to  make  a  good  engineer.  Troubled 
in  mind,  jaded  and  worn  out  in  body,  the  engineer  cannot  give  his 
duties  the  attention  they  should  have  in  order  to  best  advance  his  em¬ 
ployer’s  interests,  We  venture  to  say,  not  on  this  broad  continent,  in 
any  branch  cf  business  or  traffic,  can  be  found  any  class  in  the  same 
position  a3  railway  men.  They  are  severed  from  associations  that  all 
hold  most  dear,  debarred  from  the  opportunity  of  worship,  that  tribute 
man  owes  to  his  God,  witnessing  all  those  pleasures  accorded  to  others, 
which  are  the  only  oasis  in  the  deserts  of  this  life,  and  with  no  pros¬ 
pect  of  relief.  We  a9k  you  to  aid  us.  Give  us  the  Sabbath  for  rest 
after  our  week  of  laborious  duties,  and  we  pledge  you  that,  with  a  sys¬ 
tem  invigorated  by  a  season  of  repose,  by  a  brain  eased  and  cleared  by 
hours  of  relaxation,  we  can  go  to  work  with  more  energy,  more  mental 
and  physical  force,  and  can  and  will  accomplish  more  work  and  do  it 
better,  if  possible,  in  six  days,  that  we  can  now  do  in  seven.  We  can 
give  you  ten  days  in  six  if  you  require  it,  if  we  can  only  look  forward 
to  a  certain  period  of  rest.  In  conclusion,  we  hope  and  trust  that,  in 
conjunction  with  other  gentlemen  of  the  trunk  lines  leading  to  the  sea¬ 
board,  you  will  be  able  to  accomplish  something  that  will  ameliorate 
our  condition.” 

This  memorial  from  the  locomotive  enginers  to  W.  H.  Van¬ 
derbilt  covers  the  entire  ground.  It  was  a  reasonable 
petition,  an  unanswerable  petition,  but  a  petition  which 
was  not  granted  by  that  magnate,  though  perhaps  the  time 
will  come  when  ho  will  answer  for  that  failure  to  do  his 
duty  to  his  men  in  a  court  where  the  great  railway  prince 
will  stand  on  the  same  level  with  the  poor  engine- 
driver.  There  are  some  hopeful  features,  with  regard 
to  railway  work  on  tho  Sabbath,  and  that  is  the  evidence 
lhat  almost  all  the  railway  managers  are  ill  at  ease 
with  regard  to  this  infraction  of  Sabbath  laws.  The 
editor  of  the  Chicago  Bailway  Age,  Mr.  E.  II.  Talbot,  in 
1883,  opened  a  correspondence  with  various  railway 
managers  throughout  the  United  States,  with  reference  to 
the  question  of  Sunday  railway  labor,  asking  their  opinions 
as  to  whether  the  evil  should  not  be  lessened,  and  as  to 


whether  Sunday  traffic  could  not  bo  abandoned.  Many 
of  these  replies  are  of  very  groat  interest — of  sufficient 
interest  to  warrant  me,  I  think,  in  troubling  the  House 
with  a  few  of  them.  I  bavo  ono  here  from  Mr.  L.  J. 
S.trgoanf,  traffic  manager  of  tho  Grand  Trunk  road.  Ho 
says  : 

“  Grand  Tronic  Railway  of  Canada, 

“  Traffic  Manager’s  Office, 

“  Montreal,  26th  May,  1883. 

“  To  the  Editors  of  the  Railway  Age  : 

“  I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  dated  21st  instant, 
addressed  to  Mr.  Hickson,  and  to  inform  you  in  reply,  that  it  is  not  the 
practice  of  this  company  to  run  passenger  trains  on  Sunday,  excepting 
for  the  purpose  of  completing  continuous  journeys.  Such  trains,  started 
on  Saturday  night,  are  permitted  to  go  through  to  destination. 

“  As  regards  freight  trains,  we  find  it  impracticable  to  suspend  that 
service  wholly  on  Sundays,  and  should  only  be  able  to  do  so  by  common 
agreement  between  all  railway  companies. 

“  On  the  whole,  it  is  conceivable  that  the  public  may  find  the  total 
suspension  of  trains  on  Sunday  not  to  their  benefit,  as,  for  instance,  in 
the  case  of  a  through  train,  which,  if  stopped  on  its  journey,  might  cause 
serious  inconvenience.  At  the  same  time  it  would  be  proper,  booh  in  the 
interest  of  railway  employees  and  for  the  general  benefit,  that  Sunday 
labor  should  be  kept  within  (he  smallest  practicable  limits. 

“  Yours  truly, 

“  L.  J.  SB  ARGBANT, 

“  Tragic  Manager .” 

Here  is  another  communication  from  the  manager  of  tho 
Northern  Pacific,  dated  St.  Paul,  16th  May,  188 J : 

“  The  next  question  is  :  Has  your  company  taken  any  action  towards 
diminution  ot  Sunday  labor? 

“I  answer  :  Not  officially,  but  it  is  understood,  as  the  wish  of  the 
management,  that  the  heads  of  departments  shall  reduce  the  amount  of 
Sunday  labor  in  their  respective  departments  as  far  as  practicable.  My 
opinion  is  most  decidedly  that  the  Sabbath  rest  is  an  absolute  necessity 
for  the  maintenance  of  mental  and  physical  vigor,  and  that  the  rule  of 
Sabbath  rest  cannot  long  be  violated  with  impunity.  Men  who  consci¬ 
entiously  favor  Sabbath  observance  are  likely  to  be  more  faithful  in  the 
performance  of  duty  than  those  who  are  not  troubled  with  conscientious 
scruples. 

“Yours  truly, 

“  H.  HAUPT, 

“ General  Manager. 

“  Editor  Railway  Age.” 

The  next  communication  was  from  Mr.  Ledyard,  president 
of  tho  Michigan  Central  and  tho  Canada  Southern  roads  : 

‘‘  Michigan  Central  Railroad  Company, 

“  Detroit,  Mich.,  May  14,  1883. 

“  To  the  Editors  of  the  Railway  Age: 

“  IJiave  your  letter  of  May  11,  relative  to  the  action  recently  taken 
by  the  president  of  the  Louisville,  New  Albany  and  Chicago  Railway 
Company,  in  ordering  the  suspension  of  all  trains  upon  the  Sabbath  day, 
and  note  your  request  that  I  shall  reply  to  certain  questions,  as  stated 
in  your  letter. 

“  1.  If  all  railroad  companies  competing  for  the  same  class  of  traffic 
from  and  to  common  points  were  in  accord,  it  would  be  practicable,  to 
a  very  large  extent,  to  abandon  the  running  of  railway  trains  on  the 
Sabbath  day.  The  chief  difficulty  is,  that  in  these  days  of  sharp  compe¬ 
tition  time  has  become  such  an  important  element  that  if  one  railroad 
compacy  would  voluntarily  cease  its  traffic  for  one  day  during  the  week  , 
while  others  continued,  it  would  lose  largely  thereby.  Yet,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  were  each  of  the  trunk  lines  to  absolutely  refuse  to  exchange 
traffic  of  any  kind  with  their  connections,  from  6  p.  m.  Saturday  until 
Monday  morning,  it  would  be  a  simple  matter  for  these  trunk  lines,  as 
well  as  for  their  western  connections,  to  so  arrange  the  movement  of 
traffic  as  to  practically  do  away  with  the  running  of  Sunday  trains. 

“  2.  There  is  no  question  as  to  the  desirability  of  prohibiting  Sunday 
work  on  railways.  The  law  of  nature,  to  say  nothing  of  the  higher  law, 
requires  that  man  should  have  rest  one  day  in  seven.  Is  there  any 
reason  why  a  railway  engineer  or  conductor  is  not  entitled  to  his  rest 
as  much  as  a  merchant  or  manufacturer  ? 

“  3.  This  company  has  endeavored  to  so  arrange  the  runs  of  its  train¬ 
men  and  engineers  as  to  bring  them  home  on  Sunday,  but  little  can  le 
done  in  that  direction  without  the  concerted  action  on  the  part  of  all 
companies  interested  in  the  same  traffic. 

“  4.  I  do  not  believe  at  the  end  of  the  year  the  loss  in  traffic  would 
be  appreciable,  were  all  Sunday  work  stopped,  and  in  the  better  morale 
of  the  men  the  railway  companies  would  be  abundantly  paid  for  doing 
away  with  work  on  this  day. 

“  Looking  at  the  question  from  either  a  moral  or  economical  stand¬ 
point,  no  candid  person  can  uphold  the  running  of  trains  on  Sunday. 
What  is  there  in  the  essence  of  a  railroad  company  different  from  any 
other  business,  which  will  require  an  exception  to  be  made  of  it  and  its 
employees  to  work  when  others  are  allowed  and  expect  rest  ? 

“The  effect  of  this  constant  and  never-ending  work  is  not  only 
injurious  to  the  men  themselves,  but  most  deplorable  to  their  families. 
If  it  is  true,  as  Lord  Bacon  says,  that  &  man  who  has  a  family  has  given 
a  hostage  to  fortune,  it  is  equally  true  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  live, 
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at  least,  part  of  his  time  with  those  for  whom  he  has  to  care,  and 
certainly  should  have,  at  least,  one  day  in  seven,  which,  under  our 
system  of  railway  labor,  he  cannot  have,  to  devote  to  his  own  and 
private  matters. 

“  I  am  glad  you  have  taken  the  matter  up,  for  I  believe  if  it  is  pre¬ 
sented  to  our  managers  in  the  best  light,  whether  from  a  moral  or 
economical  standpoint,  a  few  moments  reflection  will  show  to  each  of 
them  that  we  are  all  committing  a  fearful  mistake  in  allowing  the  con¬ 
tinuance  and  rapid  growth  of  this  Sunday  work. 

“  Yours  truly, 

“H.  B.  LEDYARD, 

“  President ." 

Following  is  a  short  communication  from  Mr.  Rutter,  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Now  York  Central.  He  says  : 

'  “  It  would  be  a  great  relief  lo  managers  and  employees  if  all  traffic  on 
our  railroads  could  cease  during  Sunday.  I  believe  that  every  man  is 
entitled  to  one  day’s  rest  in  a  week.  It  was  for  this  that  the  Sabbath 
day  was  created,  and  it  is  very  much  to  my  regret  that  I  feel  compelled 
to  say  that  the  stopping  of  Sunday  traffic  is  impracticable.  *  *  * 

“  It  is  hardly  necessarv  for  me  to  raise  all  the  questions  that  occur  to 
me  in  connection  with  this,  aud  I  can  only  say,  that  if  any  plan  can  be 
devised  for  the  stoppage  of  Sunday  work  on  railroads,  I  will  gladly  co¬ 
operate  in  it.” 

Next  follows  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bennett  H.  Young,  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Louisville,  New  Albany  and  Chicago  Railway 
Company,  who  hai  the  courage  to  totally  suspend  the 
Sunday  tx*affic  on  his  road,  with  the  exception  of  one  local 
mail  train.  It  is  a  letter  addressed  to  the  editor  of  the 
Railway  Aye ,  as  follows  : — 

“Some  weeks  since  I  felt  impelled,  by  various  reasons,  to  order  the 
discontinuancepipon  the;Louisville,New  Albanytand  Chicago  Railway,  as 
far  as  possible,  of  all  labor  on  the  Sabbath  day.  This  order  was  not  the 
result  of  an  impulse,  nor  was  it  issued  without  the  expectation  of  sharp 
criticism  and  even  UDkind  misconstruction  ;  it  was  made  because  I  con¬ 
sidered  it  right,  viewed  either  from  a  religious,  political  or  practical 
standpoint.  It  has  provoked  more  discussion  than  I  anticipated,  but  the 
expression  of  a  necessity  for  a  day  of  rest  on  the  part  of  other  railway 
managers  has  been  to  me  exceedingly  gratifying. 

“  While  admitting  that  this  is  an  age  of  intense  practicality,  and  that 
in  the  hurry  and  drive  of  the  present  of  our  country,  many  are  disposed 
to  forget  ail  other  considerations  than  those  of  gain,  this  discussion 
has  demonstrated  that  upon  one  ground  or  other  there  is  deep-seated 
in  the  minds  of  the  business  men  of  this  country  a  desire  to  observe  a 
day  of  rest.  For  one,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  consider  the 
Sabbath  a  Divine  institution,  and  that  a  disregard  of  the  day  is  a  violation 
of  God’s  command,  and  that  the  mere  fact  of  operating  a  railway  for 
public  necessity  is  no  excuse  for  the  dishonor  done  to  the  precept  of  our 
Maker. 

“  As  religious  bias  must  more  or  less  affect  particular  views  on  this 
subject,  many  would  be  disposed  to  put  aside  those  considerations  and 
demand  some  more  practical  argument  on  the  question.  In  the  dicussion 
of  so  broad  a  subject  points  can  only  be  stated. 

“  1.  Then,  I  suggest  that  without  a  day  of  rest  man  can  neither  enjoy 
health  nor  freedom.  The  Sabbath  is  essential  to  religion,  and  religion 
is  essential  to  freedom,  good  government  and  prosperity.  History  con¬ 
tains  no  example  of  a  free,  progressive  and  successful  people  who  did 
not  recognise  God.  No  thoughtful  man  can  controvert  the  statement 
that  religion  is  dependent  upon  the  observance  of  a  day  of  rest.  Blot 
out  the  Sabbath  in  this  country,  and  with  it  the  influences  of  religion 
for  a  period  of  fifty  years,  and  the  face  of  our  social,  moral  and  political 
condition  would  be  entirely  changed.  The  testimony  of  all  railroad 
men  in  this  discussion  has  shown  that  a  day  of  relaxation  or  rest  is 
essential  to  the  proper  andfaithful  discharge  of  the  duties  which  devolve 
upon  railway  employees ;  and  if  this  were  not  so,  human  experience  fully 
establishes  this  principle. 

“  2.  Whatever  may  be  the  religious  views  of  men,  it  has  been  univer¬ 
sally  conceded  that  religion  makes  a  man  better  qualified  for  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  every  duty,  and  that  in  every  sphere  in  which  he  acts  the 
impulse  of  a  Christian  life  is  for  good. 

“  It  railways  teach  their  employees  to  violate  the  Sabbath,  and  also 
with  it  to  violate  the  laws  of  the  State,  and  thus  dull  the  obligation  they 
feel  both  to  God  and  to  the  State,  they  must  necessarily  have  less 
respect  for  the  laws  of  the  railway  itself,  and  less  sense  of  obligation  to 
their  employers.  No  man  who  has  any  intimate  connection  with  rail¬ 
ways  can  fail  to  observe  the  lack  of  interest  on  the  part  of  the  employees 
in  the  corporate  welfare,  and  this  is  in  a  large  degree  attributable  to  the 
indifference  of  the  corporate  managers  themselves  to  the  rights,  privileges 
and  consciences  of  their  employees.  With  the  eradication  of  religion 
goes  all  idea  of  future  punishment,  and  this  renders  men  less  controllable 
and  less  amenable  to  reason.  Religion  is  a  safe-guard  for  property  as 
well  as  liberty.  One  church  is  worth  a  dozen  policemen  :  and  the  social 
and  moral  power  of  religion  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  devolving 
upon  men  is  simply  immeasurable. 

“  I  see  that  in  one  of  your  late  issues  it  is  rumored  this  order  of  mine 
will  be  rescinded.  I  have  only  to  say  that,  to  far  as  tried,  the  results  are 
more  than  satisfactory  ;  no  injury  or  loss  has  been  sustained  ;  the  em¬ 
ployees  have  in  many  ways  expressed  their  gratitude  and  thanks  for 
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this  privilege  which  has  been  extended  to  them  in  the  way  of  cessation 
of  work  on  Sunday  ;  and  that  so  long  as  I  remain  in  the  management  of 
the  road  no  charge  will  be  made. 

“  Truly  yours, 

“BEUNET  H.  YYODNG, 

“  President." 

Two  months  after,  the  Railway  Age  contained  an  editorial 
giving  the  results  of  this  action  of  the  manager  of  this  road 
— an  editorial  entitled,  “  T.wo  Months  of  Sunday  Observ¬ 
ance  :  ” 

“  The  two  months  which  have  passed  since  President  Young  issued  an. 
order  forbidding  the  running  of  Sunday  trains,  except  those  carrying 
mail,  on  the  Louisville,  New  Albany  and  Chicago  Railway,  have  been 
the  most  prosperous  of  any  in  the  history  of  the  road.  President  Yeung 
recently  telegraphed  :  ‘  Oar  June  business  has  been  larger  than  ever 
before,  and  the  aggregate  earnings  the  largest  on  record.’  While  the 
experience  of  one  railway  for  two  months  is  by  no  means  conclusive  of 
the  question  at  issue,  yet  it  certainly  tends  to  refute  the  position  taken 
by  so  many  managers,  that  a  single  railway  or  a  portion  of  the  railways 
of  the  country  cannot  afford  to  cease  Sunday  work,  and  that  Sunday 
observance  is  not  practicable  unless  all  railways  unite  in  it.  The  Louis¬ 
ville,  New  Albany  and  Chicago  road  has  discontinued  Sunday  traffic 
and  has  increased  its  business,  and  there  is  no  indication  that  its  earn¬ 
ings  for  May  or  June  are  one  dollar  less  than  they  would  have  been  if 
its  employees  had  been  worked  seven  days  in  each  week  The  results 
of  the  reform  inaugurated  by  the  management  of  this  important  line 
will  be  watched  with  great  interest.  While  the  religious  element  in  the 
problem  should  not  be  ignored  or  undervalued,  the  decisive  point  will 
doubtless  be  the  economical  results  of  the  experiment.  Meanwhile  it  is 
very  gratifying  to  know  that  the  host  of  employees  of  one  railway  in 
this  country  have  been  permitted,  during  bright  May  and  delicious  June, 
to  enjoy  the  sweets  of  Sunday  quietness  and  rest  without  doing  financial 
injury  to  any  one.” 

The  last  quotation  I  shall  give  with  reference  to  Sunday 
work  is  an  article  from  President  Samuel  Sloan,  of  the  Dela¬ 
ware,  Lackawana  and  Western  road.  This  is  a  road  which 
occupies  a  very  enviable  position  in  regard  to  Sunday  labor. 
It  is  a  road  in  which  the  late  William  E.  Dodge  was  largely 
interested,  and  which  has,  since  it  first  commenced  running 
trains,  scrupulously  abstained  from  Sunday  work.  It  is  a 
road  now  reaching  from  New  York  to  Buffalo,  with  western 
connections,  and  is  one  of  the  most  prosperous  in  the  United 
States.  Mr.  Sloan  s^ys  : 

“  It  seems  tome  that  all  railroad  managers  must  sympathise  with  efforts 
to  diminish  ‘Sunday  l&bjr, ’  now,  I  regret  to  see,  on  the  increase.  In 
my  judgment  the  necessity,  so  much  urged,  does  not  exist,  nor  do  the 
public  demand  from  railroad  management  more  work  than  ordinary 
labor.  Railroad  men  have  a  right  to  rest  one  day  in  seven  and  to  ob¬ 
serve  the  Sabbath  as  much  as  any  other  fellow-citizens.  It  must  be,  and 
is  conceded  by  all  interested,  that  health  and  good  discipline  are  pro¬ 
moted  by  this  rest.  Without  repeating  the  excellent  suggestions  made 
by  prominent  railroad  officials  in  the  foregoing  communications,  I  think 
that  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  for  the  Trunk  Line  Commission  to  take 
up  the  subject,  and  refer  it  to  a  committee  to  report  some  regulations  or 
agree  upon  certain  trains  lhat  may  be  deemed  necessary  to  meet  any 
reasonable  demands  of  competing  interests  or  the  public  wants  in  regard 
to  perishable  property. 

“SAMUEL  SLOAN, 

“  President." 

So  much  for  the  positions  and  opinions  of  railway  managers. 
The  quotations  I  have  made  from  a  great  mass  of  communi¬ 
cations  from  railway  managers  show  most  conclusively  that 
these  men,  as  a  rule,  feel  that  the  position  occupied  by 
the  corporations  in  the  United  Slates  is  not  a  desirable  one. 
They  evidently  feel  that  in  depriving  their  employees  of 
Sunday  rest,  and  in  transacting  the  great  mass  of  business 
transacted  on  the  Sabbath,  they  are  guilty  of  wrong-doing, 
and  many  of  them  feel  the  desire,  and  have  taken  steps  in 
the  direction  of  carrying  out  the  desire  they  feel,  to  lessen 
the  evil.  No  doubt  it  would  be  desirable  to  introduce  a  Bill 
upon  this  subject,  of  wider  scope  than  the  one  presented  to¬ 
night  to  this  House,  but  this  is  probably  impracticable.  All 
the  railways  in  Canada  have  absolute  control  over  their 
local  business,  and  the  forbidding  of  excursion  trains  on  tho 
Sabbath  will  not  imperil  the  interest  of  any  trunk  line  in  tho 
Dominion,  but  if  we  went  furthor  we  might  seriously  in¬ 
terfere  with  railway  corporations  whose  operations  are,  to  a 
great  extent,  through  business,  and  being  thus  intimately 
united  with  the  traffic  in  the  United  States,  the  co-opera¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  railways  would  be  required.  But 
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we  can  deal  with  the  question  so  far  as  the  Bill  now  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House  deals  with  it,  and  it  is  to 
prevent  this  form  of  Sunday  desecration,  theso  ex¬ 
cursions  by  railway  or  steamor,  that  this  Bill  is  introduced. 
Many  arguments  are  adduced  in  favor  of  Sunday  excur¬ 
sions.  They  are  said  to  be  conducive  to  health  and  rest, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  hardship  to  deprive  the  people  at 
large  of  the  privilege  of  going  upon  Sunday  excursions.  I 
propose,  for  a  few  moments,  to  examine  into  *tbat  assertion 
and  see  whether  it  rests  upon  adequate  grounds.  Best  and 
health,  1  think,  we  will  find  when  we  examine  into  this  ques¬ 
tion,  are  not  promoted  by  Sunday  excursions,  but  that  as  a 
rule  they  have  a  directly  opposite  effect.  So  far  from  promot- 
ing  health  and  rest,  they  are  often  drunken  saturnalias, 
resulting,  more  often  than  not,  in  riot  and  even  in  robbery 
and  murder.  Let  me  give  a  specimen  of  Sunday  excursions. 
It  is  rather  an  aggravated  specimen,  but  it  will  answer  as  a 
specimen  of  the  whole  class  : 

“  Ebeb  Liquor,  Sabbath  breaking  and  Murder.-— On  the  Sabbath, 
August  31st  1881,  in  the  afternoon,  a  barge  towed  by  a  steam  tug  made 
fast  to  a  pier  at  the  foot  of  West  Eleventh  street,  in  New  York.  She  had 
returned  prematurely  from  an  excursion  on  which  she  had  set  out  in 
the  morning.  Scarcely  were  her  lines  made  fast  when  a  crowd  of 
drunken  men  poured  hurriedly  ashore  and  rapidly  dispersed.  Many  of 
the  men  were  without  hats  or  coats,  and  the  faces  of  many  were  bruised 
and  bleeding.  The  dresses  of  the  women  were  disordered,  and  their 
l  air  fell  tangled  about  their  shoulders.  On  board,  the  evidences  of  a 
fierce  fight  were  everywhere  apparent.  The  deck  was  strewn  with 
broken  glass,  with  sandwiches  and  boiled  hams,  and  was  slippery  with 
ice  cream  and  beer.  In  the  cabin  the  dead  body  of  ajmiddle-aged  man 
lay  on  the  floor,  his  three  sons  sobbing  be3ide  him.” 

Then  it  goes  On  to  describe  the  excursion  of  the  employees 
of  the  Empire  steam  laundry,  Now  York.  They  were  going 
down  to  Linden  Grove,  on  Staten  Island,  for  rest  and 
health  ;  they  went  well  primed  with  whiskey  and  beer,  and 
were  not  long  out  when  the  men  became  infuriated  by 
liquor  and  engaged  in  a  free  fight,  in  which  the  women  also 
took  part.  A  poor  and  inoffensive  German,  who  had  charge 
of  the  lunch  counter,  being  unable  to  fill  twenty  orders  at 
once,  was  attacked  by  these  people  with  beer  bottles  and 
clubs,  mangled  dreadfully  and  beaten  into  an  almost  unre¬ 
cognisable  mass  of  flesh.  This  was  a  fair  specimen  of  Sun¬ 
day  excursions,  such  as  sail  every  Sabbath  day  from  New 
York  to  Coney  Island  and  Staten  Island.  The  Bev.  Mr. 
Crafts,  of  Now  York,  who  has  taken  great  interest  in  the 
Sabbath  question,  has  addressed  enquiries  to  a  great  number 
of  employers  in  various  parts  of  the  Union.  Ho  has  ad¬ 
dressed  enquiries  to  about  150  large  employer®  of  labor,  the 
object  of  these  enquiries  being  to  ascertain  whether  the 
employees  who  spend  the  Sabbath  in  this  way  or  the  church¬ 
going  employees  are  the  most  valuable  laborers,  and  the 
answers  are  almost  uniformly  to  the  effect  that  the  church- 
going  people  are  the  most  valuable.  One  employer, 
who  employs  200  men,  says,  “  Church  going  men  are 
25  per  cent,  more  effective  as  laborers  than  those  who  spend 
their  Sundays  in  Sunday  excursions.”  A  German  pastor, 
who  has  charge  of  a  large  church  in  New  York,  says : 

“  Those  who  spend  Sundays  in  pic-nics  require  all  day 
Monday  to  get  over  the  effects  of  their  recreation.”  The 
general  testimony  on  the  subject  is  that  Sabbath  observers 
and  church-goers,  whether  laborers,  mechanics,  merchants  or 
professional  men,  are  in  far  better  condition  to  enter  on  work 
when  they  spend  the  Sunday  in  church-going,  than  those 
who  spend  the  Sunday,  even  in  comparatively  innocent 
pleasure.  Pic  nics,  no  doubt,  are  tiresome,  while,  on  the 
contrary,  short  practical  sermons  are  restful.  Colonel 
Fairbanks,  of  the  standard  scales  business,  says  ; 

“Those  who  attend  church  and  Sunday  school-on  Sunday  are  the  most 
valuable  in  our  business.  I  can  tell  the  difference  betweea  them  and 
others  in  the  work  in  the  shop.” 

Church-goers  can  be  recognised  in  a  crowd,  for  they  are 
clean,  healthy  and  prosperous.  Mr.  Clem  Sttidenbarker,  the 
manager  of  a  very  extensive  wagon  factory  in  Ohio,  says : 


“My  observation  is  that  clerks  and  mechanics  who  spend  their 
Sabbath  in  church  and  Sabbath  school  work  are  the  best  fitted  for  the 
work  in  the  office,  or  in  the  shop,  on  Monday  morning.” 

The  celebrated  Hugh  Miller,  tho  groat  geologist  ia  Scot¬ 
land,  gives  the  following  very  interesting  description  of  the 
appearance  of  a  train  of  Sunday  excursionists  returning  to 
Edinburgh  after  a  day  in  the  country  : — 

“  There  did  not  seem  to  be  much  enjoyment  about  the  wearied  and 
somewhat  draggled  groups  ;  they  wore,  on  the  contrary,  rather  an  un¬ 
happy  physiognomy,  as  if  they  had  missed  spending  the  day  quite  to 
their  minds,  and  were  now  returning  sad  and  disappointed  to  the  round 
of  toil  from  what  ought  to  have  proved  a  sweet  relaxation  and  relief.  A 
congregation  just  dismissed  from  hearing  a  vigorous  evening  discourse 
would  have  borne  to  a  certainty  a  more  cheerful  air.” 

But  it  may  be  asked  what  reasons  may  be  given  for  sup¬ 
pressing  Sunday  excursions  ?  I  would  answer  that  they  are 
open  to  several  objections.  They  are  open  to  this  objection  : 
They  rob  one  class  of  employees  of  their  Sunday  rest  in 
order  that  they  may  minister  to  the  pleasure  of  others.  I 
refer  to  the  men  employed  upon  railway  trains  and 
steamers.  These  men  aie  prevented  taking  Sunday  rest 
in  order  that  the  passengers  by  train  or  steamboat 
may  enjoy  Sunday  pic-nics.  The  next  reason  is,  such 
excursions  are  fruitful  of  disorder,  vice  and  crime;  tho 
next  is,  because  such  excursions  invade  the  Sabbath 
quiet  and  morality  of  places  to  which  they  go,  and 
the  next  reason  is,  because  they  secularise  the  Sabbath, 
and,  by  breaking  down  its  sacredness,  they  prepare  for  the 
abolitiop.  of  the  rest  to  all  classes  that  the  Sabbath  is 
designed  to  give.  It  may  be  said  :  It  is  unnecessary  to  deal 
with  this  question  by  law ;  it  is  a  moral  matter ;  let  public 
sentiment  settle  it.  In  relation  to  that,  I  may  answer  that 
tho  Sabbath  cannot  be  preserved  without  law.  It  has  been 
found  necessary  to  put  laws  upon  the  Statute  Book  with 
regard  to  Sabbath  observance  in  England  since  826  ;  in  the 
fourth  century,  Constantine  passed  a  law  in  regard  to  Sabbath 
observance;  and  it  will  he  found  that,  whero  there  are  no 
Sabbath  laws,  there  is  practically  no  Sabbath,  The  Christian 
sentiment  of  Canada,  1  believe  the  universal  Christian  senti¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  is  in  favor  of  this  measure^  I  believe  I  am 
warranted  in  this  assertion  by  the  pastoral  letter  of  Arch- 
bishop  Taschereau,  by  the  utterances  of  His  Holiness  the 
Pope,  of  Cardinal  McClo.'key,  of  Archbishop  Gibbon,  of  the 
Bishop  of  Buffalo,  all  these  high  church  dignitaries  expressly 
prohibiting  Sunday  excursions  and  declaring  them  to  he 
mortal  sins.  I  am  warranted  by  the  concurrent  testimony 
of  the  Protestant  divines  in  this  country,  and  by  the  demand 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  Christian  people  of  this  country.  I 
am  warranted  in  saying  that  the  Christian  sentiment  of 
Canada,  of  all  sects  and  classes  of  believers,  asks  for  this 
Bill  from  this  House.  We  fortunately,  as  a  people,  enjoy  a 
very  high  character  with  respect  to  Sabbath  observance. 
It  is  said  that  the  city  of  Toronto  enjoys  the  proud  position 
of  being  the  city  of  all  the  cities  upon  the  face  of  the  globe 
where  the  Sabbath  is  observed  most  strictly ;  and  this  char¬ 
acteristic  applies  to  such  cities  as  Hamilton,  London,  in  a 
great  degree  to  such  cities  as  Ottawa  and  Montreal,  to 
the  cities  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  even  to  Quebec. 

An  hon.  MEMBEB.  Even  ? 

Mr.  CHABLTON.  Yes ;  tho  mode  of  spending  the  Sab¬ 
bath  in  Quebec  is  perhaps  not  quite  as  strict  as  in  Montreal 
or  in  Ottawa,'  but,  as  compared  with  other  cities  in  other 
countries,  there  is  not  a  city  in  tho  Dominion  of  Canada 
that  does  not  occupy  a  favorable  position  in  regard  to  the 
Sabbath.  Now,  we  have  a  right  to  ask,  with  all  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  testimony  from  the  various  prelatos  and  divines  in 
this  country  and  the  evident  pressure  of  public  sentiment 
in  this  respect,  that  this  Government  shall  do  all  it  can 
possibly  do  to  preserve  this  noble  record  which  this  country 
has,  and  I  have  the  honor  to  present  this  Bill  to  tho  House 
of  Commons  for  its  second  roading  to  night.  The  Bill  pro- 
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vides  simply  that  Sunday  excursions  by  steamboats  plying  for 
hi  re,  or  by  railway,  or  in  part  by  railway  and  in  part  by  steam¬ 
boat,  starting  and  returning  the  same  day,  shall  be  prohibited; 
aud  it  provides  a  penalty  of  $500  for  an  infraction  of  this 
law,  to  be  collected  upon  complaint  of  any  individual  in  the 
county,  city  or  town  from  which  the  excursion  starts,  one- 
half  of  the  penalty  to  go  to  the  informer  or  prosecutor  and  the 
other  half  to  the  municipality  of  the  county,  city  or  town 
in  which  the  action  is  brought.  The  Bill  does  not  apply  to 
ferries  or  to  steamboats  employed  thereon,  but  simply  and 
exclusively  to  excursions  by  steamboat  or  railway,  or  in  part 
by  steamboat  and  in  part  by  railway,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLEA.U.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  detain  this 
House  at  any  length  and  to  discuss  the  different  points,  to 
analyse  or  to  criticise  the  different  quotations  that  the  hon. 
gentleman,  in  his  learned  essay  on  the  Lord’s  Lay  and  the 
day  of  rest,  has  been  giving  to  the  House  for  the  last  few 
minutes.  I,  as  all  in  this  House  must  have  like  myself, 
admired  the  earnestness  of  the  hon.  member,  his  researches, 
his  deep  conviction  on  the  subject  that  he  has  so  cleverly 
treated.  The  Lord’s  Lay  and  the  day  of  rest  are  the  conse¬ 
quences  of  tho  law  of  labor  which  was  imposed  upon 
humanity  and  which,  drawing  man  towards  tho  earth  that 
he  was  obliged  to  till,  made  his  eyes  not  to  look  towards 
heaven  but  to  look  to  the  ground  where  he  had  to  work; 
and,  as  a  relief  from  that  first  servitude,  the  Lord  said  that 
at  least  one  day  out  of  the  seven  days  of  the  week,  or  at 
certain  hours,  man  should  have  not  only  the  privilege,  but 
that  the  order  should  be  given  to  him,  to  raise  his  fore¬ 
head,  to  raise  his  eyes  to  heaven  and  to  think  of  Him  who 
had  punished  him  and  who  might  also  save  him  and  his 
posterity.’  Nobody  can  deny  the  good  of  the  institution. 
It  is  of  Divine  institution.  No  one  can  deny  the  good,  in  a 
humanitarian  sense,  which  proceeds  from  that  law  of  having 
man  to  rest  one  day.  The  law  of  nature  would  require  it. 
Constant  labor  would  not  be  good  for  tho  good  working¬ 
man.  I  have  admired,  and  I  have  agreed  with 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  all  those  whom  ho  has 
quoted,  in  saying  that  tho  best  workingman  is  the 
man  who  has  taken  his  good  rest  during  the  Sunday, 
who  has  attended  to  his  religious  duties,  and  who,  on  Mon¬ 
day,  goes  back  to  his  work  with  his  heart  light,  with  his 
mind  not  taken  up  with  any  bad  ideas,  but  ready  to  begin 
again  the  execution,  tho  fulfilment  of  that  law  of  labor 
which  is  part  of  the  law  of  tho  salvation  of  man.  I  have 
been  not  astonished  but  pleased  to  see  the  numerous  quota¬ 
tions  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  must  say  that  the 
authority  of  many  of  them  might  be  perhaps  contradictory 
if,  on  the  application  of  the  principle  which  is  involved,  we 
were  to  come  to  the  orders  and  prescriptions  given  by 
those  whose  authority  he  has  quoted.  We  have  had  from  the 
Genesis  to  Mirabeau.  The  authorities  are  not  very  similar 
in  their  moral  tone,  perhaps,  but  it  appears  they  came 
to  the  same  point.  We  have  had  from  Mr.  Louis  Blanc  as 
from  the  Pope.  They  are  not  exactly  nearly  related.  We 
have  had  a  good  many  of  them;  but  to  what  does  all  that 
tend  ?  It  tends  to  say  a  thing  that  nobody  contests — that 
there  should  be  a  day  of  rest,  that  there  should  be  a 
day  of  prayer  in  the  week.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
that  law  is  necessary  to  make  Sunday  observance  one  of 
tho  institutions  of  this  world.  I  regret  it.  I  regret  that 
the  policeman  should  be  required  to  force  a  man  to  under¬ 
stand  the  Divine  commands  of  his  Master.  I  would  be 
sorry  to  see  that  the  policeman  is  necessary  to  make  people 
understand  that  the  man  is  not  a  brute,  and  that  even  for 
the  brute  rest  is  necessary.  Then  these  two  principles  are 
not  at  all  contested,  of  the  day  of  prayer  and  the  day  of 
rest.  Shall  we,  by  a  law,  prescribe  what  is  a  day  of  rest  ? 
My  hon.  friend  cannot,  more  than  I  could  or  anybody  in  this 
House,  say  what  a  day  of  rest  must  be.  One  would  like  to 
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rest  in  one  manner;  another  prefers  another  manner.  One 
would  like  to  rest  sitting  in  his  own  house ;  another  prome¬ 
nading  outside.  One  may  think  that  reading  a  book,  be  it 
the  Holy  Book  or  be  it  only  any  other  book,  in  one’s 
house,  closeted  in  one’s  room,  is  not  perhaps  as  right  a  way 
of  having  a  good  day’s  rest  as  taking  outside  the  fresh  air, 
either  on  the  river,  or  in  a  promenade,  or  even  a  drive. 
The  manner  in  which  this  rest  should  be  taken  is  prescribed, 
and  the  direction  for  it  are  given  by  those  who  have  tho 
morality  of  the  people  in  charge ;  that  task  does  not  belong 
to  us.  In  the  next  place,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  rule  ought  we 
to  follow  in  the  religious  observance  of  Sunday  ?  Here  again 
wo  cannot  agree  in  this  House,  and  fortunately  we  are  not 
called  upon  to  discuss,  still  less  to  decide,  that  question.  I 
am  one  of  those  members  of  the  House  who  cherish  most 
deeply,  in  a  mixed  community  liko  ours,  tho  liberty 
of  conscience,  of  creed  and  religion.  On  every  proper 
occasion  I  have  stated  that  whatever  was  the  creed  or 
tho  religious  opinion  of  my  fellow-countrymen,  I  would 
respect  it.  But  if  we  were  to  frame  a  law  for  the  compulsory 
observance  of  the  Sunday  wo  would  be  infringing  upon  liberty 
of  conscience,  and  if  we  were  to  adopt  the  principle  involved 
in  tho  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend,  we  should  also  infringe 
civil  liberty.  I  cannot  consent  that  he  shall  dictate  to  me 
what  is  the  true  and  proper  way  of  observing  the  Sunday. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  best  workman  is  the  man  who 
attends  the  Sunday  school  and  reads  his  Bible  on  Sunday. 
If  he  does  that  on  Sunday  he  certainly  does  a  good  thing. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  very  good  workingmen,  fathers 
of  families,  who  have  brought  up  their  children  in  the  fear  of 
God,  and  in  the  spirit  of  obedience  to  the  laws  of  the  country ; 
and  these  men,  after  attending  mass  for  an  hour  and  listening 
to  a  sermon — not  always  so  loDg,  perhaps,  as  the  lecture 
we  havo  heard  to-night,  but  as  good  and  as  sound — did  not 
think  they  were  offending  their  Maker,  because  they  after¬ 
wards  enjoyed  a  few  hours  recreation  and  passed  the 
day  as  they  did  in  the  good  old  times  whose  praises 
have  been  sung  by  men  who  were  the  friends  of  morality, 
when  we  read  of  tho  parson  who,  on  coming  out  of 
church,  would  stop  to  listen  to  the  fiddlo  and  to  watch 
the  boys  and  girls  dancing  on  the  green.  These  peo¬ 
ple  were  just  as  good  tillers  of  the  land,  just  as  industrious 
and  just  as  good  fathers  of  families  as  those  who  pass  the 
day  reading  the  Bible  in  their  houses.  Far  from  my  mind 
is  it  to  find  fault  with  those  who  believe  that  the  latter 
mode  is  the  best,  but  it  is  largely  a  question  of  taste. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  a  description  of  a  Sunday 
whiskey  excursion  in  New  York,  from  which,  however,  I 
do  not  think  our  country  is  threatened  at  the  present  time. 
Surely,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  ought  not  to  judge  a  question 
of  this  kind  by  an  example  which  is  exceptional  even 
in  the  country  from  which  it  is  taken.  I  have  read 
in  books  trustworthy  statements  that  at  certain  so-called 
religious  meetings,  an  excitement  prevailed  at  certain 
moments  which  was  anything  but  religious  in  its  nature. 
I  do  not  believe  all  that  is  said  about  revivals,  but  I 
do  believe  that  at  somo  of  these  meetings  things  take 
place  which  are  certainly  not  edifying  to  those  who 
witness  them.  But  we  havo  no  right  to  judge  of  the 
opinions  and  convictions  of  the  people  who  are  attend¬ 
ing  these  meetings.  Revivals  may  not  always  be 
quito  free  from  harm,  but  still  I  would  not  ask  for 
legislation  to  regulate  them.  Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  wo 
are  not  able  to  decide  upon  the  true  and  precise  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  Lord’s  command  with  reference  to  the 
observance  of  Sunday,  I  think  we  are  hardly  able  to  decide 
that  point  by  legislation  in  this  House.  I  may  be  told,  per¬ 
haps,  that  wo  are  not  asked  to  make  such  a  definition.  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  we  accept  this  Bill  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
not  go  farther.  If  we  say  in  this  House  that  steamboat 
and  railway  excursions  shall  bo  prevented  on  Sunday,  why 
may  wo  not  say  that  no  one  shall  go  outside  his  own  house 
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on  Sunday  ?  We  might  as  well  say  to  the  citizens  that  the 
observance  of  the  Divine  command  forbids  him  to  walk  out¬ 
side  his  house,  or  to  play  music  on  Sunday,  or  to  do 
many  other  things  which  people  think  they  have  a  right 
to  do.  It  would  be  a  violation  of  their  liberty  to  do  this. 
Now,  Sir,  our  federal  constitution  has  settled  this  matter 
for  us,  and  we  are  fortunately  precluded  by  that  instrument 
from  legislating  in  reference  to  it.  In  order  to  ensure 
that  harmony  which  should  prevail  in  a  community  like 
ours,  composed  of  various  creeds  and  nationalities,  a  com¬ 
munity  that  has  grown  to  be  so  strong  and  so  prosperous, 
those  who  framed  our  constitution  have  provided  that  mat- 
,  ters  like  this  should  be  left  to  the  Provincial  Legislatures,  and 
that  the  Federal  Parliament  has  no  right  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  those  rights  which  belong  first  to  the  family, 
second  to  the  municipality  and  thirdly  to  the  Province. 
I  say  that  this  proposition  infringes  the  religious  rights,  it 
infringes  the  municipal  rights  and  the  municipal  liberties 
of  the  citizens ;  and  I  know  that  t  am  not  speaking  alone 
when  I  say  that  it  infringes  on  provincial  liberty.  If  the 
people  of  Ontario  or  of  any  other  Province  desire  to  observe 
Sunday  in  a  particular  way,  let  them  enjoy  that  right ;  cer¬ 
tainly  I  have  no  desire  to  interfere  with  them.  But  I  cannot 
see  what  right  a  majority  in  this  House  have  to  say  to  the 
people  of  Quebec,  for  instance,  that  they  have  no  right  to 
run  a  railway,  on  Sunday,  from  one  part  of  the  Province  to 
another,  or  to  run  a  steamboat  from  the  city  of  Montreal  to 
St.  Lamberts  or  Longueuil,  or  from  the  city  of  Quebec  to 
the  Island  of  Orleans,  or  the  Falls  of  Montmorency,  or 
Levis  or  St.  Romuald.  Let  each  city,  each  corporation, 
each  Province,  make  its  own  regulations.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  that  preventing  a  man  from  having  his  rest  on 
Sunday  is  to  take  away  the  liberty  of  the  laborer,  who  has  a 
right  to  one  day’s  rest  in  seven  ;  that  it  is  an  attack  upon 
the  law  of  labor  to  deprive  the  laborer  of  his  day  of  rest. 
He  has  gone  further ;  he  has  said  that  Sunday  was  the 
great  school  of  the  poople,  and  that  the  question  of  the 
observance  of  Sunday  was  one  of  the  greatest  educational 
questions  that  could  be  brought  before  this  Parliament. 
Certainly,  I  believe  that  the  people  ought  to  be  educated 
in  the  observance  of  Sunday,  and  perhaps  I  would 
go  further  than  my  fellow-countrymen  generally  go 
in  that  sense.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  city  of 
Toronto  was  known  all  over  this  Dominion  as  the  queen 
city  for  the  observance  of  Sunday,  and  he  could  not  help 
saying  also  that  Ottawa  was  remarkable  for  this,  and  so  was 
Montreal  and  Quebec.  I  am  sorry  he  did  not  mention  the  city 
of  Three  Rivers,  represented  in  this  House  by  my  colleague 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works.  I  am  sure  if  he  omitted 
to  mention  Three  Rivers,  it  was  through  a  slip  of  the  tongue 
or  forgetfulness  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  member.  We 
do  not  want  a  law  when,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated, 
the  highest  religious  authorities  are  already  endeavoring  to 
prevent — what  ? — not  to  say  that  such  a  thing  is  a  crime  ; 
not  to  say  that  amusement  on  Sunday  is  a  sin,  but  to  say 
that  excursions  where  whiskey  and  its  immoral  accessories 
prevail,  are  excursions  which  should  not  only  be  discoun¬ 
tenanced  but  should  be  forbidden,  and  forbidden  under  the 
most  heavy  penalties  of  the  Church.  The  law  has  nothing 
to  do  with  that  matter,  except  as  regards  the  keeping  of 
the  public  peace.  If  the  people  are  educated  in  this  matter, 
there  is  no  need  of  law ;  we  can  safely  trust  to  the  religious 
authorities  for  the  good  work  of  teaching  their  people  the 
due  observance  of  Sunday.  I  understand  the  motive  of  the 
mover  of  this  resolution,  and  far  from  blaming  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  I  think  that,  from  this  discussion,  a  great  deal  of 
good  will  come.  I  think  it  is  well  that  it  should  be  known 
throughout  the  land  that  here  the  legislators  are  thinking 
of  this  desirable  result,  the  observance  of  the  Lord’s  Day, 
a  day  of  rest  after  the  week’s  labors.  It  is  desirable  that  the 
people  should  know  that  the  representatives  whom  they 
have  sent  here  to  make  the  laws  of  the  country  have  not 
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been  forgetting  this  matter ;  and  it  is  pleasant,  I  must 
say,  to  see  a  layman  rising  in  his  place,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  done,  to  come  and  assist  in  the  crusade  which 
archbishops,  bishops,  priests  and  clergymen  havo  entered 
upon,  not  of  prohibiting  outdoor  exercise  on  Sunday,  but 
of  seeking  to  suppress  abuses.  I  invite  those  who  are 
generally  exceedingly  particular  on  the  question  of  the 
rights  of  the  different  Provinces  to  support  me  in  saying 
that  this  legislation  is  not  such  as  comes  within  the  power 
of  this  Parliament,  and  that  each  Province  should  attend 
to  it  for  itself.  I  cannot  resume  my  seat,  Mr.  Speaker, 
without  referring  to  something  that  has  been  said  by  tho 
hon.  member.  Ho  has  allowed  himself  to  be  carried  a 
little  too  far.  For  instance,  in  his  comparison  of  the  dif¬ 
ferent  countries  of  the  world  whore  Sunday  observance 
was  the  rule,  and  those  countries  where  there  was  no 
Sunday  observance,  some  remarks  have  been  made 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  could  have  omitted.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  referred  generally  to  Sunday  observance 
in.  Ecgland.  I  havo  not  travelled  much,  but  I  have  been 
in  London  a  few  Sundays,  and  I  have  never  seen 
so  many  trains,  in  any  other  city  in  Europe  where  I  havo 
travelled,  as  left  tho  English  metropolis  on  that  day.  I 
am  perfectly  sure  that  there  was  no  increase  of  crime 
engendered  by  those  excursions,  which  had  for  their  pur¬ 
pose  and  object  to  give  fresh  air  to  those  who  had  worked 
hard  all  the  week  long  in  the  unhealthy  districts  of  the 
great  city.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  endeavored  to  show 
by  statistics  the  increase  of  crime  in  countries  where  Sun¬ 
day  was  not  observed  after  the  manner  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  1  must  say  that  statistics  of  the  kind  he 
submitted  to  the  House  are  very  fallacious.  The  amount 
of  crime  in  certain  countries  on  the  continent  of  Europe  is 
not  duo  and  cannot  be  ascribed  to  outdoor  excursions  on 
Sunday.  I  desire,  in  conclusion,  again  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  hon.  members  of  this  House  to  the  fact  that  such 
legislation  as  is  proposed  does  not  belong  to  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  but  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  different  Provinces.  If 
it  is  intended  to  regulate  the  religious  observance  of  the 
Sabbath,  it  belongs  to  the  church  authorities  or  to  the 
family,  and  we  should  not  interfere.  If  it  is  to  prevent 
accidental  misbehavior  and  preserve  peace,  it  becomes  a 
police  and  municipal  regulation  that  belongs  to  municipal 
corporations.  If  it  is  to  regulate  the  relations  of  master 
and  servant,  or  to  protect  the  laboring  classes,  it  affects 
civil  rights  ;  and  the  subject  is  one  that  belongs  to  Provin 
cial  Legislatures.  I  think  the  measure  is  ultra  vires,  and 
we  would  not  act  in  accordance  with  constitutional  princi¬ 
ples  in  legislating  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
brought  in  this  Bill  can  fairly  be  charged  with  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House  unnecessarily,  in  proving  what  we  are 
all  ready  to  admit,  the  wisdom  of  Sunday  observance,  on 
economical,  to  say  nothing  of  religious  grounds,  I  think  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  transgressed  in  another  direction. 
The  gist  of  bis  argument  is  this  :  You  must  not  infringe 
the  liberty  of  the  subject  by  any  such  legislation  as  is  pro¬ 
posed.  I  contend  that  this  legislation  in  no  sense  tends 
to  impair  the  liberty  of  the  subject.  All  it  does  is  to  say 
that  one  particular  thing  shall  not  be  done,  not  because  it 
might  not  be  desirable  in  many  cases,  and  attended  some¬ 
times  with  advantage,  but  because  it  will  necessarily  bring 
with  it  certain  specified  evils,  which  the  oountry  has  a  per¬ 
fect  right  to  legislate  against.  If  the  argument  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  worth  anything,  and  can  fairly  be 
pushed  to  anything  like  its  logical  conclusion,  we  might 
just  as  well  say  that  Parliament  should  not  legislate  against 
selling  liquor  on  Sunday,  and  in  other  directions  for  the 
observance  of  Sunday.  The  hon.  gentleman  entirely  failed 
to  catch  the  point  of  the  Bill,  and  his  argument  will  fail  to 
convince  hon.  members  that  this  measure  should  be  rejected 
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on  the  special  ground  adduced  by  him.  There  is  one  point 
which  may  be  fairly  considered.  We  all,  naturally, 
when  we  argue  a  question  of  this  kind,  look 
for  an  example  to  Great  Britain,  where  there 
has  been  legislation  for  many  years,  where  there  is  a  very 
large  population,  and  where  there  are  conditions  in  many 
respects  similar  to  ours, and  in  many  other  respects  entirely 
dissimilar.  All  these  measures  are  matters  of  compromise, 
and  the  arguments  in  regal'd  to  them  cannot  be  pushed  to 
their  legitimate  conclusions  ;  otherwise,  it  is  impossible  to 
avoid  coming  to  an  absurdity  whichever  way  you  push  the 
argument.  But,  in  regard  to  England,  and  London  par¬ 
ticularly,  we  easily  see  the  difference  in  the  position  of  the 
people  there  and  the  people  in  this  country.  In  London 
the  population  is  as  large  as  the  whole  population  of  this 
country;  it  is  crammed  together  within  a  very  small  com¬ 
pass,  and  Sunday  trains  may  be  necessary  in  order  to  allow 
people  to  get  out  into  the  country.  There  are,  moreover, 
a  large  number  of  inhabitants  who  otherwise  would  find  it 
impossible  to  obtain  that  advantage.  It  may  be  proper,  in 
such  a  case,  to  make  a  compromise  in  that  direction. 
You  may  say  the  advantages  are  greater  than  the  disad¬ 
vantages  that  follow.  But  can  it  be  said  that  the  residents  of 
our  towns  and  cities  require  Sunday  trains  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  obtain  that  recreation  which  is  necessary  to  health, 
and  which  people  are  reasonably  entitled  to  enjoy?  There 
is  no  analogy  between  the  two  cases.  It  is  a  matter  of  com¬ 
promise,  whichever  way  you  put  it,  and  a  compromise  which 
is  legitimate  and  proper  in  the  case  of  London,  Liverpool, 
Manchester  or  Glasgow,  is  not  reasonable  when  we  come  to 
apply  it  to  the  towns  of  this  country.  The  principal  objec¬ 
tions  to  what  this  legislation  seeks  to  prohibit  are  two :  first, 
we  cannot  grant  to  those  who  enjoy  the  pleasures,  if 
pleasures  thoy  are,  of  Sunday  excursions,  without  at 
once  trenching  on  the  liberty  of  the  subject  in  another 
direction,  because  the  employees  of  railways  and  steam¬ 
boats  tell  you  that  in  order  to  run  those  trains  and 
work  those  steamboats  you  deny  them  Sunday  rest, 
and  infringe  on  their  liberty  as  much  as,  in  the 
other  case,  you  would  infringe  on  other  people’s  liberty. 
For  the  sake  of  giving  a  possible  advantage  to  a  certain 
number  you  inflict  a  disadvantage  on  a  certain  other  num¬ 
ber.  Here  is  another  question  of  compromise.  You  must 
distinctly  and  clearly  establish  that  the  benefits  you  confer 
are  less  than  the  wrongs  you  inflict,  before  the  House  is  jus¬ 
tified  in  saying  that  a  Bill  of  this  country  should  not  be 
passed.  The  condition  of  our  people  does  not  require  such 
a  compromise,  and  there  is  no  necessity,  as  regards  the  gen¬ 
eral  welfare  of  the  community, that  a  certain  number  of  per¬ 
sons  should  be  compelled  to  violate  their  consciences,  and  be 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  with  every  other  class  of  labor. 
I  think  this  is  the  principal  point  we  should  consider;  at 
any  rate,  it  is  one  important  point,  and  it  weighs  with  me 
very  strongly.  The  other  point  to  which  I  allude  is  this, 
that  it  is  a  dangerous  thing,  in  legislation  of  this  kind,  to 
know  exactly  where  to  stop.  If  you  once  admit  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  steamboats  or  railways  running  pleasure  or  excur¬ 
sion  trains,  you  do  not  know  where  it  will  land  you.  This  is 
the  great  argument  which  was  brought  up  in  England 
against  doing  that  which  would  have  been  an  exceedingly 
beneficial  thing  in  itself,  that  is,  the  opening  of  museums 
and  other  such  places  of  amusement  on  Sundays.  It  was 
felt  in  England  and,  I  am  sure,  many  hon.  members  and 
many  other  people  will  feel  the  same  thing  here,  that  the 
moment  you  allow  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  guide  your  legislation  in  this  matter,  there  is  no 
knowing  how  far  it  will  lead  you;  and  as  there  is  no  cor¬ 
responding  advantage  to  be  gained,  compared  with  the 
positive  evils  which  may  arise,  it  is  better  for  us  to  take 
early  steps,  such  as  it  is  proposed  to  take  by  the  very  rea¬ 
sonable  provisions  of  this  Bill,  to  prevent  that  being  done 
which  otherwise  is  very  likely  to  be  done.  For  those  rea  I 
Mr.  O’Brien, 


sons,  on  those  two  grounds,  altogether  irrespective  of  other 
considerations  and  the  common  arguments  as  to  Sabbath 
observance,  I,  for  one,  shall  heartily  support  tho  Bill  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton). 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  introduced  this  Bill  has  been  addressed  to 
the  whole  subject  of  Sabbath  observance,  but  the  Bill  is 
confined  to  only  one  branch  of  that  question.  The  first 
clause  provides : 

“  Sunday  excursions  by  steamboats  plying  for  hire,  or  by  railway,  or 
in  part  by  any  such  steamboat  and  in  part  by  railway,  and  having  for 
their  only  or  principal  object  the  carriage  of  Sunday  passengers  for 
amusement  or  pleasure  only,  and  to  go  and  return  on  the  same  day,  by 
the  same  steamboat  or  railway,  or  any  other  owned  by  the  same  per¬ 
son  or  persons  or  company,  shall  be  unlawful  and  shall  not  be  deemed 
a  lawful  conveying  of  travellers,  within  the  meaning  of  any  statute  of 
Canada,  or  of  any  Province  of  Canada,  permitting  the  conveyance  of 
travellers  on  the  Lord’s  Day.” 

The  second  clause  goes  on  to  say  that  the  owners  shall  be 
liable  to  be  sued  in  a  civil  court  by  civil  action  for  a  large 
sum  of  money,  and  this  sum  is  recoverable  in  any  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction,  in  the  place  in  which  the  steamboat 
or  train  employed  on  the  excursion  started,  or  through 
which  it  passed,  or  at  which  it  stopped,-  and  the  money 
i-ecovered  shall  be  divided,  one  moiety  to  go  to  the  plaintiff, 
and  the  other  moiety  to  the  municipality  of  the  city,  town, 
village  or  place  from  which  the  unlawful  excursion  started. 
The  Bill  is  limited  to  excursions,  and  it  is  provided  that 
such  conveyances  shall  be  considered  to  be  unlawful,  and 
that  the  owners  of  them  shall  be  subject  to  a  civil  action. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  constitutional  point  taken  by  tho 
Secretary  of  State  is  a  good  one;  that  this  is  a  matter 
affecting  civil  rights.  If  Parliament  should  take  the 
responsibility  of  declaring  that  such  excursions,  or  any  act 
of  non-observance  or  breach  of  observance  of  the  Sabbath, 
was  a  crime,  it  might  thereby  be  brought  within  the  crimi¬ 
nal  law,  and  therefore  within  the  competence  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  mere  fact  of  its  not  being 
declared  to  be  a  crime,  but  merely  to  be  an  unlawful  act, 
and  the  action  to  be  brought  a  civil  action  for  damages, 
gives  away  the  case,  so  far  as  the  competence  of  the  Do¬ 
minion  Parliament  is  concerned.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in 
fact,  declared  in  his  speech  that  he  did  not  propose  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  vessels  sailing  on  a  long  voyage,  or  railways 
carrying  through  traffic.  That  might  interfere  with  our 
relations  with  the  United  States,  or  with  the  great  currents 
of  trade.  Well,  it  might  be,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  under  the 
authority  of  several  decisions,  that  the  effect  of  this  through 
traffic,  this  wholesale  traffic,  being  the  traffic  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  wish  to  interfere  with —that  traffic 
might  come  within  the  Dominion  law ;  but  these  excur¬ 
sions,  such  as  in  Toronto  harbor,  or  those  my  hon.  friend 
has  spoken  of  from  Montreal  or  Quebec,  certainly  ought  to 
be  within  the  governance  and  control  of  the  Provincial 
Legislature,  and  the  provincial  administration  of  affairs — 
within  the  cognizance  and  control  of  the  municipalities.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  Bill  is  ultra  vires. 

Motion  for  second  reading  negatived  on  a  division. 
PATENT  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew),  moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  25)  further  to  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1872. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  regret  to  say  that  I  cannot  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  that  this  Bill  should  be  placed  on  our 
Statute  Book.  This  legislation  may  be  looked  upon  in 
Canada  as  new  legislation,  but  it  is  legislation  which  was 
attempted  to  be  introduced  into  the  United  States  by  the 
Bill  presented  last  year  to  Congress,  and  called  the  Voorhees 
Bill,  which  was  rejected  by  the  Senate  of  that  country. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  would  have  this  effect:  that 
though  the  seller  of  the  patented  article  might  j  not  have 
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the  right  to  soil  it,  still  the  sale  would  be  valid,  and  the  real 
owner  would  not  be  ablo  to  obtain  redress  from  the  person 
found  in  possession  of  such  patented  article.  Viewing  it 
as  I  do,  from  a  purely  legal  point  of  view,  I  do  not  see  why 
an  exception  should  be  made,  with  respect  to  the  rights  of 
patentees — I  do  not  see  why  the  principle  of  law  which 
applies  in  every  other  contract,  in  every  other  line  of 
business,  should  not  also  apply  to  this.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  purchaser  of  any  patented  article  should  be  called  upon 
to  look  after  and  protect  the  interest  of  the  public  carefully,  in 
so  far  as  purchasing  an  article  which  he  has  no  right  to  pur¬ 
chase.  The  principle  of  the  law  of  contract  should  apply  to 
this  matter  as  it  does  to  every  other.  The  patentee  under  the 
present  law  obtains  for  a  certain  limited  period  of  time  the 
exclusive  right  of  disposing  of  the  article  which  he  patents  ; 
and  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend  how  he  can  expect  that 
the  Parliament  of  this  country  will  apply  to  these  persons 
a  different  principle  from  that  which  prevails  in  every 
other  business  transaction?  Why  should  the  patentee, 
who, through  his  skill  and  labor,  has  succeeded  in  producing 
an  article  which  may  be  of  considerable  use  to  the  public, 
not  be  able  to  protect  himself  like  the  owners  of  any  other 
article,  if  it  has  been  unlawfully  acquired  by  any  other  in¬ 
dividual  ?  And  when  it  comes  to  a  question  affecting  the 
patent  rights  of  a  patentee,  why  should  tho  whole  brunt  of 
the  battle  be  left  to  him  ?  Why  should  the  patentee  be 
called  upon  to  go  beyond  what  other  owners  of  property 
are  required  to  do  to  secure  their  property  ?  According  to 
the  information  given  to  me  by  the  Department,  I  find  that 
occasional,  but  very  occasional  isolated  cases  occur,  in  which 
damages  for  infringement  are  claimed  from  innocent  users. 
But  such  cases  arc  very  rare,  and  the  effect  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  law  would  be  to  throw  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  honest  patentees  obtaining  their  just  rights.  I  do  not 
believe  that  tho  Bill  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  would  be 
an  improvement  on  our  present  law.  I  do  not  see  why  the 
owner  of  a  patent  should  be  deprived  of  his  property  or  his 
right  because  somebody  buys  it  in  ignorance.  The  purchaser 
of  those  rights  should  bo  called  upon  to  take  the  necessary 
precautions  to  ascertain  whether  what  ho  is  purchasing  he 
is  entitled  to  purchase,  and  whether  he  can  do  it  without 
infringing  upon  the  rights  of  other  parties.  As  I  view  it, 
the  risk  should  fall  upon  the  purchaser,  and  the  patentee 
should  never  be  called  upon  to  assume  all  the  burden  of  pro¬ 
tecting  bis  own  patent.  I  believe  that  the  present  Bill 
would  lead  to  endless  litigation.  I  believe  that  the  purchaser 
of  any  patent  rights,  when  called  upon  to  account  for  the 
infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  patentee,  would  invariably 
bringupa  plea  of  having  been  an  innocent  purchaser  of  those 
rights.  The  law,  as  it  now  exists,  I  believe,  has  not  proved 
to  be  inconvenient.  I  know  that  some  cases  may  be  quoted, 
and  will  no  doubt  be  quoted;  but  still,  judging  from  the 
results  of  tho  law  as  it  now  exists,  I  believe  the  present  Bill 
would  not  bo  an  improvement  on  it ;  and  consequently,  I 
must  say  I  do  not  think  that  this  Bill  should  be  placed  upon 
the  Statute  Book. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  agree  very  largely  with  the  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  the  Minister  of  Militia.  We  have 
on  our  Statute  Book  a  Patent  Act  which  is  designed  to  en¬ 
courage  inventions,  and  for  a  certain  time  to  protect  the 
inventor.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  if  this  Bill  wore 
passed  in  its  present  form,  it  would  practically  repeal  the 
Patent  Act.  There  would  at  once  spring  up  a  new  class  of 
inventors,  a  class  of  men  whose  ingenuity  would  bo  directed 
to  making  use  of  the  inventions  of  others  and  selling  them 
to  the  public,  concealing  from  the  public  that  they  were 
selling  to  them  articles  manufactured  undor  a  patent.  I 
would  liko  to  know  how  many  persons  who  buy  patented 
articles  are  aware  that  the  articles  are  patented.  No  one, 
in  fact,  is  aware,  when  ho  is  buying  an  article  that  is  pa¬ 
tented,  that  ho  is  paying  for  a  patent  at  all.  Occasionally 


there  are  exceptions  to  that  rule ;  but  wo  take  goods  and 
chattels  from  hand  to  hand,  trusting  to  tho  title  of  the  vendor, 
belioving  that  he  has  a  good  title.  I  sympathise  with 
the  object  of  the  mover  of  this  Bill,  but  I  think  ho 
is  taking  the  wrong  course  in  order  to  provide  a  remedy.  I 
fancy  that  what  he  has  in  his  mind  is  the  case  of  the  sale, 
very  recently,  of  certain  patented  articles — I  think  they  woro 
purifiers,  which  were  sold,  I  think,  in  good  faith  ;  but  it  was 
found  afterwards  that  the  manufacturers  of  those  articles 
had  infringed  certain  patents,  and  I  believe  tho  purchasers 
were  compelled  to  return  the  articles  or  pay  for  them  a 
second  time.  Now,  if  the  mover  desires  to  provide  a  rem¬ 
edy,  I  think  his  plan  would  bo  to  propose  some  scheme 
whereby  greater  penalties  might  be  imposed  on  persons 
who  infringe  tho  Patent  Act;  and  if  it  is  necessary  to  do  so, 
let  the  vendor  of  a  patented  article  who  has  no  right  to  sell 
it  be  punished  severely,  in  order  to  enforce  the  patent  law. 
In  that  way  the  innocent  purchaser  will,  in  most  cases,  bo 
protected,  and  the  patentee  also  will  be  protected.  But  if 
this  Bill  is  passed,  wo  might  as  well,  I  think,  at  once  repeal 
this  Patent  Act. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  cannot  agree  at  all  with  the  expres¬ 
sions  given  vent  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock).  He  asks,  how  many  know  that  the  articles 
they  are  using  are  patented?  and  in  answer  to  that  he  says, 
very  few.  Then,  if  men  unfortunately  violate  a  law  simply 
because  they  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  the  fact,  and 
have  to  pay,  in  consequence,  heavy  damages,  this  is,  1  think, 
an  injustice.  I  think  that  the  reference  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  gave  himself  is  one  of  tho  strongest  reasons  why  a 
law  of  this  nature  should  be  passed.  Daring  the  last  few 
years  an  invention  has  been  introduced  into  the  mills  in  the 
vai’ious  parts  of  Ontario.  The  gentleman  who  manufac¬ 
tured  this  invention  sold  the  articles  to  millers  at  a  heavy 
price,  and  tho  millers,  believing  they  were  not  violat¬ 
ing  any  patent  law  in  purchasing  them,  put  them  in  their 
mills.  Shortly  afterwards  they  were  notified  that  they  had 
violated  the  Patent  Act,  and  would  have  to  pay  heavy 
damages  for  the  use  of  this  invention.  What  was  tho 
result  ?  They  wei’e  compelled  to  pay,  in  many  instances, 
damages  as  high  as  $100  and  upwards.  These  men  pur¬ 
chased  and  used  tho  invention  in  good  faith,  believing  they 
were  not  violating  the  patent  or  any  other  law — believing 
that  the  party  who  sold  them  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  so. 
I  believe  it  would  be  quite  right  to  punish  tho  party  who 
sold  an  invention,  knowing  that  in  so  doing  he 
was  violating  some  other  man’s  patent ;  it  would 
be  well  to  punish  him,  but  I  believe  that  tho  people 
who  were  led  unwittingly  to  purchase  the  invention  in  good 
faith  ought  not  to  be  punished.  We  can  apply  this  rule 
to  many  other  lines.  Mowing  machines  and  binding  ma¬ 
chines  are  often  made  up  of  various  patents,  and  what 
farmer  can  tell  when  he  is  violating  or  when  .he  is  not 
violating  the  rights  of  half  a  dozen  men  who  have  patented 
different  parts ;  yet  are  we  to  bo  told  that  he  must  go  to  the 
trouble  and  expense  of  ascertaining  from  the  Department 
here  whether  he  is  violating  the  law  or  not  ?  Are  we  to 
be  told  that  tho  duty  must  be  imposed  upon  him  of  investi¬ 
gating,  when  purchasing  a  machine,  not  only  the  machine 
itself,  as  a  whole,  but  every  part  of  it  that  is  patented, 
before  he  can  have  the  right  to  use  it  without  leaving  him¬ 
self  open  to  actions  for  heavy  damages?  You  may  apply 
this  to  other  machines,  to  threshing,  mowing,  sewing 
machines  ;  in  every  instance  the  rule  holds  equally  good. 
That  duty  should  not  be  imposed  on  those  who  use  tho  ma¬ 
chines.  I  would  inflict  a  heavy  penalty  on  those  who 
violate  tho  law  in  selling  and  manufacturing  them.  The 
party  who  exercised  his  ingenuity  or  skill  in  making  an 
invention  would  thus  have  all  the  I’edress  he  required 
against  the  party  in  the  first  instance  who  violated  the 
patent,  and  thon  agaiust  tho  party  who  sold  the  article  in 
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violation  of  the  patent.  If  those  which  oppose  this 
measure  knew  of  all  the  practical  instances  daring 
the  past  year  in  which  injustice  was  worked  against 
the  people  who  had  used  pieces  of  machinery  in  good  faith, 
and  were  compelled  to  pay  penalties  ranging  from  $50  to 
$150  in  consequence,  they  would  be  inclined  to  agree  with 
the  mover  of  this  Bill,  that  it  is  in  the  right  direction,  that 
it  is  what  he  should  do  in  protecting  people  who  may  be 
brought  into  coniiict  with  the  patent  law,  without  any 
knowledge  on  their  part  and  without  any  legitimate  means 
of  knowing  whether  or  not  they  were  violating  the  law. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  propose  to  offer  very  few 
observations  on  this  matter  which  I  have  brought  before  the 
attention  of  the  House.  In  dealing  with  this  question  I 
will  not,  as  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia  did,  deal 
with  it  from  a  legal,  but  will  treat  it  from  a  common-sense 
point  of  view.  -It  will,  I  think,  be  admitted  that  there  are  a 
great  many  articles  patented  in  the  Patent  Office  of  this 
country  for  which  patents  have  been  obtained  and  which 
vary  to  a  very  limited  extent  from  previous  inventions. 
Some  slight  modification  or  addition  to  an  article  that  has 
been  manufactured  and  sold  in  the  open  market  for  a  long- 
period  of  time  may  bo  made,  and  a  patent  may  bo  obtained 
for  that  invention;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  very 
great  hardship  that  those  who  purchase  those  patented 
articles  in  the  open  market,  with  the  conviction 
that  the  persons  who  are  selling  them  and  who 
manufactured  them  had  the  right  to  sell  and 
manufacture  them,  should  bo  compelled  to  pay 
damages  for  the  innocont  use  of  the  articles,  many  of  which 
are  used  in  every-day  life.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken*  has  instanced  several  case3  in  which  great 
hardship  arose,  through  the  purchase  of  articles  for  ordinary 
domestic  use,  agricultural  implements  and  numerous  articles 
used  by  the  people  every  day,  the  purchasers  of  which  were 
subjected  to  penalties,  though  they  had  practically  no  means 
of  ascertaining  that  they  had  violated  any  law.  It 
has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York, 
(Mr.  Mulock),  who  spoke  upon  this  subject,  that  the 
proposition  I  make  would  practically  repeal  the  patent 
laws.  I  deny  that.  I  say  that  the  owner  of  a  patent 
right  would  bo  amply  protected  by  the  penalties 
imposed  upon  the  manufacturer  and  vendor  of  the  articles 
patented.  An  instance  has  been  adduced,  that  of  the  mid¬ 
dlings  purifiers,  about  which  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  difficulty  within  a  very  recent  period.  Now, 
the  course  which  was  adopted  in  reference  to  the  imposing 
of  penalties  upon  those  who  used  tho  middlings  purifiers, 
created  a  strong  suspicion  in  the  public  mind  that  the  owner 
of  the  patent  right  was  acting  in  collusion  with  the 
manufacturer,  and  that  a  very  large  number  of  those  articles 
were  allowed  to  be  put  into  the  mills  and  refused  by  the 
mill  owners^  for  a  certain  period,  and  when  they  had  been 
practically  used  by  the  millers  all  over  the  country, the  owner 
of  the  patent  came  down  and  demanded  compensation  for  the 
violation  of  his  rights.  It  was  from  that  point  of  view,  in 
relation  to  an  injustice  of  that  kind,  the  possibility  of  col¬ 
lusion  between  the  owner  of  a  patent  right  and  the  manu 
facturer  and  vendor,  that  I  was  induced  to  bring  this  Bill 
before  the  House.  The  Minister  of  Militia  has  said  if  this 
Bill  should  pass  into  law  the  purchaser  of  the  patented 
article  will,  although  he  might  know  that  he  had  purchased 
it  in  infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  patentee,  set  up  the  claim 
in  court  that  he  did  not  know  that  the  article  was  patented  ; 
but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  read  this  Bill,  he  would  have 
seen  that  objection  was  covered.  I  propose  that : 

“1.  Notwithstanding  anytliing  coniained  in  aection  twenty-three  of 
‘  The  Patent11  Act  of  1»72,’  no  person  who  procures  and  uses  any  inven¬ 
tion  for  which  a  patent  has  been  obtained,  from  any  person  not  author¬ 
ised  to  make  or  use  it  by  the  patentee,  shall  be  liable  for  damages  for  so 
doing,  if  he  proves  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  before  which  the  suit 
is  brought  that  he  was  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  such  invention  was  one  j 
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for  which  a  patent  had  been  obtained,  or  that  the  person  from  whom  he 
obtained  it  was  not  so  authorised  to  make  or  use  the  same. 

The  Bill  proposes,  therefore,  that  the  burden  of  proof 
shall  be  placed  upon  the  purchaser  of  the  patented  article, 
so  that  he  shall  not  be  able  to  set  up  the  defence  that  he 
purchased  this  article  innocently,  without  proving  it  to  the 
satisfaction  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  The 
objection  may  be  raised,  and  I  think  there  may  be  something 
in  the  contention,  that  as  regards  patents  that  are  not  now 
existing  the  passage  of  this  measure  may  limit  or  restrict 
the  rights  that  have  been  obtained  to  some  extent  in  the 
nature  of  a  contract ;  but  as  regards  future  contracts,  I  do 
not  think  there  can  bo  any  objection  to  this  Bill  boing 
passed. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Although  I  cannot  add  very  much  to 
what  has  been  said,  I  desire  to  express  my  concuiTence  in 
the  principle  of  the  measure  before  the  House.  It  is  a  mis¬ 
take  to  imagine  that  the  patentee  will  be  without  means  of 
redress  in  tho  event  of  this  measure  becoming  law.  He  has, 
of  course,  the  right  of  redress  against  those  who  sell  the 
patented  article  ;  but  not  only  that,  he  has  the  right  to  inter¬ 
fere  and  protect  his  property  in  the  patent  by  preventing  a 
sale,  on  application  to  tho  proper  court.  On  tho  other  hand, 
a  man  to  whom  an  article  is  offered  has  no  means  of  ascer¬ 
taining  whether  it  is  or  is  not  a  patented  article,  and  the 
case  put  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Grey  must  commend  itself 
to  all.  The  other  day,  in  Toronto,  a  suit  was  brought  by 
the  patentee,  or  rather  by  the  acquirer  of  the  patent  for  an 
American  invention,  and,  if  that  is  successful,  I  believe  it 
will  appear  that  every  agricultural  implement  which  has 
been  manufactured  in  Ontario  for  the  last  four  or  five  years 
has  been  manufactured  in  violation  of  the  patent  rights,  and 
every  farmer  who  has  bought  these  mowing  or  reaping  ma 
chines  will  be  liable  to  be  followed  up  by  this  person  who 
has  purchased  tho  right,  because  he  has  bought,  in  the  open 
market,  without  any  notice  or  question  of  right,  an  agricul¬ 
tural  implement  which  has  been  in  universal  use.  I  submit 
that  these  considerations  are  sufficient  to  induce  this  House 
to  pass  a  measure  for  the  protection  of  people  of  this 
kind.  What  is  a  man  to  do  ?  He  is  offered  an  article. 
He  finds  it  is  exposed  for  sale  and  advertised  all  over  the 
country.  Is  he  to  come  to  Ottawa  to  make  an  examination 
in  the  patent  office,  in  order  to  see  whether  it  is  patented  or 
is  an  infringement  of  a  patent  ?  These  cases  cannot  be 
tried  in  a  court  in  less  than  a  week.  Tho  case  I  referred  to 
took  ten  days,  in  order  to  test  a  single  matter,  whether  it 
was  or  was  not  a  violation  of  patent  rights.  On  tho  other 
hand,  is  it  too  much  to  expect  of  the  patentee,  if  he  has  a 
patented  article  or  a  valuable  invention,  that  he  shall  see 
that  no  one  is  infringing  it  by  disposing  of  it,  or  if  so, 
shall  apply  to  a  court  and  prevent  the  sale  and  prevent  its 
going  into  use  ?  For  these  reasons  I  hope  this  Bill,  the 
principle  of  which  I  think  is  so  just  and  fair,  will  receive 
the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  this  House.  It  is  a  prin¬ 
ciple  well  known  to  the  law,  a  principle  in  regard  to  real 
property  with  which  we  are  all  familiar.  If  a  man  pur¬ 
chases  real  property  and  acquires  the  legal  title,  and  is  able 
to  plead  that  he  is  a  purchaser  for  value  and  had  no  know 
ledge  of  the  equitable  title,  he  is  protected  in  his  purchase, 
and  that,  I  venture  to  think,  is  applicable  to  this.  It  is 
almost  impossible  to  discover  the  right  of  the  patentee  un¬ 
less  he  himself  brings  it  to  the  notice  of  the  public.  Then  a 
man  purchases  with  his  eyes  open,  but,  if  he  is  ignorant  of 
the  patent  right  and  pui’chases  in  the  open  market,  I  think, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  is  as  much  entitled  to  protection 
as  any  other  purchaser  for  value  without  notice. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  observation  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  proposes  the  Bill,  with  reference  to  existing 
patents,  is  one  to  commend  itself  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  I  do  not  think  it  possible  to  take  away  the  rights 
which,  under  the  law,  we  have  given,  subject  to  that  and  to 
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various  questions  of  detail  with  which  I  will  not  now  trouble 
the  House.  If  he  proposes  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  select  com¬ 
mittee,  as  I  presume  ho  does,  I  am,  for  my  part,  rather  in 
favor  of  the  principle  ol  the  hon.  gentleman’s  measure.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  now  in  the  condition  in  which  it  ought 
finally  to  pass  the  House,  but  if  it  is  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  with  the  view  of  its  being  carefully  scrutinised, 
and  its  action  limited  only  to  future  patents,  and  some  fur¬ 
ther  precautions  are  taken,  which  I  need  not  now  discuss,  1 
should  support  the  second  reading.  One  question  was 
brought  out  by  an  incidental  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friond 
from  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy).  There  is  a  question 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  is  to  apply  only  to  cases 
where  the  purchaser  does  not  know  it  is  a  patented  article, 
or  whether  it  may  not  fairly  extend  to  cases  where  it  is 
sold  to  him  as  a  patented  article,  but  it  subsequently  turns 
out  that  the  patentee  has  not  a  good  title,  but  is  infringing 
another  title  ;  where  there  is  a  fight  between  two  patentees; 
one  says  “  the  invention  is  mine the  other  says,  “the 
invention  is  mine;”  they  have  both  patents,  and 
the  law  is  to  decide,  and  the  unfortunate  purchaser  for 
value  may  bo  ground  to  the  dust  between  them.  Also,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  stands,  it  would  apply  to  persons 
who  received  gratuitously  the  patented  article.  I  am  not 
very  well  satisfied  that  I  would  go  so  far  as  that.  I  think 
I  would  only  deal  with  persons  who  bought  the  patented 
article  in  the  ordinary  market.  But  these  are  matters  of 
detail,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  select  committee,  I  shall  be  in  favor  of  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  intend  to  propose  to  refer  it 
to  a  small  select  committee. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  suppose,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  select  committee,  he  would  have  no 
objection,  first,  to  amend  it  in  the  sense  suggested. 

Mr. 'BLAKE.  There  is  no  means  of  amending  on  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  COLBY.  It  strikes  mo  very  forcibly  that,  under  the 
existing  law,  having  declared  at  the  last  Session  that  all 
patents  shail  be  presumed  to  have  been  issued  for  fifteen 
years,  as  far  as  patents  issued  up  to  the  present  time  are 
concerned,  the  law  could  hardly  come  fairly  into  operation 
until  the  expiration  of  fifteen  years  from  the  date  of  exist¬ 
ing  patents. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  may  come  into  forco  with  reference  to 
all  patents  issued  from  this  time. 

Mr..  COLBY.  But  it  would  give  no  practical  relief  to  the 
suffering  public  who  have  purchased  these  articles  undor 
patents  issued  during  the  existence  of  the  law.  Conse¬ 
quently,  it  will  givo  no  remedy,  in  some  cases,  for  fifteen 
years. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes ;  it  will  give  a  remedy  in  reference  to 
all  patents  that  come  into  operation  from  tho  day  the  Act 
passes. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  said  quoad  those  patents  which  have 
already  been  issued,  and  which,  of  course,  constitute  a  very 
large  number  ofthem.  I  think  this  Act  strikes  at  the  root 
ot  the  whole  system,  as  wo  now  understand  it,  which  gives 
an  absolute  property  to  the  patentee.  It  is  a  matter  of 
very  serious  consideration,  and  it  may  be  a  serious  question 
whether  palont  laws  aro  desireable  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  at  all.  It  opens  a  very  broad  field  for  discussion  and 
involes  very  gravo  questions  of  policy.  This  country, 

1  ke  every  other  civilised  country,  has  recognised  the 
rights  of  inventors,  and  has  given  them  an  absolute  pro¬ 
perty  for  a  limited  time.  It  is  to  bo  an  absolute  property 
in  all  its  consequences  according  to  tho  laws  of  England, 
of  the  United  States,  of  tho  continent  of  Europe  and  of 
Canada,  This  proposition  is  certainly  a  very  novel  one. 


It  is  not  consistent  with  any  provision,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  which  exists  in  ny  patent  law  in  any  civilised 
country.  It  is  of  very  far-reaching  consequences,  and 
involves  more,  I  think,  than  would  appear  from  the  ono 
clause  which  it  contains.  The  whole  question  of  the  ex¬ 
pediency  of  giving  property  and  rights  of  a  valuable  naturo 
to  inventors  is  involved.  Of  course,  it  may  be  fairly 
referred  to  a  committee,  but  I  think  that  the  consideration 
Of  the  committee  would,  in  the  end,  be  directed,  perhaps, 
to  tho  whole  policy  of  the  patent  law. 

House  dividod  on  motion  of  Mr.  White  (Renfrew)  for 
second  reading  of  Bill. 

Teas  : 


Armstrong, 

Auger, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Beaty, 

Bechard, 

Bell, 

Blake, 

bourassa, 

Bryson, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 
Cartwright, 

Oatudal, 

Cochrane, 

Cockburn, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

De  St.  Georges, 
Dundas, 

Dupont, 


Messieurs 

Edgar, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Giilmor, 

Gordon, 

Earley, 

Hay, 

Hilliard, 

Innes, 

Irvine, 

Laurier, 

Livingstone, 

Macmaster, 

McCarthy, 

McMullen, 

McNeill, 

Mills, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Platt, 

Pruyn, 

Nats: 

Messieurs 


Ray, 

Rinfret, 

Rykert, 

Somerville  (Brant), 
Somerville  (Bruce), 
Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 
Taylor, 

Vail, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (York), 
Watson, 

Weldon, 

Wells, 

White  (Renfrew), 

Wigle, 

Wilson, 

Wood  (Brockvil  1  e).~ 67 


Abbott, 

Amyot. 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker  (Missisquoi), 
Baker  (Victoria), 
Belleau, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Blondeau, 

Bourbeau, 

Bowell, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 
Cameron  (Victoria), 
Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Cimcn, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Desaulniers  (Maski’nge) 


Desaulniere(St.Maurice)Mscmillan  (Middlesex), 
Desjardins,  McMillan  (  Vaudreuil), 

Dickinson,  McDougald  fPictou), 

Farrow,  McDougall  (0.  Breton), 

Gagne,  Massue, 

Gigault,  Moffat, 

Grandbois,  Montplaisir, 

Guilbault,  Mulock, 

Gunn,  Paint, 

Hall,  Pope, 

Hess  on,  Riopel, 

Hickey,  Robertson  (Hastings), 

Holton,  Royal, 

Homer,  Scriver, 

Jenkins,  Shakespeare, 

Kranz,  Small, 

Landry  (Kent),  Smyth, 

Langelier,  Taschereau, 

Laugevin,  Tyrwhitt, 

Lesage,  White  (Cardwell), 

Macdonald  (King’s),  White  (Hastings), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Mackintosh,  Woodworth.— 70. 


Motion  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  tho  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  tho  House  adjournod  at  11  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  27th  February,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  69)  respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario  Ship 
Canal  Company  —  (Mr.  Tyrwhitt.) 
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TRAFFIC  IN  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS. 

Mr.  SMALL  roofed  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  10) 
to  make  further  provision  respecting  the  traffic  in  intoxi¬ 
cating  liquors.  Ho  said  :  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  com¬ 
pensate  hotel  keepers  and  tavern  keepers  for  loss  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  diminution  in  value  of  real  estate,  by  reason, 
of  the  operation  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  OF  THE  SUPREME 
COURT. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  moved  for  leave  to  intro¬ 
duce  Bill  (No  68)  to  limit  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court  as  respects  matters  of  a  purely  local  nature 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  question  as  to  the  right  of  the  hon. 
member  to  introduce  this  Bill  has  been  questioned,  because 
he  huB  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  same  or  a  similar  subject, 
which  Bill  is  still  pending  before  the  House.  The  vote  of 
the  House,  the  other  day,  was  that  the  Bill  should  not  be 
read  a  second  time  on  that  day.  It  is  still  competent  for 
the  House,  notwithstanding  its  vote,  to  give  the  Bill  a 
second  reading,  and  go  into  committee  upon  it  and  amend 
it.  So  that  it  will  be,  in  effect,  the  same  as  the  Bill  for 
which  leave  to  introduce  is  now  asked.  The  House,  there¬ 
fore,  is  not  precluded  from  further  consideration  of  the  ques¬ 
tion.  It  is  the  final  rejection,  and  not  the  pending  of  a 
Bill  which  creates  the  difficulty  as  to  the  introduction  of 
another  Bill  on  the  same  subject,  and  that  difficulty  does  not 
exist  in  this  case.  In  addition,  however,  to  this  reason,  the 
Bill  is  altered  in  a  material  point,  both  in  body  and  title, 
and  therefore,  according  to  Lord  Brownewell  and  other 
authorities,  it  may  receive  a  second  reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hastings)  moved  for  leave  to  intro 
duce  Bill  (No.  11)  to  amend  the  criminal  •  law  of  Canada. 
He  said  :  The  Bill  which  I  propose  submitting  to  the  House 
aud  which  I  trust  will  commend  itself  to  the  favorable  con¬ 
sideration  of  hon.  members,  is  an  Act  to  amend  the  ci’iminal 
law  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  punishment  of  a  notorious 
class  of  offenders  who  are  causing  more  terror  even  than 
dynamiters,  namely,  burglars.  Depredations  by  this  jelass 
of  individuals  are  daily  becoming  more  bold  and  frequent. 
I  notice,  that  only  a  few  days  ago  in  Toronto,  four  houses  in 
one  street  were  burglarised,  one  of  them  being  the  resi¬ 
dence  of  a  sergeant  of  police.  I  know  that  business  men 
in  nearly  all  the  large  towns  and  cities  throughout  the 
Dominion — and  what  I  say  will  be  substantiated  by  the 
members  from  Montreal— are  necessarily  put  to  a  large 
expense  by  being  compelled  to  specially  guard  vaults, 
safes  and  other  places  where  valuable  securities  are  kept, 
and  this  is  done  by  means  of  a  net  work  of  electric  wires 
connected  with  a  larger  wire  having  communication  with 
a  central  office  and  also  with  the  police  station.  When  an 
attempt  is  made  to  burglarise  premises  which  possess  such 
an  arrangement,  an  alarm  is  given  and  a  messenger  can  be 
despatched  to  the  scene  of  the  burglars’  operations.  These 
men  ransack  our  private  dwellings,  as  I  can  speak  from 
experience,  break  open  our  sideboards  and  cupboards, 
secretaries  and  places  in  which  we  store  our  plate  and 
valuables,  and  they  even  enter  the  precincts  of  our  sleep¬ 
ing  apartments,  and  if  we  presume  or  undertake  to 
protect  and  defend  our  property,  it  is  a  matter  of  in¬ 
difference  whether  they  dispatch  us  with  the  pistol 
or  bowie  knife.  I  know  that  ladies,  when  burglars 
have  entered  the  premises  during  the  absence  of  the  head 
of  the  family,  have  become  so  much  alarmed  that  their 
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health  has  become  irreparably  impaired  and  their  lives  are 
scarcely  worth  living.  In  the  city  where  I  reside,  many  of  our 
commercial  men  leave  their  houses  at  3  o’clock  in  the 
morning— notwithstanding  that  the  gas  is  kept  burning, 
and  police  are  on  duty — for  the  purpose  of  seeing  that  their 
business  premises  have  not  been  disturbed  or  property 
carried  away.  The  law  as  it  at  present  stands  leaves  it  dis¬ 
cretionary  with  the  judge  to  punish  these  men,  when  con¬ 
victed,  with  imprisonment  for  a  period  of  from  two 
to  fourteen  years.  In  three-fourths  or  even  five-sixths  of 
the  cases  we  find  that  the  men  arrested  for  burglary  have 
already  served  a  short  term  of  imprisonment,  either  in  the 
central  prison  or  penitentiary.  This  vocation  seems  to 
have  become  chronic  with  them ;  they  are  either  indisposed 
or  are  incapable  of  pursuing  any  other  calling ;  and  I  pro¬ 
pose  by  this  Bill  that  it  be  not  left  discretionary  with  the 
judge,  but  that  it  be  made  compulsory  for  the  judge  who 
tries,  to  send  a  man,  and  before  whom  ho  is  convicted  on 
this  crime,  to  the  penitentiary  for  life.  I  think  that  is  the 
only  way  we  can  wipe  out  this  crime  in  this  country. 
Burglars  are  now  a  terror  to  the  community  at  large,  and 
while  it  is  competent  for  any  hon.  member  to  make  the 
minimum  punishment  seven  or  ten  years,  I  propose  sub¬ 
mitting  the  Bill  as  at  present  framed,  which  makes  it 
compulsory  for  a  judge  to  send  a  prisoner,  convicted  of 
burglary,  to  the  penitentiary  for  life. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

SUPERINTENDENTS  OF  LETTER  CARRIERS. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  committee,  to  consider  the  following  resolution : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  one  or  more 
superintendents  of  letter  carriers,  at  a  salary  not  to  exceed  $800 
each,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into  com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know  the  reason  for  the  motion 
itself,  but  one  feature  in  it  I  think  is  objectionable.  It  asks 
the  House  to  sanction  the  appointment  of  “  one  or  more 
superintendents  of  letter  carriers.”  “  More  ”  is  a  very  vague 
term,  and  I  do  not  think  the  House  should  be  asked  to 
clothe  the  Government  with  such  power  as  that. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  There  are  a  number  of  letter  carriei  s 
in  large  cities  such  as  Montreal,  Toronto,  Quebecand  Ottawa, 
and  it  has  been  found  necessary  that  a  very  few — I  cannot 
state  the  number  exactly,  but  the  Postmaster-General  will 
be  here  directly,  and  he  can  give  the  information — superin¬ 
tendents  of  these  letter  carriers  should  be  appointed.  1 1 
stands  to  reason  that  the  salary  of  those  officers  should  be  a 
little  above  that  of  the  letter  carriers,  and  the  demand  is 
made  that  they  should  have  a  salary  not  to  exceed  $800. 
The  salary  of  the  letter  carriers  can  go  up  to  $600  or  $65* 
and  this  would  give  the  Postmaster-General  the  power  to 
appoint  one  or  more  of  them  as  superintendents.  It  is 
impossible  to  state  the  number  that  would  be  necessary,  be  i 
I  suppose  one  for  each  important  post  office,  and  their 
salary  would  be  according  to  their  experience,  from  $350  or 
$400  up  to  $800. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  did  not  speak  as  to  the  salary.  I  spoke 
as  to  the  unlimited  number.  I  do  not  think  that  the  House 
should  authorise  the  Government  to  appoint  an  unlimited 
number  of  officers.  If,  as  the  Secretary  says,  only  one  i  s 
required  for  each  city,  then  there  is  something  to  limit  the 
number,  but  it  should  be  in  tho  resolution.  Under  this 
resolution  you  could  appoint  every  man  in  the  city  super¬ 
intendent  of  letter  carriers. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Have  you  no  confidence  in  them  ? 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think,  if  we  have  confidence  in 
hem,  it  is  a  constitutional  way  of  proceeding. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  not  a  question  of  confidence  or  want 
of  confidence  in  the  Government.  It  is  a  question  of  what 
amount  of  power  should  bo  given  to  them,  and  the  hon. 
gontleman  who  occupies  a  neutral  position  in  this  House 
should  be  as  jealous  as  we  who  are  opposed  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  of  the  power  which  is  proposed  to  be  given  to  thorn. 
The  Secretary  said  that,  if  the  Postmaster-General  were  here, 
we  would  hear  from  him.  I  am  sure  that  we  shall  all  be 
glad  to  hear  from  the  Postmaster-General,  and  I  am  sorry — 
Oh,  here  he  is. 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  have  a  superintendent  of  letter 
carriers  for  each  city.  In  some  cities  we  have  clerks  who 
have  been  acting  as  superintendents,  and  what  we  ask  is  to 
be  allowed  to  promote  one  of  the  most  efficient  of  the  present 
letter  carriers  to  be  a  superintendent  of  letter  carriers  at  an 
increased  salary.  We  only  want  one  or  two  additional  to 
those  we  have. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  you  have  some  superintendents  now? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Thoy  are  acting  superintendents, 
though  they  are  really  clerks. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  no  authority  at  present  in  the 
law  to  appoint  any  person  superintendent  of  letter  carriers. 
The  law  authorises  the  appointment  of  certain  persons  as 
letter  carriers,  and  at  present  the  hon.  gentleman  appoints 
some  of  them  acting  superintendents.  lie  wants  to  legalise 
that,  and  to  appoint  some  at  an  increased  salary.  He 
intends  to  appoint  one  in  each  city. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Those  who  are  superintendents  in  the 
cities  of  Montreal  and  Toronto  will  continue  superinten¬ 
dents,  but,  in  one  or  two  cities,  the  men  who  are  superin¬ 
tendent  letter  carriers  are  letter  carriers,  and  we  have  no 
opportunity  of  promoting  them  or  of  giving  them  more 
salary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  there  a  law  authorising  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  superintendents  of  letter  carriers  in  Toronto  and 
Montreal  ? 

Mr.  CAELING.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Are  they  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Postmaster-General 
has  the  power  to  appoint  a  number  of  letter  carriers,  the 
number  required,  according  to  the  size  of  the  city  and  the 
number  of  deliveries.  It  is  found  to  be  absolutely  requisite 
for  the  sake  of  regularity  that  some  person  should  have  in 
large  towns  general  supervision  of  the  letter  carriers.  We 
hear  of  letters  being  dropped,  and  of  letter  carriers  mis¬ 
behaving  themselves,  aDd  so  on.  As  the  law  stands  just  now, 
there  may  be  no  superintendent  of  letter  carriers  taken  from 
that  body.  We  may  have  one  of  them  who  fulfils  the  duty, 
but  he  gets  no  additional  salary.  The  consequence  is  that  a 
third-class  clerk  is  taken  and  is  appointed  to  perform  the 
duty  of  superintendent  of  letter  carriers ;  but  the  Post¬ 
master-General  desires  that  he  may  be  authorised  to  take 
the  most  deserving  of  the  letter  carriers  themselves,  and 
appoint  him  as  superintendent.  He  cannot  do  that  now, 
because  he  must  pass  the  qualifying  examination  under  the 
Civil  Service  Act.  Though  he  may  be  just  the  man  to  super¬ 
vise  the  letter  carriers,  he  must  first  pass  the  examination 
for  clerk ;  so  this  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  most 
deserving  of  the  letter  carriers  to  be  promoted  and  given  an 
adequate  salary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  Postmaster-General  more 
than  any  of  us  should  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for  his 
intervention.  But  the  point  of  the  case  is  this  :  under  the 
law  as  it  now  stands  the  office  of  the  superintendent  of 
letter  carriers  is  not  a  legal  office,  and  it  is  proposed  to 


establish  that  office  as  a  legal  office.  It  is  proposed  to  make 
such  an  officer  a  new  officer,  and  it  is  proposed  to  do  that 
for  the  cities  as  well  in  which  there  is  a  porson,  without 
statutory  authority,  acting  as  suporintendont  of  letter  car¬ 
riers,  as  in  certain  other  cities.  There  are  two  cities  in 
which  persons  arc  acting  as  superintendents  of  letter  car¬ 
riers,  named  by  the  hon.  gontloman,  Montreal  and  Toronto. 
He  says  in  one  or  two  more  there  are  clerks  also  who  are 
acting  in  that  way,  and  therefore  there  are  at  least  three  or 
four  cases,  and  perhaps  more,  in  which  it  is  designed,  under 
the  authority  of  the  Act  to  be  based  on  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  to  appoint  superintendents  of  letter  carriers. 
Now,  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
pointed  out  the  vagueness  of  the  proposal  of  tho  Adminis¬ 
tration.  The  proposal  is  to  appoint  one  or  more  superin¬ 
tendents,  by  his  own  admission,  and  yet  the  hon.  gontleman 
intends  to  appoint  at  least  four  more — and  I  do  not  know 
how  many  more — but  he  only  speaks  of  one  or  more.  I  do 
not  like  to  use  the  word  “  deceptive,”  but  when  you  have 
at  present  more  than  one  acting  in  that  capacity,  and  you 
only  ask  for  authority  to  appoint  one  or  more — certainly  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  farther  information.  Is  it  intended 
to  have  a  superintendent  of  letter  carriers  in  all  cities  in 
which  the  system  is  prevailing  ?  If  so,  then  we  could 
understand  it,  and  then  tho  proper  course  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  be  to  say  that  it  shall  be  lawful  within  any  city 
in  which  the  system  of  letter  carrying  is  adopted  to  appoint 
a  superintendent ;  if  it  is  not  intended  to  do  that  in  all 
those  cities,  in  which  city  is  it  intended  to  do  it  ?  How 
many  offices  do  you  intend  to  fill  ?  So  far  as  that  portion 
is  concerned,  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  explanation  on  behalf 
o!  his  colleague,  it  is  with  reference  to  the  expediency  of 
evading  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Service  Act. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand 
the  matter  better  by  looking  at  it  not  at  the  point  of  view 
of  a  nomination,  which  may  he  discussed  when  the  Estimates 
providing  for  such  nomination  comes  before  us,  but  only 
with  the  view  of  limiting  the  salary  if  the  nomination  is 
authorised.  Thero  is  at  the  end  of  the  Civil  Service  Act  a 
schedule  giving  letter  carriers  as  officers  of  the  Civil  Service, 
a  salary  of  $350  a  year,  with  an  increase  of  $30  per 
year  till  the  salary  reaches  $650.  To  that  schedule  we 
intend  to  add  the  provision  that,  when  appointed, 
superintendents  of  letter  carriers  shall  have  a  salary 
not  to  exceed  $800.  An  hon.  gentleman  who  rose  a 
moment  ago  stated  that  this  Bill  is  rather  vague  and 
that  the  House  would  like  to  know  how  many  letter  carriers 
are  to  be  appointed.  The  Postmaster-General  answered 
that  he  did  not  know  exactly  and  could  not  know.  There 
are  at  present  in  Montreal  and  Toronto  third-class  clerks 
who  are  acting  as  superintendents  of  letter  carriers.  They 
receieve  a  salary  as  third-class  clerks,  and  at  the  same  time 
are  acting  as  superintendents,  so  that  their  salaries  reach 
$1,000.  But  under  the  Civil  Service  Act  these  letter  carriers 
do  not  have  the  privileges  of  third-class  clerks.  The 
Postmaster-General  says  :  We  may  want  one  or  two,  or 
three,  or  four,  of  those  letter  carriers  in  the  future  to  act  as 
superintendents,  and  we  ask  the  House  to  say  that  the  salary 
of  these  officers  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  sum  of  $800.  I 
think  the  House  cannot  ask  more  than  that.  We  are  not 
now  discussing  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  not  the  intention  to  make  any 
new  appointments.  We  ask  to  be  empowered  to  promote 
men  to  that  position,  and  give  them  an  additional  salary. 
In  the  case  of  Ottawa  there  is  a  very  deserving  superin¬ 
tendent  of  letter  carriers  who  has  been  acting  as  such  for 
many  years,  but  ho  has  no  more  salary  than  any  of  the  other 
letter  carriers.  We  want  to  give  him  a  slight  addition  to 
his  salary,  as  he  has  greater  responsibility  than  any  of  the 
others.  It  is  intended  to  make  no  new  appointments. 
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Mr,  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
says  one  object  is  to  limit  the  salary.  Bat  these  resolutions 
ask  to  authorise  the  creation  of  the  office,  and  to  assign  a 
maximum  salary  to  the  office  so  authorised  to  be  created.  It 
is  not  a  limitation  but  an  extension ;  it  is  to  create  an  office 
or  offices,  and  we  are  now  asked  to  provide  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  one  or  more  superintendents  of  letter  carriers,  and 
it  is  proposed  that  the  salary  of  this  office  shall  not  exceed 
$800  per  year.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  tho  system  is  not 
to  be  very  symmetrical.  In  some  cases  the  superintendents 
are  to  be  clerks  in  the  Civil  Service,  and  their  remuneration 
is  to  go  on  under  the  Civil  Service  rules,  and  may  get 
beyond  $800  a  year;  but  in  other  cases  the  superintendents 
are  to  be  chosen  from  amongst  the  letter  carriers,  and  they 
are  to  be  under  a  different  set  of  regulations. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  only  repeated 
what  I  have  said.  I  say  there  is  no  mention  of  any 
special  appointments  at  the  present  moment.  I  say  that 
parties  acting  at  the  present  moment  as  superintendents  of 
letter  carriers  shall  not  be  entitled  in  the  future  to  a  salary 
of  more  than  $800,  We  desire  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
taking  third-class  clerks  and  giving  them  a  salary  of 
$1,000  as  superintendents  of  letter  carriers;  and  therefore 
the  Postmaster-General  asks  to  be  authorised  to  promote 
letter  carriers  to  that  position  instead  of  appointing  third- 
class  clerks. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Under  this  resolution  the  Government 
could  appoint  aoy  number  of  superintendents.  It  is  true, 
as  the  Secretary  of  State  says,  we  are  not  now  passing  the 
Estimates,  but  if  we  were  passing  the  Estimates,  and  an 
Order  in  Council  were  brought  down,  saying  that  half  a 
dozen  superintendents  had  boen  appointed,  we  would  be 
referred  to  this  resolution,  and  would  be  told  that  the 
appointment  has  been  made  under  its  authority. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  My  hon.  friend  should  remember 
that  third  class  clerks  now  receive  a  minimum  of  $400  and 
a  maximum  of  $1,000.  Every  year  we  will  come  to  the 
House  and  say:  We  want  so  many  superintendents  of  letter 
carriers  and  we  shall  ask  the  authorisation  of  Parliament  to 
appoint  them.  Here  we  fix  the  salary  of  those  clerks,  and 
whenever  the  Estimates  are  brought  down  my  hon  friend 
will  be  able  to  see  how  many  superintendents  or  letter  car¬ 
riers  have  to  be  provided  for  in  those  Estimates. 

Mr.  MILLS.  According  to  the  explanations  given  by 
the  Secretary  of  State,  it  appears  these  officers  will  have 
little  to  do.  In  the  cities  of  Montreal  and  Toronto  the 
Postmaster-General  informs  us  that  third-class  clerks  are 
in  the  habit  of  discharging  the  duties,  and  the  position  of 
third-class  clerk  is  better  than  that  of  superintendent  that 
he  proposes  to  create.  He  does  not  propose  to  call  parties 
in  Montreal  and  Toronto  superintendents;  he  proposes  to 
continue  third-class  clerks  in  the  discharge  of  these  duties  ; 
but  in  other  cities  letter  carriers  who  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  discharging  the  duty  of  inspector  are  to  be  named 
and  are  to  be  paid  a  better  salary  than  they  are  paid  at  the 
present  moment  as  ordinary  letter  carriers.  In  fact  all 
those  that  are  in  better  circumstances,  who  are  better  situ¬ 
ated  officially  than  by  this  resolution  they  could  be, 
are  to  be  allowed  to  remain  as  they  are ;  those  that 
cannot  be  paid  the  amount  the  Government  would 
like  to  pay  them  under  the  law,  as  it  now  stands,  are 
to  be  provided  for  by  this  particular  resolution.  That 
is  the  proposition.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  by 
bringing  down  this  Bill  that  this  is  an  unnecessary  office, 
that  it  is  wholly  unnecessary  to  create  any  such  office.  He 
says  that  in  Toronto  and  Montreal  third-class  clerks  dis¬ 
charge  these  duties,  and  will  continue  to  discharge  them, 
while  in  the  other  cities,  in  Ottawa,  London,  Belleville  and 
Brantford,  those  duties  are  now  being  discharged  by  ordinary 
letter  carriors.  But  the  fact  is  that  those  whom  the  Gov- 
Mr.  Qhapleau. 
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ernment  wish  to  favor  have  perhaps  been  active  political 
agents  ;  they  have  done  service  outside,  and  they  are  to  be 
paid  specially  the  sum  of  $800  a  year.  It  is  perfectly  clear 
that  this  is  a  job,  and  that  the  Government  aro  engaging  in 
it  for  tho  purpose  of  rewarding  those  who  have  done  them 
political  service. 

Mr.  BEATY.  With  rogard  to  the  superintendent  of  letter 
carriers  I  am  prepared  to  show  that  it  is  quite  an  important 
matter,  a  matter  of  necessity  to  have  proper  superintendence 
over  the  numerous  letter  carriers  in  Toronto.  The  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  post  office  affairs  in  this  respect  is  so  large, 
the  letters  carried  so  numerous,  and  so  important  to  tho 
citizens  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  constant  supervision 
over  these  officers.  I  think  the  amount  asked  will  not 
exceed  what  will  be  requisite  even  if  a  subordinate  officer  be 
appointed,  and  the  office  is  one  that  oertainly  requires  to  be 
filled  by  one  who  understands  his  business,  and  who  can 
efficiently  administer  tho  duties  under  his  charge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  will  propose 
an  amendment  of  the  procedure,  because  the  hon.  Minister 
has  stated  that  no  change  whatever  is  to  take  place  in 
Montreal  or  Toronto. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Perhaps  since  the  hon.  gentleman 
desires  it  he  will  ask  us  to  appoint  third  class  clerks  for  this 
service  at  an  outlay  of  $1,000  instead  of  paying  $800  as  we 
now  propose. 

Mr  LANDERK1N.  It  is  perfectly  plain  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  going  to  appoint  more  officers,  and  my  own 
opinion  is  that  it  is  time  to  stop.  For  years  past,  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  have  occupied  the  Chair  of  this  House  with  the 
greatest  dignity,  and  this  Government  the  other  day  seemed 
to  vote  non-confidence  in  you,  and  appoint  another  in  your 
place.  They  were  anxiously  looking  after  the  health  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  who  certainly  does  look  like  a  delicate  man, 
and  they  thought  it  was  necessary  to  appoint  a  Deputy 
Spoaker,  and  now  they  are  about  to  appoint  another  officer. 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  Postmaster-General  to  the  fact 
that  there  are  many  places  in  the  rural  constituencies  that 
have  not  one  mail  a  day,  and  I  think  further  expenses 
should  not  be  incurred  in  the  cities  until  adequate  mail  ser¬ 
vice  has  been  given  to  every  rural  constituency.  I  know 
many  places  where  they  only  get  two  mails  a  week.  It  is 
quite  proper  that  the  cities  should  get  a  good  mail  service, 
and  I  favored  their  getting  it,  but  when  they  are  running 
up  to  such  an  enormous  expense  it  becomes  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  House  to  halt  and  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  those  places  which  are  deserving  of  a  better  mail  service. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is  done  for  a  purpose.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  the  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty) 
will  come  up  with  a  friend  of  his  to  take  the  office  when  it 
is  created. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  surprised  at  the  remarks  which 
have  been  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  last  spoken  (Mr.  Landerkin).  There  is  no  inten¬ 
tion  or  desire  to  create  a  new  office ;  that  has  been  stated 
distinctly  by  the  Secretary  of  State  as  well  as  by  myself. 
It  is  only  intended  that  in  the  city  of  Ottawa  where  we 
have  an  excellent  man  who  is  superintending  the  letter 
carriers - 

Mr.  MILLS.  Let  him  alone. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  going  to.  We  are  only  taking 
the  power  to  give  him  an  addition  of  $200  a  year.  I  do  not 
want  any  more  men  and  do  not  intend  to  appoint  them.  In 
Montreal  a  third-class  clerk  is  acting  as  superintendent  of 
letter  carriers,  and  if  he  conducts  that  business  efficiently 
wo  will  continue  him  until  perhaps  he  is  promoted  to 
another  class,  and  when  he  is  promoted  to  another  class  of 
the  service  we  may  promote  one  of  the  most  efficient  letter 
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carriers  to  take  his  place,  whose  salary  will  not  exceed  $800 
a  year.  A  third-class  clerk  may  got  $1,000  a  year  while  a 
letter  carrier  can  only  get  $800. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  .Will  the  Postmaster 
General  inform  us  how  many  cities  or  places  in  the  Domi¬ 
nion  have  this  letter  carrying  service  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  service  is  in  force  in  the  cities  of 
St.  John,  Halifax,  Quebec,  Montreal,  Ottawa,  Kingston, 
Toronto,  Hamilton,  London  and  Winnipeg. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  fear  the  practical 
result  will  be  that  t'no  good  nature  of  my  hoc.  friend  will 
be  taken  advantage  of,  and  as  soon  as  the  Bill  is  passed 
application  will  bo  made  to  have  one  of  these  deserving 
letter  carriers  appointed  in  each  place  as  superintendent  at 
a  salary  of  $800  a  year;  and  so  good  natured  a  man  as  the 
.Postmaster  General  is  will  find  himself  unable  to  deny  the 
requests  of  my  hon,  friend  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  and 
others.  We  know  how  it  is— 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  you  have  been  there  yourself. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT— and  it  is  not  one  but 
a  whole  dozen  who  will  ask  to  have  the  additional  amountt 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  more  I  look  into  this  matter 
the  more  manifestly  unfair  does  it  appear  to  be  that  these 
new  offices  should  be  oreated  with  a  salary  of  $800  a  year. 
I  am  aware,  and  the  Postmaster  General  is  aware,  that  in 
many  places  the  whole  time  of  th8  mail  carriers  is  occupied, 
or  nearly  the  whole  time,  and  they  get  sometimes  less  than 
$100  a  year  to  carry  the  mail.  A  mail  carrier  in  my  con¬ 
stituency  who  carries  the  mail  from  Ay  ton,  about  one  and 
a-half  miles,  and  goqs  twice  a  day,  gets  about  $49  ;  and  in 
Hanover  something  like  $99  is  paid,  and  so  on.  These 
officers  in  rural  constituencies  are  underpaid  for  their  work, 
and  here  we  are  creating  an  officer  who  is  to  relieve  the 
postmasters  of  Toronto,  Halifax  and  other  places  of  the 
resposibility  which  belongs  to  them,  and  still  it  is  not  pro¬ 
posed  to  lessen  the  salaries  of  these  postmasters.  Why 
should  we  create  these  offices  at  a  time  when  the  country 
is  suffering  from  hard  times,  and  thereby  increase  the 
expendituie  of  the  country?  I  could  not  allow  the  matter 
to  pass  without  rising  and  making  a  protest  against  it. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  that 
the  mail  carriers  to  whom  he  refers,  who  carry  the  mail 
from  the  town  or  village  t>  the  station  are  not  salaried 
officers,  but  that  they  tender  for  the  service,  and  if  they 
take  it  too  low  it  is  their  own  fault  and  not  the  fault  of  the 
Department. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  wish  to  point  out  a  mistake  which 
the  hon.  gendeman  has  made.  He  stated  that  the  members 
for  tho  city  of  Toronto  were  consulted  by  the  Postmaster 
General.  I  am  one  of  the  members  for  tho  city  and  I  have 
not  been  consultodi 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  manifestly  un-just. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  hon.  member  for  Grey 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  says  that  some  of  the  mail  carriers  get 
only  $50  or  $60,  and  tho  Postmaster  General  replies  that 
tho  work  islet  by  contract.  Perhaps  the  Government  will 
let  this  other  work  by  contract. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Hear,  hear.  I  will  support  that. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  know  a  man  at  Belleville 
who  goes  to  the  station  lour  or  five  times  a  day,  and  who 
collects  the  letters  from  eight  or  nine  boxes.  Ho  has  to  keep 
two  horses,  and  all  ho  gets  is  $709  or  $8>J0.  I  agree  with  ihe 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  that  it  is  time  to  know  that  there 
are  too  many  officers  in  and  around  those  buildings.  I  think 
it  is  time  we  should  understand  that  the  members  should 
not  press  the  Government-  to  fill  these  offices,  and  they 
should  curtail  expenses  everywhere  and  in  every  respect.  I 
3t5 


believe  what  the  hon,  member  opposite  says,  that  the  good 
nature  of  tho  Postmaster  ^General  will  lead  him  to  give  to 
each  city  a  new  officer ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  better  if 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General  would  state  now  how  many  of 
these  officers  he  intends  to  have.  I  agree  that  the  members 
of  the  House  and  the  Government  should  feel  that  we  ought 
to  curtail  every  expense  in  the  country.  The  truth  is,  we 
are  over-governed  in  this  country.  There  is  no  peoplo  in 
the  world  who  have  so  many  men  making  laws  for  them, 
Wo  have  the  Local  Legislatures,  and  they  are  like  five  or 
six  prodigal  sons,  as  it  were,  coming  here  every  Session 
begging.  It  is  time  that  we  should  endeavor  to  curtail 
our  expenditure,  and  if  we  are  to  continue  to  have  Local 
Parliaments,  they  should  collect  by  direct  taxation  what 
they  require  to  manage  their  own  local  affairs. 

Mr.  BEATY".  I  was  not  aware  until  just  now  that  Tor¬ 
onto  had  a  fourth  member  to  represent  it.  That  being  the 
case,  and  knowing  the  good  nature  of  the  Postmaster  Gene¬ 
ral,  I  shall  take  the  hon.  gentleman  into  confidence  with 
me  in  order  to  get  appointments. 

Mr,  MACKENZIE.  The  price  is  too  high. 

Resolution  ordered  to  be  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACTS  AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  committee  to  consider  the  following  resolutions  - 

1.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  each  member  of  the 
Board  of  Examiners  appointed  for  purposes  of  the  Civil  Service  Act, 
shall  receive  a  salary  of  six  hundred  dollars  per  annum. 

2.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  members  of  the 
Board  shall  be  paid  such  travelling  expenses  while  engaged  in  their 
work,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

3.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  appoint  a  secretary  to  the  Board,  with  a  salary  not  exceed¬ 
ing  one  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  and  a  clerk  having  a  qualified 
examination  certificate,  to  assist  the  Board,  and  the  latter  shall  be  a 
third-class  clerk  of  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

4.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  minimum  salary 
paid  to  a  chief  clerk  shall  be  one  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars,  with 
an  annual  increase  of  fifty  dollars  per  aunum,  up  to  a  maximum  of  two 
thousand  six  hundred  dollars. 

5.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  when  the  duties  of 
any  superior  officer  or  clerk,  during  his  absence  or  by  reason  of  bis 
demise,  but  not  through  superannuation,  are  continuously  performed  bv 
an  officer  or  cletk  of  an  inferior  class,  or  junior  rank,  during  a  p  uiod 
of  more  than  three  months,  the  officer  or  clerk  performing  such  duties 
may,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Deputy  Heal,  concurred  in  by  the 
Heal  of  the  Department,  by  Order  in  Council,  and  provided  that  funds 
are  available  under  Parliamentary  vote  for  such  payment,  receive  in 
addition  to  his  ordinary  pay  tli9  difference  between  such  ordinary  pay 
and  the  pay  of  the  officer  or  clerk  whose  duties  he  has  performed  for  the 
time  he  has  performe  t  such  duties. 

6.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  all  payments  of  money 
to  permanent  employes,  other  than  salaries  to  be  made  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  whether  specifically  stated  or  not 
in  the  estimates  submitted  to  Parliament,  shall  be  made  only  under  the 
authority  of  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  1, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain,  please. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  first  resolution  provides  for  the 
salary  of  tbe  Civil  Service  examiners.  Last  year  I  put 
before  the  House  a  resolution  providing  for  a  more  rea¬ 
sonable  salary,  but  unfortunately  some  technical  irregu¬ 
larity  prevented  it  from  passing.  The  demand  is  $600  for 
each  member  of  the  Board  of  Examiners.  They  have  here¬ 
tofore  been  paid  at  the  rate  of  $5  a  day,  provided  the  number 
of  days  did  r.ot  exceed  60  days  in  the  year.  This  amount 
has  proven  to  be  not  only  inadequate,  but  completely  out  of 
proportion  to  the  amount  of  work  necessarily  imposed  upon 
the  examiners.  Some  people  may  believe  that  die  duties  of 
these  examiners  are  trifling.  Let  me  tell  the  House  that 
they  have  to  attend  to  two  semi-annual  examinations 


274  COMMONS  DEBATES.  February  27, 


both  preliminary  and  qualifying ;  that  more  than  a 
thousand  candidates  have  been  examined  during  the  past 
year ;  that  there  are  extra  promotion  examinations,  besides 
the  two  regular  examinations  in  all  the  Departments, 
and  besides  special  examinations  ordered  by  Council 
when  the  interests  of  the  service  require  it; 
that  over  10,000  papers  have  to  be  examined 
and  reported  upon  in  detail  by  the  examiners. 
Another  report  is  to  be  put  in  form  for  publication,  and  a 
third  prepared  and  arranged  for  Parliament.  During  last 
year  the  examinations  of  the  month  of  June  alone 
actually  took  of  the  time  of  the  Civil  Service  exam¬ 
iners— counting  the  number  of  hours,  because  some  of  them 
belonged  to  the  Civil  Service — nearly  eighty  days  for  the 
completion  of  their  work.  Of  the  Civil  Service  examiners, 
one  is  in  the  Civil  Service  and  another  one  is  in  a  certain 
manner  in  the  Civil  Service,  having  a  very  email  salary,  I 
mean  Doctor  Thorburn,  and  the  third  is  a  superannuated 
officer.  Some  bon.  member  will  perhaps  remark  that  these 
gentlemen  are  under  pay  from  the  public  and  should  not 
receive  as  high  a  salary  in  addition  as  $600.  Let  me  tell  the 
House  that  if  that  service  were  done  by  outsiders— and  to 
be  done  correctly  as  it  has  been,  requires  men  of  ability, 
men  of  knowledge,  men  of  special  qualities  for  the  work,  to 
avoid  the  difficulties  and  errors  which  might  be  committed 
if  new  bands  or  men  not  qualified  were  appointed — if  we 
were  to  take  outsiders,  I  am  sure  I  do  not  exaggerate  when 
I  say  that  we  would  not  be  able  to  get  men  to  do  that  work, 
who  would  bo  willing  to  give  the  time  necessary  for  it,  for 
a  salary  lower  than  at  least  double  the  salary  which  is  fixed 
by  this  resolution.  In  the  United  States  the  salaries  paid 
to  public  officers  are  not  as  a  rule  high,  at  least,  the  official 
salaries;  well,  the  Board  of  Examiners  who  perform  similar 
duties  in  the  State  of  New  York,  where  the  population  is  a 
little  under  the  population  of  the  Dominion,  are  paid  the  fol¬ 
lowing  salaries  :  Three  commissioners  at  $2,000  each  ;  the 
chief  examiner  at  $3,600;  two  clerks,  $1,000  and  $900  re¬ 
spectively  ;  one  secretary,  who  may  be  one  of  the  commis¬ 
sioners,  with  an  additional  salary  of  $1,000;  and  a  local  board 
of  five  examiners  at  a  salary  of  $5  per  day  about  $200  each  per 
year.  The  Civil  Service  has  1  must  say  extended  immensely 
of  late,  the  organisation  of  the  service  has  extended  with  the 
necessity  of  having  good  service,  but  the  service  has  been 
well  appreciated  by  the  public  and  the  result  of  the  exam¬ 
inations  show  it.  These  examinations  have  to  take  place  in 
the  whole  of  the  Dominion,  in  twelve  different  places,  from 
British  Columbia  to  Prince  Edward  Island ;  these  examina¬ 
tions  have  all  to  be  superintended  and  the  work  finally 
and  accurately  done  by  the  examiners.  I  have 
said  before  that  service  is  done  in  the  State  of 
New  York  at  a  cost  of  $140,000,  $15,000  being 
put  in  the  yearly  estimates.  Their  commissioners  and 
chief  examiner  receive  $9,600  a  year,  while  here  the 
same  service  is  done  for  the  paltry  sum  of  $600  for 
each  of  the  three  members  of  the  board.  It  is  as  well  I 
should  state  now  that  if  the  secretary  bo  an  outsider  he  will 
be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $1,000,  which  is  proposed  to  be  his 
salary  by  this  resolution,  but  I  may  add  that  should  the  sec¬ 
retary  be  a  member  of  the  commision  the  salary  is  fixed  by  an 
Order  in  Council  at  $700  instead  of  $1,000.  My  hon.  friend 
from  ^Renfrew  has  said  that  after  all  it  is  a  large  expenditure, 
that  the  number  of  officers  is  increasing,  and  the  expense  is 
beginning  to  be  very  large ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  House 
will  conclude  that  the  expense  is  very  heavy  when  I  say  the 
fee  of  $2  which  is  exacted  from  every  candidate,  either  for 
qualifying  examination  or  for  promotion  examination,  covers 
the  expense  to  the  extent  of  $2,500,  leaving  hut  a  smaii 
sum  to  be  provided  to  cover  up  the  balance  of  the  expense  of 
the  service  as  provided  for  by  this  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAKfi.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  two 
members  of  the  board  belong  to  the  Civil  Service,  the  third 
I  presume  does  not. 

Mr.  ChapleaUo 


Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  third  is  a  superannuated  officer. 
Mr.  BLAKE.  At  present  I  think  one  of  the  members  of 
the  board  is  also  secretary. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes;  the  superannuated  officer. 

I  Mr.  BLAKE.  He  is  the  only  one  whose  name  I  happen 
to  remember  and  I  thought  that  by  the  figures  in  the  Public 
Accounts  that  he  was  receiving  more  than  mentioned.  The 
proposal  is,  instead  of  this  smaller  sum  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  mentioned  in  the  $5  for  each  day  to  make  it 
$600,  and  he  has  said  the  June  examination  amounted  to  80 
days.  That  is  the  usual  Civil  Service  computation  of  days  ; 
I  presume,  the  usual  number  of  hours  a  day, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon,  gentleman  state  what  the 
whole  year’s  work  was  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  not  exactly  the  amount,  but  I 
know  that,  during  the  year,  putting  it  160  days  would  be  a 
low  figure  for  the  examinations. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  not  think  it  is 

cruel  to  impose  upon  the  civil  servants  half  as  much  work 

again  as  they  normally  had  to  do  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  may  be  the  case  ;  we  have  had 
letters  from  one  about  it  and  may  have  the  misfortune  to 
lose  him.  I  know  that  outside  of  the  service  nobody  will 
undertake  to  do  the  work  for  less  than  $1,200. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  180  days. 
Is  that  the  time  occupied  by  the  examinations  themselves  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No;  that  is  the  time  taken  to  prepare 
the  correspondence,  answer  the  letters",  meet  togethei,  give 
different  decisions  for  the  examination,  and  tho  correction 
of  the  thousands  of  papers  they  have  to  deal  with  during 
the  year. 

Mr.  CASEY.  As  far  as  I  understand,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
secretary  to  conduct  the  correspondence..  The  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the.  board  will  simply  have  to  direct  him  in  a  gen¬ 
eral  way,  and  it  is  only  in  connection  with  the  secretary  s 
duties  that  this  great  length  of  time  will  be  required  ;  the 
other  members  have  simply  to  prepare  the  examination 
papers,  and  correct  the  answers  sent  in.  I  am  aware  that 
is  a  very  considerable  job  of  work  and  that  a  liberal  rate 
should  be  paid  for  it,  but  if  I  am  not  mistaken  the  proposed 
salaries  to  tho  Civil  Service  Board  are  very  much  larger  than 
that  paid  to  examiners  at  the  Toronto  University  or  Normal 
School,  or  other  such  institutions,  whore  an  almost  equal 
amount  of  work  has  to  be  done.  However,  it  is  almost 
impossible  to  say,  without  more  definite  information  as  to 
the  time  required  by  the  examiners,  whether  the  salary  is 
too  high  or  not.  I  must  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  one, 
at  least,  of  the  Board  of  Civil  Service  Examiners  is  already 
receiving  a  very  considerable  salary,  that  is  Mr.  LeOollos, 
the  Assistant  Librarian,  a  man  in^  every  way  fit  lor  the 
position,  of  course,  but  he  is  receiving  already  $2,400  as 
Assistant  Librarian  and  $300  as  Civil  Service  examiner. 
Well,  if  $300  pays  for  180  days  of  his  time,  he  is  vory  much 
overpaid  on  the  other  account.  If  $2,400  is  not  too  much 
for  a  year’s  work  as  Librarian,  even  $600  would  be  a  very 
insufficient  pay  for  the  other  work. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  moan  to 
dispute  the  salary  of  the  Librarian  ? 

Mr.  CASEY— Excuse  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  I  have 
the  floor— so  there  is  a  great  inconsistency  between  the  two 
salaries.  If  the  salary  paid  to  him  as  Assistant  Librarian 
enables  him  to  take  the  other  work  at  a  lower  rate  than  it 
could  otherwise  have  been  done,  it  shows  that  there  is  some¬ 
thing  wrong  somewhere  ;  because,  if  a  man  is  paid  for  a 
year’s  work,  and  not  overpaid,  at  $2,400,  it  does  not  seem 
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reasonable  that  he  should  be  supposed  to  do  180  days’  extra 
work  for  $300  or  even  for  $600  additional.  There  is  some¬ 
thing  incompatible  in  the  figures.  Of  course,  it  is  not  to  be 
supposed  that  during  these  180  days  Mr.  DeCelles  can  do  his 
work  as  Librarian  as  well  as  his  work  as  examiner.  It  must 
be  supposed  that  he  devotes  his  time  during  these  180  days 
to  the  work  of  the  Civil  Service  Board  and  some  one  else 
must  do  tho  work  in  the  Library  or  it  must  remain  undone. 
I  do  not  say  that  it  does,  because  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  work  in  the  Library  except  during  the  Session. 
Therefore  another  great  inconsistency  appears.  The  fact  of 
180  days  being  taken  from  the  duties  of  Librarian  and  given 
to  the  Civil  Service  Board  is  a  very  extraordinary 
state  of  things.  As  to  Mr.  LeSueur,  he  is  superannuated 
with  an  allowance  of  $1,024,  and  he  gets  $1,000 
as  member  and  clerk  of  the  Civil  Service  Board.  I  do  not 
remember  exactly  why  he  was  superannuated,  but  it  is  gen¬ 
erally  taken  for  granted  when  a  man  is  superannuated  that 
it  is  because  he  is  unfit  for  fui’ther  service  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and,  if  afterwards  a  superannuated  official  is  taken 
into  the  Government  employ,  it  is  to  be  understood  that  he 
has  again  become  fit  for  Government  service ;  and  he  should 
not  get  the  two  salaries  at  the  same  time,  one  on  the  ground 
that  he  is  unfit,  and  the  other  on  the  ground  that  he  is  fit 
for  the  public  service .  The  two  things  are  perfectly  in¬ 
consistent.  If  the  officer  is  taken  on  again,  it  implies  that 
he  is  fit  for  work,  and  the  superannuation  allowance  should 
be  stopped  or  he  should  be  given  no  further  allowance  for 
the  work  he  is  called  upon  to  perform.  As  to  Dr.  Thorburn, 
his  connection  with  the  Civil  Service  is  comparatively  slight 
as  Librarian  of  the  Geological  Museum,  and  the  amount  he 
receives  for  it  is  comparatively  small,  $600  a  year,  I  think. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that,  if  outsiders  were  engaged  to 
do  this  work,  very  large  sums  would  have  to  be  paid  to 
them.  He  mentions  $1,200  as  the  least  which,  in  his  opinion, 
would  secure  them.  I  have  a  very  considerable  acquaint¬ 
ance  amongst  gentlemen  of  the  class  who  would  naturally  be 
called  upon  to  do  this  kind  of  work — scientific  examination 
work — amongst  professors  and  tutors  of  colleges  and  others 
who  have  a  very  considerable  amount  of  spare  timo  during 
the  vacation  when  their  work  in  the  colleges  is  not  required. 
I  am  prepared  to  state  my  opinion,  which  is  only  an  opinion 
of  course,  but  based  on  my  knowledge  of  those  gentlemen 
and  of  what  they  could  do  in  a  certain  time,  that  an  equal 
number  of  them  could  be  selected  who  would  get  through 
the  work  done  by  the  Civil  Service  Board  in  one  third  of  the 
time  the  Minister  says  it  occupies.  I  could  namo  a  dozen 
of  them  any  three  of  whom  would  get  through  the  work  in 
60  days,  as  professors  work,  not  as  Civil  Servants  work,  for 
the  difference  is  very  remarkable.  I  could  mention  a 
number  of  these  men  who  are  much  more  highly  qualified 
than  those  who  are  now  on  the  board,  who  have  higher 
scientific  attainments  and  greater  experience  in  examining 
students,  who  would  be  glad  to  take  this  work  for  $600  or 
even  a  less  sum. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Name. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  contend  that  it  would  be  much  better 
for  the  interests  of  tho  service  if  outsiders  wero  taken  to 
perform  these  duties  instead  of  members  of  tho  service.  It 
is  quite  inconsistent  with  the  thoory  of  a  Civil  Service 
Board  of  Examiners  that  they  should  themselves  bo  mem¬ 
bers  of  tho  service.  The  examinations  in  tho  main  are  for 
entrance.  No  departmental  knowledge  is  required  to  test 
tho  fitness  of  tho  individuals  who  present  themselves.  The 
peculiar  departmental  examinations  such  as  those  for  the 
Inland  Revenue  and  the  Surveying  Departments  must  be 
always  to  a  great  extent  got  up  in  the  Departments  them¬ 
selves,  and  that  could  be  done  just  as  well  by  a  board  of 
scientific  men  outside  the  service,  with  the  assistance  ot  the 
departmental  head,  as  by  a  board  of  men  in  the  service. 
I  therefore  say  that  outsiders  could  do  the  work 


as  well  as  gentlemen  in  tho  service,  and  outsiders 
could  be  got  who  have  higher  scientific  acquire¬ 
ments  than  any  in  tho  service  whoso  time  could  be 
devoted  to  this  work,  and  it  is  bettor  that  the  examinations 
should  be  held  by  those  who  are  not  connected  with  tho  ser¬ 
vice,  who  have  no  reason  for  favoring  anyone,  and  who  are 
not  hampered  with  any  of  the  red  tape  which  gets  tangled 
around  anyone  who  has  been  for  any  length  of  time  in  tho  pub¬ 
lic  service.  Eor  these  reasons,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  urging 
that  the  proposed  allowance  of  $600  is  excessivo  if  it  is 
given  to  those  who  are  already  in  the  Civil  Service  or  are 
receiving  supei’annuation  from  the  Government;  further, 
that  no  officer  receiving  a  superannuation  allowance  should 
bo  employed  at  a  salary  by  the  Government;  further  still, 
that  outsiders  should  be  employed  for  this  purpose  and 
could  bo  obtained  of  the  highest  quality  fora  less  price  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  pay  to  members  of  the 
service . 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  gentleman  who  has  just  rosumed 
his  seat  has  informed  us  that  he  possesses  a  certain  amount 
of  information  which  he  has  not  vouchsafed  to  this  House, 
but  which  would  bo  more  important  than  anything  he  has 
said.  He  has  made,  no  doubt,  a  very  facetious  speech,  and 
we  have  listened  to  him  with  that  enjoyment  which  his  utter¬ 
ances  always  ensure  to  this  House.  He  states  that  he 
knows  some  gentlemen  who  would  undertake  this  work  for 
a  comparatively  trifling  amount,  but  he  has  not  stated  who 
these  gentlemen  are,  though  I  requested  him  to  do  so.  I 
take  it  that  this  is  a  very  justifiable  application  which  is  made 
to  this  House  with  regard  to  the  salaries  of  these  gentlemen. 
I  do  not  at  all  agree  with  the  statement  that -superannuated 
officers,  those  who  have  discharged  their  onerous  duties  for 
years  but  may  not  be  in  the  possession  of  robust  health 
should  not  be  employed  in  duties  of  this  kind  if  they  possess 
the  necessary  qualifications,  and  it  is  confessed  on  all  sides 
that  the  gentlemen  who  occupy  the  present  position 
actually  do  possess  those  qualifications.  But  I  rose  more 
particularly  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Minister,  and 
through  him  of  the  examiners  themselves,  to  a  point  which 
has  been  discussed  to  some  extent  in  such  papers  as  the 
Montreal  Star,  the  Post  and  others,  with  regard  to  a  subject 
that  might  relieve  the  examiners  of  some  of  their  anxiety  and 
labor.  The  complaint  has  been  made,  and  I  think  it  is  a  just 
one,  that  perhaps  too  much  time  has  been  spent  over  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  questions  submitted  to  those  who  aspire  to  the 
Civil  Service  ;  that  the  questions  have  very  often  been  of  a 
catch  nature  ;  that  they  have  extended  into  a  range  of  know¬ 
ledge  that  is  never  likely  to  be  required.  I  think  if  there 
was  less  soaring  in  that  respect,  possibly  a  great  many  desir¬ 
able  persons  for  the  Civil  Service  would  not  be  barred  out. 
For  my  part,  whilst  approving  of  the  motion  before  the 
House,  I  hope  that  the  objections  which  have  been  made  to 
some  of  the  examination  papers  will  be  taken  note  of, 
and  that  in  tho  future  those  papers  will  be  of  such  a  practi¬ 
cal  nature  as  will  enable  all  those  who  are  really  fit  for  the 
service  to  obtain  access  thereto. 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  member’s  request  for 
names  I  can  only  say,  of  course,  that  I  did  not  suppose  he 
could  expect  me  to  make  free  with  the  names  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentlemen  whom  I  had  in  my  mind’s  eye 
when  I  spoko.  But  if  the  Minister  would  like  to  enter  into 
negotiations  with  any  of  these  gentlemen  I  will  be  happy 
to  give  hi  m  privately  their  addresses,  to  enable  him  to  as¬ 
certain  on  what  terms  they  would  undertake  this  duty.  If 
I  found  they  would  not  undertake  it  on  the  terms  he  pro¬ 
poses,  I  would  acknowledge  my  mistake.  In  regard  to  the 
catch  questions  stated  to  have  been  given  by  the  board  of 
examiners,  I  must  say  that  I  have  heard  the  same  com¬ 
plaints  made  by  parties  thoroughly  competent  to  judge.  I 
have  not  examined  the  last  lot  of  papei’s,  and  cannot,  there¬ 
fore,  speak  from  personal  knowledge,  but  I  have  been  told 
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by  parties  well  qualified  to  judge  that  many  of  the  questions 
were  of  a  nature  such  as  thoso  that  schoolmasters  like  to 
argue  amongst  themselves  at  a  teachers’  meeting,  in  order 
to  show  their  intellectual  dexterity,  and  that  they  were 
not  of  a.  nature  to  test  the  average  general  knowledge  of  the 
applicants.  This  fact  alone,  I  think,  would  justify  us  in 
saying  that  in  some  particulars  the  duties  of  the  board  of 
examiners  were  not  so  much  onerous  as  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  stated,  as  they  are  erroneous — in  the  words  of  a 
friend  of  mine,  who  was  once  mayor  of  a  western  village. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  we  should  find 
out  just  now  how  much  this  increased  expenditure  is  to  be 
of  which  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  spoken.  Whether 
there  is  to  be  an  increase  in  the  efficiency  of  the  board  of 
examiners  is  another  question.  If  I  understand  the  hon, 
member  aright  he  proposes  that  three  examiners  shall  be 
paid  a  salary  of  $u00  each  ;  that  they  shall  have  a  secre¬ 
tary  and  a  third-class  clerk.  This  board  costs  us  yearly 
$3,600,  and  I  suppose  ho  intends  to  continue  the  system  of 
sub  examiners  in  every  Province  of  the  Dominion.  Last 
year  I  noticed  by  the  Auditor’s  report  that  wo  paid  $  1,625 
to  the  examiners’  secretary,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  now 
proposes  to  pay  $1,800  to  three  examiners,  and  $1,000  for 
the  secretary,  which  makes,  in  other  words,  an  increase  of 
$2,000 .  Last  year  we  paid  Mr.  LeSueur  $  1 ,000,  Mr.  DeCel- 
les  $300,  Mr.  Thorburn  $300,  and  $25  to  a  special  examiner, 
making  $  1,625.  He  now  proposes  to  pay  $1,800  to  three 
examiners,  $1,000  to  a  secretary,  and  $1,000  to  the  clerk. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAXJ.  No  ;  that  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  On  the  face  of  it,  the  hon.  gentleman  pro- 
oses  to  make  an  increase  of  $2,000  at  least.  I  wish  to 
now  from  the  hon.  gentleman  if  it  is  also  contemplated 
that  these  gentleman  who  are  paid  these  $600  apiece  are  to 
bo  paid  travelling  expenses?  Whence  comes  the  necessity 
that  they  should  travel  if  he  has  examiners  in  several  Pro¬ 
vinces  ?  I  noticed  last  year  that  in  addition  to  their  salaries 
we  have  paid  Mr.  LeSueur  $200  for  travelling  expenses, 
$a44  to  Mr.  DeCeilee,  and  $i0  to  Mr.  Thorburn.  That  may 
bo  all  right;  it  may  have  been  nocessary,  or  it  may  not—I 
do  not  know;  but  I  think  the  Commons  should  be  afforded 
some  information  from  the  Secretary  of  State  when  pro¬ 
posing  these  alterations  as  to  whether  this  state  of  matters 
is  to  continue.  Does  he  propose  to  pay  those  travelling 
expenses  in  addition  to  the  salary  ?  And  why  is  it 
necessary  for  them  to  travel  if  ho  has  sub-examiners 
in  the  soveral  Provinces  who  were  paid  $967  last 
year  ?  If  I  understand  the  proposition,  the  hon. 
gontleman  proposes  to  increase  tho  cost  next  year  to  a 
sum  in  the  neighborhood  of  $8,000.  That  is  a  pretty  material 
increase,  which  is  on  a  par  with  the  increases  which  are 
proposed  from  to  time  in  the  other  Departments.  I  do  not 
notice,  when  hon.  members  speak  of  economy  from  time  to 
time  in  the  abstract,  that  they  rise  to  make  any  opposition 
to  special  instances  of  additions  to  tho  expenditure.  Pro¬ 
fessions  of  o  onomy  are  indulged  in  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  but  when  an  absolute  increase  is  proposed  in  any 
Department  there  is  not  a  voice  raised  in  opposition.  This 
may  be  right;  but  the  explanations  have  not  satisfied  me, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  have  satisfied  tho  committee. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  seems  to  me  (hat 
tho  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  is  objectionable  on  more  grounds  than  one.  All  of  us 
who  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Public  Accounts  have 
observed  that  a  most  pernicious  practice  is  increasing  in 
the  management  of  our  public  affairs.  Constantly  wo  find 
gentlemen  who  have  one  salary  for  a  distinct  piece  of  work, 
are  getting  another  salary  for  other  employment  which,  in 
many  cases,  they  cannot  perform  without  very  considerably 
neglocting  the  duties  which  were  at  first  assigned  to  them. 
Now,  this  appears  to  be  a  case  vory  much  in  point,  If  I 
Mr.  Casby, 


understand  tho  Secretary  of  State  aright,  one  of  these  gentle¬ 
men  who  ought  to  be  pretty  fully  employed  at  his  legitimate 
work  is  expected  to  work  180  days  in  the  discharge  of 
these  duties.  If  I  am  wrong  in  drawing  that  inference, 
the  hon.  gentleman  can  correct  me.  Now,  if  I  say  we 
have  an  officer  here,  in  our  employment,  who  has  got 
180  days  to  spare,  the  probability  is  that  that  officer, 
whoever  he  may  bo,  is  either  considerably  overpaid  or 
underworked — it  does  not  matter  which.  However,  my 
objection  is  to  the  principle  of  giving  two  distinct 
salaries  for  distinct  pieces  of  work  to  members  of  the 
Civil  Service.  It  is  a  mistake  in  itself  which  has  led  to 
serious  abuse,  and  which  will  likely  lead  to  much  greater 
abuse  in  the  future.  As  to  the  point  taken  by  my  hon. 
friend  behind  me,  the  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey), 
I  would  call  the  hon  gentleman’s  attention  to  this  :  How 
the  matter  is  arranged  now,  I  am  not  quite  sure,  but  within 
a  few  years,  unless  I  mistake,  in  the  practice  of  the  English 
service  where  the  examination  is  a  very  much  more  serious 
matter  than  it  is  with  us—inasmuch  as  it  i3  a  competitive 
examination,  which  is  a  totally  different  thing,  and  a  much 
more  serious  matter-— than  a  pass  examination,  which  is 
all  that  we,  at  the  present  time,  insist  upon,  I  think 
the  examiners  are  generally  taken  from  among  the  ranks  of 
the  tutors  and  professors  in  the  great  English  universities, 
and  it  is  done  for  the  express  reason  of  preventing  the  exami¬ 
nation  from  being  conducted  by  porsons  who  may  be  supposed 
to  be  unduly  under  the  influence  of  the  existing  Government. 
It  is  desirable,  I  think,  that  we  should  follow  the  English 
precedent,  which  tho  First  Minister  is  always  so  desirous  of 
following.  I  wdl  toll  the  Secretary  of  State  where  I  think 
he  could  obtain  an  extremely  suitable  corps  of  examiners, 
and  the  cost  would  certainly  not  be  in  excess  but  probably 
less  than  the  sum  ho  now  proposes  to  pay.  Most  of  our 
colleges  and  universities  are  in  the  habit  of  granting  long 
vacations  to  the  students,  and  by  consequence  to  the  pro¬ 
fessors.  1  am  quite  sure  from  the  various  universities  in 
Quebec  aud  Ontario,  and  probably  in  tho  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  the  Secretary  of  State  would  have  no  trouble  in 
obtaining  half  a  dozen  or  even  a  dozen  examiners, 
perfectly  qualified  to  conduct  such  examinations  as  these  and 
quite  ready  to  carry  them  on,  for  sums  considerably 
less  than  he  now  proposes  to  pay.  More  than  that, 
those  men  are  specially  fitted  for  the  work.  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose  either  the  First  Minister  or  the  other  members  of  tho 
Government  expect  to  obtain  men  for  the  Civil  Service,  at 
an  average  salary  of  $500  or  $600  to  start  upon,  better 
educated  than  those  who  matriculate  at  our  ordinary  univer¬ 
sities.  I  take  it  that  the  standard  will  be  much  about  the 
same ;  the  standard  for  the  Civil  Service  will  not  be  higher, 
and  1  am  giving  the  Ministry  tho  benefit  of  tbo  doubt. 
Those  gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  referred  are  in  the  habit 
of  conducting  precisely  similar  examinations  of  large  num¬ 
bers  of  young  men  who  propose  to  enter  the  various  univer¬ 
sities.  Selections  from  among  them  I  am  sure— and  it  could 
be  made  by  the  Government  if  thoy  like,  among  their  own 
political  friends— I  suppose  they  have  some  in  the  universi¬ 
ties — would  give  more  satisfaction  than  the  per¬ 
petuation  of  this  mischievous  practice  which  is 
now  creeping  in  among  us  and  which  threatens, 
as  is  apparent  from  a  perusal  of  the  report  of  the 
Auditor-General,  to  dovelope  into  a  positive  abuse  of  very 
serious  magnitude— this  practice  of  paying  two  salaries  to 
gentlemen  who  already  receive  an  adequate  salary  from  the 
Dominion  ;  or,  what  is  just  as  bad,  of  paying  very  large 
amounts  for  extra  work.  Why,  we  have  found  that  gentle¬ 
men  have  been  paid  for  extra  work  done  rftor  hours  a  sum 
quite  equivalent  to  the  total  salary  they  receive  por  month 
and  por  year.  I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  to  see  this 
state  of  things  perpetuated  on  the  Statute  Book,  as  tho  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  proposes,  especially  when  he  can  obtain 
gentlemen  perfectly  qualified  to  discharge  all  the  not  very 
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onerous  functions  of  setting  papers  for  a  pass  examination 
— which,  I  repeat,  is  a  totally  different  thiDg  from  a  com¬ 
petitive  examination — out  of  the  ranks  of  gentlemen  who 
are  in  the  habit  of  doing  this  work  constantly  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  their  ordinary  vocations,  and  who,  during  the 
vacation,  would  have  ample  time  to  attend  to  such  work. 

Mr.  McMULLBN.  In  connection  with  this  matter  I  hog 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  which  has 
already  been  alluded  to  by  tho  bon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  According  to  the 
Auditor-General's  report  there  are  140  civil  servants  on 
the  list  during  the  last  fiscal  year,  who  received  an  average 
salary  of  $1,349.66,  and  in  addition  $57,794.18  was  paid  them 
for  extra  services.  I  think  it  is  decidedly  wrong  that  when 
men  are  engaged  as  civil  servants  to  perform  duties  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Department,  and  they  are  employed  during 
a  few  hours  after  tho  ordinary  routine  which  they  have 
to  do  has  been  finished,  they  should  be  allowed  to  draw 
extra  wages.  It  appears  to  me  to  bo  very  absurd,  and  it 
will  so  appear  to  the  people  of  the  country.  Suppose  a 
farmer  hires  a  man  to  plough,  and  he  engages  him  to  go  and 
pick  stones  or  do  some  other  farm  work,  would  the  man 
think  of  saying  that  he  was  engaged  to  plough,  and 
if  he  did  anything  else  tie  wanted  extra  pay?  No 
farmer  would  consent  to  pay  extra  wages  in  such  a  case. 
The  Government  has  no  right,  when  men  are  hired  for  the 
Department  to  devote  all  their  time  to  tho  service  of  the 
country,  at  least  a  certain  number  of  hours  each  day,  to  pay 
them  for  extra  services.  The  idea  of  paying  out  of  the 
revenues  of  Canada  $57,794.18  to  140  civil  servants  for  ex¬ 
tra  services  is  an  outrage  and  a  wrong  which  should  be  con¬ 
demned.  I  hope  tho  House  and  the  country  will  take  no¬ 
tice  of  these  facts,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  per¬ 
sist  in  following  this  course,  I  trust  that  the  punishment 
they  desorve  will  be  meted  out  to  them. 

Mr.  CASEY;  Will  the  hon.  Minister  tell  mo  approxi¬ 
mately,  from  his  recollection  of  the  facts,  how  many  men 
went  up  for  examination  during  the  past  year. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  am  very  glad  that  this  debate 
has  arisen  on  this  question,  and  I  feel  perfectly  at 
ease  in  answering  the  hon.  members  who  have  taken 
part  in  it.  If  thero  is  any  branch  of  the  public  service 
in  which  there  has  been  an  improvement,  it  is  the 
Civil  Service  examinations,  and  if  thero  is  one  branch 
in  which  hardship  and  low  pay  to  those  engaged  in  it 
have  prevailed,  it  is  in  this  branch  of  tho  public  service. 
The  first  objection  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposito  is, 
that  it  is  not  right  that  Civil  Service  examinors  should  be 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  itself  or  superannuated  offices  s, 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  if  we  did  not  use  the  services  of  those 
gentlemen  we  would  have  to  pay  a  good  deal  more,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  offer  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that 
profossors  in  our  universities  might,  during  the  holidays, 
conduct  those  examinations.  If  he  knew  anything  about 
the  work  of  the  Civil  Service  examiners  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  be  satisfied  that  they  would  not  leave  their 
occupation  as  professors  to  endure  tho  trouble  and  difficulty 
which  fall  upon  examiners  throughout  the  entire  year. 
These  examiners  were  chosen  in  1882.  I  do  not  say  I 
would  not,  myself,  prefer  to  have  an  efficient  board  entirely 
outside  of  the  Civil  Sei'vice,  but  then  we  would  be  obliged 
to  pay  something  like  what  the  State  of  New  York  is 
paying.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposito  may  think  it  is  an 
extraordinary  fact;  but  if  wo  are  to  have  the  work 
efficiently  done  the  services  of  such  men  as  are  suggested 
would  be  worth  dollar  for  dollar  what  such  services  are  paid 
f  o’  in  the  State  of  New  York.  Here  wo  have  tho  experience 
of  men  who  have  been  organizing  the  service.  The  service 
is  just  in  the  way  of  coming  to  a  fair  state  of  perfection,  and 
there  are  innumerable  details  in  regard  to  it  which  require 


a  great  deal  of  attention  and  work.  Another  objection 
made  by  hon.  gentleman  opposite  is,  that  because  officers 
are  members  of  the  Civil  Service  they  should  not  bo  paid 
for  extra  work.  Tho  hon.  mombor  for  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen),  said  that  if  a  man  agreed  to  work  for  a  farmer 
as  a  ploughman  and  he  was  put  to  other  work  and 
was  called  on  to  work  at  night,  all  this  would  be 
included  in  his  day’s  work.  If  a  farmer  hired  a  farm 
laborer  to  do  day  work  and  ho  were  to  give  him  two  or 
three  hours  extra  work,  he  would  have  to  pay  him  extra. 
Laborers  ani  others  who  are  engaged  in  the  ordinary 
avocations  of  life,  if  they  work  outsido  thoir  regular  hours 
are  allowed  for  such  work,  and  why  should  not  the  civil 
servants,  who  have  leisure  time,  bo  allowed  for  their  servicos 
during  that  time  ?  But  the  main  point  is  this  :  I  say  that  the 
salary  of  $600  is  a  minimum,  and  that  it  is  really  a 
ridiculously  low  salary  for  the  work,  and  I  know  what  tho 
work  is,  for  I  have  looked  into  it  and  have  seen  these  men 
at  work.  I  repeat  that  it  is  a  mean  salary;  it  is  under  the 
value  of  their  actual  services;  they  are  not  paid  enough  for 
their  work,  but  still  they  consent  to  do  it.  The  hon.  mom- 
her  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  says  that  if  tho  Librarian  gets 
$2,400  for  a  year’s  work,  and  only  gets  $600  for  the  time 
he  works  in  connection  with  the  Civil  Service  examinations, 
it  shows  that  he  is  paid  too  little  for  the  latter  work.  That 
may  be,  and  I  think  it  is  the  case.  My  hon.  friend  asked  me 
about  the  secretary  of  the  board,  who  is  now  paid  $  1,000. 
The  secretary,  Mr.  LeSueur,  is  an  able  man  ;  he  is  one  who 
has  devoted  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and  pains  to  his  work 
— far  more  than  might  bo  expected  from  his  salary,  and 
I  may  say  that  he  is  not  likely  to  remain  as  secretary. 
I  hope  he  will,  for  the  good  of  the  service,  continue  to  serve 
both  as  commissioner  and  secretary.  So  far  as  Dr.  Thor* 
burn  is  concerned,  nobody  who  knows  him  will  deny  that  he 
is  a  most  efficient  man,  and  one  who  is  exceedingly  well 
qualified  for  his  position.  The  position  which  he  holds  in 
the  Civil  Service  is  a  very  small  one,  as  he  receives,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  but  $600  as  librarian  of  the  Geological  Survey  branch. 
I  repeat  that  we  could  not  at  the  present  moment  ask 
strangers-— members  or  professors  of  universities— we  could 
not  have  them  to  perform  this  work.  These  gentlemen  would 
bo  travelling  all  tho  time— if  not  every  weok,  surely  more 
than  once  during  each  month  ;  they  have  to  consult  with 
the  Department,  and  have  to  exercise  a  constant  super¬ 
vision  over  this  particular  branch  of  the  Civil  Service.  They 
have  to  get  information ;  new  applications  are  made;  de¬ 
mands  by  members  are  made,  and  they  are  oliged  to  attend  to 
all  Ibis  work.  There  are  preliminary  examinations,  entrance 
examinations  and  promotion  examinations — there  being 
as  many  as  four  examinations  for  promotion,  and  the  ex¬ 
aminers  would  either  have  to  come  to  Ottawa  or  else  their 
duties  could  not  bo  attended  to.  I  say  it  is  impossible  to 
have  such  work  done  so  well  and  so  cheaply.  Tho  increase 
will  not  bo  $3,090,  as  tho  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  said.  Thero 
will  be  $300  for  each  of  the  three  commissioners,  making  in  all 
$900.  This  year  Mr.  LeSueur  being  there,  we  add  $700, 
so  that  that  sum  represents  his  increase  as  commissioner 
and  secretary.  I  think  I  can  say,  Sir,  that  with  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  4,000,000  people,  with  seven  Provinces  over  the 
whole  breadth  of  the  Dominion,  that  tho  sum  of  $2,500  is 
an  expenditure  which  cannot  bo  considered  as  excessive, 
when  the  fee  alone  collected  from  candidates  covers  the 
amount. 

Mr.  McMULLBN.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  told  us 
that  when  these  civil  servants  are  paid  extra  salaries  they 
are  paid  for  work  performed  outside  tho  ordinary  number 
of  hours  during  which  they  are  supposed  to  work  as  civii 
servants.  I  beg  to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  tho 
assistant  law  clerk  of  the  House  of  Commons,  who  gets  a 
salary  of  $2,000  a  year,  appears  by  tho  Auditor-General’s 
report  to  have  got  $2,500  for  hie  work  in  connection  with 
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the  consolidation  of  the  statutes.  Now,  are  we  to  under¬ 
stand  that  this  sum  of  $2,500  was  paid  for  work  in  extra 
hour’s  during  the  year’s  service,  and  $2,000  as  his  salary  for 
the  same  time. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAXJ.  Is  that  in  connection  with  the  Civil 
Service  Board  ? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  in  the  Auditor-General's  report, 
page  18. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  thought  we  were  discussing  the 
Civil  Service  examiners  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  So  we  were,  but  the  discussion  has  taken 
a  general  turn,  which  has  been  followed  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  himself,  and  he  pointed  out  that  when  civil  servants 
were  paid  extract  was  for  work  done  in  extra  hours.  The  hon. 
member  for  W  ellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  gives  ih  e  case  of  one 
civil  servant  who  has  been  paid  $500  more  for  work  done 
out  of  hours  than  for  the  salary  he  earned  during  his  office 
hours.  But,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  the  work 
done  by  the  Civil  Service  examiners  was  not  done  out  of 
hours.  He  stated  in  his  speech  that  this  money  is  paid  for 
work  done  out  of  hours,  but  in  his  former  remarks  he 
admitted  it  was  not,  because  ho  told  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  that  his  calculation  of  the 
number  of  days  that  these  gentlemen  were  employed  was 
based  on  the  ordinary  Civil  Service  day — so  many  days  of 
so  many  hours  each — and  the  only  inference  anybody  could 
draw  from  that  statement  is  that  he  admitted  that  they 
occupied  so  many  ordinary  civil  service  days  in  doing  the 
work  of  this  particular  branch. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  say  that,  and  I  was  not  so 
understood  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake). 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  it  was  a  misunderstanding  on  my 
part,  and  that  argumont  vanishes.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  he  can  tell  me  approximately  the  number  of 
men  examined  by  the  board  last  year. 

Mr,  CHAPLEAU,  Between  1,000  and  1,200,  I  think. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  avorago  severity  of  the  examinations 
not  being  higher — unless  they  have  changed  utterly  within 
the  few  years  past— than  those  ordinarily  conducted  in  a 
good  high  school  in  Ontario,  and  no  doubt  in  Quebec  and 
the  other  Provinces  as  well,  the  examinations  aro  of  such  a 
nature  that  a  schoolmaster  could  conduct  them  with  effi¬ 
ciency.  And  it  has  cost  in  salary  $1,625.  It  is  proposed, 
as  near  as  I  can  make  out,  that  the  salaries  alone  for  the 
future  shall  come  to  $3,800.  After  the  hon.  Minister’s  ex¬ 
planations,  I  believe  it  is  not  intended  to  appoint  a  clerk  in 
addition  to  Mr.  LoSueur  this  year,  but  the  hon.  Minister 
takes  power  to  do  so,  and  when  Mr.  LeSueur  is  superannu¬ 
ated  for  the  second  time  the  clerk  will  be  appointed.  When  I 
spoke  first  on  this  matter  I  was  not  able  to  speak  positively  of 
the  cost  of  the  examination  of  students  at  Toronto  Uni¬ 
versity.  A  friend  of  mine  has  since  looked  up  the  records 
of  that  institution,  and  informs  me  that  the  amount  paid 
to  the  examiners  is  under  $1,200,  and  that  about  800  stu¬ 
dents  are  examined  annually.  Of  course,  the  great  bulk  of 
that  examination  is  done  at  one  time.  There  is  a  second 
examination,  but  the  number  of  students  is  not  nearly  so 
great.  Tho  examiners  prepare  the  questions  and  look  over 
the  answers,  just  as  the  Civil  Service  examiners  do,  and  they 
have  to  be  much  more  highly  educated  men  than  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  examiners,  because  they  have  to  examine  in  classics,  in 
science,  and  in  the  higher  arts.  As  a  rule,  the  examiners 
are  not  professors,  and  I  think  the  highest  pay  for  any  one 
of  them  is  from  $80  to  $100.  Even  supposing  it  would  bo 
fair  to  count  the  cost  of  bolding  two  Civil  Service  examin- 
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ations  in  the  year,  at  double  the  cost  of  the  university 
examinations,  that  would  only  be  $2,400  for  examining  800 
students,  instead  of  $3,800.  If  $1,200  is  the  actual  cost 
there  for  higher  examinations,  it  is  monstrous  to  take  $3,800 
for  examining  young  men- in  the  rudiments.  In  answer  to 
my  suggestion  that  professors  and  tutors  might  be  engaged, 
the  Minister  says  they  could  not  give  up  their  chairs.  I 
never  proposed  anything  so  absurd.  What  I  proposed  was, 
that  they  should  occupy  their  time  out  of  hours,  as  the 
Civil  Service  examiners  are  doing,  and  that  they  should  do 
the  work  in  their  vacation,  when  their  Sessions  are  not 
going  on.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Civil  Service 
Board  have  to  do  more— --that  they  have  to  supervise  the 
Departments  and  listen  to  the  demands  of  members.  I 
never  heard  that  the  Civil  Service  Boards  had  any 
powers  of  supervision ;  I  did  not  think  they 
could  interfere  with  the  discipline  of  any  Department 
under  this  Act.  As  a  matter  of  fact  they  do  not  inter¬ 
fere  to  put  one  clerk  up  and  another  down.  As  to  listening 
to  the  demands  of  members,  I  think  that  it  is  something  that 
the  Civil  Service  Board  should  not  do.  They  should  not 
have  any  communication  with  the  members  of  the  House 
or  the  members  of  the  Government  as  to  their  duties. 
They  should  be  as  independent  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  members  of  the  House  as  judges,  and  the 
fact  that  they  do  listen  to  the  demands  of  members 
shows  that  the  whole  thing  is  a  farce.  We  know  that  the 
influence  of  members  of  tho  Government  must  be  over¬ 
whelming  upon  gentlemen  who  aro  appointed  by  that  Gov¬ 
ernment  during  pleasure,  first  as  Civil  Service  employees, 
and  next  as  members  of  this  board.  That  is  tho  reason  I 
advocate  that  outsiders  should  be  appointed,  and  appointed 
during  good  behavior,  as  judges  are,  So  that  they  would  bo 
entirely  independent  of  the  Government  and  of  members  of 
the  House.  I  admit  that  the  secretary,  because  of  his  extra 
work  in  looking  after  the  papers,  should  be  paid  moie  than 
the  others.  There  is  no  reason  why  those  who  prepare  the 
papers  should  be  present,  where  the  examinations  are  held. 
In  iact,  in  the  case  of  the  university  examinations,  they 
usually  reside  elsewhere  ;  and  they  might  as  well  reside  at 
Montreal,  or  Halifax,  or  Victoria,  for  the  efficient  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  duties.  I  have  heard  it  asserted  and  not  denied 
yet  that  these  Civil  Service  examinations^ which  cost  so  much 
aro  not  always  final.  I  have  been  informed  that  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  tho  Interior,  on  one  occasion,  certain  gentlemen 
who  wished  to  be  clerks  failed  to  pass,  and  that  new  papers 
were  provided  for  them  in  the  Department  itself.  The 
board  were  requested  to  substitute  those  papers,  and  the 
gentlemen,  having  passed  under  them,  were  admitted  as 
clerks  in  the  Department.  We  have  all  read,  from  time  to 
time,  in  the  press,  and  perhaps  some  of  us  know  of  cases,  of 
men  having  been  appointed  to  positions  without  examinations 
at  all.  That  broad  and  generous  clause  allowing  men  to  bo 
appointed  for  special  qualifications,  has  been  strained  to  the 
utmost,  and  men  have  been  appointed  without  passing  any 
examinations,  and  on  the  certificate  of  a  Minister  that  they 
had  special  qualifications,  although  no  special  qualifications 
were  required  for  the  place.  That  provision  was  only  in¬ 
tended  to  cover  the  case  of  a  man  required  for  certain  tech¬ 
nical  work  that  nobody  in  the  Department  could  do;  and  it 
has  been  strained  time  and  again, and  the  hon.  Minister  cannot 
deny  it,  to  procure  the  entrance  to  the  Civil  Service  of 
gentlemen  who  had  no  special  qualifications,  except  the 
political  influence  at  their  back.  As  to  tho  present  ex¬ 
penses  of  this  commission,  I  am  told  that  an  office  has  been 
rented  for  Mr.  LeSueur,  as  secretary  of  the  commission,  at  a 
rent  of  $300  a  year.  Now,  I  certainly  think  that  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  should  be  provided  with  quarters  in 
tho  public  Departments ;  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  be 
necessary  to  rent  an  office  outside.  I  hope  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  will  be  prepared  to  deny  that  statement.  As  he  does 
not  deny  it,  I  suppose  that  statement  is  correct. 
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Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  I  were  to  rise  to  deny  every  state¬ 
ment  of  the  lion,  gentleman,  we  should  be  here  till  12  o’clock 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the  House. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  exactly  how 
these  examinations  are  conducted,  and  in  making  any 
observations,  I  do  so  in  order  that  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of 
State  may,  if  my  suggestions  are  worth  anything,  to  some 
extent  adopt  them.  I  am  told  that  the  examinations  are 
not  held  at  regular  intervals,  but  at  the  will  of  the  member 
of  the  Government  in  whose  charge  they  are.  Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  better  and  more  convenient  for 
those  who  are  at  school  if  the  examinations  were  hold  at 
periods  which  would  be  selected  with  some  regard  to  the 
curricula  of  the  schools.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  the 
public  and  high  schools  have  regular  terms,  and  the  long 
vacation  commences  towards  the  end  of  June;  so,  I  think, 
towards  the  end  of  June  or  early  in  July  would  be  the  most 
convenient  time  for  the  examination  of  students  who  attend 
the  public  and  high  schools  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  It 
may  be  that  they  are  held  at  that  convenient  time  now. 
If  so,  I  apologise  for  making  the  suggestion.  If  it 
is  thought  desirable  to  have  a  second  examination  in  the 
year,  another  term  of  our  schools  concludes  near  Christmas, 
and  there  are  two  or  three  weeks  of  holidays  before 
the  re-opening  of  the  schools  again  after  Christmas. 
If,  therefore,  two  examinations  in  the  year  are  necessary, 
perhaps  it  would  suit  the  public  service,  as  I  am  sure  it 
would  6uit  the  examiners,  if  those  two  periods  were  chosen. 
Then,  as  to  the  system  of  holding  examinations,  I  think  it 
is  reasonable  that  they  should  be  held  at  different  points  in 
each  Province.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  at  all  that 
the  examiners  themselves  should  be  present  at  such  exami¬ 
nations.  The  papers  could  be  transmitted  in  various  ways 
safely,  received  and  placed  in  safe  hands,  and  the  examina¬ 
tion  conducted  with  absolute  safety  and  efficiency  at 
various  points.  The  whole  examination  could  be  thus 
directed  from  a  central  point,  say  Ottawa,  if  that  is  thought 
desirable,  and  then  there  would  be  practically  no  travelling 
expenses.  I  have  had  some  experience  in  this  matter  for 
some  years,  and  I  think  that  examinations  could  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  public  interest  in  the  way  I  have  indicated. 
Then  as  to  the  source  from  which  examiners  should  be 
chosen,  I  would  not  venture  to  make  any  suggestion  as  to 
the  source  from  which  they  should  be  chosen,  outside  of 
this  Province,  as  I  am  not  acquainted  with  educational  insti¬ 
tutions  outside  of  Ontario ;  but  if  it  is  intended  to  appoint 
examiners  familiar  with  the  school  system,  I  think 
we  could  do  better  than  appoint  permanent  ex¬ 
aminers.  I  think  that,  in  itself,  it  is  a  mistake 
to  appoint  men  permanently  to  the  office  of  ex¬ 
aminers;  experience  has  frequently,  in  our  Province,  shown 
it  to  be  a  mistake.  In  Ontario  we  have  an  excellent  field 
from  which  to  choose  examiners.  I  believe  that  there  are 
not  less  than  5,000  public  school  teachers  in  Ontario  today, 
I  cannot  say  how  many  high  school  teachers  there  are,  but 
there  are  a  hundred  head  masters,  and  perhaps  as  many 
more  assistant  masters,  so  that  you  could  very  well  choose 
examiners  from  the  source  to  which  I  refer — the  public 
school  teachers  and  the  high  school  teachers  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  They  are  acquainted  with  the  system  of  teach¬ 
ing  there  and  would  make  efficient  examiners,  and  you  could 
easily  change  them  when  occasion  required.  There  is 
auother  advantage  in  that  system ;  you  would  have  inde¬ 
pendent  men  as  examiners.  They  do  not  run  in  a  groove ; 
they  would  be  faithful  and  reliable  men  ;  and  in  addition  to 
that  consideration,  there  is  this  one,  that  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion  would  thus,  to  some  extent,  recognise  that 
great  and  useful  class.  If  I  had  the  power — it  is  not  one  of 
my  aspirations — to  make  such  appointments,  and  if  I  were 
considering  the  interest  of  the  public  service  and  my  position 
as  well,  I  should  feel  that  I  was  not  only  doing  good  to  the 


public  service,  but  also  doing  an  excellent  thing  to  popularise 
the  Department  by  saying:  Here  are  a  few  prizes;  true, 
they  are  not  much,  but  they  are  open  to  the  whole  army  of 
teachers  that  are  taking  care  of  the  youth  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  And  tho  Dominion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brant  says,  “and 
the  Dominion.”  Well,  my  remarks  may  apply  to  the 
other  Provinces,  but  I  will  not  take  tho  liberty  to  refer  to 
the  educational  institutions  of  the  other  Provinces,  for  I  am 
not  acquainted  with  their  machinery.  I  think  it  would  be 
wise  if  the  appointments  were  made  from  the  sourco  1  have 
named,  and  the  examinations  conducted  as  I  have  suggested, 
and  no  persons  permanently  appointed.  It  is  necessary  that 
tho  chief  clerk  or  secretary  should  bo  permanently  ap¬ 
pointed,  though  he  may  be  attached  also  to  some  other 
office  in  the  service. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  am  thankful  to  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  for  his  suggestion  on  the 
subject  of  sub-examiners,  though,  perhaps,  it  may  be  a 
question  whether  teachers  would  be  the  best  judges  of  the 
qualifications  necessary  for  the  Civil  Service.  I  think  that 
to  choose  teachers  as  sub-examiners  would  be  a  recognition 
of  the  services  that  the  important  profession  of  teachers 
render  the  country,  and  it  would  be  useful  in  putting 
in  their  way  th9  slight  remuneration  of  salary  as 
subexaminers.  I  also  agree  with  my  hon,  friend 
that  changing  the  sub  examiners  is  likely  to  procure  impar¬ 
tiality,  though  there  cannot  be  a  great  deal  of  partiality 
exercised  by  them,  because  they  do  not  correct  the  papers. 
Still  there  may  always  bo  something  done  in  the  way  of 
favoritism.  In  one  point  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon, 
friend, and  that  is  as  to  the  time  of  holding  the  examinations, 
which  he  said  was  at  the  will  of  the  Minister.  The  time  of 
the  examinations  is  left  to  the  Government,  but  two 
epochs  of  the  year  have  been  fiked,  and  I  will  explain  why 
they  were  chosen.  What  has  probably  misled  my  hon. 
friend  is  this :  There  are  promotion  examinations  that 
take  place  at  the  will  of  the  Minister,  but  not  as  a  matter  of 
favor  on  his  part.  They  are  fixed  as  a  matter  of  necessity 
for  the  public  service.  In  several  Departments  there  may 
be,  at  any  time,  important  vacancies  to  be  filled  up,  and 
which  must  be  filled  up  before  tho  period  fixed  for  the  general 
examinations.  The  Governor  in  Council,  in  such  a  case,  has 
a  right  to  fix  a  day  for  promotion  examinations,  but 
not  for  the  entrance  or  qualifying  examinations.  My 
hon.  friend  said  the  time  for  examinations  might  bo  fixed 
so  as  to  coincide  with  the  holidays  of  the  different 
universities  and  colleges.  Wo  thought  of  that,  but  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  what  was  specially  important  was  this. 
Outside  the  Session — for  examinations  must  not  take  place 
during  tho  Sessions,  because  we  want  to  be  able  to  lay  the 
report  of  those  examinations  before  the  House — outside  the 
Session  we  thought  the  best  timo  was  when  travelling  was 
most  easy  for  the  candidates.  We  must  not  forget  that 
those  young  men  who  come  here  to  be  examined  aro  not  of 
the  richest  class  and  their  travelling  expenses  are  very 
onerous  to  them,  and  we  have  taken  the  timo  best  suited  to 
them  for  travelling,  some  time  in  the  month  of' May,  after 
tho  opening  of  navigation,  and  some  time  before  the  late 
fall  season.  I  am  not  one  who  likes  to  have  any  extravagance 
in  the  service.  If  my  hon.  friend  wishes  that  the  future 
may  bring  to  him  what  he  does  not  expect  to  have  very 
soon,  the  position  I  occupy,  he  may  be  sure  that  it  will  not 
be  the  extravagance  of  the  Civil  Service  or  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  I  control  which  will  bring  that  future.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  were  in  my  place  he  would  say,  as  I  do,  that 
the  Civil  Service  work  is  done  as  cheaply  as  possible,  and  I 
may  say  that  in  the  future  I  will  always  be  pleased  to  take 
suggestions  such  as  those  made  by  my  hon,  friend.  I  wish 
to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  increase  proposed  is  only  this  : 
The  examiners,  now  at  $300  a  piece,  will  be  at  $600  a  piece, 
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making  a  difference  of  $900  ;  and  to  this  we  have  to  add 
$700  for  the  secretary,  who  is  one  of  the  commissioners. 
The  whole  of  the  salaries  will  then  be  $1,800  for  the  com¬ 
missioners  and  $700  for  the  secretary,  making  $2,500  ;  and 
the  fee  of  $2  per  examination  covers  the  whole  of  that 
expenditure. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Does  that  include  the  clerk  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  X  am  not  Finance  Minister,  but  three 
times  six  make  eighteen,  and  $1,800  and  $700  make  $2,500, 
according  to  my  mode  of  reckoning,  and  we  collect  more 
than  that  in  fees ;  but  if  we  were  taking  a  secretary  outside 
of  the  commissioners,  we  would  have  $300  to  add  to  that. 

Mr.  DAYXBS.  But  I  referred  to  the  clerk. 

Mr.  X YES.  X  think  we  have  wasted  quite  as  much  time 
here  as  the  increase  would  amount  to. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Why  waste  more,  then  ? 

Mr  IVES.  I  rose  only  to  prevent  a  longer  speech,  which 
you  would  have  made  if  you  had  got  the  floor.  There  is 
only  one  point  X  would  like  to  refer  to,  and  it  is  a  point  of 
Considerable  importance.  It  is  said  that  a  very  large  sum 
of  money  is  paid  annually  to  civil  servants  for  work  over 
time  and  out  of  hours.  I  think  it  is  rather  an  important 
question  whether  that  amount  of  money  produces  tho  same 
desirab'e  results  as  it  would  if,  instead  of  employing  the 
present  corps  of  civil  servants  out  of  hours,  it  were  applied 
to  the  employment  of  an  additional  number,  I 
think  the  course  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  when 
they  were  in  power,  was  to  appoint  a  considerably 
larger  number  of  civil  servants  instead  of  paying 
those  in  the  service  for  extra  work,  I  must  say  that 
X  like  the  course  which  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  pursued  when  they  were  in  power,  because  it 
certainly  affords  a  better  opportunity  for  those  of  us  who 
have  friends  to  get  them  appointed  to  office.  Now,  if  we 
go  to  the  members  of  the  Administration  to  get  an  ap- 
_  pointmont,  we  are  told  that  tho  offices  are  full,  and  we  find 
when  the  Public  Accounts  come  down,  that  tho  Departments 
are  not  full,  that  the  offices  are  not  full,  that  it  is  necessary 
to  overwork  the  men  in  their  offices  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
pay  them  a  large  proportion  of  tho  total  amount  for  extra 
hours,  If  this  extra  work  brought  about  the  speedy  demise 
of  these  gentlemen  whom  we  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  of  in 
order  to  get  places  for  others,  there  might  be  some  compen¬ 
sating  advantage  in  that,  but  they  grow  fat  on  it ;  they  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  hoalthier  every  year ;  tho  older  they  grow  the 
more  healthy  and  the  more  happy  they  appear  to  be,  and 
therefore  I  think  tho  adoption  of  the  course  pursued  by  hon, 
gentlemen  on  this  side  when  they  were  in  power,  of  filling 
the  public  Departments  with  civil  servants  instead  of  over¬ 
working  those  who  are  in  them  and  paying  them  for  extra 
time,  would  be  more  pleasing  to  those  supporters  of  the 
Administration  who  have  friends,  of  whom  I  am  one. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  X  would  suggest  that  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  spoke  last  should  compare  the  lists  of  office  holders 
as  they  existed  when  we  left  office,  and  as  they  exist  now, 
and  he  will  find  that  we  neither  resorted  to  the  one  plan 
nor  to  the  other,  but  had  the  work  done  in  a  proper  manner 
by  a  more  limited  number  of  servants. 

Sir  El  CHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  can  inform  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Ives)  that  he  is  doing  a  gross  injustice  to  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
we  bad  about  370  gentlemen  employed  in  these  buildings, 
and  now,  X  think,  he  will  find  that  at  least  600  are  employed. 
Surely,  in  six  years,  an  addition  of  nearly  60  per  cent,  to 
the  staff  is  as  much  as  my  hon.  friend  can  expect  his  friends 
to  do;  and,  if  he  will  look  further,  and  look  into  the  extra 
lists,  he  will  find  that,  for  one  extra  clerk  that  we  employed, 
they  employ  three,  and  pay  them  about  three  times  as  much 
per  head  as  we  ever  paid  them.  So  X  think  that  his  charge 
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on  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  as  well  founded  as  X  should 
have  expected  from  a  gentleman  of  his  general  accuracy. 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  hon.  friend  the  Minister  who  has 
■  charge  of  this  Bill  has  told  us  that,  if  he  replied  to  all  the 
insinuations  and  statements  X  made,  we  would  be  here  till 
twelve  o’clock,  and  so  he  would  treat  those  insinuations  and 
statements  with  silence.  X  did  not  make  insinuations.  I 
made  statements,  which  X  believe  to  be  true,  which  I  be¬ 
lieved  to  be  true  at  the  time  X  made  them,  and  which  I  am 
now  sure  are  true,  because  he  cannot  deny  them  consist¬ 
ently  with  truth,  and  X  am  bound  to  do  him  the  credit  of 
believing  that  ho  would  not  infringe  upon  the  truth  in  order 
to  be  able  to  deny  them,  and  therefore  they  must  be  true, 
One  of  these  statements  was-—— 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Dispense. 

Mr.  CASEY.  What  did  tho  hon.  gentleman  say  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  X  said  “  dispense.” 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  will  dispense  with  the  hon.  Minister 
presently.  One  of  those  statements  was  that  the  power  of 
appointing  men  for  special  qualifications  had  been  strainod 
so  as  to  bring  in  men  who  had  no  special  qualifications, 
simply  to  do  ordinary  departmental  work.  That  is  not 
denied,  so  it  is  correct.  Another  statement  was  that  an 
office  had  been  rented  for  this  commission  at  $300  a  year 
in  the  city  of  Ottawa.  That  has  not  been  denied,  therefore 
it  is  true.  X  claimed,  and  X  still  claim,  that  that  is  a  misuse 
of  public  money.  There  should  be  room  for  Mr. 
LeSueur,  who  is  not  a  very  large  individual  and 
would  not  require  a  very  large  office,  somewhere  in  the 
Departments.  But  this  is  not  tho  only  office  for  which  room 
is  required  outside  the  Departments.  The  Chinese  com¬ 
mission  also  have  had  rooms  rented  for  them  outside,  and  by 
a  strange  coincidence  the  rooms  for  the  two  commissions 
are  in  a  building  owned  by  the  same  person,  a  most  estim¬ 
able  man,  whose  only  failing  is  that  Be  is  a  supporter  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  an  influential  supporter 
of  theirs,  whom  it  is  worth  their  while  to  obh’ge, 
and  it  is  in  his  building  that  these  commissions,  ana 
I  do  not  know  how  many  other  commissions,  have  got  their 
offices — Mr.  McLeod  Stewart’s  building.  These  statements, 
which  are  not  denied  and  are  therefore  correct,  show  a 
state  of  things  which  is  not  consistent,  X  take  it,  with  the 
public  interest.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  seemed  to  think 
he  would  shorten  this  discussion  by  attempting  to  snub  me 
in  a  manner  by  no  means  courteous— I  speak  in  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  sense.  X  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  it  a 
failure  m  this  House  to  try  to  shorten  discussions  by  affect¬ 
ing  contempt  for,  or  disregard  of,  what  is  said  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  He  will  find  the  charges  which  he  attempts 
to  push  aside  with  contempt  renewed  by  other  gentlemen, 
until  ho  is  forced  to  attend  to  them,  and  is  placed  in  the 
ridiculous  position  of  being  compelled  to  give  attention  to 
what  he  at  first  affected  to  despise.  That  has  been  the  case 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  before,  and  that  is  the  case  on  this 
occasion.  Whenever  I  have  occasion  to  discuss  anything 
with  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  seems  to  get  into  that  snappish, 
uncomfortable  frame  of  mind  which  he  is  in  this  afternoon. 
X  should  be  inclined  to  attribute  that  to  something  especially 
irritating  in  my  way  of  treating  public  questions,  were  it 
not  that  he  is  the  only  Minister  with  whom  it  takes  place. 
Woen  X  have  to  discuss  matters  with  his  colleagues  and 
fellow-countrymen,  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
and  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia,  I  always  find  them 
ready  to  discuss  those  matters  and  to  give  me  information, 
and  to  discuss  with  the  utmost  courtesy  any  point  1  may 
bring  up,  and  to  listen  to  any  suggestions  which  they  may 
think  useful,  or,  if  they  do  not  think  so,  to  tell  mo  why. 
X  am  now  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  cause  of  the 
difference  is  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom  I  last  referred 
are  almost  invariably  well  prepared  in  regard  to 
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the  matters  which  they  bring  before  this  House. 
They  are  full  of  information,  more  especially  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Public  Works.  They  can  give  us  the  utmost  satisfaction 
with  regard  to  all  the  details  of  their  Departments ;  while  the 
hon.  Minister  who  is  in  charge  of  these  resolutions  has  shown 
himself  unable,  or  at  least  unwilling,  which  amounts  to  the 
same  thing — when  it  is  his  duty  to  state  what  he  knows  -to 
give  us  information  on  some  of  the  most  important  points 
of  this  question.  I  am  therefore  sorry  to  bo  compelled  on 
this  occasion,  as  I  was  last  year,  to  refer  him  to  his  colloagues 
for  a  lesson  as  to  the  manner  of  conducting  public  business 
before  this  House.  It  is  true  ho  has  conducted  public 
business  very  successfully  for  a  number  of  years  in  another 
sphere,  but  in  this  arena  he  has  yet  to  win  his  spurs  ;  and  I 
think  as  a  young  Minister  in  this  House  he  could  not 
do  better  than  to  follow  the  example  of  his  grave  and  rev¬ 
erend  seniors — like  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia,  who  now 
sits  smiling  at  me. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  beg  to  move  the  first  resolution. 

On  resolution  2, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  intended  that  these  travelling  ex¬ 
penses  shall  be  paid  on  a  different  scale  to  that  which  is 
provided  by  the  Order  in  Council  and  which  regulates 
travelling  expenses  generally  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  They  will  bo  regulated  by  the  Order 
in  Council.  That  provides,  I  think,  for  the  allowance  of 
$3.50  per  day  for  travelling  expenses ;  and  instead  of  paying 
them,  as  in  the  past,  upon  vouchors,  &c.,  for  their  travelling 
expenses,  they  will  bo  allowed  the  regular  rate  fixed  by 
Order  in  Council. 

On  resolution  3, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  asked  a  question  with  regard  to 
travelling  expenses;  I  wish  to  know  why  it  is  necessary  for 
the  gentlemen  in  Ottawa  to  travel  if  you  havo  sub  examiners 
in  the  several  Provinces. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  We  have  found  that  in  large  cities’ 
like  Toronto  and  Montreal,  the  sub  examiners  were  not  able 
properly  to  organise  the  examinations  and  to  carry  them  on 
without  making  many  mistakes.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  a  very  large  quantity  of  papers  have  to  be  distributed 
to  the  different  sub-examiners,  and  it  has  been  found  neces¬ 
sary  that  the  secretary  should  remain  here  while  one  of  the 
examiners  goes  to  Toronto,  or  Montreal,  or  wherever  he 
may  be  required.  The  examiners  do  not  travel  for  their 
own  pleasure ;  they  prefer  remaining  here,  but  it  has  been, 
and  will  be,  found  necessary  for  one  of  them  to  visit  the 
large  centres  in  order  to  put  the  machinery  into  working 
order. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  information  as  to  the  salary  should 
properly  come  in  here.  I  did  not  quite  understand  the 
hon.  Minister’s  explanation,  but  I  make  out  there  are  three 
salaries  at  $600  a  year  each,  and  one  salary  at  $1,000,  for 
the  secretary  of  the  commission,  and  another  person  who  is 
to  be  a  third-class  clerk  in  the  Department  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  whose  salary  may  reach  $1,000.  All  this 
makes  $3,800.  Of  course,  I  understood  that  it  is  not 
all  to  be  taken  this  year,  that  there  was  to  be  a  saving  on 
Mr.  LeSueur’s  salary,  but  the  resolution  gives  the  power  to 
use  that  amount  of  money  in  the  future,  and  probably  it 
will  be  found  necessary  to  do  it. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Last  year  we  provided  for  the 
salary  of  a  clerk  at  $600.  I  may  inform  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  made  the  appointment  during  the  year,  but  I 
did  not  pay  all  the  salary  voted  by  Parliament.  The  clerk 
has  been  paid  $500,  and  it  is  not  the  intention  to  raise  the 
salary  to  more  than  $600.  But  it  was  necessary  to  put 
that  officer,  seeing  that  he  would  be  subjected  to  a  qualify¬ 
ing  examination,  into  the  rank  of  a  third-class  clerk,  for  it 
is  thought  that  he  will  be  a  link  between  the  Department 


and  the  Board  of  Civil  Service  Commissioners.  The  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  secretary  will  be  borne  as  part  of  the  oxpondi- 
turo  of  the  board. 

Committee  rose  and  House  resumed. 

It  boing  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  9)  respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway 
Company  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Company. — (Mr.  Ber- 
gin.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  59)  to  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Waterloo  and 
Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. —  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

Bill  (No.  62)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bank 
of  Winnipeg.— (Mr.  Watson.) 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ACTS  AMENDMENT. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  to  consider 
certain  proposed  resolutions  (p.  273)  respecting  the  Civil 
Service  Act, 

On  resolution  4, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  fourth  resolution  is  to  provide 
that  tho  salary  paid  to  chief  clerks  shall  be  from  $  1,800, 
with  an  annual  increase  of  $50  per  annum  until  a  maximum 
of  $2,600  was  reached.  I  do  not,  however,  propose  to 
insist  upon  this  resolution  ;  still,  I  think  it  is  but  due  to  tho 
House  to  give  an  explanation  of  the  reasons  why  it  was 
inserted.  The  office  of  a  chief  clerk  is  an  important  one, 
requiring  long  service,  and  I  thought  that  commencing  his 
duties  at  a  salary  of  $1,800,  and  rising  to  a  maximum  of 
$2,600,  tho  salary  would  not  be  too  high,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  tho  officer  would  have  been  many  years  in  the  public 
service  before  he  reached  the  position  of  chief  clerk.  I  did 
not  consider  the  salary  too  high;  moreover,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  difference  between  a  chief  clerk  and  a  deputy 
head  would  still  amount  to  $600,  However,  in  order  not 
to  change  anything  as  regards  the  minimum  and  maximum 
of  the  salaries  of  the  different  clerks,  the  Government  have 
decided  that  they  will  not  insist  on  this  resolution,  and  I 
therefore  ask  permission  to  withdraw  it. 

On  resolution  5, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  This  is  the  old  law  with  a  slight 
change. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  looks  to  me  as  if  it 
would  be  quite  possible,  in  the  case  of  a  junior  clerk  enter¬ 
ing  upon  the  performance  of  higher  duties,  to  leave  him  for 
an  indefinite  space  of  time  receiving  full  pay  for  the  office 
whose  duties  he  was  performing. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  is  only  during  the  fiscal  year,  ard 
it  is  only  provided  where  funds  have  been  voted  by  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Suppose,  for  some  reason  the  Government 
choose  unwarrantably  to  delay  for  thirteen  or  fourteen 
months  the  filling  of  an  important  office  like  the  librarian- 
ship  of  Parliament.  It  is  for  their  convenience  that  the 
office  has  not  been  filled.  It  is  provided  that  an  inferior 
officor  shall  discharge  the  duty  and  shall  be  paid  the  salary 
of  the  superior  officer.  I  think  it  is  very  advantageous  that 
offices  should  be  promptly  filled,  if  they  are  to  bo  filled  at 
all.  It  is  sometimes  said  that  it  is  rather  economical  not  to 
fill  offices,  because  the  salary  is  not  going  on.  But  my 
belief  is,  that  so  long  as  the  office  is  necossary — and  if  it  is 
not  necessary  it  should  bo  abolished — it  is  really  better  for 
the  public  service  that  the  office  should  be  promptly  filled, 
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because  the  administration  of  the  office  suffers  seriously  from 
the  absence  of  the  officer,  and  particularly  when  the  officer 
is  a  superior  officer.  But  these  arrangements  do  not  occur 
from  economical  views  or  are  they  attended  with  economical 
results.  The  objection  I  have  to  this  resolution  is,  that  it 
really  proposes  we  should,  in  a  sort  of  way,  give  our 
warrant  and  sanction  to  the  custom  of  leaving  offices  unfilled 
for  a  long  period  of,  time,  and  I  think  that  is  very 
objectionable. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  promises  that  the  office  will  bo  filled  ere  long ;  it  is 
only  a  period  of  thirteen  months  that  the  office  has  boon 
vacant, 

M„  BLAKE,  Is  it  the  case  that  the  hon.  gontlcman  does 
not  feel  able  to  fill  au  office  within  three  months  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  When  offices  are  not  filled  it  is  not 
because  the  Government  is  not  placed  in  the  condition  to 
fill  them.  The  Government  only  abstains  from  doing  so 
when  there  are  difficulties  in  the  way.  In  discussing  the 
estimates  of  my  Department  the  hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that,  in  cases  where  offices  have  become  vacant,  I  have  not 
thought  proper  and  I  have  not  given  the  salary  to  the  suc¬ 
ceeding  junior  officer. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  wherever 
offices  became  vacant  by  reason  of  decease. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  But  not  by  superannuation.  Demands 
were  made  on  me  which  I  have  not  complied  with. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  virtue  has  sus¬ 
tained  him  up  to  a  certain  point ;  but  he  is  afraid  that  he 
will  fail,  and  ho  asks  our  assistance  to  keep  him  in  the  correct 
path.  So  far,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  sustain  him.  I  feel 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  rightly  estimated  the  difficulty  of 
long  continuance  in  the  path  of  virtue,  and  he  has  a  right 
to  call  on  us  to  help  him.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  be  able 
to  resist  the  suggestion  which  is,  no  doubt,  pressed  on  him 
to  a  considerable  extent,  how  to  delay  filling  appointments 
when  to  that  is  added  the  circumstance  that  somebody  else 
is  getting  the  salary.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that 
the  offices  are  not  filled  for  want  of  opportunity  to  fill  them. 
I  suppose  there  is  such  a  multitude  of  applicants  that  the 
difficulty  is  to  make  a  selection,  but  I  should  think  the  com¬ 
bined  energy,  intelligence,  perspicuity  and  power  of  the 
fourteen  gentlemen  who  comprehend  the  Cabinet,  should 
enable  them  to  make  choice  of  a  librarian  or  a  chief  clerk 
in  three  months,  and  certainly  in  fourteen  months. 

On  resolution  6, 

-Mr. CHAPLEAU.  This  resolution  provides  that  when 
a  vote  is  given  by  Parliament  it  need  not  necessarily  be 
expended,  but  the  case  shall  be  decided  by  Order  in  Council. 

Resolutions  ordered  to  be  reported. 

CARRIERS  BY  LAND. 

Mr.  McCARTHY  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  5)  respecting  the  liabilities  of  carriers  by  land. 
He  said :  In  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  which  I  have  had  the  honor  to  introduce  to 
the  House,  perhaps  a  brief  explanation,  although  not 
necessary,  may  as  well  be  given.  The  Bill,  Sir,  has 
already  been  before  this  House,  and  had  reached  the 
motion  for  the  second  reading  when  a  question  arising 
ns  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  measure,  it  stood  over 
from  time  to  time,  in  order  that  the  First  Minister  might 
say  what  he  thought  with  regard  to  that  disputed  point.  I 
desire,  however,  to  recall  to  the  recollection  of  my  hon. 
friends  what  the  measure  is.  The  Bill  respects  merely 
carriers  by  land.  The  reason  I  limit  it  in  that  way  is  that 
there  is  already  a  measure  on  the  Statute  Book  providing 
for  the  regulation  of  carriers  by  water  ;  though,  I  think, 
Mr.  Blake, 


perhaps,  if  I  had  to  commence  again,  it  would  be  better  to 
make  the  one  set  of  rules  and  the  one  law  to  regulate 
carriers,  whether  by  land  or  by  water.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  good  reason  for  separating  the  regulations  res¬ 
pecting  carriers  in  one  way  from  those  respecting  carriers 
who  carry  in  another  way.  However,  if  the  Bill  receives  the 
assent  of  the  House,  it  may  perhaps,  on  reference  to  a  select 
committee,  be  so  altered  as  to  embrace  both  these  kinds  of 
carriers.  Now,  it  is  well  known,  of  course,  that  in  com¬ 
mon  law-— and  in  that  respect  I  do  not  find  that  the  civil 
law  differs  much  from  the  English  common  law — the  lia¬ 
bilities  of  carriers  is  to  deliver  the  goods  with  which  they 
are  intrusted  to  the  consignee,  unless  they  are  prevented 
by  what  is  called  the  act  of  God  or  the  Queen’s  enemies. 
That  was  at  an  early  time — or  in  the  early  part  of  this  cen¬ 
tury,  at  all  events — found  to  be  a  hardship,  and  the  law 
was  limited  by  a  statute  brought  in,  I  think,  in  1830, 
whereby  certain  classes  of  goods— goods  of  large  value  and 
put  up  in  very  small  parcels — were  excepted  from  that 
general  rule,  and  it  was  provided  that  unless  the  value — if 
it  was  beyond  £10 — was  specified  to  the  carrier,  and  he  was 
paid  an  additional  compensation  for  the  risk  he  undertook, 
he  should  not  be  responsible  for  a  greater  amount  than 
£10,  no  matter  what  the  value  might  be.  The  earlier 
sections  of  this  Bill  are  a  re-enactment,  substantially,  of  the 
Act  to  which  I  refer — the  Act  of  1830 ;  and  it  is  to  that  ex¬ 
tent  in  aid  of  the  carrier.  It  provides  that  it  shall  be 
necessary  to  point  out,  when  goods  are  delivered  to  a  car¬ 
rier,  that  they  are  of  such  a  value,  and  that  such  a  fair 
additional  rate  as  he  may  choose  to  ask  shall  be  paid;  else,  he 
shall  not  be  responsible  beyond  a  given  amount,  which  is 
fixed  in  the  Bill  at  $50.  The  next  and  other  provisions  of 
the  Bill  are  in  the  other  direction.  In  the  6th  section  of 
the  B.ll  it  is  provided  that  a  carrier  shall  not  be  at  liberty, 
by  simply  putting  up  a  notice  limiting  his  liability — he  shall 
not  be  at  liberty  by  a  notice  put  up  in  his  office,  which 
people  perhaps  will  not  read,  though  they  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  reading  it — to  say :  You  must  understand 
that  I  am  not  going  to  be  responsible  for  the  goods  you 
hand  me  to  carry,  except  under  certain  circumstances.  The 
Bill  provides  that  the  carrier  shall  not  bo  at  liberty  simply 
by  a  notice  to  limit  his  ordinary  and  common  law  responsi¬ 
bility.  But  it  goes  on  to  say,  that  such  a  provision  may  be 
made  by  a  contract  signed  by  the  party ;  and  the  contract 
must  not  only  be  signed,  but  the  judge  before  whom  it  may 
afterwards  come  must  deem  it  to  be  a  fair  and 
reasonable  contract,  in  order  that  it  may  have 
force.  The  difference,  therefore,  is  this :  That  at 
common  law  a  carrier  is  responsible  in  any  event, 
except  in  those  two  extraordinary  circumstances,  when 
he  is,  by  the  act  of  God,  as  it  is  called,  or  the  act 
of  the  Queen’s  enemies,  prevented  from  delivering  the 
goods  and  fulfilling  his  bargain.  This  Bill  stipulates 
that  he  shall  not  be  at  liberty,  simply  by  a  notice,  in  any 
way  to  define  or  cut  down  that  responsibility.  But  it  does 
not  prevent  him  from  making  a  special  contract,  to  be 
signed  by  the  consignor — it  does  not  prevent  such  a  eontract 
as  that  being  made — but  it  does  provide  that  if  that  contract 
is  not  just  and  reasonable,  if  the  judge  before  whom  any 
disputed  cases  comes  to  be  tried,  does  not  pronounco  that 
special  contract  to  be  a  just  and  reasonable  one,  it  shall  not 
be  binding.  I  think  that  these  few  observations  will  suf¬ 
ficiently  explain  the  object  of  the  measure,  and  the  general 
features  of  the  Bill  which  I  have  the  honor  to  promote ;  but 
if  the  House  will  pardon  me,  I  will  read  an  extract  in  a 
recent  case  in  the  House  of  Lords,  where  this  principle  of 
the  measure  is  very  clearly  stated : 

“  The  real  question,”  says  Lord  Blackburn,  in  quoting  from  an  earlier 
case,  “is  whether  the  individual  and  the  public  are  sufficiently  protected 
from  being  unjustly  dealt  with  by  the  parties  having  the  monopoly. 
The  mischief  was  supposed  to  consist  in  giving  a  practical  monopoly  to 
the  railway  companies  by  compelling  people  to  enter  into  contracts, 
whether  they  willed  it  or  not.  The  Act  says,  1  If  you  have  signed  a 
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written  contract  expressing  a  certain  condition,  a  judge  or  a  court  shall 
see  whether  it  is  reasonable  or  not.’  Crompton,  J.  says,  and  I  think 
rightly,  that  in  order  to  judge  whether  it  is  reasonable  or  not  you  must 
look  at  this  consideration  :  Are  the  individual  and  the  public  sufficiently 
protected  from  being  unjustly  dealt  with  by  the  effect  of  that  monopoly." 

Now,  that  is  the  whole  object  and  necessity  of  this  measure. 
Practically,  the  railway  companies  are  the  carriers  in  this 
and  most  other  countries  at  this  time,  and  practically,  there¬ 
fore,  they  have  an  absolutely  monopoly.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  when  persons  desire  to  send  goods,  the  companies 
place  before  them  a  certain  written  document,  and  unless 
thoy  sign  this  document  they  will  not  carry  the  goods,  and 
people  are  therefore  compelled,  in  order  to  have  their  goods 
carried — without  scrutinising  very  closely  what  they  have 
agreed  to — to  sign  this  document,  and  in  the  end,  they  may 
find  that  they  have  signed  away  the  right  to  hold  the  carrier 
responsible,  no  matter  what  may  happen.  I  say  that  this  is 
manifestly  unjust.  The  carrier  should  be  responsible  for  his 
negligence,  but  I  think  he  should  not  be  deprived  of  the 
liberty  of  making  a  contract  which  will,  to  a  certain  extent, 
reduce  the  company’s  liability  of  which  I  have  spoken.  So 
much  for  the  general  features  of  the  measure.  But  the  other 
question  upon  which  the  Bill  of  a  former  Session  stood  over 
yet  remains  to  be  discussed,  and  I  have  a  few  words  to  say 
with  regard  to  that.  It  is  said  by  some,  and  by  a  gentle¬ 
man  for  whose  opinion  I  have  the  highest  respect,  that  he 
did  not  think  this  measure  was  within  the  competence  of 
this  Parliament,  that  it  was  a  measure  of  a  local  character, 
which  could  only  be  carried  into  law  in  the  Local  Legis¬ 
latures. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  In  part. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Perhaps  in  part.  I  understood  him 
to  argue  in  whole.  However,  whether  in  part  or  in  whole, 
I  join  issue  with  him  in  that  particular  contention,  and  I 
will  briefly  state  why  I  think  this  Bill  is  within  the  compe¬ 
tence  of  Parliament,  and  within  the  competence  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  alone.  Now,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  it  is  not  a 
matter  of  civil  right ;  and  every  matter,  probably,  may  be 
brought  within  that  category.  But  matters  which  belong 
to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  although  they  entrench  upon 
civil  right  and  contract,  nevertheless  can  be  dealt  with  by 
us.  Take  the  great  question  of  bankruptcy  and  insolvency  ; 
it  is  impossible  to  deal  with  it  without  entrenching  upon 
matters  of  civil  right  and  contract.  But  the  law  is  now 
clearly  define  I,  that  matters  of  that  kind  are  within  the 
competence  of  Parliament,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  the 
carrying  out  of  the  particular  jurisdiction  invested  in  us ; 
and  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  if  we  had  not  the  right 
to  deal  with  this  question.  What  is  the  law  of  carriers?  It 
is  a  law  regulating  commerce  and  trade.  In  fact,  you  can¬ 
not  imagine  any  matter  more  properly  commercial  in  its 
character  than  the  law  regulating  carriers.  It  would  bo  a 
great  misfortune  if  these  matters  had  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
different  Provinces  and  not  by  this  Parliament,  which  gives 
law  where  it  has  a  right  to  give  law,  over  the  whole  Dom¬ 
inion.  A  law  passed  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  might  be  a 
good  law,  and  yet  it  might  differ  very  much  from  the  law 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario ;  but  we  know  that  carriers  carry 
goods  from  one  Province  to  another,  and  if  the  law  is  good 
for  Quebec — and  I  am  happy  to  say  I  believe  the  law  there 
under  the  code  is  very  good— that  law  would  regulate  tho 
consignment  of  goods  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  But  suppose  a  man  living  in  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Quebec  has  goods  consigned  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  where  the  law  is  not  so  good,  ho  would  find  his  right 
determined,  not  by  the  law  at  the  place  of  delivery,  but  by 
the  law  at  the  place  where  the  contract  was  made.  Now,  it 
is  absurd,  it  seems  to  me,  that  there  should  be  different  laws 
in  the  different  Provinces  of  the  Confederation.  We  have 
several  Provinces  now,  and  are  likely  to  have  more.  In  the 
case  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  for  instance,  which  will  run 
through  Ontario  and  Manitoba,  and  on  west  to  the  Pacific, 


there  would  be  a  different  law  regulating  its  carrying  for 
every  different  Provinco  through  which  it  will  pass.  Well, 
a  condition  of  that  kind  is  not  one  to  be  envied,  and  I  am 
glad  to  think  that  it  is  not  one  which  tho  constitution 
requires  us  to  be  governed  by. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  Would  tho  hon.  gentleman  prefer  a  legis¬ 
lative  union. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  am  not  speaking  of  a  legislative 
union  at  all.  I  am  speaking  of  such  matters  as  under  the 
constitution  are  to  bo  regulated  by  this  Parliament ;  I  am 
not  going  beyond  the  line  of  the  system  we  have.  My  hon. 
friend  knows  that  the  law  with  regard  to  bills  of  exchange 
and  promissory  notes  has  to  be  regulated  by  this  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  That  is  providod  for  by  the  British  North 
America  Act. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Precisely.  Trade  and  commerce  are 
also  provided  for  by  the  British  North  America  Act ;  and 
the  question  is,  does  this  come  within  the  meaning  of  the 
words  “  trade  and  commerce.”  Now,  I  will  read,  if  hon. 
gentlemen  will  pardon  me,  an  extract  from  a  judgment  of 
a  judge  of  the  State  of  New  York,  not  bearing  exactly,  of 
course,  upon  the  constitutionality  of  this  Bill,  but  giving  a 
good  reason  why  this  Parliament,  and  not  tho  Local  Legis¬ 
latures,  should  deal  with  it.  Speaking  of  this  question  of 
carriers,  he  says : 

“It  is  a  question  in  relation  to  which,  almost  above  all  others,  the 
law  should  be  uniform  throughout  the  commercial  world,  especially 
among  the  different  States  of  the  Union.  It  relates  to  questions  which, 
in  their  nature,  expand  themselves  over  and  through  extensive  districts 
of  country  and  to  places  widely  separated  from  each  other.  None  can 
fail  to  perceive  the  great  inconvenience  that  must  result  from  having 
different  and  hostile  rules  on  the  subject  prevailing  between  the  differ¬ 
ent  Atlantic  cities,  or  between  them  and  the  western  States.” 

Now,  every  word  of  that  applies  with  equal  force  to  this 
Dominion,  and  I  believe  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune,  as 
I  have  said,  if  the  law  on  the  subject  were  not  within  the 
purview  of  this  Parliament.  I  have  heard  no  good  argu¬ 
ment  to  lead  me  to  a  different  conclusion,  and  I  am  fortified 
in  my  opinion  by  the  judgment  of  one  of  the  judges  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  the  Province  from  which  I  come,  who 
spoke  as  follows 

“  Vlr.  Bethune’s  suggestion,  that  the  interference  with  the  defendants’ 
right  of  contracting  against  their  own  negligences  is  ultra  vires  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament,  would  not,  even  if  we  could  adopt  it,  help  the 
defendants.  No  good  reason  has,  however,  been  given  for  holding 
Dominion  legislation  to  be  ultra  vires,  and  there  would  be  obvious  in¬ 
convenience  in  having  the  liability  of  the  carrier  in  respect  of  goods  or 
passengers  differing  in  different  stages  of  the  one  journey  under  the 
statute  law  of  each  Province  through  which  the  railway  passed.” 

I  do  not  mean  to  quote  this  as  a  decision  ;  it  is  merely  an 
expression  of  opinion  ;  but  it  is  an  expression  of  that  judge’s 
opinion,  Mr.  Justice  Patterson,  that  the  law  is  one  within 
the  competence  of  this  Parliament.  For  these  reasons  I 
submit  the  law  is  a  good  law.  I  submit  that  it  is  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  people  of  this  country  and  of  the  carriers  them¬ 
selves  that  the  law  should  be  clear  and  well  defined.  I 
think  this  Bill  imposos  no  undue  burdens  upon  the  carrier. 
So  far  as  small  parcels  are  concerned,  it  places  the  carrior 
in  a  fair  position,  and  it  provides  that  the  consignor  shall 
not  be  bound  by  a  notice  unless  he  makes  a  contract,  but 
the  contract  that  be  makes  shall  always  be  subject,  in  case 
of  dispute,  to  the  decision  of  the  court  that  it  is  just  and 
reasonable  as  between  the  consignor  and  the  carrier  who 
takes  bis  goods.  The  other  question  is  one  which  each  hon. 
member  shall  have  to  think  out  for  himself.  The  Bill  deals, 
1  think,  with  a  matter  which  is  purely  and  clearly  a  matter 
of  trade  and  commerce  in  its  widest  sense ;  it  is  inter-pro¬ 
vincial  in  its  character,  and  that  is  a  character  which  apper¬ 
tains  to  this  Dominion.  I  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  BOSSl£.  I  regret  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  this  Bill, 
not  becauso  I  do  not  believe  its  provisions  to  be  good  in 
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themselves ;  on  the  contrary,  1  believe  its  provisions  are 
as  good  as  they  can  possibly  be  made;  but  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  I  believe,  is  against  our  constitution.  It  regu¬ 
lates  accessories  of  trade  and  commerce ;  but  this  House 
has  no  right  to  legislate  on  civil  rights,  unless  they  become 
accessories  to  the  main  principle;  and  this  House  cannot 
legislate  upon  the  subjects  of  contracts  apart  from  the 
general  principle  of  trade  and  commerce.  This  is  a  measure 
by  itself,  not  upon  general  principles,  but  merely  upon 
special  civil  contracts  over  which  this  House  has  no  juris¬ 
diction  ;  and  it  is  for  that  reaon,  I  believe,  that  last  year  the 
Bill  was  not  persisted  in.  I  raise  this  question,  not  merely 
as  a  constitutional,  but  as  one  in  which  our  Province  is  more 
specially  interested  than  any  of  the  other  Provinces.  We 
have  on  this  matter  our  own  special  legislation,  which  has 
been  borrowed  from  the  code  Napoleon,  which  is  the  best  of 
all  codes,  a  code  that  has  been  taken  for  a  model  for 
the  laws  of  many  other  nations,  in  the  making  of  which 
the  best  legal  talent  were  engaged,  in  which  all  the 
judges  of  France  took  part,  and  which  has  been  made  clear 
by  the  French  jurisprudence.  We  have,  in  our  Province,  the 
benefit  of  the  experience  and  the  jurisprudence  of  the  whole 
of  France  since  1804,  and  the  benefit  of  the  experience  of 
our  own  Province  since  1866,  when  our  code,  founded  on 
the  code  Napoleon,  came  into  force.  Now  we  have  in  our 
code  ten  articles  embodying  all  the  laws  with  reference  to 
common  carriers,  not  only  that  portion  of  the  law  to  be 
found  in  this  Bill,  but  the  whole  law  ;  and  that  law  comprises 
every  section,  every  line  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
I  wish  that  the  promoter  of  the  Bill  had  read  those  articles. 
He  would  then  have  found  the  whole  law  which  he  intends 
to  become  the  law  of  this  country,  and  he  would  have  found 
the  whole  of  that  law  comprised  in  a  little  more  than  fifteen 
lines,  condensed  as  much  as  possible,  and  made  as  clear  as 
the  wisdom  of  the  most  eminent  legal  minds  could  make  it. 
Row,  I  say  it  would  be  an  act  of  injustice  to  our  Province 
to  deprive  us  of  our  present  legislation,  which  combines 
the  experience  of  the  jurisprudence  of  Franco  since  1804, 
and  our  own  experience  and  jurisprudence  sinco  1866,  and 
to  give  us  instead  a  new  law,  formulated  in  different  terms, 
a  law  which  would  compel  us  to  begin  over  again  and 
establish  a  new  jurisprudence.  For  these  reasons  I  hold  that 
our  Province  is  much  more  interested  in  this  than  the  other 
Provinces,  and  should  the  Bill  go  into  committee  I  will 
there  move  to  substitute  our  own  articles  of  the  code  for  the 
different  portions  of  the  Bill,  because  I  believe  our  own 
articles  contain  better  provisions  than  those  found  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  take  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  bo  to  define 
more  clearly  than  the  present  law  does  the  obligations  of 
carriers.  Taking  that  to  be  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  I  am 
inclined  to  support  it,  and  to  urge  that  it  should  go  as  far 
as  the  committee,  but  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
points  which  I  think  ought  to  bo  considered  when  it  goes 
into  committee,  as  qualifying  my  approbation  of  the  Bill 
as  a  whole.  As  far  as  I  can  understand,  as  a  layman, 
the  first  section  of  the  Bill  relieves  the  carrier,  to  a  certain 
extent,  of  the  liabilities  under  which  he  is  at  present,  with 
reference  to  the  enumerated  classes  of  goods,  unless  the 
consignor  is  willing  to  pay  a  certain  rate  of  insurance  upon 
those  goods  as  well  as  give  notice  that  they  are  goods  which 
require  special  care  in  handling.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
Would  bo  well  to  reduce  the  liability  of  the  carrier  to  that 
extent,  to  give  him  the  option  of  saying:  I  will  treat  these 
valuable  goods  with  no  more  care  than  ordinary  goods,  I 
will  not  be  liable  for  damages  exceeding  $50,  unless  you 
pay  a  rate  of  insurance  upon  the  goods.  The  consignor  is 
compelled  to  pay  insurance  upon  the  carriage  of  those  more 
especially  valuable  goods,  and  if  the  carrier  be  allowed,  as 
provided  in  another  part  of  the  Bill,  to  dispense  himself 
from  this  liability  by  special  contract  —  if  he  is  to 
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to  obtain  payment  for  the  imposition  of  liabilities  with 
regard  to  special  goods — I  think  no  contract  into  which  a 
carrier  may  enter  with  a  consignor,  exempting  the  carrier 
from  liability,  should  be  valid  unless  some  value  is  given  by 
the  carrier  in  return,  in  the  shape  of  reduced  rates.  The 
same  principle  should  apply  in  both  directions.  I  doubt  indeed 
whether  it  would  be  wise  to  allow  this  special  exemption  by 
contract  at  all,  because  it  is  always  open  to  the  carrier  to  say 
to  the  consignor :  Unless  you  sign  some  contract  of  this  sort 
I  will  not  carry  your  goods,  or  will  put  obstacles  in  the 
way  ;  and  it  is  always  easy  for  the  carrier  to  make  it  un¬ 
pleasant  to  the  consignor,  unless  the  latter  will  agree  to  such 
provisions  as  the  carrier  has,  under  the  law,  the  right  to 
make.  I  think  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in 
getting  any  special  property  carried,  especially  when 
the  carriers  enjoy  a  practical  monopoly  as  our  great 
railways  do,  unless  the  consignor  is  willing  to  sign  any 
contract  which  is  allowed  to  be  mado  under  the 
eleventh  section  of  the  Act.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  intention  of  making  a  great  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  state  of  the  law,  and  I  believe  that  on  the  whole 
this  Bill  does  make  an  improvement,  but  I  hope  he  will  be 
able  to  explain  why  the  changes  I  propose  would  not  be 
desirable,  when  A\e  go  into  com mittoe,  or  willing  to  adopt 
them. 

Mr.  IVES.  If  tho  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  wore 
to  amend  tho  Consolidaded  Railway  Act,  as  regards  the 
particulars  proposed  in  this  Bill,  I  fancy  that  tho  hon. 
gentleman  from  Quebec  (Mr.  Bose6)  would  hardly  con¬ 
tend  that  it  was  ultra  vires  of  this  Parliament  to  adopt  such 
legislation  as  an  amendment  to  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act, 
for  the  reason  that  the  incoi  poration  of  railways  of  a  certain 
description  is  within  the  power  of  this  Parliament ;  and  for 
tho  reason  just  stated,  and  stated  without  dissent,  that 
where  we  have  power  over  the  main  subject  we  have  powor 
over  the  accessories,  though  the  exerciso  of  that  power 
may  affect  civil  rights — for  both  these  reasons  I  fancy  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Centre  would  not  contend  that 
we  had  not  tho  powor  to  pass  this  Bill  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act.  So  much,  then,  for 
that  part  of  tho  Bill  that  i;elates  to  such  railways 
as  pass  from  one  Province  to  another,  tho  incoi- 
poration  of  which  is  within  the  powor  of  this  Parliament. 
That  part  of  tho  Bill  then,  I  think,  is  clearly  within  tho 
power  of  this  Parliament ;  the  passing  of  legislation  which 
shall  regulate  contracts  to  be  made  by  railway  carriers  or 
companies,  under  powers  of  this  Parliament,  is  clearly  within 
our  power,  in  my  opinion.  I  have  more  doubt  as  regards 
that  part  which  applies  to  coach  lines  and  express  com¬ 
panies  and  other  lines,  in  respect  to  which  we  have  not 
clear  power  over  the  main  subject.  But  if  we  have  tho 
power,  as  I  think  we  have,  to  incorporate  in  a  general 
railway  Act  in  tho  Dominion,  tho  legislation  proposed  by 
this  Bill,  so  far  as  it  affects  railway  companies,  then  I  think 
we  may  pass  it  in  an  independent  Bill,  as  proposed,  and  I 
shall  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  reserving  the 
right  to  oppose  more  doubtful  provisions  which  seek  to 
establish  legislation  affecting  express  companies,  stage 
companies  and  other  companies,  that  less  clearly  are  within 
our  power. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  shall  add  very  few  words  indeed  to  the 
able  argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Centre  (Mr. 
Bosse).  I  think  that  it  is  evident,  not  only  from  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend,  but  even  from  the  statement  that 
has  been  made  by  the  mover  of  this  Bill,  that  tho  only  means 
by  which  wo  can  arrive  at  even  the  supposition  that  we 
have  the  power  in  this  Parliament  to  legislate,  as  herein 
provided,  is  by  implication,  while  by  direct  enactment  this 
subject  falls  within  the  power  of  the  Local  Legislatures.  His 
reference  to  the  first  clause  fortifies  the  position  taken  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Centre.  The  whole  drift 
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of  his  argumont,  I  think,  consisted  in  stating  that  this  was 
desirable  legislation;  that  it  was  very  much  to  be  regretted, 
indeed,  that  such  legislation  does  not  exist.  I  presume  we 
have  to  take  our  British  Noi'th  America  Act  as  wo  find  it ; 
wo  have  to  deal  with  the  matter  as  is  therein  pi-ovided  ;  and, 
under  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  I  consider  those  contracts 
fall  within  the  pi’ovince  of  the  Local  Legislatures.  For  these 
reasons,  I  shall  now  move  that  this  Bill  be  not  now  read  the 
second  time,  but  be  read  the  second  time  six  months  hence. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has  not,  in  my 
opinion,  given  any  good  reason  for  combatting  the  principle 
advocated  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec  Centre  (Mr. 
Bosse)  with  regard  to  accessoi’y  legislation.  He  has,  it  is  true, 
admitted  that  there  are  vai-ious  classes  of  carriei’s  who  he 
believes  come  within  the  pi’ovisions  of  this  Bill,  and  that  this 
House  cannot  legislate  upon.  He  has  also  expressed  an  idea 
that  this  might  be  made  part  of  the  genei-al  railway  Act. 
Well,  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss,  at  this  moment,  what 
might  be  done  under  a  diffei’ent  form,  but  taking  the  Bill  as 
1  now  find  it,  and  believing  it  to  be  ultra  vires,  as  far  as  this 
Pai’liament  is  concerned,  I  now  pi-opose  the  motion  that  I 
have  just  mentioned. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  The  main  questions  involved  in  thisBil' 
are,  I  think  shortly,  two.  The  first  question  is  whether  it 
bo  in  the  public  interest  desirable  that  public  carriers  should 
be  l-esponsible  for  damage,  by  their  own  negligence,  done 
to  goods  entrusted  to  their  care,  or  whether  they  should,  on 
tho  other  hand,  be  permitted  to  compel  parties  entrusting 
goods  to  their  cai-e  to  sign  contracts  or  agreements  exempt¬ 
ing  the  carriors  from  all  liability  with  respect  to  the  safe 
carriage  of  those  goods;  in  other  words,  whether  they 
should  be  permitted  to  compel  individuals  who  desire  to 
have  goods  conveyed  by  this  mode  of  transport  to  sign  con¬ 
tracts  exempting  the  carriers  from  tho  obligations  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  law  of  the  land.  That  is  tho  first  main 
question,  and  the  second  question  is,  I  think,  whether  or 
not  it  is  competent  for  this  Parliament  to  deal  with  this 
matter.  Now,  with  reference  to  the  first  question,  I  think 
it  seems  very  l'easonable  and  right,  on  the  fii’st  blush  of  it, 
that  carriers  should  be  responsible  for  the  safe  conveyance, 
for  the  safe  carriage  of  the  goods  that  have  been  confided 
to  thoir  cax-e,  and  for  the  safe  carriage  of  which  they  are 
paid.  It  has  always  been  held  to  be  important  in  tho  public 
interest  that  this  obligation  should  attach  to  cai-riex’s.  It 
attaches  to  them  by  the  provisions  of  the  common  law,  and 
also  by  tho  provisions  of  our  own  statute,  of  an  Act  of  this 
Dominion  Parliament,  which  has  been  ratified  again  and 
again,  the  Consolidated  Bail  way  Act,  under  the  25th  soction 
of  which,  and  the  3rd  and  4th  sub-sections,  we  find  this 
obligation  imposed  upon  railway  companies  at  all 
events — I  will  deal  with  tho  other  question  as  to  other  car¬ 
riers  hereafter : 

“  Pucli  passengers  and  goods  shall  be  taken,  transported  and  dis¬ 
charged  at  and  from  and  to  such  places  on  tbe  due  payment  of  the  toll, 
freight,  or  fare  legally  authorised  therefor.  The  party  aggrieved  by  any 
neglect  or  refusal  in  tho  premises  shall  have  an  action  therefor  against 
the  company,  from  which  action  the  company  shall  not  be  relieved  by 
any  notice,  condition  or  declaration,  if  the  damage  arises  from  any 
negligence  or  omission  of  the  company,  or  of  its  servants.” 

Therefore,  as  I  have  said,  this  Paidiamont  has  already 
imposed  this  obligation  upon  railway  companies  as  pub¬ 
lic  carriers  at  all  events,  and  I  think  it  will  commend  itself 
to  the  common  sense  of  evory  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House 
that,  if  any  hon.  gentleman,  for  example,  were  to  pui-chase 
a  piece  of  furniture  here  in  Ottawa,  and  desired  to  have  it 
carried  away  and  delivered  in  some  other  part  of  the 
Dominion,  the  carrier  who  has  charge  of  this  piece  of  furni¬ 
ture  and  is  paid  for  the  safe  carriage  of  it,  should  be  held  to 
be  responsible  for  its  safety,  and  if  he  damages  or  smashes 
it,  as  we  know  frequently  occurs,  he  should  be  responsible 
and  liable  to  the  person  who  has  paid  him  for  carrying  it. 
And-  so,  if  a  cattle  dealer  purchases  a  quantity  of  cattle,  and 


wishes  these  cattle  to  be  cai’riod  from  Guelph,  for  oxamplo,  to 
Montroa!,and  hands  over  these  cattlo  to  a  railway  company, 
and  pays  a  large  sum  of  money  to  this  railway  company  for 
tho  carnage  of  these  cattle,  it  is  only  reasonable  and  right 
that  tho  company  should  be  responsible  to  the  cattle  dealer 
if  they,  in  the  carriage  of  these  cattle,  make  a  smash  of  all 
this  property.  I  think  it  is  reasonable,  and  the  law  says  it 
is  right.  The  law  of  the  land  provides  that  this  should  bo 
so.  Tho  law  of  the  land  says  that  tho  carrier  is  so  responsi¬ 
ble.  But,  then,  these  groat  monoplists,  theso  great  railway 
companies,  come  forward  and  say :  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  such  a  legal  obligation  rests  upon  us,  but  we  wish  you 
to  understand  that,  unless  you  relieve  us  of  that  legal  obliga¬ 
tion,  we  will  not  carry  your  cattle  for  you ;  unless  you  make 
a  contract  with  us  to  relieve  us  of  the  obligation  which  tho 
law  of  the  land,  and  the  House  of  Commons,  has  said  devolves 
upon  us,  you  may  walk  your  cattle  from  Guelph  to  Mon¬ 
treal.  Tho  cattle  dealer  cannot  walk  his  cattle  from  Guelph 
to  Montreal,  and  the  consequence  is  that  he  is  compelled, 
he  is  coerced  by  these  great  monopolists,  to  enter 
into  what  is  called  a  private  contract,  as  to 
which  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  by-and-bye.  Ho 
is  coerced  to  enter  into  an  aiTangement  by  virtue  of 
which  he  is  depi’ived  of  tho  right  which  the  law  of  the 
laud  has  declai-ed  he  possesses — the  right  to  recover  damages 
if  his  goods  are  desti-oyed  by  the  carrier  who  is  charged 
with  them.  Well,  that  provision  of  my  hon.  friend’s  Bill, 
which  I  look  upon  as,  after  all,  its  main  provision,  says,  that 
hereafter  no  such  ari’angement  as  this  shall  be  binding  upon 
api-ivate  individual,  unless  it  is  a  reasonable  arrangement; 
and  the  Bill  goes  further,  and  says  that  the  court  or  judge 
before  whom  the  matter  is  brought  is  to  decide  whether  the 
special  contract  which  the  railway  companycompels  this  man 
to  enter  into  is  or  is  not  a  x-easonable  contract.  Now,  a  similar 
pi-ovision  has  existed  in  the  English  law  for  many  years — 
I  think  einco  1854 — and  that  provision  has  boon  found  to 
work  admirably  and  has  given  great  satisfaction  to  tho 
public  at  large.  I  believe  that  on  a  former  occasion  a  good 
deal  of  exception  was  taken,  on  theoretical  grounds,  to  this 
provision  of  the  Bill.  I  think  that  such  theoretical  objec¬ 
tions  will  not  have  much  weight  with  hon.  members  of  this 
House,  provided  they  find  that  in  point  of  fact  the  test  of 
practical  experience  has  pi'oved  that  the  provision  is  a  good 
and  satisfactory  one.  These  theoretical  objections,  I  think, 
are  not  at  all  intex-esting  to  us,  except,  perhaps,  as  a 
sort  of  intellectual  gymnastics.  But,  Sir,  the  question 
comes  up  whether  we  have  really  power  in  this  House  to 
deal  with  this  matter  at  all.  1  would  say,  in  the  first 
place,  that  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  great  misfortune  if 
we  wei'o  to  decide  that  because  there  might  be  some  doubt 
as  to  whether  our  action  in  this  matter  might  conflict  with 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Legislatures,  we  ought  to  leave 
the  matter  alone  altogether.  I  think  it  is  quite  clear  to 
every  hon.  gentleman  that  the  matter  is  one  of  vast 
importance  to  the  people  of  this  Dominion,  and  therefore, 
as  I  say,  I  think  it  would  bo  very  unfortunate  if  we  wei'e  to 
decide  that,  simply  because  6ome  doubt  existed,  we  should 
leave  tho  matter  alone  altogethei*.  If  the  more  fact  of  such 
an  argument  being  advanced  were  to  be  considered  as  con¬ 
clusive  in  tho  matter,  I  think  we  should  be  reduced  to  a 
very  helpless  state  in  this  House.  It  seoms  to  me  that  the 
questions  which  arise,  and  that  seem  to  threaten  a  conflict 
between  the  legislative  powers  of  this  Parliament  and  those 
of  tho  Provincial  Legislatures,  are  very  numerous  and 
varied,  and  if  the  more  objection  that  a  possible  conflict 
might  arise  between  the  two  powers  was  sufficient  to  pre¬ 
clude  this  House  from  dealing  with  any  measure  brought 
down,  we  would  be  reduced  very  much  to  the  condition  of 
those  interesting  inseots  with  which  the  country  has 
become  so  familiar  owing  tothe  extremely  well  known  and  apt 
comparison  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Bichard 
Cartwright).  It  would  never  do  for  us  to  allow  ourselves 


286 


COMMONS  DEBATES.  February  27, 


to  be  made  flies  on  the  wheel  in  that  way.  But,  Sir,  I  can¬ 
not  believe  that  this  measure  of  justice  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Simcoo  (Mr.  McCarthy)  has  proposed, 
is  beyond  the  competence  of  this  House  to  deal  with.  That 
may,  perhaps,  appear  to  be  a  very  presumtuous  statement 
on  my  part.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  so  considered ;  however, 
I  confess  that  in  saying  so  I  almost  hope  against  hope, 
because  I  have  thought  very  often  that  an  attempt  to 
reconcile  the  provisions  of  the  91st  and  the  92nd  sections 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  with  reference  to  many 
matters,  was  very  much  like  a  plunge  into  the  thickets  of 
free  will  and  predestination.  Looking  at  the  matter  from 
one  point  of  view,  it  seems  to  be  perfectly  clear  that  we  can 
if  we  will,  and  looking  at  it  from  another  standpoint,  it 
seems  just  as  certain  that  we  cannot  if  we  would.  No  doubt 
it  is  exceedingly  difficult  in  many  cases  to  pronounce  any 
opinion  for  a  person  like  myself  who  does  not  profess  to  be 
a  lawyer,  but  in  this  case  I  think  there  cannot  be  much 
doubt.  View  the  matter  as  we  like,  from  any  reasonable 
point  of  view,  it  seems  perfectly  clear  that  this  is  a  matter 
which  falls  within  the  competence  of  this  House 
to  doal  with.  Now,  Sir,  that  a  safe  and  expeditious 
transport  of  goods  upon  reasonable  terms  is  a  matter  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  every  man,  woman  and  child  in 
every  part  of  this  Dominion,  is  a  proposition  so  self-evi¬ 
dent,  I  think,  that  it  requires  no  argument  to  prove  it ;  and 
that  a  carrier,  however  small  his  business  may  be,  and  how¬ 
ever  remotely  he  may  be  situated,  forms,  in  fact,  a  link,  if 
I  may  so  oxpreqp  it,  in  the  continuous  net- work  of  the  carry¬ 
ing  trade  of  this  whole  Dominion,  is  a  proposition  that 
seems  to  me  just  as  evident  as  the  first.  For  instance,  a 
public  carrier  in  a  remote  part  of  my  own  riding  of  North 
Bruce,  may  find  himself  to  be  in  point  of  fact  simply  a  link 
in  that  great  carrying  system  which  commences  on  the  one 
hand  in  Prince  Edward  Island  in  the  east,  and  extends  to 
British  Columbia  in  the  west.  This  is  no  fanciful  sup¬ 
position,  becauso  there  are  many  of  my  own  constituents 
who  have  relatives  and  friends  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
and  many  of  them  also  who  have  relatives  and  friends  in 
British  Columbia,  and  it  is  only  a  few  weeks  ago  that  a 
letter  was  handed  to  me  at  Dunblane  post  office,  in  North 
Bruce,  with  reference  to  the  loss  of  certain  goods  which  had 
been  shipped  at  Paisley,  in  North  Bruce,  to  some  point  in 
British  Columbia.  Therefore,  the  whole  carrying  trade  of 
the  Dominion  is  one  system,  extending  from  one  ocean  to 
the  other.  I  say  it  is  but  reasonable  and  right  that  we  should 
treat  the  whole  carrying  trade  of  the  country  as  one  continu¬ 
ous  system.  It  seems  to  mo  that  it  is  unnatural  and  artificial 
to  suppose,  and  that  it  would  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
this  country,  as  one  united  Dominion,  to  treat  this  system, 
which  is  important,  as  it  is  carried  on  in  Ontario,  to  the 
residents  of  British  Columbia,  and  important  to  the  resi¬ 
dents  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  as  it  is  carried  on  in  Ontario 
— I  say,  it  seems  to  be  most  unnatural  that  we  should  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  system  is  not  continuous,  and  can  be  divided 
into  a  number  of  separate  carrying  trades  for  each  separate 
Province — that  it  is,  in  fact,  if  I  may  so  express  it,  to  be  re¬ 
garded  as  a  sort  of  net-work  which  is  co-extensive  with  the 
Provinces,  and  which  terminates  just  at  the  boundary  line 
of  each  Province,  in  place  of  regarding  it  as  one  continuous 
net-work,  the  strands  of  which  pass  over  from  Province  to 
Province,  as  we  know  is,  in  point  of  fact,  the  case.  Why, 
just  in  proportion  as  those  strands  of  the  net  work  do  pass 
over  from  Province  to  Province,  just  in  proportion  as  they 
cross  and  re-cross  and  interlace  one  another,  in  that  propor¬ 
tion,  to  a  great  extent,  is  the  unity  and  solidity  of  this 
Dominion  rendered  a  reality.  And,  I  venture  to  say,  that 
this  Parliament,  in  the  prosecution  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way,  and  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  has  recognised 
the  fact,  that  the  carrying  trade,  to  a  very  great  extent, 
partakes  of  the  very  essence  of  the  Confederation  itself. 
Yet  this  is  the  trade  as  to  which  this  Parliament  is  to  have 
Mr.  McNeill, 


nothing  to  do.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  monstrous  to  suppose 
that  this  Parliament,  which  has  expended  such  enormous 
sums  of  money  for  the  express  purpose  of  providing 
facilities  for  the  transmission  of  goods  from  one  Province 
to  another,  and  from  one  part  of  the  Dominion  to  another, 
should  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  laws  which  regulate  it, 
that  we  are  not  to  be  allowed  to  interfere  with  it,  even  to 
the  extent  contemplated  by  this  Bill,  although  the  matter 
is  of  enormous  and  of  common  interest  to  every  individual 
residing  in  every  part  of  the  Dominion.  I  say  that  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  representing  Montreal  ought  to  have  a  say  in  determin¬ 
ing  what  the  laws  shall  be,  or,  at  all  events,  in  determining 
that  the  laws  shall  be  reasonable  to  which  their  constituents 
are  to  be  subjected  in  the  transportation  of  their  goods, 
which  business  is  so  largely  carried  on  from  Montreal  to 
every  part  of  the  Dominion.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  the 
different  Provinces  are  to  have  different  laws  to  regulate 
this  carrying  trade,  you  may  have  laws  imposed  in  one 
Province  under  the  color  of  such  compulsory  contracts  as 
these,  for  the  express  purpose  of  giving  special  facilities  to 
some  particular  city  or  place  in  that  Province,  to  the  preju¬ 
dice  of  cities  and  localities  in  other  Provinces.  You  may 
have  laws  passed  in  Ontario,  for  example,  which  would  aim 
at  giving  special  facilities  and  advantages  in  the  carrying 
trade  of  that  Province,  to  the  great  city  of  Toronto  and  to 
Hamilton  or  Guelph,  and  conflicting  with  the  interests  of 
those  who  have  goods  to  send  through  the  Province  of  Ontario 
from  the  city  of  Montreal.  And  thereupon,  finding  those 
laws  so  discriminating  in  favor  of  Ontario,  you  may  have 
the  Province  of  Quebec  setting  about  to  enact  other 
laws  to  counteract  the  effect  of  Ontario’s  laws, 
giving  special  facilities  to  Montreal.  So  you  may  have 
a  conflict  going  on  through  every  Province;  This  matter 
lies  at  the  very  root  of  Confederation  itself,  and  if  you  say 
that  this  Parliament  cannot  deal  with  this  matter  you  strike 
a  vital  blow  at  the  unity  and  solidarity  of  the  Dominion. 
On  these  general  principles  and  general  considerations,  it  is 
to  me  quito  clear  that  this  is  a  matter  which  specially 
falls  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament.  I  say, 
shortly,  it  is  not  a  matter  relating  to  locality  or  province, 
but  is  one  of  general  interest  to  the  Dominion,  and  it 
is  a  matter  that  is  co-oxtensive,  at  least,  with  settlement ; 
and  you  may  as  well  say  that  you  can  properly  control 
this  trade  by  having  a  separate  carrying  trade  for 
Ontario,  for  Quebec  and  for  Prince  Edward  Island, 
respectively,  as  you  may  attempt  to  declare  that  the  circu¬ 
lation  of  the  blood  may  be  fairly  divided  into  the  circulation 
of  the  head,  of  the  lungs  and  of  the  trunk.  The  contention 
is  an  entirely  erroneous  one,  especially  when  you  recognise 
the  fact  that  the  Dominion  has  spent  an  enormous  sum  in 
order  to  provide  due  facilities  for  the  carrying  of  goods  and 
of  persons  throughout  this  country  as  a  whole.  I  desire  to 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  look  at  this  subject 
from  another  point  of  view.  As  the  hon.  gontleman  has  said, 
this  is  a  matter  which  affects  trade  and  commerce.  Trade 
and  commerce  is  one  of  those  matters  which  falls  specially 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  House  to  deal  with,  and  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  to  suppose  that  a  matter  of  this  kind 
does  not  fall  within  the  heading  of  trade  and  commerce.  If 
you  so  legislate  as  to  injure  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
country,  you  must  to  that  extent  injure  its  trade  and  com¬ 
merce.  It  is  quite  clear  that  a  good  condition  of  trade  and 
commerce  is  dependent  on  a  good  condition  of  the  carry¬ 
ing  trade.  So  far  as  that  argument  is  concerned, it  is  impossi¬ 
ble  to  gainsay  it.  I  know  that  another  argument  has  been 
adduced,  and  it  was  pressed  with  a  good  deal  of  force  in 
this  House,  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  at  all 
events,  and  it  has  been  touched  upon  to-night,  and  that  is, 
that  if  you  interfere  with  this  matter  you  are  interfering 
with  civil  rights.  With  respect  to  that  matter,  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said  that  if  such  an  argument  obtains  it 
would  be  difficult  to  say  what  we  can  deal  with  in  this  House 
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—-what  is  not  a  interference  with  civil  rights.  I  should  like 
to  read  an  authority  on  this  subject.  In  the  decision  in  the 
case  of  Russell  and  tho  Queen,  I  find  the  following  passage 
occurrs : — 

“  Few,  if  any  laws,  could  be  made  by  Parliament  for  the  peace,  order 
and  good  government  of  Canada,  which  did  not  in  some  incidental  way, 
affect  property  and  civil  rights.  And  it  could  not  have  been  intended, 
when  assuring  to  the  Provinces  exclusive  legislative  authority  on  the 
subjects  of  property  and  civil  rights,  to  exclude  Parliament  from  the 
exercise  of  this  general  power,  whenever  any  such  interference  would 
result  from  it.” 

Therefore,  I  think  that  that  is  quite  conclusive  as  to  the 
fact,  that  the  mere  statement  that  this  Bill  may  interfere 
with  civil  rights,  is  not  a  valid  objection  to  the  measure. 
But  I  think  if  you  look  at  the  case  of  Citizens  and  the 
Queen’s  Assurance  Companies  vs.  Parsons,  we  shall  find 
that  that  matter  was  very  carefully  considered  by  the 
judges  on  that  occasion,  and  the  question  decided  on  that 
occasion  had  reference  to  an  Act  of  the  Ontario  House,  the 
preamble  of  which  is  as  follows  :  — 

“  Whereas,  the  provisions  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  twenty-eighth 
year  of  the  reign  of  Her  Majesty,  entitled  an  Act  to  amend  the  laws 
relating  to  fire  insurance,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  issued  a  commission 
to  certain  commissioners  therein  named,  requiring  them  to  consider 
what  conditions  are  just  and  reasonable  conditions,  to  be  inserted  in 
fire  insurance  policies  on  real  and 'personal property  in  this  Province. 

And  it  was  on  that  ground,  namely,  that  the  Act  had  refer¬ 
ence  to  real  and  personal  property  wholly  within  the 
Province,  that  the  decision  was  eventually  given,  as  is 
expressly  laid  down  in  the  judgment  of  the  court. 

“  And  whereas  a  majority  of  the  said  commissioners  have,  in  pursuance 
of  the  requirements  of  the  said  Act,  settled  and  approved  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  set  forth  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act ;  and  it  is  advisable  that 
the  same  should  be  expressly  adopted  by  the  Legislature  as  the  statutory 
conditions  to  be  contained  in  policies  of  fire  insurance  entered  into  or 
inforcedin  this  Province.” 

Well,  when  we  come  to  see  what  the  decision  of  the  court 
was  with  reference  to  this  matter,  you  will  find,  on  page  278, 
what  the  court  said  : 

“Construing,  therefore,  the  words  ‘  regulation  of  trade  and  commerce  ’ 
by  the  various  aids  to  their  interpretation  above  suggested,  they  would 
include  political  arrangements  in  regard  to  trade  requiring  the  sanction 
of  Parliament,  regulation  of  trade  in  matters  of  interprovincial  concern, 
and  it  may  be  that  they  would  include  general  regulation  of  trade  affect¬ 
ing  the  whole  Dominion.  Their  Lordships  abstain  on  the  present 
occasion  from  any  attempt  to  define  the  limits  of  the  authority  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament  in  this  direction.  It  is  enough  for  the  decision  of 
the  present  case  to  say,  that  in  their  view,  its  authority  to  legislate  for 
the  regulation  of  trade  and  commerce  does  not  comprehend  the  power 
to  regulate  by  legislation  the  contracts  of  a  particular  or  trade  such  as 
the  business  of  fire  insurance,  in  a  single  Province 

Which  is  exactly  the  contention  I  make  here.  This  is  not  a 
matter  in  reference  to  the  regulation  of  trade  and  commerce 
in  a  particular  Province.  It  is  a  regulation  with  regard  to 
a  trade  which  is  co-extsnsive  with  the  trade — or  rather,  I 
should,  perhaps,  say,  with  the  system,  as  it  would,  to  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent,  be  begging  the  question,  to  say  trade,  of  the 
Dominion.  At  all  events,  it  is  an  attempt  to  deal  with  a 
matter  which  affects  the  people  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in 
the  city  of  Montreal,  very  much  more  than  it  affects  very 
many  people  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  therefore  I  say 
that  the  attempt  to  allege  that  the  decision  in  this  case  of  the 
Citizen’s  and  the  Queen’s  Insurance  Companies  vs.  Parsons  is 
in  any  way  hostile  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  is,  I  think, 
contrary  to  the  fact.  I  think,  from  the  decision  of  the  court 
in  that  case,  it  is  quite  clear  that  it  is  specially  and  distinctly 
laid  down  that  they  were  only  deciding  in  those  matters 
which  dealt  with  trade  which  were  confined  to  a  particular 
Province,  and  within  the  limits  of  that  Province,  But,  Sir, 
the  12th  clause  of  this  Act,  which  strikes  at  the  special 
agreements  made  between  individuals  and  these  railway 
companies  has  been  alleged  to  interfere  with  the  right  of 
private  contract.  Well,  it  seems  to  me  that  these  contracts 
cannot  fairly  be  considered  by  us  as  contracts  at  all.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  very  essence  of  a  contract  is  absent  in  tho  caso 
of  these  agreements,  because  the  person  making  the  agree¬ 


ment  is  not  a  free  agent  at  the  time.  The  agreement  is 
made  under  compulsion ;  there  is  no  consenting  mind — no 
moro  consenting  mind  on  his  part  than  there  is  in  the  caso 
of  a  person  who  bands  over  his  purse  lost  a  worse  thing 
befall  him.  I  hold,  therefore,  that  this  argument  as  to  tho 
Bill  interfering  with  tho  right  of  private  contract  is  un¬ 
sound,  and  should  not  have  any  weight  in  “this  House.  I 
find  that  in  making  that  statement  I  am  supported  by  such 
high  authorities  as  some  of  tho  most  eminent  law  lords  in 
England.  I  find  that  when  this  same  question  came  to  be 
argued  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  England,  it  was  argued 
there  by  Lord  Brougham  himself  that : 

“  The  railway  companies  sought  neither  more  nor  less  than  to  evade 
responsibility  by  this  special  contract — a  contract  forced  upon  a  passen¬ 
ger— a  contract  upon  which  he  entered  under  compulsion— a  contract 
which  might  almost  be  said  to  be  bad,  on  account  of  the  duress  under 
which  the  passenger  was  compelled  to  enter  into  it.” 

Thorefore,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  attempt  to  persuade  this 
House  not  to  deal  with  this  matter,  because  we  may,  to  some 
extent,  interfere  with  contracts  which  are  almost  bad,  is  a 
very  bad  argument.  I  think  my  lion,  friend  deserves  the 
hanks  of  the  country,  and  I  believe  he  has  obtained  tho 
thanks  of  the  country,  for  bringing  forward  this  measure  in 
the  way  he  has  done,  and  for  the  tenacity  with  which  he  has 
adhered  to  it.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  every  hon. 
member  who  supports  this  Bill  will  receive  tho  thanks  of  his 
constituents  for  so  supporting  it.  I  have  to  apologise  to  tho 
House  for  the  length  of  time  1  have  occupied,  and  I  have  only 
to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I  havo  much  pleasure  in  support¬ 
ing  the  Bill. 

M.  McCARTHY.  Ono  word  before  the  motion  is  put.  1 
quite  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec,  that  the  law 
of  that  Province  is  a  very  good  one,  and  needs  little  im¬ 
provement,  but  it  is  no  reason  why  wo  should  not  havo  a 
good  law  for  tho  whole  Dominion,  that  one  part  of  the 
Dominion,  the  Province  of  Quebec,  has  a  good  law  at  pre¬ 
sent.  Now,  I  think,  in  one  respect,  perhaps  tho  amend¬ 
ment  I  propose  is  an  improvement  upon  the  law.  Perhaps 
the  law  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  in  one  respect  better 
than  the  proposal  now  before  the  House.  All  that,  how¬ 
ever,  can  bo  dealt  with,  if  the  principle  of  the  Bill  is  ac¬ 
cepted,  by  the  committee  to  which  the  Bill  is  referred.  By 
the  law  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  it  is  possible  for  a  car¬ 
rier  to  make  a  man  contract,  as  it  were,  by  simply  giving 
him  notice ;  that  is  to  say,  if  he  is  told,  or  has  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  seeing  a  notice  which  is  published,  that  the  car. 
rier  will  only  be  responsible  under  such  and  such  condi¬ 
tions,  provided  the  court  decides  that  the  consignor  was 
aware  of  them  at  the  time  he  sent  the  goods.  That  I  do 
not  believe  to  be  a  fair  and  reasonable  state  of  the  law,  and 
I  believe  the  Bill  is  an  improvement,  in  declaring  that  the 
party  shall  not  be  bound  simply  by  any  pretense  of  notice 
given  unless  he  signs  a  contract.  The  other  part  of  the 
code  of  Quebec  is  perhaps  an  improvement  on  the  English 
law: 

*•  Notwithstanding  such  notice  and  the  knowledge  thereof,  carriers 
are  liable,  whether  it  is  proved  that  the  damage  is  caused  by  their  fault 
or  the  fault  of  those  lor  whom  they  are  responsible.” 

So  that,  whether  the  conditions  be  reasonable  or  not,  in  tho 
opinion  of  the  judge,  if  the  goods  are  damaged  through  the 
fault  of  the  carrier  the  carrier  is  responsible.  These  are 
matters  of  detail,  however,  which  may  bo  dealt  with  by  the 
committee,  and  which  do  not  affect  the  principle  of  the 
measure  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  the  House.  I  think 
the  question  of  constitutionality  has  been  so  fully  dealt  with 
that  I  need  not  add  anything  to  what  I  have  said  already. 
I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives),  put  the  question  very  clearly.  We  have  already  in 
the  law  with  regard  to  railways  a  regulation  determining 
their  liability.  The  right  to  make  that  provision  has  never 
been  questioned,  except  in  tho  case  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  when  questioned  there  was  overruled,  so  far  as  was 
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necessary,  by  the  judge.  If  that  can  bo  done  with  regard 
to  railways,  why  not  with  regard  to  express  companies,  and, 
if,  with  regard  to  them,  why  not  with  regard  to  any  car¬ 
rier  ?  The  argument  appears  to  me  to  bo  practically  con¬ 
clusive,  and  I  trust  the  House  will  accept  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  and  allow  the  details  to  be  worked  out  by  a  com¬ 
mittee,  whether  the  railway  committee  ora  subcommittee, 
as  the  House  thinks  proper. 

Mr.  ORTON.  I  would  liko  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  if 
clause  9  is  intended  to  hold  carriers  responsible  for  the 
felonious  acts  or  the  neglect  or  misconduct  of  their  servants 
or  agents. 

Mr.  MoCARTIIY.  The  object  of  that  clause  is  to  put 
it  beyond  doubt  that  a  carrier  cannot  make  the  excuse,  if 
goods  have  been  stolen,  that  it  is  a  felony. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  House  has,  of  course,  before  it  two 
questions,  which  are  entirely  distinct  in  their  character. 
The  first  is,  whether  it  has  jurisdiction  to  deal  with  this  par¬ 
ticular  matter ;  and  tho  second  is,  with  regard  to  tho  merits 
of  tho  measure  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to 
us  for  the  second  reading.  Of  course  it  is  not  necossary  that 
wo  should  go  into  tho  discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
at  all  if  in  the  opinion  of  the  House  it  is  ultra  vires.  I  observe 
that  by  the  second  sectioa  the  hon.  gentleman  provides  that 
the  Bill  shall  include  railway  companies,  express  companies 
and  large  coach  proprietors.  Why  large  coach  proprietors 
and  not  small  ones  ?  Every  department  of  the  law  is  under 
the  control  either  of  the  Local  Legislatures  or  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  If  this  subject  is  under  the  control  of 
this  Parliament,  then  tho  subject  of  small  coach 
proprietors  is  as  much  included  within  tho  purview 
of  this  Parliament  as  those  tho  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  deal  with  ;  and  whether  wo  legislate  upon  the 
subject  or  not,  that  particular  department  of  law,  oven 
though  he  may  not  have  referred  to  it  in  this  Bill,  is  part 
of  tho  law  of  Canada,  and  not  of  tho  law  of  any  one  of 
the  Provinces.  It  seems  to  me,  taking  that  view  of  the 
case,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  would  go  as  far  as  to  con¬ 
tend  that  a  party  carrying  a  parcel  from  one  part  of  this 
city  to  another  is  doing  so  under  a  law  within  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  this  Parliament,  and  not  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Province.  Looking  at  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  does  interfere  with  civil  rights.  It 
assumes  the  powor  to  regulate  the  terms  of  a  contract 
which  one  party  may  make  with  another,  and  so  far  as 
it  does  this,  I  think  it  encroaches  on  the  powers  and 
authority  of  the  Local  Legislatures.  Now,  this  Bill  is  a 
part  of  tho  law  of  bailments  ;  yet,  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  admit  that  there  is  a  great  deal  in  the  law  of  bailments, 
hiring  and  letting,  with  which  this  Parliament  would 
have  no  power  to  deal — that  if  any  matters  are  matters 
of  civil  right  and  contract,  such  matters  are.  Then,  take 
the  question  of  goods  in  transitu.  The  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  deal  with  that  question  in  this  Bill,  but  if  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  were  sound,  this  Parliament  would  have  a 
right  to  deal  with  that  subject,  and  not  the  Local 
Legislatures.  Now,  one  hon.  gentleman,  I  think 

the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives), 
said  the  subject  of  this  Bill  was  accessory  to  the  law  of  trade 
and  commerce.  Well,  Sir,  if  we  undertake  to  deal  with 
everything  which  may  be  an  incident  of  trade  and  commerce, 
we  might  embrace  almost  the  enti re  field  of  property  and 
civil  rights.  I  do  not  think  we  can  deal  incidentally  with  a 
subject  of  this  sort,  upon  the  theory  that  it  is  a  matter 
affecting  trade  and  commerce.  I  think  there  is  an  old  case 
in  which  it  was  argued  before  tho  House  of  Lords  that 
a  certain  measure  was  an  interference  with  the  terms 
of  union  between  England  and  Scotland.  It  was  a  measure 
relating  to  trade  in  Scotland,  and  was  confined  to  the  king¬ 
dom  of  Scotland,  but  it  was  there  said  that  the  provision 
Mr.  McCarthy, 


relating  to  trade  and  commerce,  and  which  provided  that 
tho  laws  on  that  subject  should  bo  uniform,  did  not  embrace 
trade  which  was  confined  to  Scotland.  If  you  embrace 
within  the  definition  of  trade  and  commerce  every  kind  of 
trade  and  all  kinds  of  intercourse  between  one  party  and 
another,  you  would  deal  with  the  laws  relating  to  retail 
trade,  and  the  sale  of  goods  in  every  town  and  city  in  the 
Dominion.  Now,  all  these  matters  come  under  the 
law  relating  to  civil  rights  ;  they  are  never  regarded 
as  being  embraced  in  the  term  “trade  and  commerce.” 
The  hon.  gentleman,  in  undertaking  to  include  a  number  of 
those  matters  relating  to  the  local  trade  of  the  various  Pro¬ 
vinces  within  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  undertakes,  it  seems 
to  me,  to  deal  with  a  subject  with  which  this  House  ought 
not  to  deal,  but  which  comes  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Provincial  Legislatures.  Whether  we  might  not  undertake 
to  regulate  interprovincial  trade  is  another  question.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman’s  Bill,  however,  goes  beyond  that,  and 
interferes  with  the  domestic  trade  of  each  Province. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  tho  House  at 
any  length.  I  do  not  quite  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
on  my  left  (Mr.  Mills)  in  everything  he  has  said.  It 
appears  to  mo  the  general  scope  of  the  Bill  is  a  good  one  ; 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  Bill  is  in  tho  interest  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public,  and  if  it  is  within  our  jurisdiction  I,  for  one, 
will  gladly  vote  for  it.  Tho  limitation  of  the  power  of  com¬ 
mon  carriers  to  impose  contracts  is,  in  my.  opinion,  a  good 
limitation,  because  the  shipper  of  goods  is,  as  a  rule,  to-day, 
compelled  to  agree  to  any  contract  the  carrier  may  im¬ 
pose  on  him.  The  only  question  at  issue  is  whether  by 
this  measure  we  would  infringe  unduly  on  provincial  rights. 
Wo  know  very  well,  so  far  as  the  character  of  goods  carried 
in  this  Dominion  is  concerned,  that  a  very  large  portion 
comes  within  the  the  term  of  interprovincial  trade,  and 
so  far  as  this  Bill  deals  with  interprovincial  trade  I  believo 
it  to  be  intra  vires.  The  mass  of  trade  affected  being  so 
large,  I  hold  that  it  is  worth  while  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this 
nature,  so  far  as  it  affects  interprovincial  matters.  The 
definition  of  what  is  trade  and  commerce  has  been  given  in 
the  Parsons  case,  in  which  the  Privy  Council  defined  this 
term  as  follows  :  “  The  words  ‘  regulation  of  trade  and 

eommerce  ’  include  political  arrangements  with  regard  to 
trade  requiring  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  the  regula¬ 
tion  of  trade  in  matters  of  interprovincial  concern.”  In 
my  own  opinion,  so  far  as  this  Bill  attempts  to  deal  with 
the  carriage  of  goods  within  any  city,  or  within  the  limits 
of  any  Province,  it  is  ultra  vires ;  but  so  far  as  it  concerns 
interprovincial  trade  it  comes  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Parliament.  I  therefore  cannot  vote  for  the  six  months’ 
hoist,  because  I  believe  tho  Bill  to  be  intra  vires  in  the  latter 
sense.  I  shall  vote  against  the  six  months’  hoist,  and  in 
committee  I  hope  that  it  will  be  amended  in  such  a  manner 
that  it  will  deal  solely  with  interprovincial  trade. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Curran  : 

That  the  Bill  be  read  tin  second  time  this  day  six  months. 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Amyot, 

Dawson, 

Lange  via, 

Baker  (Missi.quoi), 

De  St.  Georges, 

Laurier, 

Bochard, 

Dunont, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Belleau, 

Edgar, 

McTsaac, 

Benoit, 

Fisher, 

McMullen, 

Bergeron, 

Fleming, 

Massue, 

Bergin, 

Forbes, 

Mills, 

Bernier, 

Fortin, 

Platt, 

Billy, 

Gagne, 

Ray, 

Blake, 

Gaudet, 

Rinfret, 

Blondeau, 

Geotfrion, 

Kiopel, 

Bosso, 

Gigault, 

Robertson  (ShelLurae), 

Bourassa, 

Grandbois, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Caron, 

Gunn, 

Taschereau, 

Cartwright, 

Holton, 

Tassfi, 

Casgrain, 

Hurteau, 

Trow, 
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Catudal, 

Irvine, 

Valin, 

Chapleau, 

Kirk, 

Watson, 

Cimon, 

Landerkin, 

Wilson, 

Costigan, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Woodworth, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Landry  (Montwagny), 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo.— 64. 

Allen, 

Hesson, 

Paint, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Hickey, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Barnard, 

Homer, 

Pope, 

Beaty, 

Innes, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bowell, 

Ives, 

Jackson, 

Rykert, 

Burns, 

Scott, 

Shakespeare, 

Burpee  (Suubury), 

Jamieson, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Jenkins, 

Small, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Ivaulbacb, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Kinney, 

Springer, 

Carling, 

Kranz, 

Stairs, 

Casey, 

Lister, 

Sutherland  (Selkirk), 

Cochrane, 

Macdonald  (King's), 

Temple, 

Colby, 

Macdonald  (Sir  Johu), 

Townshend, 

Davies, 

Mackintosh, 

Tupper, 

Dickinson, 

McCallum, 

McCarthy, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Dodd, 

Vail, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Foster, 

McDougall  (C.  Breton).  Wallace  (\ork). 

Gillmor, 

McLelan, 

Weldon, 

Gordon, 

McNeill, 

Wells, 

Hackett, 

Moffat, 

Wigle, 

Haggart, 

Mulock, 

Williams, 

Wood  (Westm’lnd) — 74. 

Harley, 

O’Brien, 

Hay, 

Orton, 

Amendment  negatived. 

Main  motion  agreed  to  on  a  division,  and  Bill  read  the 
second  time. 

THE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  BOWELL  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  message,  as  follows 
LANSDOWNE. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Commons 
Estimates  of  sums  required  for  the  service  of  the  Dominion 
for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1886,  and  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  “  The  British  North  America  Act,  1867,”  the  Governor  General 
recommends  these  Estimates  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  27th  February,  1885. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  said  Message  and  Esti¬ 
mates  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:15  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  2nd  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Thi'ee  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

RETURNS— SECTION  B. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways  to  the  fact  that  some  of  the  returns 
ordered  a  fortnight  ago  in  relation  to  section  B,  with 
reference  to  sums  paid  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
on  account  of  work  done  between  Port  Arthur 
and  Winnipeg,  engineers’  reports,  etc.,  have  not  yet  been 
brought  down.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  me  when  we 
will  have  them  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  say;  we  will  bring  them  down  as 
soon  as  possible. 

87 


SHORT  LINE  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  toll  me  when  we 
will  have  the  return  with  reference  to  the  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
way  Company'— the  contract  made  by  Sir  Charles  Tapper, 
which  the  hon,  gentleman  promised  to  bring  down  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  enquire  and  let  the  hon.  gentleman 
know  to-morrow. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  50)  to  incorporate  the  Fredericton  and  St. 
Mary’s  Railway  Bridge  Company.- — (Mr.  Temple.) 

Bill  No.  54)  to  confirm  the  union  of  tho  Canada  Congre¬ 
gational  Missionary  Society  and  the  Congregational  Union 
of  Nova  Scotia  and  Now  Brunswick. — (Mr.  Abbott.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  to  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and 
Lake  of  the  Woods  Railway  and  Navigation  Company.— 
(Mr.  Watson.)  % 

LIFE  BOAT— -CAPE  BRETON. 

Mr.  DODD  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
during  the  present  year,  to  place  a  life  boat  or  a  life  saving 
apparatus  at  or  near  Flat  or  Low  Point,  in  the  County  of 
Cape  Breton  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  matter  is  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

RAILWAY  BELT  LANDS— BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  HESSON  asked,  Whether  the  Homestead  Act  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  applies  to  lands  within  the 
railway  belt,  British  Columbia  ?  If  so,  can  entries  be  now 
made  by  proxy  as  permitted  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West.  In  case  said  lands  are  not  open  to  homesteaders,  are 
they  now  for  sale,  and  at  what  price  per  acre  and  on  what 
conditions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  The  Homestead  Act  of 
Manitoba  will  not  apply  to  the  hands  within  the  railway 
belt.  The  lands  are  now  being  surveyed,  and  will  soon  bo 
put  in  tho  market,  and  the  price  will  then  be  settled  on  tho 
completion  of  the  survey. 

;;  ‘  -  !  i  . .  -  - :  I-,  ■  -fiie; . .  I]  ,  r' ,  -z1  ”  iq  )  - 

LONG  POINT  FISHING  GROUND. 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked,  For  how  long  a  period  has  tho 
Government  leased  to  the  Long  Point  Company  in  Ontario, 
the  fishing  grounds  convenient  to  Long  Point,  and  what  is 
the  price  received  per  annum  for  the  same  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  They  were  leased  for  nine  years,  from 
January  1st,  1880,  until  31st  December,  1889,  at  a  rental  of 
$100  per  annum. 

CANAL  TO  THE  MUSKOKA  LAKES. 

Mr.  BAIN  (for  Mr.  Cockburn)  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  send  an  engineer  to  enquire 
into  the  feasibility  of  connecting  the  Lakes  of  Muekoka 
with  the  Severn  River  and  Trent  Yalley  Canal  system  by 
means  of  a  very  short  canal,  and  if  so,  about  what  time  will 
engineer  be  sent  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Government  are  now  considering  the 
whole  question. 

POSTAGE  PRIVILEGES. 

-■  111  -  1  N.i  ??!  ;v  i' :  ..!  --.Ji  I'Fiji,:-  1  U  ’iHtkStttP* 

Mr.  AMYOT'  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  grant  to  the  members  of  the  several  Local 
Legislatures  of  the  Dominion,  during  tho  Sessions  of  the 
said  Legislatures,  the  right  of  sending  their  letters  and 
documents  free  of  postage  by  Her  Majesty’s  mail  ? 
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Mr.  CARLING-.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  make  any  change  with  respect  to  mail  arrange¬ 
ments  with  the  Local  Legislatures.  At  the  present  time, 
Votes  and  Proceedings,  or  other  papers  printed  by  order  of 
the  Legislatures,  go  free.  The  question  has  special  refer¬ 
ence  to  letters.  It  is  not  the  intention  to  make  any  change 
in  regard  to  them. 

RAILWAY  BELT  ON  VANCOUVER  ISLAND. 

Mr.  GORDON  asked,  Has  any  application  been  made  to 
this  Government  either  through  their  agent  in  British 
Columbia  or  through  any  Provincial  officer  on  behalf  of  any 
purchaser  or  purchasers  of  lands  within  the  railway  belt  on 
Vancouver  Island  for  a  grant  or  grants  under  the  Great 
Seal,  as  provided  for  under  4 7  Victoria,  Chapter  6,  section 
7,  sub-section  1  ?  If  so,  have  any  such  grants  been  issued, 
and  to  whom  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Several  applications  have 
been  made — eight  or  nine — but  no  grants  have  yet  been 
issued. 

STATIONERY  FOR  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  asked,  What  is  the  total  expense  for 
stationery  for  the  House  of  Commons  during  each  of  the 
past  Sessions  of  the  present  Parliament  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  statement 
must  be  made  by  officers  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Is  that  the  only  answer? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  only  answer  I  can 
give. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  expense  is  about  $20,000. 

M.  FABRE. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  (Translation)  asked,  Whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  received  a  report  from  Mr.  Fabre,  their  agent 
in  Paris,  and  whether  such  report,  if  in  existence,  will  be 
laid  before  Parliament  during  the  present  Session  ?  What 
is  the  amount  paid  to  Mr.  Fabre  for  the  last  fiscal  year,  and 
to  date  ? 

Mr. CHAPLEAU  (Translation).  Mr.  Fabre  has,  from 
time  to  time,  held  correspondence  with  the  Department  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  since  last  year.  The  reports  he  has 
made  will  be  brought  down,  if  asked  for  by  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber.  The  amount  paid  to  Mr.  Fabre  is  that  which  is  indi¬ 
cated  in  the  Public  Accounts  for  last  year,  to  which  there  has 
been  no  addition  since  that  time. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  FOR  DUNDAS. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth)  asked,  Does  the  Government 
propose  making  any  provision  this  Session  for  the  erection 
of  public  buildings  in  the  town  of  Dundas,  as  implied  in 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  in  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply  last  Session  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  As  this  is  a  new  work  I 
have  to  say  that  when  the  Supplementary  Estimates  come 
down  I  shall  then  be  in  a  position  to  give  a  positive  answer 
to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  question. 

ASSISTED  IMMIGRANTS. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH  asked,  Has  the  Government  issued 
any  instructions  to  the  High  Commissioner  at  London  with 
reference  to  the  class  of  emigrants  to  whom  inducements 
are  offered  to  emigrate  to  the  Dominion  ?  Has  the  Govern¬ 
ment  decided  upon  discontinuing  the  policy  of  assisting  im¬ 
migrant  labor  coming  to  the  Dominion  ?  If  not,  is  it  the 
intention  of  the  Government  so  to  do  ? 


March  2, 


Mr.  POPE.  The  Department,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  work  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  soon  be  com¬ 
pleted,  instructed  the  High  Commissioner  in  December  last 
that  no  more  general  laborers  or  navvies  should  be  assisted 
or  encouraged  to  come  to  Canada,  neither  mechanics  nor  arti¬ 
sans  should  be  assisted.  The  Department  also  instructed 
that  the  greatest  exertions  should  be  made  to  induce  agri¬ 
cultural  laborers,  agricultural  families  and  female  servants, 
both  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe,  to  come  to  Canada.  Having  received  from  the 
working  men  a  respectful  remonstrance  against  assisting  a 
certain  class  of  laborers  that  come  into  competition  with 
them,  the  Department  is  now  considering  the  best  means  of 
assisting  agricultural  laborers,  agricultural  families  and 
domestic  servants,  and  excluding  from  all  assistance  or 
encouragement  those  classes  complained  of  by  the  working 
men  of  the  cities  and  manufacturing  districts. 

CLOVIS  CARON. 

Mr.  BLONDEAU  asked,  What  are  the  salary  and  the 
amount  of  expenses  paid  to  Mr.  Clovis  Caron,  fishery  over¬ 
seer,  for  the  year  1883  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Salary,  $200  per  annum,  and  expenses 
last  year,  $81.43. 

JULES  GAUVREAU. 

Mr.  BLONDEAU  asked,  What  are  the  salary  and  the 
amount  of  expenses  paid  to  Jules  Gauvreau,  fishery  over¬ 
seer,  for  the  year  1884  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Salary,  $100,  and  expenses  $51. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— LABORERS’ 
WAGES. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  Has  the  Government  taken 
measures  to  secure  the  payment  of  wages  to  laborers 
employed  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  ?  If  not,  is  it  proposed  to  take  such  measures  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  they  have  pot. 

‘EXCISE  REVENUE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  What  is  the  total 
revenue  from  Excise  for  the  six  months  ending  1st  January, 
1885,  also  for  the  six  months  ending  1st  January,  1884  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  total  receipts  for  the  six  months 
ending  December  31st,  1884,  were  $2,863,290.87;  for  the 
six  months  ending  December  31st,  lfc83,  $3,081,984.87.  * 

DOMINION  LANDS  REVENUE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  What  amount 
has  been  received  from  all  sources  on  account  of  Dominion 
lands  up  to  date  of  enquiry  ?  What  amount  in  the  seven 
monthsending  1st  February,  1885?  What  amount  in  the 
seven  months  ending  1st  February,  1884. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  amount  received  to 
February  27th,  1885,  was  $4,349,378.99.  Cor  the  seven 
months  ending  1st  February,  1884,  $670,141,90  ;  for  the 
seven  months  ending  1st  February,  1885,  $242,819.52, 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— EXTENSION  TO 
QUEBEC. 

Mr.  LAURIBR  asked,  Has  the  Government  received  any 
communication  from  the  Government  of  Quebec,  asking  that 
the  sum  of  $96,000  reserved  last  year  by  the  Statute  47 
Victoria,  chapter  8,  for  the  extension  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  from  its  terminus  at  St.  Martin’s  Junction, 
to  the  Harbor  of  Quebec,  be  paid  to  the  said  Government 
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or  otherwise  disposed  of,  and  has  any  action  been  taken  in 
such  demand,  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  has 
received  such  a  communication,  but  no  action  has  been 
taken  upon  it. 

EEDUCTION  OF  LETTER  POSTAGE. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved : 

For  copies  of  all  correspondence,  memorials  or  communications 
received  bj  the  Government  since  January  lst,  1885,  asking  for  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  letter  postage  of  Canada  to  two  cents  par  half  ounce,  or 
relating  to  any  proposal  for  the  reduction  of  letter  postage. 

He  said  :  There  is  no  tax  that  can  be  remitted  or  reduced 
by  the  Government,  the  remission  or  reduction  of  which 
would  be  received  with  greater  favor  than  that  of  postage. 
In  England,  in  Canada,  and  in  the  United  States,  the  rate  of 
postage  has  been  reduced  at  various  times,  and  always  with 
excellent  results  and  without  material  loss  to  the  revenue. 
The  last  reduction  which  was  made  in  England  brought  the 
rate  down  to  one  penny  per  ounce,  and  neither  it  nor  the 
reduction  in  the  United  States  from  five  to  three  cents  was 
followed  by  loss  of  revenue.  Canada  followed  the  example 
of  these  countries  in  this  respect,  and  reduced  the  letter 
postage  from  five  to  three  cents  without  permanent  loss  of 
revenue  or  other  serious  consequences.  Since  then  the  United 
States  Government  have  reduced  (ho  rate  of  letter  postage  to 
tho  English  standard  of  one  penny  or  two  cents.  That  reduc¬ 
tion  took  place  in  October,  1883,  and  there  can  be  no 
question,  Sir,  that  the  examplo  of  the  United  States  in  this 
respect  is  one  which  it  is  desirable  for  us  to  follow.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  question,  however,  with  the  Postmaster  General  is 
whether  it  is  an  example  which  we  can  follow  without  too 
great  loss  of  revenue.  I  find,  Sir,  that  under  the  operation 
of  the  reduced  postage  of  the  United  States  for  nine  months, 
according  to  the  report  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  30th 
June  last,  the  shrinkage  of  the  revenue  amounted  to  4T7^  pgr 
cent.,  and  it  was  held  by  the  Postmaster  General  that, 
although  the  reduced  rate  was  in  force  nine  months,  the 
effects  of  tho  reduction  of  revenue  extended  through  the 
whole  year.  The  estimate  made  by  him  is  that  the  annual 
increase  of  postage  under  the  old  rate  would  have  been  9 
per  cent.,  which,  with  the  actual  decrease  of  4T77  per  cent., 
would  make  a  total  of  about  15  per  cent,  decrease.  Even  on 
this  basis,  however,  the  public  were  largely  tho  gainers. 
The  reduction  in  postage  was  33^  per  cent.,  the  loss  in 
revenue  was  15  per  cent.,  so  that  the  net  gain  to  the 
public  was  18J  per  cent.  There  is  reason  to  suppose,  I 
think,  that  the  loss  to  the  revenue  was  not  really  as  great  as 
14^  per  cent.  I  find,  Sir,  by  comparing  the  postal  revenues 
of  the  United  States  with  those  of  Canada,  that  apparently 
the  causes  which  operate  in  one  country,  operate  in 
the  other;  that  in  the  years  in  which  the  increase  of 
postage  is  large  in  one  it  is  large  in  the  other,  and 
on  the  contrary  in  years  in  which  the  postage  collections 
are  either  reduced  or  nearly  stationary  in  the  United 
States,  the  same  feature  applies  to  the  revenue  in  Canada. 
If  we  take,  for  instance,  the  year  1876-77,  we  find  that  the 
falling  off  of  the  postal  revenues  in  the  United  States  was 
$1,102,612,  or  4  per  cent.  In  Canada  in  that  year  the 
increase  was  very  slight  indeed, — about  one  per  cent.,  the 
total  increase  being  $12,405.  In  1878-79,  the  increase  in 
the  United  States  was  2T6y  per  cent.,  and  in  the  same 
year  the  decrease  in  Canada  was  2T9Tr  or  $35,372.  In  the 
year  1881-82,  the  increase  in  Canada  was  $235,779,  or  17T4y 
per  cent.,  while  the  increase  in  the  United  States  for  the 
same  year  was  13^  per  cent.  In  the  following  year  the 
increase  in  Canada  was  $212,503  or  13t4?  percent.,  and  in 
the  United  States  8T6y  per  cent.,  while  in  1883-84,  under 
the  reduction  in  the  united  States,  there  was  a  decrease  of 


4 per  cent.,  and  a  decrease  in  Canada,  without  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  postage  rates,  amounting  to  2J  per  cent.  I  think 
these  comparisons  will  naturally  lead  us  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  estimate  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the 
United  States  that  there  would  have  been  a  natural 
increase  last  year  of  9  per  cent,  was  fallacious,  and  that 
while  we  had  an  increase  of  only  per  cent  it  will  be 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  the  United  States  postal  revenue 
would  be  nearly  stationary  under  the  3  cent  letter  rate.  If 
this  is  the  case  the  United  States  has  not  sustained  a  loss  of 
more  than  about  5  to  8  per  cent,  on  the  gross  receipts  of  the 
Department,  and  the  public  have  gained  334  per  cent.  I 
think  that  a  careful  examination  of  these  statistics  may 
possibly  lead  my  hon.  friend  the  Postmaster  General  to 
modify  somewhat  his  views  of  the  probability  of  a  large 
loss  to  the  revenue  from  a  reduction  of  the  postal  rate. 
There  are  certain  causes  which  will  tend  to  mitigate  the 
evil  consequence,  financially,  which  would  naturally  result 
from  the  change.  It  is  found  in  the  United  States  that  the 
adoption  of  the  2  cent  letter  rate  has  led  to  a  large  dimi¬ 
nution  in  the  number  of  postal  cards  used.  The  people 
instead  of  using  so  many  one  cent  postal  cards  use  more 
letters  and  pay  the  2  cent  rate.  There  is  another  cir¬ 
cumstance  that  decreases  to  some  extent  and  probably  to  a 
considerable  extent,  the  postal  revenue  of  Canada,  and  that 
is  the  fact  that  the  business  men  of  Windsor,  Sarnia,  Clifton, 
Fort  Erie,  and  other  places  on  tne  border,  opposite  to  places 
in  the  United  States  where  letters  can  be  posted,  are  in  the 
habit  of  sending  their  letters  over  the  border  in  batches, 
prepaying  them  at  the  2  cent  rate.  This  habit  I  believe, 
entails  a  serious  loss  to  the  postal  revenue,  and  it  is  a  loss 
which  would  cease  if  we  adopted  a  rate  corresponding  to 
the  rate  on  the  other  side.  I  trust  the  postal  authorities  of 
this  country  will  give  the  matter  careful  consideration, 
believing  as  I  do  that  if  it  is  carefully  considered  the  diffi¬ 
culties  which  apparently  beset  the  Government  in  taking 
the  course  I  suggest  will  largely  vanish. 

Mr.  HE8SON.  I  am  quite  in  sympathy  with  the  objects 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  in  this 
matter.  I  had  previously  purposed  bringing  the  question 
more  fully  before  the  House  after  seeing  the  report  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  as  I  supposed  I  could  obtain  from  it 
some  information  which  might  guide  me  in  what  I  thought 
the  Government  might  consider  in  connection  with  this 
matter’.  There  is  no  question  I  think  as  to  the  desirability 
of  reducing  our  rate  of  letter  postage  to  meet  the  rate 
which  has  been  established  in  the  United  States.  The 
result  of  reducing  the  rate  in  that  country  has  been  that 
the  loss  of  revenue  has  been  much  less  than  was  anticipated, 
and  if  we  follow  the  history  of  our  own  country  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  postal  changes  which  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time,  under  the  demand  of  the  people  for  greater  facili¬ 
ties,  we  find  that  the  revenues  of  the  Department  have 
not  suffered  so  much  as  was  usually  looked  for. 
In  1859  the  rate  of  threepence  currency  per  half  ounce  was 
established.  That  rate  continued  until  1866,  when  the 
revenue  amounted  to  $813,726  and  the  expenditure  to 
$834,561,  a  deficit  of  $20,834;  but  to  this  has  to  be  added 
$64,000,  which  was  granted  by  the  Legislative  Assembly 
at  that  time  to  cover  the  cost  of  departmental  postage 
which  made  the  deficit  something  like  $84,000.  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  comparing  the  charges 
which  prevailed  previous  to  that  time ;  but  coming  to  a 
later  period  we  find  that  the  balance  against  us,  has 
sometimes  been  larger.  In  1879,  for  instance,  the  revenue 
was  $1,534,363  and  the  expenditure  $2,167,266,  leaving  an 
adverse  balance  of  $632,903.  Now,  it  is  true  that  the 
balance  is  still  very  largely  against  us,  although  not  to  so 
great  an  extent  as  it  was  then ;  and  when  we  look  at  the 
marvellous  growth  of  the  Post  Office  service  in  Canada,  I 
think  w©  will  admit  that  nothing  shows  more  strikingly  or 
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clearly  the  substantial  progress  made  by  the  Dominion. 
In  1884  the  revenue  amounted  to  $2,330,741,  an  increase  of 
$795,378  over  1879,  five  years  previous,  an  average 
increase  ol  $159,275  per  annum.  This  is  certainly  a 
very  large  increase;  and  -when  we  take  into  consider¬ 
ation  the  large  extent  of  territory  still  unsettled,  the 
great  distance  between  settlers  in  many  parts  of  Canada, 
and  the  mileage  covered  among  a  sparse  population,  it  is 
certainly  a  very  gratifying  evidence  of  the  prosperity  of 
the  Post  Office  Department  that  the  expenditure  has  not 
increased  at  a  greater  rate  than  the  income— in  fact  not  so 
much,  because  the  expenditure  of  1878  was  $2,167,266, 
while  the  expenditure  of  1884  was  $2,931,387,  showing  a 
difference  of  $764,121  between  the  deficits  of  those  periods, 
or  an  avorage  of  $152,824  per  annum.  Now,  there  is 
really  nothing  in  the  fact  of  the  deficit  for  the  present  year, 
represensing  as  it  does  something  like  $600,000,  to  deter 
the  Postmaster  General  from  taking  a  wider  view  of  this 
question,  and  if  possible  making  arrangements  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  people  of  Canada  by  reducing  the  rate  to  a 
point  equivalent  to  that  fixed  in  the  United  States.  The 
reduction  of  the  rate  to  two  cents  per  half  ounce  would,  I 
believe,  give  a  very  largely  increased  revenue  with  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  expenditure.  The  total  mileage  in  1879,  I  find, 
was  45,880,000;  in  1884  it  had  arisen  to  69,100,000 
miles,  an  increase  of  no  less  than  23,220,000  miles  in 
five  years,  or  an  average  increase  of  4,844,000  miles 
per  annum.  This  is  a  very  large  increase,  and  indi¬ 
cates  the  great  advance  which  has  been  made  in 
this  department  of  the  public  service.  As  to  the  effect  of 
the  low  rate  of  postage  on  the  revenue,  I  may  instance  the 
introduction  of  the  postal  card.  It  is  not  very  long  since 
that  privilege  was  granted  to  the  people.  For  some  time  it 
did  not  seem  to  take  with  the  public  to  a  very  large  extent. 
In  1879  there  were  only  6,940,000  used;  but  in  1884  no  less 
than  13,580,000  postal  cards  were  used  by  the  public,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  6,640,000  cards  in  five  years,  or  at  the  rate  of 
1,328,000  per  annmm  The  fact  that  the  circulation  of  postal 
cards  has  doubled  in  five  years  is,  I  think,  pretty  clear 
evidence  that  the  people  are  prepared  to  take  advantage  of 
a  low  rate  of  postage  even  in  that  to  some  extent  objection¬ 
able  mode  of  sending  correspondence.  Now,  Sir,  my  con¬ 
fident  belief  is  that  if  the  two  cent  rate  were  established  for 
letters,  the  postal  card  would  not  be  so  largely  used  as  at 
present,  the  two  cent  covered  letters  taking  their  place. 
There  might  be  a  diminution  in  the  cards  ;  and  I  do  not 
know  that  the  Government  derives  any  great  profit  from 
printing  those  cards  and  furnishing  them  to  the  public  at  oce 
cent  each ;  and  they  are  quite  as  cumbersome  to  carry  and 
deliver  as  a  letter.  When  all  this  is  taken  into  consider¬ 
ation  I  do  not  think  the  revenue  is  likely  to  suffer  much 
from  the  adoption  of  the  two  cent  rate.  While  on  this 
subject  I  would  say  that  if  the  Postmaster  General  cannot 
see  his  way  to  granting  this  concession  at  once,  he  might 
relieve  a  grievance  felt  by  the  public  in  being  obliged  to 
pay  six  cents  on  a  letter  exceeding  half  an  ounce:  For 
instance,  a  sender  posts  a  letter  which  is  a  small  fraction 
over  the  half  ounce,  putting  on  a  three  cent  stamp,  and  it 
sometimes  happens  that  it  is  sent  to  a  second  post  office 
before  it  reaches  the  person  to  whom  it  is  addressed,  when 
he  is  obliged  to  pay  six  cents  more  upon  it,  thus  making  a 
letter  cost  nine  cents  because  it  is  a  fraction  over  half  an 
ounce.  The  Postmaster  General  might,  perhaps,  find  it 
convenient  to  grant  the  privilege,  under  the  present  rate, 
of  sending  a  letter  at  one  rate,  so  long  as  it  is  under  an 
ounce  weight.  That,  I  am  sure,  would  be  a  great  convenience 
to  the  public.  Although  there  is  a  very  large  expense 
for  the  past  year  as  against  one  or  two  preceding  years, 
it  is  largely  owing  to  the  enormous  increase  of  new  offices, 
no  less  than  444  having  been  established  during  the  past 
year  ending  1884,  making  an  additional  mileage  of  travel  of 
4,664,000  miles.  This  certainly  will  account  for  the  very 
Mr.  Hesson. 
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large  expenditure  this  year  over  income,  but  at  the  same 
time  it  is  evident  that  the  income  is  of  solid  growth,  and 
that  it  is  a  very  considerable  increase  over  that  of  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year.  This  is  a  cause  I  think  for  congratulation  to 
the  Postmaster  General,  showing  as  it  does,  that  the 
revenue,  although  it  has  suffered  to  a  heavy  extent,*  will  not 
fail  in  course  of  time  to  overtake  the  expenditure.  There  is 
no  single  portion  of  the  Government  service  so  valuable  to 
the  public  as  the  postal  service,  and  I  would  be  very  happy 
indeed  if  it  were  in  the  power  of  the  Postmaster  General  to 
make  a  move  in  the  direction  indicated  as  early  as  possible. 

Mr.  CAELING.  There  is  no  objection  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  bring  down  any  correspondence 
that  may  have  taken  place  relative  to  the  reduction  of 
postage  from  three  to  two  cents,  but  I  think  the  time  has 
not  yet  arrived  when  we  should  make  this  reduction  con¬ 
sidering  that  the  expenditure  is  so  largely  over  revenue  as 
it  is.  The  American  Government,  when  they  recommended 
the  reduction  from  three  to  two  cents,  had  a  large  surplus, 
a  surplus  of  something  over  $2,000,000 ;  and  according  to 
the  estimate  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States 
the  expenses  next  year  over  the  revenue  will  amount  to 
something  over  five  million  dollars.  I  think  that  with  the 
large  additional  mail  accommodation  that  is  asked  for  by 
the  people  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  with  the  desire 
of  the  Government  to  meet  their  desires  as  far  as  pos¬ 
sible,  this  is  hardly  the  time  to  make  a  reduction  and 
thereby  reduce  the  revenue  so  very  largely  as  the  reduction 
asked  for  would  reduce  it.  The  new  post  offices  established 
during  the  past  year,  as  mentioned  by  my  hon.  friend, 
number  some  430,  'chiefly  in  the  North-West  aud  in  the 
rural  districts  ofthe  different  Provinces.  The  Government 
are  desirous  of  doing  everything  they  possibly  can  to  in¬ 
crease  the  mail  accommodation  in  the  rural  districts  and 
especially  in  the  North-West.  We  have  opened  up  that 
large  country  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Columbia  Eiver 
and  in  the  course  of  a  few  months  we  expect  to  have  a 
through  line  from  one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other.  When 
these  new  roads  are  established,  tho  settlers  going  in  will 
require  still  more  mail  facilities  which  will  be  a  very  large 
charge  upon  the  revenue,  and  I  think  that  under  all  circum¬ 
stances  the  Government  are  wise  in  not  at  present  counsel¬ 
ling  the  reduction  asked  for,  but  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  Government  have  given  the  subject  full 
consideration  ;  and  when  the  time  arrives,  which  I  hope  is 
not  far  off,  when  the  revenue  will  equal  the  expenditure,  then 
I  am  sure  that  the  Government  will  give  the  matter  every 
consideration  with  the  view,  as  far  as  possible,  of  meeting 
the  wishes  of  the  House  with  regard  to  reduction  in  rate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EEPEESENTATION  OF  NOETH-WEST  TEEEITOEIES. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron)  moved  for  : 

1.  Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  and  the 
North-West  Council  respecting  the  representation  of  the  Teriitories  in 
this  Parliament ; 

2.  Copies  of  all  petitions,  representations  and  correspondence 
addressed  to  the  Government  or  any  member  of  it,  on  the  same  subject, 
and  any  replies  thereto  ; 

3.  Copies  of  all  petitions,  representations  and  correspondence  with 
the  Government  or  any  member  of  it,  on  the  subject  of  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  Local  Governments  in  the  Territories,  and  of  all  replies  thereto. 

He  said :  The  right  hon .  gentleman,  the  First  Minister  will 
recollect  that  some  time  during  the  last  Session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  the  council  of  the  North-West  council  transmitted,  I 
believe,  to  the  Government,  a  minute  of  that  council  with 
respect  to  the  representation  of  those  Territories  in  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada.  I  find  on  referring  to  that  paper 
that  there  were  a  number  of  grievances  complained  of  by 
the  council,  for  which  redress  was  sought  at  the  hands  of 
tho  Dominion  Government.  The  sixteenth  sub-section  of 
the  memorial  is  in  the  following  words : — 
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“  Your  memorialists  believe  that  the  success  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tory  is  ot  such  importance  to  the  whole  Dominion  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  representation  for  the  Territories  should  be  had  in  Par¬ 
liament.  At  the  present  time  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territory 
are  without  representation  of  any  kind  and  have  to  depend  solely  on 
petitions  and  memorials  to  let  their  wants  be  known.” 

We  know  perfectly  well  from  the  newspapers  published 
in  the  North-West  that  during  the  last  year  meetings  have 
been  held  in  almost  every  centre  of  population  in  the  North- 
West  at  which  resolutions  were  passed  and  transmitted,  I 
believe,  to  the  Government,  asking  the  Government,  as  a 
matter  of  right,  that  representation  should  be  given  to  the 
people  of  the  North-West  Territories  in  the  Parliament  of 
Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  recollect,  on  referring  to 
the  speeches — and  some  very  able  ones  were  made  upon 
this  subject — that  the  people  complain,  and  I  think  very 
rightly,  that  the  system  in  the  North-West  Territory  is  one 
of  taxation  without  representation.  The  old  principle  and 
tyranny  of  the  worst  kind.  The  people  in  the  North-West 
Territory  complain  that  their  grievances  and  representations 
are  disposed  of  by  Parliament  in  their  absence  and  without 
giving  them  an  opportunity  in  the  face  of  Parliament  of 
stating  their  case.  They  complain,  and  I  think  with  good 
reason,  that  now  their  population  exceeds  the  population 
which  Prince  Edward  Island  had  when  it  was  admitted  into 
the  Union  with  a  representation  of  six  members  ;  they  com¬ 
plain  that  their  population  is  now,  and  I  believe  they  state 
it  correctly,  at  least  ten  times  what  the  population  of 
Manitoba  was  when  it  was  admitted  into  the  Union  with  a 
representation  of  four  members.  They  complain,  and  I 
believe  they  are  correct,  that  their  population  is  now  at  least 
ten  times  the  population  British  Columbia  hud  when  it  was 
admitted  into  the  Union  with  a  representation  of  six 
members,  and  that  they  are  yet  without  any  representa¬ 
tion.  Being  so  far  away  from  the  centre  of  business, 
they  add  that  any  representation  of  their  wants  must  be 
made  known  to  the  Government  by  petitions  or  remon¬ 
strance,  or  communication  of  some  such  bind.  One  can 
easily  understand  how  the  people  in  the  North-West,  most 
of  whom  are  settlers  from  the  older  Provinces,  and  accus¬ 
tomed  to  local  self-government  as  well  as  to  parliamentary 
representation,  should  feel  aggrived  at  the  fact  that  hitherto 
the  Government  have  taken  nu  tangible  step;-)  to  give  them 
representation  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  It  will  bo  recol¬ 
lected  that,  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Interior  stated  in  the  Senate  Chamber,  in  i’eply 
to  a  question  submitted  by  Senator  Plumb,  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  prepared  to  earnestly  consider  the  question 
of  the  representation  of  the  people  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tory  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Government  have  taken  any  steps  in  that  direction  so  far. 
I  know  that  the  Acting  Minister  of  Eailways  has  introduced 
a  Bill  with  the  view  of  taking  a  census,  but  that  census  will 
not  be  in  the  hands  of  Parliament,  to  be  acted  upon  before 
this  Parliament  has  ceased  to  exist,  and  unless  prompt  and 
decided  action  is  taken  by  the  Government,  the  people  of 
the  North-West  will  be  without  representation,  not  only 
during  this  Parliament,  but  during  the  whole  or  a  portion 
of  the  next  Parliament.  Although  the  population  in 
the  North-West  is  not  what  we  had  a  fair  right  to 
expect  it  would  have  been,  still  it  is  very  considerable. 
In  the  district  of  Assiniboia  there  are  very  large 
centres  of  population,  and  it  is  supposed  that  there  are 
somewhere  between  50,000  and  100,000  people  there.  How 
far  that  is  correct  I  do  not  know,  but  there  are  certainly 
considerable  centres  of  population  there,  and  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not  give  these  people  a 
representption  of  some  kind,  if  not  such  as  we  have  in 
this  Parliament,  at  all  events  such  as  they  have  in  the 
United  States.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  this  motion 
at  present.  If  there  are  any  remonstrances  or  petitions  of 
this  kind,  I  desire  to  have  them  at  as  early  a  date  as 
possible,  as  I  wish  to  discuss  them  upon  the  Bill  I  have 


introduced  for  the  purpose  of  granting  representation  to 
the  people  of  the  North- West  Territories;  and  I  therefore 
hope  that  the  First  Minister  will  see  that  any  papers  in  the 
Department  which  are  called  for  by  this  motion  are  brought 
down  as  soon  as  possible. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  objection  to 
this  motion  going.  Any  correspondence  which  there  may 
be  will  be  brought  down  at  once.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  the  question  now,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  and  the  matter  will  bo  discussed 
on  that  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FOG-HORN  ON  DUMMY  LIGHTHOUSE,  LAKE 
ERIE. 

Mr.  JACKSON  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  and  one 
Captain  Conally,  or  any  other  person,  in  regard  to  placing  a  fog-horn 
or  fog-whistle  on  what  is  called  the  dummy  lighthouse,  near  the  head 
of  Lake  Erie. 

He  said:  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  matter,  which  is  of  very  great  importance  to  the 
marine  interest  navigating  the  waters  of  Lake  Erie,  that  is, 
the  placing  of  a  fog-whistle  on  Dummy  lighthouse.  This 
lighthouse  is  placed  opposite  Point  Pelee  to  show  the  chan¬ 
nel  between  Point  Pelee  and  Pelee  Island.  Point  Pelee 
extends  into  Lake  Erie  ten  or  twelve  miles,  at  a  distance  of 
about  30  miles  from  the  mouth  of  the  Detroit  River.  Pelee 
Island  is  some  miles  distant  to  the  south-west,  and  all 
shipping  entering  Lake  Erie  from  the  wost  or  from  the 
Detroit  River  has  to  pass  through  this  channel,  with  the 
exception  ot  the  shipping  destined  for  points  to  the  south, 
like  Toledo,  Sandusky  and  Cleveland,  which  passos  to  the 
westward  of  Pelee  Island.  During  clear  weather  the  light 
is  sufficient,  but,  iu  foggy  or  heavy  weather,  they  are  not 
able  to  see  or  to  distinguish  where  they  are,  and  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  passing  through  that  channel  that  they  should  know 
where  they  are.  Vessels  passing  up  the  lake  with  a  free 
wind,  passing  Point  Pelee,  have  to  change  their  course  to 
get  to  the  mouth  of  the  Detroit  River,  and  if  there  is  a  fog, 
so  that  they  cannot  discover  the  light,  they  are  liable  to 
strike  the  point  on  the  north  or  the  island  on  the  south.  As 
they  have  to  change  their  course  after  passing  the  point,  it 
is  necessary  that  they  should  be  able  to  see  the  light  or  to 
know  where  it  is,  and  iu  consequence  of  there  being  no  whistle 
there,  there  have  been  many  disasters  on  that  point.  In 
fact,  it  is  second  in  the  number  of  disasters  only  to  Long 
Point.  I  have  had  a  number  of  communications  from  cap¬ 
tains  in  reference  to  the  matter,  asking  me  to  bring  it  up  as 
one  of  great  importance  to  the  shipping  interest.  It  will 
only  require  a  small  outlay  of  money — -perhaps  $500  to 
$1,000 — and  I  hope  the  Ministor  will  see  his  way  clear  to 
place  a  fog-whistle  on  this  Dummy  lighthouse,  which  will 
be  a  great  advantage  to  those  navigating  this  lake. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SEIZURES  AT  THE  PORT  OF  WINNIPEG. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (BraDt)  moved  for : 

A  statement  showing  the  seizures  made  at  the  port  of  Winnipeg  by 
the  Department  of  Customs  or  any  of  its  officers  or  officials,  between 
1st  January,  1883,  and  1st  January,  1885  ;  giving  the  estimated  value  of 
each  of  sueh  seizuses,  the  amount  of  fine  imposed  in  each  case  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  said  fines  were  disposed  of,  and  stating  in  detail  the 
amount  paid  to  each  officer  or  emyloye  of  the  Government,  the  name  of 
such  officer  or  gmploje  and  when  paid  ;  also  the  salary  paid  to  each 
such  officer  or  employe;  the  disposal  made  of  all  such  goods  seized,  and  if 
sold,  when,  for  how  much,  and  how  the  proceeds  were  disposed  of. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  There  can  be  no  objection  to  giving  all  the 
information  asked  for  in  this  motion,  but  if  my  bon.  friend 
will  look  at  the  return  moved  for  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  laid  before  the  House,  he  will  find  that  all 
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the  information  he  asks  for  is  contained  in  that,  with  the 
exception  of  the  salaries  paid  to  each  of  the  officers  and  the 
sale  of  the  goods.  Ho  will  also  find,  if  he  looks  at  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  returns,  that  the  name  of  every  officer  in  the 
employment  of  the  Customs’  outside  service  is  placed  under 
each  port,  with  the  salary  paid  to  each  one  of  them.  This 
motion  would  only  be  duplicating  the  information  which  is 
already  before  the  House,  with  the  exception  of  the  points 
to  which  I  have  called  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention. 
The  information  asked  for  in  the  six  months  prior  to  the 
1st  of  July,  or  from  July,  1883,  to  the  31st  of  December, 
1884,  is  also  contained  in  the  information  laid  before  the 
House  last  year.  If,  however,  the  hon.  gentleman  requires 
this  synopsis,  I  have  no  objection  to  have  it  made  out  for 
him;  but  I  would  remind  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
who  have  such  thirst  for  knowledge,  that  if  it  were  possible 
it  would  be  as  well  for  them  to  place  all  the  information 
they  require  in  one  return,  so  as  not  to  necessitate  the  same 
return  being  made  two  or  three  times.  The  notice  on  the 
paper  given  by  the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs) 
also  ask  for  this  information,  and  a  little  more,  by  adding 
the  names  of  parties  from  whom  the  seizures  were  made  in 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  if  the  motion  had  been 
made  in  the  first  place  to  cover  the  names  of  the  parties 
from  whom  seizures  were  made,  together  with  information 
as  to  the  disposal  of  the  property,  when  it  was  sold,  and 
how  much  it  realized,  all  this  could  have  been  put  in  one 
motion.  I  merely  point  out  this  to  the  House  in  order 
that  they  may  not  be  at  all  surprised  if,  on  account  of  the 
multiplicity  of  returns  for  which  we  are  asked,  they  do  not 
get  them  as  rapidly  as  they  would  like. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  just  say  for  myself’ 
that  whether  the  charge  will  lie  against  any  member  of  the 
House,  of  moving  unnecessary  returns,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
say,  but  I  think  I  may  fairly  claim  that  I  am  not  liable  to 
that  charge.  I  make  no  motions  for  papers  except  I  have 
a  definite  object  in  view.  I  have  not  forgotten,  either,  to 
look  over  the  Order  paper  and  to  notice  the  fact  that  a  gen¬ 
eral  return  had  been  moved  for  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi 
tion,  but  it  would  not  give  all  the  information  that  I  sought 
for,  nor  in  as  definite  a  form  as  I  desired,  and  it  will  not 
contain  all  the  information  I  desire.  I  may  just  saj-  to  the 
Minister  that  representations  have  been  made  to  me  from 
that  quarter,  with  reference  to  some  of  the  seizures,  and  I 
suppose  that  it  is  the  duty  of  a  member  of  Parliament  to 
pay  attention  to  complaints.  I  am  not  going  to  found  a 
charge  against  the  Department  without  having  the 
papers,  and  therefore  I  abstain  from  saying  anything 
at  present,  but  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Minister  that 
I  am  moving  for  cause.  It  is  quite  possible  that 
when  the  papers  come  down  they  may  do  away  with 
the  necessity  of  any  remarks  whatever  being  made  on  the 
subject.  But  I  just  wish  to  remind  him  that  I  have  not  been  so 
negligent  as  to  overlook  the  general  return  that  has  been 
asked  for.  I  had  taken  that  trouble,  and  found  it  would  not 
contain  all  I  desired.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Minister  is  so 
overworked,  but  I  do  trust  he  will  put  forth  this  one  extra 
exertion  and  give  me  this  one  little  return,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  can  amount  to  a  great  deal,  unless  his  officers  have 
been  seizing  very  generally. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  only  a  little  one. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  NEW  BRUNSWICK. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  for  : 

The  number  and  title  of  all  causes  entered  for  argument  upon  the 
docket  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New  Brunswick  in  banco ,  the  date  of 
each  entry  thereof,  the  date  of  the  argument  of  each  cause,  and  the  date 
when  judgment  was  given  in  each  cause,  the  return  to  include  all  causes 
from  1st  May,  1879,  to  31st  December,  1884,  and  to  specify  the  causes  in 
which  questions  arising  under  the  provisions  ol  the  Canada  Temperance 
Ml'.  Bowell, 


Act  of  1878,  or  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883,  were  involved,  and  the 
cities  or  counties  in  which  said  actions  were  brought,  or  such  questions 
were  first  raised. 

He  said  :  In  moving  for  this  return  I  beg  leave  to  state  my 
reasons  therefor.  For  a  number  of  years  past  there  has  been 
an  impression,  more  or  less  general,  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  that  unnecessary  and  tedious  delays  tak%  place 
between  the  arguing  of  causes  in  our  Supreme  Court  and 
the  giving  of  judgment  upon  the  same.  Within  the  last 
two  years  this  impression  has  become  even  more  prevalent, 
and  has  found  expression  in  many  quarters.  It  has 
found  expression  amongst  the  members  of  the  bar,  and 
although  I  am  not  a  member  of  the  bar  I  have  conversed 
with  a  good  many  who  are,  and  I  find  the  impression  quite 
general  that  these  delays  are  unnecessarily  frequent, 
and  quite  too  tedious  to  be  in  the  interest  of  justice. 
Within  the  last  year  several  of  the  more  prominent  news¬ 
papers  in  the  Province  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  public  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  this  matter ; 
but  what  is  more  significant  than  all  is,  that  the  people  gen¬ 
erally  are  beginning  to  remark  it.  So  long  as  these  cases 
were  individual  cases,  in  which  the  general  public  were  not 
much  interested,  the  general  public  did  not  take  it  much  to 
heart ;  but  since  cases  concerning  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  of  1878  and  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883  have  come 
up,  the  people  generally  are  very  much  interested ;  and  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  Supreme  Court  or  of  the  demands  of  justice 
that  unnecessary  delay  should  take  place.  I  am  not  found¬ 
ing  any  charge,  but  I  am  simply  saying  that  the  impres¬ 
sion  exists,  and  I  call  for  these  returns  so  that  the  impres¬ 
sion,  if  it  is  erroneous,  may  be  removed.  If  the  improssion 
proves  to  be  correct,  something  will  need  to  be  done  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  remedy  for  the  grievance 3  alleged. 

Mr.  CARON.  There  is  no  objection  to  the  information 
being  brought  down ;  hut  I  must  point  out  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  that  the  information  will  have  to  be  obtained 
through  the  Lieutenant  Governor. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  expedite 
the  matter  as  much  as  possible. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFC  RAILWAY— YERNON  SMITH’S 
REPORT. 

Mr.  LESAGE  (Translation)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  the  report  of  survey  by  Vernon  Smith,  C.E.,  in  relation  to 
the  extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Canadian  Ports  on  the 
Atlantic. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  (Translation.)  Is  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Public  Works  prepared  to  state  when  these  reports  will  be 
ready  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  member,  I  must  say  that  the  reports  are  now 
being  prepared  as  speedily  as  possible.  The  Government 
desire  to  lay  them  before  the  House,  together  with  the  plans 
and  profiles.  It  is  impossible  to  name  the  day,  but  as  soou 
as  they  are  prepared  they  will  be  brought  down  without 
one  day’s  delay. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  (Translution.)  Will  it  be  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  No;  not 
to  morrow  ,  as  soon  as  they  are  ready. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  (Translation.)  I  suppose  it  is  useless  to 
ask  for  any  one  of  these  reports  in  particular,  as  they  will 
all  be  brought  down. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  Yes  ;  it  is 
useless  to  ask  for  them  separately,  because  they  will  all  be 
laid  before  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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FISH  TAKEN  IN  THE  MIRA  MI  CHI. 

Mr.  MACMILLAN  (Middlesex),  for  Mr.  Mitchell,  moved 
for  : 

A  return  of  all  fresh  fish  taken  in  the  bay  and  river  of  Miramichi 
and  its  branches  for  the  year  ending  1st  February  instant,  defining 
the  separate  quantities  of  each  kind  by  weight — the  places  to  which  they 
were  exported  and  the  route  of  transport  in  each  case  and  ihe.  average 
price  received  for  each  kind  of  fish  ;  together  with  an  estimate,  in  detail, 
of  the  several  kinds  of  fish  taken  in  that  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Minister  says  anything  in 
regard  to  the  motion,  I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
calling  his  attention  to  a  communication  which  I  have 
received  with  reference  to  the  hatchery  on  the  Miramichi. 
My  correspondent,  who  appears  to  be  a  respectable  man 
and  for  many  years  a  resident  of  that  part  of  the  country, 
declares  that  the  hatchery  is  a  slaughter  house  for  the 
wholesale  destruction  of  breeding  salmon.  He  says  further 
that  he  has  been  settled  on  his  farm  for  36  years,  that  he 
has  always  had  something  to  do  with  the  salmon  fishing  in 
that  branch  of  the  river,  and  that  the  number  of  salmon  has 
steadily  decreased  until  last  year  they  would  hardly  pay  for 
the  time  which  was  employed  in  the  work.  He  states  also 
the  reasons  which  he  supposes  had  produced  this  state  of 
things,  but  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1  will  not  trouble  the  House  with 
them. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  return  will  be  brought  down. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
instead  of  moving  for  a  return  of  all  fresh  fish  taken  in  this 
place,  had  better  move  for  a  return  of  the  quantities  of  fish 
taken,  or  the  fish  will  not  be  very  fresh  when  they  are 
returned. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EXCHANGE  BANK— GOVERNMENT  ADVANCES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  wish  to  move  the 
following  resolution  proforma,  so  that  the  debate  may  be 
adjourned  as  understood : 

That  it  appears  by  the  Public  Accounts  that  $237,000  are  due  to  the 
Government  in  respect  of  the  advances  made  to  the  Exchange  Bank  in 
1883. 

That  the  said  bank  had  already,  within  two  years,  suspended  payment 
and  reduced  its  capital  by  50  per  cent. 

That  the  papers  laid  before  this  House— and  the  statement  of  the 
Minister — show  that  the  bank  was  in  difficulties  when  said  advances 
were  made,  and  that  no  proper  enquires  were  had  or  precautions  taken 
in  respect  of  the  loan  of  the  $300,000  of  public  money  put  in  jeopardy 
by  such  advance. 

That  the  present  condition  of  the  loan  is  such  that  a  serious  loss  may 
occur  to  the  Treasury. 

That  the  developments  in  connection  with  the  Exchange  Bank  show 
that  the  institution  was  at  the  time  of  the  loan  insolvent,  and  under 
grossly  careless  and  fraudulent  management,  and  that  the  result  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  was  to  bolster  up  the  bank  by  restoring  in 
some  measure  public  confidence,  during  an  interval  in  which  the  said 
careless  and  fraudulent  management  was  continued,  enormous  sums  of 
money  disappeared,  the  positions  of  shareholders,  depositors  and 
creditors  of  the  bank,  was  changed,  the  liability  of  shareholders  to 
creditors  was  lost,  and  the  whole  situation  changed  for  the  worse. 

That  this  House  regrets  that  the  Government  should  have  advanced 
the  said  sum  of  $300,000  to  the  Exchange  Bank. 

He  said  :  Of  course  it  is  understood  that  I  speak  on  the 
resolution  when  it  comes  up  on  Thursday. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONAL  D.  O,  yes. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  debate  adjourned. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  move  that  the  said  resolu¬ 
tion  be  the  first  order  of  the  day  on  Thursday. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY-PORT  MOODY 
WHARF  AND  FREIGHT  SHED. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  reports,  plans,  specifications,  contracts,  estimates,  corres¬ 
pondence  and  other  papers  in  connection  with  i he  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  wharf  and  freight  shed  at  Port  Moody,  B.C., 
and  relating  to  its  deterioration  and  repairs  or  reconstruction.  And 
like  papers  as  to  the  bridge  on  the  railway  near  Spuzzum,  B  C. 

He  said  :  1  make  this  motion  partly  in  consequence  of  a 
statement  made  in  the  appendix  to  the  Minister’s  report 
which  reads  as  follows:  — 

“  The  two  front  rows  of  wooden  piles  in  the  wharf  at  Port  Moody 
should  be  replaced  by  piles  of  iron  or  some  other  material  equally  proof 
against  the  ravages  of  the  sea-worm,  which  is  so  destructive  to  timber  on 
the  British  Columbia  coast.  This  wharf  can  be  approached  by  vessels 
of  great  draft,  and  is  sufficiently  spacious  for  the  conduct  of  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  ocean  traffic.” 

Now  the  wharf  is  only  just  built,  and  the  Minister  having 
just  managed  to  construct  it  brings  down  a  report  that  he 
must  put  in  iron  instead  of  wood.  I  have  a  communication 
in  my  hand  on  the  subject  of  the  wharf,  which  reads  thus  : 

“  I  will  take  as  one  sample,  the  terminal  wharf  or  pier  of  this  place — 
Port  Moody.  This  structure  was  built  in  1882.  It  is  composed  of  wooden 
piles, with  the  ordinary  superstructure.  I  learn  from  a  perfectly  reliable 
source,  that  it  cost  considerably  over  $69,000.  It  may  be  stated  in  round 
numbers  at  $70,000.  This  structure  was  to  be  a  wooden  pile  wharf.  It 
is  obvious  that  those  who  planned  it  could  have  made  no  enquiry  what¬ 
ever  as  to  the  suitability  of  that  material ;  for  almost  everybody  upon 
the  coast  is  well  aware  of  th9  speedy  and  enormous  ravages  of  the 
teredo  upon  timber  submerged  in  any  British  Columbia  harbor. 

It  is,  however,  a  fact,  also  well  and  widely  known  upon  the  coast, 
that,  if  pile  timber  is  cut  at  the  proper  season,  and  care  i3  taken  not  to 
rtmove  the  bark  before  diiving  into  place,  the  presence  of  that  bark 
will  in  itself  protect  the  piles  from  the  attacks  of  the  teredo,  for  a 
space  varying  from  three  to  five  years.  No  provision  was  made  as  to 
the  time  of  year  when  the  trees  to  form  these  piles  were  to  be  cut ;  in 
point  of  fact,  they  were  cut  at  the  wrong  season  ;  and  before  the  piles 
were  driven  home  to  form  the  wharf,  they  were  almost  carefully  stripped 
of  their  bark.  The  result  is,  that  so  long  ago  as  in  the  summer  of  1883, 
when  a  number  of  rail-laden  ships  were  discharging  at  this  warf,  the 
latter  was  already  obviously  in  an  unsafe  condition.  Now,  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  it  has  already  subsided  to  a  depth  of  several  feet ;  so  that,  as  to 
nearly  the  whole  of  its  extent,  it  would  be  rash  in  the  extreme,  to  at¬ 
tempt  making  any  use  of  it  as  a  wharf.  We  are  now  in  daily  expectation 
of  the  fir3t  of  a  squadron  of  ships — ten  in  all,  I  understand 
—loaded  with  railway  for  the  completion  of  the  Canada 
Pacific  There  is  barely  ono  berth  at  this  la'ge  wharf 
at  which  any  of  such  ships  can  possibly  be  unloaded, 
and  it  is  very  problematical  whether  it  caa  be  safely  attempted  there  or 
not.  In  fact,  the  whole  structure  is  in  such  a  flimsy  condition  that 
when  once  the  squared  face-piles — those  which  form  the  seaward  face  of 
the  wharf— begin  to  sway  from  their  position,  which  may  now  occur  at 
any  hour,  the  whole  work  must  collapse,  become  a  ruin  and  be  carried 
ofl  to  sea— a  speedy  way  of  getting  rid  of  $70,000.  We  are  told,  indeed, 
that  these  squared  face-piles  are  to  be  replaced  by  iron  piles.  This 
should  have  been  done  last  year,  when  the  weakness  of  the  present 
structure  became  obvious  to  every  observer.  Indeed,  it  should  have 
been  done  in  the  first  instance.  But  no  iron  piles  have  made  their 
appearance  yet ;  and  when,  if  ever,  they  do  come,  it  may  be  too  late  ; 
and  the  whole  of  this  $70,000  job  may  have  to  be  done  over  again. 

‘  ‘  I  may  add  that  the  freight,  shed,  built  upon  and  simultaneously  with 
this  whaif,  is  of  the  same  flimsy  character.  Last  year,  1881,  it  already 
had  to  be  roofed  anew,  and  a  large  amount  of  patching  done  to  make 
it  serve  any  good  purpose  at  all.  Both  it  and  the  station  house  are 
miserably  inefficient  for  the  purposes  which  they  were  intended  to  serve, 
even  if  but  temporarily .  The  designs  and  plans  for  these  structures 
were  all  prepared  at  the  office  of  the  chief  engineer  at  Ottawa,  and 
obviously  by  those  who  were  woefully  ignorant  of  the  requiremenls  of 
the  works  which  they  were  planning,  of  the  materials  to  be  used  in 
them,  and  of  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were  to  be  constructed. 
They  have  been,  however,  constru  :ted  under  peremptory  orders  from 
the  same  head  office.” 

Then,  with  reference  to  the  bridge  near  Spuzzum,  my 
correspondent  says : 

“  From  the  same  quarter  have  emanated  all  the  plans  and  specifications 
for  the  very  numerous  truss  bridges  and  trestle  works  between  the 
terminus  and  Savona.  It  has  been  found  that  the  specified  dimensions 
of  the  timbers  to  be  used  in  these  works  have,  in  all  cases,  proved  too 
ridiculously  slight  to  answer  the  purposes  intended.  The  engineers 
upon  the  line,  and  who  know  the  country,  saw  this  from  Ihe  beginning  ; 
and  1  am  credibly  informed  that  some  of  them  remonstrated  accordingly  ; 
but  the  remonstrances  went  for  noihing,  and  the  peremptory  orders  had 
to  be  obeyed.  The  result  is,  that  these  bridges,  &c.,  have  necessarily 
been  constantly  undergoing  patching  ever  since  they  were  built.  In 
some  cases  it  is  much  more  than  patching,  I  have  evidence  of  one 
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bridge  near  Spuzzum,  which  has  been  entirely  built  not  less  than  three 
times  ;  I  do  not  know  but  oftener  still.  It  is  far  from  being  the  only 
one  which  has  thus  had  to  be  rebuilt,  ^s  all  this  patching  and  rebuild¬ 
ing  are,  in  no  way  that  can  be  well  seen,  owing  to  any  fault  of  the  con¬ 
tractor,  the  Dominion  will,  of  course,  and  in  every  such  case,  be  called 
upon  to  pay  him  an  enormous  bill  for  extras.” 

I  would  like  the  hon.  Minister—  as  no  doubt  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  subject  of  the  Port  Moody  wharf, 
as  would  appear  from  the  report  of  the  Department — to  ex¬ 
plain  the  condition  of  things  which  has  resulted  in  the 
reconstruction,  to  a  large  extent,  of  this  wharf,  almost  imme¬ 
diately  after  its  completion.  There  must  have  been  a 
lamentable  amount  of  ignorance  or  carelessness  on  the  part 
of  the  engineer  as  to  the  proper  material  to  be  used  in  its 
construction,  and  as  to  the  management  of  that  material,  to 
produce  this  result.  In  fact,  it  almost  reminds  one  of  the 
experience  of  the  great  inventor,  Lord  Dundonald,  who,  a 
number  of  years  before  the  use  of  copper-bottoms  was  dis¬ 
covered,  invented  a  plan  of  covering  the  bottoms  of  ships 
with  tar,  in  order  to  prevent  the  ravages  of  worms.  He 
applied  to  the  Home  Government,  and  they  would  not  do 
anything,  and  then  he  applied  to  a  builder  at  Limehouse, 
who  said  to  him  :  My  good  sir,  we  are  living  by  repairing 
ships  as  well  as  by  building  them,  and  if  you  ask  me,  I 
would  rather  cover  the  ships  with  honey  to  attract  the 
worms  than  with  tar  to  keep  them  off.  So,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  engineer  covered  the  wharf  with  wrong  material,  and 
that  was  stripped  of  its  bark,  so  that  the  worms  could  get  at 
it,  so  that  it  might  go  to  pieces  the  sooner. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman’s  correspon¬ 
dent  though  I  do  not  know  him,  has  covered  his  paper  with 
molasses. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  vinegar. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  true  there  was  a  bridge,  which  was  carried 
off  two  or  throe  times  while  it  was  being  built;  but  there  is 
no  other  bridge  which  has  been  built  three  times.  With 
respect  to  this  wharf,  I  do  not  want  to  say  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  understand  these  matters,  because  it 
annoys  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  POPE.  But  I  want  to  say  this— if  he  were  to  ox- 
amino  the  building  of  railroads,  he  would  find  that  it  is 
necessary,  and  a  great  deal  better,  to  put  in  timber  work, 
although  he  knew  it  would  not  last  for  a  year.  Now,  that 
is  exactly  what  has  taken  place  with  respect  to  this  wharf. 
Everybody  knew  when  it  was  put  there  that  it  would  not 
last  long;  but  we  were  obliged  to  land  our  rails  and  other 
freight,  and  consequently  we  built  this  wharf  with  material 
that  would  have  to  be  replaced  with  iron  piles.  But  this 
correspondent,  who  says  they  cannot  land  their  freight  now, 
labors  under  a  very  great  mistake.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  let  me  know  the  name  of  his  correspondent - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  I  will  not. 

Mr.  POPE.  He  will  not.  Yery  well;  then  I  say  this 
correspondent  has  misinformed  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  is 
perhaps  some  disappointed  engineer  who  could  not  find  em¬ 
ployment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  is  not  an  engineer  at  all. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  ho  is  not,  I  venture  to  say  he  is  a  dis¬ 
appointed  man,  or  else  is  an  extreme  Grit,  which  is  the  same 
tiling.  He  is  disappointed,  whichever  way  you  take  him. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  need  not  press  for  papers,  because 
we  have  not  got  any,  but  I  will  read  the  information  which 
the  chief  engineer  hasgiven.  The  wharf  is  built  with  wooden 
piles;  the  three  outer  rows  are  evidently  eaten  through 
by  the  sea-worms.  This  was  not  unloosed  for,  but  the 
wharf  has  served  a  good  purpose  in  connection  with  the 
landing  of  rails  and  other  material,  so  that  no  loss  has  oc¬ 
curred.  It  is  now  proposed  to  replace  three  front  rows  of 
wooden  piles  with  iron  piles,  which  will  probably  cost 
Mr,  JBlake. 


$100,000,  because  it  is  a  large  wharf.  In  every  other  res 
pect  the  wharf  is  in  good  order,  as  is  also  the  freight  shed. 
The  plans,  specifications  and  estimates  are  now  about  ready 
for  receiving  offers  to  furnish  the  iron.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  take  this  paper,  he  will  find  in  it  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  ;  there  is  no  correspondence  to  bring  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
so  neglect  my  motion.  There  must  have  been  a  plan  for 
this  wharf. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  may  be  a  plan  ;  I  said  there  was  no 
correspondence. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked  me  to  take  his 
paper  as  an  answer  to  this  motion.  My  motion  is  for  plans, 
specifications,  estimates,  contracts,  correspondence  and  other 
papers  in  reference  to  this,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  a  memorandum  by  the  chief  engineer  is  all  that  there 
is. 

Mr.  POPE.  If  the  hon.  gontleman  would  be  good-natured 
enough  to  wait  and  send  me  this  paper  hack,  he  will  get  all 
the  papers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Take  the  paper  away;  I  don’t  want  it. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  see  that  you  don’t  get  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  just  said,  reading 
from  his  paper — for  after  all  there  is  something  in  it — it  is 
intended  to  replace  the  three  front  rows  with  iron  piles. 
This  shows  how  rapidly  this  wharf  is  deteriorating.  Only 
a  few  weeks  ago  the  hon.  gentleman’s  officers  reported  that 
it  was  necessary  to  replace  two  front  rows  with  iron  piles. 
Now  it  turns  out  that  half  as  much  more  has  to  be  added  to 
the  expense,  and  the  expense  is  to  he  $100,000,  so  that  we 
get  a  very  enormous  addition  since  the  report  was  made,  as 
to  tho  expense  involved  in  making  this  wharf  permanent. 

Mr.  POPE .  I  did  not  say  what  it  would  cost. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  forgets  what  he  has 
just  road.  He  mentioned  $100,000  as  the  cost. 

Mr.  POPE.  O,  but  that  is  the  paper;  I  have  locked  it 

up. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  it  is  not  even  to  be  treated  as  read 

Mr.  POPE.  You  said  you  did  not  want  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  O,  no  ;  I  do  not  want  the  paper.  The 
paper  is  locked  up,  but  the  fact  remains  that  $100,000  is  to 
be  spent  dow  to  give  us  three  rows  of  piles,  when  a  little 
while  ago  it  was  to  be  two  rows  of  piles.  Now  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  it  was  expected  the  wharf  would  not  last. 
I  suppose  it  was  intended  to  prepare  for  replacing  it  with 
iron,  and  the  reason  the  bark  was  stripped  off  was  to  hasten 
the  work  and  save  the  Government  the  expense  of  pull¬ 
ing  out  the  outside  piles.  The  hon.  gontleman  says  that 
my  cori’espondent  must  be  a  disappointed  man,  and  that  he 
must  be  a  Grit.  I  do  not  know  that  he  is  either.  He  has 
not  told  me  what  his  politics  are,  but  living  at  the  spot,  he 
has  given  me  these  facts  which  appear  to  me,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  to  be  pretty  correct,  because  after  all  it  does  appear 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  denied  the  statements  made 
as  to  those  circumstances  which  made  the  duration  of  the 
wharf  less  than  it  would  have  been  if  proper  care  had  been 
taken ;  and  it  does  appear  that  three  instead  of  two  rows 
have  to  be  made  of  iron  at  an  expense  much  larger  than  the 
whole  cost  of  the  original  wharf.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
it  was  quite  true  the  same  bridge  was  rebuilt  two  or  three 
times. 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  not  rebuilt;  it  was  partly  carried  off, 
while  being  built,  by  tho  ice. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  And  what  remained  was  rebuilt,  1  suppose; 
a  part  taken  away  and  what  remained  was  rebuilt ;  it  was 
the  only  one.  Well  we  have  hit  on  the  only  one.  I  would 
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like  to  know  the  particulars  of  the  only  one.  It  may  be  that 
thehon.  gentleman  was  so  unfoi’tunate  as  to  have  the  bridge 
carried  away  three  times  in  the  course  of  construction,  and 
that  it  was  an  inevitable  misfortune  and  not  the  consequence 
of  any  fault.  If  he  knows  so  much  about  it,  he  must  know 
it,  not  from  his  having  been  there  himself,  for  ho  was  not 
there  ;  and  if  his  engineer  knows  so  much  about  it,  it  was 
not  for  his  being  there  either,  for  he  was  not  there.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  know  it  through  correspondence,  and  I 
yet  believe  there  is  something  in  the  Department  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  unfortunate  bridge  as  well  as  to  the  wharf. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HARBOR  OF  REFUGE  AT  PORT  ROW  AH. 

Mr.  JACKSON  moved  for  : 

A  copy  of  any  memorials  that  may  have  been  addressed  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  respect  to  the  construction  of  a  harbor  of  refuge  at  Port 
Rowan,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Also  for  a  copy  of  Richard  Stevens’ 
report  made  to  the  Department  of  Public  Works  on  the  same  subject. 

It  appears  that  the  Government  are  desirous,  or  if  not,  they 
are  willing  to  assist  in  the  saving  of  life  by  constructing  a 
harbor  of  refuge  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  if  they 
could  ascertain  the  point  at  which  a  harbor  could  bo  con¬ 
structed,  where  it  would  be  most  advantageous  to  the  marine 
interest.  It  would  seem  that  the  Government  are  willing 
to  do  this,  inasmuch  as  I  undei’stand  that  during  the  recess 
of  Parliament  an  engineer  was  sent  out  by  the  Government 
to  inspect  or  survey  certain  localities,  namely,  Port  Bur- 
well  and  Port  Stanley,  but  I  have  not  been  told  that  the 
said  engineer  was  instructed  to  visit  Port  Rowan,  which,  I 
believe,  is,  in  the  opinion  of  mariners  who  have  not  private 
interest  to  serve,  the  proper  place  for  the  harbor  of  refuge. 
It  is  all-important,  before  the  Government  undertake  opera¬ 
tions  which  is  of  such  great  importance  to  the  mariners 
navigating  Lake  Erie,  that  they  should  acquire  all  the 
knowledge  possible  with  reference  to  those  different  points, 
and,  if  possible,  decide  upon  some  point  where  the  harbor 
would  be  most  advantageous  to  the  mariners  interest,  which 
is  the  only  interest  that  should  be  consulted  in  constructing- 
said  harbor  of  refuge.  I  propose  to  show  to  you  that  Port 
Rowan  is,  and  Port  Burwell  or  Port  Stanley  is  not,  the 
proper  place  at  which  to  build  a  harbor  of  refuge.  To 
do  that  I  will  have  to  show  the  location  of  the  different 
points.  Lake  Erie,  from  the  mouth  of  the  Detroit  River 
on  the  west,  to  Buffalo  on  the  east,  is  about  245  miles  in 
length.  A  vessel  entering  the  lake  from  Detroit  River 
on  the  west,  takes  a  south-easterly  course  until  they  pass 
Point  Pelee,  a  distance  of  about  thirty  miles  from  the  mouth 
of  Detroit  River  ;  she  then  has  to  change  her  course  to  about 
cast-north-eagt,  which  is  a  direct  course  from  there  to  Buf¬ 
falo  or  the  Welland  canal.  In  passing  down  the  lake  from 
Point  Pelee,  she  leaves  the  Eau  harbor,  which  is  forty  miles 
distant  from  the  Point  of  Pelee,  a  few  miles  to  the  north, 
when  going  on  a  direct  course,  and  as  you  leave  the  Eau 
Point  the  main  shore  turns  into  the  north.  So  that  vessels 
on  a  direct  course  down  tho  lake  are,  when  opposite  Port 
Stanley,  fully  twenty  miles  from  the  mainland.  Port  Bur- 
well  is  still  twenty  miles  to  the  oast,  and  when  opposito  Port 
Burwell  the  vessel  is  some  eighteen  or  twenty  miles  from 
tho  land.  The  shore,  after  you  leave  Port  Burwell  to  the 
end  of  Long  Point,  takes  a  different  direction,  running 
east  by  south,  or  nearly  that,  so  that  when  vessels  arrive ; 
opposite  Long  Point  on  their  direct  course  down  the  lake, 
which  is  about  forty  miles  from  Port  Burwell,  they  barely 
escape  the  end  of  the  point.  That  is  the  position  of  the  three 
different  places.  Port  Rowan  is  on  the  west  side  of  Long 
Point,  about  midway  between  Long  Point  and  Port  Bur-well. 
Prior  to  1857,  nature  had  provided  this  place  with  a  magni¬ 
ficent  harbor  of  refuge,  which  was  utilised  to  a  very  large 
extent  for  a  great  number  of  years.  I  have  a  statement  here 
signed  by  twelve  of  the  oldest  inhabitants  living  in  that 
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section  of  the  country,  who  state  that  they  had  lived 
there  for  over  40  years,  wherein  they  state  that  this  place 
afforded  an  excellent  harbor  of  refuge,  and  that  in  severest 
storms  a  number  of  vessels  came  in  there,  as  many  as 
twenty-eight  or  thirty  vessels  lying  at  anchor  at  one  time  in¬ 
side  the  cut.  This  natural  harbor  was  formed  by  an  opening 
from  Lake  Erie  into  Port  Rowan  Bay,  which  formed  a  basin 
of  sufficiently  large  dimensions  to  allow  all  class  of  vessels 
navigating  this  lake  to  enter  therein.  In  1843  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  placed  there  a  floating  lighthouse,  which  was  a  great 
benefit  to  tho  mariners,  because,  before  that,  they  could  only 
approach  in  daylight,  while,  after  the  light-ship  was  placed 
there,  they  could  enter  night  and  day.  This  harbor  was 
kept  up  until  1857,  at  which  time,  on  account  of  tho  natural 
harbor  becoming  filled  up,  it  had  to  be  abandoned.  To  show 
you  the  importance  of  this  harbor,  I  may  quote  tho 
statistics  for  ten  years  after  the  natural  harbor  was  closed, 
which  showed  that  during  that  time  twenty-seven  lives  were 
lost  in  that  vicinity  and  an  amount  of  pr-operty  of  some¬ 
thing  like  $225,000,  or  more  than  doublo  that  at  any 
other  point  on  the  whole  coast  of  the  lake.  Where  much  is 
required,  I  believe  much  is  given.  At  this  place  very  much 
is  required.  There  was,  at  the  time  of  the  closing  of  this 
cut,  a  small  channel  opened  through  the  beach  into  Port 
Rowan  Bay,  about  one  and  a-half  miles  further  west,  which 
still  remains  open,  but  it  is  not  large  enough  to  allow 
vessels  to  enter.  But,  just  west  of  this,  a  marsh  commences, 
which  covers  an  area  of  several  square  miles,  and  a  large 
stream  of  water  flows  through  it  which  formerly  entered 
Lake  Erie  direct,  but  now  enters  Port  Rowan  Bay  through  a 
channel  formed  there  by  the  lumbermen  some  years  ago, 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  lumber  and  timber  into  the  bay. 
I  claim  that  this  stream  could  be  utilised  in  connection  with 
the  marsh  surrounding  it,  to  make  one  of  the  most  magni¬ 
ficent  harbors  that  a  person  could  imagine,  and  just  in  the 
place  where  it  is  needed.  In  connection  with  this,  I  will 
show  you  how  Port  Burwell  is  located.  It  is  twenty  miles 
further  west.  The  harbor  is  constructed  at  the  mouth  of  a 
shallow,  rapid  stream,  flowing  from  the  interior  through  two 
high  hills,  and  during  the  freshets  at  some  periods  of  the 
year,  a  large  amount  of  wash  is  brought  down  from  the  hills 
and  the  sediment  is  deposited  in  the  basin  or  harbor.  When 
this  harbor  was  first  constructed  at  Port  Burwell,  they 
placed  tho  piers  175  feet  apart.  And  on  account  of 
the  amount  of  detrital  matter  or  sediment  which 
comes  down  with  the  current,  and  is  deposited 
by  the  stream,  they  found  it  impossible  to  keep  the  harbor 
open,  and  in  later  years  they  contracted  the  width  of  the 
piers  to  86  feet,  which  is  now  the  width.  At  tho  present 
time,  with  that  contracted  width,  it  is  very  difficult  to  keep 
the  harbor  open,  on  account  of  the  wash  from  the  hills 
coming  down  and  deposited  in  this  stream.  I  will  show  you 
what  Mr.  Page,  the  chief  engineer  of  this  Department,  says, 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  He  says : 

“The  entrance  to  Port  Burwell  harbor  was  originally  formed  of  two 
lines  of  piers,  placed  175  feet  apart,  each  having  a  direction  nearly  due 
south.  Great  difficulty  having  been  experienced  in  maintaining  a 
sufficient  depth  of  water  between  the  pier3,  it  was  some  years  ago  decided 
to  contract  the  width  of  the  entrance  to  86  feet,  and  thus,  by  confining 
the  current,  endeavor  to  guard  against  deposit  taking  place  in  the 
channel.  To  accomplish  this  a  close  line  of  piling  was  driven  from  the 
docking  in  front  of  the  warehouses  for  a  distance  of  70S  feet  outwards, 
beyond  which  205  feet  of  cribwork  was  sunk,  terminating  about 
140  feet  within  the  head  of  the  west  pier.  The  eastern  portion 
has  been  cut  off  altogether  by  a  cross  range  of  piles,  and  in  it 
there  wa3  found  4  to  5  feet  of  water.  This  appears  to  have  had, 
in  a  great  measure,  the  desired  effect,  as  less  obstruction  from 
deposit  is  experienced  than  heretofore.  A  bar  is,  however,  formed  im¬ 
mediately  outside  of  the  piers,  which  has  to  be  dredged  more  or  less 
every  year,  but  it  is  said  that  some  seasons,  during  heavy  spring 
freshets,  it  is  swept  out  en  masse  into  the  lake.  There  is  also  an  outer 
bar,  on  which  was  found  from  8  to  9  feet  of  water  at  a  point  about  225 
feet  south  of  the  end  of  the  west  pier.  This  seems  to  b  9  part  of  a  con¬ 
tinuous  bridge  that  runs  in  the  direction  parallel  to  the  shore  for  a  con¬ 
siderable  distance  to  the  eastward  and  westward  of  this  place.  The 
position  of  the  harbor  is  such  that  vessels  failing  to  weather  Long  Point 
during  south-westerly  gales  would  gladly  availjthemselves  of  its  shelter, 
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if  it  could  be  safely  entered.  But,  frcm  the  limited  width  between  the 
piers,  and  the  bars  which  accumulate  outside,  this  is  attended  with  such 
risk  as  to  be  rarely  attempted,  except  in  cases  of  absolute  necessity,  as 
vessels  endeavoring  to  make  the  harbor  are  liable  to  get  stranded  on 
the  bar,  or  by  missing  the  piers,  go  ashore  alongside  of  them.  A  great 
improvement  would  doubtless  be  effected  by  extending  the  piers  beyond 
the  outer  bar,  but  a  work  of  this  magnitude,  it  is  to  be  feared,  would 
exceed  the  means  of  the  company,  aud  even  if  carried  out,  the  place,  in 
heavy  weather,  would  still  be  very  difficult  of  access.  From  what  has 
been  said  it  will  also  be  evident  that  the  inside  accommodation  is  con¬ 
fined  to  a  width  throughout  of  very  little,  if  any,  more  than  that 
between  the  piers  ;  and  were  this  increased  by  the  formation  of  an  inner 
basin  it  is  quite  probable  that  the  space  excavated,  as  well  as  the  exist¬ 
ing  channel,  would  be  more  or  less  silted  up  by  the  detritus  brought 
down  by  the  stream.” 

Now,  Sir,  you  see  from  Mr.  Page’s  report  that  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  harbor  at  this  place  is  not  at  all  practicable.  To 
construct  a  harbor  for  the  convenience  of  vessels  navigating 
the  lakes  you  must  have  a  width  between  the  piers  of  at 
least  300  feet,  and  you  require  a  basin  occupying  an  area  of 
not  less  than  fifteen  acres,  in  order  to  accommodate  the 
shipping  interest.  So,  by  his  report,  you  see  that  Port 
JBurwell  is  not  the  place  to  build  a  harbor,  and  if  it  was  a 
place  to  build  a  harbor,  the  sediment  coming  down  would 
prevent  its  being  of  any  use.  The  same  may  bo  said  of 
Port  Stanley,  which  is  twenty  miles  further  west,  and,  like 
Port  JBurwell,  is  constructed  at  the  mouth  of  a  shallow, 
rapid  stream.  During  the  dry  time  in  the  summer  this 
stream  is  very  feeble,  the  bottoms  are  nearly  dry,  but  in 
the  spring  and  during  the  freshets  there  is  a  very  large 
amount  of  water  coming  from  the  interior  which  drains  a  very 
large  surface  of  territory,  and  brings  down  a  very  large 
sediment  of  earth.  When  this  harbor  was  formed  the  stream 
came  down  very  close  to  the  lake  and  formed  a  short  curve. 
In  order  to  form  this  harbor  and  to  make  a  basin,  the  idea 
struck  him  to  take  this  ox  bow  off,  which  was  done  between 
1852  and  1854,  and  a  basin  was  formed  there  of  about  live 
acres.  The  harbor  at  Port  Stanley  is  of  about  the  same 
width  as  at  Port  Burwell — I  think  about  80  feet  wide,  and 
Mr.  Page’s  report  says,  speaking  of  Port  Stanley  harbor  : 

“  The  harbor  is  situated  at  the  mouth  of  Kettle  Creek,  43  miles 
north-east  half  east  from  Rondeau  Point,  and  574  miles  west-three- 
quarters-north  from  the  lighthouse  at  Long  Point.  This  creek  is  of 
considerable  width,  but  although  draining  a  large  extent  of  country  to 
the  northward,  is  for  the  greater  part  of  the  year  an  ordinary  feeble 
stream.  For  several  miles  before  entering  the  lake  it  has  a  tortuous 
course  through  a  deep  clay  valley,  and  is  liable  to  heavy  spring  freshets, 
which  bring  down  a  large  amount  of  the  detritus  and  frequently  causes 
considerable  damage  near  the  outlet.” 

Now,  to  show  the  amount  of  sediment  and  detritus  that 
flows  down  this  stream,  Mr.  Pago’s  report  states  that  between 
1852  and  1856 : 

“There  had  been  removed  by  excavation  and  dredging  133,485  cubic 
yards.  In  1857  a  plan  was  prepared,  showing  the  depth  of  water  through¬ 
out  the  harbor.  On  comparing  this  with  the  soundings  of  1868  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  area  of  shoal  water  in  the  basin  has  considerably 
increased,  although  between  the  years  1859  and  1868  there  were  107,000 
cubic  yards  of  material  removed  by  dredging.  From  this,  some  idea 
may  be  formed  of  the  large  quantity  of  deposit  which  annually  take3 
place  in  the  harbor.” 

And  he  says  again  : 

“  It  is  said  there  is  always  a  bar  at  the  entrance,  but  that  its  position 
changes  more  or  less  every  season.  This,  together  with  the  narrow 
space  between  the  piers,  renders  it  extremely  difficult  to  enter  the  har¬ 
bor  during  stormy  weather.  Vessels  attempting  to  make  it  at  such 
times  have  frequently  gone  ashore  to  the  eastward  or  the  westward  of 
the  entrance.  Still,  when  once  fairly  inside,  they  are  3afe,  as  the  basin 
is  fully  protected  by  the  high  banks  of  the  cliffs.” 

Now,  those  aro  tho  statements  made  by  the  chief  engineer 
in  regard  to  these  two  places,  and  I  claim  that  neither  of 
them  are  sufficient  for  a  harbor  of  the  requisite  dimensions 
for  the  marine  interests  now  navigating  those  lakes.  I 
affirm  that  the  vicinity  of  Port  Eowan  is  the  only 
place  that  affords  largo  facilities  for  constructing  a 
harbor  of  proper  dimensions.  There  you  have  the 
stream,  and  by  changing  the  current  to  its  former 
courso  and  compelling  it  to  enter  into  the  lake  as  it  did 
formerly,  you  have  a  first-class  stream  to  support  the  harbor, 
while  you  have  no  sediment  from  the  interior,  because  this 
Mr.  Jackson. 


stream  flows  down  through  the  marsh  for  a  number  of  miles, 
whereas  the  water  becomes  pure  before  reaching  tho 
lake.  Now,  in  Mr.  Page’s  report  in  1810,  in  regard  to  Port 
Eowan,  ho  said  that  on  account  of  the  sand  and  bars 
changing  so  materially  it  was  not  practicable  to  construct  a 
harbor  at  that  point.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  a  statement  here, 
signed  by  one  of  the  oldest  captains  of  that  section,  the  pre¬ 
sent  captain  of  the  life-saving  service  there,  wherein  he 
states : 

“  That  beach  opposite  Port  Royal  has  not  changed  any  since  Mr. 
Munro  made  the  survey.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  the  beach  for 
forty  years,  and  it  has  not  changed  any  worth  mentioning  in  that  time. 
I  was  with  Mr.  Munro  all  the  time,  and  furnished  the  boat  to  do  all  the 
surveying  with,  so  I  am  well  acquainted  with  the  beach  all  along. 

“  (Signed)  Wm.  Woodward.” 

Now,  that  shows  that  Mr.  Page’s  anticipations  have  not  been 
realised,  for  the  beach  in  that  vicinity  has  remained  as  it 
was  for  a  number  of  years.  Again,  Sir,  the  obstacles  that 
appeared  to  be  insurmountable  fifteen  years  ago,  when  this 
survey  was  made,  are  now,  on  account  of  the  advancement 
in  science  and  engineering  skill,  comparatively  of  easy 
removal.  I  claim  that  even  if  there  was  some  change  in 
tho  sands  and  bar,  the  advancement  of  engineering  skill 
could  overcome  that  difficulty.  These  men  state  bore  that 
there  has  been  no  material  change  for  the  last  twenty  years 
or  more.  Now,  I  find  that,  in  1880,  petitions  were  forwarded 
to  this  Government  from  all  the  municipalities  bordering  on 
the  lake  in  the  county  of  Norfolk,  signed  by  the  reeves  of  each 
municipality,  also  a  petition  from  Simcoe,  signed  by  the 
mayor,  and  also  a  petition  from  the  inhabitants  of  the  county 
of  Norfolk,  signed  by  657  persons,  all  praying  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  construct  a  harbor  at  the  mouth  of  Big  Creek,  the 
point  I  have  spoken  of.  Now,  Sir,  although  these  petitions 
aro  worthy  of  due  consideration  by  tho  Government,  I  claim 
that  they  are  of  minor  importance  to  the  other  petitions 
that  were  handed  into  the  Government  that  same  year.  I 
find  that,  in  the  year  1880,  there  wei’e  petitions  sent  to  tho 
Government  from  the  city  of  Hamilton,  the  city  of  St. 
Catharines,  Bay  City,  Port  Huron  in  Michigan,  the  town  of 
Dunnville  and  Port  Dover,  containing  the  signatures  of  623 
mariners  and  owners  of  vessels  navigating  the  lakes,  praying 
that  tho  Government  would  construct  a  harbor  of  refuge  at 
the  above  namod  placo.  I  say  these  men  know  where  a 
harbor  should  bo  constructed  to  their  advantage,  and  I  claim 
it  is  the  marine  interest  that  should  be  consulted  in  con¬ 
structing  said  harbor,  and  that  alone.  Now,  here  are  623 
owners  and  mariners  who  have  signed  this  petition  which 
was  forwarded  to  this  Government  in  1880,  representing  a 
capital  of  perhaps  ono  million  of  dollars  or  more,  all  asking 
that  a  harbor  should  be  constructed  at  this  particular  place, 
which  shows  conclusively  to  my  mind  that  this  is  the  proper 
place  to  construct  said  harbor.  About  that  timo  I  understand 
an  engineer  was  sent  out — Mr.  Stephens,  I  think  was  his 
name ;  I  have  had  no  way  of  knowing  what  his  report  was, 
although  I  have  heard  it  was  favorable  to  building  the  harbor 
at  this  place.  Now,  Sir,  I  submit  that  in  tho  opinion  of  mari¬ 
ners  who  have  no  private  interests  to  serve,  Port  Eowan 
or  its  vicinity  is  the  proper  place  to  construct  a  harbor  of 
the  requisite  dimensions  such  as  the  service  requires,  and 
that  it  can  be  built  and  maintained  at  that  place  at  a  much 
loss  cost  than  either  at  Pori  Burwell  or  Port  Stanley,  for 
the  reason  that  there  is  no  sediment  coming  down,  no  wash 
from  the  interior,  and  because  tho  material  that  would  have 
to  he  excavated  is  of  so  much  softer  a  nature.  As  I  said 
before,  a  harbor  competent  to  maintain  the  shipping  that 
navigates  Lake  Erie  should  contain  an  area  of  not  less  than 
fifteen  acres,  and  at  this  particular  point  the  width  of  the 
pier  should  be  at  Least  300  feet.  At  this  particular  place  you 
have  plenty  of  room,  and  nature  has  provided  there  ono  of 
tho  nicest  places  for  a  harbor  that  could  be  desired. 
Another  reason  why  a  harbor  should  be  constructed  at  this 
place  is,  because  the  captains  coming  down  the  lake  often 
find  themselves  struck  by  gales  that  spring  up  on  that  lake 
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very  quickly  in  the  fall  of  the  year.  On  some  occasions, 
and  under  some  circumstances,  captains  would  be  too  far 
down  the  lako  when  a  gale  struck  them  to  be  able  to  make 
either  Port  Stanley  or  Port  Burwell,  if  they  saw  fit  to  do  so, 
and  in  other  cases  captains  coming  down  the  lake  would 
rather  take  the  chance  of  weathering  Long  Point  than  under¬ 
take  to  run  twenty  miles  out  of  their  course  and  attempt 
to  make  the  harbor  of  either  Port  Stanley  or  Port  Burwell. 
I  therefore  claim  that  Port  Rowan  or  its  vicinity  is  the 
only  place  whero  a  harbor  can  be  constructed  which  will  be 
advantageous  to  the  marine  interest,  and  I  claim  that  is  the 
interest  that  should  be  consulted  before  any  steps  are  taken 
in  that  respect,  and  that  from  a  harbor  constructed  at  either 
Port  Burwell  or  Port  Stanley  mariners  would  receive  no 
benefit.  I  hope  the  hon,  Minister  will  give  this  matter  his 
best  consideration. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  There  is  a  memorial  in  the 
Department  from  shipowners,  mariners,  etc.,  of  Buffalo, 
praying  for  the  construction  of  a  harbour  at  or  near  Long 
Point.  We  have  also  a  report  from  Mr.  Richard  Stephens, 
in  1879.  I  think  these  are  all  the  papers  we  have,  and  they 
will  be  brought  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

IMMIGRATION  AND  COLONIZATION  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  beg  to  move,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Houso,  that  Messrs.  Baker  (Victoria),  and 
Jackson,  be  added  to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Coloniza¬ 
tion  and  Immigration. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— EASTERN 
SECTION. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  the  estimates  in  detail  famished  to  the  Government  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  by  the  Government  engineers, 
upon  which  the  estimated  cost  of  $23,000  per  mile  was  based  for  the 
portion  of  the  eastern  section  from  the  100th  mile  to  the  120th  mile  west 
of  Callander,  giving  quantities,  classification  and  prices;  also,  for  a 
statement  of  the  actual  quantities,  description  and  classification  of  the 
work  from  the  100th  mile  to  the  120th  mile  west  of  Callander,  on  12th 
August,  1884,  when  the  subsidy  and  loan  were  paid  by  the  Government 
as  for  a  completed  line. 

He  faid  :  It  will  be  observed  that  the  resolution  is  limited 
to  the  soction  of  twenty  miles,  from  the  one  hundredth 
mile  to  the  ono  hundrod  and  twentieth  mile  west 
of  Callander.  The  reason  of  that  is,  that  this  portion  of  the 
line  is  the  first  which  was  paid  for  undor  the  Act  of  last 
Session,  and  also,  it  was  estimated  at  $23,000  per  mile, 
which  was  a  different  and  smaller  estimate  than  that  for 
any  other  portion  of  the  eastern  section.  So  that  I  desire, 
in  drawing  attention  to  this  particular  portion  of  the 
eastern  section,  to  keep  this  portion  separate  from  the  rest. 
The  House  will  recollect  that  last  Session  an  Act  was 
passed  which  rolatod  to  the  mode  of  payment  of  the  sub¬ 
sidy  of  $15,385  a  mile,  which  had  been  apportioned  to  the 
eastern  section  as  a  cash  paymont,  and  also  related  to  the 
distribution,  advance  and  payment,  over  that  same  eastern 
section,  of  the  proportion  of  the  loan  of  $22,500,000,  which 
was  by  that  Act  made  payable  to  this  section.  The  way  in 
which  the  Act  provided  that  the  subsidy  should  be  paid 
and  that  portion  of  the  loan  should  be  paid,  was  the  same. 
Both  payments  were  governed  by  the  second  section  of  that 
Act.  That  section  provided  as  follows: —“That  the  money 
subsidy  hereafter  payable  to  the  company  may  be  paid  as  the 
work  on  either  section  of  the  railway  proceeds,  in  the 
proportion  which  the  value  of  the  work  done  on  such 


section,  and  for  which  payment  is  demanded,  bears  to  the 
value  of  the  whole  work  now  remaining  to  be  done  under  the 
contract  upon  such  section.”  It  cannot  seriously  be  argued 
that  it  makes  no  difference  what  was  the  estimate  of  this 
particular  portion,  or  what  the  payments  on  this  particular 
portion  were,  so  long  as  the  entire  sum  made  payable  in 
respect  of  the  eastern  section  should  not  be  exceeded  in  the 
whole.  I  do  not  think  that  could  possibly  be  fairly  contended 
for,  because  while  it  is  true  that  the  proportion  of  money 
payable  on  this  section  must  bear  the  same  proportion  as  to 
the  value  of  the  work  remaining  to  be  done  as  the  monies 
payable  on  the  other  section,  and  it  is  true  that  this  section 
is  a  very  cheap  one,  and  there  are  other  very  dear  sections, 
some  as  high  as  $80,000  per  mile,  still  it  is  perfectly 
clear  that  it  is  a  very  important  and  a  material  questiou 
for  the  House  to  ascertain  whether  the  estimate  for  this 
section  was  not  less  than  the  actual  value.  If  the  estimates 
and  payments  on  this  particular  portion  of  the  wo"k,  or  on 
any  other  particular  portion,  are  less  than  the  actual  value,  I 
admit  that  so  long  as  the  gross  amount  is  not  exceeded  it 
made  little  or  no  difference.  But  if  it  should  appear,  as  I 
think  it  will  appear,  that  the  estimate  for  the  section  is 
greater  than  the  actual  value,  and  that  the  payments  made 
by  tho  Government  to  the  railway  company  are  really 
largely  in  excess  of  tho  total  value  of  the  work  done  on  this 
section,  then  it  is  most  material  that  the  House  shou'd  know 
it,  and  by  granting  this  return  the  House  will  be  able  to  ascer¬ 
tain  it.  I  do  not  ask  in  the  return  for  statements  of  the  pay¬ 
ments  made  on  this  twenty  mile  section,  because  wo  have 
returns  now  before  the  House  which  show  those  payments. 
I  do  not  ask  for  the  profiles  of  this  section  to  be  laid  before 
the  House,  because  wo  have  had  them  brought  down,  and  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  examining  them  very  carefully, 
with  such  assistance  as  I  could  get,  and  I  think,  therefore, 
that  the  only  quantities  which  it  is  necessary  to  ascertain 
are  those  I  ask  for  in  the  resolutions  We  have  seen  the 
payments,  and  we  have  seen  the  profiles.  Now,  though  I 
am  only  a  lawyer,  and  not  an  engineer,  I  think  I  am  able  to 
form  a  very  fair  idea  of  the  cost  ot  this  portion,  by  examining 
the  profile,  and  I  was  assisted  in  investigating  into  it  by  a 
very  able  engineer.  On  these  twenty  miles  1  fouud  only  one 
mile  of  heavy  rock  work.  I  found  four  miles  in  which  there 
was  some  light  rock  work,  and  fifteen  miles  in  which  there 
was  no  rock  and  no  difficulty  of  any  kind.  It  was  merely 
levelling,  or  what  engineers  and  contractors  call  “  scraper 
work.”  The  other  day,  in  answer  to  a  question,  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways  gave  me  some  information  which  will 
help  us  very  materially  to  arrive  at  what  was  the  actual 
cost,  and  what  should  have  been  tho  pi’oper  estimated 
value  of  these  twenty  miles.  He  informed  me  that 
the  fixed  sum  which  appeared  in  the  progress  estimates 
which  are  before  mo,  of  $5,100  a  mile,  included  the  rails, tho 
sleepers,  the  track-laying,  tho  engineering,  buildings,  water 
service  and  ballasting.  Tho  estimate  seems  to  be  fair  and  I  do 
not  think  anybody  can  find  fault  with  it.  Then,  in  those 
progress  estimates  which  are  before  me,  I  find  another  fixed 
item,  which  enables  us  to  get  further  at  the  value  of  the 
twenty  miles — that  is  the  item  of  bridging,  which  is  put  at 
$  1,500,  whereas,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  on  this  particular  portion 
the  bridging  is  very  light,  and  this  estimate  is  a  largely 
excessive  one.  We  have,  therefore,  for  these  items,  a  total  of 
$0,600  per  mile.  Now,  the  only  items,  except  excavations, 
which  can  be  included  in  the  work  to  complete  that  road,  are 
clearing,  close-cutting  and  grubbing,  aod  it  is  perfectly  easy 
to  estimate  what  those  are.  In  order  that  there  may  be  no 
mistake  as  to  the  prices  of  that  work  and  the  excavation,  I 
turned  up  a  contract  which  had  been  entered  into  by  the 
Government  with  Messrs.  Purcell  &  Co.,  in  1879,  for  the 
construction  of  over  100  miles  between  English  River  and 
Eagle  River,  on  the  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg  section.  There 
were  two  prices  in  that  contract — one  lower  and  the  other 
higher.  The  latter  was  for  the  construction  of  a  work  at  an 
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early  period,  so  I  take  the  schedule  prices  of  quantities  per 
acre  in  that  contract,  and  I  find.,  going  into  the  minutest 
details,  that  it  came  to  $176  per  mile  for  clearing,  close¬ 
cutting  and  grubbing.  That  makes,  therefore,  except  for 
excavation,  the  sum  of  $6,77 6  per  mile.  Now,  fortunately, 
in  those  profiles  which  I  had  the  privilege  of  examining  in 
the  House,  the  actual  quantities  for  a  very  groat  part  of 
these  twenty  miles  were  given,  and  wo  can  ascertain  what 
tho  quantities  -were  from  that  source.  By  calculating  all 
these  quantities,  as  if  all  the  excavations  in  the  cuts  were 
wasted,  and  not  used  ;  and  allowing  in  the  same  way  for  all 
tho  filling,  there  would  be  only  in  this  light  work,  at  the  most, 
an  excavation  of  12,000  yards  per  mile.  An  engineer  who 
looked  at  the  matter  very  carefully  and  made  the  calculations, 
expressed  his  willingness  to  eat  any  earth  which  there  was 
over  that  quantity,  and  it  is  quite  apparent  that  it  is  a  Ioav 
estimate.  Now  there  was  only  one  mile  in  which  there 
was  any  rock,  and  four  with  a  trifling  quantity  of  rock, 
and  from  the  profiles  there  could  not  be  over  30,000 
yards  altogether  in  that  section.  Take  that  figure  and 
take  in  addition  12,000  yards  per  mile  of  earth,  and  we 
have  an  earth  excavation  of  240,000  yards,  at  the  price 
in  Messrs.  Purcell  &  Co.’s  contract,  of  26  cents  per  yard, 
which  is  a  good  price,  and  we  have  $62,400.  Add  the  30,000 
yards  of  rock  which  we  take  also  at  Purcell  &  Co.’s  highest 
contract  rate,  $1.55  per  yard,  and  we  have  $46,500,  making, 
for  the  excavation,  $108,000  on  the  twenty  miles,  or  at  the 
rate  of  $5,445  a  mile ;  and  any  one  who  examines  the  profiles 
and  sees  the  quantities  upon  it  will  at  once  understand  that 
that  is  a  full  estimate.  Add  that  to  the  other  fixed  charges 
which  we  ascertained  the  other  day  from  the  Minister  of 
Eailways,  aDd  we  have  $12,221  per  mile  as  the  entire  cost 
without  equipment.  The  Minister,  perhaps,  couldtell  me  if 
he  included  the  equipment  or  not.  If  he  did,  the  estimates 
on  that  section  will  only  bo  $1,300  per  mile  more  at  any 
rate,  which  makes  $13,521  per  mile  for  that  section.  Now 
that  result  is  obtained  from  the  examination  of  such 
information  as  has  been  laid  before  the  House  up  to 
this  time,  as  to  that  particular  section.  But  we  have 
some  other  evidence  as  to  the  cost  of  a  line  such  as  this 
is,  from  the  engineers  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
themselves.  Mr.  S.  B.  Reed,  engineer  for  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  reported,  only  on  the  yth  of  Septem¬ 
ber  last,  to  Mr.  Van  Horne,  after  a  minute  personal  in 
spection  of  a  large  section  of  the  country  in  British 
Columbia,  on  113  miles  there,  in  which  he  elaborately 
described  the  nature  of  the  country,  and  in  which  he  showed 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  rock,  that  there  is  very  heavy  work 
among  the  timber  of  the  Pacific  coast,  which  necessitates  the 
expenditure  of  some  thousand  of  dollars  a  mile  for  clearing 
and  grubbing;  and  yet  with  all  that,  making  a  description 
of  the  country  which  is  infinitely  heavier  work  than  this 
before  us,  he  estimates  that  it  can  all  be  done,  including 
station  buildings  and  water  service,  for  $16,600 
per  mile.  Therefore,  I  think  anybody  who  looks 
at  this  section  from  the  information  which  is  before 
the  House,  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  its  cost,  in¬ 
cluding  equipment,  could  not  be  more  than  $15,000  per  mile. 
If  it  has  cost  more,  the  returns  asked  for  in  this  motion  will 
show  it;  and  if  it  has  not  cost  more,  what  has  been  the  re¬ 
sult?  The  result  has  been,  that  the  moment  tho  Act  of  last 
Session  was  passed — and  tho  House  will  remember  that  the 
Royal  assent  was  given  to  that  Act  in  a  great  hurry  on  the 
5th  of  March --and  ever  since  then,  monthly  and  semi¬ 
monthly,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has  been 
drawing  cash  from  the  Government  on  account  of  subsidy 
and  on  account  of  loan.  On  tho  12th  of  August  last  they 
had  drawn,  less  10  per  cent.,  which  is  kept  back  until  the 
whole  section  is  finished,  $23,000  a  mile  in  cash  on  this 
section  as  completed  road.  As  I  believe  it  did  not  cost 
them  to  build,  even  if  they  had  paid  their  contractors,  more 
than  from  $13,000  to  $15,000  a  mile,  the  country  has  been 
Mr.  Edgar, 


paying  the  company  from  $8,000  to  $10,000  a  mile  more 
than  it  cost  to  build,  besides  giving  them  the  road  thus 
built  and  9,000  acres  a  mile,  in  addition  to  other  good  things 
in  the  shape  of  guarantees  of  their  stock  and  portions  of 
the  road  handed  over  to  them.  So  far,  therefore,  I  think  a 
very  strong  case  has  been  made  out  for  asking  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  give  this  additional  information. 

M.  POPE.  There  is  not  the  slightest  objection  to  bring¬ 
ing  down  all  the  information  we  have  upon  this  in  regard 
to  these  twenty  miles  ;  but  I  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  the  rate  of'  $23,000  a  mile  was  first  established  during 
last  Session  by  a  comparison  of  the  profiles  not  of  these 
twenty  miles  alone,  but  of  109  miles  on  the  line  from  Sud¬ 
bury  Junction  to  twenty -seven  miles  east  of  Dog  Lake.  Tho 
twenty  miles  were  included  in  the  109  miles.  Of  course,  I 
cannot  speak  positively  about  these  twenty  miles,  for  I  have 
not  now  the  information,  and  I  think  it  would  have  been 
just  as  well  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  waited  until  he  got  the 
information,  if  it  is  information  he  wants,  before  discussing 
this  matter.  However,  all  the  papers  touching  these  twenty 
miles  will  be  brought  down,  but  I  doubt  if  we  can  bring 
any  down  with  respect  to  the  twenty  miles  alone. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr,  EDGAR.  The  motion  I  now  desire  to  propose  will 
meet  entirely  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways, 
because  it  covers  the  eighty  miles  which,  together  with  the 
twenty  miles,  make  the  100  miles  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  were  taken  into  consideration  when  this  estimate  of 
$23,000  a  mile  was  made  for  tho  twenty  miles.  I  am  afraid 
my  hon.  friend  is  a  little  astray  in  his  figures,  for  if  he  looks 
at  the  matter  he  will  find  that  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  this 
100  miles  is  estimated  at  $27,000  a  mile  ;  so  that  it  is  impos= 
sible  that  it  can  be  taken  into  consideration  to  estimate 
$23,000  a  mile  for  tho  twenty  miles.  I  took  the  twenty 
miles  up  first,  because  the  estimate  for  them  was  the  lowest 
estimate.  Now,  the  resolution  which  I  propose,  dealing  with 
this  further  portion,  is  this  : 

Copies  of  the  estimates  in  detail  furnished  to  the  Government  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the  Government  engineers,  upon 
which  the  estimated  cost  of  $27,000  per  mile  was  based  for  the  poition 
of  the  eastern  section  from  the  120th  mile  to  the  200th  mile  west  of 
Callander,  giving  qua  ntities,  classification  and  prices  for  each  division 
of  twenty  miles  ;  also,  lor  a  statement  of  the  actual  quantities,  descrip¬ 
tion  and  classification  of  the  work,  from  the  120th  mile  to  the  200th  mile 
west  of  Callander, on  the  30th  November,  1884,  when  the  subsidy  and 
loan  were  paid  as  for  a  line  completed,  except  station  buildings  and 
water  service,  for  which  $6,000  in  ail  wa9  kept  back. 

Now,  this  will  entirely  meet  the  hon.  gentleman’s  difficulty 
about  tho  twenty  miles,  and  I  am  glad  he  will  be  so 
thoroughly  satisfied,  because  there  is  a  great  deal  about  these 
eighty  miles  which  we  would  like  to  know.  The  profile  of  that 
portion  of  the  road  was  also  in  my  hands,  and  was  very  care¬ 
fully  examined  by  an  expert.  We  found  from  it  that  more 
than  half  of  that  poi  tion  was  absolutely  without  rock  at  all, 
and  at  least  half  of  that  is  light  scraper  work,  such  as  I  have 
been  describing  most  of  the  twenty  miles  to  be  ;  and  it  is 
to  be  observed  that  $3,000  a  mile  more  was  estimated  for 
that  and  paid  for  that.  If  we  assume  that  the  figures  which 
I  gave  with  reference  to  the  twenty  miles  are  correct — and 
they  will  be  found  to  be  absolutely  correct  by  any  one  who 
examines  them — the  additional  $3,000  per  mile  which  has 
been  paid  for  these  eighty  miles  would  cover  the  cost  of  3, 000 
extra  yards  of  rock  on  the  half  where  there  is  any  rock,  and 
would  pay  $2  a  yard  for  it — a  great  deal  more  rock,  and  a 
great  deal  bigger  price  than  they  need  allow.  That 
would  still  leavo  on  this  section  of  eighty  miles  an  over¬ 
payment  of  about  $10,000  a  mile.  I  am  assuming  that  all 
ihat  had  to  bo  filled  was  filled,  not  with  temporary  trestle 
work  or  trestle  work  of  a  cheap  character,  but  honestly 
filled,  as  the  profile  says  it  ought  to  be  filled. 
It -is  well  known  that  about  a  week  ago  an  unfortunate 
event  occurred  on  this  very  portion  of  the  line,  this  eighty 
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miles,  which  was  paid  for  in  cash  by  the  Government  as  a 
completed  line  on  tho  30th  November,  188 1,  according  to 
the  papers  wo  have  before  us.  Between  160  and  170  miles 
west  of  Callander  thero  was  an  unfortunate  accident,  whon  a 
construction  train  broke  down  tho  trestle  work  and  six  cars 
fell  through.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  was  on  any  of  tho 
trestle  work  called  temporary.  Certainly,  judging  from 
the  result,  it  was  exceedingly  temporary ;  it  did  not  last  till 
any  passenger  traffic  went  on  the  road  at  all,  but  it  lasted 
until  the  road  was  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  827,000  a  mile,  or 
81-0,000  a  mile  more  than  it  cost.  This  subject  is  so  im¬ 
portant  that  we  may  as  well  discuss  it  thoroughly.  All 
over  the  country  it  has  been  stated  that  the  construction  of 
this  portion  to  which  I  refer  has  been  exceedingly  bad ;  that 
it  was  built  in  a  wretched  way  ;  that  it  was  rushed  through, 
in  many  respects,  in  an  unfinished  manner.  I  think  we 
should  have  the  papers  I  have  called  for,  in  order  to  ascer 
tain  the  value  of  these  statements.  And  remember,  I  have 
based  my  calculations  on  a  good  road.  I  do  not  want  to 
give  currency  to  more  rumors  about  loose  construction— 

Mr.  POPE.  Hear,  hear,  . 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear,  hear.”  I 
hope  he  will  agree  with  me  in  the  opinion  that  the  proper 
way  to  proceed  in  this  matter  is,  if  there  are  pe  pie  who 
say  they  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  defects  in  that 
construction,  these  people  should  be  asked  to  make  their 
statements  over  their  own  signature.  I  have  taken  the 
liberty  of  doing  that,  and  I  have  here  a  few  documents 
which  show  these  statements  are  not  mere  rumors.  With 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  will  read  a  few  of  these  docu¬ 
ments,  which  refer  to  the  manner  in  which  this  part  of  the 
road  has  been  constructed,  I  have  in  my  hand  now  the 
statutory  declaration  of  Hensley  Reed  Holinden,  now  of  the 
city  of  Ottawa,  county  of  Carleton,  clerk,  who  solemnly 
declares : 

,  “  That  I  have  been  employed  upon  the  construction  of  the  eastern  divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  the  6th  day  of  September, 
1881,  to  the  21st  day  of  January,  1885  ;  that  I  have  travelled  upon  the 
train  from  Sudbury  to  Nemogosenda,  a  distance  of  about  163  miles  west 
of  Sudbury,  and  I  have  walked  over  nearly  all  the  portions  of  the  road 
extending  from  about  eighty  miles  beyond  Sudbury  to  Nemogosenda,  a 
distance  of  upwards  of  eighty  miles,  while  I  was  in  the  employment  of 
the  said  railway  company,  as  aforesaid  ;  that  thero  is  a  large  quantity 
of  trestle  work  used  in  the  construction  of  the  line  all  the  way  from 
Sudbury  to  Nemogosenda,  a  considerable  portion  of  which  will  require 
to  be  filled  in  before  the  railway  can  be  said  to  be  permanently  completed; 
that  such  trestle  work  is  commonly  used  instead  of  filling,  and 
a  culvert  wherever  the  road  bed  is  built  across  streams  or  creeks. 
That  some  of  the  trestles  so  employed  are  very  low,  and  one  about  ten  or 
eleven  miles  above  Negoyms  not  being  more  than  5  or  6  feet  high  and  up¬ 
wards  of  30  feet  long.  _  That  another  well  known  trestle  between  Sud¬ 
bury  and  Biscolassing  is  constructed  in  the  form  of  a  letter  “S,”  that  is 
with  reversed  curves,  and  is  commonly  regarded  by  those  using  the  road 
as  dangerous  and  unsafe  ;  that  the  amount  of  trestle  work  upon  the 
whole  of  that  part  of  the  line  above  mentioned  is  very  considerable,  and 
the  whole  work  has  been  pushed  forward  with  great  haste  and  with 
little  regard  to  permanence  or  durability  ;  that  the  common  under¬ 
standing  among  those  engaged  in  the  construction  of  the  road  is  that 
the  trestle  work  upon  the  line  is  only  intended  as  a  temporary  work, 
and  that  it  is  intended  to  replace  it  by  earth  filling  or  other  permanent 
work.  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously  believing 
the  same  to  be  true,  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  37th  year  of 
Her  Majesty’s  reign,  entitled,  ‘  An  Act  for  the  Suppression  of  Voluntary 
and  Extra-Judicial  Oaths.’  ” 

This  is  a  solemn  declaration,  made  13th  February,  1885.  It 
will  be  perhaps  contended  that  the  trestles  above  described 
were  all  for  temporary  works,  only,  unfortunately,  this  line 
has  been  paid  for  as  a  completed  work.  I  have  another 
document,  the  declaration  of  Alfred  Norris,  now  of  the  city 
of  Ottawa,  laborer,  who  solemnly  declares  : 

“  That  I  was  employed  in  the  construction  of  part  of  the  easten  divi- 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  the  23rd  day  of  November, 
1884,  to  loth  January,  1885;  ihat  I  started  to  work  two  miles  east  of 
Negoyms,  and  worked  at  the  line  both  east  and  west  of  Negoyms,  and 
also  uu  each  side  of  Nemogosenda  ;  that  I  was  engaged  in  workingupon 
the  gradement  of  tli9  line  and  also  in  getting  the  foundation  ready  for 
tne  trestle  work  ;  that  the  work  of  grading  is  very  badly  done  in  lots 
of  places  where  tne  men  could  not  get  earth  on  account  of  water.  The 
grade  filled  in  with  mud  and  ice.  That  at  one  place,  two  miles  beyond 


Nemogosenda,  they  had  to  make  a  cutting  3  feet  3  inches  in  depth,  and 
although  we  were  working  iu  water  up  to  our  knees  we  could  only  get 
down  2  feet  3  inches,  and  could  not  get  any  lower  on  account  of  the 
water.  The  water  filled  this  in  at  night  after  we  had  finished  our  work, 
and  a  few  days  after  the  tie3and  rails  were  laid  over  this  part  of  the  line  on 
top  of  the  ice.  That  ia  another  place  1  was  sent  to  pre  are  the  foundation 
for  some  trestle  work  near  Nemogosenda,  and  the  toot  of  the  trestles 
was  laid  upon  a  tie  cut  in  two,  which  rested  on  ice  and  water,  and  a 
few  stones  thrown  in  on  the  surface  of  a  soil  of  black  muck  or  bog,  in 
such  a  way  that  the  trestle  must  settle  down  as  soon  as  the  ice  thaws  ; 
that  the  work  of  repairing  the  foundation,  for  the  trestle  above  de> 
s  ;ribed,  wa3  done  under  the  direction  of  the  company’s  foreman  ,  that 
ihc  grade  for  the  greater  part  of  the  distance  over  which  I  worked  i3 
made  up  of  black  muck  and  moss,  pieces  of  ice  and  stumps,  frozen 
moss  and  some  sand  and  clay ;  that  the  surface  soil  is  generally  compos¬ 
ed  of  black  muck,  covered  with  moss,  which  was  taken  from  the  side  and 
thrown  on  to  the  grade,  but  we  were  not  able  to  get  very  far  down,  so  as 
to  get  more  solid  material,  on  account  of  the  water  which  flowed  in  and 
filled  the  hole  while  we  were  digging  ;  that  I  have  been  employed  upon 
railways  for  more  than  ten  years  in  England  and  have  seen  a  good  deal 
or  railway  construction  and  repair  ;  that  in  my  opinion  the  portion  of  the 
road-bed  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  above  described  will  have  to 
be  all  rebuilt  before  it  will  be  possible  to  run  triins  on  it,  and  the 
present  grade  and  road-bed  will  melt  and  be  washed  away  when  the  ice 
and  soil  thaw  in  the  spring.” 

There  is  another  short  affidavit,  the  declaration  of  John 
Reeves,  of  the  city  of  Ottawa,  who  declares  as  follows  :  — 

‘ 1  That  I  was  employed  in  the  construction  of  part  of  the  eastern  division 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  from  the  23rd  day  of  November,  1884, 
to  the  18th  day  of  January,  1885  ;  that  I  wa<  employed  in  the  same  gang 
with  Alfred  No  ris,  and  worked  with  him  during  the  said  period.  That 
I  have  heard  his  declaration,  dated  this  21st  day  of  February,  1885, 
read,  and  that  I  believe  that  the  said  declaration  is  true  in  every  respect. 
That  I  have  worfeed  upon  he  construction  of  the  Quebec,  MoutreaS, 
Ottawa  &  Occidental  Railway,  between  Ottawa  and  Montreal  ;  that,  in 
my  opinion,  a  great  part  of  the  grade  and  the  road-bed  over  which  I 
have  worked  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  melt  or  w&sii  away 
iu  the  spring  thaw  as  ths  foundation,  for  long  distances  together,  is  only 
black  muck  and  swamp,  aud  the  grade  is  largely  composed  of  frozen 
moss,  frozen  muck,  and  ice,  some  sand,  and  a  little  clay.” 

Now,  these  declarations  are  made  by  people  who  were  on 
the  premises  and  who  were  engaged  in  the  work,  and  who 
have,  as  I  am  informed  and  believe,  no  interest  one  way  or 
the  other,  for  or  against  the  company  or  the  contractors, 
and,  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  wants  to  satisfy  the  House  and 
the  country  that  they  are  not  correct,  the  sooner  they  bring 
down  the  answer  to  this  motion  the  better.  Tho  first  thing 
I  ask  for  is  the  estimates  of  the  company  themselves, 
upon  which  the  $27,000  a  mile  was  based;  then  the  esti* 
mates  of  the  Government  engineers,  because  they  may 
not  have  been  the  same ;  they  may  or  may  not  have 
agreed  with  the  estimates  of  the  company  upon  which 
that  is  based ;  and  then  I  ask  for  that  which  is  much 
more  important  than  either,  what  has  been  obtained,  or 
can  be  obtained,  or  ought  to  have  been  obtained  long  ago, 
when  the  Government  was  paying  to  the  extent  of 
$27,000  a  mile,  I  want  to  know  what  were  the  actual 
honest  quantities  in  the  road  and  what  was  the  cost 
at  a  fair  estimate.  If  the  Government  brings  down  the 
return,  the  whole  question  will  be  set  at  rest  one  way  or 
the  other. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  assumes  that  we  are 
paying  for  a  completed  road  all  tho  time.  Now,  our  pay¬ 
ments  are  made  for  the  work  done  per  yard,  whether  the 
road  is  completed  or  not,  but  we  do  not  base  our  payments 
on  the  statements  of  men  who  come  down  from  that 
district  and  tell  all  kinds  of  stories,  but  upon  the  statements 
of  the  engineers  of  the  Department.  Let  me  tell  my  hon. 
friend  that  one  of  these  engineers,  and  the  engineer  who 
made  these  estimates,  is  Mr.  Ridout,  whom  he  must  be 
acquainted  with,  and  it  is  upon  his  returns  that  every  single 
dollar  of  this  is  paid.  In  no  instance  on  any  part  of  tho 
road  has  a  single  dollar  been  paid,  except  upon  the  estimates 
of  the  engineers  reported  to  us.  It  is  true  that  Mr.  Ridout 
has  not  gone  all  over  tho  road,  but  ho  has  gone  all  over  this 
part  of  it,  and  we  have  paid  exactly  as  we  should  have 
paid  for  every  yard  of  earth  or  rock  that  has  been  moved 
upon  this  section.  If  we  are  to  take  tne  stories  of  everyone 
who  comes  down  from  there,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going 
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to  proceed  to  debate  these  questions  upon  the  stories  or 
affidavits  of  everyone  who  considers  himself  injured  for  this, 
that  and  the  other,  if  we  are  to  have  that  kind  of  debate 
before  the  hon.  gentleman  gets  the  information,  we  shall 
have  plenty  to  do,  and  may  keep  on  the  debate  all  through 
theSession.  We  prefer  to  debate  this  upon  theestimates  of  the 
engineers  when  they  are  brought  down,  upon  the  estimates  of 
their  engineers  and  ours,  because  they  had  to  come  to  an  un¬ 
derstanding.  and  upon  these  there  can  be  no  mistake.  I  know 
something  about  this  road.  I  travelled  over  a  considerable 
part  of  the  road  the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  about,  and  it  is  a 
road  fit  to  run  sixty  miles  an  hour  upon.  I  know  it  can  be 
run  upon  easily  at  the  rate  of  sixty  miles  an  hour,  and  I  did 
not  ask  for  letters  from  disappointed  workmen,  I  did  not  go 
down  picking  up  this  information  and  getting  them  to  make 
declarations.  He  makes  a  formal  matter  of  bringing  these 
statements,  as  if  we  were  going  to  take  these  stories  and 
affidavits  in  the  place  of  the  reports  of  our  engineers  and 
in  the  stead  of  what  I  have  seen  in  travelling  over  the  road. 
I  do  not  say  there  is  not  some  trestle  work.  There  is  not  a 
great  deal.  I  do  not  say  it  will  not  be  filled  some  time  or 
other  ;  of  course  it  will.  All  these  things  will  go  in  time, 
but  there  are  trestles,  not  very  high,  as  he  says,  that  in 
eight  or  ton  years  undoubtedly  will  have  to  be  put  in,  as  on 
the  Thunder  Bay  branch,  built  by  my  hon.  friend  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  we  have  already  had  to  put  in.  But  this  is 
permanent  Pestle  work.  I  have  heard  nothing  about  any 
accident,  but  the  papers  will  be  brought  down,  as  far  as  they 
can  be. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  Estimates,  Reports  and  evidence,  not  already  laid 
before  the  House,  upon  which  the  Government  engineers  made  their 
progress  estimates  numbers  28  and  29,  Eastern  Section,  Western 
Division  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

He  said  :  I  have  here  copies  of  the  progress  estimates  which 
were  brought  down  to  the  House,  and  I  find  that,  on  the 
30th  September,  by  progress  estimate  No.  28,  relating  to 
the  western  division  of  the  eastern  section,  that  means  the 
portion  from  Nepigon  this  way,  not  counting  from  Callan¬ 
der— the  estimate  brought  down,  and  signed  by  some 
gentlemen — Mr.  Caddy,  I  think,  signs  this  one,  and  also 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  and  Mr.  Lynch,  and  Mr.  Gollingwood 
Schreiber,  the  chief  engineer  himself— it  is  a  very  formal 
document,  and  I  must  attach  some  importance  to  this — the 
total  amount  of  work  done  and  materials  delivered  to  that 
dato  was  so  much  money,  showing  a  balance  to  be  paid, 
over  and  above  what  was  paid  before,  of  STS  1,858.  Now 
that  is  a  very  elaborately  signed  document,  and  purports  to 
be,  I  suppose,  a  true  statement  of  what  it  says,  the  total  value 
of  the  work  done  and  material  delivered  up  to  the  30th  Sep¬ 
tember,  1884,  on  the  western  portion  of  the  eastern  section. 
Now,  remember,  Sir,  this  is  in  detail — there  is  no  lumping 
here — and  it  shows  how  much  was  on  the  thirty-four  miles 
from  Nepigon  to  Gravel  Bay,  how  much  on  the  ninety-five 
miles  from  Gravel  Bay  east,  and  how  much  on  the 
125  five  mile  section  and  on  the  twenty-seven  mile  section, 
and  it  shows  the  actual  percentage  of  grading  — 96  per 
cent,  of  grading  done  at  one  place,  59  per  cent,  in  another, 
so  many  sleepers,  so  much  percentage  of  grading  and 
bridging,  so  much  for  engineering  on  another  section, 
etc. — all  very  carefully  and  elaborately  done,  showing  the 
total  amount  dorie  up  to  that  date,  and  calling  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  $75 1,858  ;  that  was  very  promptly  attended  to  by 
the  Governor  in  Council  and  paid  on  the  6th  of  October,  and 
strange  to  say,  the  next  estimate,  No.  29,  signed  by  the  same 
gentlemen,  Mr.  Caddy,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Lynch  and  Mr. 
Schreiber,  covering  absolutely  the  same  section— remember 
one  was  the  30th  of  September,  giving  the  total  amount  done 
to  that  date,  and  the  other  the  1st  of  October,  1884 — shows 
the  strange  result  that  there  was  $1,078,171  worth  of  work 
Mr.  Pope. 


done  upon  that  section  between  the  30th  of  September  and 
the  1st  of  October,  this  year.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  is  what 
requires  explanation,  and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  the  hon. 
geutleman  can  explain  it  off  hand.  I  can  show  from  these 
papers  how  that  million  was  made  up  exactly.  It  was  made 
up  by  changing  the  59  por  cent,  bridging  to  68  per  cent,  on 
the  thirty-four  miles ;  by  changing  the  44  percent,  bridging, 
which  was  all  that  was  done  on  the  30th  September,  to  69 
per  cent,  on  the  ninety-five  miles,  as  being  done  on  the  1st  of 
October,  and  changing  the  grading  from  91  per  cent,  to  97 
on  the  ninty-five  miles;  and  then  there  wefe 
12,400  additional  ties,  and  the  raising  the  percentage 
of  grading  and  bridging,  etc.,  on  other  parts.  It  was  not  a 
lump  estimate,  but  a  detail  elaborately  given.  But  the 
most  striking  and  original  item  put  in  there  that  occurred 
on  this  line  between  the  30th  September  and  1st  October, 
was  $100,000  for  “tote  roads,”  or  service  roads,  added 
into  that  estimate.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  explain  all  that.  This  million  dollars  was 
added  in  and  it  was  paid;  it  was  not  merely  put  in 
there  for  amusement,  but  actually  paid,  because  the  Order 
in  Council  was  passed  on  the  9th  October,  and  it  was  paid 
on  the  10th,  although  on  the  6th  October  $750,000  had  been 
paid  on  this  very  same  piece  of  work.  It  was  not  because 
they  had  not  got  the  money,  because  on  the  1st  September 
they  had  received  $1,920,000  on  the  same  section.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  can  explain  it,  but  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  when  the  engineers  certified  that  the  total 
work  of  one  day  is  a  million  less  than  that  certified  to  the 
next  day,  it  is  worth  while  that  the  House  looked  into  it. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  trouble  in  bringing  that  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILW AY— CHANGE  IN 
ROLLING  STOCK  ON  WEST  DIVISION. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for : 

Copies  of  all  applications,  statements,  estimates  or  letters  sent  from 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  Government  or  any  of  its  officials, 
in  relation  to  the  change  made  by  the  Government  between  7th  April, 
1884,  and  16th  May  1881,  in  the  dealing  with  rolling  stock  in  progress 
estimates  and  payments  in  the  eastern  section,  western  division,  and 
copies  of  all  correspondence  and  papers  upon  the  same  subject. 

He  said:  My  reason  for  moving  this  return  is  this :  In 
regard  to  the  estimate  No.  13,  which  is  dated  7th  April,  1884, 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  was  then  Minister  of  Railways,  held 
back  on  this  western  division  of  the  eastern  section  $450,700 
for  rolling  slock.  Now  it  is  a  curious  circumstance  that  on 
the  very  next  estimate  of  this  western  division,  No.  15,  (No. 
14  relates  to  the  other  end),  which  is  dated  1st  of  May  last 
year,  it  appears  that  although  not  one  mile  of  that  portion  of 
the  road  is  finished,  the  whole  $450,000  that  had  been  held 
back  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  rolling  stock  was  allowed 
for  and  paid  out  to  the  railway  company  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  is  now  Acting  Minister  of  Railways,  on  the  first  cer¬ 
tificate  that  he  signed  after  Sir  Charles  Tupper  left,  and 
there  is  no  evidence  that  any  rolling  stock  was  delivered. 
Perhaps,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  not  say  it  was  allowed  for 
rolling  stock ;  it  was  not  really  allowed  for  rolling  stock, 
but  it  was  put  into  the  grading  and  paid  for  after  that  in  the 
grading.  The  rough  estimate  for  grading  was  increased  by 
$450,700  at  one  fell  swoop  by  the  present  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways.  Now  the  estimates  either  allowed  for 
rolling  stock  or  they  did  not ;  if  they  did — and  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  in  this  House,  last  year,  as  reported  in  the  Hansard, 
stated  that  the  estimate  for  finishing  the  road  did  allow  for 
it— then  this  sum  of  $450,700,  and  also  another  sum  on  the 
other  end  of  this  section,  in  the  estimate  No.  12,  of  $68,000, 
altogether  $518,700,  were  paid  over  before  one  mile  of  the 
road  was  completed  for  rolling  stock,  by  the  Acting 
Minister.  Now,  if  these  estimates  did  not  include  the  rolling 
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stock — I  do  not  know,  but  my  bon,  friend  will  say,  whether 
they  did  or  did  not — then  the  estimates  I  made  before,  on  my 
former  motions,  are  correct  as  to  the  cost  of  the  twenty 
miles  and  of  the  eighty  miles.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  appears  that  while  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  Minister 
of  Railways,  rolling  stock  was  included,  and  afterwards 
it  was  certainly  paid  for  by  grading  —  it  was  called 
grading,  and  was  paid  for  as  such.  All  tho  per¬ 
centage  calculations  of  grading  are  made  on  this  sum  of 
$518,000,  which  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  he  was  reserving 
for  rolling  stock,  but  which  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways 
puts  into  grading,  and  has  been  paid  the  company  ever 
since  on  grading.  I  trust  that  the  return  called  for  and 
the  explanation  given  by  the  Acting  Minister,  will  enable 
the  House  to  understand  whether  rolling  stock  was  in  it  or 
not ;  and  if  it  was  in  it,  where  the  rolling  stock  is  which 
was  paid  for  before  a  mile  of  the  railway  was  completed. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  papers  will  be  brought  down.  I  can 
say  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  there  is  no  rolling  stock 
paid  for  which  was  not  put  on  the  road ;  and  when  it  was 
put  on  the  road,  it  was  paid  for  according  to  the  understand¬ 
ing  and  agreement. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  hon.  friend’s  difficulty  is,  that  what 
bad,  before  this  last  estimate,  been  reserved  to  pay  for 
rolling  stock,  which  is  certainly  included  in  the  gross  esti¬ 
mates  made,  was  afterwards  applied  to  grading,  paid  for  as 
grading  and  not  as  rolling  stock. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  know  the  hon.  gentleman  says  so,  but  it  is 
not  the  fact. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  so  in  tho  progress  estimates,  because 
I  saw  it. 

Mr.  POPE.  Because  it  had  been  kept  out,  and  when  it 
was  put  in  it  had  been  paid  for. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  payment  is  not  for  rolling  stock,  but 
the  sum  which  was  formerly  reserved  for  rolling  stock  is 
taken  into  grading.  The  sum  reserved  for  rolling  stock  is 
absorbed  in  grading,  according  to  the  progress  estimates. 

CANADA  AGRICULTURAL  INSURANCE  COMPANY. 

Mr.  AMYOT  moved  for : 

A  statement  showing  the  receipts  and  expenditure  of  the  liquidators 
of  the  Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Company,  from  date  of  appoint¬ 
ment  up  to  this  day,  giving  in  detail  the  names  of  shareholders  who  have 
paid  instalments,  the  dates  and  amounts  of  payments  made,  the  balances 
due,  the  amount  now  owing  by  each  shareholder,  and  the  amounts  for 
which  they  were  liable  when  the  company  was  put  in  liquiiation  ;  also 
a  detailed  statement  of  the  sums  paid  by  the  said  liquidators,  the  names 
of  the  persons  to  whom  payments  were  made,  the  dates  thereof,  the 
objects  for  which  such  payments  were  made,  and  all  other  information 
necessary  to  show  precisely  the  financial  condition  of  the  said  insolvent 
company,  including  a  statement  of  the  affairs  of  the  company  when  it  | 
was  placed  in  liquidation.” 

Ho  said  :  I  move  this  motion  in  the  interests  of  the  stock¬ 
holders  of  the  company.  Seven  years  ago  this  company 
was  declared  insolvent.  In  the  beginning  stock  was  taken 
under  false  pretences,  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  through  the 
agency  of  the  company.  Those  who  were  asked  to  take 
stock  were  told  that  they  would  never  bo  called  upon  to 
pay  moro  than  a  certain  amount.  Tho  next  thing  they 
know  was  that  the  company  had  become  insolvent.  As  the 
insolvency  of  the  company  took  place  seven  years  ago,  one 
would  think  that  tho  risks  would  now  be  over ;  but,  instead 
of  such  being  the  fact,  the  amount  due  by  the  company 
soems  to  increase  every  year.  There  is  another  peculiarity. 
The  courts  in  Ontario  have  dismissed  actions  brought  by  the 
liquidators,  asking  that  stockholders  be  compelled  to  pay 
amounts  duo.  That  caused  tho  liquidators  to  incur  costs. 
The  courts  in  tho  Province  of  Quebec  have,  on  tho  other 
hand,  maintained  the  actions.  So,  while  in  one  Province 
cases  are  dismissed  with  costs,  in  another  Province  tho  stock¬ 
holders  are  compelled  to  pay  the  costs,  together  with  the 


amount  of  shares  for  which  they  were  declared  liable. 
Bosides, in  Quebec,  I  am  told  that  a  great  deal  of  discrimination 
is  exercised  by  the  liquidators.  They  will  ask  payments  from 
certain  stockholders  while  they  make  no  demands  on  others, 
who  are  quite  able  to  pay.  From  these  circumstances  those 
people  who  were  induced,  by  false  pretences,  to  take  stock 
in  tho  company,  find  themselves  in  a  very  awkward  position. 
They  do  not  know  when  their  liability  will  terminate.  I 
hope  that  by  having  this  return  brought  down  a  cluo  may 
be  found  which  will  place  them  in  a  position  to  seek  the 
protection  of  the  courts.  Liquidators  havo  been  appointed 
by  Parliament,  and  Parliament  is  in  a  position  to  ask  them 
for  an  account.  I  hope  tho  Government  will  do  their  best 
to  have  an  account  furnished  as  soon  as  possible. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  (Translation).  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  know  whether  we  will  be  able  to  give  to  the  hon. 
member  tho  information  asked  for,  but  we  will  do  our  best 
to  meet  his  desires  on  that  point.  I  thought  that  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  would  bo  here  to-night,  and  that  he  would 
bo  prepared  to  give  the  information  sought  for  by  the  hon. 
member,  but  as  he  is  absent,  I  make  this  reserve,  because 
I  am  unable  to  answer  in  a  precise  manner. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DOMINION  SUBSIDES  TO  THE  PROVINCES. 

Mr.  AMYOT  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  since  1st  January  last,  between  the 
Dominion  Government  and  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
inrela'ionto  an  increase  or  readjustment  of  the  Dominion  subsidy  to 
the  several  Provinces,  including  any  letter  written  to  that  end  by  one 
of  the  said  Governments  to  the  other,  or  by  any  of  the  Ministers  thereof  iti 
relation  to  the  subject ;  also  of  any  such  correspondence  with  any  of  the 
other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion. 

He  said  :  This  question  is  one  very  well  known  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country.  I  do  not  belong  to  a  Province  which 
threatens  secession,  as  another  Province  is  now  doing,  but  I 
belong  to  the  Confederation  which  we  seek  to  keep  solid 
and  make  prosperous.  It  has  been  created  by  men  of 
good  will,  by  patriots.  It  was  then  understood  that 
a  certain  share  of  work  should  be  given  to  each  Province, 
and  to  attain  this  end  certain  revenues  were  necessary. 
It  was  impossible  to  foresee,  at  the  beginning,  what  monies 
should  be  apportioned  and  would  derive  to  each  Province. 
Now,  we  have  the  materials  of  eighteen  years,  and  we  see 
by  the  arrangements  made  that  money  enough  is  not  left 
each  Province  to  accomplish  its  share  of  Confederation.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  time  has  come  when  we  should 
give  to  each  Province  of  the  Confederation,  the  necessary 
strength  and  money  to  accomplish  its  end,  putting  each 
Province  within  the  possibility  of  doing  its  share.  I  think  the 
whole  Dominion  is  strong  and  wealthy  enough  to  bring  in 
measures  to  attain  that  end,  so  that  all  parts  of  the  Con¬ 
federation  will  feel  easy  and  iheir  work  will  be  bettor  dono 
in  the  future. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BANKRUPT  ESTATES. 

Mr.  MACMILLAN  (Middlesex),  for  Mr.  Mitchell, 
moved  for : 

Return  from  all  official  assignees  under  the  Bankrupt  Act  of  1889,  and 
subsequent  Acts  in  amendment  thereof,  for  a  list  of  all  estates  of  which 
they  were  assig-ees.  The  estimated  value  of  the  several  estates  when 
taken  possession  of  by  the  assignee.  The  amount  realised  from  each 
estate.  A  list  of  creditors  of  each  estate  severally,  and  the  amouot  of 
dividends  severally  paid  to  each  of  the  said  creditors.  The  several 
amounts  in  detail  retained  by  the  said  assignees  in  each  estate  for  their 
charges  for  management  thereof.  The  amounts  severally  held  by  the 
several  assignees  which  they  have  neglected  or  declined  to  pay  over  to 
such  creditors  as  are  entitled  thereto,  on  each  and  every  estate.  Also  a 
copy  severally  from  each  and  every  assignee  on  each  estate,  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  of  his  discharge  from  the  court,  as  laid  down  by  said  Act  and  the 
amendments  thereof. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Surely,  Sir,  there  must  be  some  defect  in 
this  motion.  I  do  not  hear  anything  about  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Mr.  MACMILLAN  (Middlesex).  It  is  not  the  same 
gentleman  who  moves  in  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  would  be  most  happy  to 
consent  to  the  granting  of  this  return,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  we  really  can  supply  the  information.  These  returns 
have  not  been  made,  and  a  number  of  those  who  were 
official  assignees  throughout  the  country  are  dead.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  better  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
withdraw  his  motion,  and  perhaps  my  hon.  friend,  in  whose 
name  it  stands  (Mr.  Mitchell),  will  at  another  period  be  able 
to  limit  himself  to  something  we  can  give.  Even  if  it 
were  possible  to  supply  this  information,  it  would  make  an 
immense  return  and  would  take  at  least  two  years  to  bring 
it  down. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

INDIAN  TROUBLES  AT  METLAKATLA. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia  or  any  other  person,  and  the  Dominion  Government,  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  troubles  at  Metlakatla  in  the  year  1834. 

He  said :  I  desire  only  to  make  a  few  remarks  with  re¬ 
ference  to  this  matter.  I  regret  much  that  there  has  been 
any  trouble  in  this  settlement  of  Metlakatla,  which  has  been 
quiet  for  a  number  of  years.  I  am  informed  that  some 
twenty-five  years  ago  the  Rev.  Mr.  Duncan  went  to  this 
place  as  a  missionary,  and  on  arriving  in  that  settlement, 
he  found  that  cannibalism  and  cruelty  existed  to  a  very 
large  extent,  but  through  his  energetic  and  zealous  labours 
he  succeeded  in  winning  those  people  over  to  a  veiy  high 
state  of  civilisation,  and  he  has  done,  lean  say,  a  great  and  a 
noble  work.  He  succeeded,  Sir,  in  inducing  those  people  to 
do  away  with  their  wigwams  and  to  build  houses  for  them¬ 
selves,  as  white  people  generally  do.  Not  only  that,  but  ho 
started  industries  of  various  kinds,  and  induced  the  Indians 
in  that  locality  to  adopt  habits  of  economy  and  industry. 
Through  his  instrumentality  churches  and  school  houses 
were  established.  Everything  went  on  very  prosperously 
in  that  little  settlement,  until  some  three  years  ago, 
when  the  bishop  was  sent  there  by  the  Church  Mis¬ 
sionary  Society.  On  his  arrival  there,  and  before  he 
had  time  to  acquire  an  intelligent  knowledge  of  the 
manners  and  customs  of  those  Indians,  he  at  once  com¬ 
menced  to  condemn  the  work  of  Mr.  Duncan,  who  had  been 
there  for  at  least  twenty-four  or  twenty-five  years.  This, 
of  course,  agitated  the  minds  of  the  Indians,  who  were 
very  much  attached  to  Mr.  Duncan.  The  bishop  commenced 
to  erect  a  building  on  the  Indian  reserve,  to  which  the 
Indians  in  that  locality  objected.  The  result  was  that  a 
difference  occurred,  the  bishop  wishing  to  step  into  the 
boots  of  Mr.  Duncan  and  have  Mr.  Duncan  retire 
from  the  work  in  which  he  had  been  engaged  for  a  number 
of  years.  Of  course  Mr.  Duncan  declined.  However,  tho 
bishop  succeeded,  I  believe,  in  gaining  over  to  his  side  some¬ 
thing  like  a  dozen  of  Indians,  whilst  Mr.  Duncan  had  at  least 
1,000  who  adhered  to  him,  and  who  raised  strong  objections 
to  this  bishop  erecting  his  buildings  on  the  reserve.  The 
result  was  that  there  was  a  little  skirmish  between  them 
and  the  bishop,  wishing  to  haye  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  his  back,  1  presume,  sent  word  down  to 
Victoria  that  there  was  a  great  riot  at  Metlakatla. 
The  result  was,  that  a  gunboat  was  sent  up  north  to  protect 
the  bishop  and  his  half  dozen  Indian  followers  whom  ho 
had  with  him.  When  the  gunboat  arrived  there,  it  found 
that  tho  trouble  was  simply  a  tempest  in  a  teapot— that 
there  was  no  riot,  except  in  the  bishop’s  own  mind.  To 
send  that  gunboat  there  cost  considerable  money.  I  believe 
it  has  cost  the  Government  $6,000  or  $7,000  to  send  gun-  I 
Mr,  Macmillan, 
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boats  there  ;  and  they  have  been  sent  there  twice  durin°- 
the  last  three  years.  This  is  a  matter  which  should  be 
taken  into  the  serious  consideration  of  the  Government, 
especially  at  this  juncture  of  the  affairs  of  British  Columbia, 
when  so  many  people  are  going  there  and  settling  on  her 
lands  and  wishing  to  go  into  the  interior.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  any  report  of  the  troubles  among  the  natives  would 
greatly  retard  the  settlement  of  the  country,  and  hence  the 
necessity  of  prompt  action  being;  taken  to  enquire  into  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  There  is  no  doubt  that  great  dissatis¬ 
faction  is  growing  up  among  the  Indians  of  that  country. 
Apart  from  this  little  trouble  which  has  occurred  between 
the  Indians  and  the  bishop,  the  Indians  have 
not  the  confidence  in  the  officials  to-day  that 
they  did  have.  I  remember  hearing  of  a  council  held 
at  Metlakatla  with  the  Indians.  They  complained  of 
grievances,  and  they  had  the  promise  of  the  official  that 
they  would  be  attended  to;  but  I  am  informed  that  no 
attention  whatever  was  paid  to  that  promise.  The  conse¬ 
quence  was,  that  when  the  official  returned  to  that  locality 
a  second  time  the  Indians  refused  to  take  his  word,  unless 
he  would  put  it  in  writing.  This  is  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance,  and  I  feel  certain  that  having  brought  it  to  the 
notice  of  the  Government  they  will  look  into  the  matter  at 
once  and  do  whatever  is  necessary  under  the  circumstances. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  In  the  absence  of  the  First 
Minister,  I  may  say  to  my  hon.  friend  who  moved  this  reso¬ 
lution,  that  the  troubles  mentioned  as  having  taken  place  at 
Metlakatla  were  very  much  exaggerated.  Of  course,  for 
obvious  reasons,  I  do  not  wish  to  express  an  opinion  about 
the  dissensions  between  Mr.  Duncan  and  the  lord  bishop 
who  went  up  thore ;  but,  I  think,  these  difficulties  havo 
disappeared,  to  a  very  great  extent,  and  that  so  far  as 
serious  troubles  amongst  tho  Indians  are  concerned,  there 
need  not  be  any  apprehension  on  the  part  of  immigrants 
going  to  that  country  to  settle.  This  matter  has  not  failed 
to  receive  the  attention  of  the  Minister  who  presides  over 
tho  Department  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  I  am  sure  that  his 
attention  will  be  still  further  directed  to  the  matter,  after 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  There  is  no  objection  to 
the  production  of  the  papers. 

Mr.  GORDON.  From  tho  appearance  of  affairs  in  British 
Columbia  at  the  present  time,  I  am  under  tho  impression 
that  tho  ti'Cubles  at  Metlakatla  are  more  serious  than  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  supposes.  Only  a  few 
months  ago  a  commission  was  sent  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  to  enquire  info  the  mattei*,  and  so  far  as  I  can  judge 
from  tho  report  of  that  commission,  tho  Indians  at  Met¬ 
lakatla  havo  only  insisted  on  what  they  think  to  be  their 
rights.  They  have  been  taught  under  the  Rev.  Mr.  Duncan 
for  a  number  of  years,  who,  as  my  hon.  friend  states,  has 
brought  these  savages  to  a  state  of  civilisation.  They  have 
their  own  councils,  they  have  their  own  factoi’ies  of  various 
kinds,  and  they  have  been  pux’suing  a  life  of  sobriety  and 
industry.  They  have  thoir  own  schools  and  their  own 
church,  and  they  have  established  a  council,  which  the 
authorities  in  tho  Pi’ovince  seem  to  complain  is  at  variance 
with  the  Indian  laws  passed  by  this  Parliament.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  think  it  would  be  well  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  enquire  voi*y  closely  in  what  respect  the  Indian  Act 
may  conflict  with  the  council  established  at  Metlakatla. 
That  council  has  grown  up  during  tho  past  twenty-five 
years,  having  existed  long  before  the  laws  of  Canada  were 
applied  to  British  Columbia.  The  Indians  along  tho  coast  ai*e, 
as  a  general  rule,  moro  or  less  under  the  influence  of  Mr. 
Duncan.  He  has  educated  them,  they  labor  along  the  coast 
in  various  capacities,  on  the  steamers  and  in  fishing, and  there 
is  scarcely  a  place  along  tho  coast  of  British  Columbia  and 
Alaska  where  the  influence  of  that  gentleman  among  the 
Indians  is  not  felt.  Now,  any  carelessness  or  dereliction  of 
duty  on  the  part  of  tho  Government  of  this  Dominion  or 
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the  officials  in  British  Columbia  will  have  a  tendency  to 
bring  on  an  Indian  war  in  that  Province  ;  and  we  know  from 
the  experience  of  our  neighbors  what  it  is  to  have  an  Indian 
war.  White  settlers  are  scattered  at  various  points  through¬ 
out  the  Province,  in  fishing,  in  mining,  and  in  agriculture  ; 
and  we  know  that  when  Indians  declare  war  they  take 
vengence  on  all  with  whom  they  come  in  contact,  whether 
innocent  or  guilty.  I  do  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  make  serious  enquiry  and  to  take  prompt  measures 
whereby  an  Indian  war  may  be  averted.  There  is  a  class  of 
men  who  would  like  to  see  an  Indian  war — the  class  who 
visit  the  coast  of  British  Columbia  to  traffic  in  intoxicating 
liquors  among  the  Indians,  and  who  are  prejudiced  against 
Mr.  Duncan  and  his  teachings,  on  account  of  his  successful 
repression  of  that  traffic  at  Metlakatla.  With  regard  to  what 
has  arisen  in  the  church  in  that  locality  I  do  not  wish  to 
express  an  opinion.  From  all  that  we  can  learn  and  from  the 
reports  of  that  commission,  there  does  not  seem  to  have  been 
much  Christian  charity  shown,  and  the  least  said  about  the 
matter  the  sooner  it  will  be  ended.  I  desire  simply  to  move 
in  amendment  to  my  hon.  friends’  motion  that  the  following 
words  be  added : 

Also  all  correspondence  including  the  Order  in  Council  recommending 
the  commutation  o;  the  death  sentence,  passed  bv  the  court  of  British 
Columbia  upon  the  murderer  of  Mr.  Yeomans. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYMN.  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend 
to  be  kind  enough  to  explain  how  his  amendment  agrees 
with  the  first  motion— what  relation  there  is  between  the 
two. 

Mr.  GORDON.  My  object  is  to  ascertain  all  the  facts  in 
connection  with  the  commutation  of  the  sentence.  It  is 
essential  that  wc  should  have  them,  ia  order  to  discuss  the 

whole  question  on  its  merits. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  murder  of  Mr.  Yeomans  took 
place  at  Stickeen  River.  He  was  in  company  with  some 
Indians,  one  of  whom,  unfortunately,  was  drowned.  Mr. 
Yeomans  did  not  report  the  accident,  as  is  required  by  the 
Indian  custom,  on  his  return  to  the  village.  He  was  then 
two  or  three  days  without  reporting  the  matter,  and  the 
Indians  looked  upon  him,  therefore,  as  in  same  way  privy 
to  bis  death.  The  relatives  of  the  drowned  man  took,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Indian  custom,  vengeance  on  Mr.  Yeomans; 
one  of  them  killed  him.  The  Indian  who  committed  the 
murder  was  arrested  and  taken  to  British  Columbia  to  be 
tried.  The  correspondence  of  the  Canadian  Government 
with  the  Indian  band  shows  what  the  custom  is,  and  also 
refers  to  the  fact  that  the  Indian  who  murdered  Mr. 
Yeomans,  it  was  feared  by  the  band,  would  not  receive 
a  fair  trial.  Of  course,  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
discontent  among  the  Indians,  not  only  in  that  particular 
locality  but  up  the  Stickeen  River,  and  the  representa¬ 
tions  from  that  district,  which  I  have  seen,  go  to  show 
that  there  is  a  very  serious  prospeet  of  disturbance  be¬ 
tween  the  Indians  and  the  white  population.  It  has  also 
been  represented  in  some  of  the  British  Columbia  papers 
that  the  Government  here  have  pressed  upon  the  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  British  Columbia  to  make  the  bishop,  or  Mis¬ 
sionary  Society  in  his  interest,  a  deed  of  two  acres  of  land 
within  the  Metlakatla  village.  The  Indians  declare  that  if 
that  be  done  they  will  burn  their  village  and  make  war  upon 
the  white  population.  No  doubt  this  matter  is  serious,  and 
there  are  a  number  of  things  connected  with  the  subject 
which  it  would  be  desirable  to  have. 

Mr .  BLAKE.  From  the  correspondence  it  appears  a  man- 
of-war  was  necessary  to  settle  the  differences  between  these 
holy  men.  The  Indians  settled  the  Yeomans  affair  accord¬ 
ing  to  their  notion,  and  the  bishop  and  the  other  people 
appealed  to  the  civil  power.  They  want  to  settle  the 
matter  according  to  their  notion,  with  vessels  of  war. 
Both  sides  seem  to  be  equally  Christian,  as  far  as  I  can 


Mr.  MILLS.  I  understand  that  one  of  the  vessels  of  war 
sent  there  was  an  American  vessel,  employed  to  assist  to 
keep  the  peace  in  the  British  territory. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  At  all  events,  the  papers 
will  be  brought  down,  as  I  understand  the  House  wants 
complete  information  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

ANTWERP  INTERNATIONAL  EXHIBITION, 

Mr.  BERGERON  moved  for: 

Copy  of  all  correspondence  between  this  Government  and  the  High 
Commissioner  in  England,  or  the  representatives  of  the  Belgian  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  conntry,  or  from  the  Belgian  authorities  at  home,  or  any 
other  correspondence  and  papers  concerning  the  International  Exhibi¬ 
tion  in  Antwerp. 

He  said:  We  were  told  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
by  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  that : 

“  An  International  Exhibition  will  be  opened  at  Antwerp  during  the 
present  year,  and  a  Ooloual  and  Indian  exhibition  is  to  be  held  iu  Lon¬ 
don  in  1886.  Canada  should,  I  think,  be  represented  in  her  various 
manufactures  and  natural  productions  on  both  occasions,  and  I  invoke 
your  consideration  of  the  best  means  of  aiding  in  these  important 
objects  ” 

I  saw,  the  other  day,  in  some  of  the  newspapers,  that  the 
commissioners  had  already  been  appointed.  This  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  money,  and  a  national  question  as  well,  and  from 
such  points  of  view  this  is  the  place  where  it  should  be  dis¬ 
cussed.  Wehave  had  an  example,  in  the  Paris  Exhibition  of 
1878,  of  what  these  exhibitions  are  for  us.  In  what  capa¬ 
city  are  we  invited  to  go  to  Antwerp  ?  Are  we  going  there 
as  a  nation,  or  only  as  a  colony?  Of  course,  any  member 
can  answer  that  without  having  the  response  from  the 
Government,  We  are  going  there  as  a  colony.  We  were 
there  in  that  capacity  in  1878.  I  read,  the  other  day,  in  a 
paper,  a  long  letter  signed  by  Mr.  Drolet,  who  was  one  of 
the  commissioners  in  1878,  who  knows  what  he  is  writing 
about,  and  who  gives  us  a  good  deal  of  information,  which 
may  excuse  my  presenting  this  motion  to-night.  At  that 
exhibition  we  had  a  little  place  in  the  great  square  which 
was  allotted  to  England.  Of  course,  this  was  quite  natural. 
At  that  exhibition,  Sir  Cunliffe  Owen,  who  was  the  English 
commissioner,  was  the  man  to  whom  everyone  had  to  ad¬ 
dress  himself  for  anything  concerning  Canada.  If  any¬ 
thing  was  wanted,  we  had  to  have  recourse  to  Sir  Cunliffo 
Owen.  It  even  went  so  far  that  official  invitations  had  to 
come  through  Sir  Cunliffe  Owen.  In  fact,  every  time  that 
Canada,  as  a  country,  had  to  show  herself,  she  was 
entirely  erased  and  put  aside  by  the  British  commis¬ 
sioner.  That  exposition  of  Canada’s  products  at  the 
Paris  Exhibition  of  1878,  cost  the  Dominion  Government 
over  $200,000.  What  were  the  benefits  which  we  derived  ? 
I  will  not  say  it  was  money  spent  for  nothing.  I  will 
not  say  it  did  not  do  good  to  Canada,  to  expose  her  pro¬ 
ducts  at  the  general  exhibition  in  Paris ;  but  I  may  say 
that,  under  other  circumstances,  we  should  have  had  per¬ 
haps,  200  per  cent,  more  benefit  than  we  derived 
from  that  exhibition.  I  may  give,  as  an  example, 
what  happened  to  a  merchant  of  Toronto  at  that  Paris 
Exhibition  of  1878,  and  perhaps  that  example  will  do  more 
than  a  long  speech,  to  explain  what  I  want  to  arrive  at. 
A  gentleman  from  Toronto,  named  Malcolm,  a  dealer  in 
leathers,  had  in  Paris  at  that  exhibition  a  splendid  show  of 
his  goods.  A  gentleman  visiting  the  part  allotted  to 
Canada  was  struck  by  the  sight  of  a  splendid  lady’s  saddle. 
He  wanted  to  buy  it.  Mr.  Malcolm  had  no  objection  to  sell 
it,  but  he  asked  him  to  wait  a  few  weeks,  and  told  him  it 
would  be  better  for  him  to  have  another  saddle  made  in 
Toronto  and  brought  to  Paris,  than  to  take  the  one  which 
was  exposed.  The  gentleman  consented  to  this,  and  Mr. 
Malcolm  sent  to  Toronto.  The  saddle  was  made  there  and 
shipped  over  to  France.  Mr.  Malcolm  had  a  notice  from 
the  Customs  authorities  to  go  for  that  saddle.  He  went  there. 
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and  he  was  not  asked  50  per  cent,  duty,  to  bring  it  to 
Paris,  he  was  not  asked  *75  per  cent,  duty,  but  it  was  en¬ 
tirely  prohibited;  he  could  not  bring  his  saddle  to  Paris 
and  sell  it,  but  he  had  to  send  it  to  England,  and  it 
had  to  pass  as  an  English  saddle  at  a  duty  of  5  per  cent.  If 
we  are  going  to  day  to  Antwerp  under  the  same  conditions, 
if  we  have  not  the  right  to  make  our  commercial  treaties 
with  the  different  nations  we  have  to  meet  in  the  markets 
of  Europe,  I  will  not  say  it  is  money  wasted,  but  I  think  we 
should  either  beg  our  Government  to  do  it,  or  should  find 
some  way  ourselves  to  do  what  we  want,  and  to  get  some 
commercial  relations  with  those  we  have  to  meet  over 
there,  and  then  these  exhibitions  of  our  goods  may  bring  us 
a  better  result.  I  may  say  something  further.  My  motion 
does  not  tend  to  that,  but  it  is  a  case  I  may  refer  to  en  pas¬ 
sant.  Every  nation  exposing  its  goods  in  these  great 
international  exhibitions  makes  it  a  duty  to  send  there  as 
its  representatives  men  who  speak  the  language  of  the 
nation  where  the  goods  are  exhibited.  In  France,  in  1878, 
Germany  was  represented  by  a  gentleman  who  spoke  as 
good  French  as  any  Parisian  in  Paris.  As  to  England, 
every  one  knows  that  the  Prince  of  Wales  speaks  French  as 
well  as  any  Parisian,  and  every  other  nationality,  without 
naming  them  all,  had  representatives  who  spoke  the  French 
language.  But  Canada  alone,  with  1,500,000  French 

Canadians,  was  represented  by  Mr.  Keefer,  who  did 
not  understand  one  word  of  French.  When  Marshal! 
McMahon  passed  before  the  exposition  of  Canada, 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  say  something  in  French ;  ho 
thought  that,  addressing  the  representative  of  a  country  in 
which  at  least  a  third  of  the  people  were  French,  he  would 
be  perfectly  well  understood  in  the  language  of  France  ;  and 
he  took  advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  thank  Canada  for 
her  generosity  in  sending  money  a  few  months  before  to 
the  relief  of  those  poor  people,  the  submerges  of  La  Loire  ; 
but,  when  he  thought  he  might  receive  one  word  of  acknow¬ 
ledgment  from  the  commissioner  of  Canada,  Mr.  Keefer 
made  a  bow  and  did  not  say  one  word.  After  the  Presi¬ 
dent  had  gone  away,  Mr.  Keefer  turned  to  a  gentleman 
beside  him,  and  said,  “  It  is  a  wonder,  and  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  it,  that  the  President  of  France  should  speak  to  us  as 
if  we  came  from  the  Department  of  La  Loire,”  that  was 
the  only  word  which  he  had  caught.  This  is  not  the  way 
in  which  to  arrange  these  things,  now  that  we  are  sending 
commissioners  to  Belgium,  where  French  is  the  official 
language.  It  is  true  that  the  Government  may  tell  me  that 
Mr.  Desjardins  or  some  other  gentleman  will  be  appointed. 
Some  gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Drolet  and  Mr.  Perreault 
were  there  in  1878,  but  they  acted  more  as  secretaries  than 
as  representatives  of  Canada,  and  probably  the  same  thing 
will  happen  now.  I  do  not  make  this -motion  for  the  sake 
of  having  a  French  Canadian  appointed.  I  do  not  ask 
them  to  appoint  a  French  Canadian  or  an  English  Canadian. 
Let  them  appoint  a  .Russian,  or  a  German,  or  any  other 
man,  but  let  him  understand  the  language  of  the  country 
in  which  Canada  is  exposing  her  goods.  I  am  not  speaking 
of  the  political  side  of  this  question,  but  only  of  the  com¬ 
mercial  side,  and  the  two  papers  in  which  Mr.  Drolet’s 
letter  appeared— La  Minerve  and  La  Presse — are  read  by 
thousands  of  readers  in  our  Province,  and  when  they  see  us 
voting  money  to  send  a  representative  of  this  country  to 
that  exhibition  they  will  be  perfectly  in  the  right  to  ask  us 
why  we  do  not  get  some  good  results  to  Canada  from  this 
expenditure.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  our  exposing  our 
goods  in  these  international  exhibitions?  What  would  be 
the  best  outcome  to  Canada  of  these  exhibitions  ?  Would 
it  not  be  to  have  commercial  relations,  commercial  treaties 
directly,  either  with  Belgium  or  Germany  or  France,  or  any 
other  of  these  countries  with  whom  we  might  be  placed  in 
commercial  relations  ?  I  remember  having  spoken  of  this  on 
the  hustings  one  day,  when  my  adversary  said  that  England 
was  opposed  to  our  making  treaties  with  any  other  nation. 
Mr.  Bergeron. 
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Well,  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  not  true.  I  know,  as  a  fact, 
that  England  is  above  these  little  annoyances.  England  is 
too  great  a  nation  to  prevent  5,000,000  of  her  sons  from 
dealing  with  other  nations.  And  if  we  do  so,  will  it  not  put 
us  in  a  position  to  pay  the  immense  debt  that  we  owe  to 
England  ?  For  these  considerations,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government— whether  it  happens  to  be 
Conservative  or  Liberal — to  treat  this  as  a  national  and  not 
as  a  party  question.  We  have  here  the  best  interests  of 
Canada  at  heart,  and  I  ask  the  hon.  members  here  assem¬ 
bled  to  say  something  or  to  propose  something  that  may 
throw  light  on  the  question  as  to  whether  we  may  have 
commercial  relations  with  the  different  countries  that  we 
shall  be  glad  to  meet  when  we  go  to  the  International 
Exhibition  at  Antwerp. 

Mr.  POPE.  Of  course  I  shall  not  undertake  to  discuss 
the  question  whether  Canada  ought  to  make  her  own 
treaties  or  not.  I  will  say,  however,  that  no  commission 
has  yet  been  appointed  in  this  country.  Some  gentlemen 
are  collecting  information  in  Canada,  and  exhibits  to  be 
sent  to  Antwerp  and  London,  but  no  commissioners  have 
been  appointed,  and  I  do  not  think  we  shall  appoint  any 
commission  for  the  Antwerp  Exhibition.  Sir  Charles  Tup- 
per  has  that  under  his  control.  Mr.  Law,  who  speaks 
■English,  French,  and  German,  is  there  attending  to  it  now. 
That  is  all  I  can  say  to  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  MASS'D E.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  quite  agree  with  the  re¬ 
marks  made  by  my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Beauharnois 
(Mr.  Bergeron),  but  I  think  his  motion  would  bo  more  com¬ 
plete  if  he  would  add  to  it  that  the  Government  should  fur¬ 
nish  us  with  copies  of  the  existing  tariff  between  Belgium 
and  England,  in  order  that  the  Canadian  exhibitors  in 
Antwerp  should  know  what  to  do,  and  not  be  subjected  to 
the  same  inconveniences  that  have  attended  them  at  former 
exhibitions. 

Mr.  AMYOT  moved  in  amendment: 

That  the  said  motion  be  amended  by  adding  the  following  words  at 
the  end  thereof “  And  also  copies  of  the  existing  tariff  between 
Belgium  and  England.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  this  is  a  very  proper  motion 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  made.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
various  officers  are  that  have  been  appointed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  reference  to  this  exhibition.  We  were  re¬ 
quested  by  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  to  give  our  best 
consideration  to  the  method  by  which  Canada  might  be  re¬ 
presented  there,  and  I,  at  any  rate,  thought  that  though 
the  invitation  was  couched  in  a  very  polite  form  of  words, 
yet  in  fact  and  substance  the  Government  had  already 
arranged  the  whole  business ;  that  some  time  before  we 
were  called  to  meet  here  and  in  this  very  polite  form  of 
words  to  consider  the  matter,  they  had  made  arrangemems, 
because  we  saw  it  announced  in  the  papers  that  Mr.  this, 
Mr.  that,  and  Mr.  the  other,  had  been  appointed  to  one 
office  or  the  other  to  attend  the  Antwerp  Exhibition,  and 
were  busy  about  the  necessary  preliminaries.  I  saw,  for 
example,  that  one  gentleman  who,  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
gentleman,  up  to  that  time  had  been  secretary  of  the  Manu¬ 
facturers’  Association  of  Ontario,  resigned  his  office  as 
secretary  and  received  a  handsome  testimonial  avowedly  on 
the  score  that  he  had  received  a  Government  appointment 
to  go  to  Antwerp — I  do  not  say  as  commissioner,  but  in 
one  shape  or  the  other.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  extend 
his  observations  beyond  the  somewhat  narrow  purview  of 
his  motion,  and  enter  into  a  much  larger  discussion  ;  and  he 
requested  us  all  to  discuss  this  question,  and  throw  some 
light  upon  it.  I  have  no  more  light  to  throw  upon  it  than 
I  endeavored  to  throw  upon  it  in  the  year  1882,  when  I 
presented  to  this  House  a  motion  which  I  believe  afforded  a 
practical  solution  of  the  question.  I  do  not  know  whether  I 
was  honored  by  the  support  of  the  hon.  member  for  Beauhar- 
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nois  or  not ;  Ido  not  remember.  There  were  six  or  seven  hon. 
gentlemen  from  this  Province  who  usually  act  with  me,  and 
who  acted  with  mo  on  that  occasion.  I  think,  Sir,  that  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  read  that  motion  over  again  he  will 
see  that  whether  he  agreed  with  me  then  or  not,  we  acted 
pretty  well.  Now,  it  is  not  necessary  to  discuss  the  matter, 
for  I  am  quite  sure  that  when  this  House  comes  to  a  con¬ 
clusion  upon  the  lines  of  that  motion,  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  obtaining  from  the  Imperial  authori¬ 
ties  power  to  do  what  is  therein  described. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

DOMINION  LICENSE  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  BERGERON  moved  for  : 

Correspondence  between  this  Government  and  the  Local  Government 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  about  the  working  of  the  License  Act. 

He  said :  This  is  another  very  important  question.  Two 
years  ago  the  Government  here  thought  it  wise  to  pass  a  law 
which  has  been  called  the  Federal  License  Act.  It  only 
worked  one  year,  when  the  question  of  the  constitutionality 
of  the  Act  was  raised,  and  I  understood  a  fow  weeks  before 
the  Session  commenced  that  the  Supreme  Court  had  declared 
the  Act  unconstitutional.  Now,  the  Local  Governments  also 
are  granting  licenses,  and  so  far  as  we  have  heard  to  the 
contrary,  this  Government  continues,  and  wi  1  continue,  to 
issue  licenses.  There  is  a  conflict  somewhere.  The  hotel 
keeper  or  other  person  who  wants  a  license  wishes  to  know 
to  whom  he  shall  apply.  Should  he  apply  to  the  local 
authority,  or  should  he  apply  to  the  federal  authority  ?  As 
a  rule  the  applicant  for  a  license  is  not  a  lawyer,  and 
is  not  au  educated  man.  He  is  not  bound  to  know  ail 
these  things,  and  I  think  it  is  our  duty  here  to  advise 
him  how  to  act.  Now,  a  circumstance  occurred  the  other 
day,  in  Montreal,  which  led  me  to  move  this  motion. 
Last  year  Mr.  Desnoyers,  one  of  the  magistrates  in  Montreal, 
was  one  of  the  federal  commissioners  to  grant  licenses.  In 
that  capacity  he  granted  a  license  to  Mr.  Beliveau,  an  hotel 
keeper,  who  paid  for  that  license  $200,  besides  the  costs  of 
the  federal  officer,  $15  or  $20,  I  believe.  The  hotel  keeper 
was  then  perfectly  sure  he  had  acted  according  to  law.  This 
law  had  been  put  into  force  by  the  Governor  General  of  this 
country,  and  it  had  been  passed  in  this  House  by  an  over¬ 
whelming  majority,  and  Mr.  Beliveau  naturally  thought  he 
was  perfectly  safe.  But  when  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
declared  that  the  Dominion  Act  was  unconstitutional,  the 
Quebec  commissioners  sent  an  officer  to  arrest  Beliveau  for 
selling  liquor  without  a  license.  He  was  brought  before 
Mr.  Desnoyers,  acting  magistrate  of  Montreal,  on  a  charge 
of  selling  liquor  without  a  license,  and  he  was  condensed  to 
pay  $75,  including  costs.  The  defendant  says  that  he  has 
not  been  treated  justly.  I  did  not  hear  the  evidence  in  the 
ease.  I  was,  however,  under  the  impression,  last  year,  that 
there  was  some  understanding,  at  least  between  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government  and  the  Government  of  Quebec — I  know 
there  cannot  be  much  understanding  between  this  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Ontario  Government— under  which  men  hold¬ 
ing  licenses  from  Ottawa  should  not  be  sued  by  the  local 
authorities,  and  that  persons  holding  licenses  from  the  Que¬ 
bec  Government  should  not  be  sued  by  the  Ottawa  officers. 
I  may  have  misunderstood  the  matter,  and  I  desire  this  cor¬ 
respondence  to  be  brought  down,  in  order  to  ascertain  whe¬ 
ther  there  is  anyway  of  settling  the  claim  of  that  poor  man, 
Beliveau,  or  any  other  man  who  may  be  in  a  gimilar  position. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Once  again  the  hon.  gentleman  has  opened 
a  question  very  much  larger  than  the  comparatively  inno¬ 
cent  terms  of  his  motion  would  seemed  to  indicate.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  thinks  that  is  so,  as  he  wants  the 
motion  to  be  carried  very  speedily,  but  it  cannot  be  carried 
for  a  moment  or  two  yet.  The  hon.  member  wishes  us  to 
remedy  the  grievances  of  those  unfortunate  tavern  keepers 
who  have  been  ground  between  the  greater  and  the  lesser 


power,  between  the  upper  and  the  nether  millstone,  and 
have  suffered  great  hardship.  He  explains  to  us  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  set  them  right.  As  far  as  the  Government  are  con¬ 
cerned,  they  deny  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition,  fori  see 
that  a  respectablo  person  of  that  class,  at  Halifax,  tele¬ 
graphed  to  the  appropriate  Minister,  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue,  to  know  whether  they,  the  tavern  keepers,  would 
bo  held  safe  if  they  took  out  licenses  under  the  Govern¬ 
ment  commissioners,  and  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  told  them  to  act  on  their  own  responsibility 
and  at  their  own  risk ;  they  would  not  be  defended 
by  this  Government  in  case  anything  went  wrong. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  also  pointed  out  to  us 
that  he  thought  this  law  was  surely  right,  because  it  was 
passed  in  this  House  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  of 
which  he  was  one.  I  may  assure  him  that  not  only  this  law 
which  was  passed  by  an  overwhelming  majority  or  any 
other  law  is  either  good  in  point  of  policy  or  in  point  of  law 
because  a  majority  passed  it,  although  the  hon.  member  was 
one  of  them.  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  is,  as  I  have 
said,  one  of  wider  and  of  pressing  importance.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  indicated  to  us  that  he  thought  there  was  an 
understanding  botween,  at  all  events,  the  Quebec  and  the 
federal  authorities,  that  neither  should  hurt  the  other’s 
licensees.  No  such  understanding  has  been  made  public  at 
least,  and  I  have  not  that  means  of  information  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  possess  as  to  the  existence  of  such  an 
understanding,  and  I  am  sure  every  one  will  be  much  in¬ 
terested  to  hear  of  it.  However  that  may  be  as  regards 
Quebec,  the  opinion  of  Ontario,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  Manitoba  and  British  Columbia,  with  respect  to  this 
license  question,  is  sufficiently  pronounced  ;  because  these 
have  all  officially  declared  themselves  to  be  hostile  to  the>  e 
encroachments,  as  they  believed  them  to  be,  and  as  the 
courts  have  decided  them  to  be  up  to  this  point,  on  the  part 
of  the  Federal  Parliament.  A  little  while  ago  an  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot) 
or  the  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins)  enquired 
of  the  Government  whether  it  was  their  intention  to  order 
the  commissioners  under  the  Dominion  license  law  to 
act  this  year.  The  First  Minister,  with  a  very  grave  face 
and  diplomatic  air,  said  that  this  subject  was  receiving  the 
anxious  consideration  of  the  Government,  and  wo  certainly 
expected  that  so  soon  as  that  anxious  consideration  had 
borne  fruit  and  a  decision  had  been  arrived  at,  this  House 
would  have  been  told  what  the  Government  intended  to  do. 
But  instead  of  that  being  done,  the  very  next  thing  we  find, 
the  anxious  consideration  having  terminated,  but  without 
any  communication  having  been  made  to  this  House  of  the 
Government’s  intention,  is  from  the  ordinary  sources  of 
information,  that  all  through  the  country,  from  Yancouver 
to  Halifax,  the  Government  commissioners  have  been 
ordered  to  act.  This  Act  was  passed  in  1883,  contrary  to  our 
protests.  Wo  declared  that  it  was  upon  a  mistaken  notion 
of  the  law  that  it  was  proposed.  It  was  passed  then  as  an 
Act  of  necessity.  Last  year  it  had  been  proved  not  to  be 
necessary,  and  we  called  for  its  repeal.  Its  repeal  was 
refused.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Bergeron)  was 
amongst  thoso  who  refused  it.  We  then  called  for  its  sus¬ 
pension,  and  the  Government  in  the  end  so  far  yielded  that 
they  agreed,  not  that  the  Act  should  be  suspended,  but 
that  the  penalties  should  be  suspended,  until  a  certain  time. 
They  also  arranged  to  obtain  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  that  has  been  given  unanimously  against 
the  Act ;  and  now  we  find,  that  without  submitting 
the  matter  further  to  Parliament,  without  even  as  yet 
communicating — for  they  have  not  communicated,  though 
they  have  been  called  on  to  do  so — the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  without  having  come  to  a  decision,  or  at  all 
events  without  having  announced  their  conclusion  to 
Parliament  and  stated  what  they  were  about  to  do  further, 
the  Government  have  taken  this  other  executive  step  and 
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have  called  on  their  commissioners  to  act.  It  is  very  clear 
what  should  be  done  :  It  is,  to  repeal  the  Act  in  so  far  as 
it  has  been  declared  unconstitutional,  and  so  desist  from 
this  effort  to  encroach  upon  that  which  the  judicial  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  Can¬ 
ada  have  agreed  to  be  within  provincial  jurisdiction.  If 
that  is  not  done,  at  all  events  we  should  suspend  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Act  altogether,  while  the  Government  are  making 
further  efforts  to  save  their  reputation,  somewhat  battered 
in  this  matter,  and  acquire,  if  they  can,  a  justification  for 
encroachment  on  provincial  rights.  What  have  the  Govern¬ 
ment  done  ?  Last  year  they  compelled  the  license  victual¬ 
lers,  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  to  pay  $15 
fora  license.  For  what  good?  The  Dominion  Government 
were  not  going  to  exact  any  penalties  if  the  people  failed  to 
take  out  their  licenses.  It  turned  out  that  the  Government 
could  give  those  people  nothing  in  return  for  their  money. 
Besides  all  the  trouble,  annoyance  and  difficulty  connected 
with  the  matter,  the  dealers  were  money  out  of  pocket. 
And  what  is  to  be  done  this  year?  We  had  a  difficulty 
created  by  a  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  You  go  on, 
Sir,  in  the  same  direction,  calling  on  them  to  make  a  double 
set  of  applications  and  pay  a  double  set  of  fees.  Is  it  to 
pay  these  cormorants,  the  commissioners  whom  you  have 
established  all  over  the  country,  or  if  not,  for  what  reason 
do  you  insist  in  keeping  this  Act  in  operation  ?  I  say  if  you 
insist  on  further  trying  this  question,  at  any  rate  if  you  do 
not  repeal  the  Act,  suspend  its  operation;  or  if  you  will  not  do 
that,  at  any  rate  suspend  the  operation  of  the  penalties,  so 
that  even  without  a  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  until 
Parliament  meets  again,  that  part  of  the  Act  may  bo  in¬ 
operative.  There  are  three  things  open  to  us.  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  fii’st ;  failing  that,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  second ; 
and  failing  that,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  third ;  but  I  say  it  is 
intolerable  to  leave  matters  as  they  are  to-day  and  allow 
these  applications  to  be  made  all  over  the  country,  allow 
this  class  of  the  community  to  be  harassed,  allow  the  com¬ 
munity  itself,  which  is  interested  in  limiting  the  licenses,  to 
be  harassed  by  a  double  set  of  applications,  and  all  these 
transactions  which  were  so  regretted  last  year  to  be  repeated 
this  year,  simply  in  order  that  the  Government  may  not  be 
humbled  by  an  acknowledgment  that  they  made  a  great 
misstep?  The  question  raised  by  the  hon.  member  is  an 
important  one,  and  though  I  cannot  acquit  him  of  his  share 
in  the  responsibility  of  passing  this  Act,  I  hope  that  he  sees  it 
in  a  different  light  from  what  he  saw  it  in  1883  and  1884. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  in  a  few  days  he  will  be  called  on  to 
vote  on  this  question,  and  I  hope  that  this  time  he  will 
vote  with  me. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  The  hon.  chief  of  the  Opposition  is 
quite  right  in  saying  that  this  is  an  unpopular  measure. 
Two  years  ago,  in  1883,  when  we  were  called  upon  to  pass 
a  license  law  by  the  federal  Parliament,  I,  as  every 
man  here,  thought  I  had  good  reasons  for  the  course  I 
took  on  that  occasion.  It  was  thought  proper  then  to  make 
the  license  law  a  Federal  one  instead  of  a  provincial  one,  as 
it  had  been  before.  I  had  no  doubt,  because  I  have  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Government,  that  when  the  Government  pro¬ 
posed  such  a  law  to  Parliament,  they  were  in  earnest ;  they 
based  their  judgment  then,  as  I  understood,  on  a  report  of 
the  courts,  which  declared  the  provincial  law  to  be  uncon¬ 
stitutional.  The  new  law  was  only  put  in  operation  in 
1884 ;  it  was  the  first  year  it  was  put  in  operation,  and  like 
any  new  law,  it  did  not  work  immediately  as  well  as  it 
should  have  worked.  It  was,  I  may  say,  unpopular,  and 
one  reason  was  that  it  cost  a  little  more  than  the 
provincial  Act.  Tavern  keepers  and  hotel  keepers  paid  a 
few  dollars  more  license  than  formerly.  But  another 
reason,  and  a  great  deal  more  important  one,  in  my  mind, 
than  the  question  of  money,  was  this  :  That  formerly  the 
people  of  the  parishes,  the  municipal  officers,  those  who 
Mr.  Blake. 


knew  the  good  and  the  honest  from  the  bad,  and  the  dis¬ 
honest  tavern  keepers,  were  the  parties  called  upon  to  give 
or  to  refuse  licenses.  I  am  not  saying  anything  new  either 
to  the  Government  or  to  the  hon. gentlemen  opposite,  when 
I  say  that  our  people  were  surprised  to  see  strangers  coming 
in  and  saying :  You  shall  have  a  license,  or  you  shall  not. 
But  when  that  law  was  made  we  were,  and  I  was,  under  the 
impression — and  I  say  it  sincerely — that  it  had  to  be  made 
by  this  Parliament,  that  the  local  laws  on  this  question 
were  unconstitutional.  It  is  true  that  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  last  year  proposed  a  repeal  of  this  law.  He 
says,  and  I  hope  he  did  not  say  it  in  any  sneering  way,  that 
I  did  not  vote  for  the  repeal  of  this  law  which  to-day  I  do 
not  look  upon  as  being  as  good  as  the  local  laws.  I  did  not 
vote  with  him,  Sir,  and  I  will  tell  you  why*  It  has  been 
said  before,  and  I  repeat  that  every  man  voting  in  this 
House  has  not  to  rise  up  and  give  his  reasons  for  or 
against  any  measure  that  may  come  before  the  House.  One 
or  two  can  do  it,  and  when  we  follow  them,  people  are 
supposed  to  believe  that  we  agree  with  them.  We, 
members  of  this  House,  made  a  law  in  1883,  and  that 
law  was  just  one  year  in  operation.  It  is  true  that  a 
judgment  had  been  rendered  in  the  courts  against  it, 
or  rather  that  a  judgment  was  rendered  which  showed  that 
a  previous  judgment  on  which  the  law  was  framed  was  not 
a  proper  one.  We  had  two  judgments,  and  we  were  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty ;  and  I  ask  any  reasonable  man,  either 
here  or  outside  of  this  House,  could  we,  as  sensible  men, 
say  immediately,  without  being  sure,  that  the  law  We  had 
made  the  previous  year  was  not  a  good  one  ?  We  w-ere  not 
fools,  and  wo  did  not  do  that.  I  believed  like  the  majority, 
and  like  sensible,  earnest  men  we  voted  against  the 
repeal  of  Ike  law.  Since  then  that  question  has  been 
brought  before  the  courts .  The  Supreme  Court  of  Canada, 
in  which  I  have  not  the  greatest  confidence  in  the  world, 
has  declared  it  unconstitutional.  I  believe  that  was  a 
good  point  for  the  court ;  I  believe  they  were  right ; 
I  wish  the  law  to  be  unconstitutional ;  I  wish  the 
licenses  to  be  issued  by  the  local  authorities.  If  I  voted 
for  that  law  it  was  not  because  I  was  in  favor  of  it,  but 
because  I  thought  the  local  laws  were  unconstitutional.  The 
leader  of  the  Opposition  says  we  put  ourselves  in  a  bad 
place,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  him  in  that  point  of  view. 
Whenever  we  are  making  laws  here  we  are  doing 
it  seriously ;  it  is  important  work,  and  I  am  sure  every 
hon.  member  here  understands  the  responsibility  rest¬ 
ing  on  him.  We  are  not  here  for  pleasure  or  amuse¬ 
ment,  and  when  that  law  was  made,  it  was  done,  as  I 
heard  people  on  this  side  say,  because  we  thought  we  could 
not  help  it ;  we  had  to  do  it.  The  question  is,  how  to  get 
right  to-day  ?  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
Government  should  come  down  and  say  what  they  intend 
to  do — whether  they  intend  to  uphold  the  law  or  to  appeal 
from  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court.  That  is  not  my 
business,  and  when  they  do  something  I  will  judge  it  for 
myself.  I  may  say,  however,  that  I  have  advised  the  hotel 
keepers  and  the  tavern  keepers  in  my  county  to  take  the 
licenses  from  the  local  authorities,  from  whom  they  used  to 
take  them  before. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
appears  to  be  anxious  for  provincial  rights,  but  would  it 
not  be  well  for  him  to  take  into  considei’ation  the  municipal 
rights  in  this  matter.  He  thinks  this  Government  took 
from  the  Local  Government  rights  belonging  to  them,  but 
I  ask  him,  as  a  lawyer,  did  not  the  Provincial  Governments 
take  from  the  municipalities  rights  which  belonged  to  them? 
Of  course  the  hon.  gentleman  sneers,  as  he  always  does  at 
every  person  who  speaks  on  this  side ;  he  is  welcome  to 
sneer — he  knows  that.  But  were  not  the  licenses  granted 
by  the  municipal  councils  ?  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  deny 
that  ?  And  did  not  the  Local  Government  take  away  from 
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the  municipal  councils  rights  which  belonged  to  them  for 
political  purposes  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  deny  that  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Ido. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  You  do!  When  Mr.  Mowat 
passed  a  license  law  ho  said  he  would  appoint  one  Conserva¬ 
tive  and  two  Reformers.  This  he  did  do  the  first  year,  but 
refused  to  do  it  a  second  time,  and  iias  not  done  it  sinco.  It 
is  a  well  known  fact  that  through  Ontario  certain  men,  for 
political  purposes,  get  licenses  on  buildings  that  are  merely 
little  huts,  while  men  wbo  have  good,  decent  hotels  are 
refused.  What  does  this  law  do?  It  gives  back  a  portion 
of  the  power  and  license  fees  to  the  municipalities  of  which 
they  had  been  robbed  by  the  Mowat  Government ;  and  the 
warden,  the  judge  and  one  man  appointed  by  the  Federal 
Government,  are  to  give  the  licenses.  Is  that  not  better  than 
to  have  three  men  appointed,  as  they  were  under  the  Crooks’ 
Act,  to  give  licenses  for  political  purposes  and  no  other.  The 
licenses  given  by  the  municipal  councils,  I  contend,  were 
better  given,  and  the  hotel  keepers  were  better  looked  after 
and  lived  within  the  law  better  than  at  the  present  time. 
And  what  do  we  find  ?  Under  the  old  municipal  law,  when 
they  granted  the  licenses,  they  were  only  $30,  while  under 
the  new  law  they  are  $60.  Mowat  and  his  Government 
were  not  satisfied  with  a  portion  of  the  $30 — they  had  to 
get  $60  without  any  increase  to  the  municipalities.  This 
is  not  denied;  and  I  contend  that  the  McCarthy  Act  is 
the  best  License  Act  ever  placed  on  the  Statute  Book. 
If  Mr,  Mowat  had  left  the  authority  as  it  was  with  the 
municipal  councils,  we  would  not  have  asked  for  an  Act 
from  the  Federal  Government ;  but  the  people  do  not  want 
to  lose  every  i-ight  they  have.  If  this  Government  is 
guilty  of  centralising  everything  in  the  city  of  Ottawa,  Mr. 
Mowat  is  guilty  of  centralising  everything  in  the  city  of 
Toronto.  Hon.  gentlemen  need  not  sneer ;  they  know  it  is 
true.  Let  a  man  enter  a  suit  in  court,  and  it  is  not  ended 
until  it  is  decided  in  Toronto.  At  one  time  the  judges  had 
the  right  to  appoint  clerks  and  bailiffs,  but  that  has  been 
takon  away.  Day  after  day  the  municipalities  have  been 
losing  rights  they  had,  and  I  wish,  for  my  part,  there  was 
not  any  such  a  thing  as  a  Local  Government  in  the  country, 
for  I  believe  we  should  be  better  off  to  day  without  them, 
as  they  are  ruining  the  country  with  their  extravagance 
and  expense. 

Mr.GIROUARD.  This  question  is  not  a  question  of  feeling 
or  sentiment.  It  is  not  whether  we  were  asked  to  prevent  the 
municipal  or  provincial  authorities  from  granting  licenses. 
The  question  is  a  legal  one,  and  so  it  has  been  considered 
in  the  past.  In  1881,  in  the  case  of  Russell  vs.  The  Queen, 
a  decision  was  given  by  the  Privy  Council  to  the  effect,  as 
we  understood  it  then,  that  the  Provincial  Parliaments  had 
no  right  to  grant  licenses.  A  year  later,  in  Hodge  vs.  The 
Queen,  a  somewhat  contradictory  decision  was  given  by  the 
same  authority.  The  Supreme  Court,  in  its  last  decision, 
when  the  constitutionality  of  the  Act  was  before  it,  admit¬ 
ted  that  the  two  decisions  were  contradictory.  Under  these 
circumstances  we  were  right  in  referring  the  question  to 
the  Supreme  Court.  Now,  what  have  we  to  do  ?  The  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  is  not  final  upon  any  constitutional 
question;  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  is  an  able 
lawyer,  knows  that  much  better  than  any  member  of  this 
House.  In  order  to  have  a  final  decision,  you  must  resort 
to  the  Privy  Council  of  England,  and  therefore  on  this 
question  there  is  nothing  decided  finally  to-day.  If  this 
Government  does  not  go  to  the  Privy  Council,  any  indi¬ 
vidual  in  the  country  will  have  a  right  to  carry  a  case  there 
after  beginning  it  at  the  court  of  lowest  jurisdiction,  and  then 
taking  it  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  then  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  then  to  the  Privy  Council.  There  is  always  an 
appeal  from  the  Supreme  Court  to  the  Privy  Council  on  con¬ 
stitutional  questions;  therefore,  I  contend,  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  appeal  this  case  to  the  Privy 


Council,  unless,  on  reasons  of  public  policy,  it  chooses  to 
petition  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  pass  a  statulo  declaring 
that  the  constitution  of  186  ?  is  in  the  senso  of  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  There  are  only  the  two  steps  to  be 
taken,  and  I  defy  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  to  contradict 
my  statement — either  to  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council,  or  to 
ask  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  define  the  constitution  of 
1861,  as  it  is  defined  by  the  Supremo  Court  of  Canada. 
Until  that  is  done,  I  agree  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  that  the  Act  should  be  suspended.  Last  year  it  was 
partly  suspended,  and  I  was,  1  may  say,  in  favor  of  its 
total  suspension,  until  the  decision  of  tho  proper  authorities 
should  be  obtained.  The  loader  of  the  Opposition  says, 
that  at  least  the  penalties  should  bo  suspended.  That  is 
already  the  law.  The  statute  of  last  year,  as  I  read  it,  says 
the  penalties  shall  bo  suspended  until  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  and  the  Privy  Council  shall  bo  obtained. 
I  am  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  penalties  being  suspended,  but 
I  would  go  farther,  seeing  that  there  is  a  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  against  the  law.  There  is  a  strong  presump¬ 
tion  that  it  is  unconstitutional ;  ray  own  opinion  as  a  law¬ 
yer  is,  that  it  is  constitutional,  but  we  know  that  lawyers 
do  not  always  agree.  However,  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government,  not  only  to  suspend  the  penalties,  but  to 
suspend  the  Act  entirely,  until  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  is  obtained. 

Mr.  LISTER.  As  this  is  a  matter  which  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  said  a  few  moments  ago  would  probaby  come 
before  the  House  in  a  few  days,  I  think  it  is  premature  to 
discuss  it  now.  However,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  with 
reference  to  tho  speech  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Hastings  (Mr.  White).  I  think  he  was  not  very  long  on  his 
feet  before  he  convinced  the  House  that  he  knew  nothing 
at  all  of  the  subject  under  discussion.  He  talked  about  the 
Parliament  of  Ontario  taking  from  municipalities  rights 
which  they  had  before.  The  Parliament  of  Ontario  had  a 
perfect  right  to  do  that,  as  it  was  a  matter  over  which  that 
Parliament  had  jurisdiction.  He  seemed  to  blame  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Ontario  for  taking  away  from  the  municipalities  the 
right  to  issue  licenses.  Sir,  at  the  last  Session  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment, when  the  Bill  now  under  discussion  was  beiDg  passed,  a 
clause  was  incorporated  in  it,  expressly  reserving  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  tho  rights  which  existed  previous  to  Con¬ 
federation.  My  hon.  leader  proposed  an  amendment,  giving 
the  same  rights  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  gets  up  to-night  and  is  so  loud  in  his  pro¬ 
tests  against  the  Local  Government, was  found  voting  against 
the  resolutions  for  giving  back  the  rights  of  the  municipali¬ 
ties  which  were  taken  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and 
which  he  voted  to  give  to  the  Province  of  Quebec.  That  is 
the  consistency  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  so  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  see,  since  I  have  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this  House. 
So  far  as  this  question  is  concerned,  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  represented  to  the  House  that  he  did  not  want  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  rights  of  the  Provinces,  or  to  take  from  them 
tho  right  which  they  supposed  they  had,  in  fact,  exer¬ 
cised  for  fifteen  or  sixteen  years,  and  he  caused  the  Govern  - 
ment  to  make  the  statement  that  the  interference  was  an 
imperative  necessity  and  not  a  matter  of  policy.  He  caused 
the  Governor  General  to  make  that  statement  as  an  excuse 
for  introducing  legislation  into  this  House,  which  took  from 
the  Province  of  Ontario  the  undoubted  right  to  issue  licenses  ; 
and  upon  that  statement  a  Bill  was  passed,  against  the  wishes 
ofthe  temperance  people  of  this  country  and  without  being 
asked  for  by  the  liquor  dealers.  Nobody  asked  for  it ;  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  passed  it  in  pursuance  of  a  promise  made 
in  the  elections  of  1882,  that  if  he  got  into  power  he  would 
show  that  little  man  Mowat - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Tyrant. 

Mr.  LISTER — that  little  tyrant,  Mowat,  what  he  would 
do.  It  was  in  pursuance  of  that  threat,  and  not  because  it 
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was  a  necessity,  that  that  legislation  was  passed  in  his  House. 
In  the  coarse  of  twelve  months  the  courts  decided  that  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Local  Legislatures  to  issue  licenses 
and  to  regulate  the  sale  of  liquors.  That  decision  did  not 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that  this  Parliament  had  not  a  concurrent 
power,  but  it  decided  that  it  was  not  an  imperative  neces¬ 
sity  on  the  part  of  this  Parliament  to  pass  that  law.  What¬ 
ever  were  the  reasons  which  prompted  the  gentlemen  on  the 
the  other  side  of  the  House  to  support  that  law,  the  first 
duty  of  the  Government,  after  that  decision,  was  to  repeal 
it.  But  instead  of  doing  that  they  harassed  the  liquor  men 
of  this  country ;  they  doubled  the  number  of  licenses  ;  and 
instead  of  protecting  the  people  and  restraining  the  evil 
which  they  said  existed,  they  doubly  increased  it  at  the 
expense  of  the  liquor  men,  and  against  the  wish  of  those  in 
favor  of  temperance.  They  appointed  their  boards  of 
license  commissioners,  and  they  took  a  tax  from  the  people 
of  this  country,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
licence  inspectors,  who  were  of  no  use  whatever. 
There  was  not  one  prosecution  under  that  Act,  but  every 
prosecution  that  took  place,  every  enforcement  of  the  law 
that  was  attempted,  was  on  the  part  of  inspectors  appointed 
by  the  Local  Government.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  return  those  men  the  money  which  they  have  illle 
gaily  taken  from  them  under  that  Act,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  introduced  this  motion  said  properly  that  people 
did  not  know  what  they  were  giving  their  money  for.  I 
say  here,  and  I  believe  I  am  giving  utterance  to  the  feeling 
of  the  people  through  the  whole  country,  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  this  Government,  instead  of  trying  to  wrest  from  the 
Provinces  tho  rights  they  claim,  and  which  the  courts  have 
docidod  are  theirs,  to  give  them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and 
return  them  their  rights.  They  are  able  to  exercise  them 
better  than  wo  can,  as  they  have  proved  in  tho  past.  There 
is  not  one  Province  in  this  Dominion  that  can  be  found 
acquiescing,  confirming,  or  in  any  way  recognising  the  law 
this  Parliament  enacted.  They  are  satisfied  that  things  should 
be  as  they  were,  and  all  they  ask  of  us  is  to  give  them  back 
the  powers  which  they  had  previous  to  the  passing  of  this 
Act.  That  Act  having  failed,  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  repeal  it.  If  we  should  not  repeal  it,  it  is  our  duty 
to  su-pend  its  action  altogether,  and  not  go  through 
the  legal  farce  of  calling  upon  people  to  take  out 
a  license  which  can  give  them  no  protection  whatevei’. 
So  far  as  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  concerned,  every 
man  who  sells  under  Dominion  license  and  without  a  pro¬ 
vincial  license  will  be  prosecuted  as  far  as  the  Province  can 
prosecute  him.  There  is  not  a  tavern  keeper  in  Ontario, 
be  he  a  Conservative  or  Reformer,  who  will  be  found  taking 
a  license  from  this  Government.  This  Government  having 
no  right  to  issue  licenses,  they  carnot  enforce  the  collection 
of  foes  ;  they  cannot  prosecute  successfully  one  man  in  the 
whole  Province  of  Ontario.  I  believe  there  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever,  notwithstanding  what  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  has  said,  about  the  constitutionality  of  the 
law,  that  the  highest  court  of  the  realm  will  hold  that  that 
law  is  unconstitutional,  that  this  Parliament  has  no  power 
whatever  to  deal  with  the  question.  It  is  so  held  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  I  believe  that  decision  will  be  con¬ 
firmed  by  the  Privy  Council.  But  why  go  to  the  Privy 
Council,  why  seek  to  deprive  the  Provinces  of  the  rights 
our  courts  decide  that  they  possess  ?  There  has  been  and 
there  is  in  this  Parliament  a  tendency  to  encroach  on  the 
rights  of  the  Provinces,  and  if  we  go  on  as  we  are  doing 
we  will  have  a  legislative  instead  of  a  federal  union.  There 
will  then  be  no  protection  for  a  certain  Province  in  this 
Dominion.  It  is  of  the  most  vital  importance  that  they 
stand  by  the  Liberals  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  in 
asserting  the  provincial  rights  whenever  and  wherever 
they  come  up. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  has  already  announced  that  we  are  going 
Mr,  Lister, 
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to  have  an  opportunity  of  voting  on  this  question  before  the 
Session  is  through,  and  I  presume,  therefore,  there  will  be 
abundant  opportunity  of  discussing  it  at  greater  length 
before  that  time.  But  in  the  meantime,  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to  an  error  into  which  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  fallen,  in  relation  to  the  action  of  this 
House  when  the  McCarthy  Bill,  as  it  is  called,  was  before 
us.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  by  the  amendment  put  into 
that  Act  by  the  majority  of  this  House,  it  was  resolved  to 
reserve  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  certain  rights  which 
she  enjoyed  before  Confederation,  with  reference  to  tho 
issuing  of  licenses,  and  that  when  it  was  attempted  to  pass 
a  similar  motion  in  the  other  Provinces  the  same  majority 
voted  that  down.  It  is  as  well  to  point  out  that  these  hon. 
gentlemen  who  talk  so  loudly  of  provincial  rights  and  of 
the  importance  of  leaving  to  the  different  Provinces  free¬ 
dom  of  action  in  relation  to  this  question  of  licenses,  ought, 
at  least,  to  remember  that  the  motion  that  they  made  with 
regard  to  the  other  Provinces  was  a  motion  to 
destroy  the  action  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures  in  relation 
to  this  very  question.  The  difference  between  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Quebec  and  the  other  Provinces  was  this,  that  before 
Confederation  in  Quebec,  the  municipal  councils  had  the 
power  of  their  own  individual  action,  without  the  interven¬ 
tion  of  the  ratepayers  in  any  way  whatever,  to  refuse 
licenses.  The  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  as  repre¬ 
sented  in  their  Legislature,  had  never  repealed  that,  had 
never  modified  it  or  altered  it  in  any  way  whatever.  They 
were  satisfied  with  the  law  as  it  existed  before  Confederation, 
and  the  amendment  that  was  made  by  Parliament  when 
the  McCarthy  Act  was  brought  in  was  simply  that,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  Provincial  Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  had  in  no  way  signified  by  its  own  action  a  disposition 
to  change  the  law  as  it  existed  prior  to  Confederation,  we 
ought  not  to  interfere  and  override  that  law.  But  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  particularly,  and  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  saying  in  the  other  Provinces  as  well — certainly  in  On¬ 
tario — and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment  having  relation 
to  all  the  Provinces  has  therefore  relation  to  Ontario  among 
the’  others — the  Local  Legislature  had,  by  its  Act,  signified 
its  disapproval  of  the  law  as  it  existed  before  Confederation. 
The  Province  of  Ontario  had  adopted  a  new  law,  and  what 
these  hon.  gentlemen  wanted  us  to  do  was  this,  that  we 
should,  by  our  Act,  set  up  our  judgment  as  against  the 
modifications  of  that  law  adopted  by  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  that  we  should  go  back  to  the  law  which 
that  Province,  by  its  own  Legislature,  having,  as  it 
supposed,  the  power  to  legislate  for  itself,  had  set  aside. 
I  can  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  saying  that  we 
were  doing  that  under  the  McCarthy  Act,  that  we  were 
changing  the  law  under  the  McCarthy  Act;  but  if  we 
were,  there  was  no  proposal  by  those  hon.  gentlemen  that 
we  should  include  the  provisions  of  the  Crooks’  Act,  the 
provisions  of  an  Act  which  Ontario  had  itself  adopted,  but 
there  was  a  proposal  that  we  should  set  aside  the  decision 
which  Ontario,  in  its  Legislature,  had  adopted  as  applicable 
to  the  Province  itself,  and  substitute  a  different  state  of 
things — a  state  of  things  they  had  voluntarily  set  aside. 
That  was  the  distinction  between  the  two  cases,  a  distinc¬ 
tion  every  hon.  gentleman  who  looks  fairly  at  it  will 
realise,  and  which  justified  the  action  of  this  Parliament, 
even  from  the  highest  standpoint  of  provincial  rights,  in 
taking  the  action  it  did  take,  in  confirming  ante-Confed- 
eration  laws  which  had  never  been  interfered  with  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  at  the  same  time  in 
refusing  to  set  aside  the  action  of  the  Provincial  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Ontario,  in  modifying  and  changing  the  law  as  it 
prevailed  before  that  time.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
told  us  that  the  Privy  Council  have  declared  that  the 
Crooks’  Act  is  absolutely  legal,  and  that  the  Supreme  Court 
have  practically  confirmed  that  decision.  The  Supreme 
Court  have  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  They  have  confirmed, 
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to  some  extent,  that  decision  ;  but  they  have  declared  that 
there  are  portions  of  the  McCarthy  Act  which  are  legal  and 
constitutional.  They  have  declared,  for  instance,  that  the 
right  to  issue  and  control  wholesale  licenses  belongs  to  this 
Parliament,  leaving  us  to  determine  what  are  wholesale 
licenses.  We  know  that  at  this  moment  that  in  the  different 
Provinces  the  term  “  wholesale  licenses  ”  has  an  entirely 
different  signification.  In  some  places  a  pint  is  considered  a 
sale  by  wholesale.  Do  hon.  gentlemen  admit  that  we  have 
the  right  to  deal  with  the  selling  of  liquor  by  the  pint  ?  That 
is  not  what  is  meant  by  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario 
when  they  talk  of  wholesale  licenses.  There,  a  wholesale 
license  is  a  wholly  different  thing,  and  therefore  we  are  left, 
by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court, with  the  whole  question 
worse  confounded  than  when  it  went  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
One  cannot  read  the  reports  of  the  discussion  which  took 
place  before  that  body,  and  the  remarks  of  the  learned 
judge  when  the  argument  was  had  before  them,  without 
realising  that  they  felt  that  they  were  embarrassed  by  the 
two  decisions,  which  some  of  the  learned  judges  did  not 
hesitate  to  declare  were  entirely  contradictory — that  in 
the  case  of  Bussell  against  the  Queen,  and  that  in  the  case 
of  Hodge  against  the  Queen.  And,  in  neither  of  these 
cases,  as  far  as  a  layman  can  read  them — and  I  profess 
to  discuss  them  only  from  a  layman’s  standpoint— did  the 
question  arise  on  the  point  of  trade  and  commerce.  In 
the  Eussell  case  we  were  told  that  it  was  a  matter  of  peace, 
order,  and  good  government,  and  that  it  therefore  belonged 
to  the  Dominion  as  far  as  that  was  concerned.  In  the 
Hodge  case,  we  were  told  that  it  was  a  matter  of  peace, 
order,  and  good  government,  and  that  therefore  it  belonged 
to  the  Province.  Precisely  on  tho  same  ground,  the  regu¬ 
lation  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  was  declared  to 
belong  to  the  Provinces  and  to  the  Dominion  as  well.  I 
see  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  laughing.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  in  his  mightiness,  may  laugh,  but  this 
House  will  recollect  that,  from  the  time  this  question 
was  first  discussed  in  this  Parliament,  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  had  the  courage  to  express 
his  own  individual  opinion  upon  it.  He  has  told 
us  what  were  the  opinions  of  Ihe  courts  ;  he  has  told  us  what 
this  court  has  said  and  what  that  court  has  said  ;  he  referred 
us,  in  former  debates,  to  the  decisions  of  Mr.  Justice  Eamsay, 
if  I  rightly  remember,  and  to  the  decisions  of  other  learned 
judges  on  the  subject.  But  his  own  opinion  we  remain 
as  ignorant  of  to-day  as  we  were  the  first  day  he  rose 
up  to  speak  on  the  subject.  We  know,  however,  that 
this  very  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  [provincial 
license  laws,  of  the  [place  where  the  authority  rested  to 
deal  with  this  question  of  the  regulation  of  tho  liquor  traffic, 
has  been  a  subject  of  discussion  and  controversy  almost  ever 
since  Confederation.  Before  the  Conservative  party  went 
out  of  power  it  was  a  subject  of  discussion.  After  that 
Government  went  out,  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself  was  the  Minister  of  Justice,  his  Deputy 
Minister,  a  man  of  eminent  ability,  a  man  whom  we  could 
not  retain  in  the  public  service  of  this  country,  because  we 
could  not  pay  him  enough — and  everyone  will  regret  that 
we  could  not  retain  him,  because  he  was  a  man  of  eminent 
ability — I  refer  to  Mr.  Lash — in  a  report  he  made  to  Council 
in  relation  to  an  Act  of  the  Provincial  Legislature  of 
Ontario,  expressed  grave  doubts — that  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Blake)  being  his  chief  at  that  time — as  to  the  powers  of  that 
Legislature  to  pass  a  law  conferring  upon  a  municipality 
in  the  Muskoka  district,  I  think  it  was,  or  in  some  of  the 
unorganised  territories,  the  power  to  deal  with  these  licen¬ 
ses.  We  know  that  the  late  Mr.  Bethune,  a  man  of  great 
parts,  a  man  whose  eulogy,  if  I  mistake  not,  was  pronounced 
as  a  lawyer  and  as  a  Christian  gentleman  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  when  sitting  in  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Ontario,  and  speaking  on  this  question  even  from  the  Minis¬ 
terial  side  of  the  House,  in  relation  to  a  measure  introduced 


by  his  own  loaders  in  that  House,  expressed  the  gravest 
doubts  whether  they  had  the  power  to  deal  with  this  ques¬ 
tion.  This  is  not,  and  this  ought  not  to  be,  a  question 
to  be  bandied  about  simply  for  party  purposes,  as  a 
political  shuttlecock  in  tho  game  of  party  conflict,  but 
is  a  question  of  serious  political  import  in  regard  to 
which  gentlemen  as  eminent  as  any  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  who  have  expressed  their  opinion — and  that, 
of  course,  excludes  the  leader  of  the  Opposition — have  ex¬ 
pressed  their  grave  doubts,  and,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Bethune, 
more  than  a  grave  doubt,  an  absolute  certainty  of  conviction, 
that  the  Local  Legislatures  could  not  deal  with  the  matter. 
What  is  the  position  in  which  wo  stand  to-day  ?  Everyone 
admits  that  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  is 
not  a  satisfactory  decision,  that  it  does  not  fairly 
settle  this  question,  that  it  does  not  really  deter¬ 
mine  the  position  which  the  Local  Legislatures 
and  this  Parliament  stand  in  to-day.  I  may  say  hero  that, 
for  my  part,  I  do  not  believe  a  legislative  union  possible  in 
this  country,  and  that  I  would  not  desire  to  see  it  attempted. 
I  believe  we  have  the  very  best  system  of  govern¬ 
ment,  by  which  the  Local  Legislatures  have  full  control 
over  local  affairs.  But  we  are  acting  under  a  constitution 
which  leaves,  as  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  has 
done,  some  of  its  clauses  subject  to  controversy  before  the 
courts,  for  years  after  its  adoption.  We  are  under  a  con¬ 
stitution  which  ensures  those  rights  to  the  Provinces. 
When  the  court  of  final  resort  decides  upon  them,  and  they 
become  a  settled  part  of  the  constitution,  those  rights  are 
confirmed  to  the  Provinces,  and  thoy  can  exercise  them 
without  the  possibility  of  this  Parliament  interfering  with 
them.  And  the  one  feature,  it  seems  to  me,  which  is  in 
favor  of  Provincial  rights — not,  as  I  say,  as  a  matter  of 
party  shibboleth  or  party  clap-trap,  but  having  regard  to 
the  well-being  of  this  constitution  and  its  proper  observ- 
ance — is  the  consolation  and  surety  they  have,  and  the 
confidence  they  may  feel,  in  the  fact  that  the  courts  can 
interpret  the  constitution  above  the  action  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  or  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures ;  that  we  are,  in  fact, 
subject  to  that  interpretation,  and  are  ready  to 
bow  to  it  when  the  interpretation  is  finally  given. 
Hon.  gentlemen  speak  of  provincial  rights.  Do  they  re¬ 
member  that  when  they  were  in  office  Acts  were  disallowed  ; 
that  more  were  disallowed — if  you  leave  out  the  repetition 
of  disallowance  by  the  Conservative  Government  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Manitoba  and  the  Streams  Bill,  while  they  were 
in  office — than  during  the  whole  time  the  Conservatives  have 
been  in  power  ?  Do  they  recollect  that  an  Act  which  has 
since  been  declared  to  be  within  the  competency  of  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario — I  mean  the  Escheats  Bill — was  dis¬ 
allowed  by  a  Minister  of  Justice  of  their  own,  who  is  to-day, 
I  believe,  a  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  ?  No,  Sir;  this  question 
of  provincial  rights,  which  is  raised  now  for  mere  party 
purposes,  will  settle  itself,  as  many  other  questions  have 
settled  themselves.  We  will  find  our  constitution  settled 
by  continued — and  in  the  nature  of  things  they  must  be 
continued — interpretations  and  decisions  of  the  highest 
courts  upon  it ;  and,  when  these  decisions  are  given — and 
in  this  question  in  its  present  position  it  is  most  desirable 
that  the  highest  decision  should  be  given — then  we  can  go 
on,  this  Parliament  and  the  Provincial  Legislatures  respect¬ 
ively,  each  confident  in  their  own  ability  and  power  to  legis¬ 
late  within  their  own  sphere,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
constituencies  which  elect  them. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  that  the  question  of  provincial  rights  will  settle 
itself.  I  can  only  allude  to  the  fact  that  it  will  take  a  long 
time  to  settle  itself  if  the  course  pursued  by  the  House  is  to 
be  that  pursued  on  the  occasion  to  which  reference  has 
been  made.  At  the  time  when  tho  amendment  was  moved 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet),  when  the 
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McCarthy  Act  was  passing  through  this  House,  to  exempt 
the  municipalities  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  from  the 
operations  of  that  Act,  so  far  as  they  were  in  possession  of 
power,  that  received  the  unanimous  support  of  the  House, 
receiving  the  unanimous  support  of  the  Liberal  party,  be¬ 
cause  they  considered  it  was  the  affirmation  of  the  principle 
of  provincial  rights;  but  when  a  few  moments  after,  a 
resolution  was  moved,  couched  in  the  same  language  as  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for  Laval,  it  was  voted  down 
by  the  gentlemen,  many  of  whom  had  a  few  moments  before 
voted  to  reserve  that  right  to  the  Province  of  Quebec.  To  do 
our  French  Conservative  friends  justice,  they  do  stand  up  for 
provincial  rights  when  they  are  standing  up  for  the  rights 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec;  but,  if  provincial  rights  are  to 
be  assorted  and  maintained  in  their  integrity,  I  would  ask 
them  if  they  do  not  think  duty  requires  them  to  go 
a  little  further  than  to  see  the  rights  of  their  own  Prov¬ 
ince  maintained ;  do  they  not  think  they  should  find  it  their 
duty  also  to  see  the  rights  of  every  other  Province  maintained? 
They  cannot  expect  to  occupy  a  peculiar  position  in  this 
respect.  It  is  a  grand  principle,  and  all  the  Provinces  are 
equally  affected  by  it.  Striking  at  the  rights  that  are 
enjoyed  by  any  one  Province  in  the  Dominion  is  in  effect 
striking  at  the  rights  enjoyed  by  all  the  Provinces ;  and  that 
there  may  be  no  mistake  about  how  we  voted,  just  let  me 
read  again  to  the  House  the  two  resolutions  that  were  before 
it  at  that  time.  The  hon.  member  for  Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet) 
moved : 

"That  the  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  in  order 
to  amend  the  same  by  adding  thereto  the  following  clause : — ‘  Section  44. 
No  provision  in  this  Act  contained  shall  affect  the  powers  conferred  on 
municipal  councils  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  on  each  county,  city, 
town,  village,  parish  and  township,  by  the  laws  in  force  in  the  said 
Province  on  the  1st  of  July,  1867,  to  restrict  or  prohibit  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  in  the  limits  of  their  respective  territorial  jurisdic¬ 
tion  j  and  the  powers  and  the  by-laws  now  in  force  passed  under  the 
authority  of  the  said  laws  are  hereby  confirmed.’  ” 

For  that  every  Liberal  member  of  the  House  voted.  I 
believe  every  Conservative  member  here,  whatever  Province 
he  came  from,  with  the  exception,  I  think,  of  one  hon. 
gentleman  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  voted  for  it.  In  a 
very  few  moments  after  that  had  been  declared  carried,  Mr. 
Blake  moved  in  amendment  thereto: 

"That  the  Bill  be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  amend 
the  same  by  adding  to  clause  46  the  words  following  : — 1  And  nothing  in 
this  Act  contained  shall  affect  the  powers  conferred  on  the  municipal 
authorities  of  any  Province  by  the  laws  in  force  in  such  Province  at  the 
time  of  its  Confederation  with  Canada,  to  restrict  or  prohibit  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  within  the  municipality  ;  and  these  powers  are 
hereby  confirmed  and  continued.’  ” 

And  the  mover  added:  “  I  have  paid  my  hon.  friend  the  com¬ 
pliment  to  adopt  his  language.”  And  what  was  the  result 
of  the  vote,  Sir?  Every  Liberal  in  the  House,  I  believe, 
voted,  as  it  was  his  bounden  duty  to  vote,  in  favor  of  pro¬ 
vincial  rights  and  in  favor  of  giving  to  the  other  Provinces 
in  the  Confederation  just  exactly  the  same  rights  and 
powers  that  a  few  moments  before  we  had  given  to  one 
Province ;  and,  Sir,  the  Conservative  members  of  this 
House  from  the  other  Provinces  stood  up  and  voted  down 
the  proposition  to  give  to  the  other  Provinces  that  which  a 
few  moments  before  they  had  given  to  one.  Sir,  I  cannot 
excuse  our  French  Conservative  friends  for  their  action  on 
that  occasion.  Having  got  what  they  wanted  for  their  own 
Province,  was  it  the  way  to  maintain  the  rights  of  their  own 
Province  by  voting  down  the  rights  of  the  other  Provinces  ? 
That,  Sir,  I  believe,  is  the  record  of  that  question.  It  stands 
upon  our  journals  for  hon.  members  to  examine  for  them¬ 
selves,  and  in  the  light  of  that  action  by  this  House,  and  if 
that  same  course  is  to  be  pursued,  the  question  I  desire  to 
ask  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  is,  how  long 
he  thinks  it  will  be  before  provincial  rights  will  take  care  of 
themselves. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White) 
undertook  to  defend  the  difference  in  the  treatment  of  the 
Mr.  Patterson  (Brant.) 


Province  of  Quebec  and  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion, 
in  reference  to  this  question  two  years  ago,  by  stating  that 
the  law  with  regard  to  the  issuing  of  licenses  in  the  Pro-, 
vince  of  Quebec  remained  precisely  the  same  as  it  did  at 
the  period  of  Confederation.  This  was  not  the  case  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  for  the  law  there  had  been  changed. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  whole  proceeding  of  this  House  on 
that  question  was  based  upon  the  theory  that  the  Provinces 
had  not  the  power  to  legislate,  that  the  power  to  deal  with 
this  question  of  licenses  was  a  power  vested  in  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  and  not  in  the  Provinces,  and  every  Act 
passed  by  the  Province  of  Ontario,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  those  who  are  associated  with  him  in  this  warlike  en¬ 
terprise,  are  correct,  was  ultra  vires  the  powers  granted 
to  them  by  the  constitution.  Now,  Sir,  if  these  Acts  of 
legislation  on  the  part  of  the  Provinces  were  mere 
waste  paper — if  tho  hon.  gentleman  and  his  leader  were 
right  as  to  the  law  enacted  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
before  the  Union  of  1867,  then  every  Act  passed  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  after  the  Union  was 
an  Act  ultra  vires  the  power  conferred  upon  them  by 
the  constitution.  If  that,  Sir,  were  the  case,  then  there  was 
no  reason  whatever  for  dealing  with  the  question  upon  a  dif¬ 
ferent  basis  from  the  manner  in  which  the  other  Provinces 
were  dealt  with  by  this  House.  Sir,  that  excuse  or 
defence  put  forward  by  them  will  not  bear  a  mo¬ 
ment’s  examination.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
tho  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  who 
support  the  Government,  entertain  upon  the  subject 
of  the  constitution  the  same  views  that  we  do  upon  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  while  they  were  ready  to  protect 
the  interest  of  their  own  Province  they  had  not  the  gener¬ 
osity  to  deal  with  us  of  the  other  Provinces  in  the  same  way. 
But,  Sir,  I  am  convinced  myself  we  will  have  an  opportunity 
for  discussing  this  question  at  a  very  early  period. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  only  way  of  defending  the  pro¬ 
vincial  rights  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  to  defend  the 
rights  of  all  the  Provinces  under  the  constitution.  With 
the  exception  of  those  special  privileges  or  special  instances 
that  are  provided  for  in  the  British  North  America  Act,  the 
Province  of  Quebec  stands  exactly  upon  the  same  footing 
as  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  draw  the  line  separating  the  provincial  from  federal 
rights  at  one  point  with  regard  to  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  draw  it  at  another  point  with  regard  to  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Sir,  I  congratulate  the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought 
this  motion  forward,  and  several  of  his  political  friends  who 
have  supported  it,  on  the  new  light  that  they  have  had. 
I  congratulate  them  on  the  fact  that  they  are  entertaining 
more  correct  views  with  regard  to  the  rights  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  under  the  British  North  America  Act  this  Session 
than  they  did  last  Session  or  the  Session  before. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  of  any  papers  or  letters  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  signed 
bj  Deputy  Minister  Smith,  bearing  on  the  subject  of  dispute  or  irregu¬ 
larity  between  Deputy  Minister  Tilton  and  Staff  Commander  Bonlton,  or 
in  any  wav  relating  thereto  ;  also  copies  of  any  letters  addressed  to  Mr. 
Tilton  by  Mr.  Smith  as  Deputy  Minister  on  the  subject. — (Mr.  McMullen. ) 

Return  of  the  names  of  the  president,  vice-president,  directors  (or 
provisional  directors  as  the  case  may  be)  and  shareholders  of  the 
various  railway  companies  for  whose  lines  subsidies  have  been  granted 
by  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  aud  the  amount  of  the  stock  held  by  each 
individual  — (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  reports,  Orders  in  Council,  statements 
of  accounts  and  other  documents  in  the  possession  of  the  Government 
relating  to  the  claim  of  the  Government  against  the  Allan  Steamship 
Company  for  services  rendered  by  the  steamer  Newfield,  in  1881,  with  a 
statement  of  the  Government  claim  and  the  amount  received  in  liquida¬ 
tion  thereof.— (Mr.  Forbes.) 

Copies  of  the  petition  praying  for  the  deepening  Bras  St.  Nicholas,  in 
the  county  of  Montmagny  ;  statement  of  the  amount  expended  in  the 
said  work,  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom  the  same  Was  paid,  the 
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work  for  which  such  sum  was  paid,  the  date  of  payment,  and  the  report,, 
estimate  or  account  upon  which  each  payment  was  made  ;  statement  of 
the  amount  paid  to  Jules  Belanger  in  connection  with  the  said  works. — 
__  (Mr.  Lange  lier.) 

Copies  of  all  advertisements  for  tenders,  of  all  specifications,  and  of  all 
tenders  received,  for  fog-horns  and  letter  box  fronts,  from  1st  January, 
1884,  to  31st  January,  1885  ;  also,  of  all  correspondence,  contracts, 
accounts,  receipts  and  documents  relating  to  the  furnishing  of  such  fog¬ 
horns  and  letter  box  fronts. — (Mr.  Langelier.) 

Statement  of  the  quantity  and  value  of  coal  purchased  in  1883  and 

1884,  tor  the  use  of  the  public  buildings  at  Ottawa,  including  Rideau 
Hall,  showing  from  whom  purchased,  the  price  paid  per  ton,  the  kind  of 
coal  and  where  produced. — (Mr.  Kirk.) 

Return  to  show  the  Dumber  of  officers,  non-commissioned  officers  and 
men  comprising  “A,”  “B,”  “  0  ”  batteries,  the  cavalry  and  infantry 
schools  ;  also  the  pay  and  allowances  of  the  commissioned  officers  of 
said  batteries  and  schools,  with  their  rank  and  names,  and  distinguish¬ 
ing  such  of  said  commissioned  officers  as  are  graduates  of  the  Royal 
Military  College,  the  date  of  appointement  of  all  said  Officers  to  the 
Schools  and  of  their  commissions  in  the  militia,  as  well  as  showing  their 
qualifications  and  the  Provinces  from  which  they  come  ;  also,  Return 
showing  the  expenditure  on  account  of  “  A,”  “  B,”  “  C  ”  batteries,  the 
cavalry  and  infantry  schools,  from  the  1st  July,  1884,  to  1st  January, 

1885,  distinguishing  the  disbursements  on  account  of  pay  and  allowances, 
and  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  payments  were  made. — (Mr. 
Cameron,  Middlesex.) 

Return  showing  : — 1.  The  amount  of  revenue  derived  from  the  impor¬ 
tation  of  wines,  spirits,  ale,  beer,  porter,  cordials  and  other  liquors 
during  the  last  fiscal  year.  2.  The  amount  of  revenue  derived  from  the 
manufacture  of  the  same  for  the  same  period. — (Mr.  Ryksrt.) 

Statement  showing  the  earnings  and  working  expenses  of  the  Eastern 
Extension  Railway,  from  New  Glasgow  to  Port  Mulgrave,  Nova  Scotia, 
for  each  month  of  the  calendar  year,  1884,  respectively.— (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness.) 

Return  showing  : — 1st.  Number  and  Dames  of  the  students  having 
passed  or  graduated  from  the  Royal  Military  College,  Kingston,  in  each 
year  to  date.  2nd.  Total  tiumber  of  marks  received  by  each,  together 
with  the  total  number  possible  to  be  obtained  in  each  year  respectively, 
and  the  percentage  of  such  total  obtained  by  each  pupil.  3rd.  Number  and 
names  of  those  cadets  who  after  passing  through  said  college  are  now 
employed  in  the  service  of  the  Dominion,  together  with  statement  of  the 
ositions  occupied  by  each.  4th.  Number  and  names  of  cadets  who 
ave  been  offered  employment  in  the  service  of  the  Dominion,  and  have 
declined  the  offer,  together  with  statement  of  the  position  offered  and 
declined  by  each  respectively. — (Sir  Richard  Cartwright.) 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  11:10  p,  m, 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  3rd  March,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  72)  respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  to  incorporate  the  Calgary,  Edmonton  and 
Athabasca  Landing  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Williams.) 

Bill  (No.  74)  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Royal.) 

Bill  (No.  75)  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Pacific  Em¬ 
ployes  Relief  Association. — (Mr.  Gault.) 

Bill  (No.  76)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  London 
Life  Insurance  Company.— (Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex.) 

Bill  (No.  77)  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton,  Guelph  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Company.-— (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

Bill  (No.  78)  to  incorporate  the  Truro  Bank.™ (Mr. 
Tupper.) 

Bill  (No.  79)  to  incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  and  Saskatche¬ 
wan  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  BUDGET. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  to  move 
that  you  leave  the  Chair  and  that  the  House  go  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  I  desire,  as  is  the  custom,  to  ask 
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the  attention  of  the  House  not  only  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Estimates  for  the  next  year  and  the  changes  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  propose  in  the  tariff,  but  to  review,  as  briefly  as 
possible,  the  financial  condition  of  the  country  and  the  re¬ 
sults  that  have  followed  the  adoption  of  the  policy  accepted 
by  Parliament  in  1879.  We  have  had  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  since  1879  the  Departmental  reports,  includ¬ 
ing  the  Trade  Returns  and  the  Public  Accounts,  which  put 
Parliament  in  possession  of  all  the  information  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Government,  with  its  ex¬ 
penditures,  with  its  policy,  and  with  its  acts.  I  desire,  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  this  occasion,  as  the  House  is  in  possession  of 
these  reports,  to  call  the  attention  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  their  contents,  and  I  trust  that  before  I  close 
I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  economical  administration  of  the  affairs  of  this 
country  during  the  five  years,  as  well  as  the  success  that 
has  attended  the  policy  called  the  National  Policy,  adopted 
in  1879.  I  say  I  hope  to  have  the  assent  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Government  to  the  facts  and  statements  that  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  submit ;  and  as  we  also  have  before  Parliament  the 
returns  from  1874  until  1879  containing  the  results  of  the 
administration  of  our  predecessors,  I  hope  that  by  the  con¬ 
trast  we  will  be  able  to  make,  we  will  also  have  the  assent  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  declarations  that  I  am  about 
to  make  in  favor  of  this  policy. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Your  faith  is  great. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  My  faith  is  great— yes,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  I  am  glad  to  know  that  it  is  greater  than  that 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  and  I  trust  that  before  wo 
close  this  discussion — because  I  have  no  doubt  that,  as  in 
Sessions  past,  it  will  take  a  wide  range,  and  that  a  good  deal 
of  time  will  be  occupied  in  it — we  will  have  reason  to  feel 
that  I  am  nearer  right  than  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  who 
takes  a  more  gloomy  view  than  we  do  on  this  side  of  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  circumstances  to  which  I  refer. 
It  has  been  the  custom,  during  the  last  three  Sessions  of 
Parliament,  and  it  has  been  the  custom  of  hon,  members 
opposite  out  of  Parliament,  to  endeavor  to  show  that  tho 
Government  of  the  day  has  been  extravagant  because 
we  have  added  largely  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
and  they  claim  that  it  must  necessarily,  therefore,  add  to 
tho  taxation  of  the  country  in  proportion  to  the  increased 
expenditure.  Now,  Sir,  one  of  the  objects  that  I  have  in 
view  in  addressing  this  House  on  the  present  occasion  is 
to  show  that  while  we  have  increased  the  expenditure 
largely,  we  have  not  increased  the  taxation  of  the  country 
beyond  the  increase  of  the  population.  It  is  a  very 
easy  thing  for  hon.  members  to  say  here  or  else¬ 
where  that  the  expenditure  of  the  country  has  increased 
from  $24,000,000  to  $30,000,000  or  $31,000,000,  and  to  state 
that  that  is  ample  and  sufficient  evidence  to  prove  the 
extravagance  of  the  Government.  I  find  on  looking  over 
the  expenditure  of  the  late  Government  that  from  1874  to 
1879  the  average  expenditure  was  nearly  $24,000,000,  I 
think  $23,900,000.  The  smallest  expenditure,  I  believe,  was 
in  1877-78.  It  was  remarkable  that  the  expenditure  that 
year  was  less  than  usual — I  will  not  say  what  object  hon. 
gentlemen  had  in  reducing  it  then  and  increasing  it  the  follow¬ 
ing  year— but  I  will  take  for  the  purposes  of  comparison,  and 
in  order  that  hon.  gontlemen  opposite  may  have  the  full 
benefit  of  1877-78,  the  expenditure  for  that  year,  and  compare 
it  with  the  expenditure  in  1874,  and  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  tho  House  to  each  of  the  items  to  show  that  many  of 
those  expenditures  on  which  there  were  increases  did  not 
add  one  dollar  to  the  taxation,  and  were  necessary  and 
justifiable  in  the  public  interest.  The  difference  between 
the  expenditure  for  1877-78  and  1884  was  something 
like  $7,500,000,  and  I  can  quite  understand  that  that 
statement,  made  in  Parliament  and  out  of  it,  is  calculated, 
without  explanation,  to  mislead  the  public  with  regard  to 


* 


314 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


March  3, 


th®  expenditures  of  the  Government.  The  first  item  I  will  | 
consider  is  the  expenditure  under  the  head  of  railways  and 
canals.  The  expenditure  in  1884  was  $  1 ,035,443.8 1  more 
than  that  of  1877-78.  Well,  Sir,  did  that  cost  the  country 
anything  ?  On  the  contrary,  it  was  a  saving  to  the  country. 
Let  m©  give  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  receipts  and  expenditure 
from  1874  to  1879,  for  railways  and  public  works,  and  the 
receipts  and  expenditure  from  1879  to  1884,  as  an  evidence 
that  that  increased  expenditure  did  not  cost  the  country 
anything,  but  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  country 
and  of  the  revenue.  Here  are  the  figures  : 

Receipts  from  July  1st,  1874,  to  July  1st, 

1879  .  . . 8,616,298 

Expenditures  from  July  1st,  1874,  to  July  1st, 

1879  . . . . .  11,688,318 

Deficit... . . . . . $  3,072,020 

or  $614,405  per  annum— 

Receipts  from  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st  July, 

1884  .................................................413,718,389 

Expenditure  from  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st  July, 

1884  . 14,476,470 

Deficit . $  758,081 

or  $151,616  per  annum.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
between  1877-78  and  1884  there  was  an  increased  railway 
mileage  worked  by  the  Government,  that  there  was 
increased  business  transacted,  and  that,  of  course, 
must  necessarily  increase  the  expenditure,  especially 
when  by  the  additional  mileage  worked  we  had 
additional  business,  for  every  person  understands  that 
you  cannot  carry  100,000  tons  over  a  railway  at  the  same 
expenditure  that  you  could  carry  70,000.  There  must 
necessarily  be  an  increased  expenditure ;  and,  therefore,  so 
far  from  this  $1,030,000  odd  representing  increased  taxation 
to  the  country  the  deficit  was  reduced  from  $600,000  to 
$100,000,  making  half  a  million  dollars,  as  the  benefit  in  a 
financial  sense  received  by  the  Dominion.  The  next  item  of 
expenditure  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  is  that  of  the  Postal  Service.  The  expenditure  for 
1884  was  $588,026  more  than  it  was  in  1877-78.  That  added 
so  much  to  the  expenditure  of  the  year.  But  did  it  add  to 
the  taxation  ?  No,  it  did  not.  I  heard  an  hon,  member 
opposite — I  do  not  see  him  in  his  place  now — complain 
because  the  Government,  and  especially  the  Postmaster 
General,  had  not  provided  additional  postal  accommodation 
in  a  certain  district.  We  know  that  since  1877-78  there 
has  been  an  enormous  increase  in  the  accommodation 
given.  We  know  that  the  number  of  offices  established, 
the  increased  mileage  of  road  over  which  the  mails  are  con¬ 
veyed,  and  the  number  of  letters,  papers  and  postal  cards 
have  respectively  increased,  and  I  can  appeal  to  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  who  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  increased  facilities  provided  during  the  last  five  or 
six  years  have  been  very  great  indeed,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
increased  expenditure  to  establish  postal  service  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Territories,  where  the  expense  would 
naturally  be  far  in  excess  of  the  receipts  from  the  service 
rendered  there  for  a  number  of  years.  In  view  of  all  those 
increased  facilities,  all  the  increased  accommodation,  the 
opening  of  4,000  or  5,000  miles  of  railway  since  1814-75,  the 
railways  receiving  subsidies  for  the  mail  service  they  per¬ 
form,  so  soon  as  the  mails  were  sent  over  them,  it  was  but 
natural  that  there  should  have  been  a  very  large  and  con¬ 
siderable  increase.  Has  it  added  anything  to  the  taxation 
of  the  country  ?  Nothing  whatever.  Let  us  see  what  are 
the  facts  with  respect  to  that  service.  Here  is  a  statement 
of  the  receipts  and  expenditure  : 

Receipts,  1st  July,  1874,  to  1st  July,  1879...$  5,753,025 
Expenditure,  1st  July,  1874,  to  1st  July,  1879  8,358,360 

Deficit . . . $  2,605,335 

or  $521,067  per  annum— 
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Receipts,  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st  July,  1884...$  7,748,560 
Expenditure,  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st  July,  1884  10,064,649 

$  2,315,989 

or  $463,196,  against  $521,067  for  the  first  five  years.  It 
is  all  very  well  to  point  to  increased  expenditure,  but  so 
long  as  there  is  an  increased  return  equal  to,  or  in  excess 
of^  that  expenditure,  and  so  long  as  we  are  giving  additional 
accommodation  to  the  country,  I  am  sure  this  House  and 
the  people  will  never  object  to  any  such  increased  expendi¬ 
ture  made  under  those  circumstances.  The  next  item  to 
which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  by  way  of 
comparison  is  the  Dominion  Lands  expenditure.  That 
expenditure  was  in  1877-78,  $87,628;  1884,  $166,898,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $79,270.  Now,  Sir,  when  we  consider  the  vast 
territory  which  has  been  transferred  to  the  control  and 
management  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  when  we 
consider  the  large  sales  that  have  been  made  in  the  last 
Ihree  or  four  years,  when  we  consider  the  number  of  settlers 
who  have  gone  upon  the  lands  of  that  country— and  from 
which  lands  we  have  received  no  money  return — when 
we  consider  that  the  receipts  for  lands  from  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West  from  1874  to  1878  were  $89,392.61,  while 
the  receipts  from  1879  to  1884  were  $4,070,543.67, 1  think 
it  will  be  understood  by  this  House  why  the  management 
of  so  large  an  estate  as  that,  the  sale  of  such  a  large  portion 
of  that  country,  and  the  settlement  of  tens  of  thousands  of 
people  upon  its  lands,  justified  the  increased  expenditure 
of  something  like  $60,000  or  $70,000  last  year,  as  compared 
with  the  expenditure  of  1878. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Is  that  exclusive  of  the  capital 
expenditure? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No,  I  will  come  to  that  b}7- 
aod-bye— the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  I  have  not  for¬ 
gotten  it.  The  next  item  of  expenditure  is  public  works 
and  buildings.  The  expenditure  under  that  head  in  1877-78 
was  $998,594.70.  In  1884  it  was  $2,908,851.65,  or  an 
increase  of  expenditure  amounting  to  $1,910,256.95.  The 
expenditures  last  year  on  public  buildings  and  harbors, 
and  all  other  works  under  the  management  of  the  Public 
Works  Department,  were  nearly  treble  what  they  were  in 
1877-78.  Now,  Sir,  so  far  as  this  expenditure  is  concerned, 
I  admit  that  it  is  a  charge  on  the  country — I  admit  that 
there  is  no  direct  return  given.  Bat  who  will  say  that  if 
the  Government  or  the  country  has  a  surplus  sufficient  to 
induce  Parliament  to  vote  sums  of  money  tor  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  public  buildings,  for  the  improvement  of  harbors, 
and  the  navigation  of  our  rivers— that  the  Government  is 
not  justified  in  spending  it  in  that  way  ?  These  works  and 
buildings  are  part  of  the  assets  of  the  Government.  If  we 
do  not  erect  these  buildings  we  would  have  to  pay  rents  for 
inferior  ones,  and  we  know  perfectly  well  that  it  has  been, 
and  necessarily  will  be,  the  policy  of  the  Government  of 
Canada,  that  whenever  the  funds  of  the  Government  admit 
it,  these  buildings  shall  bo  erected  in  every  important 
town  and  city  throughout  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  ,  The 
only  question  is  whether  the  treasury  will  admit  it, 
and  how  rapidly  these  works  are  to  be  undertaken. 
We  know  perfectly  well  that  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country  must  largely  depend  on  the  facilities  that  are  given 
to  it.  We  have  since  1867  expended  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  improving  the  navigation  of  our  rivers,  in 
improving  our  harbors,  in  establishing  harbors  of  refuge 
throughout  the  country,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in 
my  judgment,  whenever  the  funds  of  the  country  will  admit 
it,  Parliament  will  justily  the  erection  of  these  buildings  for 
the  public  service  throughout  the  Dominion  just  as  rapidly 
as  the  work  can  be  done.  The  next  item  is  Interest,  and 
under  the  head  of  increased  expenditure  for  that  item  is  the 
sum  of  $651,297.06,  paid  in  interest  over  and  above  the 
interest  which  was  paid  in  1877-78.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
large  portion  of  that  interest  is  met  by  the  increased 
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receipts  of  interest,  perhaps  reducing  it  by  $300,000.  But 
I  am  in  a  position  to  state  here  that,  though  that  sum  is 
nominally  $65 1,291  more  than  was  paid  in  1877-78,  the  net 
interest  paid  by  the  people  of  Canada  during  1881,  in  pro- 
portion  to  its  population,  was  less  per  head  by  8J  cents  than 
it  was  in  1811-78.  The  next  item  that  swells  up  the 
expenditure  is  the  excess  of  $337,746.65  paid  into  the  Sink¬ 
ing  Fund  more  than  was  paid  in  the  year  1877-78.  It  is 
only  necessary  for  me  to  remind  the  House  that  the  sinking 
fund  is  a  sum  laid  aside  towards  the  redemption  of  the  debt, 
and  that  it  is  practically  a  reduction  of  the  debt  to  that 
amount,  instead  of  an  increased  tax,  though  it  appears 
on  the  expenditure  side  of  the  account.  The  next  item  is 
Immigration  and  Quarantine.  In  the  year  1877-78,  the 
expenditure  under  that  head  was  reduced  very  materially 
from  what  it  had  been  the  previous  three  years.  It 
was  $180, 691.41, while  in  1883-84  the  expenditure  was  $575,- 
326.72,  an  increase  of  $394,635.28.  I  may  state  to  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  the  average  expenditure  during 
their  Administration  for  immigration  and  quarantine  was 
$300,000  a  year,  and  for  the  five  years  from  1879  to  1884  it 
was  $340,000  a  year,  with  results  which,  I  need  hardly  say, 
were  three-fold  greater  than  the  results  of  the  expenditure 
during  the  five  years  from  1874  to  1879.  Sir,  I  think  it  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  more  than  to  make 
that  statement  with  reference  to  that  branch  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure.  The  next  item  is  Militia  and  Defence,  the 
expenditure  upon  which  in  1877-78  was  $618,136.58,  while 
in  1884  it  was  $989,498.22,  or  au  increase  of  $371,364.6-1. 
But  if  we  go  back  and  take  the  five  years  from  1874  to 
1879,  we  find  that  the  expenditure  for  militia  was  about  the 
same  as  it  has  been  from  1879  to  1884 — that  is  for  the  five 
years  from  1874  to  1879.  The  whole  expenditure  for 
militia  and  defence  varied  very  little  from  the  expenditure 
that  took  place  for  the  five  years  1879  to  1884,  though  there 
is  a  considerable  difference  in  the  expenditure  of  1877-78 
and  that  of  1883-84.  But  we  know  perfectly  well  that  not¬ 
withstanding  that  over  the  five  years  there  has  been  an 
average  about  the  same,  yet  in  1881,  we  had  four  now 
organisations,  consisting  of  three  infantry  schools  and  one 
cavalry  school — one  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  one  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  one  in  Ontario,  one  in  British  Columbia 
and  a  troop,  I  think,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Those 
additional  organisations  were  established  last  year.  I 
think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  on  this  question,  perhaps,  there 
may  naturally  be  in  the  House  some  little  difference  of 
opinion  with  reference  to  the  expenditure  under  the  head 
of  militia.  But  I  recollect  perfectly,  though  then  not  a 
member  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  that  engagements  were 
entered  into  by  gentlemen  belonging  to  both  parties,  with 
the  Imperial  Government,  when  in  England,  for  an  expen¬ 
diture  of  $1,000,000  a  year  for  the  defence  of  the  country. 
I  think  suck  an  arrangement  was  entered  into  before  the 
Union  took  place.  At  all  events,  I  think  under  existing 
circumstances,  there  will  be  very  little  objection  to  this 
increase.  When  the  establishment  of  those  four  organisa¬ 
tions  is  considered,  this  expenditure  is  not  in  excess  of  the 
five  years  previous  ;  and  I  think  it  will  not  be  considered  a 
useless  expenditure,  but  by  a  large  portion  of  the  members 
of  this  House  and  the  people  of  Canada  will  be  regarded  as 
a  wise  and  judicious  protection  of  the  country.  The  next 
item  of  expenditure  is  under  the  head  of  Fisheries.  In 
1877-78  $93,262.28  were  expended,  and  in  1883-84  $286,700.14, 
making  an  increase  of  $193,437.86.  I  need  not  explain 
to  the  House  that  this  increase  is  the  result  of  its 
action  in  giving  the  fishermen  of  Canada  a  bounty,  which 
has  had  the  most  beneficial  results,  so  far  as  the 
production  of  our  fisheries  is  concerned.  I  think 
there  were  no  objections  offered  to  that  proposition  even 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  The  only  anxiety  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  manifested,  if  my  memory  serves  me, 
was  that  it  should  be  simply  a  vote  of  Parliament  for  $150,000 


a  year,  but  that  it  should  be  embodied  in  a  Bill  so  that  it 
might  be  made  permanent.  Therefore,  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  think  no  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side 
will  raise  any  objection  to  this  increase  of  expenditure. 
Tnen  we  come  to  the  expenditure  on  account  of  Indians. 
In  1877-78  it  was  $421,503.66,  and  in  1883-84,  it  was 
$1,116,153.87,  an  increase  of  $694,650.21.  I  may  remark 
that  in  1877-78  all  the  Indian  treaties  that  had  been 
entered  into  just  before  were  not  so  far  completed  that  all 
the  Indians  received  in  that  year  the  sum  provided  for  them 
under  the  treaty  arrangements,  and  therefore  a  consider¬ 
able  pi’oportion  of  the  $694,000  is  the  result  of  treaties  that 
were  entered  into  previous  to  1878.  We  had  hoped  in  the 
present  year  to  have  had  a  decrease  in  that  expenditure  ; 
but,  unfortunately,  owing  to  circumstances  over  which 
neither  this  Parliament  nor  the  Government  have  any  con¬ 
trol — owing  to  the  fact  that  the  buffalo  has  ceased  to  make 
its  appearance  in  the  North-West  Territories— it  has  been 
found  expedient,  in  the  interests  of  the  country, 
during  the  last  two  or  three  yoars  that  these  unfor¬ 
tunate  Indians,  instead  of  being  left  to  starve  or 
to  imperil  the  property  or  the  lives  of  the  white  men  in 
that  country,  should,  at  all  events  for  a  time,  until  educated 
to  farm  or  to  provide  for  themselves,  be  maintained  at  the 
public  Qxpense  rather  than  bring  upon  that  country  any 
such  disaster  as  would  follow  from  their  being  allowed  to 
fall  into  a  starving  condition.  Therefore,  much  as  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  House  may  regret  that  we  have  not  been 
able  yet  to  bring  about  a  decrease  of  that  expenditure,  it  is 
hoped  ere  long  that  that  amount  will  be  reduced.  The 
next  item,  Sir,  is  the  mounted  police.  The  expenditure  has 
increased  from  $345,958.68  in  1877-78  to  $485,983.66  in 
1883-84,  or  an  increase  of  $140,024.98.  This  increase  is  due 
to  the  necessity  of  an  increase  of  the  force.  I  may  say  here 
that,  taking  the  force  that  was  in  Manitoba  from  1874  to 
1878,  and  the  mounted  police  together,  the  expenditure 
during  the  last  five  years  on  the  mounted  police  has  been 
equivalent  to  the  expenditure  for  the  force  that  was  in 
Manitoba  and  for  the  Mounted  Police.  But  this  increase  of 
$140,000  was  considered  necessary  by  the  House.  Last 
year  Parliament  voted  the  sum  of  money  for  this  increase, 
for  various  reasons  which  were  then  presented  by  the  First 
Minister.  The  next  item  is  Subsidies  to  Provinces,  which 
have  increased  $130,906.51.  This  has  been  caused  mainly 
by  the  concessions  that  were  made  to  Manitoba  from  time 
to  time  from  1879  down  to  1884.  The  next  item  is  Legis¬ 
lation,  in  which  there  is  an  increase  of  $44,731.85.  This  is 
the  result  of  increased  cost  of  the  publication  of  Hansard 
and  of  the  increased  number  of  members  of  Parliament 
under  the  census  of  1881.  Then  the  Lighthouse  and  Coast 
Service  has  increased  from  $461,967.71  to  $520,524.38;  an 
increase  of  $58,556.67.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  there  is  perhaps 
scarcely  any  expenditure  made  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
from  year  to  year,  of  something  like  $40,000  a  year  in  the 
first  place  for  the  construction  of  lighthouses,  then  perhaps 
$10,000  a  year  or  nearly  that  for  their  maintenance,  that  is 
more  in  the  interest  of  the  country  than  that  expendi¬ 
ture.  We  know  that  in  1867,  when  this  Dominion 
was  organised,  the  lighthouse  service  was  very  inferior 
to  what  it  is  to-day,  and  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  during  the  early  administration  of  the  Department  that 
had  charge  of  this  expenditure,  very  large  appropriations 
were  made,  and  the  result  has  been,  as  every  man  con¬ 
nected  with  trade  and  commerce  knows,  to  cheapen  the 
rate  of  insurance  on  vessels  coming  into  the  country,  to 
diminish  the  risk  of  the  life  of  the  mariner,  and  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  freights  on  imports  coming  into  the  countiy,  as  well 
as  the  rate  of  freights  and  expenditure  on  products  going 
out  of  the  country,  and  this  has  been  a  direct  benefit  to 
the  whole  country  much  greater  indeed  than  any  additional 
expenditure  that  it  was  found  necessary  to  make  for  that 
great  and  important  interest.  The  expenditure  for  the 
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maintenance  of  the  lights — because  the  increase' is  largely 
due  to  that — is  one  which  I  am  satisfied  will  be  justified  by 
Parliament  and  by  the  people  of  Canada.  The  next  item  is 
Civil  Government,  and  I  take  the  expenditure  of  1877-78, 
because  it  was  lowest  in  that  year  ;  I  take  the  most  favorable 
year  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  because  I  do  not  wish 
them  to  say  during  this  discussion  :  You  have  selected  the 
highest  year  of  our  expenditure.  I  desire  to  stand  upon 
firmer  ground  than  that,  and  am  willing  to  give  them  the 
benefit  of  the  lowest  expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  making 
the  comparison  to  which  I  now  call  tho  attention  of  the  House. 
While  the  expenditure  of  civil  government  for  1877-78  was 
$823,369,  last  year  it  was  $1,084,411,  or  an  increase  of 
$261,041 - - 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  hear, 
hoar.  I  do  not  wonder  at  it,  because  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  made  this  one  of  the  great  charges  against  the  Adminis- 
.  tration  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country,  to 
prove  the  extravagance  of  this  Administration.  Now  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  circumstances  that 
have  led  to  this  increase  of  $261,000  in  six  years.  One  of  the 
difficulties  that  every  Government  must  experience  in  pre¬ 
paring  the  Civil  Service  estimate,  is  the  increase  that  is 
inevitable  under  the  provision  of  the  Civil  Seiwice  Act,  by 
which  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  employes  receive  each 
a  yearly  increase  of  $50.  This  increase  for  the  last  six 
years  is  estimated  as  follows  :  It  is  estimated  that  420  of 
the  Civil  Service  employes  have  received  an  increase  of 
$50  a  year,  and  each  year  since  1817-78,  that  is  during  six 
years,  or  a  total  increase  of  salary  to  each  employ^  of  $300. 
That  amount  for  420  civil  servants  gives  $127,000  of  an 
increase.  Then  we  have  had  transferred  to  tho  Civil 
Service  account  the  expenditure  on  the  Geological 
Survey,  the  cost  of  the  employes  in  that  branch  of  the 
public  service.  These  officers  were  formerly  paid 
by  a  vote  of  the  House,  which  did  not  appear  under  the  head 
of  Civil  Service  appropriation,  but  last  year  and  the  year 
before  this  vote  was  transferred  to  the  Civil  Service,  and 
the  amount  of  their  salaries,  $36,000,  is  added  to  the  expendi¬ 
ture,  making,  not  an  increased  expenditure,  but  a  simple 
transfer  from  one  account  to  another.  As  it  appears  now 
under  the  head  of  Civil  Service  expenditure,  it  increases 
that  vote  to  the  extent  of  $36,000.  Then,  there  is  the 
High  Commissioner’s  salary  and  contingencies  $14,000. 
Well,  our  friends  opposite  had  not  a  High  Commissioner, 
but  they  had  a  gentleman  for  a  time  in  London,  an  Agent- 
General  with  a  liberal  salary ;  and  I  may  say  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  services  rendered  by  the  High  Commissioner 
that  the  very  fact  of  sending  him  to  London,  apart  from  tho 
other  services  he  has  rendered,  has  placed  the  Government 
in  a  better  position  towards  their  financial  agents.  It  was 
intended  at  the  time  that  he  should  be  our  financial  agent, 
but  it  was  found  impracticable  to  carry  that  intention  out. 
The  very  fact,  however,  of  such  intention  being  made 
known,  led  to  a  reduction  in  the  charges  of  our  financial 
agents  and  the  saving  of  a  sum  of  money  annually 
greater  than  that  which  the  High  Commissioner’s 
office  has  cost  us.  I  venture  to  say  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  should  they,  at  a  future  day,  have  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  office  thrown  upon  them,  will  find  that  the  services 
of  this  gentleman,  or  if  not  of  the  present  incumbent,  the 
services  of  one  of  their  own  friends  acting  in  a  similar 
capacity,  would  be  found  of  so  much  value  to  them  and  so 
much  in  the  public  interest  of  the  Dominion  that,  object  as 
they  may  to  the  expenditure  now,  I  doubt  if  they  will  ever 
repeal  that  arrangement  or  discontinue  tho  office.  At  all 
events,  that  adds  $14,000  to  the  civil  list.  Then  there  is 
the  Board  of  Examiners  who  last  year  were  paid  $4,661, 
another  addition  to  the  Civil  Service  vote.  This  leaves 
about  $80,000  to  be  accounted  for,  and  it  may  be  accounted 
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for  in  this  way:  $80,000  is  the  increase  from  1877-78  to 
1884,  on  new  employes.  I  heard  the  other  night  the  remark 
made  that  the  number  of  employes  in  the  Civil  Service  had 
been  about  doublod.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  case.  If  we 
take  the  number  of  permanent  employes  of  1877-78  and  the 
extra  men  paid  by  the  day,  and  the  number  of  employes  in 
the  Civil  Service  in  1884,  and  the  extra  men,  we  will  find 
that  the  increase  is  just  119,  or  twenty  men  a  year,  on  an 
average,  added  to  the  service  during  the  last  six  years. 
Now,  I  desire  to  lay  before  the  House  the  circumstances 
which,  in  my  judgment,  warrant  that  increase.  Take,  in 
the  first  place,  the  Department  of  Public  Works.  The 
expenditure  under  that  Department  last  year,  as  I  have  said, 
was  three  times  as  great  as  it  was  in  1877-78.  This  House 
will  quite  understand  that  it  is  impossible  to  carry  out  an 
expenditure  of  $3,000,000  at  the  same  cost  as  you  would 
an  expenditure  of  a  million  dollars.  That  is  quite  clear. 
Then  we  come  to  railways  and  canals.  The  expenditure  in 
that  branch  has  increased.  It  will  be  quite  understood  by 
this  House,  when  we  take  into  consideration  the  increased 
mileage  of  railways  that  are  being  worked  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  we  take  into  account  the  large  expenditure  since 
1879  on  contracts  from  the  head  of  Lake  Superior  to  Winni¬ 
peg  and  in  Biitish  Columbia,  when  we  take  into  account  the 
supervision  which  is  necessary  to  be  exercised  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  easterly  portion  under  contract  by  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  when  we  consider  the  increase 
of  business  as  compared  with  1877-78,  this  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  these  circumstances  warrant  the  increase  in 
cost  of  this  Department  during  the  last  five  years.  Then 
we  come  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  I  called  attention 
a  few  moments  ago  to  the  fact  that  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  had  to  deal  with  a  territory  nearly  as  large  as  the 
whole  of  Europe ;  three-fourths  as  large  at  all  events ;  that 
in  the  last  four  years  the  Minister  of  that  Department  has 
sold  and  received  money  for  sales  made  to  the  amount  of 
$4,000,000,  that  he  has  had  necessarily  to  superintend  the 
surveying  and  all  the  arrangements  necessary  for  the  settle¬ 
ment  and  soiling  of  this  enormous  territory,  so  that  it  cannot 
bo  expected  that  the  expenditure  would  be  anything  like 
what  it  was  five  years  ago,  when  only  $90,000  was  received 
for  sales  of  land,  when  that  country  was  not  penetrated  by 
railways,  and  there  was  little  or  no  expenditure  necessary. 
Then  we  come  to  the  Post  Office  Department.  There  has 
been  a  very  large  additional  number  of  employes  engaged 
in  the  Post  Office  Department.  When  we  look  at 
the  facts,  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that  the  increased 
number  of  employes  is  warranted.  What  were  the  duties 
performed  in  1884  as  compared  with  1878  ?  In  1878  we 
had  arrangements  made  for  the  sale  of  money  orders  only 
with  Great  Britain,  the  United  States,  and  Newfound¬ 
land.  Since  that  period  that  privilege  has  been  extended 
to  sixty  countries  in  addition  to  these — extended,  I  may 
say,  to  the  whole  civilised  world.  Money  orders  can  now 
be  had  from  the  Postal  Department  to  almost  any  part  of 
the  civilised  world.  That  could  not  be  done  without 
increasing  the  expenditure ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  let  me 
say  to  this  House  that  the  increased  expenditure  has  been 
largely  met  by  the  charges  made  for  these  money  orders. 
Therefore,  if  while  this  extension  has  increased  the 
expenditure  of  the  Department  and  the  number  of  employes, 
it  has  given  in  return  to  the  revenue,  no  doubt,  a  sum  quite 
equal  to  tho  expenditure  for  those  additional  employes.  In 
addition  to  that,  we  find  that  the  number  of  open  accounts  in 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  July,  1878,  was  25,535,  and 
in  1884,  66,682,  showing  an  increase  during  the  five  years  of 
41,147.  W e  know  perfectly  well  that  this  increase  in  the 
number  of  accounts  involved  an  enoripous  amount  of  labor. 
If  any  one  goes  to  tho  Post  Office  here  and  deposits 
$10  or  $20,  under  the  provisions  in  regard  to  the  postal  sav¬ 
ings  banks,  that  money  is  transmitted  to  the  general  office, 
and  the  general  office  has  to  send  to  th<p  man  who  makes  the 
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deposit  an  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  in  each  case.  That 
is  the  protection  of  the  Department  and  depositor,  as  the 
depositor  is  told  that,  unless  he  receives  a  notice  from  the 
Department  that  the  money  is  to  his  credit  he  must  at  once 
make  enquiry  with  regard  to  it.  But  every  one  of  these 
deposits,  even  if  it  be  only  of  $1,-  requires  an  acknowledg¬ 
ment,  and  entered  by  a  person  in  the  Department  here ; 
so  that,  when  that  is  extended  to  41, 147  additional 
accounts  all  over  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  you 
will  see  how  groat  must  bo  the  increase  of  work 
in  the  Department  under  such  circumstances.  And  that 
is  apart  from  the  general  extension  of  the  business  of  the 
Department  outside  of  these  two  particular  accounts  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  warrants  us  in  coming  to  the 
conclusion  that,  with  an  increase  of  sixty-three  countries 
outside  of  those  named  in  1878-79,  there  must  necessarily 
be  an  increased  expenditure  in  the  Department,  but  for  that 
expenditure  there  is  an  equivalent  return.  The  next  De 
partment  is  the  Finance  Department.  The  additional  work 
that  is  thrown  upon  that  Department  is  mainly  through  the 
Savings’  Banks.  The  deposits,  as  the  House  is  aware,  have 
largely  increased.  The  number  of  open  accounts  in  1878  was 
19,922,  and,  in  1884,  43,406,  making  an  increase  of  open 
accounts  of  23,484.  These  accounts  all  require  to  be  checked 
here,  the  parties  having  deposits  are  notified  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  a  large  amount  of  increased  work  is  involved, 
though,  perhaps,  the  increases  are  not  so  great  as  in  some 
other  Department. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  want  to  inter- 
rupt  you  unnecessarily,  but  are  these  separate  accounts, 
separate  depositors  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes,  they  are  separate 
accounts. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  beg  pardon,  but  I 
dare  say  it  will  not  embarrass  you.  Does  each  separate 
account  mean  a  separate  depositor  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No,  not  in  the  Savings  Banks, 
but  it  does  in  the  Pbst  Office.  In  the  Post  Office,  notice  is 
given  of  each  deposit,  it  is  not  so  with  the  Government 
Savings  Bank.  It  is  an  increase  in  the  number  of  accounts, 
but  does  not  involve  the  same  amount  of  increased  work  as 
in  the  Postal  Department.  The  next  is  the  Militia  Depart¬ 
ment.  As  I  stated  before,  the  establishment  of  the  additional 
schools  must  necessarily  lead  to  some  extent  to  an  increase 
of  expenditure,  but  the  increase  of  expenditure  in  that 
Department  is  not  larger  than  would  reasonably  be  expected 
from  the  increased  force  and  the  additional  schools 
and  organisations  that  have  been  established.  The  Audit 
Department,  as  hon.  gentlemen  know,  is  a  separate 
and  distinct  department,  which  is  now  necessarily  more 
expensive  than  before,  because  it  is  much  more  efficient 
in  its  operation,  and,  although  it  requires  a  certain 
additional  number  of  clerks,  not  much  increase  has  been 
made  in  the  last  four  or  five  years.  Still,  as  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  country  increases,  some  increase  has  been 
necessary  there.  In  the  Customs  Department,  the  increased 
revenue  collected,  the  increased  number  of  ports,  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Customs  Department  to  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  Territories,  the  increased  vigilance  required  under  the 
Act  of  1879,  which  has  thrown  very  considerable  additional 
work  upon  that  Department,  would  naturally  lead  to  some 
increase  in  the  expenditure  there.  In  the  Indian  Depart¬ 
ment,  there  is  the  Mounted  Police,  and  there  is  an  increased 
expenditure  for  the  Indians,  which  would  account  for  the 
increased  expenditure  there.  In  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department,  an  additional  expenditure  has  been  necessary 
owing  to  the  passage  of  the  License  Act,  which  threw  upon 
that  Department  some  additional  expenditure  last  year.  In 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  increase  of  that  Department  since  1878, 


and  I  think  the  hon.  members  will  bo  fully  satisfied  that 
that  Department  is  justified  in  asking  the  additional  expen¬ 
diture  which  is  proposed. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  a  modol  Department. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  is  a  model  Department  1 
know.  When  wo  consider  tho  additional  work  that  has 
been  performed  in  that  Department  in  tho  last  three  or  four 
years  in  connection  with  immigration,  we  can  see  that  it 
would  warrant  some  increase  in  the  expenditure  ;  but  thero  is 
a  portion  of  its  businoss  to  which  I  wish  particularly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  which  would  warrant  to  the  fullest 
extent  the  additional  amount  expended  in  that  Department 
since  1878.  In  1878,  the  number  of  patents  issued  was 
1,172,  and  tho  revenue  received  from  the  Patent  Office  was 
$33,663.  In  1884,  2,456  patents  were  issued,  with  a  revenue 
of  $69,530.  This  gives  some  idea  of  tho  increased  work 
thrown  upon  that  Department  in  that  particular  branch, 
and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  salaries  of  the  in¬ 
creased  number  of  employes  there  have  beon  paid  four¬ 
fold  by  the  additional  fees  received  from  the  increased  num¬ 
ber  of  patents  granted,  an  increase  of  $36,000  since  1877-78. 
Then  there  is  the  Department  of  Justice,  in  which 
there  is,  necessarily,  an  increased  amount  of  work,  from 
the  increased  population  of  the  country,  which  leads  to  an 
increased  number  of  convicts.  The  Departments  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Privy  Council  depend,  as  far  as 
their  work  is  concerned,  largely  upon  the  development  of 
the  country  from  the  increase  of  the  population,  from  the 
settlement  of  the  North-West,  and  from  the  various  ques¬ 
tions  and  orders  that  reach  the  Council,  and  the  correspon¬ 
dence  that  passes  through  the  Secretary  of  State.  Every 
hon.  member  will  understand  that  an  increased  population 
means,  to  these  Departments,  an  increased  business,  an  in¬ 
creased  number  of  documents  which  pass  through  them  and 
which  must  necessarily  increase  the  expenditure.  Taking 
these  facts  into  account,  the  increase  of  $80,000,  or  of 
twenty  men  per  year  from  1878  to  1834,  is,  I  think, 
sufficiently  justified,  and  so  there  is  a  justification  for 
the  employment  of  these  119  men  in  addition  to  those  em¬ 
ployed  either  temporarily  or  permanently  in  1877-78. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  gone  over  the  items  of  the  increases  to 
makeup  the  expenditure  of  $71500,000  in  1881  over  tho 
expenditure  ol  1877-78.  Many  of  these,  as  I  have  shown, 
do  not  cause  an  increase  of  taxation,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
have  caused  increased  revenue,  and,  therefore,  we  should 
confine  our  consideration  to  these  expenditures  for  which 
there  is  no  money  return ;  they  are  limited  in  character,  and 
if  they  are  limited  in  character  it  is  found  that  the  advantages 
the  country  derived  from  these  expenditures  is  an  equiva¬ 
lent,  and  more  than  an  equivalent,  for  the  expenditures 
that  have  been  made.  Under  these  circumstances  I  wish 
it  to  be  understood  that  when  hon.  members  opposite  make 
the  statement  that  the  oxtravagance  of  the  Government 
must  be  judged  by  its  increased  expenditure  of  $7,500,000  in 
six  years,  we  have  a  good  and  sufficient  answer  to  give,  and 
that  is  that  that  sum,  during  those  five  years,  has  not  neces¬ 
sarily  resulted  in  increased  taxation  to  the  people.  Now  I 
proceed  to  establish  that  fact.  From  1874  to  1879  the  neces¬ 
sary  taxation  of  the  people  of  Canada,  based  upon  the 
average  population  between  those  periods,  had  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  day  collected  the  money  necessary  to 
pay  the  expenditure,  would  have  been,  as  I  have  stated 
before,  $4.88  per  head  of  the  population.  When  I 
state  here — and  I  have  the  data  to  prove  it — that  from  1879 
to  1884  the  necessary  taxation  per  head  of  the  population 
to  meet  the  expenditure,  was  less  than  $4.88  per  head,  by 
10  cents  per  head — when  I  make  that  statement,  it  is,  if  I 
can  prove  it,  the  answer  to  the  assertion  I  have  just  made 
that  this  expenditure  of  $7,500,000  does  not  and  has  not  led 
necessarily  to  the  increased  taxation.  I  have  made  this  state¬ 
ment  before,  and  I  think  it  is  necessary  to  give  the  data  upon 
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which  it  is  made,  because  an  hon.  member  of  this  House  has, 
within  the  last  two  or  three  months,  made  an  alarming  state¬ 
ment  that  has  gone,  not  alone  through  Canada,  but  the  world 
over,  1  may  say,  to  show  that  the  taxation  of  the  people  ol 
Canada  is  now  nearly  double  that  of  the  United  States,  and 
that  it  is  increasing  at  such  a  ratio  that  before  long  it  will 
be  equal  to  that  of  the  most  highly  taxed  nations  of  the 
world.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  necessary,  under  these 
circumstances,  that  wo  should  here,  rather  than  in  any 
other  place,  give  the  answer  to  that  statement  and  relieve 
the  anxieties  of  the  people  which  must  naturally  result  from 
such  a  statement  as  this  going  over  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  country.  Sir,  I  am  about  to  establish  the  statement  I 
made  as  to  the  necessary  taxation  from  1874  to  1879,  and 
the  necessary  taxation  from  1879  to  1884.  The  Customs, 
Excise,  and  stamp  dues  collected  from  the  1st  July,  1874,  to 
the  1st  July,  1879,  were  $93,295,770.34.  The  deficit  during 
that  period  was  $4,818,789,  making  a  taxation  necessary, 
if  the  revenue  had  been  collected  sufficient  to  pay  that  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $98,114,559.34,  or  on  an  estimated  average 
population  during  that  period  of  4,021,000,  or  $4.88  per  head. 
I  may  state  that  the  deficit  was  caused  in  this  way :  The 
total  receipts  during  those  five  years  were  $114,860,495; 
the  total  expenditure  during  that  period  was  $119,679,284, 
which  represents  the  deficit  I  have  named.  Now,  then,  we 
come  to  the  years  from  1S79  to  1884.  Received  from  Cus¬ 
toms,  Excise  and  Stamps,  from  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st  July, 
1884,  $124,723,659.84.  The  surplus  during  those  five 
years  was  $20,4-9,725,  made  up  in  this  way  :  Total  receipts 
during  the  period  named,  $157,687,879;  total  expenditure 
during  the  same  period,  $137,258,154.  If  you  deduct  the 
$2o, 000,600  surplus  from  the  receipts,  the  necessary  taxa¬ 
tion— the  hon.  member  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  laughs,  I 
will  give  him  a  statement  that  will  require  more  than  a 
laugh  to  answer.  The  necessary  taxation  for  that  period 
was  $104,293,934.84,  on  an  average  population  of  4,364,800, 
or  $4.78J  per  head,  against  $4.88  per  head. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  hon.  member  laughs. 
What  was  done  with  that  $20,000,000  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Wasted  on  theCanadian 
Pacific  Railway. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  not  wasted 
on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  or  on  any  other  railway. 
I  will  tell  you  what  effect  that  surplus  of  $20,000,000  had. 
Let  us  see  what  the  net  interest  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
was  in  1874  when  these  gentlemen  came  into  power.  The 
net  interest  paid  in  1873-74  was  $5, 113, 573. 31,  on  an  estimated 
population  of  3,873,920,  or  $  1.32  per  head.  The  net  interest 
paid  in  1878-79  was  $6,456,383.51,  an  increase  in  the 
net  interest  of  $1,342,810.20  in  five  years,  or  $1,544  per 
head,  or  an  increase  of  22J  cents  per  head  in  five  years, 
on  an  estimated  population  of  4,178,890.  Then,  as  the 
result  of  that  surplus,  as  the  result  of  the  improved 
credit  of  tho  country,  as  the  result  of  the  redemption  of 
maturing  liabilities  bearing  5  and  6  percent.,  the  net  interest 
paid  in  1883-84  was  $6,713,482.24  on  an  estimated  popula¬ 
tion  of  4,600,000,  or  $1.46  per  head,  or  8J  cents  per  head 
less  than  was  paid  in  1878-79.  That  is  one  of  the  effects  of 
the  surplus  of  $20,000,000,  and  that,  Sir,  while  they  expended 
$33,000,000  or  $34,000,000  during  the  five  years  that 
they  were  in  office,  chargeable  to  capital.  These  are  the 
results  so  far  as  the  taxation  per  head  is  concerned,  after 
we  have  spent  in  the  five  years  to  which  I  refer  $65,000,000 
in  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  in  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  in  the  deepening  and 
enlarging  of  our  canals.  The  result  is  that  the  interest 
paid  during  the  last  year  was  8J  cents  per  head  loss 
than  it  was  when  we  came  into  power  in  1878-79. 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 
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I  think  1  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  saying, 
as  was  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  on  his 
right :  What  about  the  capital  account  ?  You  have  not 
taken  into  account  $1,800,000  that  is  charged  to  capital  for 
surveys  of  tho  lands,  which  outlay  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
charged  to  capital  when  they  were  in  office.  I  think  I  hear 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  in  answer  to  my  declaration.  I 
admit  that  I  have  not  in  this  statement  taken  that  into 
account,  but  if  that  had  been  taken  into  the  calculation  tho 
taxation  per  head  of  the  population  would  have  been  still 
less  than  $4.88.  I,  therefore,  think  that  so  far  as  the  past 
five  years  are  concerned,  though  we  expended  in  1883-84 
$7,500,000  more  in  the  development  of  the  country  and  in 
the  carrying  out  of  great  public  works  than  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  did,  yet  tho  necessary  taxation  of  the  people  has 
been  less  during  those  five  years  than  during  the  time  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  were  in  office.  That  is  a  sufficient  answer 
to  the  country  as  to  tho  increased  taxation  and  as  to  the 
alledged  extravagance  of  this  Government. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  That  is  feeble,  but  I  am  glad 
to  have  it  from  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  wish  it  were 
stronger  for  his  sake  and  for  mine  also. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Especially  for  your  sake. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  must  say  that  I  have  always 
found  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  an  opponent  just 
as  difficult  to  meet  as  could  be  found  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  I  appreciate  his  ability,  and  I  regret  that  the  state 
of  his  health  is  such  as  provents  tho  hon.  member  taking  as 
active  and  vigorous  a  part  in  the  discussions  of  Parliament  as 
he  did  formerly.  I  would  now  like,  as  we  have  had  experience 
of  the  National  Policy  developed  outside  of  Parliament  and 
in  Parliament  by  the  trade  returns,  to  discuss  that  question 
from  a  five  years’  standpoint.  We  have  for  years  taken  up 
tho  results  of  the  policy,  its  effect  upon  trade,  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  our  manufactures,  and  we  have  compared  the  results 
year  by  year ;  but  it  will  be  profitable,  I  think  now,  having 
before  us  the  returns  of  the  five  years  with  respect  to  its 
known  effects  upon  trade,  and  with  respect  to  its  general 
influence  on  the  country,  to  spend  a  little  time  in  taking  a 
review  of  its  operations  for  that  period.  We  know  that  in 
1879  various  objections  were  urged  by  hon,  gentlemen 
opposite  to  the  resolutions  that  were  submitted  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  defining  and  declaring  the  policy  of  the  Government 
on  the  trade  question.  One  of  the  objections  that  was  raised 
— I  think  it  was  put  forward  by  the  hon.  member  who 
passed  a  word  across  the  House  a  few  moments  ago — 
was  that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on  breadstuffs  would 
interfere  materially  with  the  foreign  export  trade  we  had 
enjoyed  down  to  that  time.  He  went  into  a  very  elaborate 
calculation,  as  to  what  would  be  the  direct  results  under  the 
operation  of  this  tariff,  consequent  upon  forcing  the  trade 
through  the  United  States  ports  instead  of  bringing  it 
through  our  canals  or  over  our  railways,  as  heretofore, 
giving  employment  to  the  people  of  Canada.  No  doubt 
there  were  grave  doubts  at  that  time  as  to  the  effect  that 
would  be  produced  by  tho  imposition  of  a  duty  upon 
foreign  breadstuffs,  because  it  would  subject  exporters 
to  transmit  their  goods  in  bond  at  some  little  trouble,  and 
perhaps  at  some  expense;  and  it  was  contended  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  that  these  circumstances  would  drive 
the  trade  into  channels  other  than  the  St.  Lawrence.  I  have, 
from  year  to  year,  been  able  to  make  a  statement,  showing 
that  the  fears  expressed  by  hon.  gentlemen  at  that  time 
were,  so  far  as  our  experience  then  went,  without  founda¬ 
tion,  and  I  think  the  experience  of  tho  last  five  years  goes 
to  show  that  their  fears  were  groundless.  For  instance,  I 
find  as  follows  : — 
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Value  of  exports  foreign  goods  from  1st 

July,  1878,  to  1st  July,  1884 . $53,384,455 

Value  of  exports  foreign  goods  from  1st 

July,  1874,  to  1st  July,  1879 .  41,003,910 

Increase . . . $12,380,646 


That  will  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  bon.  gentlemen 
who  entertained  fears  upon  this  subject  at  that  time 
for  shipment,  instead  of  sending  them  by  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  by  the  winter  ports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Again, 
it  was  said  when  those  resolutions  were  introduced  that 
they  were  unpatriotic,  that  their  effect  would  be  to  diminish 
trade  with  tho  mother  country  and  increase  our  trade  with 
the  United  States.  That  was  the  statement  made  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  and  we  were  told  we  were  unpatriotic, 
that  we  were  really  assisting  our  American  neighbors  rather 
than  the  country  to  which  we  owe  allegiance,  and  the 
country  to  which  our  sympathies  naturally  lean.  Here  are 
the  facts  with  respect  to  that  matter : 

Value  of  goods  imported  from  Great  Britain 
for  five  years,  from  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st 

July,  1884 . .  $224,112,853 

Value  of  goods  imported  from  Great  Britain 
fir  five  years,  from  1st  July,  1874,  to  1st 
July,  1879 . . . .  209,077,876 


Increase . . $  15,034,977 


Value  of  goods  imported  from  the  United 
Statesl'or  five  years,  from  1st  July,  1879, 

to  1st  July,  1884 . . . .  $220,865,271 

Value  of  goods  imported  from  the  United 
States  for  five  years,  from  1st  July,  1874, 
to  1st  July,  1879  .  240,659,480 

Decrease . . . . $  19,691,209 

I  think  that  may  be  considered  as  a  sufficient  answer  to  tho 
fears  expressed  as  to  the  effect  of  that  policy  on  trade 
between  Canada  and  Great  Britain,  and  trade  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  Then  it  was  asserted  that 
under  the  policy  of  1879  the  duties  would  be  increased  on 
British  goods  to  a  greater  extent  than  on  United  States 
products.  Let  us  see  what  the  results  are  for  the  five  years 
to  which  I  refer,  as  shown  in  the  Trade  and  Navigation 


Keturns : 

Percentage  paid  on  imports  from  Great 

Britain  from  1874  to  1879  .  16  per  cent. 

Percentage  paid  on  imports  from  Great 


Increase . . .  3T3075  “ 

Percentage  paid  on  goods  imported  for 
consumption  from  the  United  States, 

from  1874  to  1879 . 9^^  " 

Percentage  on  goods  imported  for  consump¬ 
tion  from  the  United  States,  from  1879 
to  1884  .  14^  “ 

Increase . 5^ff  “ 


That  is  the  answer  to  the  fears  expressed  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  that  the  tariff  then  about  to  go  into  operation 
would  work  adversely  to  Great  Britain  and  in  favor  of  the 
Unitepi  States.  The  question  of  the  balance  of  trade  has 
been  referred  to  frequently,  and  on  several  occasions  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  has  quoted  statements  made 
by  me,  I  think  in  1879  or  1880,  when  the  imports  and 
exports  had  approached  an  equality,  and  in  one  year,  I  think, 
the  exports  were  a  little  in  excess.  For  the  subsequent  years 
the  imports  were  in  excess,  and  I  expressed  at  that  time  my 
satisfaction  that  the  imports  and  the  exports  assimilated 
more  nearly  than  they  had  done  for  many  years  previous. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  said  that  it  was  my  desire  that 
the  imports  should  go  on  decreasing  until  we  would  have  a 
perfect  balance  of  trade,  as  we  had  in  1879-80  or  1880-81. 
Now  what  are  the  facts  ?  Tho  facts  are  that  during  the  last 
two  years  the  importation  has  been  exceptionally  large. 
First,  the  imports  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway — im¬ 
ports  of  rails,  rolling  stock,  and  other  articles  brought  into 
the  country,  added  to  the  imports  of  the  last  year,  and  to  a 


considerable  extent  to  those  of  the  previous  year.  Thon 
the  general  prosperity  led  to  larger  imports  and  larger  con¬ 
sumption.  But  I  give  the  following  facts  to  show  that  the 
National  Policy  has  had  the  practical  effect  of  keeping  the 
difference  between  imports  and  exports  in  a  much  more 
favorable  condition  than  it  would  have  been  but  for  the 
National  Policy : 


The  imports  from  July  1st,  1874,  to  July  1st, 

1879,  were  . . . .^.$490,654,805 

Exports  for  same  period . . . .  385,543,729 


Excess  of  imports  over  exports . $105,111,076 

The  imports  Irom  July  1st,  1879,  to  July  1st, 

1884,  were  . . . $559,891,152 

Exports  for  same  period,.....,.. . .  477,831,784 


Excess  of  imports  over  exports .  $82,059,368 


In  addition  I  may  state  that  there  was  a  large  increase  in 
the  trade  of  the  Dominion  in  the  last  five  years.  The  in¬ 
creased  production  of  our  manufactures,  as  shown  by  the 
returns  submitted  to  the  Government,  and  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House — and  I  am  sorry  they  are  not  printed,  but 
hon.  gentlemen  will  have  ample  time  to  examine  them 
before  this  discussion  closes—must  have  diminished  the 
value  of  the  imports  of  manufactured  goods  for  tho  five 
years  to  the  extent  of  $100,000,000.  When  I  say  that  tho 
increased  labor  paid  during  the  last  year  to  the 
men  and  women  employed  in  the  manufactures  of  the 
country  was  $15,000,000  alone,  you  may  fairly  infer 
that  for  interest,  on  the  outlay  on  buildings  and  the 
profits  to  the  manufacturers,  it  would  reach  an  average 
of  $20,000,01*0,  or  for  the  five  years  $100,000,000.  The  im¬ 
ports  have  been  necessarily  decreased  by  the  operation  of 
this  policy,  and  the  balance  of  trade  would  have  been  that 
much  larger  against  us  had  not  these  factories  been  built 
and  those  industries  established  in  the  country ;  and  tho 
consequences  would  have  been,  I  think,  unfortunato 
if  such  had  been  tho  condition  of  things.  So  much  for 
the  question  of  the  balance  of  trade.  I  do  not  desire  to 
seo  tho  consumption  of  the  people  diminished  ;  but  what 
the  Government  prefer  is  that  while  they  desire  to  see  the 
consumption  of  the  people  increased,  they  prefer  rather  to 
see  them  consuming  articles  produced  and  manufactured  in 
the  country,  by  tho  labor  of  the  country,  than  that  they 
should  be  imported  from  outside  and  involve  the  necessity  of 
sending  the  money  out  of  the  country  to  pay  for  them.  Now 
I  desire  to  give  some  further  evidence  with  reference  to  the 
success  of  this  policy  in  increasing  the  industries  of  this 
country.  There  is  nothing,  perhaps,  that  can  mark  more 
clearly  the  increase  of  the&e  industries  than  the  increased  de¬ 
mand  for  machinery.  It  is  known  perfectly  well  by  every 
man  who  is  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  machinery,  that 
the  orders  he  has  received  and  executed  since  1879  have  been 
largely  in  excess  of  his  orders  from  1874  to  1879.  You 
will  find,  perhaps,  that  leading  men  who  are  not  members 
of  Parliament,  who  are  advocating  this  policy,  and  are  the 
most  effective  speakers  in  its  favor,  are  the  men  who  speak 
of  their  own  industry,  who  go  to  the  country  and  tell  the 
people  what  benefits  they  have  received  from  this  policy,  in 
the  increased  demand  for  their  machinery.  I  may,  perhaps, 
point  to  a  man  whom  my  hon.  predecessor  met  recently, 
and  who,  speaking  from  his  own  experience,  spoke  so 
effectively  that  he  carried  the  people  with  him,  because  he 
was  able  to  show  that  the  increased  demand  for  his  pro¬ 
ducts  and  the  increased  employment  given  to  mechanics 
were  the  result  of  the  National  Policy.  In  addition  to  the 
increased  demand  at  home,  we  find  that  the  machinery 
imported  from  1874  to  1879  was  $3,100,018  in  value,  while 
the  value  of  that  imported  from  1879  to  1884  was  $8,597,300. 
I  think  this  is  an  indication  that  some  new  life  or  vitality 
was  given  to  industries  requiring  this  increased  amount 
of  machinery.  Then  take  the  article  of  raw  hides  in  order 
to  show  the  development  of  leather  manufacture.  We  find 
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that  the  raw  hides  imported  from  1874  to  1879  were  valued 
at  .$6,419,294,  and  from  1879  to  1884,  $9,517,744.  This  is 
some  evidence  of  the  increased  demand  for  hides  for 
the  manufacture  of  leather,  and  the  manufacture  of  boots  and 
shoes  and  other  articles  made  from  leather.  We  com6  next  to 
coal.  The  amount  of  coal  entered  for  consumption  from 
1874  to  1879  was  4,230,984  tons,  aud  from  1879  to  1884, 
7,085,985  tons.  The  output  of  coal  in  1878  was  650,000 
tons  ;  the  output  in  1884  was  1,550,500  tons,  or  900,000 
tons  more  than  it  was  in  1878.  Hon.  members  who  were 
here  in  1879  will  recollect  that  I  estimated — and  I  thought 
it  was  a  liberal  estimate — that  in  four  years  the  output  of 
coal  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  be  increased  400,000 
tons,  and  now,  in  a  little  over  five  years  the  incroase  has 
reached  900,000  tons,  or  3,000  tons  for  every  working 
day  of  the  year  1884.  I  think  some  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  will  say  :  Well,  if  you  have  increased  the  imports 
of  coal  3,000,000  tons,  you  have  taxed  the  people  50  or  60 
cents  a  ton  on  that  increased  import  of  coal.  Well,  I  admit 
it.  I  will  not  undertake  to  prove — though  it  might  be 
proved  to  some  extent — that  in  some  cases  the  duty  is  paid 
by  the  party  selling  the  coal  ;  I  am  not  going  to  take  any 
doubtful  ground.  I  will  admit  for  argument’s  sake,  that 
the  people  pay  every  cent  of  that  duty.  But  what  does  it 
enable  us  to  do  ?  It  has  enabled  us — because  the  duty  is 
just  about  the  same — to  take  the  duty  off  tea  and  coffee  and 
place  it  on  coal,  which  gives  us  an  industry  that  has 
increased  its  output  900,000  tons  in  1884  over  1878.  Were 
that  duty  taken  off  coal  to-morrow,  the  Government 
would  have  to  come  to  Parliament  and  ask  them  to  impose 
a  duty  on  tea  and  coffee  instead.  Now,  Sir,  the  nest  ques¬ 
tion  is  the  quostion  of  sugar.  That  is  a  question  which  was 
pretty  fully  debated  here.  Very  strong  language  was  used 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  reference  to  the  effect  of 
our  policy  upon  sugar.  It  was  stated  that  we  were  enrich¬ 
ing  tho  sugar  refiner  and  taxing  the  consumer.  I  should 
not  at  all  wonder  if  we  should  now  have  from  the  same 
gentlemen  the  declaration  that  our  policy  has  ruined  the 
refiner,  while,  pei'haps,  they  may  not  admit  that  it  has 
benefited  the  consumer.  The  change  in  the  duty  on  sugar 
has  had  this  effect :  It  has  restored  to  Canada  an  industry 
she  had  lost;  it  has  led  to  the  erection  of  two  or  three  new 
refineries  in  addition  to  the  old,  giving  employment  to  a 
large  number  of  hands.  I  am  not  quite  sure  we  have  not 
one  refinery  too  many;  but  if  they  are  not  making  as  much 
money  at  present  as  they  did  in  former  years  will  it  not  be 
right  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  take  into  account  the 
large  profits  said  to  have  been  made  in  1879  and  1880,  to 
counterbalance  the  small  profits  at  the  present  time,  and 
average  the  return  which  the  investor  had  from  this  in¬ 
dustry  ?  I  think  that  would  be  reasonable. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Only  the  men  who  made  the 
money  then  won’t  divide  with  the  others  now. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Not  at  all.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  now  combatting  the  argument  that  may  be  raised  by- 
and-bye,  and  I  am  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  when  this  question  of  sugar  was  under  discussion, 
it  was  charged  that  our  policy  was  to  enrich  the  rich  and  to 
impoverish,  the  poor ;  and  now  we  aro  to  hoar  that  these 
gentlemen  are  engaged  in  an  enterprise  in  which  they  lost 
money  last  year,  not  from  the  effect  of  tho  policy,  but  from 
the  downwai’d  tendency  of  the  price  of  sugar  during  the  last 
twelve  months.  Hon.  gentlemen  say,  hear,  heai*,  to  my 
statement ;  but  let  me  call  their  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  argument  that  applies  to  sugar  will  apply  to  cotton  and 
other  industries.  If,  as  hon.  gentlemen  said,  these  industries 
wei’e  yielding  large  profits  thon,  and  if  they  are  making 
small  pi'ofits  now,  if  the  inference  from  their  statement  is 
that  we  have  induced  men  ,to  engage  in  enterprises  that 
have  not  paid,  they  should  take  into  account  the  profits 
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they  had  in  the  first  years,  and  make  an  average  by  a  com- 
pax-ison  with  the  less  profits  that  they  have  had  since. 
That  is  my  answer  to  that  line  of  ai’gumont.  With  regard 
to  sugar,  the  question  is,  has  it  cost  the  people  any  more 
than  it  did  before  ?  Never  before  in  the  history  of  the 
country  was  xhe  price  of  sugar  so  low  as  it  is  to-day ; 
and  I  will  say,  never  before  was  sugar  so  good  either.  I 
admit  that  that  is  not  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  statement 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  cost  was  increased  to 
the  consumer,  because  the  price  of  raw  sugar  has  been  lower 
than  it  was ;  but  when  we  take  into  account  the  cost  of 
yellow  and  refined  sugar  during  the  past  five  years,  I  be¬ 
lieve  you  will  find  that  the  consumer  has  had  his  sugar  as 
cheap  as  he  would  have  had  if  he  had  imported  it  from  the 
Unitod  States  and  England,  under  the  tariff  which  pi’evailed 
in  1877  and  1878.  What  has  our  policy  done  more  than 
that  ?  In.  1878  only  6  per  cent,  of  the  sugar  consumed  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  came  direct  from  the  country  of  its 
production  ;  last  year  89  per  cent,  came  from  the  country  of 
its  production,  and  only  11  per  cent,  from  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States.  That  is  my  answer  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  said  that  the  duty  on  sugar  meant 
a  great  loss  of  revenue,  and  an  increased  cost'to  the  con¬ 
sumer.  The  revenue  received  during  the  last  year  on  account 
of  the  increased  quantity  of  raw  sugar  imported,  although  the 
value  was  low,  was  greater  than  the  revenue  of  years 
pi’evious.  All  this  shows  that  we  have  not  only  obtained 
the  usual  revenue  from  sugar,  but  that  we  have  given 
employment  to  a  large  number  of  people.  We  have 
restored  to  Canada  an  impoi’tant  industry.  Our  trade  with 
the  West  Indies  has  increased  by  40  or  50  per  cent.,  and 
our  policy  with  regard  to  sugar  has  been  eminently  benefi¬ 
cial  to  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada.  Well,  Sir,  the  next 
industry  I  come  to  is  the  cotton  industry.  We  recollect  the 
statements  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  about  the 
cotton  lords.  The  sugar  refiners,  the  cotton  lords  and  the 
woollen  manufacturers  were  the  favorites ;  and  their  indus¬ 
tries  wore  the  three  pet  industries  of  the  Government. 

Mi1.  BLAKE.  Do  not  leave  out  the  iron. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  We  did  not  do  much  for  the 
iron  industry  until  1881. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  gave  it  a  bounty. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  am  now  referring  to  the 
statements  made  in  1879.  I  admit  that  we  did  do  some¬ 
thing  for  the  iron  industry ;  and  if  $1.50  a  ton,  to  be,  after 
a  certain  period,  reduced  to  $1  a  ton,  should  be  found 
necessary  to  more  fully  develop  this  industry,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  protection  of  $1.50  will  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  it.  Coming  back  to  the  cotton  industry.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  objected  to  this  policy  on  the 
gi-ound  that  the  men  engaged  in  that  industiy  would  make 
fortunes  out  of  it,  while  the  poor  man  would  be  forced  to 
pay  higher  pi-ices.  I  should  not  wonder  if  we  were  to  hoar 
the  same  hon.  gentlemen  now  say  that  the  poor  unfortunate 
men  who  invested  money  in  the  cotton  mills  of  tho 
country  are  suffei'ing  badly.  Well,  I  can  say,  so  far  as 
the  consumer  is  conceimed,  that  he  is  not  suffering.  Thore 
was  great  solicitude  felt  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  for 
the  poor  man  and  I  remember  that  that  solicitude  extended 
to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  In  his  speeches  hei’e 
and  olsewhero  he  dwelt  upon  the  gi’eat  tax  the  poor  man 
j  would  be  subjected  to  by  requiring  seven  yards  for  a  certain 
garment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  LEONAR  D  TILLEY.  Well,  nine  yards,  perhaps. 
Whether  it  was  seven  or  nine,  I  know  he  was  extremely 
solicitous  about  the  consumer  of  cotton.  I  have  had 
placed  in  my  hands  the  prices  current  on  the  31st  of 
January,  1885,  taken  from  the  New  York  Economist ,  giving 
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a  comparaison  of  the  prices  of  cotton  at  New  York  and  in 
Canada : 

American.  Canadian. 

Whitemisville....  .  33  in,,  6  cts.  per  yd.  33  in.,  5|  cts.  per  yd. 

Pelham  . .  35J 

Heron  . .  . . .  35  A 

Whitemisville .  35^ 

Dwight  Anch’r .  36” 

Langdon,  G.  8 .  36 

If  these  figures  are  reliable,  and  they  have  boon  given 
to  me  by  a  gentleman  upon  whose  veracity  I  can  rely — 
they  are  copied  them  from  the  Economist — they  show 
clearly,  as  far  as  the  consumer  is  concerned,  that  he  is 
having  his  cotton  at  less  or  about  the  price  at  which 
the  consumer  in  the  United  States  can  purchase  similar 
goods.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  retail  purchaser.  With 
reference  to  the  manufacturers,  it  will  be  said  that  under 
this  policy,  capitalists  were  induced  to  extend  this  industry 
far  beyond  what  circumstances  have  shown  was  justi¬ 
fiable;  but  the  difficulty  that  has  arisen  is  due  to  a  very 
great  extent  to  the  fact  that  the  manufacturers  confined 
themselves,  for  a  year  or  two,  to  one  or  two  classes 
of  goods.  The  result  has  been  they  overstocked  the 
market,  and  for  the  last  six  months  or  so,  they  have  been 
quietly  discussing  what  arrangements  they  can  make,  by 
varying  the  character  of  their  manufactures,  which  will 
enable  them  to  obtain  a  living  profit  on  their  investments. 
I  recollect  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  rising,  three  or  four 
years  ago,  and  stating  that  the  dividend  declared  by  one 
of  these  companies  was  something  like  40  per  cent.  If  state¬ 
ments  of  that  kind  were  correct,  the  manufacturers  probably 
invested  those  large  profits  and  incurred  far  greater  liabilities 
in  extending  their  operations,  with  the  result  that,  owing 
to  those  operations  being  exceedingly  limited  as  regards 
variety  in  the  goods  manufactured,  they  created  so  sharp  a 
competition  among  themselves  that  they  are  compelled  to 
reduce  the  prices  to  the  consumer  to  a  figure  as  low  or 
lower  than  the  prices  in  the  United  States.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  will  say  :  “  Oh,  very  soon  they  will  remedy 
that,”  for  they  are  meeting  together  and  are  endea¬ 
voring  to  make  such  arrangements  as  will  enable  them  to 
increase  the  price  and  have  a  living  profit.  I  doubt  if  there 
is  a  single  gentleman  in  the  House,  at  all  events  a  single 
member  who  believes  in  the  National  Policy,  who  desires 
that  the  men  who  have  invested  their  capital  in  that  indus¬ 
try  should  not  receive  a  fair  return,  for  the  capital  they  have 
invested.  And  this  the  manufacturers  can  do  because  the 
number  of  spindles  in  operation  in  Canada  is  not  equal 
considering  population,  to  the  number  in  operation  in  the 
United  States ;  and  the  fair  inference  is  that  the  moment 
the  Canadian  manufacturers  have  so  arranged  as  to  increase 
the  variety  of  their  goods,  they  will  obtain  a  fair  profit  on 
them  and  the  consumers  will  not  have  to  pay  an  additional 
sum  for  the  goods,  not  as  much  as  they  would  pay  on  im¬ 
ported  goods  under  the  tariff  of  1878.  To  show  what  an 
impetus  has  been  given  to  this  trade  since  18711, 1  will  quote 
from  the  Trade  Returns  giving,  the  imports  of  raw  cotton 
for  the  five  years  from  1874  to  1879,  and  compare  them 
with  the  imports  during  the  five  years  from  1879  to  1884. 
From  1874  to  1879,  the  import^,  of  raw  cotton  amounted 
to  31,847,880  lbs.  ;  from  1879  to  1884  they  amounted  to 
94,038,219  lbs.,  and  their  value  increased  from  $3,568,185 
to  $10,531,532.  This,  1  think,  will  show  that  an  impetus 
has  been  given  to  this  industry,  that  there  has  been  a 
large  amount  of  cotton  manufactured  in  the  Dominion, 
that  it  has  been  purchased  by  the  Canadian  consumer  at 
a  very  low  rate,  and  that,  considering  the  number  of  spindles 
that  are  now  in  Canada  and  the  demand  that  must  exist 
for  these  goods,  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  all  these 
manufactories  will  be  profitably  employed.  Subsequent  to 
1879,  the  Government  came  down  and  asked  for  an  increased 
duty  upon  agricultural  implements,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
grievances  that  has  been  magnified.  It  has  been  for  a 
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year  or  so  presented,  especially  to  the  people  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  by  our  opponents  and  used  by  them  to 
create  a  feeling  averse  to  the  National  Policy  and  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  that  matter.  I  may  state  now  what 
I  stated.  When,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  I  asked  that 
the  duty  should  be  increased  to  35  per  cent,.,  that  I  had  the 
assurance  of  tho  manufaturers  of  the  Dominion  that  the  in¬ 
creased  duty  would  not  increase  tho  cost  to  the  consumer. 
If  that  assurance  had  not  been  carried  out,  the  Government 
would  have  felt  themselves  perfectly  free  to  Bay  to  these 
manufacturers  :  your  assurance  has  not  been  carried  out,  the 
cost  has  not  been  kept  where  it  was,  but  has  been  increased 
to  the  people  of  Canada,  or  to  that  portion  of  Canada  special¬ 
ly  affected,  and  we  will  repeal  that  resolution  increasing  the 
duty  from  25  to  35  per  cent.  I  think  that  l  am  in  a  position 
to  say  that  the  manufacturers  of  Canada  have  carried  out 
their  engagement,  that  the  various  articles  of  agricultural 
implements  will  be  sold  this  year  in  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  as  low,  many  of  them,  as  they  can  be  purchased 
in  Dakota. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Lower. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  All  of  thorn  as  low  as,  and 
some  lower,  than  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  bought  in 
Dakota  or  Minneapolis,  including  the  expenses  of  carrying 
them  from  those  places.  I  have  here  the  comparative  prices 
of  agricultural  implements  at  Winnipeg,  for  several  years 
past : 


1881-2 

1883 

1884 

1885 

$340 

$330 

$300  to  $275 

$225  to  $240 

95 

90 

85 

72  to  77 

90 

85 

80 

72 

80 

75 

65 

130 

110 

100 

95 

85 

65  to  75 

75 

Mowing  machines.... 

Seeders  . . ... 

Sulky  ploughs 
Gang  p  oughs  . 

Farm  waggons .  95 

Let  us  compare  these  prices  with  the  prices  in  Dakota  and 


Minnesota : 


Larimore,  Fargo,  Minneapolis.  Columbus.  Winnipeg 


D  T  D.T. 

D.T. 

$225to$250  $210 

*$210 

$250 

$225  to  $240 

75  to  80 

70 

75 

80 

72  to 

77 

65  to  75 

75 

65  to  70 

... 

70  to 

75 

22  to  24 

26.50 

22 

24 

20  to 

21 

65  to  75 

65 

60 

55 

65 

110  to  120 

100 

85 

95 

100 

55  to  65 

75 

55  to  60 

65 

72 

30  to  35 

30 

35 

35 

36 

Breaking  plough, 

12  inches . 

Sulky  plough . 

Gang  plough.. . 

Seeder . . . . 

Hay  rake .  30  to 

*  Retail  price  to  consumer  in  Minneapolis,  $250. 

Now,  Sir,  as  far  as  the  prices  of  these  articles  are  con¬ 
cerned,  the  policy  resulted  in  the  reduction  to  the  con¬ 
sumer;  and  I  think  I  may  venture  to  say,  with  reference 
to  every  leading  industry  in  the  country,  that  tho  pro¬ 
ductions,  whether  of  agricultural  implements,  or  sugar, 
or  leather  manufactures,  or  cottons,  or  woollen  goods,  or 
the  articles  which  enter  into  the  consumption  of  every¬ 
day  life,  and  especially  among  the  masses  of  the  people, 
that  it  cannot  be  shown  that  in  any  case,  except  perhaps 
that  of  coal,  where  a  duty  of  60  cents  a  ion  is  imposed,  there 
has  been  an  increased  cost  to  the  consumer  ;  and  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  competition  of  the  manufacturers,  which  is 
very  sharp  at  present,  the  prices  have  been  in  favor  of  the 
consumer.  And,  though  the  manufacturers  are  at  present 
under  very  great  disadvantages  in  consequence  of  the  com¬ 
petition  from  outside,  and  are  compelled  to  sell  with  avery 
small  margin  of  profit,  still  this  policy  has  given  em¬ 
ployment  to  a  vast  number  of  people  in  the  country  and 
has  been  in  the  public  interest.  Before  I  refer  further  to 
that,  let  me  call  attention  to  a  few  other  facts.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  value  and  the  products  of  fish  and  their 
exports.  I  think  I  hear  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say: 
What  have  you  done  for  the  fishing  interest?  Whether  it 
be  the  effect  of  the  bounty  which  has  been  paid  during  the 
last  two  years  or  not,  we  find  that  there  is  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  catch  of  fish,  as  shown  by  the  following 
statement : — 
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1874  . . 

Value. 

$11,681,886 

1879.. 

Va'ua. 

1875.................. 

,  10,447,886 

1880.. 

1876  . . . 

.  11,116,999 

1881.. 

1877........... . 

.  12,005,934 

1882.. 

1878.. . 

.  13,215,678 

1883.. 

Total . 

$58,468,383 

Total..... . $77,628,679 

Then,  as  far  as  the  exports  are 

concerned,  we  find  the  fol- 

lowing - 

Fish  and  Products  of  Fish 

Fish  and  Products  of  Fish 

Exported. 

Exported. 

Produce 

Not  Pro- 

Produce  Not  Pro- 

of 

duce  of 

of  duce  of 

Canada. 

Canada. 

Canada.  Canada. 

1874...  $5,292,368 

$104,359 

1879.. 

.  $6,928,871  $143,332 

1875...  6,380,527 

5,232 

1880.. 

.  6,579,656  73,691 

1876...  6,500,989 

232 

1881.. 

.  6,867,715  31,169 

1977...  6,874,360 

1881.. 

.  7,682,079  15,529 

1878...  6.853,975 

75,391 

1883... 

.  8,809,118  47,808 

Total.  $28,902,219 

$185,214 

Total...  $36, 867, 439  $311,529 

With  reference  to  our  cattle  exports,  which,  thanks  to 
the  great  tact  and  energy  of  o$r  High  Commissioner  in 
England  and  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Government,  have 
been  secured  from  the  great  loss  to  which  the  shippers  of 
cattle  in  the  United  States  have  been  subjected,  we  find  that 
the  products  of  that  industry  sent  out  of  the  country  from 
1874  to  1879  amounted  to  811,417,642,  and  from  1879  to 
1884  to  841,062,474.  Then  there  is  the  question  of  the 
effect  of  the  general  policy  upon  the  development  of  the 
industries  of  the  country.  I  have  given  some  evidence,  I 
think,  of  the  progress  of  these  industries,  by  the  increased 
demand  for  machinery  in  the  country,  by  the  greatly 
increased  import  of  cotton,  by  the  import  of  hides,  by  the 
consumption  of  coal  to  drive  the  machinery  of  the  country, 
and  by  various  other  facts  which  have  been  presented  here ; 
but  tnere  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  will 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  every  member  shortly,  the  result 
of  the  enquiries  of  two  gentlemen,  who  were  appointed  by 
the  Government,  to  examine  the  leading  factories  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  in  order  to  show  their  development 
since  1878.  As  these  papers  are  not  yet  in  the  hands  of 
members,  I  shall  only,  at  present,  just  quote  generally  the 
results,  because,  when  the  discussion  goes  on  further  and 
hon.  members  have  those  papers  to  refer  to,  it  may  be 
interesting  and  valuable  to  go  more  into  detail.  I  will 
simply  give  the  results  of  their  enquiries  for  six  months  in 
the  prominent  towns  and  cities  of  the  Dominion.  It  is 
estimated  by  them  that  they  have  visited  factories  employ¬ 
ing  about  two-thirds  of  the  people  who  are  engaged  in  the 
various  manufacturing  industries, [and  these  are  the  results  : 


No.  of 
Factories. 

No.  hands 
employed. 

Yearly  wages 
paid. 

Products. 

Capital 

invested. 

1884 . .  2,096 

1878............  1,601 

77,346 

42,794 

$24,396,165 

13,833,733 

$102,870,166 

49,963,282 

$67,293,373 

37,819,931 

Increase  in 
five  years....  595 

34,652 

$10,662,432 

$52,906,884 

$29,473,442 

If  we  add  50  per  cent,  to  that,  supposing  their  calculation 
is  correct  and  the  results  should  be  found  to  be  the  same,  it 
will  appear  that  the  adoption  of  this  policy  in  1879  has 
increased  of  the  number  of  factories  in  Canada  by  892,  the 
number  hands  by  51,828,  the  yearly  wages  paid  to  the 
people  employed  by  815,848,648,  the  products  by  879,360,- 
126,  and  the  capital  invested  by  $44,210,163.  It  does 
appear  to  me  that,  under  these  circumstances,  we 
have  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the  results  of 
this  policy  during  the  first  fivo  years  of  its  exist¬ 
ence.  I  have  not  said  anything  up  to  the  present 
moment  as  to  the  effect  this  policy  has  had  upon  the  credit 
of  the  country.  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  referring  to 
that  in  the  past,  and  I  desire  here,  though  I  shall  touch 
upon  that  further  on,  to  say  that  the  credit  of  the  countiy 
stands  better  to-day  at  home  and  abroad,  than  it  over  did  be¬ 
fore ;  and  money  can  be  obtained  on  moro  favorable  terms 
Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 
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than  ever  before.  Before  I  refer  to  the  last  loan  which  was 
made,  and  to  which  the  late  Finance  Minister  will  probably 
refer,  let  me  say  that  I  have  had  a  table  prepared  of  the 
price  of  4  per  cent,  securities  for  various  countries  in  order 
to  compare  them  with  the  rates  obtainable  for  Canadian 
4  per  cents.  It  is  as  follows 

5  per  cent.  4  per  cent. 

When  Due.  Rate.  When  Due.  Rate. 


Canada  .  . . 

Cape.. . 1900 

Jamaica . . .  ..... 

Mauritius . 

Natal...... . . . 

New  South  Wales. .........  ...... 

New  Zealand . .  . 

South  Australia . . 

Queensland  . . . 

Tasmania . 

Victoria  . . . . 

Western  Australia.........  ...... 

Austrian  . . ...... 

Belgian. . . . . 

Danish . .  . 

Dutch . . . . . . 

French  Treasury  Bonds . 

Indian . . . 

Italian .  . . 

Sardinian . . . . 

Norwegian... . . 

Prussian.. . 

Russian . .  . 


.  1904-1908 

104-106  1922 

1927 

. .  1922 

1926 

. .  1903-1910 

. . 1929 

.  1929 

. . 1916-1924 

1908 

.........  1907 

.........  1927 


96|-96|  . 

98-100  . 

.  1934 

. . After  1885 

. .  1932 


106-107 

89$ 

99- 100 
100 
87-88 
104$-105$ 

98- 100 
102-102$ 

100- 102A 
99$-10l| 
103$ 

99- 101 
86-87 
104 
100 

100- 102 
101 

101|-102$ 


101-102 
101 $-1021 
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Thus  it  appears  that  Canadian  4  per  cents  stand  higher  to¬ 
day  than  any  of  the  countries  that  I  have  named.  With 
reference  to  the  last  loan  placed  upon  the  English  market, 
at  3J  per  cent,  interest,  the  House  will  remember  authority 
was  given  to  the  Government  -to  loan  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  $22,500,000  atowards  the  construction  of 
that  railway,  and  it  became  necessary  that  we  should  obtain, 
on  the  best  terms  possible,  money  to  meet  our  engagements 
in  that  direction.  A  £5,000,000  sterling  loan  was  offered  at 
3J  per  cent ,  and  the  minimum  named  was  91.  That  loan 
produced  £91  Is.  8d.  It  was  a  50  years  loan,  and  the  sum 
realised  is  equal  to  2  per  cent,  premium  on  a  50  years’  loan 
at  4  per  cent.,  as  will  be  shown  by  a  book  I  have  in  my 
hand,  and  which  any  bon.  member  can  see,  there  he  will 
ascertain  the  value  of  securities  at  various  rates,  with  the 
number  of  years  to  run.  Perhaps  the  late  Minister  of 
Finance  has  seen  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  the  book. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  When  that  loan  was  placed 
upon  the  market  it  brought  equal  to  2  per  cent,  premium  on 
4  per  cent,  loan  for  fifty  years.  That,  Sir,  was  the  highest 
rate  ever  obtained  for  any  Canadian  loan  that  had  been 
placed  on  that  market.  The  loans  placed  by  my  hon. 
predecessor  from  1874  to  1876,  and  the  loan  placed  upon 
the  English  market  by  myself,  in  1878,  realised  about  the 
same  sum  at  4  per  cent.  The  fact  is,  Sir,  we  did  not 
realise  as  good  a  rate  even  at  4  per  cent,  as  the  3^  per  cent, 
loan  of  1884.  The  4  per  cent,  debentures  placed  at  30 
as  appears  by  this  table.  The  loan  effected  by  my  pre¬ 
decessor  in  1874,  at  the  price  it  realised,  yielded  to  the 
purchaser  £4  12s.  6d.  for  every  £100  bought.  The  30  year 
4  per  cent,  debentures  placed  in  1875,  cost  Canada,  in  inter¬ 
est,  £4  11s.  2d.  per  annum  on  every  £100  that  was  realised. 
The  50  years  3 \  per  cent,  debenture  at  9 1 — which  was  the 
minimum  placed,  though  it  brought  a  little  more,  gave  a 
rate  of  interest  of  £3  18s.  3d.  That  is  what  we  are  paying 
on  that  loan.  A  50  year  4  per  cent,  debenture,  selling  at 
102,  would  yield  an  interest  to  the  holder  of  £3  18s.  2d.,  so 
that  I  may  fairly  say  we  realised  what  was  equal  to  102  per 
cent,  on  a  50  year  4  per  cent.  loan.  Now, Sir,  the  difference 
between  the  rates  at  which  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite, 
and  I  myself  in  1878,  obtained  for  the  4  per  cent,  at  that 
time,  is  about  f  per  cent,  and  that  §  per  cent,,  were  it  used 
as  a  sinking  fund,  would  pay  off  the  principal  in  between 
40  and  50  years,  and  that  shows  the  nature  and  oxtont  of  the 
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value  to  Canada  of  the  different  loans  that  were  floated. 
My  hoD.  pi-edecessor  asked  for  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
tendered,  and  what  they  tendered  for.  We  had  not  the 
names  in  our  possession  to  give  him,  but  I  may  say  that  when 
I  placed  the  minimum  at  91,  almost  everybody  who  was  in 
the  habit  of  dealing  in  securities  of  this  kind  thought  the 
minimum  high,  and  I  had  a  conversation  with  the  manager 
of  the  Bank  of  Montreal  on  this  subject,  and  he  declined 
to  tender,  as  many  others  also  did,  because  the  minimum 
rate  was  considered  too  high  Now,  Six*,  there  has  been  a 
good  deal  said  with  reference  to  ample  notice  not  having 
been  given  of  this  loan,  that  the  number  of  papers  it  was 
advertised  in  was  too  limited  in  circulation,  and  therefore 
the  interests  of  the  country  were  sacrificed.  The  hon. 
gentleman  moved,  if  you  will  recollect,  for  the  names 
of  the  papers  in  which  that  loan  was  advertised,  and  you 
will  also  remember  that  I  asked  him  to  amend  that 
request  and  go  back  to  1814.  I  had  a  reason  for  doing  so, 
because  I  was  satisfied  thei'e  was  no  difference  in  the 
papers  that  were  used  as  the  advertising  medium  of 
his  loan  and  those  used  for  the  loan  of  1884.  The  result 
showed  that,  with  the  exception  of  1876,  when  he  floated  his 
loan  and  the  loan  I  floated  in  1878,  the  papers  were  the 
same,  that  thei-o  was  not  one  paper  which  he  used  in  1876 
that  I  did  not  use  in  1884,  and  I  imagine  only  fi’om 
the  name  of  that  paper  that  it  has  gone  out  of  existence. 
Thei’e  is  nothing  to  be  gained  by  the  Opposition  by  an 
investigation  into  the  number  of  papei’s  in  which  tenders 
were  asked,  for  the  loan  of  1884,  as  compared  with 
the  papers  in  which  tenders  were  asked  for  the  previous 
loans.  Now,  with .  refei’ence  to  the  time  that  was  given 
for  the  parties  to  tender.  If  you  will  compare  the  pros¬ 
pectuses  that  were  issued  by  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite, 
and  by  myself,  it  will  be  found  there  is  very  little  difference. 
But  I  will  tell  you  what  the  Finance  Minister  of  Canada  has 
to  encounter.  There  is  in  London  an  organisation  of  men 
who  are  opposed  to  the  Pacific  Bailway,  and  who  are  opposed 
to  the  Government  of  Canada,  because  they  have  given  faci¬ 
lities  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  gi’eat  work.  There  are  men  connected  with 
the  Northern  Pacific  Bail  way  whose  intei’.ests  lead  them  to 
oppose  that  road  and  to  destroy  the  company  if  possible,  and 
you  will  find  that,  whenever  an  opportunity  ai’ises,  the 
Northern  Pacific  Bailway  Company  very  naturally  seeks  to 
defeat  the  completion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway, 
because  when  completed  it  will  be  one  of  its  gx’eat  compe¬ 
titors.  Then,  I  think  I  may  fairly  say  that  the  stock¬ 
holders  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Bailway  are  not  peculiarly 
demonstrative  in  their  regard  for  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway.  And  what  do  we  find  when  we  go  into 
that  market  to  float  a  loan  ?  Just  what  I  found  last 
summer,  and  that  was  a  most  determined  hostility  to 
the  successful  placing  of  that  loan.  The  morning  that  ten¬ 
ders  wei’e  asked  for  to  be  deposited  at  Messrs.  Baring  Bros., 
the  parties  opposed  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
had  a  most  violent  ai’ticle  in  one  of  their  papers  against 
the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail¬ 
way,  and  fi’om  10  o’clock  in  the  morning  until  3  o’clock  in 
the  afternoon,  while  the  tenders  were  being  deposited 
at  Messrs.  Bai’ing  for  this  loan,  a  man  stood  there  with  a 
placard  advertising  this  paper,  and  calling  the  at¬ 
tention  of  everybody  who  came  along  to  the  article  in 
the  paper.  But,  notwithstanding  that  fact,  when  the  ten¬ 
ders  were  opened,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  on  no 
occasion  have  we  had  so  many  offers  of  sums  varying 
from  £100  sterling  to  £10,000.  Had  the  matter  rested 
there,  we  could  have  made  out  a  case  to  which  there  could 
have  been  no  reply  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  But  I 
think  I  hear  the  late  Finance  Minister  saying :  Oh,  but 
New  South  Wales  has  floated  a  3J  per  cent,  loan  since  then, 
and  that  loan  bi’ought  a  higher  price  than  you  received  for 
our  3J  per  cent.  loan.  Thei’e  are  reasons  why  the  New 


South  Wales  3J  per  cents  should  have  sold  for  a  higher 
pi’ice  than  our  securities.  Ours  wei’e  for  50  years,  theirs 
for  40  years. 

Sir  BICHABD  CABT  WEIGHT.  Ours  are  for  50  years. 

Sir  LEONABD  TILLEY.  Yes,  ours  are  for  50  years, 
and  theirs  are  for  40  years ;  and  therefore  if  the  purchaser 
of  a  £100  bond  pays  £92  for  it,  he  gets  back  into  his  cof¬ 
fers  £8  in  40  yeai-s;  while  the  purchaser  of  one  of  our 
bonds  does  not  get  it  back  for  50  yeai’s.  So  the  pur¬ 
chaser  of  the  former  has  the  use  of  his  money  for  10 
yeax’S  longer  than  the  purchaser  of  the  latter.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  table  in  my  hands,  it  makes  a  diffei’ence  of 
nearly  1  per  cent,  to  the  purchasei’.  The  purchaser 
can  give  1  per  cent,  more  for  a  40  years  bond  than 
for  a  50  yeai’S  bond  when  it  is  sold  for  8  per  cent,  discount. 
It  is  just  the  opposite  when  you  buy  at  a  premium.  In 
addition  to  that,  the  payments  which  wex-e  to  be  made  on 
the  New  South  Wales  bonds  were  distributed  over  a  longer 
period  than  the  payments  on  the  Canadian  bonds.  The 
buyer  had,  therefore,  the  use  of  the  money  for  a 
longer  time,  and  the  difference  between  the  payments 
on  the  Canadian  and  the  New  South  Wales  bonds  was 
about  one-half  per  cent.,  which  gave  1^-  per  cent,  advantage 
to  the  purchaser  of  the  New  South  Wales  loan.  It  is  true  that 
shortly  afterwards,  owing  to  cii’cumstances  of  an  exceptional 
chai’acter,  both  our  bonds  advanced.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  England  was  about  converting  3  per  cents 
into  per  cents,  and  the  l’ate  was  favorable  to  our  colonial 
securities,  and  ours  advanced  rapidly  for  a  month  or  so,  and 
the  New  South  Wales  bonds  also  advanced  in  about  the 
same  ratio.  That  led  to  comments  in  the  Opposition  pi’ess 
attempting  to  show  that  I  had  sacrificed  the  interests  of 
Canada  in  placing  the  loan  at  91  when  the  securities  sub¬ 
sequently  advanced  to  a  higher  rate.  What  I  cannot  under¬ 
stand  is  why  our  3£  per  cents  are  selling  comparatively 
lower  than  New  South  Wales’  3^  per  cents,  and  our  4  per 
cents  having  the  same  period  as  theii’s  to  run  ai*e 
higher  than  theii’s.  What  is  our  position  ?  While 
Canada  has  comparatively  few  friends  in  the  money  market 
of  London,  and  many  opponents  when  we  are  placing  our 
loans  on  the  market,  whenever  an  Australian  colony  places  a 
loan  the  twelve  Australian  banks  take  hold  of  it,  and  thei’e  is 
a  diffei’ent  feeling  manifested  as  compared  with  ttiat  displayed 
towards  a  Canadian  loan,  and  a  deep  interest  is  felt  on  the 
part  of  the  Australian  bankers  for  the  success  of  an  Austra¬ 
lian  loan. 

Mr.  MITCHELL,  There  is'  no  Gi’and  Trunk  against 
them. 

Sir  LEONABD  TILLEY.  There  is  a  hearty  and  com* 
mendable  desire  manifested  by  Australian  capitalists  to  keep 
the  credit  of  the  Australian  colonies  at  the  highest  possible 
point ;  and  although  we  cannot  get  at  the  facts,  ‘I  believe 
there  must  have  been  some  arrangement  made  between  the 
New  South  Wales  Government  and  the  syndicate  of  Australian 
banks  as  purchasex’s  of  the  loan,  that  as  the  pi’oceeds  ai’e 
not  required  for  a  long  time  a  moderate  rate  of  interest 
should  be  paid  until  called  for.  That  loan  should  have 
brought  1^  per  cent,  more  than  ours  ;  it  brought  over  £93, 
or  practically  £1  moi’e  than  our  loan  brought.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  l’ates  at  which  our  4’s  are  quoted, 
and  they  form  the  lai’ger  pai’t  of  our  indebtedness  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  3^’s,  show  that  the  price  of  the  latter  may 
be  influenced  at  present  by  the  fact  that  we  have  five 
million  pounds  maturing  in  June  next.  To-day  our  credit 
at  home  and  abroad  stands  higher  than  ever  before,  and  I 
believe  it  is  to  a  very  considerable  extent  the  result  of  the 
adoption  of  a  policy  which  has  enabled  us  to  have  a  surplus, 
after  making  the  expenditures  necessai’y  to  carry  on  public 
affairs,  and  without  increasing  the  taxation  of  the  people 


324 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


March  3, 


per  head,  or  increasing  the  burdens  they  have  to  bear  in  the 
shape  of  intei  est. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  When  we  separated,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  discussing  the  general  effect  of  what  is 
termed  the  National  Policy  on  the  general  industries,  and 
especially  the  manufacturing  industries,  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  I  now  propose  briefly  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  amended  estimates  for  the  current  year, 
both  of  income  and  expenditure,  and  I  will  then  proceed  to 
submit  an  estimate  of  income  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  the 
estimate  of  expenditure  being  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Then  I  shall  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  short 
time  while  I  submit  evidences  of  the  prosperity  of  tho 
country  as  proved  by  the  facts  which  I  desire  to  submit  for 
their  consideration.  But  before  doing  so  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  of  which  I  intended  to 
speak  earlier  in  the  evening,  and  that  is  a  statement  that  has 
been  made  relative  to  the  taxation  of  Canada  as  compared 
with  that  of  the  United  States,  in  which  it  has  been  repre¬ 
sented  that  the  taxes  of  Canada  at  the  present  time  are 
nearly  double  those  of  the  United  States,  and  that  we  are 
fast  becoming  the  most  heavily  taxed  country  in  the 
world.  I  desire  to  give  some  facts  to  the  House  on  this 
point.  The  most  of  them  are  taken  from  the  Finance 
Report  of  the  United  States  of  1884,  recently  published  in 
Washington,  dealing  with  the  expenditure  of  1883-84.  The 
expenditure  for  the  first  quarter  of  1884-85,  an  estimate  of 
the  expenditure  for  the  remaining  nine  months  of  the  cur 
rent  year,  and  the  estimate  of  the  income  and  expenditure 
of  1885-86  as  contained  in  the  volume  before  me.  I  find 
from  this  document  for  1883-84,  page  4,  the  following 
figures : — 

Receipts  from  Customs . $195,067,489  76 

“  Inland  Revenue..... . .  121,586,072  51 

National  Bank  Tax . .  .  3,108,730  13 

Fees,  &c . . . . .  4,323,603  03 

$324,085,895  43 

Less  surplus  . . . . .  57,603,396  09 

$266,482,499  34 

Estimating  the  population  for  that  year  at  54,000,000,  the 
necessary  taxation  per  head  to  meet  the  expenses  and 
sinking  fund  was  $4.93J  cents  per  head.  The  taxation 
necessary  in  Canada  to  meet  the  expenses,  out  of  consoli¬ 
dated  revenue  including  sinking  fund  for  the  five  years 
from  1879  to  1884  was  $4.78J  per  head  against  $4.93J  in  the 
United  States  for  1883-84.  1  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact,  that  of  the  necessary  Dominion  taxation 
$1.75  per  head  of  the  sum  received  into  tho  Dominion  Trea¬ 
sury  goes  towards  the  relief  of  the  Provinces,  either  in  the 
interest  of  their  dobt  assumed  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
amounting  at  the  close  of  the  last  fiscal  year  to  nearly  one  hun¬ 
dred  millions  of  dollars,  and  $3,600,000  paid  annually  in  sub¬ 
sidies  to  the  Provinces;  whereas,  in  the  United  States,  no 
portion  of  the  revenue  collected  by  the  general  Government 
goes  to  the  relief  of  the  States.  The  Stale  taxation  as  shown  by 
return  laid  before  Congret-s  is  32  cents  on  every  $100  of  tax¬ 
able  property  in  the  United  States,  or  $  1.20  per  head  of  the 
population, in  addition  to  that  collected  by  the  general  Govern¬ 
ment.  So  when  we  are  considering  this  question  as  to  the 
taxation  of  the  United  States,  we  must  remember  that  we 
collected  for  the  Provinces  $1.75,  last  year,  while  the  inha¬ 
bitants  of  the  United  States,  in  addition  to  the  sum  which 
is  collected  and  paid  into  the  general  treasury,  pay  $1.20 
state  taxation  per  head.  Now,  Sir,  this  makes  the  neces¬ 
sary  taxation  in  the  United  States,  including  sinking 
fund,  $6.13J  per  head,  against  an  average  necessary  tax¬ 
ation  in  Canada  for  five  years  of  $4.78^  per  head,  or  for 
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Dominion  purposes  alone,  $3.03£.  And  as  to  this  amount 
Which  we  contribute  for  tho  Provinces,  it  is  not  now  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  the  policy  is  wise  or  unwise ;  the  only  con¬ 
dition  on  which  the  various  Provinces  would  enter  this 
union  was  that  the  Dominion  should  assume  their  debt 
and  pay  the  interest,  and  give  what  would  be  considered 
sufficient  to  maintain  and  pay  the  working  expenses 
of  tho  different  Local  Governments.  The  facts  of  the  caso 
nevertheless  are  these :  That  if  we  had  been  in  the 
position  of  the  United  States,  leaving  the  Provinces 
to  collect  by  provincial  taxation  such  as  is  collected  by  the 
States  of  the  Union,  we  would  have  only  required,  in  order 
to  pay  the  necessary  expenses  for  1883-84,  to  have  collected 
$3.03  per  head.  1  may  here  state  that  I  desire  to  put 
this  case  in  as  fair  and  and  as  accurate  a  position  as  it 
can  possibly  be  presented.  The  sinking  fund  of  the 
United  States  is  larger  in  proportion  of  the  population 
than  that  of  Canada,  and  therefore  it  may  be  said  that 
the  fair  way  to  test  this  question  is  to  look  at  it  without 
reference  to  tho  sinking  fund  at  all,  and  to  say  what  the 
necessary  taxation  would  be  not  taking  into  account  tho 
sinking  fund.  The  necessary  taxation  to  meet  the  expense 
of  the  Dominion  for  the  fiscal  year  1883-84,  less  sinking 
tund,  was  $4.84  per  head.  The  necessary  taxation  to  meet 
the  expenditure  of  the  United  States  for  the  same  period, 
less  the  sinking  fund,  was  $4.07  per  head,  and  if  you  add 
State  taxation  $  1.20  we  have  as  the  necessary  taxation  of  the 
United  States  for  that  year  $5.27,  as  against  $4.84  in 
Canada.  Now,  Sir,  I  take  from  this  document  before  me — 
the  Estimates  of  tho  United  States  lor  1885-86 — I  will 
refer  presently  to  the  Estimates  for  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  for  the  same  year — and  with  this  result :  The 
estimated  Revenue  for  the  United  States  from  Customs, 
internal  revenue,  bank  tax  and  other  fees,  is  $807,000,000. 
Deduct  estimated  surplus  and  sinking  fund  $54,656,000,  and 
you  have  left  $252,344,000  the  amount  necessary  to  assess 
and  tax  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  1885-86,  or  $4.58  per  head  of  a  population  of  55,000,000  ; 
add  Stite  taxation,  $1.20,  making  a  total  of  $5.78  as  the 
estimated  taxation  of  the  United  States ;  while  the  estimated 
taxation  of  Canada  for  the  fiscal  year  1885-86,  less  sinking 
fund,  based  upon  a  population  of  4,800,000,  is  $4.75  per  head. 
Now,  Sir,  with  reference  to  the  statement  that  we  are  fast 
approaching  in  taxaiion  to  the  condition  of  the  most  heavily 
taxed  nation  in  the  world,  I  have  here  a  statement  of  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  per  head  of  the  population  of  vari¬ 
ous  countries,  which  I  desiro  to  submit  to  this  House  to 
show  whether  that  statement,  is  reliable  or  not.  This  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  year  1881-82  : 


Revenue  Expenditure 

Country.  per  bead,  per  head. 

Queensland  . . $43  44  $42  51 

New  South  Wales. . . .  42  90  36  75 

West  Australia . 40  34  ?3  10 

New  Zealand  . 34  83  35  30 

South  Australia  . . 31  76  37  46 

Victoria. . . . 30  99  30  22 

Tasmania  .  21  67  20  55 

France  . . . .. .  15  43  15  24 

Great  Britain.... . 12  62  12  61 

Germany  .  . . 12  32  9  15 

Netherlands  .  10  98  12  73 

Italy  .  10  65  10  80 

Belgium . . .  10  74  10  99 

Spain.... . . . 9  48  9  43 

Chili . 8  43  8  87 

Russian  Empire  .  6  33  6  44 

Brazil  . .  6  32  8  00 

Denmark  . . 6  26  7  02 

Norway . 6  16  5  88 

Greece  . 6  08  7  25 

United  States .  7  94  5  29 

Canada . 7  30  5  48 


In  the  case  of  Canada  the  revenue  received  from  railways 
is  deducted,  and  adding  to  the  United  States  taxation  the 
taxation  of  States,  it  is  below  all  the  countries  that  I  have 
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named,  and  the  countries  in  Europo  whoso  taxation  is  bolow 
that  ol  Canada  are  : 

Revenue  Expenditure 

Countries.  per  head,  per  head. 

Sweeden  . . . . .  $4  79  $4  7-t 

Turkey . - . .  ........  3  22  3  82 

Switzerland . . .  3  01  3  03 

And  then  we  come  to  China,  British  India  and  Japan.  If 
we  take  into  account  the  value  of  a  day’s  labor  in  these 
countries  as  compared  with  the  value  of  a  day’s  labor  in 
Canada,  the  taxation  at  their  figures  is  greater  than 
that  of  Canada,  without  any  of  the  compensating  advan¬ 
tages  that  our  people  enjoy.  Sir,  I  fail  to  see  in  these 
statements  any  warrant  whatever  for  the  statement  made 
by  a  member  of  this  House  in  another  place  that  the  tax¬ 
ation  of  Canada  was  nearly  double  that  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  our  taxation  was  fast  approaching  that  of  the  most 
heavily  taxed  country  in  the  world.  Our  taxation  is  not 
one-fourth  of  the  average  taxation  of  the  Australian  colonies, 
when  we  contrast  our  condition  with  that  of  the  coun¬ 
tries  to  which  I  refer.  In  our  case  the  expendi¬ 
ture  is  noton  war  or  on  standing  armies,  but  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  ofa  great  country,  and  to  secure  for  Canada  the  most 
magnificent  canal  system  in  the  world,  and  railway 
facilities  such  as  are  scarcely  to  be  found  in  any  other 
part  of  the  world.  Sir,  if  I  am  right  in  these  statements,  how 
deeply  is  it  to  be  regretted  that  any  gentleman  occupying 
the  prominent  position  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  refer, 
should  have  put  into  the  hands  of  American  land  and 
steamboat  agents  who  are  striving  to  divert  immigration 
from  Canada  to  the  United  States — should  have  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  deter  them  from  emigrating 
to  this  country— should  have  put  into  the  hands  of  the  people 
of  England  and  the  people  of  Scotland  statements  such  as 
these,  calculated  to  damage  our  credit  and  prevent  immigra¬ 
tion  to  the  country — should  have  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
people  of  Germany  a  statement  made  on  high  authority  that 
if  they  come  to  Canada  to  settle,  they  will  come  to  a  land 
which  is  or  soon  will  be  more  heavily  taxed  than  any  other 
country  in  the  world  ;  and  these  statements  made  at  vari¬ 
ance  with  the  facts  and  without  warrant  or  justification.  I 
now  pass  to  another  subject.  I  desire  to  consider  the  Estimates 
for  the  current  year,  with  the  view  of  making  an  amended 
statement  relative  to  the  income  and  expenditure. 
The  estimate  mado  of  Customs  receipts  last  Session 
was  $20,000,000.  The  amended  estimate  is  $19,500,000. 
There  will  evidently  be  a  falling  off  in  the  receipts  from 
Customs,  arising  mainly  from  the  decreased  value  of  the 
imports.  Every  person  knows  that  during  the 
last  year  there  has  been  a  large  reduction  in  the  values  of 
goods  imported  into  Canada;  and  I  may  mention  as  an 
illustration  of  that  the  article  of  sugar.  The  revenue  de¬ 
rivable  from  sugar  entered  this  year,  and  upon  which  an 
ad  valorem  duty  of  22J  per  cent,  is  collected,  has  been 
materially  affected  by  the  reduced  value  of  the  sugar. 
We  know  that  the  depression  that  exists  in  England,  in 
France  and  in  the  United  States,  is  such  that  the  products  oi 
these  various  countries  are  sent  into  Canada  at  lower  rates, 
and  sold  in  those  themselves  at  lower  rates  than 
the  rates  that  prevailed  a  year  ago.  Therefore,  the  articles 
imported  into  Canada  paying  ad  valorem  duty,  supposing  the 
volume  was  the  same,  would  necessarily  show  a  reduction  in 
Customs  duties  ;  but  in  addition  to  that  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  energy  which  our  own  manufacturers  have  dis¬ 
played  in  developing  their  industries  has  had  the  effect  of 
reducing  to  some  extent  the  imports.  I  may  say,  however, 
that  in  the  current  year  the  reduction  in  the  Customs 
revenue  will  arise  very  largely  from  the  decreased  cost  of  the 
goods  imported.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  falling  off  in 
Customs  for  the  first  six  months  of  the  year  amounted  to 
over  half  a  million,  but  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  one  or  two  facts  which  will  justify  me,  I  think,  in 


estimating  that  at  the  close  of  the  year  the  reduction  will 
not  be  more  than  half  a  million.  For  instance,  on  the  1st 
of  January,  1881,  we  increased  the  duty  on  printed  cotton 
goods  from  20  to  27J  percent.,  and  there  was  at  the  closo  of 
1883,  in  the  months  of  November  and  December,  a  largo 
amount  of  revenue  collected  on  these  goods  that  did  not  legiti¬ 
mately  belong  to  that  year.  The  result  is  that  in  comparing 
the  first  six  months  of  the  presont  year  with  the  first  six 
months  of  last  year,  the  latter  will  show  an  increased  amount 
of  revenue  on  that  account.  The  return  placed  in  my 
predecessor’s  hands  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  shows  that  for 
January  and  February  there  is  nearly  $200,000  increase  in 
revenue  which  indicates  very  fairly,  I  think,  that  the 
diminution  of  imports  in  September,  October,  November 
and  December,  was  the  result,  not  only  of  depreciation  of 
value  but  of  the  low  price  of  our  wheat  which  remained  in 
the  country  and  was  not  sold  or  exported,  causing  a  depression 
in  trade  that  made  every  man  in  business  feel  it  was  wise  to 
import  only  what  ho  absolutely  wanted  during  that  period. 
But  since  then,  a  considerable  portion  of  the  wheat 
having  gone  into  the  market  and  having  been 
sent  forward,  things  are  improving,  and  we  may 
fairly  consider  that  while  the  deficit  for  the  first  six  months 
was  over  $509,000  in  Customs  duties,  the  imports  of  the 
second  half  of  the  year,  taking  into  account  the  increase 
of  duty  on  printed  goods,  will  be  such  that  we  may 
fairly  estimate  that  the  revenue  will  be  from  Customs  duties 
$19,500,000  or  only  half  a  million  dollars  less  than  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  last  year.  The  next  item  is  that  of  Excise.  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  the  revenue  from  Excise  will  be  $5,400,000.  There 
has  boen  some  falling  off  in  that  direction  which  may  be 
attributed  in  part  to  the  action  of  a  good  many 
of  the  constituencies  in  Ontario  of  late,  by  which  the 
amount-of  duty  collected  on  spirits  and  malt  liquors  will  be 
reduced ;  but  it  will  be  found  bofore  the  Session  closes,  that 
the  Government  propose  to  make  it  up  to  -some  extent  in 
another  way,  in  Excise  duties,  a  portion  at  least,  of  the 
money  we  aro  likely  to  lose  this  year  and  likely  to  lose 
to  a  greater  extent  next  year  on  malt  and  spirits.  It 
is  estimated  that  this  year,  the  reveuue  from  Excise  will 
amount  to  $5,400,000.  The  postal  service  we  expect 
to  yield  $1,900,000,  railways  and  canals  $3,000,000 
The  interest  which  last  year  was  put  down  at  $750,000, 
will  amount  to  $1,900,000,  with  however  more  than  an 
equivalent  increase  on  the  other  side,  because,  under  the 
authority  of  this  House,  the  Government  floated  a  loan 
by  which  money  was  raised  to  be  advanced  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  This  increased,  of 
course,  the  amount  of  interest  payable  by  us,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  but  it  increased  on  the  credit  side,  the 
receipts  from  the  estimate  of  $750,000  to  $1,900,000.  From 
the  miscellaneous  items  we  expect  to  obtain  $800,000,  as  esti¬ 
mated  last  Session  ;  and  the  lands  in  the  North-West,  from 
which  I  estimate  we  would  obtain  nearly  a  million  dollars,  I 
now  have  to  estimate  at  $500,000,  making  altogether 
$33,000,000  revenue,  with  an  estimated  expenditure  of 
$32,850,000.  The  receipts  from  interest  for  the  present  year 
will  be  less  than  the  charge  for  interest,  because  there  will 
be,  between  March  and  the  first  of  July,  a  portion  of  the  debt 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  bearing  interest,  but  the 
interest,  however,  is  not  payable  until  September.  Conse¬ 
quently  the  surplus  is  reduced  to  the  extent  of  $300,000  from 
that  fact.  The  estimated  expenditure  is  $32,850,000,  leaving 
$160,000  surplus  for  the  present  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Including  Dominion 
lands. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes  ;  including  receipts  from 
Dominion  lands.  I  trust  that  hon.  gentlemen  who  com¬ 
plained  that  we  were  unnecessarily  collecting  taxes  from 
the  people,  two  or  three  years  ago,  will  be  satisfied  now,  as 
as  the  receipts  and  expenditure  are  very  close  for  the 
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current  year.  The  increases  in  our  expenditure  are  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  The  interest  will  be  increased  about  $550,000,  but 
practically  about  $250,000 ;  the  expenses  on  account  of  Indi¬ 
ans  $250,000  ;  subsidies  to  Provinces  in  excess  of  what  was 
paid  last  year  and  under  the  Act  of  last  Session,  $425,000. 
Then  there  will  probably  be  a  decrease  in  the  immigration 
expenses  of  this  year  of  $100,000,  but  at  all  events  the 
estimate  now  is  that  the  revenue  will  bo  $33,000,000  and 
the  expenditure  $32,850,000.  Before  I  pass  to  the  next  year  I 
think  it  but  right  that  I  should  state  to  the  Houso  something 
with  reference  to  the  loan  issued  last  summer  and  the 
temporary  loans  made  since  then.  The  loan  made  last 
summer  Dotted  to  the  Government  $22,500,000  or  there¬ 
abouts.  The  temporary  loans  made  since  that  time  amount 
to  $12,500,000,  making  altogether  $35,000,000.  I  think 
it  right  to  state  to  the  House  how  this  money  has  been  used 
and  for  what  purposes  it  has  been  expended.  Since  the  1st 
of  March  last  we  have  paid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
under  contracts  of  Mr.  Onderdonk,  $3,370,873,  on  account  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  subsidy,  $8,386,418 ;  to  the 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  on  loan  account, 
$19,459,000;  redemption  of  debt  $3,9  9 1,056;  total  $35,216,347. 
The  members  of  the  House  may  wish  to  know  the  course  the 
Government  are  likely  to  pursue  with  reference  to  the 
maturing  liabilities  bearing  5  per  cent,  interest,  as  well  as 
with  reference  to  the  floating  debt.  There  are  $25,000,000 
of  the  present  5  per  cent,  loan  in  the  hands  of  the  pub¬ 
lic.  The  balance  of  about  $7,000,000  is  held  by  the 
Government  in  the  sinking  fund,  and  therefore,  of  the  loan 
which  matures  in  June  next,  $25,000,000  must  be  provided 
for  either  by  the  payment  to  the  holders  direct  or  by  some 
other  arrangement  by  which  other  bonds  will  be  exchanged. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  state  definitely  which  course  the 
Government  will  take,  but  it  has  been  suggested  that  the 
Government  should  offer  to  the  holders  of  5  per  cent,  bonds, 
debentures  payable  in  7  or  10  years,  in  exchange  for  the  5 
per  cent,  debentures  that  they  hold.  The  Government  look 
upon  this  proposition  somewhat  favorably  because,  in  1891, 
the  loan  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will  be  payable. 
When  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  been  completed  and 
its  value  fully  established,  arrangements  will,  no  doubt,  be 
made  by  which  the  mortgage  which  we  hold  upon  it  will 
be  paid.  If  we  issue  debentures  payable  in  30  or  50  years, 
the  Government  would  have  to  go  into  the  market  and  buy 
back  debentures  at  an  advanced  rate.  At  any  rate,  it  would 
put  the  Government  in  a  position,  with  a  very  short  time 
intervening,  to  make  arrangements  for  these  $25,000,000  ; 
and  then  it  is  suggested  that  by  the  issue  of  Treasury  bills 
we  could  provide  for  the  temporary  loans  made  in  Canada 
and  in  England,  so  that  in  fact  the  Government  may  not 
be  required  to  place  on  the  London  market  any  debentures 
during  the  present  calendar  year,  except  for  the  redemption 
of  the  $25,000,000,  due  on  the  1st  July  next.  At  all  events 
we  will  be  in  a  position  to  provide  for  our  maturing  lia¬ 
bilities  without  materially  depressing  the  value  and 
character  of  our  securities.  Now,  I  will  pass  from  the 
amended  estimate  for  the  current  year  to  the  estimate 
of  income  and  expenditure  for  the  next  year.  Tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  estimate  that  the  receipts  from  Customs  will  be 
what  we  have  estimated  for  the  present  year,  $  19,500,000.  Wo 
expect  that  Excise  will  not  yield  quite  as  much  as  in  the 
present  year  from  the  fact  that,  on  the  1st  May  next, 
several  districts  will  come  under  the  operation  of  the  Scott 
Act,  and  it  is  natural  to  expect  that  the  consumption 
of  spirits  and  malt  liquors  will  diminish  and  that 
there  will  be  a  decrease  of  revenue  on  that  account.  The 
receipts  from  Post  Office  we  estimate  at  $1,950,000  ;  from 
Railways  and  Canals,  $3,000,000.  It  is  true  that  we  are 
running  seventy  or  eighty  miles  more  of  railway  than  we 
were  last  year,  that  is,  the  road  which  was  purchased  from 
the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  but  we  have  not  estimated 
any  increase  of  revenue,  because  the  Minister  of  Railways 
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puts  down  the  receipts  for  tho  Intercolonial  Railway  at 
$100,000  less  than  for  the  current  year.  For  interest, we  esti¬ 
mate  $1,950,000.  I  may  say  here  that  the  interest  will  not 
be  as  large  as  in  the  present  year,  because  we  are  receiving 
interest  this  year  on  $7,000,000  of  sinking  fund  debentures, 
which  will  be  cancelled  on  the  1st  July  next,  and  therefore, 
while  we  shall  receive  the  whole  of  the  interest  from  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  next  year,  it  will  only  increase 
the  receipts  $50,000,  but  the  payments  on  the  other  side 
will  be  diminished  in  the  like  proportion.  We  estimate 
miscellaneous  receipts  at  $700,000 ;  and  lands,  &c.,  North- 
West,  at  $700,000,  instead  of  $500,000  for  this  year.  The 
estimate  for  the  current  year  and  next  year  of  the  proceeds 
from  lands  in  the  North-West  is  only  one-third  of  the  amount 
which  will  fall  due  on  the  pre-emption  lands  within  that 
period.  The  expenditure  is  estimated  at  $31,757,032,  leav¬ 
ing  an  estimated  surplus  of  $1,242,968.  The  supplement¬ 
ary  estimates  may  reduce  this  surplus  to  $700,000,  and,  if 
that  should  be  the  case,  the  taxation  necessary  for  the  next 
year  will  be  $24,000,000,  and  that,  on  a  population  of  4,800,- 
000,  is  just  $5  per  head,  which  is  12  cents  more 
per  head  than  the  sum  required  from  1874  to  1879, 
but  we,  during  the  next  year,  will  give  to  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  more  than  the  12  cents 
per  head,  under  the  action  of  last  Session,  for  local  ex¬ 
penditure  and  local  benefit.  Then  the  net  interest  which 
we  will  have  to  provide  during  the  next  year  will 
be  $7,500,000,  and  that,  divided  by  4,800,000,  is* 
$l.56f  per  head  of  tho  population,  cr  If  cents  more,  after 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  completed,  after  all  the 
money  is  paid  that  we  are  bound  to  contribute  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  work,  after  many  millions  of  dollars  have 
been  expended  in  the  enlargement  of  our  canals,  after  six 
or  seven  millions  of  dollars  have  been  expended  in  the  com¬ 
pletion  and  extension  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
than  was  paid  in  1878-79.  It  strikes  me  this  should 
be  considered  a  somewhat  satisfactory  condition  of 
affairs.  Many  of  us,  when  we  agreed  to  contribute 
$25,000,000  for  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway,  and  to  spend  $38,000,000  more  for  the  con¬ 
struction  and  completion  of  sections  to  be  handed  over 
to  that  company,  were  somewhat  alarmed  at  the  respon¬ 
sibility  that  we  assumed.  In  the  financial  statements 
that  have  been  made  from  time  to  time  with  reference  to 
the  completion  of  that  work,  we  have  all  been  basing  those 
estimates  upon  the  completion  of  that  work  in  1891;  and  it 
can  quite  well  be  understood  why,  in  the  current  year,  we 
have  found  it  necessary  to  borrow  more  money  than  was  anti¬ 
cipated  and  to  increase  the  interest  on  the  not  debt  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  from  the  fact  that  that  work  has  been  carried  on  with  such 
wonderful  rapidity  towards  completion.  Many  argue  that  it 
was  unwise  to  press  on  this  work  so  rapidly,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  better  to  spread  the  expenditure  over  a  greater 
number  of  years.  But  when  we  consider,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
with  If  cents  per  head  of  increased  taxation  in  the  shape 
of  interest  upon  the  debt;  when  we  consider  that  with  12 
cents  per  head  of  increased  taxation  next  year,  and  that 
for  the  relief  of  the  Provincial  Treasuries,  we  will  be 
able  to  complete  this  work — and  the  taxation  necessary 
for  the  payment  of  interest  is  practically  but  a  cent  or 
two  in  excess  of  what  it  was  in  1879-80 ;  when  we  consider 
that  the  150,000,000  acres  of  land  that  we  have  opened  up 
for  settlement  in  that  country  —  which  was  compar¬ 
atively  worthless  without  the  railway,  and  which  will 
probably  give  us  a  return  equal  to  our  contribution  to  its 
construction,  I  think  that  with  such  a  showing  every  man 
will  feel  that  it  was  in  the  interests  of  this  country  that  the 
work  should  be  completed  rapidly  and  expeditiously,  in 
order  that  we  may  enjoy  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from 
the  completion  of  that  road,  and  that  some  of  us 
who  are  now  growing  grey  may  yet  live  to  enjoy  its  bene¬ 
fits.  But  before  dealing  with  the  evidences  to  which  I  refer 
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of  the  prosperity  of  this  country — “evidences  of  prosperity  !” 
I  hear  an  hon.  member  say.  Yes,  the  evidences  of  pros¬ 
perity,  not  perhaps  as  great  in  every  respect  as  we  could 
desire,  but  evidence  of  prosperity  in  advance  of  that  which 
is  enjoyed  by  any  other  country  in  the  world.  Before 
I  proceed  to  give  the  evidence  on  which  I  base  that  opinion, 
I  desire  to  submit  to  the  House  the  resolutions  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  changes  in  the  Tariff  that  the  Government  have 
thought  desirable  to  submit  for  your  consideration.  I  may 
say  that  the  first  sheet  or  two  of  these  resolutions  are 
confined  to  articles  that  are  placed  upon  the  free  list  or 
to  articles  that  have  been  made  free  by  Order 
in  Council,  and  it  was  thought  better  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  Parliament  should  be  asked  to  assent  to  them 
rather  than  allow  them  to  remain  as  Orders  in  Council,  and 
therefore  we  propose  that  they  shall  become  part  of  the 
statutes  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  by  which  the  con¬ 
cessions  will  become  more  generally  known.  Therefore  I 
am  in  the  first  place,  simply  giving  a  list  of  articles  that  are 
at  present  free,  but  which  we  desire  to  be  placed  on  the  free 
list  under  statute. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAET WEIGHT.  Have  you  that  paper 
ready  for  distribution  ? 

Sir  LEONAED  TILLEY.  No ;  I  have  not. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  It  has  been  the  custom 
to  distribute  them  when  you  move  resolutions. 

Sir  LEONAED  TILLEY.  I  will  lay  it  on  the  Table. 
There  are  reasons  why  it  was  not  desirable  to  distribute  it 
this  afternoon. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Usually  when  we  have 
introduced  these  changes — of  course  I  did  not  expect  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  present  them  to  the  House  until  he 
had  them  in  his  hands — but  usually  speaking,  those  sheets 
have  been  sent  all  around  the  House  just  as  you  explained 
them  to  the  House.  You  are  not  prepared  to  do  that,  I 
suppose  ? 

Sir  LEONAED  TILLEY.  If  that  has  been  usual,  then 
my  memory  is  at  fault. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT,  I  did  it  two  or  three 
times. 

Sir  LEONABD  TILLEY.  Ido  not  know  what  course  the 
hon.  gentleman  may  have  pursued,  but  since  I  have  had  the 
honor  of  occupying  this  position  I  do  not  recollect  of  having 
done  so,  although  it  may  be  an  omission  on  my  part. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  am  not  blaming  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  LEONAED  TILLEY.  These  are  the  resolutions  : 

Resolved,  that  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  tariff  of  Customs  dut'es 
acd  schedule  of  free  goods  as  f,  llows  :  By  adding  to  the  free  list, 
Schedule  B,  the  following  articles  now  admitted  free  by  Orders  in 
Council  under  authority  of  sub-section  12,  of  section  230  of  the  Customs 
Act,  1883,  as  coke,  when  used  in  Canadian  manufactures  only  ;  woollen 
rags ;  steel,  imported  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  skates,  musk,  in 
pods  or  in  grains;  white  shellac,  for  manufacturing  purposes;  jute 
cloth,  as  taken  from  the  loom,  neither  pressed,  mangled,  calendered, 
nor  in  any  way  finished,  and  not  less  than  42  inches  wide  when 
imported  to  he  manufactured  into  bags  only  ;  salt  cake,  being  a  sulphate 
of  soda,  when  imported  by  manufacturers  of  glass  and  soap  for  their 
own  use  in  their  own  works ;  “foot  grease’  ’  the  refuse  of  the  cotton  seed 
after  the  oil  is  pressed  out ;  tagging  metal,  plain,  japanned  or  coated, 
in  coils  not  over  1$  inches  in  width,  when  imported  by  manufacturers 
of  shoes  and  corset  laces  for  use  in  their  factories  ;  locust  beaus,  for  the 
manufacture  of  horse  and  cattle  food  ;  hoop  iron,  not  exceeding  §  of  an 
inch  in  width,  and  being  No.  25  gauge,  or  thinner,  used  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  tubular  rivets  ;  buckram,  for  the  manufacture  of  hat  and 
bonnet  shapes  ;  recovered  rubber  and  rubber  substitute;  silver  and 
German  silver,  in  sheets,  for  manufacturing  purposes  ;  steel  of  No.  20 
gauge  and  thinner,  but  not  thinner  than  No.  20  gauge,  to  be  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  corset  steels,  clock  springs,  and  shoe  shanks,  when 
imported  by  the  manufacturers  of  such  articles  for  use  in  their  factories  ; 
cotton  finer  than  No.  40,  unbleached,  bleached  or  dyed,  and  not  finer 
than  No.  60,  for  the  manufacture  of  Italian  cloths  and  worsted  fabrics  ; 
steel,  in  sheets  of  not  less  than  11  or  over  18  wire  gauge,  and  costing 
not  less  than  $76  per  ton  of  2,240  pounds,  when  imported  by  manufac¬ 


turers  of  shovels  and  spades  for  use  exclusively  in  such  manufacture  in 
their  own  factories ;  red  liquor,  a  crude  acetate  of  alumina,  prepared 
from  pyroligneous  acid  for  dyeing  and  calico  printing  ;  iron  liquor, 
solution  of  acetate  of  iron,  for  dyeing  and  calico  printing. 

Also,  by  adding  the  following  unenumerated  articles  to  the 
free  list.  Precious  stones,  viz. ; 

Agate,  amethyst,  aqua  marine,  blood  stone,  carbuncle,  cats  eyes, 
cameo,  coral,  cornelian,  crystal,  crysolite,  crosordolite,  emerald,  garnet, 
intaglio,  inlaid  or  incrusted  stones,  onyx,  opal,  pearl,  ruby,  sardonyx, 
sapphire,  topaz  and  turquoise,  not  polished  nor  otherwise  manufactured. 

Some  of  these  precious  stones  are  named  in  the  present 
tariff,  but  there  are  others  not  named,  and  a  question  has 
arisen  with  regard  to  them.  Therefore,  agates,  amethysts, 
etc.,  are  all  named  when  not  dressed  or  polished,  as  free, 
in  order  to  prevent  difficulties  in  working  out  the  Tariff. 

Bichromate  of  soda,  sulphate  of  iron  (copperas),  indigo  auxiliary, 
fancy  grasses,  dried  but  not  colored  or  otherwise  •  oil  cake  meal, 
paintings  in  oil  or  water  colors,  the  production  of  Canadian  artists, 
under  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  Minister  of  Customs. 

Now,  Canadian  artists  go  to  Paris  or  Borne,  and  execute 
paintings  while  there,  and  we  thought  it  right,  that 
when  they  brought  them  home  to  Canada,  they  should 
be  admitted  free.  At  present  they  are  subject  to  a  duty. 
By  adding  to  the  following  articles  now  on  the  free 
list,  the  explanations  and  additions  attached  to  each 
respectively  :  Bolting  cloths,  of  silk  or  worsted,  not 
made  up.  At  present  the  question  arises  as  to  whether  brass 
bolting  cloth  should  not  bo  admitted  free,  and  it  is  in  order 
to  settle  this  question  that  bolting  cloth,  silk  or  worsted 
should  be  specified.  Borax,  not  ground  or  otherwise 
manufactured.  Articles  have  been  admitted  as  borax 
which  have  been  found  to  contain  very  little  of 
that  substance,  and  therefore  the  article  dealt  with  by 
this  resolution  is  confined  to  unground  borax.  Duck  for 
belting  and  hose,  when  imported  by  manufacturers  of  rubber 
goods  for  use  in  their  factories  ;  mineral  water,  natural, 
not  in  bottle ;  pitch,  that  is  from  pine,  in  packages  of  not 
less  than  15  gallons.  It  has  been  found  that  attompts 
have  been  made  to  enter  as  pitch  articles  for  medicinal 
purposes  in  smaller  packages,  and  it  is  in  order  to  define 
what  was  no  doubt  the  intention  of  Parliament,  that  wo  now 
declare  that  pitch  in  barrels  only  shall  bo  admitted  free. 
Pumice  and  pumice  stone,  ground  or  uuground.  A  question 
has  arisen  between  the  different  collectors  as  to  whether 
ground  pumice  stone  is  a  manufactured  article,  and  we  now 
place  both  ground  and  unground  on  the  free  list.  Quercitron 
or  extract  of  oak  bark,  for  tanning;  resin,  in  packages  of 
not  less  than  15  gallons ;  steel  railway  bars  or  rails,  not 
including  tram  or  street  rails.  The  Customs  Depart¬ 
ment  have  for  years  decided  that  tram  or  street  rails 
are  subject  to  duty.  They  have  ruled  to  that  effect. 
But  we  ask  for  a  declaration  by  Parliament  on  the  point,  so 
that  no  question  can  arise  in  the  future.  Tar,  pine,  in 
packages  of  not  less  tnan  15  gallons.  We  come  now  to 
articles  in  regard  to  which  we  propose  to  change  the  duty. 
By  repealing  all  duties  chargeable  under  any  Act  now  in 
force  or  any  of  the  articles  hereinafter  mentioned,  except  so 
far  as  they  are  the  same  as  those  hereinafter  mentioned. 
Costume  cloths,  serges  and  similar  fabrics,  under  25  inches 
wide,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  We  now  come  to  the 
wincey  question,  which  it  has  been  found  almost  impossible 
to  solve,  and  as  parties  are  now  manufacturing  this  class  of 
goods  in  Canada  we  propose  to  place  the  duty  at  25  per  cent. 
ad  valorem.  Pickles  and  sauces  increased  from  20  to  25  per¬ 
cent.  ad  valorem ;  bottles  pay  30  per  cent,  and  vinegar 
pays  a  higher  rate  than  20  per  cent.  Those  engaged 
in  the  trade  therefore  very  properly  ask  that  they 
should  bo  placed  in  a  fair  position,  and  we  propose  to 
place  the  duty  at  25 .  per  cent.  Barrels  containing 
petroleum  or  its  products,  or  any  mixture  of  which 
petroleum  is  a  part,  a  specific  duty  of  40  cent  eachs. 
A  difficulty  has  arisen  with  respect  to  tho  value  of  barrols 
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and  thi3  change  is  the  solution  of  that  difficulty.  Cutlery, 
not  otherwise  provided  for,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  In  1879 
cutlery  was  not  made  in  Canada  and  it  was  left  at  the  regu¬ 
lar  tariff  rate.  Cutlery,  knives  and  forks,  are  now  made 
extensively  here,  and  it  is  proposed  to  give  the  makers  the 
benefit  of  another  5  per  cent.  Eed  prussiate  of  potash,  10 
per  cent,  ad  valorem.  Mouldings  of  wood,  plain,  25  per  cent.; 
25  per  cent,  is  the  present  rate  of  duty  on  plain  wood 
mouldings,  but  mouldings  are  introduced  in  a  finished  con¬ 
dition,  and  all  that  is  required  to  convert  them  into  picture 
frames  is  to  cut  them  into  certain  lengths  and  put  them 
together.  Picture  frames  como  under  the  head  of  furniture, 
for  which  the  duty  is  35  per  cent.  For  the  future,  mould¬ 
ings,  gilded  or  otherwise  advanced  in  manufacture,  will  be 
charged  30  percent.,  being  an  increase  of  5  percont.  Imita¬ 
tions  of  precious  stones,  not  set,  10  per  cent,  instead  of  20  per 
cent.  Jewellery  will  remain  at  20  per  cent ,  because  if  a 
higher  duty  was  imposed  much  smuggling  would  occur.  We 
do  not,  therefore,  propose  to  add  anything  to  jewellery,  but  to 
give  Canadian  manufacturers  the  bonefit  of  10  per  cent,  on 
imitation  precious  stones.  Manilla  hoods,  20  per  cent,  instead 
of  25  percent.  This  is  an  article  which  will  be  imported 
and  finished  in  Canada.  Umbrellas,  parasols  and  sun  shades 
of  all  kinds  and  materials,  30  per  cent.  At  present  the 
manufacturers  have  to  pay  30  per  cent,  on  silk,  and  we 
shall  bo  able  to  get  over  the  difficulty  experienced  by  the 
Customs  Department  by  placing  all  these  goods  at  one 
rate  of  duty.  China  and  porcelainware,  30  per  cent.  This 
is  an  increase  of  5  per  cent.  Chinawarepaid  less  duty  than 
tho  coarser  now  manufactured  in  Canada,  and  it  is  proposed 
to  remedy  the  anomaly  by  placing  all  at  30  per  cant.  House 
furnishing  hardware,  30  per  cent.  Difficulty  has  arisen  in 
connection  with  this  matter.  For  instance,  some  articles 
have  been  entered  at  20  per  cent.,  as  castings,  and  in  order 
to  remove  the  difficulty  all  furnishing  hardware  will  be  30 
per  cent.  Chains,  iron  or  steel,  over  Tflg-  inch  in  diameter, 
5  per  cent.  They  are  now  charged  5  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
when  used  for  ships,  but  it  is  found  that  parties  import  this 
article  in  connection  with  the  lumber  trade,  and  there¬ 
fore  wo  propose  to  place  all  articlos  of  this  class  at  5  per 
cent.  Acid,  acetic,  specific  duty  of  25  cents  per  imperial 
gallon  and  20  percent,  ad  valorem.  It  has' been  found  that 
importers  have  brought  in  a  gallon  of  acetic  acid  of  suffi¬ 
cient  strength  to  make  20  gallons  of  vinegar,  and  it  has 
much  interfered  with  the  vinegar  manufacturers  as  well  as 
revenue.  Tissue  paper,  white  and  colored,  when  imported  by 
manufacturers  of  artificial  flowers  for  use  in  their  factories, 
10  per  cent.  Glucose  syrup,  2  cents  per  lb.  Carpets,  Brussels, 
tapestry,  Dutch,  Venetian  and  damask,  25  per  cent.  Plate 
glass,  not  colored,  in  panes  not  over  30  square  feet,  6  cents 
per  square  foot;  plate  glass,  in  panes  over  30  and  not  over 
70  square  feet,  8  cents  per  square  foot ;  plate  glass,  in  panes 
over  70  square  feet,  9  cents  per  square  foot.  Colored 
labels,  for  fruit,  vegetables,  meat,  fish,  confectionery  and 
other  goods,  also  tickets,  posters,  advertising  bills  and 
folders,  10  cents  per  lb.  and  20  per  cent. ;  sheet  iron, 
hollow  ware,  and  all  manufactures  of  shoot  iron  not 
elsewhere  specified,  25  per  cent.  These  goods  now  pay 
that  amount,  but  owing  to  the  different  rulings  at  diffe¬ 
rent  ports  it  was  considered  advisable  to  name  them, 
and  thus  to  enable  the  departments  to  escape  the  difficulties 
which  now  beset  them  in  that  respect.  Asbestos  in  any  form 
other  than  crude,  and  all  manufactures  thereof,  25  per  cent. 
This  articlo  is  now  manufactured  in  Canada  ;  the  duty  in  the 
United  States  is  25  per  cent.,  and  as  we  have  plenty  of  the 
raw  material  it  has  been  considered  advisable  to  increase  the 
duty.  Axle  grease,  and  similar  combinations,  a  specific  duty 
of  1  cent  per  pound;  cotton  bed  quilts,  exclusive  of 
counterpanes  and  woven  quilts,  27|-  per  cent.,  ad  valorem  ; 
print  cottons  now  pay  27£  per  cent.,  and  if  these  articles 
were  made  in  the  country  the  manufacturers  would  have  to 
buy  the  material  here,  or  import  it  at  27J  per  cent. 
Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 


March  3, 


duty,  and  the  duty  collected  on  counterpanes  would 
only  be  20  per  cent.,  so  that  this  change  will  place 
them  in  the  same  position  as  the  manufacturers  of  print 
cotton.  Extract  of  fluid  beef,  not  medicated,  25  per  cent, 
ad  valorem.  This  article  is  being  made  in  Canada 
successfully,  and  it  is  considered  fair  to  give  them  tho 
benefit  of  the  additional  5  per  cent.  It  is  quite  clear 
from  the  returns  received  down  to  the  present  time  and 
from  the  adoption  of  the  Scott  Act  by  so  many  districts  that 
we  will  lose  a  considerable  Excise  revenue  next  year;  and 
as  cigars  manufactured  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to-day 
pay  into  the  Treasury  but  10  per  cent,  of  their  value  of 
Excise  duty,  it  was  thought,  as  the  genoral  revenue  tariff  is 
20  percent.,  that  the  Government  might  fairly  collect  from 
cigars  a  portion  of  the  revenue  they  will  lose  on  spirits 
and  malt.  It  is  proposed  that  on  cigars  of  all  descrip¬ 
tions,  made  in  whole  or  in  part  from  foreign  or  im¬ 
ported  loaf  tobacco,  or  any  substitute  therefor,  an  excise 
duty  of  $0  per  thousand — which  is  double  the  duty  at 
present  paid,  making  it  about  20  per  cent,  that  the 
consumer  will  have  to  pay  instead  of  10.  On  cigars  of  all 
descriptions  made  solely  from  tobacco  grown  in  Canada,  and 
in  manufactories  where  no  foreign  leaf  is  used  or  kept,  the 
duty  shall  be  $3  por  thousand  instead  of  $1.50.  On  wet 
snuff  a  specific  duty  of  12  cents,  when  put  up  in  packages  of 
less  than  five  pounds.  The  present  duty  is  8  cents.  The 
trade  aro  anxious  to  put  up  snuff  in  small  packages, 
and  to  pay  the  additional  duty,  and  we  are  willing  to 
take  the  money  and  let  them  have  the  advantage.  On  cigars 
and  cigarettes,  the  Customs  duty,  specific,  to  be  just  double 
what  it  is  now.  It  is  now  00  cents  per  pound,  and  the  new 
duty  will  be  $1.20  specific  and  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 
Those  are  the  propositions  by  which  we  expect  to  get  back 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  money  we  are  liable  to  lose  on 
spirits  and  malt  liquors  during  next  year.  Then  we  propose 
the  following  resolution  : — 

Resolved,  that  it  is  expedient  to  repeal  so  much  of  Schedule  A  of 
chapter  15,  42  Victoria,  as  imposes  a  duty  ot  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on 
“  endless  felt  for  paper  makers.” 

This  article  is  now  made  in  Canada,  and  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  that  exception,  and  as  the  manufacturers  are 
prepared  to  furnish  it  at  a  reasonable  price,  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  permitted  to  do  so.  Further : 

And  the  following  parts  of  chapter  13,  46  Victoria,  intituled,  “  An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  tariff  of  duties  of  Customs,”  viz  : — Item  num¬ 
ber  7,  of  section  2,  and  all  of  section  5,  of  the  said  Act  ;  also  to  repeal 
section  9,  chapter  15,  42  Victoria,  intituled,  “An  Act  to  alter  the  duties 
of  Oustoms  and  Excise,”  and  to  enact  as  follows:— In  determining  the 
dutiable  value  of  goods,  there  shall  be  added  to  the  actual  wholesale 
price,  or  fair  market  value  thereof— at  the  time  of  exportation — in  the 
principal  markets  of  the  country  from  whence  the  same  has  been  im¬ 
ported  into  Canada,  all  costs  of  inland  transportation,  shipment  and 
trans-shipment,  whether  by  land  or  by  water,  with  all  expenses  included 
from  the  places  of  growth,  production  or  manufacture,  to  the  vessel  in 
which  shipment  is  made,  and  to  and  at  the  port  from  which  such  vessel 
fiaally  clears  for  her  outward  voyage  direct  to  Canada. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  from  the  application  of  this 
principle  Great  Britain  was  exempted,  and  when  in  England, 
last  year,  a  deputation  waited  on  me  at  Liverpool,  pointing 
out  the  disadvantage  under  which  they  were  placed 
by  this  provision  which  was  intended  for  their  benefit. 
Great  difficulties  have  resulted  from  the  importation  of  iron 
and  the  charges  on  it,  and  the  merchants  of  Liverpool  begged 
that  we  should  either  place  a  specific  duty  oa  iron  or  make 
the  duty  payable  on  the  cost  on  board  ship,  and  thereby 
obviate  the  difficulty  which  existed  in  Great  Britain  on 
this  subject.  It  is  proposed  to  make  this  change  : 

When  any  manufactured  article  is  imported  into  Canada  in  separate 
parts,  each  such  part  shall  be  charged  with  the  same  rate  of  duty  as  the 
finished  article,  on  a  proportionate  valuation,  and  when  the  duty  charge¬ 
able  thereon  is  specihc-  or  specific  and  ad  valorem,  an  average  rate  of  ad 
valorem  duty  equal  to  the  specific  or  specific  and  ad  valorem  duty  so 
chargeable  shall  be  ascertained  and  charged  upon  such  parts  of  manu¬ 
factures. 
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There  has  been  an  attempt  to  bring  in  certain  articles  of 
manufacture  and  to  evade  the  payment  of  the  duties  which 
Parliament  intended  to  impose.  It  is  proposed  that  we  also 
add  partridges,  prairie  fowl  and  woodcock  to  the  articles 
the  exportation  of  which  is  now  prohibited.  It  is  found 
that  the  shooting  of  these  birds  has  been  prohibited  for  a 
time  in  most  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  and  the  result  is  that 
we  have  been  overrun  by  people  during  the  last  year,  who 
buy  the  birds  and  encourage  their  destruction.  Before  the 
adoption  of  the  system  of  freezing  the  birds  there  was 
only,  a  limited  period  after  the  frost  set  in  during  which 
they  could  export  them  ;  but  they  have  established  places 
at  which  they  have  freezing  houses,  and  they  have  taken 
them  in  by  thousands  and  sent  them  out  of  the  country  in 
that  frozen  condition.  It  is  therefore  thought  necessary  to 
take  this  step,  in  order  to  prevent  the  utter  extermination 
of  these  birds. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Have  you  nothing  about  cornmeal 
and  flour  ? 

•  Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  next  change  is  as  follows  : 

Resolved,  that  it  is  expedient  to  prohibit  the  importation  into  Canada 
of  all  goods  manufactured  or  produced  by  prison  labor,  or  which  have 
been  made  within  or  in  connection  with  any  prison,  gaol  or  penitentiary, 
and  to  attach  a  penalty  to  any  such  importation. 

The  Government  have  thought  it  advisable  to  ask  Par¬ 
liament  to  consider  this  question,  because  there  are  three 
large  prisons  in  the  United  States  in  which  labor  is 
employed  in  manufacturing  articles  which  are  largely 
sent  into  Canada.  They  will  not  interfere  with  their 
own  manufactures  at  home,  and  were  we  to  double  the 
duty  they  would,  perhaps,  still  continue  to  send  in 
the  goods,  to  the  destruction  of  the  industries  of  the 
country;  for  while  the  honest  labor  of  the  country  should 
receive,  and  has  been  receiving,  $2  per  day,  those  who 
hire  prison  labour  pay  only  35  cents  per  day.  It  has  been 
considered  advisable,  in  justice  to  the  honest  and  industrious 
artisan  of  Canada,  that  he  should  be  protected  from  that 
kind  of  labor. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  on  and  after  the  1st 
day  of  July  next  (1881)  all  fish  imported  shall  be  chargeable  with,  and 
there  shall  be  collected  thereon,  the  following  rate3  of  duty,  viz.: — 

Mackerel,  1  cent  per  pound. 

Herring,  pickled  or  salted,  1$  cents  per  pound. 

.Salmon,  pickled,  1  cent  per  pound. 

All  other  fish  pickled,  in  barrels,  l  cent  per  pound. 

Foreign  codfish,  imported  otherwise  than  in  barrels  or  half  barrels, 
whether  fresh,  smoked,  dried  salted  or  pickled,  not  especially  enumerated 
or  provided  for  by  this  Act,  50  cents  per  100  pounds. 

We  have  adopted  the  exact  words  of  the  American  Tariff 
and  the  rate  at  present  imposed  in  the  United  States,  and 
unless  some  arrangements  are  made  in  the  meantime,  it  is 
intended,  on  the  1st  of  July  next,  to  collect  on  the  fish 
named  when  imported  from  our  American  neighbors  the 
same  duty  that  they  will  collect  from  us  after  that  date. 

Anchovies  and  sardines,  packed  in  oil  or  otherwise,  in  tin  boxes 
measuring  not  more  than  5  inches  long,  4  inches  wide  and  3J  inches 
deep,  5  cents  per  wholo  box. 

Their  duty  is  10  cents ;  but  it  was  thought  that  rate  would 
be  a  practical  prohibition,  and  therefore  we  placed  on  the 
different  sized  boxes  of  sardines  and  anchovies  only  half  the 
duty  they  collect. 

In  half  boxes  measuring  not  more  than  five  inches  long,  four  inches 
wide  and  one  and  five-eighths  deep,  2J  cents  each  ;  and  in  quarter  boxes 
measuring  not  more  than  four  inches  and  three-quarters  long,  three  and 
one  half  inches  wide  and  one  and  a-quarter  deep,  2  cents  each;  when  im¬ 
ported  in  any  other  form,  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

Fish  preserved  in  oil,  except  anchovies  and  sardines,  30  per  cent,  ad 
valorem . 

Salmon  and  all  other  fish  prepared  or  preserved,  not  specially 
enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  Act,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Oil,  spermacetti,  whale  and  other  fish  oils,  and  all  other  articles  the 
produce  of  the  fisheries,  not  specially  provided  for,  20  per  cent,  ad 
valorem *. 

These  are  the  terms  exactly  of  their  Act,  but  we  add  this 
provision  : 

42 


Provided  that  the  whole  or  part  of  the  said  duties  hereby  impos  d 
may  be  remitted  upon  proclamation  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  which 
may  be  issued  whenever  it  appears  to  his  satisfaction  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernments  of  the  United  States  and  the  island  of  Newfoundland,  or  either 
of  them,  have  made  changes  in  their  tariffs  of  duties  imposed  upon 
articles  imported  from  Canada,  in  reduction  or  repeal  of  the  duties  in 
force  in  said  countries. 

In  the  case  of  Newfoundland,  for  instance,  there  may  be  no 
great  object  in  their  imposing  duties  on  Canadian  fish  ;  but 
it  may  be  in  the  interest  of  Canada  to  make  arrangements 
with  the  Government  of  that  colony  that  in  return  for  a 
reduction  of  duties  on  flour  or  other  products  of  Canada,  wo 
will  reduce  or  remove  the  duty  on  fish  imported  from 
Newfoundland.  We  are  naturally  anxious  to  have  all  the 
trade  possible  with  Newfoundland,  and  also  with  the  United 
States,  but  on  equitable  terms. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  Finance  Minister  will  allow 
me,  I  will  call  his  attention  to  a  precedent  with  regard  to 
these  tariff  resolutions,  which,  I  believe,  he  would  have  been 
wise  to  follow.  I  find  in  the  Budget  Speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  at  my  right  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  made  in 
1874 - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  consider  for  a  few  moments  evidence  to  show  that  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  during  the  last  five  years,  and  even 
during  the  last  jear,  has  been  in  a  much  more  hopeful  con¬ 
dition  than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  have  us  believe. 
I  take,  for  instance,  the  deposits  in  the  chartered  banks  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Would  the  hon.  Minister,  before  he 
proceeds  to  that  branch  of  the  subject,  inform  us  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  the  duty  off  cornmeal,  or  to  increase 
the  duty  on  flour. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  do  not  propose  to  deal  with 
that  question  to-night. 

CHARTERED  BANKS. 

Increase  in  peoples’  deposit  in  chartered 
banks  from  1st  Jan,,  1874,  to  1st  Jan., 

1879  . . . . .  $8,499,942  49 

Increase  of  deposits  in  same  banks  from 

1st  Jan.,  1819,  to  1st  Jan.,  1884 .  25,903,664  75 

SAVINGS  BANK  DEPOSITS. 

Increase  in  savings  bank  deposits  over 
withdrawals  from  1st  July,  1874,  to 
1st  July,  1879  . .  $1,997,422  37 

Increase  in  same  from  1st  July,  1879,  to 

1st  July,  1884 .  20,009,853  84 

BUILDING  AND  LOAN  COMPANIES. 

Increase  in  deposits  and  purchase  of  de¬ 
bentures  in  Canada  between  1st  Jan., 

1884,  and  1st  Jan.,  1879  .  $5,787,516  76 

Increase  of  same  from  1st  Jan.,  1879,  to 

1st  Jan.,  1884  . . .  9,512,734  93 

RECAPITULATION. 

From  1874  to  1879.  From  1879  to  1884. 

Deposits  in  Deposits  in 

chartered  chartered 


hanks....  $8,499,942  banks....  $25,903,351 
Deposits  in  Deposits  in 

savings  savings 

banks ......  1,997,422  banks .  20,009,658 

Railway  and  Railway  and 

loan  com-  loan  com¬ 
panies .  6,787,616  panies .  9,512,781 


$16,284,949  $56,425,936 


It  may  be  said  by  my  predecessor  that  the  increased  amount 
of  deposits  in  saving  banks  is  no  evidenoe  of  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  But  I  would  call  the  hon.  member’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  a  letter  he  addressed  to  intending  investors  in 
Canadian  securities  in  1875,  in  which  ho  pointed  out  to  capi- 
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talists  that  there  had  been  a  very  great  increase  in  the 
deposits  in  the  banks  and  saving  banks  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  consider  it  some 
evidence  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country  and  the  financial 
condition  of  the  people  that  they  have  increased  their 
deposits  in  the  banks  from  $16,000,000  to  $55,000,000.  The 
capital  expended  on  factories  since  1878-79,  as  shown  by  the 
return  presented,  is  something  like  $44,000,000.  So  that, 
from  1879  down  to  the  end  of  June  last,  by  the  deposits 
in  chartered  banks,  in  saving  banks  and  loan  companies, 
by  the  purchase  of  loan  companies’  debentures,  and  by 
expenditure  in  factories,  the  people  of  this  country  have 
invested  about  $100,000,000  in  the  manner  stated.  I  might 
go  further  and  point  to  the  additional  mileage  of  railways 
which  has  been  built  and  which  has  involved  the  expenditure 
of  a  large  sum  of  money.  I  might  point  to  the  different 
cities  in  Canada,  where  millions  have  been  expended  in  the 
construction  of  houses  that  have  found  tenants  since  1879, 
when  those  alongside  of  the  recent  erections  were  previously 
to  let  but  now  occupied.  We  might  go  further  and 
speak  of  the  other  investments  since  1879  to  show  that  the 
people  of  Canada,  and  especially  the  masses  of  the  people, 
must  have  had  a  very  handsome  surplus  during  those  periods 
from  their  earnings  which  they  have  thus  laid  by  for  a  wet 
day.  An  hon.  gentleman  opposite  referred  to  what  he  termed 
the  exorbitant  rate  of  interest  that  is  paid  to  depositors  in 
the  savings  banks  as  one  of  the  reasons  for  increased  deposits. 
When  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  wo  offered  less 
inducements  since  1880  to  depositors  than  our  predeces¬ 
sors  had,  tho  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
rose  and  with  some  degree  of  triumph  expressed  in  his 
face  said  :  Well,  we  simply  continued  the  policy  pursued 
by  our  predecessors.  We,  on  this  side,  considered  it  a  com¬ 
pliment  that  they  should  have  found  it  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  to  follow  our  precedent,  but  I  do 
not  know  that  it  was  a  justification  for  their  course,  con¬ 
sidering  the  line  they  have  taken  in  complaining  of  the 
lower  rate  now  paid.  It  has  been  said  that  a  great  injus¬ 
tice  has  been  done  to  the  people  of  the  country,  especially 
to  the  banks  of  the  country,  and  to  the  men  who  obtain 
discounts,  because  the  Government  now  give  4  per  cent. — 
formerly,  in  many  cases  they  gave  5,  but  to-day,  we  only 
pay  interest  beginning  the  month  after  the  deposit  is  made. 
No  interest  is  paid  on  any  deposit  during  the  month  in 
which  it  is  deposited.  It  is  said  this  is  an  exorbitant  rate, 
Jhat  we  should  not  pay  more  than  3  per  cent.,  and  that  then 
the  banks  would  have  more  money  to  loan  to  their 
customers.  If  we  will  look  at  the  returns  of  the 
banks,  we  will  find  that  the  most  of  them  have  as  much 
money  to  loan  as  they  can  find  good  customers  for.  The 
Government  are  prepared  to  take  this  stand,  that  while  it  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  obtain  for  Canada  money  on 
the  lowest  terms  possible,  the  depositors  of  small  sums, 
the  hard  working  people  of  the  country,  the  men  and 
women  who  want  a  safe  place  to  deposit  their  money, 
should  have  the  fullest  amount  of  interest  this  country  is 
warranted  in  giving.  An  hon.  gentleman  said  why,  the 
rate  of  interest  has  been  reduced  from  30  to  40  per  cent, 
since  1878.  I  examined  the  rate  of  interest  charged  by 
the  banks  in  1878,  and  I  find  that  it  is  just  the  same  as 
it  is  to-day.  There  is,  therefore,  no  reason  why  we  should 
say  to  the  100,000  depositors  you  must  take  less  than  4  per 
cent.,  in  order  that  the  banks  may  make  more  money  out  of 
their  deposits,  JSTo,  Sir,  the  policy  of  this  Government  is  to 
grant  the  greatest  benefit  possible  to  the  largest  number  of 
persons,  and  we  feel  that  in  paying  4  per  cent,  interest  to 
the  depositors  we  are  paying  them  a  fair  rate  of  interest, 
taking  all  things  into  consideration.  In  1879  what  was  the 
value  of  bank  stocks  compared  with  their  values  to-day  ? 
This  paper  has  been  handed  to  me  by  a  gentleman  who  I 
asked  to  look  into  this  question  : 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 


PRICES  OF  BANK 

STOCKS  IN  MONTREAL. 

Jan.  1st, 

Jan.  1st, 

1879. 

1885. 

Bank  of  Montreal . 

187 

Molsons  Bank . 

.  62 

109 

Merchants  Bank  . . 

109 

Eastern  Townships. . 

.  92£ 

107} 

Commerce  . . . 

.......................  101 

117 

Toronto  Bank — . . 

175 

Telegraph  Company  . 

113 

This  gives  some  evidence  of  the  prosperity  of  those  institu¬ 
tions  during  the  last  few  years. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Take  1878. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  In  1878  the  weeding  out  of 
the  bad  debts  made  during  tho  previous  years  led,  of 
course,  to  a  reduction  in  the  value  of  stocks,  but  when  these 
bad  debts  were  ascertained,  they  started  in  1879  knowing 
exactly  the  basis  upon  which  they  stood.  It  would  appear 
that  the  business  operations  of  the  Dominion  had  not  been 
disastrous  during  the  last  five  years,  judging  by  the  state¬ 
ment  I  have  just  given.  I  stated  something  about  the  rate 
of  interest  charged  by  the  banks  in  1884.  The  following 
statement  shows  it : — 


1884 — Rates  of  discount  at  Montreal,  7  to  8  per  cent, 
throughout  the  year: 

Loans  on  stock  collateral  varied  from  5  to  6  per 
cent, 

1879 — Commercial  discount  easy  at  7  to  8  per  cent,  for 
the  first  7  months  of  the  year  ;  firm  at  same  rates 
during  the  fall  and  easy  again  after  harvest. 

Stock  loans  range  from  4  to  6  per  cent  ,  until 
December,  woen  they  advanced  to  6  and  7  per 
cent. 


We  now  come  to  the  mileage  of  railways,  to  show  what 
has  been  done  during  the  last  ten  years.  The  following 
statement  shows  the  railway  mileage  from  1875  to  1884, 
constructed  and  open.  Statement  of  railway  mileage,  1875 
to  1884 : 

Constructed.  Opened. 


Miles.  Miles. 


1875.. ..... .  . .  4,800 

1876  . . . . . . .  .  5,157 

1877  . ......  5,574 

1878  .......  . . 6,865  6,143 

1879.. ... . 7,077  6,484 

1880 . 7,229  6,891 

1881.. ..... . 7,596  7,260 

1882  . 8,069  7,530 

1883  . . . . . . ...  9,066  8,805 

1884.. ... . 9,949  9,575 


This  gives  some  evidence,  I  think,  of  the  developement  of 
the  country.  Then  with  reference  to  the  number  of  failures 
in  Canada  of  which  we  have  heard  so  much  lately,  there  has 
been  a  very  considerable  increase ;  but  if  we  take  the  five  years 
from  1875  to  1819  inclusive,  we  find  that  the  number  of 
failures  was  9,185,  with  liabilities  amounting  to  $  1 13,128,724. 
From  1879  to  1885  there  were  5,040  failures,  with  liabilities 
of  $57,467,724.  The  number  of  people  engaged  in  business 
in  1884  in  Canada  was  69,924,  so  that  the  number  of  failures 
for  that  year  would  be  equal  to  one  failure  for  every  53 
traders.  Taking  56,000  traders,  the  number  engaged 
in  business  during  the  five  years  ending  31st  December, 
1879,  the  average  would  be  equal  to  one  failure  to  30J 
traders ;  and  taking  69,994  traders  as  the  basis  of  the  five 
years  ending  31st  December,  1885,  the  average  would  be 
equal  to  one  failure  to  75§  traders.  Now  a  word  or  two  as  to 
the  general  condition  of  the  country,  and  of  the  laborers  of 
the  country.  I  have  before  me  an  extract  made  recently  from 
a  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  have  a  state¬ 
ment  in  tabulated  form  of  the  value  of  the  different  classes 
of  labor  in  Canada,  taken  from  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  of 
Ontario.  There  may  be  a  question  raised  by  the  Opposition 
as  to  the  statement  made  by  the  commissioners,  that  they 
were*prepared  by  the  employes  of  the  Dominion  Govern- 
i  ment,  but  as  regards  tho  statement  made  up  in  the  Bureau 
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of  Statistics  of  Ontario,  I  am  quite  sure  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  will  accept  it  as  quite  correct.  Mr.  Blake,  speaking 
at  Toronto,  attributed  the  prosperity  of  that  city  in  part  to 
the  absence  of  highly  protected  manufactures,  and  as  a 
consequence  labor  is  better  paid  there  than  in  other  cities. 
I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Houso  to  one  or  two  im¬ 
portant  facts. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  didjnot  say  that ;  that  is  not  my  speech. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Oh,  it  has  been  givon  to  me  as 
taken  from  the  Globe. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  is  a  bad  source  to  get  it  from. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  think  it  is  just  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  might  say.  But  this  is  noticeable  : 
One  gentleman  who  has  a  seat  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  visits  Montreal,  and  makes  a  speech  to  the  Montreal 
people,  pointing  out  the  terribly  distressed  condition  of 
Canada  and  its  people,  that  the  emigration  from  it  is  mar¬ 
vellous,  that  the  taxation  is  something  unprecedented,  and 
in  making  his  statement  he  finds  it  necessary,  if  correctly 
reported,  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  in  Montreal  perhaps  they 
had  not  experienced  as  much  of  this  depression  as  they  had 
elsewhere.  I  can  imagine  that,  comparing  the  condition  of 
Montreal  to-day  with  what  it  was  in  1878,  a  great  many  of 
that  audience,  if  they  were  told  they  were  in  a  worse 
condition  than  they  were  in  1878,  would  question  the 
statement  somewhat.  It  was  found  necessary  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  refer  to  that  fact,  and,  supposing  that  this 
report  also  was  correct,  it  was  an  evidence  that  my  hon. 
friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  speaking  in  Toronto, 
found  it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the  audience  to 
the  fact  that  matters  were  not  as  bad  in  Toronto  as  they 
were  in  some  other  places. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear.  So  I  did. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  That  is  correct,  then.  That 
is  very  natural — that  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  at — that 
matters  in  Toronto  were  better  than  they  were  elsewhere  ; 
and  the  statement  which  was  given  to  me,  and  which  he 
says  is  not  correct — and,  of  course,  I  accept  his  statement — 
is  that  this  was  attributable  to  the  fact  that  there  were  not 
as  many  highly  protected  industries  there. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  added,  “and  that 
thex-efore  labor  was  better  paid  thei’e.”  I  said  that  I  did  not 
make  that  statement. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  But  still  Toronto  was  in  a 
better  condition ;  matters  were  better  in  Toronto  than  in 
other  places,  because  thei’e  were  not  so  many  highly  pro¬ 
tected  industries  there. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  If  the  hon.  member  for  Brant 
(Mr.  Paterson)  were  making  a  speech  in  Brantford,  where  I 
am  informed  a  quarter  of  a  million  of  dollars  have  been 
expended  in  buildings  in  the  last  year,  he  would,  no  doubt, 
say  that  Brantford  is  an  exception  to  other  places.  It 
would  appear  that,  wherever  hon.  gentlemen  go,  it  is 
necessary  to  show  that  the  locality  they  visit  is  a  favored 
locality.  I  think  that,  if  I  wanted  to  make  a  case,  I  would 
go  to  the  locality  which  was  the  worst,  and  would  point 
out  to  them  their  condition,  and  if  they  were  wai’ranted 
in  the  statement  that  it  was  the  result  of  the  National 
Policy,  it  would  be  endorsed  by  thorn  and  would  have  a 
greater  effect.  What  said  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  : — 

“  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  to  yon  that  there  is  one  test  which 
I  have  always  sought  to  supply  when  I  have  desired  to  consider  what 
the  material  condition  of  the  country  was,  and  that  test  was,  what  is 
the  material  condition  of  the  lowest  class  of  honest  labor  in  the 
country  ?  ” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 


Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes,  and  I  endox-se  the  wholo 
of  it : 

“  If  I  find  the  lowest  class  so  fairly  paid  that  there  is  enough  for 
the  support  of  a  man  aud  those  dependent  upon  him,  and  something  to 
lay  up  for  a  rainy  day,  I  know  that  I  need  enquire  no  further.” 

Mi'.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Well,  I  may  say  that  the  tables 
show  a  state  of  affaii’s  which  will  enable  me  to  comfort  the 
hon.  gentleman  by  showing  it  to  him.  This  is  taken  from  the 
statement  of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  Ontario,  and  it  shows 
that  the  blacksmiths  and  their  helpers,  the  boiler  makers  and 
their  helpers,  the  bricklayers,  the  carriage-builders,  the  cax- 
pentei’s,  the  cigar  makers,  the  cotton  mill  men  and  their 
laborers,  the  machinists,  the  moulders,  the  painters,  the 
plasterers  and  their  laborers,  the  printers,  the  sewing  machine 
men,  the  tin  and  coppei’smiths  and  the  tool-makers,  have  a 
surplus  averaging  $48  at  the  end  of  the  yeai’,  compai’- 
ing  the  l’eceipts  with  their  expenses  during  the  year. 
This  will  be  a  comfort,  I  am  sui-e,  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  It 
appears  that  the  plasterers  are  put  down  as  costing  more 
to  live  than  any  of  the  others.  I  do  not  know  why  that 
should  be  the  case.  Of  course,  they  are  not  employed  as 
many  days  in  the  year  as  some  others,  and  their  receipts 
would  be  less,  but  I  cannot  understand  why  they  should 
expend  more  than  the  others.  It  is  stated  that  the  laborer 
woi’ks  265  days  in  the  year,  that  he  avei’ages  $1.13  per 
day,  that  his  yearly  wages  are  $304,  and  his  expenditure 
$255,  which  leaves  $49  for  him  as  a  surplus  at  the  end  of 
the  year,  and  for  a  rainy  day.  This  statement  should  make 
the  hon.  gentleman  supremely  happy.  He  should  accept  the 
condition  of  Ontario  at  least  as  prospei’ous,  when  the  laborer 
receives  a  surplus  over  his  actual  wants  and  expenses. 
The  leader  of  tlie  Opposition,  refei-ring  to  the  state  of  the 
country  generally,  in  his  speech  on  the  Address,  alluded  to 
the  city  of  St.  John,  the  constituency  I  have  the  honor  of 
representing.  I  cannot  take  exception  to  the  tone  of  his 
language  on  that  occasion,  but  his  declaration  was  that,  for 
forty  years,  as  he  had  been  informed,  matters  had  not  been  as 
bad  in  the  city  of  St.  John  as  they  are  at  pi’esent.  I  think  I 
know  something  of  the  city  of  St.  John  as  far  back  as  forty 
years,  and  I  have  seen  several  periods  since  1845  when  the 
people  of  that  city  were  in  a  much  worse  condition  than  they 
are  to-day.  I  recollect  when  the  laborei’s  in  that  city,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  saved  from  great  want,  were  employed 
by  the  corporation  at  Is.  6d.,  or  30  cents  a  day  to  cut  down 
the  rocks  of  that  city.  I  know  that,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  country  at  that  particular  time,  there 
was  gi’eat  want  felt  everywhei'e  throughout  the  Pi’ovince. 
I  know  there  was  great  depression.  I  know  that  h  as  occuri’ed 
two  or  three  times  since  the  date  to  which  I  refer,  but  to  a 
less  limited  extent.  Nothing  of  that  kind  exists  at  the  present 
day.  But  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman. to 
the  fact  that  the  city  of  St.  John  especially  labors  at  this 
moment  under  certain  disadvantages.  Previous  to  1873,  there 
was  a  large  ship-building  interest  in  that  Province.  I  know 
that  in  185  4  there  were  constructed  106,000  tons  of  vessels.  It 
was  then  a  very  important  industry  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  especially  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick.  At 
that  time  the  city  of  St.  John  was  the  principal  point  where 
deals  were  manufactured  from  logs  brought  there.  Now,  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  deals  are  manufactured  near 
Fredei’icton,  by  Mr.  Gibson,  in  mills  owned  and  leased  by  him. 
The  result  has  been  that  owing  to  the  depreciation  in  the 
value  of  shipping,  owing  to  the  decreased  demand  for  wooden 
vessels,  owing  to  the  depression  in  the  shipping  interests 
being  so  great  at  this  moment  that  there  is  scarcely  any  de¬ 
mand  for  even  iron  ships  in  the  old  country,  there  is  but  a 
limited  number  of  vessels  being  built  in  the  Pi’ovince  of  New 
Brunswick  or  the  city  of  St.  John  to-day.  And,  Sir,  were  it 
not  for  the  new  industries  that  are  being  established  and 
that  ai’e  taking  the  place  of  those  that  will  not  be 
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restored  to  the  position  which  they  occupied  from  1854 
to  1868,  there  would  be  in  that  city  and  Province  to-day 
an  amount  of  depression  much  greater  than  that  which 
now  exists.  The  industries  to  which  I  refer  have  been 
replaced  by  other  industries,  and  other  manufactures 
have  been  brought  into  existence,  and  fostered  by  the 
operation  of  this  tariff.  Perhaps,  Sir,  it  may  not  be  out 
of  place  for  me  to  say  that  to-night,  in  the  city  of  St. 
John,  there  is  depression  and  gloom.  Unhappily  within 
the  last  48  hours  a  representative  of  that  city  and  county, 
and  a  member  of  this  House,  has  been  summoned  hence — a 
gentleman  with  whom  I  acted  in  concert  for  many  years,  a 
warm  and  a  true  friend  and  an  honorable  opponent,  a  gentle¬ 
man  I  regretted  to  separate  from  on  political  issues,  a  gentle¬ 
man  universally  respected  and  esteemed  in  that  city,  a  kind 
father  and  an  affectionate  husband,  a  most  enterprising 
citizen,  and  an  able  and  zealous  member  of  Parliament,  has 
been  taken  away  and  to-day  that  city  mourns.  I  take  this 
opportunity,  though  politcally  opposed  to  each  other  of  late 
years,  of  paying  this  passing  tribute  to  his  memory,  because 
there  are  few  men  who  could  be  removed  from  the  city  of  St. 
John  who  will  be  more  missed,  whose  loss  will  be  more 
deeply  felt,  than  that  of  the  late  ex-Minister  of  Customs.  Sir, 
when  I  look  at  the  country  to-day  and  think  what  might 
have  been  its  condition  if  we  had  not,  in  18*79,  by  the  action 
of  Parliament,  established  new  industries  in  Canada,  I  think 
it  is  not  so  much  a  question  of  what  depression  exists  to-day 
as  it  is  of  what  would  have  been  the  depression  in  Canada 
had  we  not  adopted  a  policy  that  has  brought  into  exist¬ 
ence  the  industries  that  have  given  employment,  and  are 
giving  employment  at  the  present  moment  to  50,000  more 
men  and  women  than  were  thus  employed  in  1878.  Six’,  we 
know  perfectly  well  that  throughout  Canada  almost  every 
city  has  thought  it  advisable  to  spend  large  sums  of  money 
for  sanitary  purposes.  Take  the  city  of  Ottawa,  for 
instance.  When  we  came  here  in  1867  it  was  not  as 
healthy  a  city  to  live  in  as  it  is  at  present.  A  large  sum 
of  money  has  been  expended  in  the  drainage  and  in  pro¬ 
curing  a  supply  of  pui*e  water.  I  know,  myself,  as  a  resi¬ 
dent  of  the  city  and  a  house  owner,  that  it  costs  more  for 
water  than  it  did  when  I  first  came  here.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  the  reduction  in  insurance  upon  my  property  has 
been  equal  to  the  increased  taxation,  and  the  sum  expended 
has  given  increased  sanitary  advantages  to  the  city.  And 
so  it  is  in  nearly  all  the  cities  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
Sir,  suppose  that  an  epidemic  should  pi’evail  here  next  year; 
suppose  the  cholera  should,  unhappily,  be  inti’oduced  into 
the  cities  of  Canada,  and  large  numbers  of  the  population 
should  be  swept  off  by  it.  Why,  Sir,  it  would  be  as 
inconsistent  for  some  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns  to 
give  as  an  evidence  of  the  unwisdom  of  the  expenditure 
for  sanitary  purposes,  that  the  mortality  had  been  in¬ 
creased  by  reason  of  this  epidemic,  and  therefore  to 
condemn  that  expenditure,  though  the  death  rate  was 
not  as  great  as  formerly,  as  it  would  be  for  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  while  this  epidemic  of  bad  trade  exists  all  over 
the  world,  and  has  reached  us  to  a  certain  extent,  to  de¬ 
nounce  the  protective  policy  because  there  are  a  few  manu¬ 
factories  that  are  not  employed  full  time,  and  who  have  a  less 
number  of  men  engaged  in  them  than  they  had  six  months 
or  a  year  ago.  I  think  the  counti’y  understands  this  ques 
tion  very  woll,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  found  necessai-y 
for  Ron.  gentlemen  opposite,  whei’ever  they  go,  to  use 
the  language  that  has  been  used  in  some  other  cases, 
namely,  that  the  locality  in  which  they  are  speaking 
suffers  lebs  than  other  localities.  Sir,  I  must  apolo¬ 
gise  to  you  and  the  House  for  the  time  I  have  taken 
in  quoting  so  many  figui-es  in  laying  these  mattei’S  befoi-e 
Parliament.  On  former  occasions,  when  referring  to 
the  amount  of  taxation  per  head  of  the  population,  I  have 
merely  stated  the  figures,  but  in  this  case  I  thought  it 
necessary,  in  order  to  fortify  myself,  to  take  figures  from 
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the  Public  Accounts  and  fi’om  official  documents  of  the 
United  States,  and  submit  them  for  your  considei’ation,  as 
px*oof  of  the  position  I  have  taken.  I  feel  that  whatever 
may  be  the  opinion  expi’essed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
the  fact  that  the  Pacific  Railway  has  been  completed,  and 
that  the  large  amount  of  money  expended  on  the  canals 
in  order  to  complete  them,  with  the  light  taxation  I  have 
mentioned,  warrants  me  in  saying  that  the  taxa¬ 
tion  of  the  country  has  not  been  increased.  When  you 
take  into  account  the  amount  that  has  been  contributed  for 
the  support  of  the  Provinces  by  the  legislation  of  last  year, 
and  when,  notwithstanding  all  these  liabilities  so  incuri’ed, 
the  net  interest  paid  upon  the  debt  is  only  1  or  2  cents 
per  head  more  than  was  paid  in  1879 — I  say  when  this 
is  known,  there  will  be  a  general  feeling  of  relief  in  the 
counti'y  and  a  conviction  that  we  have  obtained  wonderful 
advantages  for  the  Dominion  of  Canada  in  developing  its 
resources,  in  increasing  the  value  of  our  magnificent  estate 
in  the  North-West,  in  laying  the  foundation  for  a  powex-ful 
nation,  and  in  enabling  us  to  realize  that  we  are  a  great  and 
pi’ospei-ous  people,  and  at  the  same  time  are  subjected  to 
smaller  taxation  tlian  almost  any  other  counti’y  in  the  world. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  you  do  now  leave  the  Chair  and 
that  the  House  l’esolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Resolutions  :- — 

1.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Tariff  of  Customs  Duties 
and  schedule  of  free  goods,  as  follows  : — 

(1.)  By  addiDg  to  the  free  list  Schedule  B,  the  following  articles  now 
admitted  free  by  Order  in  Council,  under  authority  of  sub-section  12  of 
section  230  of  the  Customs  Act,  1883  : — 

Gas  coke,  when  used  in  Canadian  manufactures  only. 

Woollen  rags. 

Steel,  imported  for  US8  in  the  manufacture  of  skates. 

Musk,  in  pods  or  in  grains. 

White  shellac,  for  manufacturing  purposes. 

Jute  cloth,  as  taken  from  the  loom,  neither  pressed,  mangled,  ca’en- 
dered,  nor  in  any  way  finished,  and  not  less  than  4 1  inches  wide, 
when  imported  to  be  manufactured  into  bags  only. 

Salt  cake,  being  a  sulphate  of  soda,  when  imported  by  manufacturers 
of  glass  and  soap  for  their  own  use  in  their  works. 

“  Foot  Grease,”  the  refuse  of  the  cotton  seed  after  the  oil  is  pressed 
out. 

Tagging  metal,  plain,  japanned,  or  coated,  in  coils  not  over  1^  inches 
in  width,  when  imported  by  manufacturers  of  shoe  and  and  corset 
lacks  for  use  in  their  factories. 

Locust  beans,  for  the  manufacture  of  horse  and  cattle  food. 

Hoop  iron,  not1  exceeding  three-eights  (§)  of  an  inch  in  width  and 
being  No.  25  gauge  or  thinner,  used  for  the  manufacture  of  tubu¬ 
lar  rivets. 

Buckram,  for  the  manufacture  of  hat  and  bonnet  shapes. 

Recovered  rubber,  and  rubber  substitute. 

Silver  and  German  silver  in  sheets  for  manufacturing  purposes. 

Steel  of  No.  20  gauge  and  thinner,  but  not  thinner  than  No.  30  gauge, 
to  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  corset  steels,  clock  springs  and 
shoe  shanks,  when  imported  by  the  manufacturers  of  such  articles 
for  use  in  their  factories. 

Cotton  yarns,  finer  than  No.  40,  unbleached,  bleached,  or  dyed,  and 
not  finer  than  No.  60,  for  the  manufacture  of  Italian  cloths  and 
worsted  fabrics. 

Steel  in  sheets  of  not  less  than  11  nor  over  18  wire  gauge,  and  costing 
not  less  than  $75  per  ton  of  2,240  lbs  ,  when  imported  by  manu¬ 
facturers  of  shovels  and  spades  for  use  exclusively  in  such  manu¬ 
facture  in  their  own  factories. 

Red  liquor,  a  crude  acetate  of  alumina  prepared  from  pyroligneous 
acid  for  dyeing  and  calico  printing. 

Iron  liquor,  solution  of  acetate  of  iron  for  dyeing  and  calico  printing. 

(2.)  Also,  by  adding  the  following  unenumerated  articles  to  the  free 
list : — 

1.  Precious  stones,  viz  : — 

Agate,  amethyst,  aqua  marine,  blood  stone,  carbuncle,  cat’s-eye3, 
cameo,  cornelian,  crystal,  crysolite,  crosord olite,  emerald, 
garnet,  intaglio,  inlaid  or  incrusted  stones,  ony  ,  opal,  pearl, 
ruby,  sardonyx,  sapphire,  topaz  and  torquoise,  not  polished  or 
otherwise  manufactured. 

2.  Bichromate  of  soda. 

3.  Sulphate  of  iron  (copperas). 

4.  Indigo  auxilliary. 

5.  Fancy  grasses,  dried  but  not  colored  or  otherwise  manufactured. 

6.  Oil  cafee  meal. 

7.  Paintings  in  oil  or  water  colors,  the  production  of  Canadian 

artists,  under  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Customs. 

(3.)  By  adding  to  the  following  articles  now  on  the  free  list,  the  ex¬ 
planations  and  additions  attached  to  each  respectively  :  — 

1.  Bolting  cloths,  of  silk  or  worsted,  not  made  up. 

2.  Borax,  not  ground  or  otherwise  manufactured , 
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3.  Duck  for  belting  and  hose,  when  imported  by  manufacturers  of  rub' 

her  goods  for  use  in  their  factories. 

4.  Mineral  waters,  natural,  not  in  bottle. 

5.  Pitch  (pine)  in  packages  of  not  less  than  15  gallons. 

6.  Pumice  and  pumice  stone,  ground  or  unground. 

7.  Quercitron  or  extract  of  oak  bark,  for  tanning. 

8.  Resin,  in  packages  of  not  less  than  15  gallons. 

9.  Steel  railway  bars  or  rails,  not  including  tram  or  street  rails. 

10.  Tar  (pine),  in  packages  of  not  less  than  15  gallons. 

(4.)  By  repealing  all  duties  chargeable  under  any  Act  now  in  force  on 
any  of  the  articles  hereinafter  mentioned,  except  so  far  as  they  are  the 
same  as  those  hereinafter  mentioned,  and  substituting  therefor  the  rates 
of  duty  hereinafter  mentioned  respectively: — 

1.  Costume  clothe,  serges  and  similar  fabrics,  under  25  inches  wide, 

25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

2.  Winceys  of  all  kinds,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

3.  Pickles  and  sauces,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

4.  Barrels  containing  petroleum,  or  its  products,  or  any  mixture  of 

which  petroleum  is  a  part,  a  specific  duty  of  40  cents  each. 

5.  Cutlery,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

6.  Red  prussiate  of  potash,  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

7.  Mouldings  of  wood,  plain,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

8.  Mouldings  of  wood,  gilded  or  otherwise  further  manufactured  than 

plain,  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

9.  Picture  frames,  as  furniture,  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

10.  Imitation  precious  stones  not  set,  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

11.  Manilla  hoods,  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

12.  Umbrellas,  parasols  and  sun  shades  of  all  kinds  and  materials,  30 

per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

13.  China  and  porcelain  ware,  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

14.  Earthenware  and  stoneware,  brown  or  colored,  and  Rockingham 

ware,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

15.  House  furnishing  hardware,  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

16.  Chains  (iron  or  steel)  over  fg  of  an  inch  in  diameter,  5  per  cent,  ad 

valorem. 

17.  Acid,  acetic,  a  specific  duty  of  25  cents  per  Imperial  gallon  and  20 

per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

18.  Tissue  paper,  white  and  colored,  when  imported  by  manufacturers 

of  artificial  flowers  for  use  in  their  factories,  10  per  cent,  ad 

valorem. 

19.  Glucose  syrup,  a  specific  duty  of  2  cents  per  pound. 

20.  Carpets,  viz. : — Brussels,  tapestry,  Dutch,  Venetian  and  damask, 

25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

21.  Plate  glass,  not  colored,  in  panes  not  over  30  square  feet,  a  specific 

duty  of  6  cents  per  square  foot. 

22.  Plate  glass,  in  panes  over  30  and  not  over  70  square  feet,  8  cents 

per  square  foot. 

21.  Plate  glass,  in  panes  over  70  square  feet,  9  cents  per  square  foot. 

24.  Colored  labels,  for  fruit,  vegetables,  meat,  fish,  confectionery  and 

other  goods,  also  tickets,  posters,  advertising  bills  and  folders,  a 

specific  duty  of  10  cents  per  pound  and  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

25.  Sheet  iron  hollow  ware,  and  all  manufacturers  of  sheet  iron,  not 

elsewhere  specified,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

26.  Asbestos,  in  any  form  other  than  crude,  and  all  manufacturers  there¬ 

of,  £5  per  cent,  ad  valorem.. 

27.  Axle  grease  and  similar  compounds,  a  specific  duty  of  1  cent  per 

pound. 

28.  Cotton  bed  quilts,  not  including  woven  quilts  or  counterpanes,  27£ 

per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

29.  Extract  or  fluid  beef,  not  medicated,  26  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

2-  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  repeal  so  much  of  Schedule  A  of 
chapter  15,  42  Victoria,  as  imposes  a  duty  of  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on 
“  endless  felt  for  paper  makers,”  and  the  following  parts  of  chapter  13, 
46  Victoria,  intituled  ;  “  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Tariff  of  Duties 
of  Customs,”  viz 

Item  No.  7  of  section  2,  and  all  of  section  6  of  the  said  Act,  also  to 
repeal  section  9,  chapter  15,  42  Victoria,  intituled  :  “  An  Act  to  alter 
the  Duties  of  Customs  and  Excise,”  and  to  enact  as  follows  : — 

(1.)  In  determining  the  dutiable  value  of  goods,  there  shall  be  added 
to  the  actual  wholesale  price  or  fair  market  value  thereof— at  the  time 
of  exportation — in  the  principal  markets  of  the  country  from  whence  the 
same  have  been  imported  into  Canada,  all  cost  of  inland  transportation, 
shipment  and  transhipment,  whether  by  land  or  by  water,  with  all  expen¬ 
ses  included  from  the  place  of  growth,  production  or  manufacture,  to  the 
vessel  in  which  shipment  is  made,  and  to  and  at  the  port  from  which 
such  vessel  finally  clears,  for  her  outward  voyage  direct  to  Canada. 

(2.)  When  any  manufactured  article  is  imported  into  Canada  in  sepa¬ 
rate  parts,  each  such  part  shall  be  charged  with  the  same  rate  of  duty  as 
the  finished  article  on  a  proportionate  valuation,  and  when  the  duty 
chargeable  thereon  is  specific,  or  specific  and  ad  valorem,  an  average  rate 
of  ad  valorem  duty,  equal  to  the  specific  or  specific  and  ai  valorem  duty 
so  chargeable,  shall  be  ascertained  and  charged  upon  such  parts  of 
manufactures. 

Also  to  add  partridge ,  prarie  fowl  and  woodcock  to  the  articles  the 
exportation  of  which  is  prohibited  by  section  9,  chapter  13,  46  Victoria. 

it.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  prohibit  the  importation  to  Canada 
of  all  goods  manufactured  or  produced  by  prison  labor,  or  which  have 
been  made  within  or  in  connection  with  any  prison,  gaol  or  penitentiary, 
and  to  attach  a  penalty  to  any  such  importation. 

4.  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  on  and  after  the  1st 
day  of  July  next  (1885),  all  fish  imported  shall  be  chargeable  with  and 
there  shall  be  collected  thereon  the  following  rates  of  duty,  viz. : — 

Mackerel,  1  cent  per  lb. 


Herrings,  pickled  or  salted,  \  cent  per  lb. 

Salmon,  pickled,  1  cent  per  lb. 

All  other  fish,  pickled,  in  barrels,  1  cent  per  lb. 

Foreign -caught  fish,  imported  otherwise  than  in  barrels  or  half-barrels, 
whether  fresh,  smoked,  dried,  salted  or  pickled,  not  specially 
enumerated  or  provided  for  by  this  Act,  50  cents  per  100  lbs. 

Anchovies  and  sardines,  packed  in  oil  or-  otherwise,  in  tin  boxes 
measuring  not  more  than  5  inches  long,  4  inches  wide  and  3£ 
inches  deep,  5  cents  per  whole  box  ;  in  half  boxes,  measuring  not 
more  than  6  inches  long,  4  inches  wide  and  If  deep,  2$  cents 
each  ;  and  in  J  boxes,  measuring  not  more  than  4|  inches  long,  3J 
inches  wide,  lj  deep,  2  cents  each. 

When  imported  in  any  other  form,  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

Fish,  preserved  in  oil,  except  anchovies  and  sardines,  30  per  cent,  ad 
valorem. 

Salmon  and  all  other  fish,  prepared  or  preserved,  not  specially  enume¬ 
rated  or  provided  for  in  this  Act,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Oil,  spermaceti,  whale  and  other  fish  oils,  and  all  other  articles  the 
produce  of  the  fisheries,  not  specially  provided,  for  20  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 

Provided  that  the  whole  or  part  of  the  said  duties  hereby  imposed  may 
be  remitted  upon  proclamation  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  which  may 
be  issued  whenever  it  appears  to  his  satisfaction  that  the  Governments 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Island  of  Newfoundland  or  either  of  them 
have  made  changes  in  their  tariffs  of  duties  imposed  upon  articles 
imported  from  Canada  in  reduction  or  repeal  of  the  duties  in  force  in 
said  countries. 

Resolved ,  That  there  be  imposed  • — 

1.  On  cigars  of  all  descriptions,  made  in  whole  or  in  part  from  foreign 

or  imported  leaf  tobacco,  or  any  substitute  therefor,  an  Excise  duty 
of  $6,000  per  thousand. 

2.  On  cigars  of  all  descriptions  made  solely  from  tobacco  grown  in 

Canada  and  made  in  a  manufactory  where  no  foreign  or  imported 
leaf  is  used  or  kept,  $3.00  per  thousand. 

3.  On  wet  snuff,  a  specific  duty  of  12  cents,  per  lb.,  when  put  up  in 
.  packages  of  less  than  5  lbs. 

4.  Cigars  and  cigarettes,  a  specifie  duty  of  $1.20  per  lb. ,  and  20  per 

cent,  ad  valorem. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  task 
that  lies  before  me  to-night  is  one  that  I  fear  will  be  a  dis¬ 
agreeable,  as  well,  perhaps,  as  of  a  somewhat  delicate 
character.  Up  to  the  present  time  I  have  not  considered 
it  necessary  to  pay  much  attention  to  the  allegations  so 
freely  and  so  constantly  hurled  across  the  floor  by  hon. 
Ministers  and  their  supporters,  that  it  was  a  most  unpa¬ 
triotic  thing  on  our  part  to  prick  any  of  their  bubbles,  or  to 
tell  the  truth  when  the  interests  of  the  country  required  it 
to  bo  told.  I  have  always  held,  Mr.  Speaker,  than  when 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  it  is  unpatriotic  to 
make  any  particular  statements  about  their  actions,  it 
meant  simply  this,  that  they  are  aware  that  there  is  no 
excuse  whatever  which  can  be  offered  for  their  conduct, 
and,  therefore,  they  find  it  convenient  to  charge  us  with 
want  of  patriotism.  But,  on  the  present  occasion,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  that  taking  the  view  I  do  of  the  situation 
of  the  country,  knowing  what  I  know,  having  examined  the 
data  and  facts,  to  some  of  which,  but  only  to  some  of  which, 
the  hon.  Minister  has  called  our  attention,  I  could  wish,  if 
it  were  permitted  to  me,  if  I  could  reconcile  it  with  my 
ideas  of  my  duty  to  the  people  who  sent  me  here,  not  to  be 
called  upon  to  speak,  not  to  be  required  to  dissect  the  state¬ 
ments  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made,  not,  in  a  word, 
to  say  here  what  I  believe  to  be  the  real  facts  about  the 
state  of  the  country.  Unfortunately,  it  is  not  permitted  to 
me  to  do  that.  I  say,  unfortunately,  because  I  know  that,  in 
the  present  instance,  much  of  what  I  have  to  say  may  grate 
unpleasantly  on  the  ears  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  sup¬ 
porters.  I  am  only  too  well  aware,  that  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  do  not  like  to  have  their  attention  called  to  certain  facts, 
however  well  those  facts  may  be  known,  however  clearly 
established  those  facts  may  be,  when  they  interfere  with  the 
pet  theories  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  been  elabor¬ 
ating.  Now,  Sir,  I  hold  that  the  position  of  this  country  has 
been  very  seriously  compromised  indeed  by  the  misconduct 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  say  that  it  is  needful  for 
us  to  point  out  the  causes,  because  our  criticisms  would 
otherwise  be  valueless,  and  although  some  temporary  incon¬ 
venience  may  be  risked  by  such  a  course,  still  1  say  that  it  is 
the  only  course  from  which  any  permanent  benefit  can  pos¬ 
sibly  result  to  the  people  of  this  country.  Sir,  that  convic- 
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tion  has  been  increased  by  what  I  must  call  the  rash  state¬ 
ments  which  have  been  made  recently  in  various  places  both 
by  the  First  Minister  and  by  the  Finance  Minister.  I  quarrel 
with  no  man  for  saying  the  best  he  can  of  the  position  of 
the  country ;  but  I  doubt  if  the  First  Minister  was  wise,  or 
was  well  advised  when,  on  a  comparatively  recent  occasion 
in  London,  he  intimated  that  it  was  desirable  there  should 
be  a  large  emigration  to  Canada.  I  fear,  Sir,  if  his  words 
bore  the  weight  which  those  of  a  man  in  his  position  might 
be  expected  to  bear,  and  if  many  emigrants  had  come  to 
Canada,  even  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  on  the  faith  of  the 
statement,  and  against  the  advice  of  the  trades  unions  and 
the  trades  councils,  they  would  have  found  themselves  in 
the  position  in  which  many  other  emigrants  found  them¬ 
selves  who  were  brought  out  to  this  country  at  the  public 
expense  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  namely,  that  the  only 
way  in  which  they  could  have  provided  for  themselves  was 
by  depriving  some  native-born  Canadian  of  his  proper  and 
lawful  employment,  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  Minister  who 
has  just  sat  down  should  have  deemed  it  necessary  ou  this 
occasion  to  indulge  in  language  somewhat  similar  to  that 
used  by  the  First  Minister.  The  First  Minister,  perhaps, 
may  be  excused  for  not  knowing  so  much  as  to  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  country  as  the  Finance  Minister  is  expected  to 
know.  I  am  sorry,  therefore,  that  the  Finance  Minister 
should  have  indulged  in  some  of  the  statements  in  which  he 
has  indulged,  and  which  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  analyse 
and  dissect  before  I  go  much  further.  I  can  hardly 
doubt  that  the  Finance  Minister  does  himself  know  that  the 
situation  is  serious,  although  he  would  not  admit  it  tc-night. 
Although  he  appeared  to  have  chosen  deliberately  to  shut 
bis  eyes  to  a  great  many  facts  which  ought  to  have  warned 
him,  I  cannot  doubt  that  the  Finance  Minister  does  know 
that  the  position  of  Canada  at  present  is  very  far  indeed 
from  that  in  which  he  and  I  would  wish  it  to  be.  In  the 
speech  just  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  brought 
forward,  as  he  said  himself,  a  great  many  facts,  not,  the 
House  will  observe,  by  any  means  so  much  directed 
to  the  present  condition  of  the  country,  not  by  any  means 
so  much  directed  to  what  he  supposes  to  be  the  future  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  country,  as  to  comparisons  with  a  period  eighteen 
months  or  two  years  ago.  There  are  certain  rough  tests  by 
which,  I  think,  you  can  determine  with  pretty  considerable 
accuracy  the  condition  of  the  country  at  the  present  time, 
and  these  I  mean  to  employ.  They  are  tests  which  the  hon. 
Minister  has  often  used,  tests  which  on  other  and  more 
favorable  occasions  the  Minister  has  found  it  very  conven¬ 
ient  to  employ,  but  from  which  he  shrunk  mo3t  carefully 
on  the  present  occasion.  We  will  take,  first,  the 
state  of  the  revenue ;  next,  the  present  amount,  not 
merely  of  our  nominal,  but  of  our  real  taxation  ;  we  will 
take  the  volume  of  trade,  the  rate  of  increase  in  our  popula¬ 
tion  ;  the  profits  of  our  leading  occupations,  the  number 
of  bankruptcies,  the  number  of  persons  unemployed  in  this 
country,  the  rate  of  wages,  bank  and  railway  statements  ; 
we  will  apply  these  successively,  and  we  will  see  what  the 
result  is.  First,  I  call  your  attention,  Mr,  Speaker,  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  revenue.  In  1883  we  had  a 
revenue  of  $35,794,000.  In  1884  that  revenue  had  fallen  to 
$31,861,000,  a  reduction  of  very  nearly  four  million.  On 
1st  February,  1884,  our  receipts  amounted  to  $18,816,000. 
On  1st  February  last  our  receipts  from  all  sources  amounted 
to  $18,465,000.  We  had  lost  nearly  $400,000  in  receipts  on 
the  operations  of  those  seven  months.  In  1883  our  expenditure 
amounted  to  $28,730,000,  and  in  1884  it  was  $31,107,000,  or  a 
difference  in  those  two  years  of  nearly  $7,000,600.  Our  re¬ 
ceipts  were  less  by  $4,000,000,  and  our  expenditure  was 
more  by  about  $2,500,000.  We  find  that  on  1st  February, 

1884,  our  expenditure  was  $18,026,000  ;  on  1st  February, 

1885,  $  19,513,000,  so  we  are  in  a  worse  position  by  $  1,500,000. 
The  hon.  gentleman  appeared  to  think  that  because  a  new 
tariff  was  about  to  be  brought  down  and  changes  made,  and 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


therefore  some  considerable  addition  had  been  made  to  our 
revenue  in  the  past  month,  that  all  would  be  well.  I  call  his 
attention  to  these  pertinent  facts.  In  1876,  on  1st  February, 
we  had  a  deficiency  of  $694,000.  And  as  the  House  knows, 
we  had  a  deficit  at  the  end  of  that  year.  In  1877  there  was 
a  deficit  of  $304,000  on  the  1st  of  February  and  a  deficit  at 
the  end  of  the  year.  On  the  1st  of  February,  1878,  we  had 
a  surplus  of  $706,000,  but  nevertheless  a  deficit.  On 
the  1st  of  February,  1879— and  the  same  is  true  of 
1880 — we  had  also  very  considerable  deficits,  and  deficits 
also  at  the  end  of  the  year;  and  taking  all  thoso 
years,  except  perhaps  the  last,  on  the  1st  of  March  we  had 
a  distinct  surplus.  So  that  I  fear  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
innocently  deceiving  himself,  and  is  misleading  the  House, 
if  he  thinks  there  is  any  fair  ground  for  anticipating  that 
the  income  of  the  next  four  months  is  likely  so  far  to  over¬ 
pass  the  expenditure  for  the  next  two  months  as  to  give 
him  any  reasonable  surplus,  even  the  very  moderate  surplus 
on  which  I  understood  he  calculated.  Now,  Sir.  there  is 
another  thing  to  which  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House. 
On  the  1st  of  July,  1883,  the  gross  debt  of  Canada  stood 
at  $202,159,000.  On  the  1st  of  July.  1881,  it  had  risen  to 
$242,000,000  ;  on  the  17th  of  February  it  was  given  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself  at  $258,000,000  pand  there  is  only 
too  much  reason  to  fear  that  before  the  1st  of  July,  1885, 
is  reached,  that  debt  will  stand  at  $270,000,000,  judging  from 
the  statements  made  in  the  Puolic  Accounts,  which  are 
now  in  our  hands.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  enter  into  a  compu¬ 
tation  of  the  net  debt  and  the  net  assets  for  this  reason  : 
that  there  is  no  possibility  that  I  and  the  hon.  gentleman  can 
agree  in  estimating  what  the  value  of  the  net  assets  will  be. 
But  we  can  see  for  ourselves  that  in  a  little  more  than 
eighteen  months  that  debt  has  increased  nearly  $60,000,000, 
and  that  the  probability  is  very  strong  that  it  will  havo 
increased  $70,000,000  between  the  1st  of  July,  1883,  and 
the  1st  of  July,  1885.  And  I  put  it  to  the  common  sense 
of  the  House,  is  that  state  of  the  revenue  and  the  public 
debt  a  token  of  prosperity  ?  Are  those,  Sir,  evidences 
that  this  country  is  in  a  wholesome  and  healthy  state? 
Now,  Sir,  as  to  the  amount  of  taxation.  We  found  that  in 
1884  our  nominal  taxation  amounted  to  $^5, 488,000  ;  our 
real  taxation,  according  to  my  estimate — the  money  taken 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  which  did  not  find  its  way 
into  the  Treasury— was  not  less  than  $36,000,000  ;  and  if 
the  statements  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  be  correct,  it 
was  a  very  great  deal  more.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  another 
test ;  I  take  our  volume  of  trade.  I  find  that  in  1873,  before 
Prince  Edward  Island  was  admitted  into  the  Confederacy, 
our  total  volume  of  trade,  eleven  years  ago,  stood 
at  $217,801,000.  This  volume  which  has  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns, 
shows  that  the  total  volume  of  the  trade  of  Canada 
eleven  years  after  that  time,  with  Prince  Edward  Island 
added  to  the  Union,  amounts  to  $207,873,000.  Again  I  ask, 
is  that  one  of  the  evidences  of  rapid  growth  ;  is  that  one 
of  the  evidences  of  steadily  increasing  prosperity  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  call  the  attention  of  the  people 
of  Canada  ?  Sir,  this  matter  requires  more  attention  at  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  hands  than  it  has  received.  I  find  that  in 
1873  the  exports  of  our  own  produce  (and  they  are  more 
favorable  to  him  than  the  ordinary  statement — which  in¬ 
cludes  bullion  and  short  returns)  amounted  to  $73,240,000. 
I  find  that  in  1884,  on  a  statement  which  is  not  varied  very 
greatly  in  1883,  our  total  exports  of  our  own  products 
amounted  to  $77,132,000,  making  the  same  deductions  as 
before ;  so  that  in  those  eleven  years,  with  the  addition  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  practically  of  Manitoba,  our  ex¬ 
ports  are  almost  absolutely  stationary.  Again  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman,  does  he  consider  the  fact  that  in  eleven  years 
a  young  and  growing  country  like  Canada  has  not  added  5 
per  cent,  to  its  own  exports,  an  evidence  of  rapid  and  grow¬ 
ing  prosperity?  The  hon.  gentleman  onlai'god  on  the 
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effect  that  his  tariff  had  had  on  our  trade  with  Great  Britain. 
He  takes  five  years  of  bad  harvests,  he  compares  them  with 
another  five  years  of  substantially  good  harvests,  he  adds 
them  together,  and  he  divides  the  product.  I  say,  Sir,  that 
this  is  not  the  way  to  find  out  how  the  tariff  has  affected 
our  trade  with  Great  Britain.  I  will  tell  him  exactly  how  it 
has  affected  our  trade.  Of  our  own  produce,  we  sold  to 
Great  Britain,  in  1873,  $31,876,000 ;  in  1884,  $37,410,000 
worth.  We  sold  $6,000,000  more  of  our  own  produce  to 
Great  Britain  in  1884  than  we  did  in  1873,  and  from  the 
people  of  Great  Britain,  with  whom  he  desires  to  favor  our 
trade,  we*bought,  in  1873,  $68,360,000,  and  in  1884,  deduct¬ 
ing  bullion  which  he  imported,  I  suppose  to  replace  the 
gold  the  banks  have  drawn  from  him,  we  imported 
$41,826,000.  We  sold  them  $6,000,000  more  than  we  did 
eleven  years  ago  and  we  bought  from  them  $26,000,000 
less,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  considers  that  a  proof,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  of  how  favorable  his  tariff  has  been  to  the  interests 
of  our  trade  with  Great  Britain.  I  apply  the  same  rule  to 
our  exports  to  the  United  States.  In  1873,  deducting 
bullion  and  short  returns,  we  sold  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States  $33,416,000  worth  of  goods.  In  1884  we  sold 
$31,632,000  worth.  We  sold  them  about  $2,000,000  more 
than  in  1873,  and  deducting  the  goods  in  transit,  with  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  complicate  the  account, 
although,  I  believe,  he  did  it  in  many  of  his  statements, 
we  find  that  in  1873  we  bought  from  the  people  of  the  United 
States  $38,141,000;  and  in  1884  we  bought  $49, 785, 000 — and 
that  is  the  way  in  which  we  improved  our  trade  witli  Great 
Britain  and  in  which  we  diminished  our  trade  with  the 
United  Stages.  Our  trade  with  Great  Britain  is  $26,000,000 
less  than  it  was  eleven  years  ago,  and  our  trade  with  the 
United  States  is  $12,000,000  more  than  it  was  eleven 
years  ago.  And,  Sir,  that  is  not  all.  Our  trade  with 
Great  Britain  was  based  on  a  much  smaller  population 
in  1873,  and  our  trade  with  the  United  States  in  1873 
was  much  more  in  our  favor  than  appears  on  the  trade 
returns.  Then  it  was  we  who  did  the  smuggling ;  now  it  is 
the  Americans  who  do  the  smuggling  into  this  happy 
country.  Then  a  large  amount  of  such  goods  were 
sold  to  the  Americans,  and  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
a  great  amount  of  goods  are  now  sold  by  American 
merchants  to  their  customers  here  which  do  not,  by  any 
means,  go  through  our  Custom  offices.  Then,  I  will  give 
him  another  proof  of  how  rapidly  this  country  has  im¬ 
proved  under  his  fostering  care.  Tn  1878,  of  our  own 
manufactures — and  I  hope  he  will  attend  to  it — we  sold 
$4,127,000  worth  ;  in  1884,  of  our  own  manufactures  we  sold 
$3,500,000  worth— a  most  remarkable  evidence  of  the  skill 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  fostering  our  general  trade.  But, 
Sir,  there  is  another,  and  a  much  more  important  thing  to 
which  I  call  his  attention,  and  it  is  this  :  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  assumed  a  rate  of  increase  of  our  population  with 
which  I  can  in  no  respect  concur.  The  hon.  gentleman 
stated  just  now  that  the  whole  population  of  Canada  was 
4,800,000. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Next  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  may  happen 
between  this  and  next  year  heaven  only  knows.  I  do  not 
suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  pretends  to  omniscience  though 
he  may  pretend  to  omnipotence  in  the  matter  of  the  tariff ; 
but  I  can  tell  him  that  there  is  the  strongest  ground, 
unhappily,  for  believing  that  since  1881,  since  the  last 
census  was  taken,  the  increase  of  population  in  Canada  has 
been  exceedingly  small,  and  it  is  very  doubtful,  indeed,  if 
to-day,  exclusive  of  Indians,  there  are  4,400,000  people  re¬ 
sident  in  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  going,  considering  the 
lateness  of  the  hour,  although  I  should  have  liked  to  do  so, 
to  enter  minutely  into  this  question;  but  I  will  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  this  :  I  have  looked  over  all  the  attempts  that 
have  been  made  to  answer  the  calculation  that  I  submitted 


to  the  people  of  Montreal,  showing  that  there  has  been  an 
enormous  loss  of  population  to  Canada  in  the  period  covered 
by  our  census  of  1861  and  1881.  I  showed  there,  and  I  re¬ 
peat  the  statement  here,  that  if  you  allow  for  the  ordinary 
natural  increase  of  our  population  from  1861  to  1881,  and 
for  the  number  of  people  who  are  alleged  by  our  immigration 
returns  to  have  come  into  this  country,  the  total  loss  of  popu¬ 
lation  to  Canada  in  that  period  must  be  reckoned  by 
very  many  hundreds  of  thousands.  Now,  Sir,  there  is 
one  point,  and  but  one,  to  which  exception  may  justly  be 
taken.  It  may  be  that  the  rate  of  increase  of  2J  per  cent, 
per  annum,  was  a  little  larger  than  was  warranted.  With  res¬ 
pect  to  that,  I  would  just  say  this  :  We  possess  in  Canada 
one  body,  and  one  body  alone,  of  vital  statistics  which  is 
really  worthy  of  respect,  that  is,  the  statistics  which — to 
their  honor  be  it  said — have  been  computed  for  many  years 
by  the  Catholic  clergy  of  Lower  Canada.  If  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  or  any  of  his  friends  choose  to  examine  the  statis¬ 
tics  furnished  by  these  clergymen  as  to  the  Catholic 
population  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  they  will  find,  both 
before  and  during  that  time,  that  my  estimate  of  2  j  per 
cent,  is  perfectly  correct ;  and  if  they  choose  further  to 
examine  the  evidence  from  our  own  census  returns, 
supposing  them  to  be  approximately  accurate  as  to  the  ages 
of  children,  they  will  also  find  that,  although  it  is  quite 
true  that  the  number  of  infants  born  in  Quebec  is  greater 
than  the  number  in  Ontario,  still  the  rate  ol  infant  mortality 
is  so  much  greater  among  the  children  of  Quebec  than 
among  those  of  Ontario,  that  by  the  time  they  have  arrived 
at  five  years  of  age  the  proportion  in  favor  of  Ontario  is 
fully  made  up  ;  and,  therefore,  if  per  cent,  is  established 
for  Quebec,  it  also  holds  good  for  Ontario.  I  may  add,  if  tho 
hon.  gentleman  takes  up  the  matter,  that  the  increase  in 
Canada,  prior  to  the  date  I  refer  to,  is  greater  than  2£  per 
cent.,  and  that  in  the  United  States,  when  they  had  the 
same  population  as  ours,  it  was  very  much  greater 
than  2J  per  cent. ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
chooses  to  look  at  the  position  of  countries  in  the 
same  position  as  ours,  he  will  find  that  I  am  strictly 
accurate  in  stating  that  an  enormous  loss  of  population 
must  have  occurred  in  Canada  during  the  twenty  years  to 
which  I  have  alluded.  I  may  add  also  that  these  facts 
are  strongly  confirmed  by  the  census  returns  of  the  United 
States.  Now,  Sir,  since  April,  1881,  it  is  quite  true  we 
have  not  absolute  facts,  we  have  only  an  exceedingly  strong 
presumption  to  go  upon.  Sir,  I  have  called  attention  again 
and  again  to  the  lamentable  fact,  that  not  only  the  ordinary 
returns  of  children  between  the  ages  of  five  and  sixteen,  in 
Ontario,  which  are  furnished  by  the  assessors,  I  believe, 
but  the  number  of  pupils  actually  enrolled  in  our  schools, 
which  furnishes  the  only  substantial  evidence  we  have,  shows 
that  from  1881  steadily  down  to  the  present  hour,  there  has 
been  a  serious  decrease  year  by  year,  at  the  rate  of  nearly 
5,000  children  per  year,  in  the  enrolled  school  population 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  heard  one 
answer  given  to  that  statement,  which  I  hoped  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  made  it  had  never  considered  sufficiently. 
We  are  told  that  the  school  children  in  Ontario  have  de¬ 
creased  considerably  in  number  because  the  population  of 
Ontario,  the  greatest  and  richest  Province  of  this  Dominion, 
had  been  so  degraded  and  reduced  in  circumstances,  that 
they  were  no  longer  able  to  send  the  same  number  of 
children  to  school  that  they  had  sent  formerly.  If 
that  be  the  argument,  I  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
the  alternative — either  there  has  been  a  positive  decrease 
in  the  population  of  Ontario  or  there  has  been  a  decrease 
in  the  standard  of  comfort  or  the  capacity  of  educating 
their  children  among  the  people  of  Ontario.  Now,  Sir,  I 
know  my  fellow-countrymen  too  well  not  to  know  the  im¬ 
portance  they  attach  to  giving  a  good  education  to  their 
children.  I  do  not  believe  there  has  been  that  degradation 
in  the  condition  of  the  population  of  Ontario.  But,  I 
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believe  there  has  been  a  decrease,  and  a  serious  decrease,  in 
the  population  of  that  great  Province.  Now,  Sir,  we  have 
no  means  of  ascertaining  what  is  going  on  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  in  that  respect,  but  I  am  told  that  there  is  a  very 
satisfactory  means,  if  only  the  hon.  gentleman  chose  to  use 
it,  and  desire  to  get  at  the  facts,  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  same  decrease  that  has  gone  on  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  has  also  been  experienced  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  If  hon.  gentlemen  wish  to  contradict  me,  and 
wish  to  prove  the  truth  against  me,  they  may  apply  to  the 
heads  of  the  Catholic  Church  in  Quebec,  and  ask  them  to 
give  in  detail  the  returns,  which  I  understand  are  annually 
given  to  them,  of  the  population  of  the  several  parishes  in 
that  Province.  In  that  way  it  will  be  easy  to  see  whether 
or  not  I  have  been  mistaken  in  the  statements  I  have 
made,  that  the  people  of  this  country,  since  1881,  have  left 
it  in  greater  proportions  than  they  ever  did  before. 

Mr.  FARROW*  Where  have  they  gone? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  afraid  they  have 
gone  to  swell  the  ranks  of  the  neighboring  Republic.  But 
here  is  a  fair  challenge  for  these  hon.  gentlemen.  I 
have  the  greatest  respect  for  the  statistics  prepared  by 
the  Catholic  clergy,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  desire  to  know 
the  truth  about  this  matter,  I  say  they  have  the  means 
in  their  hands,  they  can  get  that  information  in  detail,  and 
no  doubt  they  will  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  If 
they  decline  my  challenge,  and  do  not  choose  to  ascertain 
the  facts,  then  the  House  will  know  that  the  statements 
made  to  me  by  many  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  coming 
from  that  Province,  with  reference  to  the  lamentable  exodus 
going  on  among  the  people  of  Quebee  are  absolutely 
true.  I  leave  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  decide  for  them¬ 
selves  what  they  will  do  in  that  matter.  Now,  Sir, 

having  dealt  with  this  question  of  the  rate  of  increase  of 
the  population,  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  got  to  say  about  the  profits  of  the  leading 
industries  of  Canada  this  year.  Surely  this  House 
can  recall  the  time  when  we  were  told  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  that  good  prices  were  got  for 
everything  produced  in  the  country.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  the  price  of  lumber  risen  materially  in  the  past 
year  ?  Has  the  production  of  lumber  increased  under  the 
operations  of  this  beneficent  policy  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
not  know  that  for  perhaps  30  years  the  prices  of  the  leading 
cereals  have  not  been  so  low  in  Canada  as  they  are  to  day  ? 
What  of  the  prices  of  our  stock  ?  Have  they  risen  under 
the  beneficent  influence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  How  much 
dividends  have  our  cotton  mills  been  paying?  What  divi¬ 
dends  have  our  sugar  refineries  declared  ?  What  is  the 
present  prosperous  condition  of  these  great  iron  industries 
into  which  the  capitalists  of  the  United  States  and  the 
world  were  rushing  to  invest  untold  millions?  What  of  all 
these  new  enterprises  which  were  to  spring  up  under  the 
fostering  care  of  the  two  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ?  While 
the  hon.  gentleman  dealt  very  lightly,  I  thought,  with  the 
question  of  the  increase  of  bankruptcies,  I  find  that  whereas 
the  bankruptcies  in  1883  amounted  to  $15,949,000,  they 
now,  in  1884,  amount  to  $19,190,000.  Now,  that  is  much 
more  serious  than  it  appears,  for  this  excellent  reason,  that  in 
1878,  and  before  that,  we  had  a  bankruptcy  law  ;  we  knew 
quite  well  who  went  into  bankruptcy,  we  knew  all  about 
them.  Now,  unfortunately,  under  the  existing  state  of  the 
law,  which  I  would  be  glad  to  see  the  Government,  as  they 
ought  to  have  done,  take  in  hand  and  remedy  as  they  may 
think  best — now,  the  fact  is,  that  the  bankruptcies  reported 
are  only  a  portion  of  those  that  actually  occur.  I 
know  myself;  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  say  it,  that 
in  many  cities  in  Canada  there  are  numbers  of  persons 
who  are  in  a  state  of  bankruptcy,  and  whom  their  creditors 
choose  to  support,  whom  they  do  not  wish  to  put  into 
bankruptcy,  because  the  state  of  the  law  is  such,  that  the 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright . 
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bankrupt  is  subjected  to  great  temptations,  and  in  many 
cases,  is  very  likely  to  defraud  his  just  creditors.  These 
figures  are  therefore  much  more  significant  than  they  ap¬ 
pear  on  the  surface.  I  believe  they  do  not  represent  more 
than  70  or  80  per  cent.,  at  the  outside,  of  the  true  bankrupts, 
and  that  the  volume  of  bankruptcies  to-day  is  as  great  as 
was  ever  attained  in  the  last  year  of  the  depression,  which 
ended  in  1878.  Let  us  take  another  test.  Has  the  hon. 
gentleman,  who  discussed  the  increased  mileage  on  our 
roads,  paid  the  least  attention  to  the  great  diminution  in 
the  receipts  on  those  roads  ?  Is  he  aware  that  the  Grand 
Trunk,  whose  receipts  in  1883  amounted  to  $18,900,000, 
have  only  received  $16,700,000  in  1884?  And  it  will  not  do 
to  say  that  this  is  due  to  recent  competition,  be¬ 
cause  that  competition  has  only  affected  them  for  a  small 
part  of  the  year,  and  they  did  not  lose  as  much  proportion¬ 
ately  in  that  part  of  the  year  as  in  the  eight  months  pre¬ 
ceding.  Then,  with  reference  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
we  were  told  the  other  day,  that  the  receipts  to  January 
were  $1,208,715,  and  the  expenditure*  $1,4  45,499,  show¬ 
ing  a  loss  of  $200,000  for  the  half  year  in 
running  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  Is  this  another  proof 
of  the  thoroughly  satisfactory  condition  of  the  present  trade 
of  the  country?  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  just  now  of  the 
condition  of  the  laboring  class.  Well,  I  wish  with  all  my 
heart  that  the  condition  of  the  laboring  class  throughout 
Canada  was  as  good  as  he  represented  it  to  be  ;  but  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  were  called  upon  to  support  a  wife  and 
four  or  five  small  children  on  $300  a  year,  would  he  have  a 
surplus  of  $44  to  invest  at  the  end  of  the  year?  Or  does  he 
consider  that  $  104  is  a  satisfactory  average  year’s  wages  ? 
Does  he  consider  that  it  is  a  very  satisfactory  exhibit  of  the 
state  of  the  laboring  class  of  Canada  at  a  time  when  by  his 
tariff  he  has  enormously  increased  the  cost  of  all  these  peor 
fellows  have  to  buy  ?  My  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr.  Blake) 
said,  and  said  truly,  that  perhaps  of  all  the  cities  of  Canada 
Toronto  was  the  one  which  had  prospered  most,  all  things 
considered,  within  the  last  four  or  five  years.  Does  the  Fin¬ 
ance  Minister  know,  or  does  he  not  know,  that  last  Christmas 
in  Toronto,  the  roports  of  the  various  societies  there  alleged 
that  of  the  100,000  people  or  thereabouts  within  the  limits 
of  Toronto,  8,000  people  received  relief  at  Christmas  time  ? 
Does  he  know  that  one  man  in  twelve,  appar¬ 
ently,  out  of  that  100,000,  was  in  a  condition  in  which 
he  required  to  receive  relief  from  his  richer  neigh¬ 
bors  ?  It  these  men  were  in  want,  it  is  well  that  relief 
should  be  given  them  ;  but  that  is  not  a  state  of  things  on 
which  any  Canadian  can  look  with  pleasure,  to  which 
the  Finance  Minister  can  appeal  as  a  proof  that  there  is 
considerable  prosperity  in  Canada,  or  even  in  the  most 
prosperous  city  we  can  find  throughout  Ontario.  Now, 
I  shall,  at  a  later  period,  have  something  to  say  as  to  the 
banking  system ;  bat  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
perused  carefully  certain  recent  bank  statements — those, 
let  us  say,  of  the  Exchange  Bank  of  Canada  and  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Bank,  which  we  were  recently  considering — the  hon. 
gentleman  would  have  seen  only  too  great  cause  to  sus¬ 
pect  that  there  was  much  rottenness  beneath  the  super¬ 
ficial  prosperity  to  which  he  alluded  as  existing.  Let  us 
sum  up  the  results.  In  the  first  place,  our  revenue 
has  fallen  until  it  is  barely  sufficient  for  our  present  needs, 
and  until,  according  to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself,  there  is  imminent  danger  that  there  will  be  a  con¬ 
siderable  deficit  next  year,  even  when  he  has  recourse 
to  the  extraordinary  expedient  of  adding  $500,000  to 
income  from  Dominion  lands,  as  I  understood  him  to  have 
done.  We  find  there  has  been  an  enormous  increase  of 
taxes ;  we  find  there  has  been  an  enormous  increase  in  our 
debt;  we  find  there  has  bean  a  serious  shrinkage  in  the 
volume  of  trade,  and  even  though  that  might  be  accounted 
for  in  part  by  the  fact  that  there  has  been  a  shrinkage  in 
value  ;  still,  taking  into  consideration  the  long  periods  of 
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time  to  which  I  have  referred,  that  is  a  very  serious  matter. 
We  find  that  our  population  iu  our  greatest  Provinces  is 
stationary,  if  not  absolutely  decreasing ;  we  find  that  profits 
are  small  in  almost  all  trades,  and  in  those  which  were  the 
special  favorites  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  we  find  that  the  profits 
to  day  are  nil.  We  find  that  bankruptcies  are  reaching 
very  high  figures  all  through  the  country ;  we  find  that 
many  persons  are  out  of  work.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  not  have  to  go  to  St.  John  to  find  that  out;  I  am 
afraid  that  all  over  Canada,  and  particularly  all  through 
Ontario,  wherever  he  chooses  to  go  to-day,  he  will  find 
more  persons  out  of  work  than  there  have  been  at  any  time 
within  the  last  ten  yeai’s.  We  find,  moreover,  vei  y  heavy 
unpaid  liabilities.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  very  little 
about  the  millions  for  which  he  will  have  to  provide  within 
the  next  six  months;  he  said  very  little  of  the  liabilities 
incurred  by  our  legislation  of  last  year.  He  kept  those 
things  entirely  in  the  back  ground  in  any  estimates  he  made 
of  our  probable  indebtedness.  Briefly,  the  result  is  this, 
that  in  12  years,  dating  from  1873,  it  appears  that  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Canada  has  only  increased  a  matter  of  10,  or  at  the 
outside  12  per  cent.  It  appears  that  the  exports  of  our 
produce  have  barely  increased  5  per  cent.,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  own  trade  returns  show ;  it  appears  that  the 
total  volume  of  our  trade  in  these  ten  years  has  diminished 
by  5  or  6  per  cent.,  and  the  returns  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  show  a  further  diminution  of  five  or  six 
million  dollars  in  the  fiist  six  months  of  this  year. 
We  find  that  our  debt  in  six  years  apparently  has  increased 
about  60  per  cent.;  we  find  that  our  taxes  are  increased  at 
the  rate  of  150  per  cent.,  the  average  amount  to-day  of  taxes 
being  150  per  cent,  greater  than  they  were  six  years  ago. 
From  about  17|  per  cent,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  them 
very  considerably  over  35  per  cent.,  taking  them  all  round. 
We  find  our  expenditure  has  increased  by  about  40  per 
cent.  If  I  were  to  take  those  figures  and  place  them  in  the 
hands  of  any  statist  of  reputation,  and  if  I  were  to 
say  to  him  that,  in  a  period  of  eleven  years,  or  a  period 
of  six  years,  as  the  case  might  be,  these  figures  exhibited 
the  progress,  the  increase  in  population,  the  increase 
in  exports,  the  increase  in  the  total  volume  of  trade, 
the  increase  in  debt,  and  in  the  expenditure  of  a 
young  country,  having  large  fertile  territories  not  occupied, 
why,  Sir,  that  statistician  would  say  to  me :  It  is  clear  on 
the  face  of  it  from  those  figures,  though  1  do  not  know  to 
what  country  you  allude,  that  some  great  calamity  must 
have  swept  over  it;  either  there  has  been  a  feai'ful  pestil¬ 
ence,  or  there  has  been  a  fearful  war,  or  there  has  been  a 
famine  in  the  land  ;  no  ordinary  causes  would  account  for 
such  an  exceedingly  slow  progress  in  a  young  country  hav¬ 
ing  large  resources  yet  untouched;  there  must  have  been 
some  great  misfortune.  And,  if  I  came  to  explain  to  him 
that  for  twelve  years  not  a  shot  had  been  fired  in  Canada, 
that  we  had  had  as  good  harvests  and  better  than  our  neigh¬ 
bors,  that  we  had  been  free  from  earthquake  and  pestilence, 
then  that  statistician  would  have  been  pex-fectly  unable  to  ac¬ 
count  for  the  fact  of  this  extraordinary  and  unprecedented 
stationary  condition  of  a  country  like  ours,  until  I  had 
further  explained  to  him  that,  although  Providence  had 
spared  us  man  had  not,  and  that  for  the  last  six  years  this 
unhappy  country  had  had  a  protective  tariff1,  administered 
by  a  Government  of  practical  politicians,  presided  over  by 
a  philanthropic  Minister  of  Finance,  who  desires  to  in¬ 
crease  the  greatest  happiness  of  the  greatest  number — 
and  I  do  not  donbt  the  hon.  gentleman’s  desire  to  increase 
their  happiness — by  giving  to  a  few  hundred  persons,  influ¬ 
ential  political  partisans  who  had  access  to  him,  unlimited 
power  to  tax  the  millions  of  consumers  who  were  not  equally 
fortunate.  The  hon.  gentleman  apparently  desires  to  make 
a  sort  of  review  of  his  whole  connection  with  the  finances 
of  this  country.  I  have  here  a  statement  written  in  1874, 
just  after  the  hon.  gentleman  had  concluded  his  first  con¬ 


nection  with  the  finances  of  Canada,  by  a  perfectly  impar¬ 
tial  person,  with  whom  I  had  no  acquaintance  then,  nor,  I 
suspect,  had  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  this  is  what  that 
person  said  in  1874.  He  had  been  speaking  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  from  1867  to 
1874,  and  I  may  say  at  once  that  I  am  quoting  from  an 
eminent  writer  on  the  subject  in  the  London  Economist  : 

“  Thus,’,  he  says,  “  a  splendid  position  has  been  changed  into  one  of 
danger,  if  not  of  imminent  danger.  At  the  beginning,  there  is  a  mode¬ 
rate  surplus  upon  moderate  totals  of  receipts  and  expenditures.  Then 
these  totals  on  both  sides  increase,  with  a  very  large  surplus.  Finally, 
there  is  an  enormous  increase  of  the  total  on  the  expenditure  side  with 
a  deficit  of  nearly  half  a  million  pounds  sterling.  It  is  not  difficult  to 
see  how  all  this  has  been  brought  about.  First  of  all,  the  great  expen¬ 
diture  on  new  works  has  gradually  increased  the  direct  charge  for  debt 
interest.  The  second  cause  of  increased  expenditure  has  been  the 
maintenance  and  working  of  certain  undertakings  which  were  intended 
to  be  reproductive,  but  so  far  from  having  that  character  are  a  direct 
source  of  lo3s.  The  third  source  of  increased  expenditure  ha3  been  the 
political  extension  of  the  Canadian  Dominion.  The  incorporation  of 
outlying  Provinces  like  Manitoba  is  immediately  a  source  of  expense, 
just  as  Central  Asia  costs  money  to  the  Russian  Government,  and  many 
of  our  Indian  Provinces  yield  less  than  the  cost  of  governing  them.  So 
Canada  has  added  to  itself  a  territory  which  is  a  burdensome  charge. 
The  older  and  richer  Provinces  of  Canada  are,  in  fact,  paying  heavily 
for  the  accomplishment  of  certain  political  objects,  and,  now  that  the 
penalty  must  be  paid  for  all  these  extravagances,  the  history  may  be 
left  to  tell  its  own  tale.  There  is  no  kind  of  expenditure  which  re¬ 
quires  more  careful  study  beforehand  and  more  rigorous  restriction  by 
Governments  than  expenditure  on  new  public  works.  Territorial  ex¬ 
pansion  is  also  a  luxury,  the  cost  of  which  should  be  carefully  counted 
beforehand.  Canada  has  committed  the  most  serious  blunders  in  both 
respects,  and  the  result  is  the  large  deficit  and  the  disagreeable  outlook 
we  have  describtd.  ” 

These  were  very  wise  words,  addressed  to  the  people  of 
Canada  in  1874  by  a’gentleman  who  then  had  no  connection 
with  anyone  in  this  country,  that  I  am  aware  of.  The  hon. 
Minister  would  have  done  well  to  lay  them  to  heart,  because 
they  describe  almost  precisely  the  position  into  which  his 
improvidence  and  folly  and  the  improvidence  and  folly  ofhis 
colleagues  have  again  brought  Canada  in  1884.  Now,  I  would 
like  to  contrast  a  little  the  statements  made  to-day  and  the 
statements  made  a  couple  of  years  ago  by  the  hon .  gentle¬ 
man.  Surely  this  House  can  hardly  forget  how,  within  less 
than  two  years,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  sits  before  me 
rose  to  tell  the  House  that,  had  he  been  a  young  man,  he 
would  have  crowded  on  sail  and  looked  forward  to  ten  years 
of  unabated  prosperity ;  how  the  pendulum,  which  he  says 
always  swings  to  and  fro,  was  arrested,  and  seven  years — - 
not  more  nor  less— of  prosperity  awaited  this  happy  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  five  years  ago,  said  something  of  the 
same  kind.  He  promised  us  thon  that,  if  we  would  only  be 
patient  and  give  his  policy  time,  we  would  certainly  havo 
very  speedily  a  similar  period  of  prosperity.  I  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  his  statements  then.  I  call  attention  to  this  also,  that 
when  times  something  like  these — although  there  is  no  rea¬ 
son  why  they  should  be  so  severe  as  they  are  now,  from  any¬ 
thing  which  has  occurred  in  the  last  year — had  ova  rtaken  our 
people,  not  the  hon.  gentleman,  because  he  was  not  here,  but 
the  First  Minister  and  his  colleague,  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  were 
constantly  ringing  in  the  ears  of  the  people  of  this  country 
every  imaginable  charge  against  the  Government.  The 
First  Minister,  in  1878,  I  quote  from  Hansard ,  said  we 
had  no  workpeople;  that  they  had  gone  to  the  United 
States ;  that  Canadian  artisans  wore  adding  to  the  strength, 
to  the  power,  and  to  the  wealth  of  a  foreign  nation  instead 
of  to  ours ;  that  our  work  people  in  this  country  wei’e  suffer¬ 
ing  from  want  of  employment ;  that  their  cries  wei-e  rising 
to  heaven,  and  more  to  that  effect.  We  know  that  theFii’st 
Minister  is  a  most  tender-hearted  person.  I  remember 
very  well  when  the  First  Minister  was  out  of  office,  how 
his  heart  bled,  he  used  to  tell  us,  for  the  woes  of  those  unem¬ 
ployed  and  suffering  workmen  ;  and,  now  that  he  is  in  office, 
his  heart  has  become  so  much  more  tender  that,  as  i*ecently 
happened  in  Montreal,  he  cannot  bear  even  to  look  at  a  suf¬ 
fering  workman.  These  hon.  gentlemen  would  tell  us  now 
that  it  is  unfair  to  hold  them  responsible  ;  they  would  tell 
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us  now  that  this  is  an  epidemic  of  commercial  distress  that 
spreads  over  the  country,  and  that  no  Government  can  pre¬ 
vent — that  it  arises  from  uncontrollable  causes.  I  have 
been  Finance  Minister  at  a  time  when  it  might  be  said  with 
truth  that  the  causes  of  the  depression  were  uncontrollable ; 
at  a  time  when  we  had  three  bad  harvests  in  succes¬ 
sion  ;  at  a  time  when  our  main  industry,  the  lumber 
trade,  was  almost  in  a  state  of  prostration  ;  at  a  time  when, 
not  only  in  Europe,  but  in  North  America,  there  was 
almost  universal  depression  from  one  end  to  the  other ;  and 
at  that  time,  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  as  reported  in  the  Mansard 
of  1878,  said  : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know  that,  if  Governments  are  good 
for  anything,  they  are  good  to  increase  the  prosperity  of  a  country  by 
Acts  of  Parliament.” 

And  again,  at  another  page,  456,  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
goes  on  to  fay  : 

“The  hon.  gentleman”  (myself  I  suppose)  “  gays  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  country  cannot  be  obtained  and  promoted  by  Acts  of  Parliament. 
We  deny  it.  We  say  that  you  may  make  the  very  taxation  necessary 
to  sustain  the  public  credit  by  meeting  the  interest  on  the  public  debt 
and  discharging  the  ordinary  administration  of  public  affairs,  a  means 
of  so  fostering  our  industries  as  to  give  to  the  people  the  money  that  is 
required  in  ordsr  to  pay  the  taxes  ” 

And  again  : 

“The  policy  the  Government  has  pursued  has  had  the  effect  of 
depopulating  the  country  ;  it  has  sent  away  the  most  skilled  and 
intelligent  labor,  the  finest  sons  of  Canada,  to  a  foreign  country,  to 
obtain  the  employment  their  own  country  denies  them.  That  is  a  fatal 
policy,  and  one  which  must  induce  us  to  forego  all  our  aspirations  for 
anything  like  a  rapidly  increased  greatness  for  this  country  in  the 
future,  and  to  consent  to  become  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water 
for  our  friends  scross  the  line  in  the  great  Republic  of  the  United 
States.” 

What  a  commentary  on  these  statements,  when  we  find 
from  the  municipal  census  of  Ontario,  and  still  more  from 
the  school  returns  of  Ontario,  that  during  the  time  when  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  was  Premier,  the  population 
of  Canada  increased  three-fold  as  fast  as  it  has  done  under 
those  hon.  gentlemen.  Why,  Sir,  in  1878-79,  when  we  went 
out  of  office,  there  were  30,000  more  school  children  enrolled 
on  the  school  registers  of  Ontario  alone  than  there  were 
when  we  entered  office.  To-day  there  are  20,000  less, 
according  to  the  school  statistics,  enrolled  on  the  school 
register  of  Ontario  than  there  were  in  1879,  when  these 
gentlemen  first  began  to  restore  prosperity,  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  to  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
last  year  had  a  good  deal  to  say  about  bad  har¬ 
vests.  This  year  the  hon,  gentleman  has  said 
very  little  about  that,  the  harvest,  providentially,  having 
been  good.  But  it  is  quite  evident  to  everybody  who 
listened  attentively  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  was 
unusually  perplexed.  His  tone  was  not  confident,  not  at  all 
as  confident  as  we  have  been  accustomed  to  hear.  The 
hon.  gentleman  did  really  not  appear  to  understand  how  it 
was  that  when-he  had  laid  on  so  many  new  taxes,  when  he 
had  been  so  very  civil,  and  accommodating,  and  obliging  to 
all  these  manufacturer  s  who  pressed  upon  him — he  could 
not  understand  how  it  was  that  the  revenue  was  falling, 
he  could  not  understand  how  it  was  that  the  exports  were 
not  increasing;  he  could  not  understand, apparently,  how  it 
was  that  all  those  things  were  going  wrong.  Now,  in  for¬ 
mer  times,  to  do  the  hon.  gentleman  justice,  his  mind  was 
very  clear  on  all  these  points,  and  it  is  not  uninteresting  to 
trace  the  workings  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mind.  As  I  said, 
Sir,  from  1873  to  1878  there  was  a  good  and  sufficient  cause 
why  everything  was  not  going  right  as  it  ought  to  have 
done.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  here,  as  he  says  him¬ 
self,  but  he  says,  when  he  came  back  in  1879: 

“  Then,  Sir,  I  could  point  with  pride  and  satisfaction  to  the  increased 
capital  of  oar  banks  and  the  large  dividends  they  paid .  To-day  I  regret 
to  say  that  we  must  point  to  depreciated  values  and  to  small  dividends. 
Then  I  could  point  to  the  general  prosperity  of  the  country.  To-day  we 
must  all  admit  that  it  is  greatly  depressed.” 

Sir  Richard  Cartwrkjhc. 
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He  did  substantially  admit  that  to-night: 

“  Then  I  could  point  with  satisfaction  to  the  various  manufacturing 
industries  that  were  in  ooeration  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  Dominion,  remunerative  to  the  men  that  had  invested  their  capital 
in  them,  and  giving  employment  to  tens  of  thousands.  To  day,  many 
of  the  furnaces  are  cold,  the  machinery  in  many  cases  is  idle,  and 
those  establishments  that  are  in  operation  are  only  employed  half  time, 
and  are  scarcely  paying  the  interest  on  the  money  invested.” 

Now,  this  was  in  1879,  not  in  1884,  as  you  might  naturally 
suppose.  Then  he  says : 

”  We  could  point  to  the  agricultural  interest  as  most  prosperous,  with 
a  satisfactory  home  market,  and  satisfactory  prices  abroad.  To-day 
they  have  a  limited  market,  with  low  prices,  and  anything  but  a  satis¬ 
factory  market  abroad.” 

As  I  said,  the  reason  is  clear  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mind ; 
he  had  been  absent  from  the  Treasury.  Now  it  it  true  that 
other  causes  have  been  assigned.  It  is  quite  true  that  dur¬ 
ing  that  period  there  was  unusual  distress  in  England 
and  the  United  States.  It  is  quite  true  that  we  had  three 
poor  harvests  in  succession,  that  our  lumber  trade  had 
broken  down,  and  that  we  had  suffered  from  the  extreme 
improvidence  of  the  Government  from  1870  until  1873.  It 
is  true  that  all  this  greatly  hampered  and  impaired  the 
prospects  of  Canada  at  that  time,  but  the  Finance  Minister, 
with  the  eye  of  genius,  divined  the  true  cause  of  these 
troubles — it  was  because  he  was  not  here  during  that  unfor¬ 
tunate  period.  But  now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  here  ; 
he  has  been  here  for  these  many  years,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
it  appears  to  him  very  odd  that  to-day  there  should  be  a 
drop  of  four  million  or  five  million  dollar’s  in  the  revenue 
with  the  prospect  of  a  farther  drop.  It  appears  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  very  odd  that  when  he  was  here  the  people 
should  have  grown  poor  and  that  when  they  grew  poor  they 
should  have  left  this  country.  Well,  Sir,  I  can  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  it  will  be  very  odd  indeed  if,  under  the 
burden  of  taxation  which  he  has  laid  upon  them,  they  should 
remain  here ;  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  will  be 
very  odd  indeed  if,  while  he  was  increasing  our  debt  in  the 
fashion  he  has  done,  while  he  was  increasing  our  liabilities 
and  throwing  away  extraordinary  opportunities,  our 
people  should  not  have  resented  it  in  the  only  way  they  could, 
which  is  practically,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  by  removing  them¬ 
selves  to  another  country.  But  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
tells  us  that  things  were  as  bad  seven  years  ago,  I  beg  leave 
to  differ  from  him.  I  say,  in  the  first  place,  that 
that  is  not  a  correct  statement  of  the  case  ;  and  I  say,  in 
the  next  place,  that  it  is  no  answer  at  all,  if  it 
were.  So  far  as  any  Government  whatever  was  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  fact  that  there  was  a  serious  depression  between 
1875  and  1879,  it  was  the  Government  which  deliberately 
imposed  the  huge  liabilities  under  which  we  are  still 
laboring,  and  who  imposed  them  in  the  years  between  1871 
and  1873,  against  the  strongest  possible  protest  on  the  part 
of  every  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Well, 
Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  other  pleas.  I  think  the  business 
men  of  Canada  will  learn  with  some  surprise  that  at  a  period 
when  trade  is  known  to  be  at  its  dullest,  when  prices  are 
lower  than  they  have  been  for  a  long  time  past,  when 
enoi’mous  masses  of  our  people  are  known  to  have  left  the 
country,  when  he  knows  that  our  leading  industries  are  so 
much  depressed,  when  our  manufacturers  are  paying  no 
dividends — although  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  seems  to 
think  it  of  very  little  consequence — I  say  business  men 
will  be  surprised  to  learn  that  the  chief  evidence  of  the 
well-being  of  our  population  appears  to  rest  on  the  simple 
fact  that  our  savings  bank  deposits  have  gone  on  increasing. 
The  hon.  gentleman  implied,  at  the  same  time,  that  it  was 
absurd  to  think  there  had  been  any  serious  loss  of  our 
population,  because  our  factory  hands  had  increased  in 
number.  Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  this  is  r  o  answer  whatever ; 
and  I  say,  as  regards  the  savings  bank  deposits,  the  facts  are 
these  :  Within  the  last  half  dozen  years  there  has  been  a  great 
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fall  in  the  rate  of  interest — and  here  I  do  not  speak  of 
the  fall  in  the  rate  of  discount  at  banks,  as  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  thought,  although  that  has  taken  place — but  there 
has  been  an  enormous  fall  in  the  rates  of  interest  at  the 
great  centres  where  money  rules.  It  is  no  more  wonder 
that  at  this  present  moment  thore  should  be  large  deposits, 
when  tbe  hon.  gentleman  is  paying  4  per  cent.,  than  it 
would  have  been  a  few  years  ago  if  I  had  paid  6  per  cent 
At  the  time  I  paid  4  per  cent,  all  the  banks  in  the  country 
were  paying  from  4  to  5  per  cent ,  and  now  substantial 
banks  throughout  the  country  are  barely  paying  3  per  cent. 
Sir,  I  pointed  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  an¬ 
nual  cost  to  the  country  was  immense.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  borrowed  an  immense  sum  of  money  at  call ;  for 
that  he  is  not  only  paying  4  per  cent.,  but  paying  the  whole 
charges  of  management,  and  if  he  conducts  his  business  as  a 
prudent  man  should,  then  beyond  all  doubt  a  further  large 
sum  will  require  to  be  added  as  interest  on  the  money,  which 
he  ought  to  keep  to  enable  him  to  meet  sudden  calls.  Now, 
Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  English  practice.  Here 
let  me  say  that,  as  regards  one  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument,  I  also  am  quite  willing  that  every  reasonable 
facility  should  be  given  to  the  poorer  class  of  the  popu¬ 
lation,  to  encourage  them  in  thrifty  and  saving  habits ; 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  and  I  know  perfectly  well, 
that  the  vast  bulk  of  those  depositors  who  deposit  money 
with  him  are  not,  by  any  means,  members  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  population.  There  are  a  certain  number 
who  are  really  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  des¬ 
cribed,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  coniine  himself 
to  those — if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  do  as  they  do  in 
England — fix  a  reasonable  limit,  beyond  which  he  would 
not  take  deposits,  and  place  the  money  which  he  receives 
in  the  hands  of  commissioners,  who  would  invest  it  in  the 
national  securities  of  the  country  and  hold  it  iu  trust  for 
those  persons,  then  there  would  be  exceedingly  little  risk 
of  any  considerable  abuse  in  deposits.  But  I  believe  the 
facts  are  simply  these:  that  of  the  $31,000,000  now  held 
through  the  medium  of  the  savings  banks,  probably 
not  more  than  $4,000,000  or  $5,000,000  at  the  outside 
are  held  by  persons  whom  he  is  justified  in  speaking 
of  as  among  the  poorer  classes  of  the  community.  I 
think,  in  dealing  with  the  savings  banks,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  committed  a  great  mistake,  and  the  effects  of 
his  folly  or  rashness  are  likely  to  do  very  great  damage  to 
the  class  whom  he  claims  to  desire  to  serve.  Canada  is  not 
a  lending  country,  but  a  borrowing  country.  If  the 
Minister  chooses  to  borrow  many  millions  from  the  people 
of  this  country,  it  follows  that  our  people  must  in 
turn  borrow  other  millions,  and  in  all  probability  they  will 
borrow  them  from  foreign  countries  and  pay  a  much  higher 
rate  of  interest  than  was  necessary  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  pay  if  he  availed  himself  of  the  credit  of  the 
country.  We  know,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  must  know, 
that  most  of  the  industries  of  the  Dominion  cannot  be  carried 
on  without  very  large  sums  of  borrowed  money,  and  that 
the  rate  of  interest  is  unusually  important  to  persons  dealing 
thus  with  borrowed  money.  He  knows  that  the  rate  of  interest 
which  those  men  pay  goes  a  very  long  way  in  deciding  the 
rate  of  wages ;  that  many  enterprises  cannot  be  gone  into 
because  tbe  rate  of  interest  is  higher  here  than  in  other 
countries.  Ho  has  made  that  fact  a  ground  in  part  for  the 
tariff  he  introduced,  and  yet  we  find  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  is  doing  the  very  utmost  in  his  power  to  keep  the  rate 
of  interest  up,  to  diminish  the  wages  which  the  laborers  are 
paid,  and  to  prevent  persons  in  this  country  from  going 
into  new  enterprises,  wh4ch  they  are  ready  to  enter  upon  if 
they  can  obtain  money  at  low  rates.  I  point  out  to  him 
another  serious  cause  of  mischief,  due,  as  I  believe,  more  to 
the  rate  paid  for  this  money  in  the  savings  banks  than  any 
other  cause.  It  has  a  very  bad  effect  on  weak  banks,  by 
increasing  the  rate  of  interest  which  they  are  called 


upon  to  pay.  The  stronger  and  better  banks  do  not 
suffer  from  this.  No  one  cause  contributes  more  to  bad 
banking  than  being  obliged  to  pay  larger  interest  than 
the  money  is  really  worth,  and  whether  the  hon.  Minister 
knows  it  or  not,  and  I  do  not  suppose  he  knew  and  intended 
it,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  largely  responsible,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  for  much  of  the  bad  banking  which  has  occurred  in 
Canada  during  the  last  few  years.  He  has  deliberately  con¬ 
tributed  to  raise  the  rato  of  interest  beyond  what  was  safe  ; 
the  banks  which  have  to  pay  more  than  they  should  pay 
are  constantly  being  tempted  to  enter  into  perilous  specula¬ 
tions,  are  constantly  being  tempted  to  risk  their  money 
abroad,  and  in  that  way,  it  being  distinctly  due  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  conduct,  there  has  been  a  very  serious  loss,  as 
has  been  shown  to  have  occurred  in  the  case  of  many 
banks,  and  notably  in  the  cases  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Then  there  is  a  third  objection  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
policy,  and  it  is  this :  Every  dollar  the  Minister  of  Finance 
pays  out  of  the  Treasury  costs  the  people  of  this  country  a  very 
great  deal  more  than  that  sum  itself.  Before  you  can  put 
one  dollar  in  the  Treasury  you  must  take  a  great  deal  more 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people.  Under  the  protective 
system  of  the  present  Government,  for  every  dollar  paid  out 
they  take  two  dollars  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  and  it 
is  not  in  the  interest  of  any  portion  of  the  community  to 
pay  a  higher  rate  of  interest  than  the  money  is  worth,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  it  involves  the  imposition  of  very 
heavy  unnecessary  taxation  on  the  people.  I  lepeat 
that  I  do  not  object  to  the  hon.  gentleman  dealing  very 
liberally  with  the  poor  class  of  depositors ;  but  I  suspect 
that  if  the  returns  which  are  moved  for  are  brought  down, 
it  will  be  apparent  that  the  bulk  of  the  money  now  on 
deposit  in  the  savings  banks  is  held  in  large  sums,  and  held 
by  persons  who  cannot  by  any  possibility  be  considered 
as  deserving  the  particular  protection  of  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister.  In  England,  I  find  the  limit  is  £30  per  year,  equal  to 
$146,  and  the  savings  bank  will  not  receive  more  than 
$735  in  all,  while  here  it  ranges  to  $3,000.  I  may  point  out 
that  no  possible  harm  could  have  occuiTed  from  giving  4 
per  cent,  interest  in  1877  and  1878,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  it  was  the  minimum  rate  at  which  money  was  lent  at 
call  in  Canada  at  that  time.  Now,  the  circumstances  are 
entirely  altered.  Money  is  now  lent  freely  in  this  country 
at  3  per  cent,  on  call.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  deliberately 
chooses  to  pay  33  per  cent,  more  than  the  money  is  worth 
in  open  market,  and  he  does  this  in  a  way  that  costs  the 
people  25  per  cent,  more  than  it  might  be  got  for  elsewhere. 
I  may  point  out  another  danger,  of  which  I  shall  have 
something  more  to  say  on  another  occasion.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  gone  into  a  huge  banking  busi¬ 
ness.  The  Government  are  the  largest  note  issuers  in  this 
Dominion.  They  have  besides  $31,000,000  of  the  people’s 
money  at  call ;  in  all,  they  hold  very  nearly  $50,000,000  at 
call.  The  hon.  gentleman  deliberately  chose  to  abolish 
the  rules  which  I  had  laid  down,  which  required  the 
maintenance  of  a  good  gold  reserve,  and  he  is  practically 
in  this  position,  which  is  contrary  to  all  sound  rules  of 
banking,  of  having  nearly  $50,000,000  at  call  and  only 
$2,500,000  of  gold  with  which  to  meet  his  liabilities. 
That  is  one  of  the  things  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
done,  thoughtlessly,  it  may  be,  but  the  consequences  of  it,  as 
may  be  very  easily  imagined,  might  involve  very  serious 
danger  to  the  people  of  this  country.  Now,  I  come  to  deal 
with  the  hon.  gentleman’s  factory  statistics.  Again  I  say 
that  these  prove  nothing,  if  true,  as  to  the  question 
whether  depopulation  is  going  on  or  not.  It  may  be  true 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  caused  the  employment  of 
47,000  people  in  the  Dominion;  it  may  be  true — -we  will 
discuss  that  question  presently — but  that  would  not  in 
the  least  show  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  successful 
in  keeping  our  population  in  the  country.  I  toll  the  hon. 
gentleman  what  it  does  prove.  But  first,  lest  I  should 
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unwittingly  misrepresent  him,  I  desire  to  know  whether 
the  statement  which  he  made,  and  which  is  substantially 
the  same  as  that  recently  made  to  the  House,  is  correct. 

I  find  that  on  a  late  occasion  the  hon.  gentleman  declared 
that  the  number  of  hands  employed  over  and  above  the  num¬ 
ber  employed  in  1878  was  47,828;  wages  paid  $15,000,000; 
increase  of  manufactures,  $77,543,000 ;  increase  of  capital 
invested,  $39,000,000.  He  changed  the  last  amount 
to  $44,000,000, 1  observe,  in  the  course  of  his  recent  remarks. 
Now  I  take  it  that  that  is  substantially  what  the  hon. 
gentlemen  stated,  and  if  otherwise,  I  am  ready  to  be  corrected. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  That  statement  was  made 
before  the  returns  were  completed— a  month  before  they 
were  sent  in,  and  therefore  it  has  increased  by  additional 
enquiries  made  since  then. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  it  is  under  the 
mark  rather  than  over. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  cannot,  in  the 
least  degree,  injure  the  hon.  gentleman  by  using  it.  Now, 
I  want  the  House  to  understand  what  this  means.  He  de¬ 
clares  in  that  statement  that  the  present  tariff  causes  us  to 
produce  and  use  $77,000,000  worth  of  goods  which  we 
would  otherwise  import.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
object  to  that. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes.  The  increased  value  is 
the  increased  labor  connected  with  it.  For  instance,  a  por¬ 
tion  of  this  is  raw  material — sugar  and  articles  of  that  kind. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course;  but  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  stated  is,  that  the  increase  of  manu¬ 
factures  was  $77,000,000,  the  wages  paid  $15,000,000,  and 
the  increased  capital  $39,000,000  or  $44,000,000.  Now 
you  can  only  pay  $15,000,000  wages  if  they  produce 
about  $77,000,000  worth  of  manufactured  goods,  according 
to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  showing.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has,  as  I  said,  practically  stated  that  his  tariff  caused 
us  to  use,  in  1883,  or  in  1884,  $77,000,000  worth  of  goods, 
including  the  price  of  the  raw  material,  which  otherwise 
we  would  have  imported.  Now  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  reflected  on  what  that  statement  made  at  Toronto 
involved.  I  find  that  of  dutiable  goods,  which  are  substan¬ 
tially  the  same  as  these  same  manufactures,  we  imported  in 
1874,  $76,000,000  worth  ;  in  1878  we  only  used  $59,000,000, 
and  in  1883,  $91,000,000  worth,  so  that  practically  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  that  the  people  of  Canada  (in 
addition  to  the  goods  they  made  in  1878, which  were  no  trifle) 
required  to  use  $168,000,000  worth  of  these  same  classes  of 
goods  in  1883,  against  $59,000,000  worth  in  1878.  That  is 
the  inevitable  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  hon. gentleman’s 
statements,  made  at  Toronto  and  made  to-night.  I  leave  that 
statement  to  the  House.  Everybody  knows  that  we  were 
manufacturing  large  quantities  of  those  goods  in  1878,  and  I 
ask  what  sort  of  foundation  can  there  be  for  a  report  which 
declares  that,  whereas  $59,000,000  worth  of  those  goods,  which 
we  imported  in  1878,  sufficed  for  the  needs  of  the  country,  we 
now,  adding  together  the  dutiable  goods  which  we  imported 
and  those  we  made  by  virtue  of  the  tariff,  which  otherwise 
we  would  have  imported,  consume  $168,000,000.  I  think 
that  is  sufficient  proof  of  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  which 
has  been  submitted  to  the  hon.  gentleman  by  his  commis 
sioners.  I  point  out  certain  other  deductions  which  result 
from  that  statement  and  are  clearly  inevitable.  These 
$77,000,000  worth  of  goods  are  made  by  virtue  of  a  protective 
tariff,  which  ranges  from  30  to  70  per  cent.,  and  therefore  it 
is  clear,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
fact,  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  can  be 
taken  to  be  accurate,  he  has  imposed  upon  us  an  additional 
taxation  equal,  in  all  probability,  to  over  one-quarter,  and 
probably  equal  to  one-third  of  $77,000,000,  so  that  our 
additional  taxation  is  from  $22,000,000  to  $25,000,000  a 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


year,  if  his  statement  be  correct,  and  his  47,000  hands, 
cost  us  from  $400  to  $500  a  year  each.  Sir,  that  is 
worse  than  a  standing  army  ;  it  is  worse  than  pauperism  ; 
and  I  say  that  it  is  no  wonder  if,  as  appears  to  be  the 
case,  by  the  statement  of  the  immigration  Department, 
between  500,000  and  600, 000  people  left  the  country 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years — as  I  will  be  prepared  to 
show  from  the  statements  made  by  that  Department.  But, 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  the  case  is  as  bad  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  have  us  believe.  In  the  first  place,  I  say  that  we  had 
no  reliable  data  to  start  from,  as  to  the  condition  of  things 
in  1878.  It  is  impossible  to-day,  in  1884  or  1885,  to  obtain 
any  reliable  evidence  of  the  number  of  factories,  the  number 
of  hands,  the  amount  of  capital  and  other  necessary  details 
of  the  state  of  things  in  1878.  Moreover,  the  parties 
whom  the  hon.  gentleman  selected  to  do  the  work  had  a 
clear  and  distinct  object  of  their  own  in  exaggerating  the 
matter.  I  dare  say  that  a  large  number  of  these  persons 
mentioned  in  this  report  had  nothing  to  do  with,  and  re¬ 
ceived  no  benefit  from  the  hon.  gentleman's  policy.  More¬ 
over,  the  growth  of  this  country,  even  under  the  worse  cir¬ 
cumstances,  must  be  something.  Besides,  when  we  have  a 
series  of  good  harvests  the  manufacturers  reap  the  benefit, 
to  a  large  extent,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
take  credit  for  his  policy  for  the  fact  that  there  were  three 
successive  good  harvests  in  1881-82-83,  and  three  poor 
harvests  in  1876-77-78.  Such  an  argument  merely  requires 
to  be  stated  to  bo  exposed. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  But  if  you  came  in,  we  would 
have  bad  harvests  again. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  I  will  not  base  my 
statements  merely  on  a  priori  arguments.  We  have  had 
the  facts  given  us  with  respect  to  one  or  two  towns,  which 
will  show  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  of  these  commis¬ 
sioners,  to  whom  many  thousands  of  dollars  were  paid  to  in 
order  to  obtain  an  accurate  report  of  our  industries.  I  find 
that  in  Chatham  they  reported  that  in  1878  there  were 
four  factories,  and  in  1884,  six;  that  in  1878,63  hands 
were  employed,  and  in  1884  329  hands.  Now,  Sir,  I  find 
that  in  1878,  instead  of  their  being  four  factories  of  various 
kinds  there  were  50  factories,  and  I  am  prepared  to  give  the 
hon.  gentleman  the  names.  I  find  that  of  the  nine  foundries 
at  work  in  Chatham  in  1878,  four  are  now  bankrupt,  and 
ofthe  remaining  number  of  industries,  13  have  succumbed, 
making  17  in  all.  But  of  all  that  there  is  Dot  a  word  in 
the  report.  All  of  these  facts  escaped  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  commissioners.  Bat  I  will  turn  to 
another  place,  one  of  the  most  important,  and  formerly  ono 
of  the  most  thriving  manufacturing  towns  in  Ontario — 
Oshawa.  I  am  informed  by  the  member  from  that  place, 
that  whereas  Mr.  Blackoby,  or  whatever  his  name  is,  re 
ported  that  in  1878  there  were  six  factories,  employing 
421  hands,  and  in  1884  there  were  eight  factories,  em¬ 
ploying  575  hands,  the  facts  are,  that  instead  of 
there  being  six  in  1878,  there  were  21  factories,  of 
which  I  hold  a  list.  I  find  also  that  whereas  in  August, 
1878,  there  were,  at  least,  800  men  employed,  without 
counting  the  men  dependent  on  allied  trades,  there  are 
apparently  now  not  more  than  300.  Those  are  the  facts, 
vouched  for  by  a  man  who  is,  at  least,  as  competent  to 
know  all  about  Oshawa  as  the  hon.  Minister  or  his  commis¬ 
sioners.  When  those  statements  come  down  I  trust  that 
hon.  gentlemen  will  take  special  pains  to  analyze  and 
examine  them.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  rest  the  statements  I 
make  merely  on  a  priori  arguments,  or  merely  on  those  two 
instances.  I  believe  that  the  Minister  has  been  most 
grossly  deceived,  and  that  fortunately  for  us  instead,  of  our 
now  being  compelled  to  purchase  $77,000,000  of  manu¬ 
factured  articles,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  think,  it 
is  very  doubtful  if  one-third  or  one-fourth  of  that  amount 
is  boing  manufactured  under  the  influence  of  this  tariff. 
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Still  the  reality  is  bad  enough.  It  is  bad  for  our  farmers 
that  they  should  be  obliged  to  pay  more  than  they  need  pay 
for  the  goods  they  consume  and  require  to  use  to  produce 
their  crops.  It  is  bad  for  the  bulk  ol  our  manufacturers;  it 
is  bad  for  the  settlers  of  the  North-West  that  they  should  be 
subjected  to  the  operation  of  a  most  unjust  and  injurious  tariff; 
and,  Sir,  if  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  be  correct,  the 
triumph  of  his  policy  has  forced  us  to  pay  $77,000,000  for  what 
was  worth  in  open  market  from  $50,000,000  to  $55,000,000. 
He  has  given  temporary  employment  to  47,000  people,  and 
most  probably  driven  600,000  away ;  and  now  I  have  a  word 
or  two  to  say  touching  the  immigration  into  this  country. 
Sir,  I  find  that  from  1881,  the  time  the  census  was  taken,  to 
the  present  time,  397,897  immigrants  are  reported  to  have 
come  and  settled  in  Canada— 47,990  in  1881,  112,458  in 
1882,  133,624  in  1883,  and  103,824  in  1884.  Of  this  number 
the  same  returns  show  that  65,539  are  said  to  have  settled 
in  the  North-West  down  to  the  1st  of  January,  1885,  So 
there  remain  to  be  accounted  for  334  358  immigrants.  Now, 
Sir,  every  man  here  knows  right  well  that  Ontario,  with  its 
2,000,000  or  thereabouts  of  people,  has  always  absorbed 
an  enormous  percentage  of  all  the  immigrants  that 
came  to  this  country.  No  man  pretends  that  the 
immigrants  go  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  In  fact, 
the  answer  given  in  this  House  the  other  day 
shows,  even  on  the  calculation  of  the  Department,  that 
only  a  paltry  few  hundreds  go  to  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
So,  if  you  strike  out  the  North-West,  and  allow  Ontario 
two-thirds  of  the  remainder,  what  do  you  get  ?  If  your 
statements  are  in  tho  slightest  degree  accurate,  Ontario, 
instead  of  diminishing  in  population,  ought  to  have  increased 
in  these  four  years  by  224,000  immigrants,  and  by  200,000 
of  natural  increase.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman,  or  any  hon. 
gentleman,  suppose  that  there  are  to-day,  in  the  teeth  of  the 
municipal  census  and  the  school  returns  of  Ontario,  424,000 
more  people  in  Ontario  to-day  than  there  were  four  years 
ago? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  Minister  of 
Agriculture  believes  it.  Then,  where  are  they?  I  have 
seen  very  recently  the  details  of  the  returns  of  the  municipal 
census  o!  Ontario,  and  if  these,  which  are  much  more  favor¬ 
able  than  the  school  returns,  show  anything,  they  show 
this :  That  it  is  physically  impossible  that  these  men  could 
have  come  to  Ontario,  but  that  if  they  have,  they  have 
driven  out  from  Ontario  an  equal  number  of  our  own 
people. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  would  be  glad  of  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  Sir ;  I  would  not 
be  glad  of  that.  I  would  think  that  an  extreme  misfortune. 
I  think  a  native-born  Canadian  is  worth  very  much  more  to 
us  than  any  imported  immigrant.  But  I  think  this  whole 
system  is  a  fraud  and  a  sham.  I  think  this  system  of 
bringing  in  immigrants  is  about  the  greatest  waste  of  public 
money  that  has  ever  been  made.  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
have  received  397,000  or  33 4,000  people,  or  that,  apart  from 
those  who  have  settled  in  the  North-West,  any  immigrants 
at  all  of  any  value  have  been  brought  into  Canada  through 
the  medium  of  assisted  immigration.  I  believe  the  time 
has  come  to  abolish  that  system  altogether,  and  I  heartily 
concur  in  the  view  expressed  by  the  labor  council  in 
Toronto  and  elsewhere,  that  it  is  a  most  shameful  waste  of 
the  money  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  a  most  serious  depar¬ 
ture  from  the  sound  rules  of  government,  to  bring  people  from 
other  countries  for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  bread  out  of  the 
mouths  of  our  own  mechanics  and  artisans.  Then,  Sir,  the 
hon.  gentleman  boasts  of  his  success  in  dealing  with  the  sugar 
question  and  in  establishing  the  West  India  trade.  He  was 
cautious,  in  the  face  of  some  recent  developments,  not  to  say 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  great  congratulation  to  the  people  of 


Canada,  that  whereas  in  Glasgow  to-day  you  can  buy  a  fair 
quality  of  sugar,  I  am  informed,  for  $2  per  100  pounds,  in 
Canada  we  have  to  pay  $5  per  100  pounds  for  sugar  of  the 
same  quality.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  he  got  as  much 
revenue  as  before.  Why,  from  the  importation  of  a  little 
over  100,000,000  pounds  in  my  time,  we  got  a  levenue  in 
excess  of  that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  now  receives  from 
170,000,000  pounds.  True,  that  is  not  of  first-class  quality  ; 
true,  about  20,000,000  pounds  of  that  is  wasted  in  the  pro¬ 
cess  of  refining;  but  even  so,  we  are  probably  tc-day  im¬ 
porting  the  equivalent  of  150,000,000  pounds  of  refined 
sugar.  Now,  that  sugar  stands  us  at  least  3  cents  a  pound 
more  than  it  could  be  bought  for  in  the  open  market.  That 
represents  $1,500,000  of  taxes  levied:  on  the  people  of 
Canada,  of  which  $2,500,000  goes  into  the  Treasury,  and 
$2,000,000  I  know  not  where. 

Mr.  HESSON.  We  got  better  sugar,  and  get  it  cheaper. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Because  sugar  has 
fallen  enormously  in  all  the  great  centres  of  production, 
not  because  we  have  been  foolish  enough  to  tax  it  50  per¬ 
cent.  more  than  we  did  half  a  dozen  years  ago.  Let  us 
take  the  case  of  cottons.  The  hon .  gentleman  would  not 
tell  us  what  the  increased  production  of  cotton  was.  I  have 
had  a  series  of  estimates  submitted  to  me  on  this  subject ; 
I  have  been  told  that  the  production  was  $7,000,000,  that  it 
was  $5,000,000,  that  it  was  $4,250,000  ;  what  it  is,  I  do  not 
know;  but  whether  it  is  four  or  five  or  seven  millions,  it 
is  equally  clear  that  we  have  to  pay  more  for  it  than  we 
could  buy  it  for  in  the  open  market,  if  the  tariff  were 
removed.  It  may  be  true,  as  the  hun.  gentleman  has  said, 
that  for  a  short  time,  until  the  happy  condition  which  he 
sketched  has  arrived,  when  the  manufacturers  will  lay  their 
heads  together  and  decide  how  much  they  will  tax  the 
people  of  Canada,  we  may  get  cottons  nearly  as  cheap,  if 
not  quite  as  cheap,  as  they  are  in  the  United  States.  But 
the  Minister  himself  declared  that  he  did  not  expect  or  de¬ 
sire  than  state  of  things  to  continue.  His  desire,  apparently, 
was,  that  these  poor  innocent  cotton  manufacturers 
should  be  so  protected  that  they  could  levy  a  con¬ 
siderable  tax  upon  the  people  of  Canada,  even  if  it 
involved  the  necessity  of  paying  many  millions  of 
dollars  in  pensioning  off  some  of  them,  as  has  been  done  in 
many  cases  in  the  United  States  and  elsewhere.  Now,  I 
take  the  whole  truth  of  this  matter  of  cottons  to  be  briefly 
this:  I  believe  the  climate  is  rather  against  us  for  the 
manufacture  of  cottons.  I  believe  that  those  acquainted 
practically  with  the  manufacture  of  cottons  will  admit  that 
where  there  is  a  small  market  you  manufacture  at  a  greater 
disadvantage  than  where  there  is  a  large  market ;  and  we 
know  that  the  cost  of  fuel,  the  rate  ol  interest  and  the  price 
of  other  things  necessary  to  manufacturing,  are  higher  in 
Canada,  and  we  cannot  manufacture  cotton  here  as  cheaply 
as  can  be  done  elsewhere.  Although  I  do  not  pretend  to 
say  that  the  manufacture  of  cotton  is  not  a  desirable  thing 
per  se,  I  do  mean  to  say  that  there  is  no  ground  for  the 
hon.  gentlemen  inflicting  a  grave  loss  on  the  whole  people 
of  Canada  for  the  sake  of  encouraging  a  few  of  these  people. 
More  than  that,  while  they  had  a  moderate  revenue  tariff 
these  people  were  doing  exceedingly  well  ;  they  were  doing 
better,  in  point  of  fact,  than  they  have  done  under  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  highly  protective  tariff.  It  is  worth  while 
noticing  this  for  many  reasons,  and  for  this  in  particular, 
because  it  shows  clearly,  as  I  always  maintained,  and  my 
hon.  friend  behind  me  maintained,  that  there  was  a  steady 
growth  on  the  part  of  textile  manufactux-ers  during  the 
period  fi-om  1874  to  1878.  It  is  worth  noticing,  that 
whereas  in  1874  the  importation  of  raw  cotton  amounted  to 
3,500,000  lbs.  or  thereabouts,  in  1878,  in  spite  of  the  depres¬ 
sion  and  bad  times,  the  importation  of  raw  cotton,  which  is 
the  true  measure  of  the  growth  of  manufactures, 
had  increased  120  per  cent.,  or  7,000,000  lbs.  and  more.  It  is 
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curious  enough,  that  since  then  the  growth  has  not,  in  pro¬ 
portion,  been  much  more  rapid,  although  for  a  time  it 
was  very  unduly  stimulated  by  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  Briefly,  the  position  appears  to  be  this,  that  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  is  really  rather  a  measure  of 
the  loss  he  has  inflicted  on  the  public.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  succeeded  in  adding  enormously  to  the  real  taxation 
of  the  country;  he  has  imposed  a  taxation  nominally  of 
825,500,000,  but  which,  in  all  human  probability,  is  not  less 
than  $36,000,000  or  $37,000,009  ;  he  has  succeeded  in  lock¬ 
ing  up  a  very  large  amount  of  capital,  although  not  so  great 
as  he  supposes,  in  unproductive  operations.  If  the  situation 
were  less  grave,  it  would  almost  be  ludicrous  to  recall  the  in¬ 
numerable  procesf^ons  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends, 
the  innumerable  visits  the  hon.  gentleman  made  to  all  those 
manufacturers  from  one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other,  and  the 
receptions  they  gave  him.  Now  is  the  time  when,  if  the 
.hon.  gentleman  were  such  a  wonder-working  magician,  he 
might  use  his  presence  to  advantage  by  visiting  these  dis¬ 
tressed  manufacturers  and  enlightening  them  as  to  their 
own  business,  by  showing  them  how  to  improve,  and  ex¬ 
plaining  to  them  in  detail  wherein  they  had  gone  wrong ; 
and  he  might,  perhaps,  be  instrumental  in  bringing  them 
together  in  the  way  he  has  suggested,  so  that  there  might 
be  a  comfortable  combination  of  monopolists  arranged  in  the 
office  of  the  Finance  Minister,  in  the  case  of  all  these  dis¬ 
tressed  industries.  1  have  now  to  say  a  word  or  two  as  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  administration,  and  first  of  all  I 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some  actual  facts 
as  to  his  administration  of  1881.  The  hon.  gentleman 
claims,  I  see,  that  he  had  a  surplus  that  year  of  $700,000  or 
more.  Now,  I  maintain  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mode  of 
book-keeping  is  not  quite  correct.  I  think  it  will  be  found, 
if  we  look  into  the  statements  which  he  has  submitted,  that 
he  had  no  right  to  claim  any  such  surplus,  if  indeed,  he  had 
any  right  to  claim  any  surplus  at  all.  He  says  last  year 
he  had  a  surplus  of  $751,000 ;  but  when  I  come  to  examine 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  charges,  I  find  that  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  alone  there  are  such  charges  as  these  put 
to  capital  account:  for  rolling  stock  $441,000;  for 
Intercolonial  commission  $22,000.  There  are  also 
charges  for  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  rolling  stock 
$9,000 ;  for  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  commission 
a  matter  of  $19,000.  So  that,  in  point  of  fact,  when  you 
deduct  these  items,  all  of  which  ought  to  be  charged 
properly  to  ordinary  revenue  account,  we  find  tha  tthe 
hon.  gentleman  has  scarcely  got  a  surplus  of  $260,030 
in  place  of  a  surplus  of  $754,000— or  a  surplus  of  just  about 
the  amount  which  he  has  so  carefully  deposited,  as  a  ftiatter 
of  permanent  investment,  I  suppose,  in  the  Exchange  Bank 
of  Canada.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  said  a  great  deal  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  Intercolonial  Railway  had  been 
managed.  He  claimed  great  credit,  indeed,  for  the  fashion 
in  whjch  the  expenditure  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  had 
been  reduced.  Now  it  would  have  been  no  wonder  at 
all,  considering  the  country  that  railway  runs  through 
and  the  date  at  which  it  was  completed,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  were  able  to  make  a  better  showing  to-day 
than  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  could  possibly  have 
made  during  the  time  he  administered  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  The  House  will  recollect  the  long  array  of 
figures  the  hon.  gentleman  presented  on  that  point.  He 
showed,  I  think,  that  whereas  we  had  a  deficit  of  several 
hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year,  he  had  merely  an  insig¬ 
nificant  deficit.  But  he  did  not  choose  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  fact,  that  whereas,  when  my  hon. 
friend  went  out  of  office,  the  capital  account  of  the  road  was 
closed  and  stood  at  $36,091,000,  the  capital  account  on  the 
1st  of  July  1884,  under  the  management  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  his  friends,  stood  at  $43,866,000.  There  can  be  no 
very  great  difficulty  in  making  both  ends  meet  when  you 
add  $7,866,000  to  capital  account,  consisting  largely  of  items 
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such  as  those  I  have  alluded  to.  We  find  that,  in  1878,  the 
item  of  stores  was  charged  at  $345,000  ;  to-day  it  is  put 
down  at  $837,000,  being,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the 
addition  of  another  half  million  dollars  to  capital  account ; 
and  if  you  include  the  $800,000  we  are  to  spend  this 
year  on  the  1st  of  July,  1885,  the  capital  account  will 
stand  at  $45,204,000,  against  $36,000,000  at  which  it  stood 
when  my  hon.  friend  went  out  of  office.  The  consequence 
is  that  the  cost  to  the  country,  for  interest  alone,  is 
$420,000  more,  or  will  be  on  the  1st  of  July,  than  it  was 
when  we  went  out  of  office.  Such  book-keeping  as  that  is  a 
positive  disgrace  ;  it  is  only  calculated  to  mislead  the  people. 
I  desired  to  close  the  capital  account  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  when  I  was  in  office,  for  this  obvious  reason,  that 
I  knew  perfectly  well  that,  so  long  as  a  Government  keeps 
a  capital  account  of  the  sort  open,  all  manner  of  improper 
charges  will  be  added  to  it.  It  is  the  interest  of  the  Minister 
and  his  subordinates  to  throw  everything  into  capital  ac¬ 
count.  Every  bunker,  every  coal  shed,  every  piece  of  roll¬ 
ing  stock  that  can  by  any  possibility  bo  charged  to  capital 
account  will  be  carried  to  it — and  who  is  to  correct  it  ?  Who 
is  to  tell  us  whether  rolling  stock  to-day  is  real ly  maintained  ? 
That  rests  entirely  with  hon.  gentlemen  themselves.  Hon. 
gentlemen  have  added  very  nearly  $10,000,009  to  the 
capital  account  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  yet  they 
claim  that  they  have  been  very  economical,  compared  with 
my  hon.  friend,  in  the  administration  of  that  railway; 
because,  after  adding  $420,000  to  the  interest  on  their 
capital  account,  they  produce  an  annual  saving  apparently 
of  $10,000  a  year.  Judging,  however,  from  the  statement 
to  which  I  called  the  attention  of  the  House,  the  hon. 
gentleman  apparently,  in  six  months,  has  been  able  to  re¬ 
duce  this  to  a  deficit  of  $2  40,000.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
alluded  to  his  management  of  the  loans  in  London.  I  do 
not  desire  to  criticise  too  severely  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  there,  and  for  this  excellent  reason,  that  it  is  very  difficult, 
at  a  distance,  to  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  took  the 
best  advantage  of  the  condition  of  the  market  or  not ; 
but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  challenged  comparison  with  the 
loans  previously  made,  I  may  point  out  it  is  not  a  matter 
for  very  great  wonder  or  commendation  that  in  1884 
Canada  should  be  able  to  borrow  at  3J  per  cent.,  whereas 
in  1876  she  was  only  able  to  borrow  at  4  per  cent., 
or  to  speak  more  accurately,  that  in  1884  we  borrowed 
at  4  per  cent.,  whereas  in  1876  she  was  only  able 
to  borrow  at  4%  per  cent.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
is,  that  the  interest  on  money,  as  every  security  in 
the  London  market  shows,  has  fallen  very  considerably  since 
that  time,  and  at  tho  time  the  hon.  gentleman  went  over  to 
effect  this  loan,  indeed  considerably  before  it,  tho  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  announced  his  intention  of  reducing 
the  English  3  per  cent’s,  ultimately  to  per  cent.,  a  fact 
which  every  capitalist  knows  ensured  every  fair  security  be¬ 
ing  at  once  rapidly  taken  up  at  a  rate  lower  than  before.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  could  show  that  he  had  reduced  the 
rate  of  interest  on  our  bonds  in  proportion  to  the  fall  of 
money  within  the  last  six  or  seven  years,  then  I  would  say 
he  had  made  an  excellent  bargain,  but  I  doubt  very  much 
if,  on  a  fair  comparison,  he  would  be  able  to  establish  any 
such  claim.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  nothing  about  the 
various  charges  which  ho  had  incurred  in  connection  with 
this  samo  loan,  [f  I  understand  aright,  the  sum  of  1 J  per 
cent,  was  paid  by  way  of  commission  and  in  brokerage,  in 
all  a  sum  of  £67,000  sterling,  wholly  independent  of  adver¬ 
tising,  and  so  on. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  One  and  a-quarter. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  £67,000  would  be  more 
than  1J.  In  addition  to  that,  there  are  the  allowances.  He  did 
not  say  how  much  he  computed  them  at,  but  they  would  repre¬ 
sent,  1  suppose,  the  bettor  part  of  1  per  cent.  I  do  not  say  that 
it  is  any  discredit  the  transaction,  but  it  means  that  the  price 
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of  91^  really  netted  us  89,  or  thereabouts.  What  I  object  to  in 
the  conduct  of  these  loans  is  this  :  We  have  at  this  moment 
an  unusually  large  sinking  fund,  a  much  larger  sinking 
fund  than  our  debt  in  London  at  all  requires.  I  have 
again  and  again  calked  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  the  desirability  of  dispensing  with  the  sink¬ 
ing  fund,  and  I  very  much  regret  to  see  that,  in  the 
prospectus,  he  has  found  it  necessary  to  retain  the  sinking 
fund,  so  that  we  pay  4  per  cent,  or  nearly  that — £3  18a  3<2, 
I  think  is  the  figure — for  our  loan,  besides  an  additional  J 
percent,  to  the  sinking  fund.  I  again  repeat  the  remark  1 
have  made  before,  that  it  is  very  inexpedient  to  allow  our 
sinking  fund  to  be  lorded  down  in  this  way,  and  to  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  raise  money  by  way  of  taxation  for  the  payment 
of  a  sinking  fund,  and  that  for  the  plain  and  obvious  reason 
that  on  all  occasions  taxes  cost  the  people  a  great  deal  more 
than  the  money  that  comes  into  the  Treasury.  I  regret,  too, 
although  at  this  moment  I  am  not  going  to  insist  too  much 
upon  it,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  unable  to  pay  off  his 
5  per  cent,  loan  when  it  matured  on  the  1st  January.  It 
would  have  been  better  for  our  credit,  and  would  have  saved 
us,  probably,  8125,000,  because,  if  he  could  have  obtained 
the  money  at  a  little  less  than  4  per  cent,  it  is  clear  that 
the  J  per  cent  he  has  had  to  pay  during  the  present  six 
months  would  have  been  saved  to  this  country ;  and  I  think 
it  was  an  error  on  his  part,  and  negligence  on  his  part,  that 
he  did  not  provide  for  that  repayment  in  January,  either  in 
the  way  he  has  indicated  or  in  some  other  way,  and 
so  save  us  this  unnecessary  payment  of  $125,000.  But, 
Sir,  when  I  come  to  look  closely  into  these  accounts 
for  1884,  I  find  that  these  are  very  far  indeed  from 
the  only  cases  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
been,  in  my  opinion,  exceedingly  careless  of  the  interests 
committed  to  his  charge.  I  find  in  the  accounts  of  1884  a 
number  of  charges,  the  like  of  which  I  venture  to  say  have 
never  appeared  since  Confederation.  I  find  charges  like 
this  :  For  printing  and  advertising,  $163,000,  wholly  apart 
from  all  the  regular  printing,  amounting  probably  to  as 
much  more,  done  in  connection  with  Hansard  or  statutos, 
or  a  great  variety  of  maltei’s  in  connection  with  this  House  ; 
I  find  for  extra  clerks  alone  $175,000  ;  for  law  costs, 
wholly  apart  from  our  Department  of  Justice  and  legiti¬ 
mate  costs,  there  is  put  down  a  sum  of  $66,000  ;  for  two 
commissions  I  find  $40,985  charged,  and  I  find  also  that  in 
these  cases  a  good  deal  is  charged  to  capital  which  belongs 
to  ordinary  account.  Now,  that  we  may  understand  the  full 
effect  of  this  statement,  I  will  just  run  out  briefly  a  comparison 
with  similar  expenditures  in  England.  Our  income  is  to  the 
English  income  as  1  to  14,  so  that  if  Mr.  Gladstone,  when  sub¬ 
mitting  the  Public  Accounts,  was  to  produce  charges  for  print¬ 
ing  and  advertising  amounting  to  £400,000  sterling,  it  would 
no  more  than  represent  in  tCngland  the  equivalent  of  the 
$163,000  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  paid  here,  and  if,  further, 
it  were  to  appear  that  this  £400,000  included  allowances 
of  £20,000  a  year  apiece  to  the  Times ,  Daily  News,  Morning 
Post,  Pall  Mall  Gazette,  Standard  and  Telegraph,  I  wonder 
what  Englishmen  would  think  of  that  mode  of  encouraging 
and  fostering  an  independent  public  opinion  in  the  press. 
And  yet  these  monstrous  charges  are  not  one  whit  more, 
having  regard  to  the  relative  revenue  of  the  two  countries, 
than  the  charges  which  are  actually  paid  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  to  several  distinguished  organs  of  public  opinion, 
which  I  will  not  enumerate  here,  but  which  are  well  known 
to  a  great  many  members  of  this  House,  and  in  which  some 
of  the  members  of  this  House  have  a  lively  and  active  inter¬ 
est.  Then,  for  extra  clerks,  which  1  take  to  be  a  synonym 
for  useful  political  friends,  in  some  form,  Mr.  Gladstone’s 
expenses  should  be  £450,000  sterling,  and  to  Mr,  Gladstone’s 
legal  friends,  had  he  adopted  the  plan  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  done,  apart  from  all  the  regular  sums  paid  in  due  course, 
£200,000  would  have  been  paid.  For  commissions  £  1 00,- 
000  would  have  been  paid,  with  the  result  that  about 


£2,000,000  sterling  would  have  boon  distributed  among  a 
number  of  claimants  who,  if  they  had  any  just  claims, 
ought  to  have  preferred  them  before  the  courts,  and  prob¬ 
ably  were  referred  to  these  commissions  because  there  was 
not  the  slightest  chance  that  the  Exchequer  Court  or  any 
other  court  would  entertain  their  claims.  Those  are  the 
reasons,  those  are  some  of  the  ways  in  which  our  expenses 
have  been  run  up  from  $23,500,000  to  $32,850,000  in  the 
space  of  about  seven  years,  that  being  the  sum  the 
hon.  gentleman  tells  us  he  expects  to  expend  for  the  service 
of  the  current  year.  Now  I  have  a  word  or  two  to  say  as  to 
certain  more  serious  errors  of  policy  which  I  lay  to  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  Although  those  I  have 
spoken  of  are  grave  enough,  although  they  are  indications 
of  fearful  waste  and  extravagance,  and  although  iu  many 
respects  they  are  much  more  objectionable — for  I  hold  that 
a  Minister  can  hardly  do  worse  than  use  the  funds  placed 
at  his  command  to  corrupt  and  debauch  the  representatives 
of  the  press,  as  has  been  done  in  this  case,  and  on  a  very 
extensive  scale — I  come  now  to  deal  with  other  and 
larger  errors  of  policy  for  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
responsible.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  common  with  his  col¬ 
leagues,  but  he,  more  particularly,  because  it  fell  to  his  duty 
to  warn  and  caution  them  of  the  results  of  their  conduct,  is 
responsible  for  the  great  and  unnecessary  concessions  which 
were  made  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  last  year,  and 
for  the  still  more  mischievous  concessions  which  were  made 
to  certain  members  of  this  House,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
them  to  sanction  that  outrageous  loan.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  ought  to  have  known  and  ought  to  have  warned  his 
colleagues,  I  think,  what  very  serious  issues  were  involved 
in  making  these  grants  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at 
that  particular  time.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  know  to¬ 
day  whether  the  people  to  whom  he  expects  to  pay  this  5 
per  cent,  loan  will  accept  his  terms.  The  hon.  gentleman 
therefore  must  know  that  he  may  have  to  raise  $25,000,000 
by  way  of  loan  in  London,  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  our 
debt.  He  must  also  make  provision  for  the  $13,000,000  of 
floating  debt  which  he  has  incurred  up  to  the  1st  March, 
and  fiom  this  time  out  there  are,  as  he  knows,  other  large 
expenditures  going  on, 'which  will  involve  further  large 
loans.  The  hon.  gentleman  occupied,  prior  to  1884,  a  very 
good  position  indeed.  I  pointed  out  to  to  him,  before  this 
loan  was  granted  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  for 
his  own  sake  he  ought  to  have  refused  his  consent  to  that 
proceeding,  because  it  would  most  seriously  hamper  and 
impede  him  in  dealing  with  the  refunding  of  the  debt  which 
would  necessarily  come  on  this  year.  At  the  present 
moment  it  is  impossible  to  say  how  much  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  lost  or  how  much  ho  may  lose ;  but  I 
believe  that  wholly  independent  of  the  unnecessary  sinking 
fund  which  he  consented  to  create  in  the  loan  of  $25,000,000 
to  which  he  has  alluded,  he  lost  at  least  ^  per  cent,  by 
reason  of  the  serious  injury  to  the  position  and  credit  of 
Cenada,  because  of  our  unwise  concession  to  the  demands  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  believe  if  that  could  be 
traced  out  it  would  be  found  that  whereas  we  have  had  to 
pay  practically  4|  per  cent.,  including  the  sinking  fund,  for 
the  loan  recently  negotiated,  that  it  could  have  been 
obtained  in  London,  prior  to  that  unfortunate  error  on  his 
part,  in  all  probability,  at  a  mere  fraction,  if  at  all,  over  3£ 
per  cent.  And,  Sir,  it  remains  to  be  seen  how  far  the 
large  loan  which  it  is  inevitable  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
or  somebody  else  must  obtain  in  London  within  a 
few  months,  will  be  affected  by  the  results  of  that  unfortu¬ 
nate  transaction.  I  tell  him  that  it  would  not  in  the  least 
surpiise  me  if,  when  we  meet  again  next  year,  it  should  be 
found  that  an  enormous  sum  of  money  annually  had  been 
lost  to  this  country  for  the  next  25  years,  as  a  result  of  that 
most  unfortunate  proceeding.  Then,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ought  to  have  seen  and  ought  to  have  warned  his 
colleagues  that  granting  those  other  demands  was 
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going  to  lead  to  most  interminable  entanglements, 
that  by  granting  those  demands  you  have  sot  up 
a  precedent  from  one  end  of  this  country  to  the 
other  for  all  kinds  of  claims  and  demands  being  made  upon 
you,  which  you  will  find  it  difficult  indeed  to  refuse.  You 
have  tied  your  hands  by  your  own  action,  and  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  unless  I  greatly  mistake,  are  at  present 
experiencing,  and  seriously  experiencing,  the  results  of  their 
impolitic  concession  on  that  occasion.  Now  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  takes  great  objection  to  the  comparison  I  made  between 
our  position  and  thatof  the  United  States.  Sir,  he  might  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  see  what  I  actually  did  say.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  hal  he  referred  to  my  speech — my  Toronto 
speech,  to  which,  I  suppose,  he  is  alluding — would  have  seen 
that  what  I  have  said  is  this :  That  whereas  seventeen  years 
ago  we  were  in  a  very  advantageous  position  as  compared 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States,  the  enormous  increases 
in  our  expenditure  and  in  our  taxation  which  took  place 
between  1867  and  1873,  and  between  1879  and  1885,  have 
completely  reversed  our  position .  I  did  not  say  that  our 
present  taxation  was  twice  that  of  the  United  States  ;  what 
I  did  say  was,  that  in  1881  the  expenditure  of  the  United 
States  was  $5  per  head,  and  our  expenditure  was  some¬ 
thing  at  the  rate  of  $7  per  head — and  that  I  shall  proceed 
to  show.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  our  taxation  has  in¬ 
creased,  I  think  he  said  10  cents  per  head.  Weil,  Sir,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  condescend  to  look  up  our  taxation  for 
1878  he  will  find  that  even  adding  the  million  of  deficit  which 
occurred  in  that  year,  our  total  taxation  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  818,500,000.  Our  total  taxation  in  1883 — lam  ex¬ 
cluding,  of  course,  items  which  appear  on  both  sides — our 
total  taxation  derived  from  Customs  and  Excise  amounted, 
according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement,  to  close 
on  $30,000,000.  Now,  does  he  moan  this  House  should  be¬ 
lieve  that  whereas  the  people  were  taxed  $18,500,000  in  1878, 
while  they  now  pay  $30,000,000,  they  only  pay  10  cents  per 
head  more  ?  And  will  he  say  that  whereas  the  people  were 
taxed  $25,449,000  in  1884,  whilo  they  only  paid  $18,500,000 
in  1878,  allowing  for  the  deficit  in  that  year,  the  people  aim 
only  taxed  10  cents  per  head  more  ?  Now  I  am  not  going 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  following  the  hon. 
gentleman  through  that  most  ingenious  calculation  which  he 
took  off  surpluses  and  applied  them  in  reduction  o!  the  rate 
of  taxation.  First,  he  takes  our  money ;  he  takes  $20,000,000 
more  than  he  wants;  then  he  deducts  this  sum  and  says: 
.Because  I  took  $20,000,000  more,  by  an  expensive  process, 
out  of  your  pockets,  than  I  required,  therefore,  gentlemen, 
you  are  $10,000,000  better  off.  I  have  here  the  financial 
report  of  the  United  States,  audit  contains  some  facts  to 
which  I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  of  the 
House.  I  find  that  the  net  debt  of  the  United  States  on  the 
1st  of  November,  1884,  deducting  cash  in  the  Treasury,  I 
was  $1,408,000,000.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  well 
that  in  all  human  probability  our  net  debt  will  be 
very  little  less  than  $240,000,000  on  the  1st  July.  So  here 
are  we,  a  people  of  4,400,000,  with  a  net  debt,  in  all  human 
probability,  on  the  1st  July,  of  $210,000,000,  as  against  the 
net  debt  of  the  United  States  of  $  1,408,000,000.  I  find,  Sir, 
from  that  same  report,  that  the  annual  interest  charges  of 
the  United  States  is  $17,000,000.  Now,  in  the  estimates 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  submitted,  the  annual  charge, 
deducting  the  sinking  fnnd  appears  to  amount  to  $9,400,000. 
So  that  under  the  guidance  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  we  have 
brought  things  to  this  pass  :  that  we,  who  are  barely  one- 
thirteenth  as  numerous  as  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
are  paying  one-fifth  of  the  total  sum  of  interest  paid  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  Is  that  a  pleasant  or  a  satis¬ 
factory  state  of  things?  And  which  of  the  two  statements, 
mine  or  his,  do  these  facts  most  fully  bear  out?  We  look 
in  the  same  volume,  at  the  statement  of  the  expenditure, 
and  I  find  the  net  expenditure,  deducting  the  amount  which 
goes  for  tho  reduction  of  tho  debt,  amountod  to  $21 1,000,000. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Now,  Sir,  $244,000,000  are  the  total  expenditures  required 
by  tho  people  of  the  Uni  tod  States,  with  an  estimated  popu¬ 
lation,  in  1885,  of  about  56,000,000 — not  54,000,000,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  supposed ;  my  hon.  friend  near  me  says 
57,000,000.  Judging  from  the  rate  of  increase  which 
took  place  between  1871  and  1881,  I  think  56,000,000 
is  about  the  exact  figure.  Then  this  result  follows, 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States,  as  I  said,  are 
thirteenfold  as  numerous  as  we,  and  wo  are  required, 
deducting  the  sinking  fund,  to  expend  this  year  $31,800,000, 
or  thereabouts.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  will  want 
$32,850,0  0,  but  I  deduct  a  million  for  the  sinking  fund, 
which  is  about  the  amount  he  expects  to  pay.  He  expects 
to  provide  $31,850,000  from  various  sources,  while  the 
people  of  the  United  States  are  required  to  provide  for  an 
expenditure  of  $241,000,000.  Well,  Sir,  this  is  very  little 
more  than  one-half  per  head  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
United  States.  Let  tho  hon.  gentleman  divide  $31,850,000 
by  4,400,000  population,  and  he  will  find  that  it  amounts  to 
very  nearly  $7  25  per  head  Let  him  divide  $  74 1,000,000  by 
56,000,000  population,  and  he  will  find  that  it  very  little 
exceeds  $4  per  head.  Now,  Sir,  as  to  the  other  argument 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  had  recourse  to — the  argument 
that  because  a  large  part  of  this  money  goes  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  subsidies,  goes  to  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  public 
works,  etc.,  therefoi  e  a  comparison  is  not  fair.  I  beg  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Americans  pay  huge 
sums  of  money  for  which  we  have  no  equivalent  whatevor. 
Where  have  we  an  equivalent  to  the  $55,000,000  pensions 
which  I  find  entered  in  the  American  expenditure  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  That  does  not  affect  the 
case. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  does  affect  the  case 
most  materially.  My  argument  is  this,  that  we  are  in  a 
worse  position,  compared  with  the  Americans,  than  we 
were  seventeen  years  ago.  The  hon.  gentleman  answers 
that  we  are  not  in  a  worse  position,  because  we  pay  subsi¬ 
dies,  they  do  not ;  while  the  fact  is  that,  although  the  ex¬ 
penditures  are  not  precisely  similar ;  that  although  we  have 
some  items  which  the  Americans  do  not  pay,  they  have  some 
items  which  we  do  not  pay,  such  as  pensions,  and  mainten¬ 
ance  of  the  army  and  navy,  the  latter  of  which  amounts  to 
some  $57,000,000.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  he 
must  include  the  municipal  expen  litures  of  the  Americans 
and  the  expenses  for  State  and  other  purposes,  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  suppose  there  are  no  municipal  taxes  in 
Canada?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  not  know  that  very 
large  sums  of  money  are  raised,  particularly  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  for  municipal  purposes? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  did  not  x’efer  to  the  munici¬ 
palities  ;  I  might  have  done  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Had  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  the  municipalities,  so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned, 
he  would  have  found  this  result :  That  the  municipal  taxation 
of  Ontario  compares  with  the  State  and  municipal  taxation 
of  the  Union.  In  any  case,  it  is  a  total  mistake  on  his  part, 
to  refer  to  the  State  and  municipal  taxation.  The  great 
bulk  of  the  State  expenditure  is  supplied  by  the  municipali¬ 
ties.  They  do  not,  of  course,  supply  it  all. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  is  an  assessment  on  personal 
property  and  real  estate. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  collected  from  the 
municipalites.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  find,  if  he  chooses 
to  go  into  that  matter,  if  he  takes  all  we  have  to  pay  in  tho 
municipalities,  particularly  in  our  major  Province— it  is  not  so 
to  the  same  extent  in  the  Province  from  which  he  comes — 
the  comparison  will  not  come  out  as  he  has  stated  it,  it  will 
not  by  any  means  be  such  as  he  appears  to  think.  Nor  does 
it  in  the  least  affect  the  point  I  made,  which  was  this  : 
We  woro  in  a  more  favorable  position  17  years  agot  as  com- 
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pared  with  the  American  Federal  expenditure,  than  we  occupy 
tc-day.  That  was  the  point  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  have  directed  his  attention,  and  when  he  has  shown, 
and  not  until  he  has  shown,  that  we  have  improved  relati¬ 
vely  as  compared  with  the  position  which  the  Americans 
occupied  17  years  ago,  ho  will  have  been  able  to  satiefac 
torily  dispose  of  the  argument  I  have  used.  The  fact  is 
this :  The  hon.  gentleman  has  chosen  to  disregard  the  whole 
past  history  of  this  country.  The  hon,  gentleman  has  dis¬ 
regarded  every  well-known  rule  of  finance  and  has  disre¬ 
garded  every  plain  dictate  of  common  sense.  He  and  his 
colleagues  have  chosen  to  try  a  most  risky  experiment. 
They  have  chosen  to  introduce  a  total  revolution  in  our 
fiscal  system,  and  have  selected  that  period  for  a  most  un¬ 
called  for  expenditure  and  for  involving  us  in  wholly  unne 
cessary  liabilities.  More  than  that.  They  have  thrown 
away  very  great  opportunities,  which  opportunities  may 
never  again  recur.  The  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  came 
here  in  1879,  had  every  advantage  he  could  well  ask. 
It  was  perfectly  ciear  to  everyone  that  it  was  a  time  at 
which  an  improvement  all  over  the  world  might  be  looked 
for.  There  had  been  an  unusually  protracted  period  of 
distress  in  the  United  States,  and  signs  of  revival  were  appar¬ 
ent.  It  was  quite  clear  that  our  speedy  revival  depended 
almost  entirely  on  the  speedy  revival  of  trade  in  the  United 
States.  Then  the  hon,  gentleman  had — I  suppose  he  will 
claim  that  for  the  National  Policy  also — several  successive 
good  harvests,  and  the  country  obtained  good  prices  for  the 
grain.  There  was  a  very  great  fall,  as  I  have  again  and 
again  pointed  out,  in  the  price  of  money  all  the  world  over. 
The  North-West  had  been  opened  up,  not  by  him,  but  by  the 
energy  of  other  persons,  with  whom  he  had  nothing  to  do.  The 
foolish  bargain  made  by  his  colleagues  with  British  Columbia 
had  so  far  been  modified  that  full  time  was  given  to  complete 
the  obligations  entered  into.  More  than  that,  th  evast  in¬ 
crease  in  the  expenditure,  which  had  been  going  on  from  1867 
to  1873,  had  been  checked  by  the  action  of  my  hon.  friend 
and  his  colleagues.  1  n  every  possible  way,  therefore,  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  the  way  made  easy  to  him.  All  those 
difficulties  to  which  I  have  been  alluding,  which  confront 
him,  though  he  may  choose  to  say  they  are  not  very  serious, 
are  self-sought  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  have 
flung  away  their  advantages ;  they  have  deliberately  created 
all  these  difficulties,  and  now  they  appeal  to  us  for  considera¬ 
tion,  and  tell  us  they  are  the  victims  of  uncontrollable 
circumstances.  They  are  not  so.  They  are  the  victims  of  their 
own  deliberate  disregard  of  the  plainest  rules  of  common  sense 
and  the  plainest  rules  of  finance.  It  is  quite  clear  to  us,  as 
it  is  to  everybody,  that  Canada  has  very  formidable  com¬ 
petition  ahead.  We  no  longer  enjoy,  in  North  America,  as 
we  thought  we  would  do  years  ago,  anything  like  a  com¬ 
plete  monopoly  of  the  supply'  of  cereals.  We  have  not 
even  the  control — although  the  hou.  gentleman  appears  to 
think  so — of  the  stock  trade  with  the  mother  country.  Our 
farmers  are  called  on  to  compete  with  farmers  in  all  parts 
of  the  world — with  California,  New  Zealand, Australia,  India, 
Russia,  and  the  Danubian  Provinces,  while  they  are  ex¬ 
posed  to  the  competition  to  which  they  have  always  been 
exposed  in  the  United  States.  What  method  has  the  hon. 
gentleman  taken  to  relieve  the  serious  position  of  the  agri¬ 
culturalists  and  to  help  them  ?  He  assisted  our  agricul¬ 
turalists  by  weighing  them  down  with  enormous  taxation. 
I  say  it  is  the  ne  plus  ultra  of  folly  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  his  colleagues  to  say  that  the  farmers 
are  better  off  under  a  load  of  heavy  taxation.  What  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  been  telling  us  to-night  is  briefly  this  : 
that  we  are  better  off  because  we  have  wasted,  taking  into 
account  the  liabilities  wo  have  incurred,  $52,000,000,  which 
we  need  not  have  wasted,  and  which  we  have  been  com¬ 
pelled  to  borrow ;  because  our  taxes  are  now  treble  what 
they  should  have  been ;  because  heavy  duties  hamper  all 
our  producing  industries  ;  becauso  our  lumber  costs  us  much 
4i 


more  than  it  should  do  to  produce,  our  grain  costs  us  more 
to  raise,  our  cattle  more  to  feed,  because  our  clothing,  fuel 
and  almost  every  necessary  of  life  has  been  largely  in¬ 
creased  in  cost  by  reason  of  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  All  I  can  say  is  this  :  - 

“  The  force  of  folly  can  no  further  go, 

Than  taxing  men  that  they  may  richer  grow  ” 

Let  me  contrast  for  a  moment,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
challenged  me  to  do,  the  policy  of  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration.  I  say  that  Government  was  not  only  frugal 
itself,  but  it  produced  frugality  among  the  people.  That 
that  Government  was  a  frugal  Government  I  will  give  the 
hon.  gentleman  proof  from  his  own  Public  Accounts.  When 
they  came  into  office  the  controllable  expenditure  was 
$8,800,000 ;  when  they  left  office  it  was  $6,500,000.  To-day, 
in  the  very  last  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  we  find  that  the  controllable 
expenditure,  which  we  left  at  $6,500,000,  has  been  increased 
to  $11,300,000.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
— we  will  examine  this  in  detail  at  a  more  fitting  opportunity 
— to  offer  excuses  more  or  less  plausible  for  the  enormous 
increase  in  that  expenditure.  What  possible  expenditure  was 
ever  incurred  by  any  Government  for  which  an  ingenious 
gentleman  could  not  offer  some  plausible  excu-e  ?  I  take 
my  stand  on  this  plain  fact,  that  the  expenditure  which 
alone  the  Government  can  control  was  reduced  by  25  per 
cent,  by  the  Mackenzie  Government  and  increased  by  nearly 
100  per  cent,  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  preached 
frugality  ourselves ;  we  inculcated  on  the  public  thrift  and 
self-reliance,  and  a  great  many  of  the  facts  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded  go  to  show  clearly  and 
distinctly  that,  in  spite  of  all  the  talk  of  distress 
which  existed  from  1874  to  1878,  the  great  industries 
of  the  people  were  in  no  respect  damaged ;  that 
the  people,  during  that  time,  were  accumulating  prop¬ 
erty,  the  very  property  which  they  used  afterwards  and  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  such  boast.  Sir,  the 
$100,000,000  which  he  mentioned,  if  it  did  exist,  and  so  far 
as  it  did  exist,  was  largely  the  result  of  the  thrift  and 
frugality  which  were  necessarily  practised  by  the  people 
during  the  years  1876-77-78,  and  not  of  the  extravagant  folly 
which  took  its  place  under  the  regime  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  As  to  the  Provinces,  our  policy  was  neither  to 
meddle  with  or  trample  upon  their  just  rights,  nor  to  bribe 
them.  Oar  policy  was  to  settle  our  new  territory  with  all 
possible  speed,  and  the  House  must  remember  how  my  hon. 
friend  was  denounced  because,  under  circumstances  of  great 
difficulty,  he  proceeded  with  the  opening  up  of  that  new 
territory  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  I  must  say  that 
the  Finance  Minister  should  have  been  the  last  man  in 
Canada  to  criticise  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  and 
his  colleagues,  and  for  this  excellent  reason,  that  more  than 
to  any  other  human  being,  was  it  due  to  the  imprudence 
and  lack  of  foresight  of  the  Finance  Minister  that  there  was 
any  difficulty  in  administering  the  finances  of  Canada.  Sir, 
ia  1873,  what  the  hon.  gentleman  did  was  this :  He  came 
down  to  this  House,  as  he  came  to-night,  with  an  estimated 
expenditure  of  $20,000,000.  He  did  not  tell  us,  he  did  not 
breath  a  word,  he  did  not  give  a  hint,  which  might  lead  us 
to  suppose  that  there  were  millions  upon  millions  of  other 
expenses  of  which  he  gave  us  no  intimation  ;  and  before  the 
House  rose,  that  hon.  gentleman  had  added  $1,000,000  a 
year  to  the  permanent  expenditure  for  which  he  had  made  no 
provision  whatever.  In  the  first  place,  by  the  terms  upon 
which  he  admitted  Prince  Edward  Island,  an  annual  addi¬ 
tion  of  $820,000  was  made  to  our  expenditures.  By  the  better 
terms  he  granted  to  the  New  Brunswick  and  the  other 
Provinces,  a  further  addition  of  $820,000  was  made.  By 
the  Mounted  Police  Bill  which  they  introduced,  $330,000 
was  added ;  by  increases  of  salaries,  $300,000  more  was 
added ;  by  the  loan  which  he  negotiated,  and  of  which  he 
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said  nothing  at  the  time,  $450,000  was  added ;  by  Indian 
treaties  negotiated,  and  for  which,  I  admit,  his  colleagues 
were  more  responsible  than  the  hon.  gentleman,  $300,000 
or  $400,000  were  added,  and  besides  that,  he  and  his  col¬ 
leagues  had  committed  the  country  to  a  huge  series  of  public 
works,  the  cost  of  which,  for  interest  alone,  he  himself 
estimated  as  amounting  to  about  $3,300,000  of  a  permanent 
addition. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  For  interest  alone  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes.  I  do  not  charge 
him  with  all  this  interest,  but  for  at  least  $1,000,000  a  year 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  chargeable.  He  made  no  provision 
for  that  addition  ;  he  did  not  inform  the  Heuse  of  it ;  he  went 
out,  leaving  behind  the  certainty  to  his  successors  that  that 
they  would  have  to  provide  for  all  these  huge  sums  which  he 
added.  Sir,  I  say  that  the  object  was  twofold.  The  House 
will  recollect  the  circumstances  under  which  that  was  done. 
First  of  all,  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  supposed, 
at  one  time,  that  by  all  this  extraordinary  extravagance 
they  could  induce  the  House  to  condone  the  fault  they  had 
committed,  and  in  the  next  place,  though  1  do  not  charge 
the  hon.  gentleman  with  it,  I  fear  his  colleagues  intended 
that  if  they  did  fall  they  would  leave  behind  such  a  precious 
legacy  to  their  successors  that  no  skill,  on  their  part,  would 
enable  them  to  cope  with  it  successfully.  And 
what  is  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentleman  now  ? 
First  of  all,  he  imposes  excessive  taxation,  he 
stimulates  inflation  in  every  conceivable  way.  The 
second  result  of  his  policy  has  been  that  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  offered  extraordinary  inducements  to  many  men  to 
rush  into  manufactures,  extraordinary  inducements  to  put 
capital  into  those  enterprises  to  which  he  alluded  ;  and 
he  no  doubt  succeeded  for  a  time  in  blowing  the  bubble. 
He  has  immensely  increased  our  debt.  He  has  enor¬ 
mously  increased  our  expenditure,  and  he  has  further 
needlessly  incurred  monstrous  liabilities.  Now,  Sir, 
what  was  our  policy  with  respect  to  manufacturers  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded  to  that.  Our  policy  was 
briefly  this,  to  keep  taxation  as  low  as  possible,  and  for 
this  reason  :  That  the  lower  we  kept  the  taxation  the  less 
cost  the  manufacturers  would  be  at  in  producing  articles. 
They  would  have  a  better  chance  of  competing  abroad  with 
other  competitors ;  they  would  have  more  and  better  home 
customers,  and  what  is  quite  as  important,  as  they  have 
since  discovered,  they  would  have  less  indiscreet  competi¬ 
tion  at  home  than  they  were  formerly  subjected  to.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  adopted  a  precisely  opposite  policy,  and 
here  we  see  the  fruits  of  it.  He  has  given  us  very  high 
taxation.  He  has  increased  to  all  manufacturers  the  cost 
of  production,  and  he  has  therefore  exposed  them  to  a  con¬ 
siderable  extent  more  than  before  to  foreign  competition, 
because  in  a  good  many  cases  among  the  manufacturers 
the  report  which  reaches  me  is  this  :  That  owing  to  the 
increased  cost  of  production  under  his  tariff  they  suffer  more 
from  foreign  competition  than  they  would  have  had  to  suffer 
under  a  moderate  revenue  tariff.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  has  seriously  interfered,  as  is  quite  clear,  with  their 
chances  of  exporting.  I  showed  just  now  that  although 
we  ought  to  have  increased  our  absolute  exports  of 
domestic  manufactures,  there  had  been  a  decrease  of  one- 
half  million ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  behind  me  tells  me 
that  in  several  branches  of  trade  in  which  we  were  doing  well 
before,  our  progress  has  been  exceedingly  slow  since  1878. 
There  are  other  things  of  importance  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  alluded  to-night.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  the  position  of  the  Maritime  Provinces ;  he  knows 
that  in  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  and,  I  fear,  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  many  industries  are  languishing; 
that  the  people  are  not  profiting  in  the  slightest  degree  by 
his  tariff',  but  are  earnestly  looking  forward  to  see  whether 
the  hon.  gentlemen  are  taking  any  steps  whatever  to  en- 
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sure  them  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  Not  a  word, 
not  a  syllable,  did  the  hon.  gentleman  say  upon  that  ques¬ 
tion,  or  as  to  our  fisheries,  although  he  knows  that,  within  a 
few  months,  our  treaty  with  the  United  States  will  expire, 
although  he  knows  that,  within  a  few  months,  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  the  most  valuable  market  of  the  Provinces  with  which 
he  is  specially  connected  may  be  taken  away  from  them. 
He  has  nothing  to  tell  us  on  all  those  important  questions ; 
he  preserves  an  ominous  silence,  and  perhaps  he  is  right, 
because,  unhappily,  his  policy  has  placed  us  in  a 
far  worse  position  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty 
than  we  were  in  before.  One  significant  thing  occurred  in 
the  recess,  to  which  no  allusion  was  made,  but  to  which  it 
is  well  that  we  should  allude,  because  it  shows,  in  a  very 
marked  degree,  the  extraordinarily  desperate  position  to 
which  the  public  mind  has  come  with  respect  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  country,  especially  in  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
I  allude  to  that  rather  remarkable  proposition  to  annex 
Jamaica  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Now,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  steps  taken  in  that  matter  were  not  taken  without 
some  concert  with  some  person  high  up  in  the  councils  of 
the  Dominion,  and  it  is  remarkable  that  when  that  matter 
was  first  alluded  to  in  the  press,  W6  found  that  the  paid  sub¬ 
sidised  Ministerial  organs,  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other,  took  up  that  project,  and  pointed  out  what  an  ex¬ 
tremely  desirable  thing  it  would  be  for  Canada  to  annex  an 
island  2,000  miles  off  in  the  Carribean  Sea ;  and  what  an 
extremely  desirable  thing  it  would  be  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  have  25  or  30  additional  supporters,  in  order 
that  he  might  be  prepared  for  the  worst  emergencies. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  deal  “and  I  do  not  know 
that  we  can  blame  him  too  much  for  that— he  did  not  deal 
much  in  forecasting  the  immediate  future.  I  fear,  Sir, 
from  old  experience,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  suppressed  a 
good  deal.  We  know  perfectly  well — and  there  are  gentlemen 
in  this  House  who  have  not  hesitated  to  tell  us,  although  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  preserved  a  discreet  silence — the  position 
in  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  are  placed. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  say  one  word  as  to  the  policy  of 
the  Government  on  that  head  ;  he  gave  us  very  little  indica¬ 
tion  as  to  what  we  might  expect.  Now,  Sir,  I  shall  not 
stop  at  present  to  analyse  the  various  remarkable  statements 
made  to  us  on  the  subject  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
although  I  did  nofice  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  told  us 
that  the  expenditure  he  had  incurred  was  likely 
to  give  us  railway  facilities  quite  unequalled  in  the 
world ;  and  if  the  statement  I  have  seen  as  to  the  grades  and 
curvatures  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  be  correct,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  we  are  likely  to  have  a  railway  in 
that  respect  quite  unequalled  in  the  world.  I  could  very 
well  believe  that  the  original  cart  road  proposed  to  be  laid 
in  British  Columbia  would  not  have  had  a  bit  steeper  grades 
than  those  which  appear  by  the  returns  to  be  permitted  by 
the  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  tell,  and  Ido 
not  know,  what  the  future  of  the  production  of  grain  will  be. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  prices  will,  for  along  period, continue 
to  rule  as  low  as  they  are  at  present ;  but  when  next  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  making  a  statement  of  our  prospects,  he  would 
do  well  to  remember  that  we  may  be  confronted  with  low 
prices  in  various  directions.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
there  has  been  a  large  diminution  in  the  production  of  lum¬ 
ber.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not,  I  suppose,  antbipate  any 
such  difficulties  as  we  had  to  contend  with  in  1877  and 
1878.  I  do  not  anticipate  them,  and  I  hope,  for  his  sake, 
and  for  the  sake  of  the  country,  that  he  will  not  have  to  face 
any  such  a  disastrous  period.  But  it  is  quite  possible  that 
the  value  of  imports  will  continue  to  fall,  and  that  on  account 
of  the  cessation  of  the  enormous  expenditure  going  on  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  there  may  bo  a  very  serious 
collapse;  that  there  may  be  a  heavy  reduction  in  the  total 
volume  of  our  imports,  and  consequently  of  the  revonue  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  He  recognises  that  contingency,  but  he 
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does  not  profess  to  make  any  preparation  on  that  account ; 
and  I  say  nothing  of  other  contingencies  that  may  occur, 
or  claims  that  may  be  made  upon  the  Government.  But 
these  are  things  that  cannot  be  omitted,  if  we  desire  to 
make  an  accurate  forecast  of  the  future ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  well  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  reviewing  the 
situation  of  the  country,  should  have  given  us  some  little 
more  idea  than  he  did,  as  to  how  he  proposes  to  deal  with 
the  serious  contingencies  that  may  arise,  or  in  the  event  of 
any  one — I  do  not  say  any  two  or  three — of  these  things  to 
which  I  have  called  attention,  taking  place.  Now,  Sir,  I 
have  once  or  twice  pointed  out,  though  not  in  this  place, 
the  political  issues  which  have  been  involved  by  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  colleagues,  when  they  bame  into  power  in  1867,  ought 
to  have  proposed,  I  think,  these  three  things  above  all 
others.  They  ought  to  have  endeavored  to  see  that  our 
Provinces  should  rely  upon  themselves.  I  have  never 
denied  that  there  were  difficulties  to  be  overcome  in  carrying 
on  our  Confederation.  It  required  much  mutual  forbearance 
and  concession  on  the  part  of  all  the  Provinces  who  brought 
it  about.  But  it  is  plain  to  every  man  acquainted  with  the 
debates  which  took  place,  or  acquainted  with  the  history 
of  the  United  States,  that  you  can  do  no  greater  injury  to 
Confederation  than  to  encourage  all  these  Provinces  into 
believing  that  when  they  get  into  difficulty  they  have  a 
right  to  have  recourse  to  the  general  Exchequer.  I  say  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  bis  colleagues,  by  their  conduct  in  that 
respect,  have  done  a  great  injury  to  their  own  cause.  They 
have  placed  us  at  a  great  dj,sadvantage  in  a  -comparison 
with  the  United  States,  and  they  have  not  pursued  the 
third  object  that  should  have  been  put  before  them,  that  is, 
the  speedy  development  of  the  ISorth-West.  I  want  to 
call  attention  to  the  effect  of  the  course  pursued  with  respect 
to  these  various  Provinces.  Unfortunately,  in  both  Ontario 
and  Quebec,  for  different  reasons,  grave  difficulties  exist.  We 
know  that  Quebec  has  been  making  demands  and  is  con¬ 
tinuing  to  make  demands  on  the  Dominion  Treasury  which 
it  may  be  difficult  to  grant  and  difficult  to  refuse;  and 
Ontario,  in  like  manner,  has  been,  through  the  mouths  of  her 
responsible  Ministers,  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
Ontario  has  claims  which  cannot  be  overlooked,  and  rights 
which  must  be  respected,  and  that  Ontario  must  insist  when 
grants  are  made  to  the  other  Provinces  that  like  grants  are 
made  to  her  who,  to  say  the  least,  pays  her  full  proportion 
of  the  revenue  which  the  hon,  gentleman  disburses.  When 
I  come  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  what  do  I  find  ?  Theirs,  I 
must  admit,  is  a  hard  case.  They  were  brought  into  this 
Confederation  by  distinct  promises  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  colleagues,  which  have  been  ruthlessly 
violated.  It  was  at  least  a  tacijb  understanding  that  no  such 
tariff  as  that  we  now  labor  under  should  be  imposed  upon 
them.  They  appear  to  be  injured  at  all  points.  They  are 
largely  an  importing  people,  a  maritime  and  fishing  people, 
and  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  such  a  tariff  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  imposed  can  be  otherwise  than  injurious  to  those 
Provinces.  'I  heir  trade  has  been  taken  away  at  both  ends. 
We  need  not  say  anything  of  the  city  of  St.  John,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  admits  it  is  in  a  distressed  condition  ;  but  I  may 
point  to  the  fact  that  some  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
friends  have  been  advocating  annexation  as  the  only  pos¬ 
sible  means  of  escape  from  the  distressed  position  in  which 
they  are  placed  ;  and  the  other  day  x-esolutions  were  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  Nova  Scotia  Assembly,  proposing  that  the 
Union  with  the  rest  of  Canada  should  be  dissolved,  and  that 
that  Province  should  resume  its  old  station  under  the 
Crown.  Then,  turning  to  the  North-West,  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  can  6ay  that  its  condition  is  one  that  he 
can  look  on  with  satisfaction.  There,  too,  primary  rights 
have  been  trampled  on.  Without  excuse,  and  in  defiance  of 
their  own  interests,  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  interfered 
with  the  development  of  that  country  and  have  probably 


prevented  many  thousands  of  most  excellent  settlers  from 
going  in  there.  I  say  nothing  of  their  land  policy,  which 
will  come  up  for  discussion  further  on  ;  but  if  these  hon. 
gentlemen  had  the  slightest  understanding  of  the  wants  of 
that  country,  they  would  sooner  have  cut  off  their  right 
hands  than  have  flung  away,  as  they  did  last  year, 
$30,000,000  of  the  people’s  money.  I  say  no  greater  blunder 
was  ever  committed  than  the  throwing  away  of  that  amount 
of  money  to  carry  a  railway  around  the  rocky  coast  of 
Lake  Superior  or  through  the  gorges  of  British  Columbia, 
when  one-tenth  of  that  sum,  judiciously  expended, would  have 
secured  for  that  North-West  country  200,000  settlers  within 
the  space  of  two  years.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentlemen  that  they 
have  not  yet  realised  the  extent  of  their  folly  with  respect  to 
that  country.  Had  they  left  it  alone  and  not  interfered  with 
its  natural  development,  it  would  have  been  in  a  much  more 
advanced  position  to-day.  Those  years  which  have  been 
thrown  away  are  true  seed  years ;  they  are  years  that 
cannot  return  ;  long  time  must  elapse  before  we  shall  find 
ourselves  in  half  as  favorable  a  position  as  we  were  before  the 
hon.  gentleman  chose  to  interfere  on  behalf  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  Not  only  have  we  to  begin  at  the  beginning, 
but  we  have  to  conquer  the  bad  reputation  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  established  for  themselves.  Hon.  gentlemen 
should  remember  that  it  is  only  too  true  at  this  moment 
that  there  are  about  a  million  of  native-born  Canadians  in  the 
United  States,  a  large  portion  of  whom  would  have  been  in 
Manitoba  but  for  the  maladministration  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  that  these  people  will  continue  to  attract  a 
very  large  number  of  their  fellow-countrymen  who,  under 
more  favorable  circumstances,  would  have  been  only  too 
happy  to  have  settled  under  the  British  flag.  Now,  I  have 
spoken  of  the  adverse  comparison  which  our  policy  compels 
everybody  to  make  between  it  and  that  of  the  United  States. 
I  have  pointed  out,  in  addition,  the  effect  of  our  fiscal  policy 
on  our  trade  with  Great  Britain ;  in  fact,  we  have  been 
treating  Great  Britain  worse  than  a  foreign  country.  The 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  me  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  has 
thrown  out  vague  and  lofty  promises  as  to  his  desire  to  co¬ 
operate  in  some  scheme  of  Confederation,  a  subject  as  to 
which,  however,  it  has  not  been  convenient  for  him  to  give 
us  any  indication  here ;  but  I  point  out  to  him  none  of  those 
things  can  be  done  without  large  contributions  from  our 
Exchequer,  and  the  House  knows  now  only  too  well  how 
difficult,  how  almost  impossible  it  is  for  us  to  contribute 
practically  or  effectually  to  anything  of  the  kind.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say  that  all  the  mischief  I  have  pointed  out  has 
been  due  to  protection.  If  it  has  been  due  to 
protection  indirectly,  it  has  been  more  due  to  the 
extravagance  of  the  present  Government,  to  their 
mistake  in  over-taxing  the  people  and  thus  acquiring  great 
surpluses,  the  possession  of  whioh  always  tempts  a  Govern¬ 
ment  to  gross  extravagance,  as  it  has  tempted  the  present 
Government.  But  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  with  us,  any 
more  than  with  the  United  States,  protection  in  itself  would 
have  have  been  anything  more  than  an  impediment.  What 
is  really  damaging  our  position  is  not  the  effect  of  the 
protective  system  so  much  as  the  effect  of  the  enormous 
extravagance  of  the  Administration.  I  desire  to  call  your 
attention  briefly  to  the  position  at  which  we  have  now 
arrived,  the  position  to  which  gentlemen  opposite  have 
brought  us.  Practically  speaking,  the  federal  taxation 
alone  will  involve,  according  to  my  calculation,  very  nearly 
one-sixth  of  the  income  of  our  people.  Practically  speaking 
— I  do  not  take  the  extravagant  estimates  of  the  Finance 
Minister,  but  my  own  much  more  moderate  estimate  of  the 
real  taxation — practically  speaking,  the  taxes  which  we  are 
levying  from  our  people  would  suffice  to  maintain  about 
130,000  families  in  comfort,  or  very  noarly  the  sixth  part  of 
our  whole  population.  The  efforts  of  the  Govexmment  to 
bring  people  into  this  country,  their  enormous  expenditui’e, 
the  so-called  National  Policy,  have  resulted  in  this,  that 


348 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


according  to  our  own  returns  and  statistics  there  is,  as  I 
have  said  just  now,  only  too  great  reason  to  fear  that  out  of 
every  native-born  Canadian  now  in  existence,  one  man  in  four 
is  to  be  found  in  the  United  States,  and  out  of  the  immigrants 
that  we  pay  for  and  bring  to  this  country,  three  out  of  four, 
if  not  nine  out  of  ten,  exclusive  of  those  who  go  to  Manitoba, 
find  their  way  to  the  United  States  also,  as  is  most  con¬ 
clusively  shown  by  the  census  returns  recently  laid  on  the 
table.  As  I  have  said,  the  population  in  our  chief  Provinces 
is  nearly  at  a  standstill,  the  outlying  Provinces  are  clamor¬ 
ing  for  annexation  as  a  remedy,  and  what  have  these  hon, 
gentlemen  done?  They  have  failed  to  get  reciprocity; 
they  have  failed — and  failed  utterly — to  make  com¬ 
mercial  treaties;  they  have  failed  in  colonising  the  North- 
West;  they  have  failed  entirely  to  restore  the  balance  of 
trade  or  equilibrium  between  exports  and  imports,  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  attached  so  much  importance  ;  so  that, 
instead  of  having  an  equilibrium,  the  imports  have  been 
$20,000,000  or  $30,000,000  more  than  the  total  volume  of 
exports.  They  have  failed  entirely  to  keep  their  promises 
in  the  matter  of  keeping  up  the  prices  of  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts  ;  they  have  failed  to  satisfy  the  Provinces,  for  every 
single  Province  in  the  Dominion  is  knocking  at  our  doors 
for  more  ;  they  have  failed  to  keep  the  advantage  they 
had  over  the  United  States  ;  they  have  failed  entirely  to 
keep  our  people  in  the  country,  and  they  have  failed  in 
obtaining  the  enormous  amount  of  revenue  which  they 
alleged  they  were  to  have  extracted  from  our  Dominion 
lands.  Why,  the  amount  of  revenue  extracted  from  those 
lands  will  not  pay  the  expense  of  surveying  them,  an 
expense  which  they  charged  to  capital  account ; 
but  their  course  has  not  been  an  entire  failure  ;  no  doubt 
they  have  succeeded  in  some  things.  They  succeeded  in 
producing  an  inflation  in  business;  they  have  succeeded  in 
turning  what  might  have  been  honest  prosperity  into  a  sort 
of  South  Sea  Bubble— or  North-West  Bubble,  if  you  choose 
to  call  it  so  ;  they  have  succeeded  in  creating  huge  mono¬ 
polies,  anti  they  have  succeeded,  to  a  very  great  extent,  by 
means  of  subsidies  to  the  press  and  by  other  similar  means, 
in  degrading  the  moral  sentiment  of  the  country.  If  the 
question  be  asked,  can  we  repair  this?  I  say  frankly  and 
candidly  that  the  effects  of  such  evils  as  these  are  likely  to 
be  very  lasting.  I  do  not  believe,  for  my  part,  they  will  be 
very  easily  removed.  I  fear  that  the  taint  has  gone  deep. 
One  of  the  worst  results  of  the  extravagance  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  this,  that,  to  a  very  great  extent,  and  for  a  very 
long  time  to  come,  it  will  tend  to  make  any  honest  govern¬ 
ment  impossible,  and  so  the  people  of  Canada  are  discover¬ 
ing  to  their  cost.  A  very  sharp  surgery  will  be  needed.  In 
these  six  years  our  position  has  altered  very  materially  for 
the  worse,  and  not  only  materially,  but  morally.  Our  case 
is  much  like  that  of  the  man  in  the  parable.  We  did 
succeed  in  casting  out  the  evil  spirit  of  18*73,  but  in  1878  he 
returned  again,  and  if  the  evil  spirit  did  not  quite  fulfil  the 
direction  of  the  parable  and  bring  seven  other  spirits 
worse  than  himself  with  him,  probably  it  was  because, 
having  searched  diligently,  he  could  not  find  them. 
I  say  that  we  have  wasted  great  opportunities;  I  say  that 
we  have  greatly  impaired  resources  which,  wisely  used, 
might  have  given  us  in  the  North-West  a  more  prosperous 
Province  than  any  we  now  possess ;  I  say,  moreover,  as  I 
pointed  out,  that  we  have  incurred  great  liabilities  to  which 
the  Finance  Minister  made  no  allusion,  but  which  will  un¬ 
doubtedly  have  to  bo  met.  I  admit  frankly  that  the  way  out 
of  this  is  not  going  to  be  easy,  that  it  will  be  painful,  tedious 
and  difficult.  It  is  true,  we  are  not  without  good  points  ;  it 
is  quite  true  that  all  over  Canada  at  present  food  is  cheap 
and  abundant,  and  is  likely,  for  many  years  to  come,  to  be 
cheap  and  abundant;  it  is  true,  we  have  great resoui-ces  in  our 
fertile  lands  which,  year  by  year  and  day  by  day,  will  become 
more  valuable,  because  a  very  large  proportion  of  equally 
good  country  in  the  United  States  is  likely  to  bo  used  for 
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other  purposes  than  wheat  growing.  I  know  that  there  are 
great  potential  resources  in  the  country,  and  that  in  time  we 
might  regain  the  vantage  ground  we  have  lost.  Moreover, 
it  is  quite  true  that,  in  spite  of  these  difficulties,  there 

is,  and  always  will  be  in,  a  country  like  this,  a  considerable 
growth,  even  though  it  be  in  a  one-sided  direction,  but  no 
man  can  consider  the  facts  I  have  laid  before  this  House 
and  say  that  the  increase  in  our  population,  that  our  pro¬ 
gress,  that  our  position,  are  at  all  such  as  we  had  a  right  to 
expect  they  would  be  when  we  first  entered  Confederation 
some  seventeen  years  ago.  X'  am  aware  that  in  stating  all 
the  facts,  I  have  been  obliged  to  state  some  very  unpalat¬ 
able  truths,  and  I  am  quite  prepared,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  and  their  press  and  friends  should  attack  me  in  any 
way  they  please ;  they  will  find  it  much  easier  to  attack 
me  than  to  refute  the  arguments  I  have  used.  These  gen¬ 
tleman  are  fond  of  declaring  that  my  speeches  are  mis¬ 
chievous  ;  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite  was  good  enough  to 
say  that  I  had  done  mischief  by  my  speeches,  not  only  in 
Canada  but  all  over  the  world.  It  is  not  my  speeches,  Sir, 
that  are  mischievous,  but  the  acts  that  call  them  forth.  It 
is  those  acts  and  not  my  speeches  that  have  done  injury 
here  and  elsewhere.  Now, I  say  it  is  for  us  to  face  the  facts. 
We  challenge  investigation.  This  is  the  third  time  at  least 
that  we  have  taken  issue  with  these  hon.  gentlemen.  We 
took  issue  with  them  in  1871  and  in  1873  and  in  1873,  and, 
had  our  advice  been  listened  to  then,  Canada  would  have 
been  the  richer  to-day  by  hundreds  of  millions  than  it  is. 
We  took  issue  with  them  in  1878,  when  they  entered  on  this 
foolish  mis-called  National  Policy,  of  which  they  will  in  a 
very  short  time  be  reaping  the  unpleasant  results.  We 
took  issue  with  them  in  1880  and  in  1881,  when  they  chose 
to  deliver  over  the  most  valuable  portion  of  this  continent 
in  posse,  if  not  in  esse,  to  a  monopoly,  the  like  of  which 
never  before  existed  in  any  country  under  the  sun; 
Again  we  take  issue  with  them,  and  we  say  that,  if 
they  persist  in  their  recklessness  and  go  on  piling  up  debt 
and  piling  up  expenditure  as  they  have  been  doing,  for  a 
year  or  two  more,  the  end  is  near.  We  tell  them 
that  there  is  less  real  union  among  our  people 
than  there  was  twelve  years  ago,  and  that  it 
is  their  maladministration  that  has  been  the  cause  of 

it.  Where  is  there  a  Province  that  has  not  got  some  separate 
grievance  of  its  own,  that  has  not  got  some  separate 
demand  ?  We  have  some  Provinces  alienated  from  us  by 
our  unjust  tariff.  We  find  that,  while  our  population 
remains  stationary,  our  debt  keeps  increasing  in  an  enor¬ 
mous  ratio,  the  like  of  which  has  never  been  known  or  seen 
in  Canada  before;  and  all  this  is  the  result, of  a  most  un¬ 
usual  combination  of  favorable  circumstances.  No  men 
could  have  had  better  fortune;  no  men  could  have  had 
greater  luck  ;  and  the  result  of  all  these  favorable  circum¬ 
stances  is,  that  they  have  dragged  us  a  great  deal  deeper 
into  debt,  that  they  have  enormously  added  to  our  expendi¬ 
ture,  and  that  they  have  driven  away  an  enormous 
mass  of  our  population.  I  say  in  conclusion,  and  I  say 
it,  not  as  a  matter  of  rhetorical  statement,  but  as  a  simple 
matter  of  fact,  capable  of  mathematical  demonstration,  that 
I  believe  to-day,  if  we  sat  down  and  counted  the  cost,  we 
would  find  that  this  country  has  lost  more  in  six  years  of 
evil  Government  relatively  to  its  population  and  its  resources 
than  the  people  of  the  United  States  did  in  the  four  years  of 
desperate  civil  war  which  immediately  preceded  the  for¬ 
mation  of  our  Confederation. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  desire  to  move  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  that  the  House 
should  go  into  committee  now  in  reference  to  the  resolu¬ 
tions  affecting  cigars,  and  should  take  the  report  of  the 
committo  before  adjourning. 
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Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itsolf  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Moans. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BL1KE.  There  may  bo  some  enquiry  needed  after 
wards,  and  I  suppose  wo  shall  have  the  same  privilege  as  ii 
we  were  in  committee  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Just  the  same. 

Resolutions  in  reference  to  the  duty  on  cigars  (p.  333) 
agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  it  is  expedient 
that  these  resolutions  should  take  effect  from  and  after  the 
4th  day  of  March  inst. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  resolutions  to  bo  reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  12:55  a.m., 
Wednesday. 
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Wednesday,  4th  March,  18.-5. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

BUI  (No.  80)  to  incorporate  the  Fort  McLeod  Ranche 
Telegraph  Company. — (Mr.  Ives.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  respecting  the  Canada  Co-operative  Supply 
Association  (Limited). — (Mr.  Curran.) 

Bill  (No.  82)  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Cameron, ‘Victoria.) 

Bill  (No.  83)  to  incorporate  the  Kootenay  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  of  British  Columbia. — (Mr.  Small.) 

AMHERST  AND  PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND  RAIL¬ 
WAY. 

Mr.  TOWNSHEND  moved  for  loave  to  introduce  a  Bill 
to  incorporate  the  Amherst  and  Prince  Edward  Island 
Railway  Company. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  Before  that  motion  is  car¬ 
ried  I  would  like  to  enquire  whether  the  rules  concerning 
the  introduction  of  Bills  have  been  complied  with  in 
reference  to  this  Bill.  I  may  say  that  in  connection  with 
this  Bill  I  was  present  several  times  before  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  and  I  there  found  that  the  necessary 
notices  had  not  been  given,  and  I  was  informed  by  the 
chairmain  of  the  committee  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
introduce  that  Bill  this  Session.  As  this  Bill  would  affect 
the  constituency  in  which  I  am  interested,  and  no  notice 
has  been  given  of  it  in  that  constituency,  I  think  it  is  un¬ 
fair  that  it  should  be  rushed  through  contrary  to  the  rules 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
to-day  have  reported  that  among  the  petitions  which  they 
examined  and  found  correct,  was  one  of  Moffatt  and  others, 
of  Amherst  County,  praying  for  an  Act  incorporating  the 
Amherst  and  Prince  Edward  Island  RaiLvay  Company. 

Mr.  WOOD.  Is  that  sufficient  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  supppose  that  the  report  is  tie  usual 
report  of  tho  Committee  on  Standing  Orders,  that  the 


notices  have  been  complied  with.  We  are  left  to  infer  that 
the  proper  notices  have  been  given. 

Mr.  BEATY.  The  matter  stands  in  this  shape :  Tho 
hon.  member  did  appear  before  the  committee  on  a  former 
occasion,  but  the  time  was  enlarged  so  that  notices  might 
be  proved.  Since  then,  evidence  of  publication  has  been 
produced,  and  the  committee  decided  to  report  favorably  on 
the  Bill.  We  regret  that  the  hon.  member  was  not  present, 
but  the  clerk  stated  he  had  notice  of  the  meeting ;  and  as 
the  notice  has  been  proved,  the  committee  saw  no  reason 
why  the  Bill  should  not  be  reported. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland).  No  notice  was  given  to  mo, 
and  I  am  bound  to  oppose  tho  Bill  at  tho  present  stage,  as 
it  will  affect  my  county. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understand  that  tho  rule  with  i*espect 
to  the  action  of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  is  this  : 
When  the  committee  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  notice 
was  such  as  to  actually  comply  with  the  rules,  they  simply 
report  the  fact.  But  when  they  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  notice  was  not  sufficient  they  state  the  fact  and  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it,  so  that  the  House  has  the 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  particular  question  upon  its 
merits.  The  committee  appears  to  have  deviated  from  the 
course.  It  seems  the  notice  was  not  sufficient  at  the  time, 
according  to  the  strict  rules. 

Mr.  BEATY.  The  committee  thought  there  was  not 
sufficient  reason  to  make  any  special  remarks  about  the 
matter. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  ought  to  know  on  each  occasion  upon 
which  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  has  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  notice  is  not  sufficient  on  the  day  on  which 
they  act,  and  a  recommendation  should  be  made  to  the  House. 
Such  committee  has  heretofore  recommended  that  the  notice 
be  deemed  adequate  and  the  Bill  allowed  to  proceed.  Then 
the  House  has  an  opportunity  of  considering  the  matter ; 
but  until  the  statement  was  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Westmoreland  (Mr.  Wood),  we  had  reasons  to  suppose  that 
the  rules  had  been  complied  with,  because  the  terms  of  tho 
report  are  such  as  have  hitherto  been  confined  to  that  class 
of  cases.  The  proper  course  for  the  hon.  member  for  West¬ 
moreland  (Mr.  Wood)  to  adopt  is,  to  move  that  such  portion 
of  the  report  as  refers  to  the  Bill  in  question  be  referred 
back  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  In  this  case  you  find  that  ono 
of  the  members  interested  in  this  matter,  because  his  county 
is  interested  in  it,  says  he  had  no  notice,  and  that  tho  com¬ 
mittee’s  report  as  presented  to  the  House  does  not  cover 
the  ground  ;  it  only  states  that  the  committee  considers  the 
notice  sufficient.  We  have  another  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  who  goes  further  and  says  that  the  time  fixed  by  the 
regulations  of  Parliament  have  not  been  complied  with  ; 
but  inasmuch  as  the  time  fixed  in  those  regulations  would 
expire  before  the  Bdl  could  reach  the  Railway  Committee, 
the  committee  decided  under  those  circumstances  they 
would  report  that  the  Bill  was  satisfactory.  An  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  (Mr.  Wood)  who  is  interested  in  the  project  claims 
there  should  be  more  timo  allowed.  It  would  be  proper  for 
the  motion  for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill  to  be  withdrawn, 
as  suggested  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  that  such 
portion  of  the  report  as  refers  to  this  matter  be  referred 
back  to  the  committee  to  give  them  time  to  report  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  rule. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland)  moved  that  so  much  of  the 
report  as  refers  to  the  Bill  to  incorporate  the  Amherst  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  Company  be  referred  back 
to  the  Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  As  I  see  the  right  hon.  Premier  in 
his  place,  I  would  like  to  ask  him,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  bring  down  the  list 
of  Grand  Trunk  stockholders,  which  was  ordered  by  the 
House  last  Session. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  prepared  to- 
bring  it  down  because  I  have  not  got  it  to  bring  down.  As 
I  understand,  my  hon.  friend  moved  for  this  return  by  an 
Order  of  the  House.  The  Order  was  granted  and  was  sent 
in  the  ordinary  way  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  his 
Department  sent  it  to  the  Railway  Department,  seeing  that 
it  was  a  railway  matter.  They  however  did  not  communi¬ 
cate  it  to  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  got  buried  there,  I  suppose. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  have,  however,  sent 
it  to  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  they  have  forwarded  it  to  Eng¬ 
land  in  order  to  get  the  list. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  is  all  right  ;  we  will  got  it  some 
time  or  other.  I  would  also  ask  the  Premier  at  what  timo 
ho  will  send  us  down  the  agreement  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Grand  Trunk  about  the  million  pounds  ster¬ 
ling. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  reminded  me  of  it;  I  will  hunt  it  up  and  bring  it 
down . 

TEMPORARY  LOANS  TO  GOVERNMENT  BY  BANKS 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked.  What  is  the  total  amount  of 
temporary  loans  made  by  the  Government  from  banks  up 
to  February  25th,  the  date  and  amount  of  each  loan  and 
from  what  bank  made,  and  the  terms  of  each  loan  as  to 
time — whether  upon  a  call  or  otherwise  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  There  was  a  loan  to  the 
Government  by  the  Merchants’  Bank  on  the  7th  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  1884,  of  $500,000  for  six  months ;  by  the  Imperial 
Bank,  on  the  17th  December,  1884,  of  $250,000  for  six 
months ;  by  the  City  and  District  Savings  Bank,  on  the  9th 
of  January,  1885,  $250,000  for  eight  months  and  $250,000 
for  twelve  months;  and  on  the  18  th  of  February,  $250,000, 
for  six  months;  by  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  on  the  1st  of 
February,  1885,  $2,000,000  for  eight  months;  total  in 
Canada,  $1,500,000.  In  England — the  London  and  West¬ 
minster  Bank,  on  the  1st  of  January,  1885,  £1,300,000 
sterling  for  six  months ;  from  Baring  Bros.  &  Co.,  at 
various  dates,  and  Glynn,  Mills  &  Co.,  for  Baring,  Mills  & 
Co  ,  £233,986  12s.  91,  due  in  September,  1885;  from  Glynn, 
Mills,  Curry  &  Co.,  £267,500,  due  in  September,  1885; 
total  in  England,  £1,801,486  12s.  9d.,  in  all  about  $12,- 
500,000. 

SHORT  LINE  SURVEY  FROM  ST.  CHARLES 
STATION. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  issued  orders  for  an  instrumental  survey  of  the 
line  beginning  at  St.  Charles  Station,  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  passing  by  the  second  range  of  the  Township  of 
Montmagny  near  River  Du  Sud,  and  thence  towards  Seven 
Islands  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  has  been  no  appli¬ 
cation  for  this  survey  in  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RELIEF. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  pi’opose  any  measure  for  the  relief  of  the 
Sir  Hector  Langevin. 
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Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  from  its  embarrass¬ 
ments  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  has  been  no  appli¬ 
cation  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  pro¬ 
pose  a  measure  of  relief  from  its  embarrassments. 

INTEREST  OF  LOANS  TO  THE  CANADIAN  PACIFIC 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  has  paid  to  the  Government  any,  and  if  so, 
what  amounts  for  interest  on  the  loans  of  last  Session  ;  and 
at  what  dates  ?  If  not,  has  any,  and  if  so,  what  arrangement 
has  been  made  as  to  such  interest  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  All  the  interest  due  on  the 
loans  made  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  up  to 
the  present  day  have  been  paid,  and  the  following  are  the 
amounts:  $147,136.87,  on  the  17th  August,  1884;  $273,750.78 
on  the  12th  of  September,  1884,  and  $147,769.24  on  the  17th 
February,  1885. 

APPRAISER  OF  CUSTOMS  AT  SUMMERSIDE. 

Mr.  YEO  asked,  Why  was  the  office  of  appraiser  of  Cus¬ 
toms  at  Summerside  abolished,  and  who  at  present  is  acting, 
and  what  is  his  pay  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  office  of  appraiser  at  Port  Sum¬ 
merside  was  abolished  on  tne  1st  of  September,  1879,  the 
service  of  the  officer  not  being  required.  The  collector  is, 
by  virtue  of  his  office,  the  appraiser,  and  his  salary  is  $900 
per  annum. 

SUPERANNUATION  OF  J.  B.  SCHURMAN. 

Mr.  YEO  asked,  Why  was  the  locker,  Mr.  J.  B.  Schur- 
man,  superannuated,  and  who  at  present  fills  his  place,  and 
at  what  salary  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Schurman  was  superannuated  on 
account  of  age,  and  his  services  were  no  longer  required. 
There  being  nothing  for  him  to  do  no  successor  was 
appointed,  and  consequently  no  salary  was  paid. 

COLLECTOR  OF  INLAND  REVENUE  AT  SUMMER- 

SIDE. 

Mr.  YEO  asked,  Why  was  the  collector  of  Inland 
Revenue  at  Summerside  discharged,  and  who  is  at  present 
filling  his  office,  and  at  what  salary  ? 

Mr.„COSTIGAN.  The  services  of  the  collector  of  Inland 
Revenue  at  Summerside  were  dispensed  with  on  the 
repeated  reports  of  our  inspector  that  he  was  entirely  unfit 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office,  that  he  made  not  even 
a  pretence  of  keeping  accounts,  and  that  he  was  so  infirm 
as  to  be  unable  to  attend  to  the  office.  No  successor  was 
appointed,  the  work  has  been  done  by  the  staff,  and  there 
is  no  salary  paid  for  the  office. 

ETCHEMIN  RIVER  LINE. 

Mr.  LESAGE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  have 
come  to  a  decision  as  to  an  instrumental  survey  of  the  line 
by  the  valley  of  the  river  Etchemin,  of  which  a  baro¬ 
metrical  survey  has  already  been  made  by  Messrs.  Light 
and  Wicksteed  ?  If  so,  when  will  the  survey  bo  commenced  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  barometrical  survey 
has  been  made,  and  the  Government  are  now  considering 
the  question  of  an  instrumental  survey. 

IMMIGRANT  SHEDS  AT  MEDICINE  HAT. 

Mr.  WATSON  asked,  Did  the  Government  call  for 
tenders  for  the  construction  of  the  immigrant  sheds  at 
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Medicine  Hat,  or  was  tho  contract  let  without  tenders  being 
asked  for  ? 

Sir  HECTO  R  LANGEVIN.  Tenders  were  called  for  the 
construction  of  the  immigrant  sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  in 
the  papers  of  Winnipeg,  Emerson,  Minnedosa,  Morris, 
Rogina,  McLeod,  St.  Boniface  and  Selkirk. 

STAGE  LINES  TO  AND  FROM  FORT  McLEOD. 

Mr.  WATSON  asked,  Have  tho  Government  subsidised 
a  stage  line  between  Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  McLeod,  as 
well  as  a  stage  line  between  Calgary  and  Fort  McLeod  ?  If 
so,  who  are  the  contractors  and  by  what  route  are  the 
mails  to  and  from  Fort  McLeod  carried  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  no  subsidised  stage  line  be¬ 
tween  Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  McLeod.  There  is  a  contract 
for  carrying  the  mails  between  Calgary  and  Fort  McLeod. 
The  contractor  is  Mr,  J.  Stewart.  The  route  is  direct  from 
Calgary  to  Fort  McLeod. 

MOUNTED  POLICE  BARRACKS. 

Mr.  WATSON  asked,  Were  tenders  advertised  for  by 
the  Government  for  the  erection  of  mounted  police  bar¬ 
racks  at  several  points  in  the  North-West  Territories  before 
the  contracts  were  let  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  not  been  the  prac¬ 
tice  heretofore  to  advertise  for  tenders  for  the  erection  or 
repair  of  mounted  police  barracks.  The  services  of  the 
men  being  largely  utilised  for  that  purpose. 

GRANT  FOR  WHARVES  ON  PRINCE  EDWARD 
ISLAND. 

Mr.  DAVIES  asked,  Whether  the  sum  of  $53,222.19 
voted  last  Session  to  the  Government  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  for  tho  construction  and  maintenance  of  certain 
wharves  on  said  Island  has  been  paid  to  that  Government? 
If  so,  at  what  date  ?  Was  that  Government  required  to 
sign  a  receipt  in  full  of  all  claims  on  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  in  relation  to  thoso  wharves  as  provided  for  in  the 
Minute  of  Council  agreeing  to  the  payment  of  the  money  ? 
If  not,  was  any  other,  and  what  agreement  come  to  with 
reference  to  the  claim  of  the  Island  Government,  and  is  it 
intended  to  pay  the  latter  Government  any  further  and  what 
amount  on  account  of  said  wharf  claims  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  it  would  be  much  more  convenient  to  embody  this 
que  tion  in  an  order  lor  papers.  It  he  does  so  they  will 
be  brought  down  immediaiely. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  But  I  do  not  know  that  anything  has 
boon  done. 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  Tho  fact  that  I  suggest 
that  to  the  hon,  gentleman  shows  that  something  has  been 
done. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to 
transform  this  into  a  notice  of  motion  ?  If  he  does,  I  will 
move  for  a  return. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  will  come  at  tho  proper 
place. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  give  me  an 
answer  or  decline  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  said  that  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  made  the  motion,  it  would  be  granted  and  we  would 
bring  down  the  papers.  But  ho  must  see  that  this  is  beyond 
an  ordinary  question  ;  I  cannot  come  down  and  read  all 
these  papers  ;  it  is  really  one  of  those  questions  that  should 
be  embodied  in  a  notice  of  motion.  We  do  not  intend  to 


refuse  the  papers ;  on  the  contrary,  thoy  will  be  brought 
down  as  soon  as  the  motion  is  made. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  GOLD  RESERVE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  since  1st  January,  1884,  between  the 
Minister  of  Finance  and  any  of  the  bsnk9  of  the  Dominion  in  reference 
to  withdrawals  of  gold  from  the  Government,  together  with  a  state¬ 
ment  of  all  sums  of  gold  imported  by  Government  from  the  1st  January, 
1884. 

Ho  said  :  in  moving  for  this  return  I  des're  to  say  that  at 
the  present  moment  the  amount  of  our  gold  reserve  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  our  total  liabilities  appears  to  me  to  be  exceed¬ 
ingly  small.  I  will  require  to  go  back  a  little  in  order  to 
explain  to  the  House  why  I  entertain  that  opinion.  The 
elder  members  of  this  House  no  doubt  recollect  that  almost 
immediately  before  the  formation  of  the  Confederation  the 
Government  being  then  in  great  straits  for  want  of  money, 
practically  seized  upon  one-half  of  the  gold  reserve  thereto¬ 
fore  held  by  the  banks,  and  substituted  for  that  reserve 
their  own  legal  tender  notes.  Now,  I  do  not  want  to  dis¬ 
cuss  that  original  measure  further  than  to  say  that  I  Opposed 
it  at  the  time,  believing  that  it  would  perilously  reduco  the 
total  amount  of  gold  held  in  the  Dominion,  which 
1  thought  was  quite  as  small  as  a  country  in  our  posi¬ 
tion  ought  to  hold.  After  I  became  Finance  Minister, 

I  took  steps  at  once  to  increase  the  amount  of  our 
reserve  of  gold ;  I  altered  the  law  in  such  fashion  that 
after  we  issued  $9,000,000  worth  of  notes,  we  were  com¬ 
pelled  to  hold  up  to  $12,000,000  at  least,  50  per  cent,  in 
gold.  After  $12,000,000  were  issued,  we  held  dollar  for 
dollar.  I  may  also  state  that  that  step  was  taken  not  only 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  greater  security  to  our  note¬ 
holders,  but  also  because  it  was  found  that  the  amount 
borrowed  at  call  from  the  people  through  the  medium  of 
the  savings  banks  was  increasing.  Later  on  this  measure 
was  repealed,  and  the  present  measure  substituted,  which 
reduces  the  total  amount  of  gold  held  by  the  Government  to 
15  per  cent,  of  the  total  note  issue  without  any  reference  to 
the  amount  of  that  note  issue ;  and  it  provides  that  10 
per  cent,  are  to  be  held  in  notes  guaranteed  by  the 
Imperial  Government.  I  desire  to  call  the  special 
attention  of  the  House  to  this.  In  1866  the 
position  of  the  banks  of  Canada  was  as  follows  : 
On  the  1st  of  January,  1866,  the  various  banks  hold 
$7,594,000  in  gold  against  a  total  liability  of  $43,000,000. 
A  little  after  that  date,  as  I  have  said,  the  Government  took 
possession  of  a  large  portion  of  the  gold.  In  1878,  the 
position  of  the  Government  gold  reserve  was  as  follows : 
We  had  on  tho  1st  of  July,  in  gold,  $2,519,000,  and  our 
total  liabilities  payable  at  call,  whether  they  were  in  notes 
or  for  savings  bank  deposits,  amounted  to  $  18, 900, 000,  so  that 
against  $18,900,000  we  held  an  available  reserve  of  gold  of 
$2,519,000.  We  had  also  at  that  moment  a  large  amount  of 
guaranteed  securities,  although  they  were  not  specifically 
pledged  as  security  for  our  notes  and  savings  bank  deposits. 
Now,  by  the  return  in  the  Gazette,  I  find  that  on  the  1st  of 
February  last,  we  had  $2,610,000  in  gold,  against  a  total 
liability  for  notes  and  savings  bank  deposits  of  $47,750,000, 
in  round  numbers ;  so  that  although  we  had  added  very 
nearly  $30,000,000  to  our  liabilities,  payable  at  call,  we  had 
not  increased  our  gold  reserve  at  all,  or  only  to  the  extent  of 
a  fow  thousand  dollars.  It  is  quite  true  there  is  tho  sum  of 
£600,000,  not  quite  $3,000,000,  guaranteed  bonds,  which 
are,  as  I  understand,  by  law  specifically  pledged  for  this 
purpose.  Nevertheless,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  it 
is  expedient  for  us  to  reduce  our  total  holding  of 
gold  to  the  sum  I  have  named.  Anbody  who  chooses 
to  compare  our  bank  returns  of  to-day  will  see  that  at  this 
moment,  with  total  liability  on  the  part  of  our  banks  of 
$133,000,000,  wo  only  hold  about  as  much  gold  as  we  did  in 
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1866  when  our  total  liabilities  were  only  $43,000,000,  the 
remainder  of  the  cash  reserves  being  made  up  of  about 
$11,000,000  of  Dominion  notes.  The  exact  figures  are  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  On  the  1st  of  February,  1885,  the  gold  held  by  the 
various  banks  amounted  to  $1,620,000  and  the  Dominion 
notes  held  by  them  to  $11,923,000.  Now  the  gold  and  also 
the  Dominion  notes  represent  that  amount  of  cash  which 
the  banks  hold  to  be  an  adequate  reserve  for  their 
$133,000,000.  It  bears  nearly  the  same  proportion,  not 
quite  one-sixth,  to  their  liabilities,  which  the  gold  they 
held  in  1866  did.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  the  banks 'had  been 
left  to  their  own  devices,  there  would  have  been,  at  present 
at  least  $20,000,000  gold  held  by  them  as  against  any  calls 
that  might  be  made  upon  them.  At  present  they  only 
hold  $7,600,000,  and  the  Government  hold  $2,600,000,  so 
that  in  point  of  fact  all  the  gold  in  Canada  is  just  about  one- 
half  of  what  it  would  have  been,  in  the  natural  course  of 
things,  had  no  interference  been  made.  It  is  quite  true 
that  it  is  not  very  likely  that  any  very  large  amount  either 
of  savings  bank  or  post  office  deposits  will  be  called  upon, 
at  the  same  it  is  quite  possible  that  circumstances  may  occur 
which  may  produce  a  sharp  withdrawal  of  them,  and  that  is  a 
thing  that  should  be  carefully  taken  into  our  reckoning. 
We  are,  at  this  moment,  practically  carrying  on  a  very 
large  banking  business.  We  have  a  bank  note  issue  of 
$ttT,660,000,  we  have  also  borrowed  from  the  people  at  call 
$31,000,000,  so  that  we  owe  $48,000,000  in  round  numbers, 
against  which  wo  hold  in  gold  only  $2,600,000.  It  is  quite 
true  that  we  hold,  or  did  hold,  a  considerable  amount  ot 
guaranteed  securities;  no  doubt  those  are  a  very  valuable 
class  of  securities,  no  doubt,  when  reasonable  notice  is  given, 
the  Finance  Minister  can  from  time  to  time  obtain  gold  for 
them.  But  I  submit  that  notwithstanding  all  that,  that  so 
large  liabilities  as  $47,000,000  would  justify  us,  on  ordinary 
banking  principles,  in  holding  a  very  much  more  consider¬ 
able  reserve  in  gold  than  the  very  small  sum  of  $2,600,000  ; 
I  submit  further  it  is  doubly  desirable  in  this  country  that 
the  Government  should  be  fortified  with  a  large  amount  of 
gold,  because  our  position  is  considerably  worse  than  those 
of  other  countries  where  the  circulation  is  dependent  on  a 
gold  basis.  In  the  United  States  the  Government  have  in 
their  possession  an  enormous  amount  of  gold  and  silver  bul¬ 
lion.  I  think  that  at  present  they  are  the  largest  gold 
holders  in  the  world,  in  any  case,  they  bold  an  enormous 
sum  which  would  be  available  in  case  of  any  dis¬ 
turbance  in  thoir  markets.  Then  in  England  there 
is  a  very  large  amount  of  gold  in  circulation,  because 
there  the  bank  notes  in  use  are  of  very  much  higher  denom¬ 
inations  than  our  own.  I  doubt  whether  it  would  be  safe 
for  us  to  hold  bank  deposits  as  a  sufficient  reserve  against 
these  large  liabilities  in  Dominion  notes  and  deposits  on 
call.  I  doubt  this  for  the  excellent  reason  that  in  a  time  of 
stringency  and  contraction,  by  drawing  on  these  bank  de¬ 
posits  the  Government  would  only  aggravate  the  evil,  and 
the  securities,  whether  they  be  our  own  or  guaranteed 
securities,  are  not  by  any  means,  a  perfect  equivalent  for 
gold.  I  do  not  know  and  I  intend  to  ask  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  to  state  what  he  has  done  with  this  £600,000  sterling. 
He  has  imported  a  fair  amount  of  gold,  and  I  desire  to 
know  whether,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  that  gold,  he 
found  it  necessary  to  pledge  or  to  dispose  of  any  part  of  the 
£600,000  guaranteed  4  percents.  But  wholly  apa>t  from 
that,  even  if  there  had  been  no  inconvenience  in  dealing 
with  this  question  of  gold  reserve  and  of  the  withdrawals  of 
gold  on  the  part  of  the  banks,  it  would  be  desirable  on 
general  principles  that  a  Government  having  such  huge 
liabilities  should  strengthen  their  hands  and  should 
hold  something  more  than  the  exceedingly  small 
amount  of  gold  which  they  now  hold.  I  am  informed,  and 
it  was  freely  stated  in  the  public  prints,  that  all  through 
last  year,  very  considerable  practical  inconvenieuce  resulted 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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from  the  small  amount  of  gold  held  by  the  Government;  I 
am  informed  that  demands  wore  often  made  by  the  banks 
to  the  Finance  Department  for  gold,  to  which  it  was  found 
exceedingly  inconvenient  to  accede ;  I  have  been  told  that 
in  point  of  fact  there  was  almost  a  feud  between  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  banks,  the  banks  wanting  the  go  d  and  the 
Department  finding  it  exceedingly  inconvenient  to  give  it, 
that  remonstrances,  written  or  verbal,  wore  addressed  by 
the  hon.  Minister  or  his  Deputy,  on  several  occasions,  to 
several  banks  which,  in  the  natural  course  of  business, 
wished  to  withdraw  gold  for  Government  legal  tenders.  If 
that  be  the  case,  I  say  it  is  very  unfortunate,  and  I  say  it  is 
desirable  the  Government  of  Canada  should  be  in  a  position 
to  retire  at  call  all  its  own  tenders  which  the  banks  may 
require  the  Government  to  retire.  I  am  quite  aware  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  incorporated  a  provision  requiring  the 
banks  to  hold  a  large  percentage  of  their  cash  reserves  in 
legal  tenders,  but  the  more  stringent  is  the  rule  the  more 
the  hon.  Minister  should  see  it  is  not  worked  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  the  public.  If  the  banks  see  fit  to  reduce  their  cash 
reserve  and  to  send  in  a  demand  for  gold,  they  should  not 
be  told  that  the  Government  considered  their  proceeding  a 
very  unfriendly  one.  Judging  by  the  statement  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  laid  on  the  Table,  it  appears  to  me  great 
inconvenience  might  arise  should  a  stringency  unfortun¬ 
ately  occur  in  the  money  market  in  the  great  money  centres. 
Every  day  it  is  becoming  more  and  more  clear  that,  when 
money  stringencies  occur,  they  are  likely  to  occur  very 
nearly  simultaneously  all  the  world  over.  It  is  very  pro¬ 
bable  that  stringencies  might  occur  within  a  very  short 
space  of  time  in  Now  York  and  London  and  Paris  and 
other  great  centres.  Then  very  likely  there  would  be  a 
demand  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian  banks  for  gold,  and, 
with  the  very  small  reserve  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
possesses  and  looking  at  the  serious  liabilities  he  has  in¬ 
curred,  very  grave  and  very  unfortunate  results  might 
happen  unless  our  reserves  are  strengthened.  There  is  due 
at  call  or  on  very  short  notice  for  the  savings  banks  deposits 
and  notes  an  amount  of  $47,700,000.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  just  told  us  that  ho  has  bor-owed  some  $12,500,000  at 
short  dates,  all  of  which,  I  think,  matures  within  four  or 
five  months  ;  also,  that  he  has  given  notice  in  London  abso¬ 
lutely  and  positively  to  repay  $25,000,000  on  the  1st  July, 
and  it  is  well  known  to  this  House  that  there  are  constant 
expenditures  going  on  on  capital  account  which  will 
probably  compel  him  between  this  and  the  1st  July 
to  borrow  other  large  sums  of  money,  possibly  not  less 
than  $10,000,000,  or  it  may  be  $12,000,000.  It  appears 
to  me,  in  reference  to  all  these  facts,  that,  if  circumstances 
should  arise  under  which  the  banks  would  require  to  draw 
large  sums  of  money  from  the  Government,  to  exchange 
large  amounts  of  these  legal  tenders  for  notes,  very  serious 
mischief  might  accrue  unless  the  gold  reserve  is  strength¬ 
ened.  I  do  not  want  just  at  this  moment  to  complicate  the 
discussion  by  offering  any  suggestions,  but  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  and  the  attention  of  the  country 
to  the  fact  that,  in  the  actual  working  at  this  moment,  as 
evidenced  by  what  took  place  last  year,  considerable  prac¬ 
tical  inconvenience  has  accrued  from  our  having  so  small 
an  amount  of  gold  considering  our  large  liabilities  ;  and  to 
press  upon  the  Finance  Minister  the  extreme  desirability  of 
strengthening  his  hands  and  providing  himself,  under  these 
circumstances,  by  holding  a  larger  amount  of  gold,  if  nece  - 
sary,  than  the  law  requires,  for  such  demands  as  were  made 
before  and  may  at  any  moment  be  made  again.  With  a 
view  of  giving  the  hon.  gentleman  the  opportunity  of 
stating  his  own  views  on  the  subject  and  also  of  giving  us 
such  information  as  he  has  as  to  what  he  has  done  with  the 
£600,000  guaranteed  by  the  Imperial  Government — whether 
that  is  still  actually  in  his  possession  or  whether  he  has 
pledged  it  or  disposed  of  it  in  any  way  for  the  purpose  of 
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obtaining  gold — and  also  ascertaining  if  possible  what  cor¬ 
respondence  has  passed  between  him  and  the  various  banks, 
I  bog  to  submit  the  motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  There  can  be  no  objection  to 
furnishing  the  returns  asked  for  by  the  hen.  member.  I 
might  say  to  him,  however,  that  thei’e  is  no  correspondence 
between  the  Finance  Minister  and  the  banks  since  the  date 
named.  There  has  been  some  official  correspondence 
between  the  Deputy  Minister  and  some  of  the  banks  daring 
my  absence  last  summer. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  we  can  amend 
the  motion,  or  will  you  bring  that  down  without  the  amend¬ 
ment  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes  ;  I  will  consider  that  it 
includes  the  Deputy  Minister.  The  hon.  member  has  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  position  in  which  the  law 
stands  at  present  with  reference  to  the  security  for  the  gold 
that  is  required  to  be  held  and  other  securities  for  the 
redemption  of  the  Dominion  notes,  and  he  has  also  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  large  amount  that  is  duo  to 
the  savings  bank.  I  think  there  is  very  little  to  be  feared 
with  reference  to  the  savings  bank  deposits.  They  are 
separate  and  distinct  from  the  note  circulation.  I  think, 
when  I  refer  to  the  fact  that,  during  the  five  years  from  1814 
to  1879,  during  the  depression  that  existed  at  that  time, 
there  was  an  increase  in  the  deposits  in  the  bank  amount¬ 
ing  to  $1,900,000,  that  is  an  evidence  that, 
judging  from  the  present  condition — gloomily  I  have 
no  doubt  considered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
moves  this  resolution — there  is  very  little  chance  of  any 
considerable  sum  being  called  for  over  and  above  the  de¬ 
posits  that  are  made.  I  think  we  are  perfectly  safe  in  that 
respect,  especially  when  the  temptations  and  inducements 
are  so  great  as  the  hon.  gentleman  pointed  out  yesterday 
in  the  interest  given  to  the  100,000  depositors  in  the  sav¬ 
ings  banks  of  Canada.  As  to  the  change  in  the  law  since  1878 
with  reference  to  the  gold  that-is  to  be  held,  he  has  stated 
that  in  1878  the  Government  were  required  to  hold  25  per 
cent,  of  gold  up  to  $9,000,000,  from  $9,000,000,  to  $12,000,- 
000  50  per  cent,  additional,  or  $1,500,000  for  the  additional 
$3,000,000,  and  for  all  abovo  $12,000,000,  dollar  for  dollar. 
That  was  practically  providing  that  the  circulation  should 
never  go  beyond  $12,000,000,  because  the  Government 
would  never  put  out  a  circulation  for  which  they  would 
have  to  hold  dollar  for  dollar  in  gold.  There  was  no  advan¬ 
tage  in  that  at  all.  That  was  amended,  and  we  were 
authorised  to  issue  $20,000,000  circulation,  and  15  per  cent, 
of  that  was  to  be  held  in  gold,  and  10  per  cent,  in  securities 
guaranteed  by  the  Imperial  Government.  There  has  been 
little  or  no  inconvenience  resulting  from  that  down  to  the 
present  time.  The  amounts  withdrawn  by  the  Government 
from  year  to  year,  whenever  they  had  to  provide  for  the 
demands  of  the  banks,  have  not  been  exorbitant,  and  I  think 
it  is  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  gontleman  should  have  stated 
here  that  difficulties  have  arisen  during  the  last  year 
when  demands  were  made  to  which  it  was  found  difficult  or 
inconvenient  to  respond.  That  requires  some  little  explana¬ 
tion,  and  I  may  say  that  there  was  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
meeting  the  demands  that  were  made,  only  that  it  required 
to  be  done  at  the  expense  of  the  country  in  importing  that 
gold  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  payments!  Never  was 
there  an  application  made  that  was  not  responded  to,  but  I 
state,  as  I  have  stated  before,  that  the  Government  have,  in 
addition  to  the  amount  held  in  the  banks,  various  amounts 
from  $2,000,000  to  $3,000,000  over  the  15  per  cent, 
in  gold  required  by  law,  and  those  are  generally  left  in 
the  banks  without  interest.  This  has  had  this  effect  that, 
if  the  Bank  of  Montreal  or  any  other  bank  held,  in  the 
moneys  they  received  from  customs  and  excise  and  post 
office,  $300,000  or  half  a  million  not  paying  interest,  it 
was  a  question  for  them  to  consider  whether  they  would  ask 


for  gold  from  the  Government  as  tho  Government  would 
call  upon  them  to  pay  up  the  money,  or  whether  they  would 
refrain  from  asking  for  gold.  The  correspondence  will  show 
that,  when  some  of  the  banks,  in  May  or  June  last,  were 
asking  for  considerable  sums  of  money,  they  wore  informed 
that,  if  they  continued  to  draw  the  gold,  the  Government 
would  be  under  tho  necessity  of  drawing  upon  them 
for  the  balance  in  their  hands  to  provide  that  gold. 
Sir,  in  June  £200,000  of  gold  was  imported  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  meet  the  demands  that  were  made.  I  do  not  at 
the  present  moment  know  how  much  gold  we  have  had  to 
import  during  the  past  year,  but  the  return  asked  for  will 
show  the  amount  exactly.  At  that  time  it  was  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  sell  any  portion  of  the  4  per  cent,  guaranteed 
securities  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  that  gold,  and 
about  the  month  of  January  last,  in  order  to  meet  the 
advances  that  had  been  made  by  our  agents  in  England, 
£200,000  oFtho  £600,000  was  disposed  of  by  our  agents  in 
London—I  am  quite  sure  £150,000  were  sold ;  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  the  other  £50,000  was  sold  or  not,  but 
1  know  they  have  authority  to  sell  £200,000  when  a  favor¬ 
able  opportunity  offers.  Therefore,  as  the  circulation  under 
the  authority  of  law  cannot  exceed  $20,000,000,  it  is  only 
necessary  that  we  should  hold,  undor  the  provisions  of  tho 
law,  £400,000  or  less  of  the  guaranteed  bonds  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government,  At  present,  I  think,  the  circulation  is 
something  like  $15,000,000  or  $16,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  $16,000,000. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY*  We  reduced  the  circulation  a 
million  about  the  1st  of  February,  because  we  found  tho 
amounts  held  by  the  banks  were  considerably  in  excess  of 
the  40  per  cent,  required  to  be  held  as  a  portion  of  their 
reserve.  But  the  whole  matter  has  changed  since  1878, 
because  the  amendment  to  the  Banking  Act  required  that 
40  per  cent,  of  their  reserve  should  be  held  in  Dominion 
notes,  and  so  far  as  that  amount  goes  we  cannot  very  well 
be  called  upon  for  it ;  and  tho  one  dollar,  two  dollar  and 
four  dollar  notes  have  gone  up  to  something  like  $6,000,000 
the  last  year  or  two.  This  is  in  the  hands  of  the  public, 
and  is  not  presented  for  gold  except  in  small  sums.  The 
notes  presented  for  gold  are  $100  and  $1,000,  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  transactions  between  the  banks,  and  there  has 
been  no  difficulty  in  .providing  it.  But  it  is  just  a  question 
now  whether,  instead  of  leaving  in  the  banks  the  entire 
sum  of  money  that  may  be  necessary  to  meet  any  demand 
that  may  be  made  for  gold,  we  ought  to  strengthen  our 
reserve  and  keep  it  in  gold,  or  whether  we  ought  to  leave 
it  as  we  have  been  doing,  and  as  the  hon.  member 
did  himself.  But  there  is  no  fear  whatever  of  any 
difficulty  arising.  The  only  question  is  as  to  what  the 
Government  would  lose  in  the  importation  of  gold  to  meet 
any  demands  that  may  bo  made ;  and  with  the  view  of 
keeping  that  in  hand,  as  I  say,  the  Government  have 
reduced  the  circulation  a  million  within  the  last  month. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  hon.  member  may  rest  perfectly 
easy  with  reference  to  the  character  of  these  notes,  and  as 
to  the  probability  of  their  being  redeemed  in  gold  when 
they  are  presented.  We  consider  that  the  provisions  of  the 
law  are  ample,  and  that  we  have  taken  the  precautions 
necessary  on  that  subject  to  strengthen  our  position  by 
keeping  a  vory  considerable  reserve  in  the  bank  available 
to  purchase  gold  if  necessary. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  horn  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  has  thought  it  his  duty  to  warn  the 
Government  as  to  the  prospects  in  store  for  us  by  their  not 
having  a  sufficient  amount  of  gold  on  hand.  I  think  it  is 
unfortunate  that  he  should  have  endeavored  in  drawing 
attention  to  that  matter,  to  create  distrust  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  Canada.  If  there  is  any  circulation  that  is 
well  established  and  well  received  by  the  public,  and  that 
has  the  confidence  of  the  public,  it  is  the  Government 
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Dominion  note  issue.  Now  the  various  chartered  banks  of 
Canada  are  required  to  koop  40  per  cent,  of  their  circula¬ 
tion  in  Dominion  notes.  Well,  what  are  the  facts  tc-day  ? 
Tho  circulation  of  the  chartered  banks  is  $31,935,933,  and 
they  are  holding,  of  Dominion  notes,  $17,620,000.  Now,  if 
any  gentleman  will  take  the  ti  ouble  to  make  the  calcula¬ 
tion,  h©  will  find  that  they  are  holding  at  present  50  per 
cent.,  and  consequently  the  Government  cannot  be  in  any 
danger  from  that  quarter  at  present.  I  rose  chiefly  for  the 
purpose  of  pointing  out,  as  I  have  done  on  one  or  two 
occasions  before,  that  the  great  danger  we  will  have  to 
meet  in  the  future  arises  chiefly  from  the  privilege 
possessed  by  the  chartered  banks  to-day  of  circulating 
their  own  paper  instead  of  circulating  Government 
notes ;  and  I  can  easily  see  that  it  is  possible  for  the  banks 
to  grasp  the  whole  of  this  issue  of  $16,000,000  in  Dominion 
notes,  and  that  the  balance  they  hold  over  and  above  that, 
as  required  by  their  charter,  may  at  any  moment  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Government  for  redemption  in  gold.  That  is 
the  only  danger  I  see  from  that  circulation,  namely,  that 
the  banks  may  accumulate  that  extra  circulation  and  that 
the  Government  may  not  have  the  advantage  of  circulating 
the  $20,000,000  which  they  took  the  power  to  circulate,  and 
which  1  feel  the  country  ought  to  have  the  benefit  of.  Now, 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  to  throw  distrust  upon  the 
institutions  of  the  country,  he  might  have  drawn  attention 
to  another  fact  which  I  think  ought  to  be  patent  to  all  who 
consider  the  circumstances  of  the  banks.  He  wi  11  find  that  the 
depositors  in  the  various  chartered  banks  to-day  are  creditors 
to  thorn  to  the  amount  of  $93,309,870  in  deposits,  partly  on 
call  and  partly  on  time  ;  and  all  these  depositors  feel  that 
they  may  go  at  any  time  and  draw  specie  for  that  amount. 
The  chartered  banks  to-day  hold  $7,469,753  in  specie.  Will 
that  meet  their  nearly  $32,000,000  of  circulation  ?  Will  it 
meet  the  demand  for  $93,000,000  in  deposits  ?  Will  the  $7,000,- 
000  cover  the  whole  of  that?  The  hon.  gentleman  might 
have  pointed  out  that  fact  in  saying  that  they  have  certain 
reserves.  Are  they  in  specie?  Are  they  available?  Are 
these  reserves  held  in  such  a  position  that  the  banks  of  the 
country  cannot  at  once  lay  their  hands  upon  them  ?  Then 
why  throw  distrust  upon  the  Government  circulation, 
which  everybody  ought  to  know  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
whole  country?  This  is  a  very  wide  question,  indeed,  and 
I  am  not  now  trying  to  throw  discredit  or  distrust  upon  the 
banks  of  the  country,  or  intimating  that  those  institutions 
are  not  perfectly  solvent  and  able  to  meet  any  ordinary 
emergency.  But  when  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  presenting 
the  case  to  tho  Finance  Minister,  suggests  that  difficulties 
may  arise  because  he  has  not  a  sufficiently  large  specie 
reserve,  he  is  fixing  his  attention  altogether  too  much  on 
the  dark  side  of  the  question,  as  he  is  accustomed  to  do. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  havo  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  country 
will  accept  that  issue  from  the  Government  gladly  in  prefer¬ 
ence  to  any  bank  issue  that  was  ever  made.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  will  have  the  means  of  redeeming  that  circulation ; 
they  have  now  the  means  of  redeeming  it  under  all  circum¬ 
stances,  because  they  have  the  power  of  taxing  the  people 
and  of  collecting  a  revenue.  The  Government  now  hold 
over  $2,000,000  of  the  specie  to  meet  this  demand.  From 
what  source  can  that  demand  come  ?  It'  could  not  come 
from  the  banks  of  Canada  if  they  were  restricted  in  their 
circulation  ;  and  if  it  was  entirely  withdrawn  then  they 
would  no  longer  have  a  Dominion  note  circulation  to  meet, 
and  they  would  be  only  too  glad  to  see  the  circulation  of  the 
$37,000,000  now  lying  idle.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  is 
something  like  $18,000,000  lying  in  the  hands  of  the  banks 
and  not  earning  a  dollar?  Is  it  not  also  a  fact  that  theroare 
millions  lying  idle,  although  first-class  business  men  may 
offer  the  very  best  security  ?  Not  because  there  is  not 
sufficient  bank  circulation,  but  because  the  chartered  banks 
control  it.  I  hold  that  if  the  only  note  circulation  of  the 
country  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  the  difficulty 
Mr.  Hesson, 
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would  not  arise,  and  the  banks  would  be  able  to  lend  all  the 
money  they  possess  without  being  afraid  of  not  being  able  to 
stand  a  run  on  the  bank.  No  country  professes  to  make  a  circu- 
lation  for  people  outside  of  their  own  boundaries.  Wo  are  not 
called  upon  to  do  that ;  but  a  circulation  to  pass  from  hand 
to  hand  to  enable  us  to  meet  our  liabilities  and  to  pay  our 
debts  is  all  that  the  people  want.  Such  a  circulation 
established  and  endorsed  by  the  Government  and 
paid  by  the  people,  will  be  the  best  source  of 
credit,  and  tho  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  should  not  attempt  to  throw  distrust  on 
the  Government’s  course  in  this  matter.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  should,  indeed,  be  encouraged  to  go  forward  in  this 
direction,  and  I  trust  several  hon.  members  will  have  the 
courage  to  speak  out.  So  many  members  are  bound  up  by 
being  stockholders  in  banks  or  by  being  embarrassed  by 
reference  to  this  subject,  that  they  are  unwilling  to  express 
their  feelings ;  and  I  regret  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright),  who  ought  to  know  something  about 
the  welfare  of  the  country,  should  have  attempted  to  throw 
discredit  and  distrust  on  the  Government’s  policy  so  far  as 
they  havo  gone  in  this  direction. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  The  hon.  member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson) 
has  stated  that  there  are  many  members  who  are  tied  up 
by  being  stockholders  in  banks  or  are  ombarrassed  by  being 
debtors  to  banks  so  that  they  are  unwilling  to  express  their 
opinions  and  vote  according  to  their  convictions.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  gentleman  made  that  statement  after  making  due 
enquiries. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  misunderstood  me 
if  he  thought  I  said  vote.  I  said  unwilling  to  speak  thoir 
sentiments. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman’s  accusa¬ 
tion  has  reference  to  the  way  of  voting  as  well  as  speak¬ 
ing.  I  suppose  tho  hon.  gentleman  made  due  enquiry 
before  he  cast  such  an  aspersion  on  so  large  a  proportion  of 
the  members  of  this  House.  It  is  not  exactly  proper 
when  an  hon.  member  sets  up  to  act  the  role  of 
accuser  of  others  that  he  himself  should  be  so  care¬ 
less  on  the  subject  of  casting  aspersions.  The  hon. 
gentleman  in  the  early  part  of  his  observations,  when 
contrasting  the  position  of  the  Government  with  that 
of  the  banks  with  respect  to  the  specie  reserve,  spoke 
only  of  the  specie  reserve,  and  adverted  to  the  $7,000,000  as 
the  sum  which  the  banks  held  to  answer  the  large  amount 
he  mentioned  as  due  to  depositors.  At  that  time,  and  indeed 
for  a  considerable  portion  of  the  speech  the  hon.  gentleman 
took  no  account  whatever  of  the  $11,000,000  or  $12,000,000 
legal  tender  which  the  banks  also  have — although  he  did  in 
a  parenthesis  subsequently  mention  the  fact,  but  only  in  that 
part  of  his  speech  in  which  he  said  they  had  nothing.  The 
banks  have  specie  reserves  and  the  legal  tender  as  their 
bases  of  credit.  It  is  by  means  of  having  that  cash,  or  what 
is  supposed  to  be  equivalent  to  cash,  that  they  are  able  to 
secure  that  measure  of  confidence  which  the  people,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  choose  to  place  in  them.  That  is  the  proposi¬ 
tion  which  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  sets 
out.  He  does  not  propose,  as  does  the  hon.  member  for 
Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  any  radical  change.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  dealing  with  the  policy  which  has  been  in  existence 
for  a  considerable  period  of  time  and  through  various 
Administrations — the  policy  of  a  note  issue  more  or  les 
extended,  guaranteed  by,  in  fact  the  issue  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  country,  and  the  principle  of  security  in 
respect  of  that  issue.  He  has  pointed  out  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  in  its  former  state  of  existence  proposed  that  the 
measures  with  respect  to  the  security  to  bo  given  to  the 
public  in  respect  of  that  issue,  should  be  very  much  more 
stringent  than  that  which  at  this  time  obtain.  He  pointed 
out  that  such  as  they  were  they  had  not  met  his  view  of 
what  was  right,  and  when  he  had  the  opportunity  of  direct- 
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ing,  to  some  extent,  the  legislation  of  the  country,  ho  had 
taken  still  greater  precautions,  and  he  has  pointed  out  that 
the  present  condition  of  things  is  one  which  deserves,  and 
ought  to  attract,  the  attention  of  the  House.  So  far  from 
those  observations  being  unkindly,  it  appears  from  the 
answor  of  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  that  they  were  kindly 
in  the  extreme,  because  the  hon.  Minister  states  that  it 
ought  to  be  a  fair  question  for  consideration  by  the  Govern 
ment  whether  a  considerable  portion  of  the  deposits  in  banks 
at  this  time,  without  interest,  should  not  be  put  into  gold 
and  reserved  expressly  and  specifically  as  a  further  security 
against  the  outstanding  obligations  of  the  Government.  So 
it  is  very  clear  that  when  the  Government  itself  acknow¬ 
ledges  that  the  question  is  one  for  consideration,  as  to 
whether  the  gold  reserve  ought  not  to  be  strengthened,  it 
cannot  be  said  to  be  unkindly  when  an  hon.  gentleman  on 
this  side,  who  has  filled  the  position  of  Finance  Minister, 
urges  that  greater  security  be  afforded  than  now  obtains 
should  point  that  out.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the  hon. 
Finance  Minister  at  what  time  during  January  the  guaran¬ 
teed  debentures  were  sold,  the  £200  000  to  replace  the  mil¬ 
lion. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  was  in  January. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  at  that  time,  was  it  not  necessary  to 
sell  the  guaranteed  debentures  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No;  because  we  took  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  out  of  the  loan. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  it  was 
some  time  in  January  that  he  sold  tho  guarani oed  debentures. 
About  what  date  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  forget ;  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  correct  in  sup¬ 
posing  that  January  was  the  date,  and  he  has  told  tho  hon. 
member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  this  afternoon,  as  the 
dates  of  the  various  loans  indicate,  that  he  would  not  feel 
disposed  to  retain  those  guaranteed  debentures  under  those 
circumstances.  I  call  the  hon.  member’s  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  the  Gazette  statement  indicating  the  condition 
of  finance  on  31st  January,  it  is  represented  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  tho  whole  of  tho  £600,000  guaranteed  debentures 
was  in  hand.  The  hon.  Minister  shakes  his  head.  I  will 
read  him  the  statement : 

Specie  held  by  the  several  Assistant  Receivers  Gen¬ 


eral  on  the  31st  January,  1884. . .  .,..,...$2,550,473  14 

Additional  at  Montreal  . . . . . .  60,000  00 

$2,610,473  14 

Guaranteed  sterling  debentures.... .  2,920,000  00 


$5,530,473  14 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  think  that  must  bo  a  mis¬ 
take  on  the  part  of  the  clerk  who  prepared  the  statement. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  dare  say  it  is  a  mistake;  that  is  the 
conclusion  to  which  I  came.  When  I  heard  the  Finance 
Minister  state  that  during  January  ho  sold  £'00,000  of  the 
£600,000  guaranteed  debentures,  and  I  found  that  on  the 
13th  February  the  hon.  gentleman  represents  to  the  public 
that  he  had  that  £200,000  of  debentures  in  hand  as  against 
those  notes,  I  was  sure  there  was  a  mistake  somewhere. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  is  a  matter  of  very  little 
importance,  and  the  mistake  was  committed  no  doubt  by 
the  clerk  who  made  up  the  statement.  But,  under  the 
law,  all  that  was  required  was  less  than  £400,000,  to  make 
up  15  por  cent.  Therefore,  as  far  as  that  is  concerned 
there  was  no  disadvantage  arising  from  it  and  no  violation 
of  the  provisions  of  the  law.  My  attention  had  not  been 
called  to  it,  and  tho  attention  of  the  clerk  who  made  up  the 
statement  has  not  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  £200,000 
had  boon  authorised  to  be  sold. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  Although  it  is  a  fact  that  the  law  requires 
only  a  sum  less  than  this  sum,  in  the  aggregate  of  specie 
and  guaranteed  debentures,  it  is  also  a  fact  that  the  law 
requires,  for  tho  security  and  information  of  tho  general 
public,  that  the  amount  actually  held  should  be  monthly 
returned  and  made  public  ;  and  it  is  also  a  fact  that  the 
public  relies  upon  this  statement  of  the  amount  in  gold  and 
guaranteed  debentures  held  as  indicating  the  degree  of  pre¬ 
paration  that  the  Government  has  made  at  any  one  time  to 
meet  possible  demands,  and  it  is  a  serious  thing  to  be  told 
that  tboro  is  a  blunder  of  five  or  six  millions  in  tho  state¬ 
ment  which  the  Government  presented  to  tho  public  of  the 
resources  it  was  holding  specially  against  its  issue.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  the  clerk  baa  made  the  blunder.  I  find 
here  the  signature  of  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Finance,  so  I  suppose  as  the  clerk  made  a  blunder  the  hon. 
gentleman  made  a  blunder  ;  and  of  course  he  deals  in  mil¬ 
lions— he  deals  in  so  many  millions  that  he  tosses  them 
about  as  if  they  were  playthings,  and  the  habit  has  got  into 
the  office,  and  the  clerk  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
knock  off  a  million,  and  the  Minister  did  not  think  it  worth 
while,  and  so  the  public  is  told  that  there  exists — what  ?  An 
excess  of  this  enormous  sum — an  excess  of  specie  and 
guaranteed  debentures  of  $1,364,423,  that  the  excess  is 
nearly  $1,400,000,  when,  in  truth,  the  excess  was  only  about 
$400,000. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Pounds. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No ;  the  aggregate  excess  of  specie  and 
guaranteed  debentures  is  stated  at  $1,363,000,  and  it  was 
less  than  that  by  something  approaching  a  million  of 
dollars,  and  therefore  the  public  was  told  that  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  was  doing  far  more  than  its  duty ;  that  while  it  was 
bound  to  hold  only  so  much  it  was  holding  nearly  $1,400,- 
000  more ;  it  was  not  repeating  the  operations  of  June 
when  it  ran  tho  proportions  away  down ;  it  was  not  repeat¬ 
ing  the  operations  of  June  when  they  had  to  warn  those 
calling  on  them  for  money  that  if  they  drew  on  them  they 
would  have  to  draw  in  revenge.  They  had  imported  a 
million,  and  they  were  going  to  keep  on  the  safe  sido.  That 
is  the  appearance  which  the  thing  presented  on  paper,  but 
the  paper  does  not  represent  tho  case  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
for  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  amount  held  by  the  Government 
was  only  one-third  or  one-fourth  of  the  amount  they  repre¬ 
sented.  What  security  have  we  got  for  the  gold  ?  Perhaps  we 
will  be  told  when  we  come  to  enquire  about  the  gold  that 
some  other  clerk  has  made  a  mistake  about  it. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  need  have  got  so  excited  about  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
though,  it  is  true,  he  has  had  small  ground  for  fault  finding 
this  Session  so  far,  and  I  am  not  surprised  that  a  little  mis¬ 
take  of  this  kind  in  the  preparation  of  the  paper  should  be 
made  a  great  deal  of.  What  is  required  is,  that  at  the  end 
of  every  month  there  is  so  much  gold  held  in  reserve,  and 
that  reserve  must  be  over  15  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of 
notes  in  circulation.  The  amount  of  guaranteed  bonds 
required  to  be  held  for  circulation  would  only  be  £300,000 
to  cover  the  provisions  of  the  law.  But  we  had  £600,000 
of  unguaranteed  securities  when  the  law  was  passed,  and, 
therefore,  feeling  that  we  held  them  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  sell  them,  we  retained  them  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  meeting  any  demand  that  might  com8  for  the 
redemption  of  notes.  We  held  in  the  hands  of  our  agents 
in  England  £600,000  when  it  was  not  required  that 
more  than  £300,000  should  be  held.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  it  aid  not  affect  the  case.  All  that  was  necessary  was 
that  it  should  be  shown  that  we  held  in  reserve  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  meeting  these  notes  £300,000  or  £280,000  as  the 
case  might  be.  Well,  these  securities  have  been  deposited 
in  England  for  that  express  purpose.  Tno  clerk  who  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  making  up  that  statement  gets  a  state- 
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mont  of  the  gold  reserves,  and  shows  what  they  are,  from 
our  representative  in  Montreal — the  man  in  charge  of  the 
matter  has  put  this  amount  down  at  £600,009  and  carried  it 
ou  in  that  way.  But  as  for  the  public  interest  suffering,  as 
for  any  insecurity  or  any  liability  on  the  part  of  any  man 
holding  a  note  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  or  hia  being 
affected  by  the  question  of  whether  it  was  £600,000  or 
£400,000  held  for  their  redemption— he  cannot  bo  affected 
by  it  in  the  least.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  called  my  atten¬ 
tion  to  it,  and  I  will  make  enquiry  and  ascertain  exactly 
where  the  matter  rests.  Of  coarse  as  Minister  of  Finance 
I  am  responsible  for  the  mistakes,  but  my  attention  has  not 
been  called  to  it  nor  had  I  noticed  it  till  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  the  figures, 

Mr.  CASGBAIN.  When  this  change  in  the  addition  to  the 
borrowing  power  of  the  Minister  was  made  by  statute,  I  had 
occasion  to  call  the  Minister’s  attention  to  tho  amount  of  gold 
that  was  required  in  order  to  secure  hia  paper  monoy,  and  I 
desiro  to  repeat  in  a  few  words  what  I  said  to  him  at  that 
time.  1  said,  and  I  maintain  at  the  present  moment,  that 
for  tho  amount  of  gold  ho  has  to  redeem,  his  notes  are 
entirely  too  extensive  to  make  that  security  sufficient. 
Whatever  he  may  say  I  accept,  in  so  far  as  that  he  believes 
it,  but  he  does  not  leave  the  impression  on  my  mind  that 
the  security  is  sufficient. ,  I  believe  and  assert,  whatever 
damage  it  may  do  the  Minister,  that  tho  amount  of 
bullion  is  entirely  insufficient;  and  we  need  not  go  very 
far  back  to  know  what  the  value  of  paper  money  is, 
whon  we  know  what  look  place  on  tho  other  side  of  the  line 
some  ycai’s  back,  or  what  I  saw  myself  in  Germany  and 
Italy  when  I  bought  Government  securities  for  50  or  60  or 
80  per  cent,  discount.  I  suppose  tli9  same  thing  may  hap¬ 
pen  at  any  moment  in  this  country,  for  we  may 
have  some  difficulties  on  this  side  of  the  line  too. 
Tho  present  state  of  tho  Imperial  Government  is 
not  so  sound  as  that  we  may  not  have  some  little 
trouble  on  this  side  of  the  water ;  and  I  would  like  to 
know  what  would  become  of  the  $18,000,000  of  paper  money 
which  is  on  tho  markets  of  our  country  to-day.  It  would 
drop  down  like  the  paper  money  of  othor  nations.  That  is 
what  1  wanted  to  BSty,  and  that  is  the  danger  which  may  be 
apprehended,  and  which  may  come  upon  us  at  any  moment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BELIEF  OF  MUNICIPALITIES  FOE  GB ANTING 
BAILWAY  AID. 

Mr.  WILSON  moved  : 

For  copies  of  petitions  from  the  County  Council  of  the  County  of 
Elgin,  presented  to  the  Governor  General  in  Council  or  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals,  praying  for  a  general  measure  of  relief  to  muni¬ 
cipalities  of  Ontario  which  have  aided  railways,  declared  to  be  for  Do¬ 
minion  purposes  by  granting  bonuses  to  them,  and  of  all  correspondence 
in  reference  to  such  petitions. 

Ho  said  :  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  convince  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  House  that  the  County  Council  ol  Elgin  was 
fully  justified  in  presenting  their  claim  to  this  House  for 
compensation,  on  account  of  aid  granted  to  railways  by  that 
county.  My  first  reason  for  making  this  assertion  is  that 
during  last  Session,  when  the  railway  resolutions  were  pre¬ 
sented  to  this  House,  the  Minister  of  Bailways  on  that  occa¬ 
sion  declared  as  a  reason  for  granting  aid  to  tho  Quebec 
Government  that  it  was  on  account  of  aid  granted  to  a  rail¬ 
way  that  was  really  in  the  interest  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Baihvay.  He  knows  full  well  that  the  amount  paid  to 
these  various  railways — to  the  road  running  from  Quebec  to 
Ottawa  was  very  large,  and  also  that  the  Montreal,  Ottawa 
and  Occidental  received  a  large  sum  in  the  same  way. 
Now,  Sir,  although  1  have  been  all  along  opposed  to  the 
system  inaugurated  in  this  Parliament  of  granting  aid  to 
railroads  in  the  manner  in  which  it  was  granted  during  the 
last  Session,  yet  I  think  that  after  this  House,  by  an  over- 
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whelming  majority,  has  declared  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  grant  aid  to  municipalities  or  to  Govern¬ 
ments  on  account  of  their  having  granted  aid  to  railways, 
the  county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  is  fully  justified  iu 
presenting  its  claim  to  this  House.  That  is  true,  I  think, 
if  I  can  show  that  the  circumstances  in  connection  with  the 
relief  sought  for  by  the  County  of  Elgin  are  the  same  as 
those  other  cases.  Now,  Sir,  you  are  aware  that  during 
the  last  Session  of  this  House  about  $30,000,000  were  granted 
to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway ;  that  the  greater  portion 
of  that  amount  will  be  paid  by  the  older  Province  of  Onta¬ 
rio  ;  that  the  municipalities  throughout  that  Province  will 
havo  to  bear  a  large  share  of  the  burden  of  that  vote ;  and 
that  the  several  counties  in  the  west  have  granted  aid  to 
railways  which  are  now  being  used  and  operated  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  If  that  be  the  case  those 
municipalities  which  have  thus  granted  aid  are  justified 
in  coming  to  this  Parliament,  and  I  cannot  for  tho  life  of  me 
see  how  Parliament  can  resist  their  just  claims.  Further, 
we  know  that  during  the  last  Session,  tho  Government  not 
satisfied  with  granting  aid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
so  far  as  that  road  was  constructed  in  the  North-West,  wont 
further  and  granted  a  charter  for  the  construction  of  a  road 
from  some  point  near  the  Town  of  Ingersoll  through  to  the 
Detroit  Biver.  The  application  for  that  charter  was  made 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company,  and  it  was  very 
evident  that  they  intended  to  utilise  that  road  in  connection 
with  the  Credit  Valley  and  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  as  one 
of  the  principal  linos  for  the  traffic  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway.  That  being  the  case,  a  considerable  amount  of 
the  money  granted  by  tho  Government  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Baihvay  Company  is  likely  to  be  utilised  for  tho  con¬ 
struction  of  branch  lines  through  the  older  portions  of 
Canada ;  and  in  that  event,  of  course,  it  would  be  no  more 
than  reasonable  that  we  should  bo  refunded  tho  money  which 
we  have  already  given  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  roads 
now  operated  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Baihvay  Company. 
Some  few  years  ago  there  was  a  road  projected  from  Toronto 
westward,  which  was  to  be  a  farmer’s  road.  It  was  under¬ 
stood,  when  the  charter  for  that  road  was  obtained  from  the 
Local  Legislature,  that  it  was  intended  to  enable  the  farmers 
to  have  their  freights  conveyed  cheaply  from  the  west  to 
th9  principal  city  in  the  Province,  Toronto ;  and  cer¬ 
tain  agreements  were  entered  into  between  the  municipali¬ 
ties  and  the  company,  securing  to  the  municipalities,  as  far 
as  an  agreement  of  that  kind  could  secure,  that  privilege. 
That  road  was  first  built  as  far  west  as  Ingersoll.  After 
reaching  that  point,  it  was  found  that  the  road  was  not  in  a 
paying  condition,  and  its  promoters  felt  it  necessary  to  pro¬ 
ject  it  further.  They  accordingly  made  application  to  tho 
municipalities  lying  between  Ingersoll  and  the  City  of  St. 
Thomas  for  aid.  We  in  St.  Thomas  granted  very  liberal  aid 
indeed.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  moneys  granted  by  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  be  used  ior  the  construction  of  a  branch  line  from 
Ingersoll  west  to  tho  Detroit  Biver,  it  will  very  seriously 
impair  the  usefulness  of  that  road  to  those  who  granted  so 
large  an  amount  towards  its  constructiou.  It  will  beunrea- 
sonable  to  expect  us  to  give  a  large  bonus  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  freight  and  traffic  to  that  locality,  if  a  road  is  to 
be  built  by  means  of  public  aid  which  will  destroy  to  a 
great  extent  the  advantages  we  anticipated  when  we  were 
asked  to  grant  tho  bonus.  I  will  detain  the  House  only  for 
a  few  moments  in  order  to  show  ths  amount  of  aid  granted 
for  the  construction  of  this  Credit  Valley  Bailroad.  We 
find  that  the  County  of  Oxford,  along  with  the  towns  of 
Ingersoll  and  Woodstock,  granted  $200,000 ;  the  County 
of  Wellington,  $135,009 ;  the  County  of  Waterloo,  $110,000; 
the  County  of  Peel,  $75,000 ;  the  County  of  Halton,  $70,000  ; 
the  City  of  Toronto,  $350,000;  the  City  of  St.  Thomas, 
$50,000 ;  the  Town  of  Milton,  $30,000 ;  the  Town  of 
Brampton,  $20,000 ;  the  Town  of  Ingersoll,  $10,000;  the 
Town  of  Orangeville,  $15,000;  the  Village  of  Streetsville, 
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$20,000;  the  Tillage  of  Elora,  $15,000;  and  the  Tillage  of 
Fergus,  $15,000  ;  in  all,  there  was  granted  by  the  munici¬ 
palities  between  Toronto  and  Ingersoll,  $1,165,000. 
I  remember  very  well  that  a  deputation  from  the  City  of 
Toronto  came  to  St.  Thomas  and  urged  upon  us  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  granting  aid  to  this  road,  and  the  representations 
made  by  that  deputation.  Among  the  reasons  they  urged 
why  this  road  should  bo  constructed,  they  said  it  would  he 
a  direct  connecting  link  between  Ottawa  and  St.  Thomas ; 
they  urged  and  pressed  upon  us  the  propriety  of  granting 
aid,  and  the  amount  I  have  mentioned  was  accordingly 
granted.  In  addition  to  all  this,  the  Ontario  Government 
granted  aid  to  the  amount  of  $457,500.  We  find  therefore, 
that  the  total  amount  of  aid  granted  to  the  Credit  Talley 
Railway  by  the  municipalities  between  the  City  of  Toronto 
and  the  City  of  St.  Thomas,  and  by  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment,  was  $1,622,500.  The  people  of  the  locality  to  which 
I  belong  have  granted  aid  to  other  roads.  Prior  to  that 
time,  the  County  of  Elgin  granted  $200,000  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Canada  Southern  Railway,  and  the 
City  of  St.  Thomas  granted  $25,000,  making  in  all 
for  the  county  and  city  $225,000  granted  to  that  road, 
and  the  Government  of  Ontario  also  granted  to  the  Canada 
Southern  $147,858.65.  Tho  Canada  Southern,  to  a  very 
great  extent,  is  a  very  important  link  in  connection  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  the  various  municipali¬ 
ties  granted  a  total  amount  of  $470,358  on  account  of  its 
construction  ;  or  making  a  total  amount,  if  we  take  the  total 
amount  granted  by  the  municipalities  and  the  Government, 
of  $2,002,858.  If  this  large  amount  was  granted  for  the 
construction  of  this  road  which  is  being  now,  to  a  certain 
extent,  either  utilised  or  operated  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  which  is  admitted  to  be  an  important  road  in 
the  interests  of  the  Dominion,  I  say  that  the  county  which 
granted  so  large  an  amount  ought  to  be  recouped  for  the  aid 
it  has  given.  Mark  you,  I  do  not  complain,  nor  am  I  offer¬ 
ing  here  the  excuse  that  because  the  Dominion  Government 
has  assumed  those  roads  as  Dominion  roads,  I  base  this 
claim  on  the  Government.  1  say  on  the  contrary,  that  as 
the  Dominion  Government  has  intimated  that  it  is  part  and 
parcel  of  its  policy  to  recoup  the  Provinces  and  municipali¬ 
ties  which  have  rendered  assistance  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  that  being  a  road  in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  these  municipalities  I  have  mentioned  are 
entitled  to  just  as  much  consideration  as  the  municipalities 
in  other  Provinces.  It  is  true  that  the  representatives  from 
Ontario,  who  are  generally  found  supporting  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  are  not  so  firm  and  determined  on  getting  equal  ad¬ 
vantages  and  rights  as  tho  representatives  of  some  other 
Province.  It  is  time  they  gave  their  votes  in  favor  and 
in  the  interest  of  the  Government,  regardless  of  the 
interests  of  their  Provinco  ;  but  when  they  come  before 
their  electors,  when  they  appeal  to  tho  country  for  re- 
election,  they  will  be  asked  why  they  gave  by  their  votes 
and  encouragement  aid  to  one  Province,  and  whoa  the  ques¬ 
tion  was  put  them  refused  to  have  the  same  rights,  privilege 
and  justice  granted  to  their  own  Province.  It  is  no  more 
than  reasonable,  right  and  just,  no  moi’e  than  what  the 
Government  ought  to  consider  it  their  bounded  duty  to 
carry  into  effect,  to  grant  this  aid  to  the  municipalities  now 
praying  for  it.  It  is  unfortunate  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  Provinces  find  that  their  only  means  of  obtaining 
redress  is  by  insisting  that  what  is  granted  to  one  Province 
must  be  granted  to  another,  but  as  the  Government  have 
inaugurated  that  policy,  upon  them  be  the  responsibility, 
and  I  Lope  they  will  be  found  oqual  to  the  occasion  and 
come  forward  and  grant  the  aid  to  the  municipalities  I  have 
mentioned. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Tho  importance  of  the  subject  involved 
in  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Wil¬ 
son)  must  force  itself  upon  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 


ment  and  this  House.  The  other  day,  when  a  motion 
somewhat  similar  was  before  the  House,  I  took  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  say  a  few  words  in  favor  of  it,  and  I  was  then  sur¬ 
prised  to  find  that  in  this  whole  House  there  was  not  one 
Conservative  from  the  Provinco  of  Ontario  who  had  the 
courage  to  get  up  and  advocate  any  aid  to  tho  munici¬ 
palities  and  to  the  Government  of  Ontario  for  the  moneys 
they  have  expended  in  tho  construction  of  railways  in  that 
Province.  We  know  that  large  delegations  have  waited 
upon  the  Government  from  tho  various  municipalities  in 
Ontario,  urging  tho  Government  to  do  what  in  their  opinion 
is  right  and  just,  by  repaying  to  them  the  whole  or  at  least 
a  part  of  tbe  money  they  expended  in  the  construction  of 
those  roads.  We  know  also  that  reports  have  been 
made  for  the  purpose  of  turning  away  to  a  certain 
extent  those  delegations,  for  tho  purpose  of  making 
them  believe  that  they  have  not  an  honest  claim  upon  the 
Government  for  the  money  which  they  seek  to  recover. 
How  far  the  delegations  have  been  successful  I  am  unable 
to  say,  but  I  do  say  that  any  delegate  who  fails  to  urge 
vigorously  and  honestly  the  payment  of  these  moneys  is 
recreant  to  the  trust  the  people  have  imposed  upon  him, 
and  I  say  any  Conservative  member  who  fails  to  urge  upon 
the  Government  this  simple  measure  of  justice  is  not  doing 
that  duty  which  to  my  mind  he  owes  to  his  constituency. 
It  is  said  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
repeal  this  Act.  I  say  that  if  the  Government  take  that 
stand,  they  take  a  cowardly  position,  but  whether  they 
repeal  the  Act  or  not  does  not  affect  the  principle  involved 
here,  namely  the  right  of  those  municipalities  and  of  tho 
Provincial  Government  to  be  repaid,  to  a  certain  extent, 
the  moneys  they  have  expended.  It  is  the  boast  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways  that  this  Government,  during  the 
past  few  years,  has  expended  large  sums  of  money  in  the 
construction  of  railways,  that  it  has  given,  as  it  wore,  an 
impetus  to  the  building  of  railways,  to  the  benefit  of  this 
country.  I  would  remind  him.  that  long  before  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  got  into  power,  the  Ontario  Government  invested 
millions  of  dollars  in  the  construction  of  railways,  and  it  is 
wholly  to  that  cause,  if  not  wholly,  at  all  events  to  a  certain 
extent,  that  Ontario  owes  her  prosperity.  So  long  as  the 
Dominion  Government  were  willing  to  leave  the  Province 
of  Ontai’io  in  the  position  she  occupied,  so  long  that  Pro¬ 
vince  could  not  demand  one  dollar  from  this  Government, 
but  without  a  word  of  warning,  the  Government  thought 
proper  to  change  its  policy  under  the  pretence  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  because  I  say  that  the  Act  passed 
last  Session  was  a  pretence,  was  passed  under  a  miscon¬ 
struction,  a  deliberate  misconstruction,  I  believe,  of  the  posi¬ 
tion  under  which  the  Minister  of  Railways  took  this  power. 
They  took  away  from  the  Province  of  Ontario  the  roads 
which  that  Province  had  so  much  assisted  to  construct. 
They  took  away  from  tho  Province  of  Ontario  the  roads 
which  the  municipalities  of  that  Province  had  so  liberally 
contributed  towards.  We  find  that  the  Province  of  Ontario 
expended  in  railways  from  the  Provincial  Treasury  no  less  a 
sum  than  $6,630,000  and  wc  find  that  the  municipalities  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario  contributed  $13,961,000,  or  between 
the  Government  and  tbe  municipalities  upwards  of  $20,000,- 
000.  That  money  was  expended  under  certain  stated  con¬ 
ditions.  These  railways  were  chartered  by  the  Provincial 
Parliament.  Those  charters  gave  to  the  municipalities  cer¬ 
tain  rights.  Tho  Provincial  Parliament  had  the  oversight 
of  those  railways.  Whenever  they  thought  it  necessary  in 
the  interest  of  tbe  people  to  nass  Legislation  preventing 
amalgamation,  fixing  the  tolls,  and  doing  everything  that 
was  necessary,  they  had  their  own  Legislature,  directly 
under  the  control  of  their  own  people,  to  appeal  to  for  that 
purpose.  But  this  Government  takes  away  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  the  railways,  the  right  to  legislate  as  to  those  rail¬ 
ways;  in  a  word,  it  alters  the  position  that  existed  when  this 
money  was  expended.  On  that  ground,  if  on  no  other,  I 
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contend  that,  if  these  railways  are  in  the  interest  of 
the  Dominion,  if  they  have  been  confiscated,  as  it 
were,  in  the  interest  of  all  Canada,  it  is  but  fair 
that  Canada  should  pay  to  the  Province  the  money  ex¬ 
pended,  The  ground  is  strong,  the  reasoning  is  powerful, 
so  powerful  that  I  believe  this  Government  cannot  resist  it, 
that  they  will  be  forced  to  it.  Let  the  representatives  who 
support  them  be  false  to  their  duty  now,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  many  of  them  will  never  come  back  to  this  House 
again.  Now,  what  was  the  policy  of  this  Government  du¬ 
ring  the  last  Session  ?  It  was  that  Provincial  Governments 
ought  not,  had  no  right  to  aid  and  assist  provincial  rail¬ 
ways,  that  provincial  railways  were  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Dominion,  and  in  carrying  out  that  policy  certain  resolutions 
were  brought  into  this  House.  They  were  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  aid  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  ;  and  they  have  a 
right  to  get  it,  I  do  not  find  any  fault  with  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  Quebec  if  this  Government  is  weak  enough  to  yield 
to  them  ;  let  them  get  what  they  can.  But  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  as  announced,  was  to  assist  local  railways. 
What  was  the  state  of  affairs  then  ?  We  find  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Quebec  had  constructed  the  North  Shore  Bail- 
way.  We  know  that  that  was  a  Government  work.  It  was 
paid  for  exclusively  by  the  Provincial  Government.  We  know 
that  that  Government  sold  the  railway  out  and  out  to  a  rail¬ 
way  company.  At  the  time  this  resolution  was  brought  be¬ 
fore  the  House,  they  did  not  own  one  nail  or  one  tie 
in  that  railway.  They  had  parted  with  every  interest 
they  had  in  it,  but,  in  the  face  of  that,  this  Government, 
urged,  I  suppose,  by  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Lower 
Province  who  represented  their  case  as  favorably  as  they 
could,  became  convinced  that  they  were  entitled  to  take 
from  the  Dominion  Treasury  a  certain  amount  of  money  for 
the  construction  of  that  road.  The  Government  then,  in 
pursuance  of  the  policy  they  had  announced,  gave  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  which  did  not  own  one  tie  in  that  road, 
$3,350,000.  If  Confederation  is  to  be  continued,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  act  honestly,  squarely  and  equitably  with 
every  Province  in  this  Dominion.  It  cannot  give  aid  to 
one  Province  in  this  way  and  deny  it  to  another  Province. 
The  Province  of  Quebec  had  no  more  i  ight  and  can  show  no 
more  equitable  claim  to  this  money  than  the  Province  ot 
Ontario  and  the  municipalities  therein  can.  If  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  had  a  right  to  get  this  money  from  the 
Dominion  Treasury,  then,  by  parity  of  reasoning,  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  and  the  municipalities  therein  have  the 
same  right  to  get  aid  from  this  Dominion  Treasury.  It  is  a 
question  which  must  inevitably  force  itself  upon  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government.  Delegations  have  come  from  all 
parts  of  the  country.  Those  supporting,  as  well  as  those 
opposipg,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  united  upon  this 
question,  and  they  must  face  it  sooner  or  later.  They  can¬ 
not  face  the  difficulty  by  repealing  the  statutes  which  con¬ 
fiscated  our  railways.  They  have  announced  a  policy 
— and,  if  they  had  not,  they  might  have  got  out  of 
the  difficulty  in  that  way — and  that  policy  is  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  Governmen  t  to  aid  railways,  and,  in  carrying 
out  that  policy,  they  gave  between  three  and  four  millions 
of  dollars  to  the  Provincial  Government  of  Quebec  for  a  road 
which  had  entirely  passed  out  of  their  hands.  I  repeat  that 
the  recent  action  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  hold 
good,  as  far  as  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  concerned.  I  said 
a  moment  ago  that  I  belioved  it  was  a  misconstruction  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  to  take  over  these  roads  at 
all.  I  believe  that,  under  that  Act,  this  Government  had 
no  right  to  take  them  over.  I  believe  that,  under  the  true 
meaning  and  intent  of  that  statute,  they  had  no  right  to 
take  over  those  roads.  The  very  wording  of  this  Act  shows 
that  there  were  to  be  two  classes  of  roads,  roads  that  would 
be  beneficial  to  the  whole  Dominion,  and  other  roads.  We 
will  admit  that  every  road  in  every  Province  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  is  for  the  benefit  and  in  the  interest  of  the  whole 
Mr,  Lister. 


Dominion;  and,  if  it  was  not  intended  to  except  certain 
roads,  the  Act  would  have  said  that  the  Government  should 
have  the  right  to  take  over  all  roads,  but  it  says  certain 
roads  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion.  I  take  it  that  that 
statute  means  only  interprovincial  roads,  and  does  not  bear 
the  forced  construction  put  upon  it  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  that,  if  a  road  touches  or  crosses  a  through  line, 
it  must  necessarily  be  a  Dominion  line.  That  is  not 
a  proper  construction  to  be  put  upon  it,  but  that  is 
the  construction  which  the  Minister  of  Railways  thought 
fit  to  put  upon  it,  and,  under  the  authority  of 
this  statute,  he  took  possession  of  these  roads.  I 
can  only  express  the  hope  that  a  number  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  whom  I  see  before  me,  whose  counties  are  deeply 
interested  in  this  question,  will  have  the  manliness  to  stand 
up  here  and  insist  upon  the  Government  doing  what  is 
right  in  regard  to  them.  If  thoy  do  not,  if  they  fail  in  dis¬ 
charging  that  duty,  I  almost  venture  the  prediction  that 
the  men  who  were  true  to  them  before  will  perhaps  treat 
them  as  they  are  treating  their  own  counties  and  the 
Province,  and  will  forget  them  when  they  neod  to  be 
remembered. 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  hon.  friends  who  have  preceded  me, 
the  mover  of  this  resolution  (Mr.  Wilson)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister),  have  gone  over  the 
ground  very  thoroughly.  Yet,  as  seconder  of  the  resolution, 
and  representing  the  county  which  has  sent  down  the 
petition,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  question.  It  has 
been  assumed  by  too  many  who  have  discussed  the  subject 
of  x-ecouping  municipalities  which  have  given  bonuses  to 
railways,  that  the  only,  or  at  least  the  chief,  ground  for  ask¬ 
ing  such  compensation  is  the  assumption  ofjui’isdiction  over 
these  i*ailways  by  this  Govei’nment.  Now,  in  my  opinion, 
as  in  that  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  that 
is  not  the  only  ground,  nor  even  the  strongest 
ground,  lor  asking  such  compensation  as  the  county 
of  Elgin  and  other  counties  are  demanding.  The 
groat  basis  of  our  demands,  which  we  consider  just  in  sub¬ 
stance  and  obvious  to  everyone  who  considers  the  ques¬ 
tion  without  bias,  is  that  the  Government  has  established 
and  declai'od  a  weil-defind  policy  of  giving  general  aid  to  rail¬ 
ways  thoughout  the  Dominion.  The  Canadian  Government, 
in  the  first  place,  began  by  building  a  railway  of  their  own  , 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.  Then  we  built  a  large  portion 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  afterwards  engaged  a 
company  to  build  thei’est  of  that  road.  Finally,  within  the 
last  two  Sessions,  a  policy  has  been  developed  of  aiding,  not 
only  the  feeders  of  that  great  transcontinental  road,  not  only 
the  feeders  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  not  only  the  roads 
touching  the  frontiers,  and  which  might  be  regained  as 
international  in  their  character,  and  therefore  properly 
coming  under  the  legislative  authority  of  this  House,  but 
local  roads,  purely  and  simply  local  roads,  colonization 
roads,  in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion.  I  might  instance  the 
colonization  road  known  as  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  ; 
the  Gatineau! Yalley  Railway ;  the  Napanee  and  Tamwoi  th ; 
the  Kingston  and  Pembroke,  and  various  other  railways  in 
Ontario,  which  are,  in  their  essence,  purely  colonization 
roads.  I  have  named  one  or  two  in  each  Province  to  show 
that  the  principle  of  aiding  local  roads  has  not  been  conn  xed 
entirely  to  one  Province,  although  the  great  bulk  of  the  mo¬ 
ney  has  gone  to  Quebec.  We  have  adopted  the  principle  of 
aiding  purely  local  roads  throughout  the  Dominion,  and  t  hat 
policy  has  been  defended  in  each  case  on  the  ground 
of  the  usefulness  of  the  particular  road  in  the 
locality  through  which  it  passed.  It  has  been  argued  in 
favor  of  these  roads  that  they  would  develop  a  large  extent 
of  territoiy  along  their  course,  that  there  was  a  largo 
amount  ot  timber  somewhere  that  they  would  reach,  and 
that  their  construction  would  lead  to  the  rapid  settlement 
of  a  lax-go  extent  of  new  oounti’y.  Tho  argument  was  put 
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forward  by  my  bon.  friend  from  Ottawa  county  (Mr. 
Wright)  that  the  population  along  the  Gatineau  Valley  was 
specially  intelligent,  and  the  large  population  on  the  lino 
of  that  road  have  certainly  shown  their  intelligence  by 
frequently  sending  him  back  to  this  House.  Sir,  I  merely 
quote  these  instances  to  show  that  the  grounds  urged  for 
aiding  these  roads  were  not  at  all  that  they  were  of  Domin¬ 
ion  interest,  not  at  all  that  they  were  of  Canadian  interest, 
in  the  sense  of  connecting  one  part  of  Canada  with  another, 
in  the  sense  of  opening  up  a  new  territory  belonging  to  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  but  simply  that  they  would  be  useful 
to  the  localities  in  which  they  were  to  be  built,  useful  in 
opening  up  provincial  lands,  useful  in  giving  facilities  to 
active,  intelligent  and  energetic  settlers  in  that  particular 
locality.  Now  that  the  policy  has  boen  clearly  established, 
of  aiding  purely  local  roads  for  purely  local  reasons,  I 
claim  that  that  policy,  or  its  equivalent,  should  be  extended 
to  all  parts  of  Canada  which  can  show  equally 
good  reasons  for  receiving  local  aid  of  that  kind.  I 
claim  that,  in  justice,  the  new  local  roads  should  be  aided 
in  every  locality  which  can  show  as  good  reasons  for  it  as 
the  localities  which  have  already  received  aid,  or  else  that 
the  municipalities  that  have  spent  large  sums  for  local 
roads  should  be  recouped  for  the  money  they  have  thus 
spent.  So  much  for  the  general  question.  Ithinkmyhon. 
friend  from  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  effectually  disposed  of 
the  contention  that  the  responsibility  of  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  be  got  rid  of  by  repealing  the  Act  under 
which  the  Government  assumed  jurisdiction  over  these 
roads,  He  has  shown  clearly  enough  that,  even  if  the  repeal 
of  tho  Act  were  possible— -and  I  doubt  whether  it  is  possible, 
without  rendering  illegal  all  the  grants  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  made  under  that  Act — but  even  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  wore  inclined  to  try  such  a  foolish  trick,  in  order  to 
get  rid  of  their  responsibility,  it  would  not  free  them  in  tho 
least  from  their  obligations  to  those  parts  of  the  country  to 
which  aid  has  not  been  extended.  The  tax-payers  in  every 
part  of  the  country  have  contributed  to  the  grants  made 
to  purely  local  roads  elsewhere,  and  every  part  of  the 
country  has  a  perfect  right-— and  would  have  just  as  good 
right  if  that  Bill  were  repealed — to  ask  that  they  should  be 
compensated  to  some  extent  for  their  own  expenditure  upon 
railways.  Before  coming  to  the  particular  claims  of  the 
county  of  Elgin,  I  must  refer  to  what  I  have  just  seen  in 
the  large  Eailway  Committee  room.  I  have  just  had  the 
pleasure  there  of  meeting  with  a  large  delegation,  composed 
of  more  than  60  reeves  and  deputy  reeves  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  representing  -20  counties  and  cities,  who 
came  there  to  demand  from  the  Government  what  they 
conceived  to  be  justice  in  regard  to  this  subject.  I  was  not 
able  to  wait  and  hear  the  reply  made  by  the  Ministers  who 
were  present,  the  right  hon.  Premier  and  the  Acting  Min¬ 
ister  of  .Railways,  but  I  heard  from  the  latter  a  hint  in  the 
shape  of  a  question,  that  gave  me  some  idea  of  the  line  that 
might  be  taken  by  the  Government.  He  said  :  “  Do  you 

suppose,  gentlemen,  that  the  municipalities  along  the  line 
of  the  Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental  Railway,  were 
recouped  for  the  bonuses  they  had  given  to  that  road  ?”  I 
understood  him  to  argue  that  as  the  Province  only  had  been 
recouped  in  that  case,  the  municipalities  in  Ontario  had  no 
claims  in  regard  to  railway  bonuses  in  that  Province.  I 
cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  see  the  distinction.  If  it  is  proper 
to  recoup  a  Province  for  the  money  she  has  spent  in  build-  J 
iug  a  road,  and  which  has  since  become  a  part  of  the  Cana- ( 
dian  Pacific  Railway  system,  it  is  proper  to  recoup  a  munici¬ 
pality  which  has  aided  a  road  that  has  become  a  part  of  the 
same  system.  I  have  since  heard,  since  the  deputation 
withdrew,  that  the  loader  of  the  Government  stated  to 
them  that  the  Government  had  never  adopted  the  policy 
of  granting  money  to  a  road  already  built.  If  that  is  not  a 
correct  representation  of  what  he  said  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  correct  me — I  see  he  is  now  present — 


because  I  wish  to  draw  certain  conclusions  from  tho  state¬ 
ment  I  heard  attributed  to  him,  that  tho  Govornraont  had 
never  adopted,  and  did  not  intend  to  adopt,  tho  principle  of 
granting  aid  to  roads  already  built. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  glad  tho  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
put  me  right  on  that  point,  because  if  he  had  said  what  is 
attributed  to  him  he  would  have  taken  a  false  and  unfounded 
position.  I  could  refer  him  and  the  Minister  of  Railways 
to  one  or  two  instances  whore  aid  had  been  granted  in  con¬ 
sideration  of  roads  already  built.  And  since  that  plea 
against  compensation  has  been  put  forward  and  may  arise 
again,  I  may  as  well  refer  to  the  roads  now.  I  will  refer  to 
the  International  Railway  Company,  which  received  a  grant, 
in  1883,  for  49  miles  of  its  road,  from  Sherbrooke,  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  to  the  United  States  frontier,  not 
exceeding  $3,200  per  mile,  and  not  exceeding,  in  the 
whole,  $156,800.  This  part  of  the  International  Railway 
was  then  built  and  in  operation.  A  further  grant  for  a 
part  of  the  road  to  be  built  through  the  State  of  Maine 
was  also  made.  I  may  remark  also  that  the  principle  of 
giving  aid  in  consideration  of  roads  already  built  was 
established  by  the  grant  to  Quebec  in  consideration  of  the 
Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental  road,  for  which  they 
received  $954,060  in  regard  to  the  whole  road,  and 
$1,440,000  in  regard  to  the  part  from  Ottawa  to  Montreal. 
Then,  Sir,  the  principle  of  aid  to  local  railways  generally 
has  been  established ;  the  principle  of  recouping  Provinces, 
at  all  events,  who  have  given  aid  to  railways  or  built  rail¬ 
ways  of  a  similar  character,  has  been  established.  The 
question  is,  Why  has  not  this  principle  been  applied  more 
extensively  in  Ontario  ?  My  hon.  friend  from  Lambton 
has  urged  that  the  Conservative  members  from  Ontario 
should  do  something  towards  securing  the  granting  of  that 
aid — though  he  has  not  been  able  to  see  why  they  have 
not  done  so.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  able  to  say,  to  some  extont, 
why  they  have  not  done  so.  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  some  of  these  Conservative  members,  while 
they  are  opposing  or,  at  all  events,  not  supporting,  the 
claims  of  the  municipalities  generally  to  receive  this  com¬ 
pensation,  have  quietly  succeeded  in  obtaining  Government 
grants  for  railways  under  construction  in  their  own  consti¬ 
tuencies.  They  have  used  their  influence,  not  for  the  benefit  of 
Ontario  municipalities  generally,  but  for  the  benefit  of 
their  own  localities.  We  had  grants  made  for  this 
and  the  other  railway,  a  whole  string  of  them,  last  year, 
and  when  proposing  those  grants  the  Minister  stated  that 
he  had  consulted  Mr.  so-and-so,  in  connection  with  the  line, 
perhaps  the  member  for  the  dbunty  or  the  promoter  of  the 
line,  and  he  had  found  out  what  amount  would  be  necessary 
to  secure  the  construction  of  the  road,  and  that  amount  he 
had  placed  in  the  estimate.  That  was  the  explanation  given 
time  after  time.  It  is  not  so  much  to  be  wondered  at  that 
those  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  beeen  so  fortunate  as  to 
secure  g"ants  for  railways  in  their  own  constituencies 
should  not  bo  very  eager  for  an  extention  of  similar  favois 
to  other  municipalities  which  have  not  the  good  fortune  to 
be  represented  in  this  House  by  Conservatives.  Yet  I 
believe  there  are  some  Conservative  members  who  have  not 
secured  such  favors  for  their  counties.  There  are  some 
Conservative  members  whose  counties  have  given  large 
bonuses  to  railways,  which  counties  have  not  been  recouped 
for  those  bonuses  and  which  still  have  claims  on  the  Goverment 
and  I  shall  expect  that  at  least  those  counties  will  add  to  the 
general  outcry  raised  by  Ontario  municipalities  to  have  jus- 
tic  done  them  in  this  connection.  In  regard,  more  particu¬ 
larly,  to  the  claim  of  the  county  of  Elgin,  I  have  to  point  out 
that  her  case  is  exactly  parallel  to  the  case  of  the  Province 
ol  Quebec,  except  as  to  the  amount  of  money  paid  towards 
the  construction  of  the  railway  in  question.  The  Province 
of  Quebec  built  a  road,  to  which  I  have  referred  once  or 
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twice  already,  from  Quebec  to  Ottawa  via  Montreal.  A 
part  of  that  road  is  now  incorporated  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway ;  the  other  part  remains  an  independent 
road,  but  is  a  very  important  feeder  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  The  reason  given  for  the  grant  of  $454, COO 
to  the  whole  road  was,  that  it  was  an  important  feeder  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  it  connected  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  system  with  the  city  of  Quebec,  and 
therefore  the  Province  of  Quebec  should  be  allowed 
$1154,000  on  account  of  that  part  of  the  road.  The  reason 
given  for  our  paying  the  full  cost  of  the  railway  from 
Montreal  to  Ottawa  was  that  it  was  already  incorporated 
into  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  had  bocome  a  part 
of  their  through  system.  Lot  me  show  the  parallel  between 
that  and  the  case  of  the  county  of  Elgin.  That  county,  in 
1871,  secured  the  construction  of  the  Canada  Southern  by 
giving  a  bonus  of  $200,000.  We  were  assured  by  the 
promoters  that  if  we  did  not  give  that  bonus  the  road  would 
not  be  built,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  such  was 
the  fact ;  that  the  receipt  of  that  amount  of  ail  at  that  parti¬ 
cular  time  enabled  the  company  to  make  arrangements 
for  building  the  road  which  otherwise  would  not  have 
been  made.  At  a  subsequent  period  St.  Thomas  gave 
a  bonus  of  $5(1,000  to  secure  the  extension  of  the  Credit 
Valley  from  Ingersoll  to  St.  Thomas.  No  doubt  that 
road  ivould  not  have  been  so  extended,  at  all  events  at 
that  time,  if  this  aid  had  not  been  granted.  These  two 
bonuses  secured  the  construction  of  the  Canada  Southern 
and  the  extension  of  the  Credit  Valley  to  the  city  of  St. 
Thomas.  The  Credit  Valley  is  in  exactly  the  same  position  as 
the  Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental  road,  between  this  city 
and  Montreal.  It  is  incorporated  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  is  part  of  that  company’s  line.  The  Canada 
Southern  is  in  the  same  position  as  the  North  Shore  road, 
between  Montreal  and  Quebec.  Although  it  is  an  indepen¬ 
dent  line,  still  it  is  the  only  through  western  connection  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  it  is  in  such  intimate  rela¬ 
tions  with  that  railway,  being  its  principal  feeder  from  the 
west,  that  it  may  almost  be  regarded  as  part  of  that  system. 
It  is  as  much  and,  in  fact,  far  more  part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  than  is  the  North  Shore  from  Montreal  to  Quebec, 
because  the  latter  is  controlled  at  present  by  the  Grand 
Trunk,  a  rival  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  claim, 
then,  that  the  position  of  Elgin  is  so  strong  that  it  cannot 
be  successfully  attacked.  I  have  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  elaborate  the  case  very  much,  for  that  reason,  and 
I  have  given  more  attention  to  the  claims  of  other  munici¬ 
palities.  I  believe  that  the  uncommonly  largo  deputation 
of  respectable  and  influential  gentlemen  of  both  political 
parties  which  I  saw  in  the  Railway  Committee  room 
this  afternoon,  is  a  sign  of  what  is  going  to  happen  in 
Ontario.  The  tax-payers  of  the  municipalities  interested 
have  been  paying  from  year  to  year  their  share  of  what  has 
been  paid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  to  other  lines, 
in  which  they  have  no  more  interest  than  they  would  have 
in  a  railway  to  the  moon,  and  they  are  beginning  to  ask 
where  it  is  going  to  stop,  and  when  they  are  going  to  receive 
something  in  return.  Upwards  of  60  of  the  most  influential 
men  of  the  respective  municipalities  were  in  the  Railway 
Committee  room,  asking  that  question  to-day.  and  I  am 
afraid  they  got  a  very  unsatisfactory  answer.  There  were 
gentlemen  present  of  both  political  parties,  and  of  ali  classes, 
and  they  were  unanimous  in  the  feeling  that  the  time  had 
come  when  their  municipalities  should  have  some  share 
in  the  general  distribution  of  the  surplus  of  this  Dominion 
which  has  been  going  on  during  the  last  few  years.  I  said 
they  were  tired  of  always  paying  without  receiving.  My 
constituents  and  those  of  the  hon.  member  lor  East  Elgin 
(Mr.  Wilson),  have  special  reason  to  bo  so  tired.  Not 
only  have  they  taxed  themselves  to  the  extent  of  $275,000 
for  the  railways  mentioned,  but  they  have  also  been  taxed, 
taking  the  average  per  capita  share  of  the  taxation  of 
Mr.  Casey, 
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the  Dominion,  to  the  extent  of  at  least  half  a  million  for 
aid  given  to  other  railways  in  Canada.  Out  of  their  pockets 
at  least  $775,000  have  been  taken,  and  they  have  not 
received  from  this  Government  a  single  dollar  of  recom¬ 
pense.  I  am  bound  to  point  out,  in  this  connection,  that  the 
justice  of  the  principle  of  recouping  municipalities  which 
have  bonused  railways,  was  acknowledged  by  the  Ontario 
Government  at  the  time  the  municipal  loan  fund  was 
arranged  and  part  of  the  then  existing  surplus  distributed. 
It  was  recognised  by  the  Provincial  Government  as  just  that 
those  municipalities  which  had  paid  for  railways  for  them¬ 
selves  should  be  considered  when  railways  were  being  built 
at  the  public  expense  for  the  benefit  of  other  municipalities 
which  had  made  no  such  grants.  To  a  certain  limited  extent, 
limited  by  the  amount  of  money  at  tho  disposal  ot  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  attention  was  paid  to  the  claims  of  those 
constituencies.  Some  of  them  were  given  large  and 
others  small  sums.  At  all  events,  the  principle  was 
established,  and  it  was  one  of  fairness  and  justice,  which  has 
done  very  much  to  establish  Mr.  Mowat,  the  leader  of  the 
Ontario  Government,  in  the  confidence  of  the  people  of  the 
Province,  a  confidence  which  he  still  possesses  to  a  degree 
which  is  remarkably  annoying,  no  doubt,  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  I  must  tell  this  Government  that  if  they  wish  to 
retain  the  confidence  of  even  their  own  friends  in  Ontario, 
they  must  imitate  the  fairness,  justice,  and  even-handed 
dealing  of  the  Premier  of  the  Local  Government  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  matter. 

Some  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear, 

Mr.  CASEY.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  howling 
“  hear,  hear,”  represent  counties  which  received  very  con¬ 
siderable  sums  from  the  distribution  of  the  Ontario  Munici¬ 
pal  Loan  Fund,  and  yet  they  howl  in  derision  when  the 
name  of  their  benefactor  is  mentioned  in  this  House.  This 
is  not  a  spirit  which  I  would  expect  to  find  in  the  represen¬ 
tatives  of  iho  respectable  Conservative  population  of 
Ontario;  it  is  not  the  spirit  of  that  population  throughout 
the  Province.  Conservatives  as  well  as  Liberals,  in  Ontario, 
are  willing  to  recognize  -  fair  treatment  when  they  get 
it.  They  have  got  it  from  Mr.  Mowat  in  his  dealings 
with  tho  railway  question.  If  they  do  not  get  it  from 
the  leader  of  this  Government  they  will  soon  let  tho  First 
Minister  and  his  supporters  understand  that  they  know 
when  they  get  fair  treatment  and  when  they  do  not  get  it. 
I  have  no  doubt,  Sir,  that  tho  agitation  which  has  already 
obtained  such  striking  proportions,  as  shown  by  the  size  of 
the  deputation  to*day,  will  attain  to  still  more  striking 
proportions,  and  that  it  will  extend  to  every  county  in  On¬ 
tario  which  has  not  received  Government  aid  for  railways 
in  which  it  is  interested  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt,  as  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson)  said,  that  in  the  end 
the  Government  will  do  as  they  always  have  done  when 
the  agitation  gets  strong  enough,  they  will  yield  to  it ;  they 
will  do  as  they  did  when  the  members  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  who  for  years  had  been  urging  her  claims  to  these 
moneys,  on  the  grounds  of  justice  and  fair  play,  and  did  not 
get  them.  Last  year  they  put  their  foot  down — or  rather  I 
should  use  the  plural,  and  say  feet,  though  they  put  them 
down  as  one  foot — they  put  them  down  solidly  and  said  :  If 
you  do  not  give  us  justice  we  will  not  vote  for  you.  The  hon, 
gentleman  admitted  that  constitutional  pressure  had  been 
brought  to  bear  on  him  by  members — that  is  the  only  inter¬ 
pretation  that  could  be  put  on  the  circumstances.  Now  it 
is  time  that  the  Conservatives  of  Ontario  set  up  a  little 
Maison  Bleu  of  their  own,  for  the  representatives  of  On¬ 
tario,  if  they  intend  to  remain  representatives  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  will  have  to  put  their  foot  down  and  say  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  If  you  do  not  do  justice  to  our  Province,  and  to 
our  constituencies,  we  have  as  much  spirit  as  any  Bleu  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  we  are  prepared  to  show  it, 
and  then  the  Government  will  back  down  and  give  what 
they  had  refused  them  while  using  argument  alone. 
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Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  This  matter  of  aid  to  railways 
is  one  with  respect  to  which  we  may  as  well  have  it  under¬ 
stood  that  the  Government,  under  its  present  leader,  has  done 
justice,  not  only  to  Ontario,  but  to  Quebec,  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick.  It  is  a  known  fact  that  at  Confedera¬ 
tion  the  proportionate  debt  which  would  have  to  be  paid  by 
Ontario  was  $6,000,000.  It  is  a  known  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
portionate  debt  by  the  Province  of  Queboc  was  $4,000,000. 
The  Government  of  John  Sandfield  Macdonald  collected  and 
saved  altogether  $4,000,000  to  pay  the  debt  of  Ontario  the 
ti  melt  was  decided  what  the  amount  was  which  the  Province 
of  Quebec  would  have  to  pay.  This  Government  assumed 
the  $6,000,000  of  debt,  and  therefore  left  $6,000,000  for  Mr. 
Mowat  to  expend  in  building  railways  in  Ontario.  He 
spent  $6,000,000  and  Quebec  spent  $14,000,000,  and  the 
little  Province  of  New  Brunswick  spent  $6,000,000.  We 
are  told  that  if  we  do  not  do  so  and  so,  and  insist  on  the 
Government  giving  aid  to  the  municipalities  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  Ontario,  we  need  not  expect  to 
occupy  seats  in  this  House  again.  That  is  the  threat,  that 
is  the  pi’ophecy,  but  I  do  not  beliove  it  is  correct.  We  are 
told  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  the  Province  of  Quebec 
got  some  $12,000  per  mile  for  the  distance  from  the  city  of 
Quebec  to  the  city  of  Ottawa.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
lorgct  that  Ontario  got,  on  the  line  between  Pembi’oke  and 
Gravenhurst,  $12,000  per  mile;  that  the  Province  of 
Ontario  got,  on  the  line  from  Callander  to  Bat 
Portage  $12,500  per  mile;  and  that  $12,000  per  mile  was 
given  for  the  road  from  Gravenhurst  to  Callander  in  order 
to  connect  Ontario  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  at 
the  latter  station.  We  are  prepared,  in  the  House  and 
out  of  the  House,  in  any  constituency  of  the  Province, 
to  contend,  as  representatives  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  that  we  have  got  as  much  money,  as  much  fair 
play,  as  much  justice,  as  any  other  Province  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Act  of  last 
Session  took  away  rights  from  the  different  municipalities 
granting  aid  to  the  various  railways  throughout  the  country. 
I  ask  him  have  these  railways  been  removed  ?  Are  they 
not  still  in  those  counties  which  gave  them  aid,  for  all  pur¬ 
poses,  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  parties  who  granted  the 
bonuses  ?  Is  there  any  hon.  gentleman  who  will  deny  that  ? 
Now,  I  want  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  a  few  little  facts 
concerning  some  railways  of  which  I  know  something.  The 
city  of  Toronto  gave  a  large  sum  of  money  to  build  the 
Nipissing  Bailway.  The  towns  of  Port  Perry,  Whitby  and 
Port  Hope,  the  towns  of  Peterborough,  Lindsay  and  others, 
as  well  as  the  counties  interested,  gave  large  sums,  includ¬ 
ing  the  city  of  Belleville,  the  county  of  Hastings.  The  town¬ 
ships  of  Bawdoa  and  Madoc  gave  lai’ga  sums  to  build  a  line 
of  railway  through  the  different  counties.  The  county  of 
Hastings  took  $50,000  stock  in  this  road,  the  Grand  Junction, 
and  they  had  six  directors  on  tbe  board.  This  county,  the  city 
of  Belleville,  the  town  of  Port  Hope,  and  the  town  of  Lindsay 
applied  to  Mr.  Mowat,  at  the  time  the  Grand  Trunk  got  con¬ 
trol  of  something  like  500  miles  belonging  to  the  Midland 
system,  for  justice.  What  did  Mr.  Mowat  do  ?  I  ask  any  hon. 
gentleman,  either  on  tbe  Conservative  or  Beforrn  side,  what 
did  ho  do?  He  passed  a  law  handing  over  that 500 miles  of 
railway  to  the  Grand  Trunk.  They  asked  him  to  give  them 
a  representative  on  the  board — by  the  Bill  handing  over 
the  railway — to  give  them  justice  according  to  the  by-laws 
of  the  different  municipalities,  and  the  arrangements  made 
with  the  companies  building  the  road.  Mr.  Mowat  said  : 
It  is  in  tho  interest  of  your  counties  and  towns  and  locali¬ 
ties  that  these  roads  should  be  handed  over  to  the  Grand 
Trunk,  and  they  were  handed  over  accordingly.  We  have  no 
benefit — only  the  benefits  that  may  be  derived  from  the 
Grand  Trunk  running  a  road  through  tho  different  sections 
of  the  country.  As  one  who  has  to  pay  some  taxes,  and 
who  knows  a  little  about  the  different  municipalities — in 
my  own  county,  at  least— I  say  it  is  a  bonofit  to  that  county 


and  those  sections  of  tho  country  that  tho  Grand  Trunk 
took  the  control  and  management  and  bought  those  rail¬ 
ways.  They  are  now,  Sir,  in  a  bettor  shape;  they  are 
better  served ;  freights  are  cheapor  than  under  tho  old 
system,  when  the  charters  wore  given  to  the  different 
railways.  Now,  what  is  this  motion  for?  It  is 
brought  up  in  order  to  encourage  tho  delegates  who 
are  here  from  Ontario  to  look  forward  and  expect 
the  Government  to  pay  back  to  the  different  muni¬ 
cipalities  the  amount  of  money  they  paid  to  help  in  tho 
construction  of  these  railways.  Well,  whore  is  this  going 
to  stop  ?  Let  us  ask  tho  question  honestly  and  fairly.  Will 
not  all  the  other  Provinces  come  in  and  get  a  portion  of 
this  money  ?  I  ask  how,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  can 
th8  Government  meet  these  demands?  It  is  utterly  im¬ 
possible.  These  delegations  should  be  tola  honestly  and 
frankly  and  candidly  that  it  cannot  b9  done— that  it  is  not 
fair  or  right  or  reasonable.  It  has  been  said  by  tho  hon. 
momber  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  that  the  Bill  passed 
last  Session  is  not  legal  and  constitutional  according  to  the 
Act  of  Confederation.  If  it  is  not  constitutional,  what  is 
the  use  of  saying  that  these  parties  have  taken  tho 
railways  from  the  different  counties  ?  I  say  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  set  that  matter  right  and  pass  a  Dill 
giving  back — if  they  have  taken  it  away — -the  power  to  the 
Provinces  and  the  municipalities,  and  any  power  which 
they  took  from  them.  Let  us  settle  this  matter  finally  and 
forever. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEBS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Of  course  that  meets  the  views 
of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  and  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  it  does,  as  there  is  so  little  that  comes 
from  the  representatives  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
seems  to  please  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  like  to  hear  a  confession  of  error. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Well,  I  am  open  hearted  enough 
if  I  do  wrong  to  acknowledge  it,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
so  wis8  and  knows  so  much,  and  is  so  self-willed  and 
determined,  that  he  never  acknowledges  a  wrong  because  he 
never  thinks  he  is  wrong.  Then  1  say  that  we  should  tell 
the  people  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this 
country  that  this  Dominion  of  Canada  is  not  going  to  refund 
any  of  the  bonuses  granted  by  the  different  municipalities  ; 
but  let  us  say  to  these  people  that  if  there  is  any  authority 
taken  from  them,  it  shall  be  handed^  back,  and  I  say 
the  sooner  the  better.  Would  it  not  bo  better  for 
us,  as  Beformers  and  Conservatives,  to  be  honest  with  these 
people  ?  Are  they  not  coaxed  to  come  here  ?  Are 
they  not  sent  here  by  Mr.  Mowat  whenever  they  apply  to 
him  for  aid  ?  Are  we  not  told  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that  we  are  plunging  this  country  into  debt  that  will  not 
be  paid  in  this  generation  ?  And  yet  they  want  us  to  re¬ 
fund  moneys  to  these  municipalities.  Why  does  not  Mr. 
Mowat  do  a3  an  honest  man,  as  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  and  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia  have  done — why  does  he  not  take  tho  $6,000,000  of 
paper  surplus  which  he  says  he  has,  and  hand  it  back  to 
these  municipalities  ?  He  cannot  do  it,  because  he  has  not 
got  it.  He  says  he  has  $6,000,000  or  $7,000,000  of  surplus 
on  paper,  in  the  shape  of  a  debt  due  by  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  When  he  comes  to  refund  to  this  Dominion  tho 
amount  that  he  owes  it  for  wholesale  licenses,  decided  by 
the  Supreme  Court  to  belong  to  the  Dominion,  and  other 
debts,  he  will  find  that  the  surplus  claimed  to  be  $6,000,000 
will  dwindle  down  to  $1,000,000  or  $2,000,000  or  $3,000,000 
below  the  amount  left  by  the  late  Sandfield  Macdonald. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  GOLD  EESEBYE. 

Sir  LEONABD  TILLEY.  Boforo  you  leave  the  Chair, 

I  Mr.  Spoaker,  I  wish  to  read  a  statement  which  I  have 
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received  from  Mr.  Courtney,  in  reference  to  the  question  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  regard  to  the  4  per  cent, 
bonds:  He  says : 

“We  were  certainly  advised  by  cablegram  that  the  guaranteed  4  per 
cents,  were  to  be  sold  for  certain  dates,  but  not  until  after  the  publication 
of  the  return  did  we  get  the  accounts  from  England.  The  transactions, 
in  fact,  were  not  completed  at  the  time  when  the  return  of  the  circulation 
was  published  in  the  Gazette!' 

Then,  later  on,  he  says: 

“I  wrote  hurriedly,  and  I  have  since  looked  at  the  brokers’  sale  notes. 
The  bonds  were  sold  in  January,  but  delivery  was  not  completed  until 
the  9th  of  February.  The  last  circulation  statement  published  was  for 
January.” 

It  being  sis  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

FACTORY  BILL. 

Mr.  BERGIN  moved  that  the  order  for  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  2)  to  regulate  the  employment  of  children  and 
young  persons  and  women  in  the  workshops,  mills  and 
factories  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  be  discharged.  He 
said:  I  may  say,  in  explanation,  that  I  ask  this  because  I 
have  found  that  many  clauses  of  the  Bill  conflict — so  I  am 
advised  by  counsel— with  the  powers  ofthe  Local  Legislatures. 
I  have  caused  the  Bill  to  be  remodelled,  and  I  think  it  is 
now  in  a  shape  which  will  entirely  avoid  any  conflict 
between  tho  powers  of  the  Local  and  Federal  Legislatures. 
It  will  be  impossible  for  us  to  go  on  with  this  Bill  without 
very  serious  objections  being  made  to  it  in  its  present  form ; 
and  if  I  were  to  propose  to  have  it  printed  and  submitted  to 
tho  House  as  I  desire  to  have  it  amended  in  committeo,  the 
objections  made  might  be  so  serious  as  to  interfere  with  the 
success  of  the  Bill.  I  am  very  anxious  that  this  Bill  should 
ho  passed  this  Session,  and  for  that  reason  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  offer  any  opposition  to  the  proposition  I  make.  The 
new  Bill,  as  I  propose  to  submit  it  to  the  House,  is  ready, 
and  there  will  be  no  delay,  beyond  the  delay  required  for 
the  notice.  I  move  therefore  that  this  order  be  discharged. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  afraid  the  result  of  this  course  will 
he  to  render  impossible  the  accomplishment  of  that  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  desires,  because  if  he  proposes  to  give 
notice  of  the  introduction  of  a  new  Bill,  the  delay  in  getting 
that  Bill  printed  in  English  and  French  will  be  such  that 
by  the  time  it  comes  up  for  its  second  reading  and  reference 
to  the  committee,  the  time  for  Private  Bills  will  have 
elapsed,  and  this,  with  other  infants,  will  be  slaughtered. 

•  Mr.  BERGIN.  I  would  prefer  to  go  o a  with  the  Bill 
and  have  it  amended  in  committee  to  save  time,  but  advan¬ 
tage  might  bo  taken  of  the  rules  of  tho  House  to  prevent 
my  going  on  with  it,  and  I  think  there  is  still  plenty  of 
time. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  order  discharged. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  45)  respecting  the  representation  of  the  Territories  in 
tho  House  ot  Commons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  scarcely  worth 
while  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  make  a  speech  on  a 
subject  of  this  importance  to  such  a  thin  House.  I  will 
take  care  that  he  will  have  every  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  will  have  to  be  absent  from 
Parliament  after  next  week,  for  a  eouple  of  weeks,  i  nd  if  I 
allow  the  Bill  to  stand  to- night,  I  will  not  be  able  to  reach 
it  during  the  week,  and  it  will  be  too  late,  aftor  1  return, 
to  reach  it  during  tho  Session.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
consent  to  have  it  put  on  the  Order  Paper,  so  that  it  will 
Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 
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come  up  the  first  thing  on  Wednesday  next,  I  will  have  no 
objection  to  let  it  stand . 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  see  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  move  that  this  Bill  be  the 
first  order  of  the  day  amongst  Public  Bills  and  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  order  for  second  reading  discharged. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  tho  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  8:25  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  5th  March,  1885 

The  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  85)  respecting  factories.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  87)  to  amend  tho  Act  40  Victoria,  chapter  38, 
intituled:  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  employment,  without 
tho  walls  of  common  gaols,  of  prisoners  sentenced  to  impri¬ 
sonment  therein. — (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  further  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878. — (Mr.  Townshend.) 

Bill  (No.  89)  further  to  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1872. 
—(Mr.  Hay.) 

SALE  OF  RAILWAY  PASSENGER  TICKETS. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
86)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  sale  of  railway  pas¬ 
senger  tickets.  Ho  said:  The  Bill  is  a  short  one,  and  its 
purpose  is  to  compel  railway  companies  to  post  a  notice  in 
stations  where  their  tickets  are  to  be  redeemed.  The  law, 
at  present,  requires  them  to  redeem  tickets,  but  in  practico 
that  provision  is  of  very  little  use,  as  the  companies  insist 
on  the  tickets  being  delivered  or  sent  to  the  head  office, 
which  is,  of  course,  quite  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature,  and  almost  useless  to  tho  traveller. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  road  the  first  time. 

LIEUT.-GOVERNORSHIP  OF  NEW  BRUNSWICK. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  understanding  has  been 
reached  between  the  Government  and  the  Lieut.-Governor 
of  Now  Brunswick  as  to  his  continuing  to  fill  the  office  for 
any,  and  if  so,  for  what  time  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  understanding  has 
been  reached  on  that  subject. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— AMENDED  PLANS 
AND  PROFILES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has  received 
the  amended  plans  and  profiles  of  that  part  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  in  British  Columbia  of  which  the  plans  and 
profiles  were  returned  for  amendment  ?  If  so,  when  ? 
Whether  the  location  shown  by  such  amended  plans  and 
profiles  has  been  appoved  ?  If  so,  when  ?  Whether  tho 
road  is  being  constructed  in  this  part  ?  Whether  further 
papers  will  be  laid  on  tho  Table  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Those  returns  were  received  on  the  7th  of 
January,  1885,  and  approved  by  Order  in  Council,  dated 
the  16th  of  January,  1885.  The  work  is  in  progress  there. 
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It  is  not  tho  intention  of  tho  Government  to  lay  any  further 
papers  on  tho  Table. 

CATHOLIC  POPULATION  OP  THE  PROVINCE  OF 
QUEBEC. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Whether  it  is  tho 
intention  of  tho  Government  to  request  the  Catholic  clergy 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  supply  Government  with  such 
Information  as  they  possess,  in  detail,  showing  the  number 
of  the  actual  resident  Catholic  population  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  in  the  years  1883  and  1884,  respectively,  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  made  to 
this  House  and  elsewhere  touching  the  large  emigration 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  recent  years  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT,  1878. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburne)  asked,  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  amending  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  of  1878,  in  the  direction  asked  for  by  the 
delegation  of  temperance  men  that  waited  upon  the  Premier 
recently  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  as  yet 
has  come  to  no  conclusion  on  that  subject. 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  enquire 
whether  the  statement  required  by  Statute  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  touching  the  affairs  of  the  late  Bank  of  Upper  Canada 
has  yet  been  prepared. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY-.  I  asked  the  Deputy  Minister 
to  have  it  prepared  some  days  ago.  I  do  not  know  whother 
it  is  ready  yet;  I  will  send  at  once  and  see. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  May  I  enquire  if  there  is  any  prospect 
of  soon  seeing  the  plans  and  reports  concerning  the  Short 
Line  Railway? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  think  tho  hon.  gentleman 
has  already  given  notice  of  that  question,  and  it  will  come 
up  to-morrow  or  on  Monday. 

EXCHANGE  BANK— GOVERNMENT  ADVANCES. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed  resolu 
tions  (p.  295)  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  on  the  subject  or 
advances  made  by  the  Government  to  the  Exchange  Bank 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  to  be  regretted,  I 
think,  Sir,  that  the  papors  in  connection  with  this  question, 
which  were  brought  down  in  answer  to  a  motion  of  mine 
last  year,  have  not  been  printed.  They  are  of  some 
importance ;  they  involve  questions  of  importance ;  and  as 
they  have  been  the  subject  of  two  motions  in  this  House  I 
trust  that  the  members  of  the  Printing  Committee  will  see 
their  way  clear  to  order  them  to  be  printed  even  at  this 
somewhat  late  period.  As  they  have  not  been  printed  the 
necessity  will  devolve  on  me  of  reciting  the  facts  which 
have  been  already  established  from  those  papers  for  the 
information  of  those  hon.  members  who  either  were  not 
present  when  this  subject  was  under  discussion  before,  or 
who  may  not  entirely  recollect  the  facts.  Now,  Sir, 
the  fact  with  respect  to  these  advances  to  the  Exchange 
Bank  are  briefly  as  follows  :  First  of  all,  about  two  years 
ago,  on  the  12th  or  14th  of  April,  I  think,  $200,000  was 
advanced  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  to  be  placed  on  deposit 
in  tho  Exchange  Bank.  It  is  shown  by  these  papers  that 
that  advance  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  the 
bank — not  in  tho  ordinary  courso  of  business,  but  for  the 
special  purpose  of  enabling  the  bank  to  keep  its  doors  open 


a  little  while  longer.  It  further  appears  that  another 
advance,  amounting  to  $100,000,  was  made  a  month  after¬ 
wards  under  peculiar  circumstances.  It  was  made  on  tho 
personal  guarantee  of  a  member  of  the  other  branch  of  tho 
Legislature,  Mr.  Senator  Ogilvio ;  and  as  tho  documont  has 
not  yet  boon  printed,  I  will  road  his  letter  on  tho  strongth 
of  which  tho  advance  of  $100,000  was  made.  The  letter  is 
addressed  to  Mr.  Courtney  in  his  capacity  as  Deputy 
Minister  of  Finance,  and  is  as  follows 

“  Ottawa,  11th  May,  1883. 

“My  Dear  Sir,— -I  beg  that  the  Government  will  place  a  further  sum  of 
$100,000  at  deposit  with  the  Exchange  Bank  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
former  deposit  of  $200,000,  and  on  the  Government  agreeing  to  comply 
with  the  request,  I  hereby  undertake  to  hold  myself  personally  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  further  deposit  of  $100,000. 

“  Yours  very  truly, 

“  A.  W.  OGILVIE.” 

It  also  appears  from  those  documents  that  this  advance  was 
made  without  any  enquiry  being  made  as  to  the  solvency 
of  the  bank,  or  any  precautions  apparently  being  taken  to 
ascertain  what  would  bo  tho  result  of  refusing  the  advance. 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  want  the  House  to  judge  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  advances  of  this  kind  should  bo  made 
by  the  Finance  Minister  to  banks  in  this  Dominion  entirely 
on  my  ipse  dixit.  I  happen  fortunately  to  have  found  a  very 
excellent  r6sum6  of  the  conditions  under  which  alone  ad¬ 
vances  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  made  by  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion ;  and  as  it  has  been  very  rare  of  late  yeai’3 
for  me  to  be  able  to  do  myself  the  pleasure  of  concurring 
with  the  hon.  First  Minister,  I  tako  especial  pleasure  in 
calling  tho  attention  of  the  House  to  the  very  excellent 
rlsumi,  of  those  conditions  very  recently  given  by  the  First 
Minister.  Speaking  on  this  subject,  he  declares : 

“  It  has  been,  in  my  experience,  looking  back,  found  requisite  or 
expedient  by  several  Governments,  in  times  of  great  depression,  to 
prevent  universal  ruin,  universal  panic,  to  come  to  the  help  of  some  of 
the  banking  institutions.  Those  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  lived  as  long 
as  I  have,  will,  if  they  look  back,  find  that  Governments  have,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  prevented  universal  panic  by  acting  in  concert  with  strong  bank¬ 
ing  institutions,  in  helping  to  sustain  banks  which  were  not  quite  so 
strong.  That  has  happened  and  will  happen  everywhere.” 

Now,  Six*,  on  tho  whole  I  think  that  is  a  very  admirable 
statement,  made  by  a  gentleman  eminently  well  qualified  to 
make  it,  of  the  conditions  under  which  in  times  of  great 
difficulty,  to  prevent  universal  panic,  Governments  may,  in 
concert  with  strong  banking  institutions,  come  to  the  rescue 
of  some  of  the  weaker  banks.  As  the  First  Minister  has 
lately  developed  a  taste  for  Shakespeare,  I  may  observe 
that  it  occui-s  to  me  that  this  is  an  excellent  illusti’ation  of 
the  well  known  passage  in  Shakespeare  which  says  it  is 
much  easier  to  teach  twenty  men  what  to  do  than  to  be  one 
of  the  twenty  to  follow  one’s  own  showing.  Perhaps,  Sii*,  I 
may  be  pardoned  for  saying  that  I  could  quote  other 
instances  in  which  the  hon.  First  Minister  has  laid  down  in 
admirable  fashion  the  conditions  under  which  Governments 
should  act  in  dealing  with  questions  relating  to  the  rights 
of  the  Local  Legislatures — for  instance,  in  a  very  admirable 
speech  of  his  on  the  New  Brunswick  School  Act,  in  which 
he  pointed  out  that  if  the  Acts  of  the  Local  Legislatui*es 
wei*e  disallowed,  there  was  practically  an  end  to  this  Con¬ 
federation.  Now,  I  turn  to  the  defence  made  of  this  transac¬ 
tion  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance.  That  hon.  gentleman 
pleaded  in  the  following  fashion.  First  of  all,  following  a 
little  in  the  track  of  the  Finance  Minister,  he  stated  that  it 
was  a  case  of  extreme  urgency  in  which  this  advance  of  tho 
12th  of  April,  1883,  was  made  ;  and  this  is  what  he  said  : 

“I  think,  however,  that  the  House  and  the  country  will  sustain  the 
Government  when,  under  such  extreme  circumstances  and  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  preventing  a  run  on  the  bank,  we  took  this  step  ;  because  we  all 
know,  by  looking  at  the  returns,  that  if  to-day  two-thirds  of  the  banks 
in  the  Dominion  were  suddenly  called  upon  to  redeem  their  circulation, 
where  those  banks  would  be  and  where  the  business  of  the  country 
would  be.  Under  the  circumstances  we  feel  that  we  were  perfectly 
justified — and  feeling  at  the  same  time  that  we  were  safe  in  doing  so— 
in  endeavoring  to  save  the  country  from  the  consequences  which  would 
follow  from  the  breaking  down,  it  might  be,  of  two,  or  three,  or  four,  or 
five  of  the  banks.” 
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On  that,  at  present,  I  will  only  say  that  if  these  remarks 
had  been  made  by  any  unpatriotic  gentleman  on  this  side, 
many  and  many  a  day  would  have  elapsed  before  we  had 
heard  the  last  of  such  an  attempt  to  cry  down  the  credit  of 
the  banks  of  the  Dominion.  But  the  hon.  gentleman,  besides 
extreme  urgency,  pleaded  also  previous  practice;  he  pleaded 
that  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of  interfering  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  banks  in  the  Dominion.  And  for  the  third  plea,  he 
stated  that  there  would  be  no  loss.  Now  I  desire  to  examine 
these  several  pleas  successively  and  in  detail.  First  of  all, 
let  us  take  up  the  plea  of  extreme  urgency.  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  hon .  gentle¬ 
man’s  advances  to  this  bank  were  made  on  the  14th  of 
April,  1883.  Fourteen  days  before  that,  on  Friday,  the 
30th  March,  1883,  the  Finance  Minister  delivered  his  Budget 
speech.  Now  the  Budget  speech  is  a  very  important 
speech  indeed.  We  publish  it  at  the  public  expense ;  we 
circulate  it  far  and  wide ;  it  stands  almost  on  the  same 
footing  as  a  State  paper.  Every  word  contained  in  the 
Budget  speech  is  expected  to  be  carefully  weighed,  all  the 
information  which  his  office  can  give  him  is  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Finance  Minister,  and  the  Budget  speech  is  looked  to 
as  being  a  particularly  accurate  statement  of  the  then  con¬ 
dition  of  the  country.  Now  I  find  that  on  the  30th  March, 
1883,  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  Finance  Minister,  spoke  as 
follows: — 

“  I  believe,  from  the  fact  that  rve  are  spending  annually  a  large 
amount  of  money  in  opening  up  and  developing  the  great  North-West 
country,  from  the  fact  that  the  population  coming  into  the  country  at 
the  present  time  are  bringing  in  a  large  amount  of  money  for  invest¬ 
ment,  from  the  fact  that,  last  year,  we  had  of  the  value  of  imports  over 
$1,006,000  of  settlers’  effects,  and  which  wili  be  increasing,  and  which 
of  course,  does  not  create  any  difficulty  financially,  I  hold  that  the 
return  of  the  pendulum,  which  always  does  come  back,  will  be 
deferred,  and  that  we  have  seven  years  of  prosperity  before  the  country.” 

Now,  not  only  in  the  passage  I  have  quoted,  but  all  through 
this  speech,  the  Finance  Minister,  speaking  with  full  know¬ 
ledge  and  speaking  under  these  peculiar  circumstances, 
pointed  out  to  us  that  the  policy  which  he  had  inaugurated, 
besides  producing  temporary  prosperity,  had  laid  the 
foundation  of  a  general,  a  universal  prosperity  so  firmly  es¬ 
tablished  on  such  stable  ground  that  the  greatest  law  known 
as  yet  to  us,  the  law  of  gravitation,  was  suspended  in  favor 
of  the  National  Policy,  and  that  the  pendulum  was  going 
to  cease  its  oscillations  and  return,  not  for  a  paltry  week  or 
fortnight,  but  for  seven  long  years.  You  will  observe  we 
have  here  the  definition  of  the  First  Minister  as  to  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  alone  the  Government  is  justified 
in  coming  to  the  rescue  of  the  banks ;  wo  have  here  a  state¬ 
ment  made  a  fortnight  before  these  events  took  place 
by  the  Minister  of  Finance  showing  that  this  country 
was  in  an  unprecedented  condition  of  prosperity  and 
stability.  Now,  putting  these  two  things  together,  the 
alternatives  which  present  themselves  to  my  mind  are 
three  in  number.  Either,  when  the  Finance  Minister 
pointed  out  to  us  that  we  were  in  such  a  stable  condi¬ 
tion  of  prosperity,  he  knew  better,  and  for  political 
exigencies  he  was  not  accurately  representing  the  condition 
of  the  country ;  of  course,  I  cannot  suppose  that  was  the 
case,  but  that  is  a  possible  alternative.  There  is  a  second 
alternative  and  that  is  this,  that  the  Finance  Minister,  in 
declaring  that  the  country  was  in  a  condition  of  stability 
and  prosperity,  was  utterly  and  completely  in  error,  and 
that,  I  regret  to  say,  he  not  only  deceived  himself  but  he 
also  deceived  us,  and  that  a  fortnight  latter  he  woke  up  to 
the  conviction  that  the  country  was  in  a  condition  such  as 
would  warrant  him  in  taking  the  very  extreme  measure 
which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  the  First  Minister,  so  well 
descibed  in  the  passage  I  have  just  read.  Well,  there  is  a 
third  alternative,  namely,  that  the  country  was  really  in  a 
condition  of  stability  and  prosperity,  in  which  case  the 
Finance  Minister  will  see  that  his  conduct  in  interfering  for 
the  preservation  of  a  trumpery  bank  like  the  Exchange 
Sir  Riqhard  Cartwrxght0 


DEBATES.  March  5, 


Bank  was,  as  held,  and  correctly  held,  by  the  First  Minister, 
utterly  and  entirely  unwarranted.  Which  of  these  three 
alternatives  the  hon.  gentleman  will  choose,  I  will  leave 
entirely  to  his  discretion.  Then  we  come  to  his  second 
plea,  the  plea  of  previous  practice.  The  hon.  gontleman 
the  Finance  Minister,  tells  us  this  was  not  the  first  nor  the 
second,  nor  apparently  the  third,  nor  the  fourth 
time  that  ho  had  come  to  the  rescue  of  banks  in 
difficulties,  and  he  says  that  up  to  the  present  time 
no  harm  hat  arisen.  If  that  be  so,  all  that  I  can  say  is 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  indulged  in  a  very  bad  practice. 
It  is  not  possible  for  him  or  any  man  in  his  position 
to  do  these  things  in  a  corner  ;  other  banks  soon  get  to  know 
that  the  Government  have  assisted  banks  in  difficulties  ;  and 
when  they  get  into  difficulty  it  is  but  natural  and  reasonable 
on  their  part  that  they  should  come  to  the  same  beneficent 
power  which  had  helped  their  comrades  out  of  difficulty  and 
danger,  and  sooner  or  later,  just  as  happened  in  this  case, 
these  little  difficulties  occur.  The  worst  possible  thing  the 
Finance  Minister,  or  any  other  Finance  Minister  can  do, 
in  the  interest  of  the  banks,  is  to  lead  them  to  believe  that 
they  have  only  to  get  into  a  scrape  in  order  to  come  to  the 
Government  and  to  obtain  an  advance  of  J,  §,  or  per¬ 
haps  |  of  their  whole  paid  up  capital.  That  does  not 
consort  in  the  least  with  the  admirable  definition  laid  down 
by  the  First  Minister,  who  lays  down  the  rule,  the  Finance 
Minister  will  observe,  that  these  things,  although  they  may 
be  done,  are  to  be  done  with  great  care  and  only  in  times  of 
extreme  depression,  for  the  purpose  of  averting  great 
national  injury  leading  to  universal  panic.  I  have  quoted 
the  Finance  Minister  and  may  perhaps  be  pardoned  for 
quoting  myself.  I  recollect  a  good  many  years  ago,  as  far 
back  as  1873,  under  circumstances  closely  analagous  to 
those  which  now  exist,  I  had  occasion  to  discuss  the  policy 
then  pursued  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  take  the 
opportunity  of  reading  to  the  House  what  I  then  said.  I 
said  my  chief  objections  to  that  policy  are  these  : 

“  (1)  That  it  is  an  error  on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  a  country 
like  this  which  wants  all  its  available  capital  for  its  own  internal  need, 
to  borrow  in  the  home  market  at  all  except  under  very  peculiar  circuni' 
stances,  or  from  absolute  necessity. 

(2)  That  it  is  a  further  error  to  borrow  any  considerable  sums  repay¬ 
able  at  call  at  short  notice  which  is  just  what  my  hon.  friends  are  doing; 
and  lastly  that  the  practical  working-of  this  system  is  such  as  to  risk 
intermixing  the  public  credit  with  that  of  various  trading  and  banking 
corporations  to  the  great  injury  of  both.  In  connection  with  this  last 
charge  I  may  remark  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  has  a  direct 
tendency  to  aggrave  any  inflation  on  the  one  hand  and  every  turn  of 
depression  on  the  other,  and  though  I  will  not  say  that  the  present 
stringency  results  solely  from  the  action  of  the  Government,^  I  do 
assert  that  it  has  contributed  direct  and  powerfully  towards  bringing  it 
about,  and  that  it  will  be  a  fortunate  day  for  the  Dominion  when  the 
Finance  Minister  discovers,  as  I  believe  he  very  soon  will,  that  it  is  no 
part  of  his  proper  duty  to  charge  himself  with  the  task  of  carrying  on 
the  banking  business  of  the  country  or  any  part  of  it.” 

Now  the  hon.  gentleman’s  third  plea  is,  I  observe,  that  there 
would  be  no  loss.  Well,  that  is  possible,  if  possible  at  all, 
only  I  am  sorry  to  say,  on  one  condition,  and  that  is  that 
the  Government  should  use  or  should  abuse  their  legal 
power  by  sweeping  away  the  last  crumbs  which  the  extra¬ 
vagance  and  mismanagement  of  their  directors  have  left 
the  unfortunate  shareholders  or  rather  the  unfortunate  de¬ 
positors  in  the  Exchange  Bank.  Since  the  hon .  gentleman 
made  that  statement,  many  new  and  very  startling  facts 
have  been  disclosed.  In  all  my  experience — and  I  include 
in  that  not  only  my  experience  as  to  affairs  in  Canada,  but 
I  include  likewise  the  evidence  I  have  perused  as  to  the 
dealiug  with  banks  and  bank  estates  in  England  and  Scot¬ 
land — I  do  not  remember  to  have  read  or  heard  of  such 
shameful  malversation  or  such  shameful  disregard  of  their 
duties  on  the  part  of  any  body  of  directors  as  has  been  shown 
to  have  existed  in  the  directorate  of  the  Exchange  Bank. 
Some  of  them  no  doubt  were  innocent  of  guilty  intention  ; 
but  all  of  them  have  been  guilty  evidently  of  the  greatest 
laches  and  of  neglect  of  the  duties  which  they  were  appoint- 
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ed  to  discharge.  If  the  Government  rank,  as,  for  reasons 
I  shall  give  later  on,  I  think  they  ought  to  rank,  as  ordin¬ 
ary  creditors,  there  is  scarcely  any  possibility  but  that  a 
very  serious  loss  indeed  must  be  endured  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  then  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  third  pica  falls  entirely 
and  wholly  to  the  ground,  unless  on  the  condition  that 
the  Government  choose  to  take  an  extreme  view  of  their 
legal  right  and  to  sweep  away  all  that  remains  for  the 
unfortunate  depositors  in  the  Exchango  Bank.  I  am  advised 
that  an  enormous  sum  has  been  lost  by  this  bank  after  this 
advance  was  made.  I  am  advised  that  on  a  single  account 
something  like  $170,000  was  lost  by  the  bank  after  the 
advance  was  made.  I  am  advised  that  the  account  of  the 
president,  or  chief  manager,  or  whatever  he  was,  shows 
that,  on  an  overdrawn  account  of  the  chief  officer  of  that 
bank,  one-third  or  thereabouts  of  the  whole  paid-up  capital 
of  the  bank  was  advanced.  I  am  not  of  my  own  knowledge 
acquainted  with  those  facts,  but  I  believe  there  are  gentle¬ 
men  in  this  House  who  are  prepared  to  testify  to  them.  It 
must  have  been  known  to  the  Finance  Minister  that,  when 
you  interfere  with  tho  affairs  of  an  insolvent  institution, 
there  is  always  great  reason  to  expect  that  the  managers, 
from  the  desire  to  play  double  or  quits,  or  from  some  more 
guilty  motive,  are  very  apt  to  plunge  into  more  extrava¬ 
gant  or  adventurous  transactions  ;  and  precisely  that,  as  I 
am  informol,  has  been  the  case  in  this  bank.  There  were 
special  grounds  why  the  hon.  the  Minister  should  have  been 
careful  in  this  case.  It  was  not  a  bank  of  unstained  repu¬ 
tation.  It  had  prior  to  the  advance  once  suspended 
specie  payments  and  reduced  its  capital,  and  the  sum 
which  was  asked  for  should  have  called  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  its  very  diihgerous  condition. 
We  have  boen  so  accustomed  to  deal  with  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  that  an  advance  of  $300,000  may  appear 
to  be  a  mere  bagatelle,  but  that  was  throe  fifths  of  the 
whole  of  the  paid-up  capital  of  the  Exchange  Bank, 
and  was  just  as  great  in  proportion  as  if  $7,000,000 
had  been  advanced  to  the  Bank  of  Montreal  with  its 
paid  up  capital  of  $12,000,000.  The  hon.  gentleman 
krows,  and  in  fact  he  makes  it  an  excuse  for  his  proceed¬ 
ing,  that  the  board  of  the  Exchange  Bank  had  upon  it  a 
number  of  men  of  great  wealth.  Tho  House  will  not  have 
forgotten,  nor  will  my  hon.  friend  from  Chateauguay  (Mr 
Holton)  have  forgotten,  the  contemptuous  manner  in  which 
the  suggestion  was  met  last  Session,  that  before  an  amount 
of  $100,000  was  advanced  on  the  guarantee  of  Senator 
Ogilvie,  he  should  have  made  himself  acquainted  with  that 
gentleman’s  position.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  thought  it  an 
insult.  Ho  knew  that  the  members  of  the  board  of  directors 
were  wealthy  men.  Hid  it  occur  to  him  that,  dealing  with  a 
board  of  directors  of  such  wealth  and  standing,  he  should 
have  said  to  them  :  You  want  $300,000  to  save  a  bank  in 
which  you  are  interested ;  pledge  your  security  to  other 
banks,  and  do  not  come  craving  aid  from  the  Government. 
That  is  the  line  which  should  have  been  adopted.  That  is 
the  line  which  common  sense  would  have  suggested.  Mr. 
Buntin  and  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  others  of  them  had  no  right  to 
come  to  the  Government  of  Canada  for  $100,000,  but  they 
should  have  gone  to  the  Bank  of  Montreal  and  pledged  their 
credit,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  they  would  have 
got  the  money  without  the  slightest  objection.  Another 
gross  impropriety  to  which  I  have  to  [call  attention  is  the 
action  of  the  hon.  the  Minister  with  regard  to  Senator  Ogil¬ 
vie.  What  is  the  use  of  an  Act  of  Independence  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  if  Ministers  can  allow  members  of  this  Chamber 
or  the  other  Chamber  to  take  such  advantages  as  this  ?  We 
can  all  see  tho  mischievous  results  ;  we  are  confronted  with 
the  difficulty  arising  from  mixing  up  dealings  with  political 
supporters  and  with  bank  directors.  It  is  true  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  may  prefer  the  claim  which  I  understand  they 
have  already  advanced,  that,  because  they  are  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  they  are  entitled  to  claim  every  thing  which 


the  bank  possesses  in  discharge  of  their  debt.  But,  if  tho 
action  of  the  Government  did,  as  I  am  informed  it  did,  a 
great  damage  and  no  good  to  tho  shareholders  and  deposi¬ 
tors  in  the  Exchange  Bank,  what  an  inequitable  thing  it 
is  for  Government  to  avail  itself  of  this  claim,  not  so  much 
for  the  purpose  of  recovering  public  money  as  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  avoiding  enforcing  the  letter  of  guarantee  given  by 
Senator  Ogilvie  which  I  have  just  read.  Although  I  speak 
under  correction  in  regard  to  this,  I  am  informed  that  they 
have  a  distinct  legal  remedy  against  Senator  Ogilvie, 
and  that,  under  that,  they  could  have  recovered 
this  amount  from  him,  but  they  refused  to  do  so,  and 
they  enforced,  or  tried  to  enforce,  their  inequitable  remedy 
against  the  unfortunate  shareholders  of  the  Exchange  Bank. 
As  regards  Senator  Ogilvie,  no  doubt  he  is  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  the  law,  but  let  the  Government  and  the  House 
know  this  important  fact  as  between  the  directors  and  the 
country.  Senator  Ogilvie  may  be  comparatively  an  inno¬ 
cent  man,  he  may  be,  or  he  may  not  be.  1  do  not  know 
sufficiently  the  way  in  which  the  affairs  of  the  bank  were 
conducted  to  pronounce  an  opinion,  but,  regarding  the 
great  bulk  of  his  own  shareholders,  and,  still  more,  the 
great  bulk  of  his  own  depositors  in  that  bank,  he  has  no 
right.  He  was  one  of  those  directors.  It  was  largely  due 
to  his  laches  and  to  his  ignorance  that  this  misfortune  came 
about,  and  the  Government  should  never  have  shown  any 
preference  whatever  to  a  man  who,  having  been  a 
director  of  the  Exchange  Bank,  had  acted  in  this  way. 
Sir,  the  whole  of  this  business,  I  must  say,  reflects  serious 
discredit  on  the  administration  of  the  Department.  Thei’e 
may  be  occult  reasons  for  it.  No  doubt,  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances,  these  banks  are  very  useful  institutions.  I 
am  informed,  Sir,  that  among  the  assets  of  this  bank  there 
is  one  sum  of  several  thousands  of  dollars  which 
was  advanced  on  the  security  of  a  member  of  this  House, 
whom  I  am  sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place — the  member  for 
Montreal  West  (Mr.  Gault) — and  that  this  represents  a  part 
of  the  cost  of  his  election,  and  has  never  been  paid — for 
what  reason  I  do  not  know.  Now,  Sir,  if  that  be  the  case  I 
am  very  sorry  for  it.  When  that  hon.  gentleman  returns 
it  will  be  for  him,  1  think,  to  explain  to  the  House,  if  there 
bo  any  explanation  possible,  how  it  comes  that  he,  a  former 
president  of  the  Exchange  Bank,  drew,  or  caused  to  be  drawn, 
several  thousands  of  dollars  from  the  bank  for  the  purpose 
of  defraying  his  election  expenses.  Now,  I  hope  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  did  not  know  of  that  transaction — I 
think  it  probable  he  did  not  know  of  it,  I  am  bound  to  say. 
But  I  must  point  out  to  him  that  this  sort  of  thing  is 
really  very  awkward,  and  hi3  position,  in  some  re¬ 
spects — as  I  recollect  explaining  to  him  some  half 
dozen  years  ago  at  tho  City  of  St.  John— is  one 
rather  peculiar.  Sir,  it  is  possible  that  very  charitable  per¬ 
sons  like  myself,  very  charitable  minded  persons,  who  know 
the  hon.  Minister  well,  may  take  a  very  lenient  view  of  this 
matter.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  made  this  speech  of  his 
on  tho  30th  March,  1883,  and  when  he  declared  as  I  have 
pointed  out,  that  so  firm  and  stable  were  the  foundations  on 
which  he  had  laid  the  prosperity  of  this  country  that  the 
greatest  of  all  natural  laws  was  going  to  be  suspended  for 
seven  years  in  his  interest ;  Sir,  we  may  be  willing  to  admit, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
occasion  really  did  not  know  what  he  was  talking  about, 
and,  Sir,  in  like  manner  when,  on  the  12th  and  14th  of 
April,  he  chose  to  make  an  advance  which  he  ought  only 
to  havo  made  for  the  purpose,  the  First  Minister  says 
of  averting  a  universal  panic,  and  in  time  of  extreme  de¬ 
pression — then,  Sir,  we  may  also  charitably  believe  that  the 
Finance  Minister  really  did  not  know  what  he  was  doing.  But, 
Mr.  Speaker,  however  charitable  the  view  we  may  wi-h  to 
take,  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  Finance  Minister  that  every¬ 
body  will  not  be  so  charitable.  This  is  a  censorious  world 
as  he  knows.  People  will  look  at  facts.  They  will  say : 
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Here  is  an  old  experienced  parliamentarian  and  administra¬ 
tor,  an  hon.  gentleman  who  has  been  Finance  Minister  for 
many  years,  and  a  financial  colossus  at  that ;  wo  find  that 
he  neglects  the  commonest  precautions ;  ho  walks 
straight  blindfolded  into  the  snare;  he  violates 
all  kinds  of  parliamentary  rule  and  etiquette  in 
dealing  with  Senator  Ogilvie,  and  he  puts  $300,000  of  the 
public  money  in  a  bank  which  turns  out  to  be  the  rottenest 
of  all  rotten  eggs.  Now,  Sir,  they  may  require  an  explana¬ 
tion.  For  myself,  I  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  proba¬ 
bly  erred  from  over  good  nature.  I  know  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  great  sacrifices  for  his  party.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is,  if  he  will  pardon  me  for  saying  so,  a 
good  Pharisee,  and  a  man  who  makes  broad  his  phylacteries 
occasionally,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  view  of  party 
exigencies,  and  in  his  zeal  for  the  public  service,  has  not 
consented  to  be  a  consort  with,  but  actually  a  colleague  of 
publicans  and  sinners  for  this  many  a  day.  Now,  Sir,  it  will 
be  a  very  sad  thing  indeed  if  the  Minister  of  Finance’s 
usefulness  should  be  gone.  It  would  bo  presumptuous 
on  my  part  to  advise  the  First  Minister  what  he  ought  to 
do  in  such  circumstances,  and  I  am  very  sure  that  he  would 
not  take  my  advice  if  I  gave  it.  Moreover,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  quite  well  aware  that  the  same  causes  do  not  always 
produce  the  same  results  with  different  persons.  I  know 
as  well  as  anybody  that  sauce  for  the  Grit  goose  is  not 
always  sauce  for  the  Tory  gander. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh  !  oh  I 

S  r  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  dispute  the  proposition  ?  There  are  too  many  proofs 
that  I  could  bring.  We  know  very  well  what,  in  a  some¬ 
what  similar  case,  the  First  Minister  did.  We  all  recollect 
when  the  usefulness  of  my  lamented  friend,  Mr.  Letellier, 
was  gone,  and  what  followed  ?  Mr.  Letellier  lost  his 
Lieutenant-Governorship.  Now  it  would  not  surprise  me, 
in  case  the  Finance  Minister’s  usefulness  should  be  gone, 
that  a  directly  opposite  result  would  happen,  and  that  he 
would  got  a  Lieutenant-Governorship,  and  as  the  thing 
seems  to  be  in  fashion,  perhaps  a  testimonial  also.  Or,  Sir, 
we  might  follow  the  precedent  set  in  your  case,  and  appoint 
a  Deputy  or  Assistant  Finance  Minister  specially  charged  to 
look  after  banks,  and  pay  them  out  of  the  surplus  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  expects  to  get  but  which  I  fear  he  will 
not  get.  Now,  Sir,  to  speak  of  the  matter  more  seriously, 
lot  me  recapitulate  the  facts  as  they  appear.  First  of  all  I 
call  attention  to  this :  That  in  18-3  when  this  advance  was 
made,  the  Minister  of  Finance  was  perfectly  well  aware  that 
the  bank  was  in  difficulties;  he  was  perfectly  well  aware  why 
this  advance  was  sought ;  it  was  not  disguised  or  concealed 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  this  bank  to  keepits  doors  open. 
Now,  Sir,  if  he  had  perfect  knowledge  that  that  bank  had 
been  in  difficulties  he  ought  tohave  taken  extra  precau¬ 
tions.  But  he  took  no  precautions ;  he  did  not  consult 
these  experienced  bank  managers  whom  he  might  have 
consulted;  he  did  not  consult  them,  either,  as  to  the 
real  position  of  the  Exchange  Bank,  or  as  to  the  results 
which  would  follow  if  it  was  obliged  to  close.  He  must  have 
taken  an  ex  parte  statement  from  two  or  three  gentlemen  who 
had  the  strongest  imaginable  personal  interests  for  keeping 
the  bank’s  doors  open  for  a  short  time  longer.  The  result, 
as  I  have  said,  has  been  that  an  enormous  loss  has  accrued 
to  its  depositors  ;  the  result  has  been  that  a  further  unfor¬ 
tunate  loss  has  taken  place,  and  that  the  public  at  large 
are  likely  to  say  that  the  Finance  Minister  and  tho 
Government  favored  Senator  Ogilvie  at  the  expense  of 
several  hundreds  of  unfortunate  people  whom  they  them¬ 
selves  had  misled,  whom  they  themselves  had  deluded  into 
leaving  their  money  in  this  bank,  and  in  whose  case  great 
injury  had  arisen  from  the  action  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  merely  committed,  I 
think,  a  grave  error  of  judgment,  he  has  not  merely  neglec- 
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ted  ordinary  precautions,  but  he  has  committed  a  very 
serious  fault  indeed  in  refusing  to  proceed  against  Senator 
Ogilvie,  against  whom  he  ought  to  have  proceeded— 
or,  if  it  is  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s  personal  affair,  I 
say  the  Government  ought  to  have  taken  every  logal 
remedy  against  Senator  Ogilvie  and  ought  not  to  have 
advanced  the  inequitable  and,  I  think,  unreason¬ 
able  claim  against  those  unfortunate  people  that  are 
concerned  as  depositors  in  the  Exchange  Bank.  Sir,  in  my 
judgment  the  whole  business  shows  what  indescribable  mis¬ 
chief  results  from  his  having  departed  from  sound  and  well 
established  custom.  Here  we  have  Ministers  acting  as  if  the 
public  money  was  their  own,  or  rather  as  if  the  public  money 
was  nobody’s.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  very  easy,  no  doubt,  to  grow 
popular  by  being  generous  with  other  people’s  money,  the 
hon.  gentleman  understands  that  too.  I  recollect  very  well,  a 
similar  transaction  which  occured  in  1879  when  the  Financo 
Minister,  sitting  in  that  place,  confessed,  in  answer  to  a 
question  of  mine, that  he — and  he  is  the  only  Finance  Minister 
who  ever  did  it,  that  I  have  heard  of — had  aided  and  abetted 
the  banks  to  advance  money  to  the  merchants  of  Canada 
to  enable  them  to  anticipate  the  effects  of  his  own  tariff 
whereby,  as  I  explained  to  him  he  was  practically  in  the 
position  of  a  gentleman  who  was  assisting  to  rob  his  own 
till, — in  this  case  tho  public  till ;  and  whereby  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  were  distributed  among 
a  certain  class  of  men  at  the  expense  of  the  whole  com¬ 
munity.  Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  case  somewhat  similar. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  very  good  to  two  or  three 
persons;  he  has  been  very  good  to  a  number  of  gentlemen 
who  came  and  asked  tor  assistance,  but  he  did  not  suffici¬ 
ently  recognise  the  consequences  which  would  result  from 
his  action  to  many  innocent  persons,  who  I  am  quite  sure 
he  never  d  -  ire I  to  hurt,  but  whom  he,  in  fact,  desired  to 
aid  and  assist.  The  true  position  of  the  Finance  Minister 
on  this  as  on  other  matters  is  very  clear:  he  is  in  the 
highest  degree,  by  right  of  his  office,  tho  official  guardian 
of  tho  public  chest.  He  is  bound,  as  far  as  he  can,  to  check 
the  lavishness  of  his  colleagues,  if  by  any  extraordinary 
accident  they  should  be  lavish  in  their  expenditure  of  the 
publio  money.  He  is  bound  to  foresee  danger;  he  is  bound 
to  warn  us  and  the  Government  as  to  future  contingencies, 
and  he  is  especially  bound  to  guard  against  the  establishment 
of  dangerous  precedents  from  which  much  mischief,  as  in  this 
case,  might  flow.  I  am  very  sorry  this  should  have  occurred 
— very  sorry.  The  present  case  is  perhaps  a  comparatively 
insignificant  sample  of  the  results  which  flow  from  this 
lavish  dealing  with  the  public  money.  And  yet  mischief 
enough  has  been  done.  I  am  told  there  are  probably  nearly 
one  thousand  depositors  of  small  amounts  of  money  with 
the  Exchange  Bank  who,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  and  the 
Government  persist  in  their  course,  will  lose  all  except  a 
most  insignificant  dividend  on  their  deposits.  And  the  thing 
has  been  made  much  worse  by  the  obstinacy  of  the  Finance 
Minister.  If  he  had  only  manifested  a  quarter  as  firm 
resolution  not  to  advance  money  as  he  has  displayed 
in  insisting  on  and  pressing  the  Government  claim, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  the  depositors,  better  for 
himself,  better  for  the  Government  and  better  for  all  of 
us.  I  cannot  truthfully  say  that  I  have  any  great  hope 
that  this  motion  will  carry.  I  am  tolerably  well  aware  of 
the  tenacity  and  strength  of  the  ties  which  bind  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment.  And  it  is  my  present  impression  that  if  an  angel 
decended  from  heaven  and  appeared  visibly  before  us  with 
conclusive  proof  that  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  has 
violated  every  law  of  the  Decalogue  and  every  law  on  the 
Statute-book,  those  hon.  gentlemen  would  only  see  in  it 
another  opportunity  of  doing  as  the  First  Minister  says  he 
wishes  his  supporters  always  to  do,  vote  for  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  once  when  they  are  right  and  twice  when  they  are 
wrong, — and  this  is  the  second  time;  unless,  peradventure, 
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the  angel  hailed  from  No.  8,  in  which  case  there  is  no  say¬ 
ing  what  the  result  would  be.  Bat  I  say  that  a  very 
considerable  public  benefit  will,  in  all  probability,  result 
from  our  action.  I  feel  tolerably  certain  of  this,  that  this 
most  vicious  and  mischievous  practice  which  the  corres¬ 
pondence  shows  to  have  been  creeping  into  the  management 
of  the  banks  all  through  this  country,  that  when  they 
get  into  scrapes  they  come  to  the  Finance  Minister  to  bo 
assisted,  is  likely  to  be  considerably  checked  by  the  two 
debates  which  have  taken  place  on  this  subject.  I  think  in 
future  both  the  banks  and  the  Finance  Minister  will  take 
to  heart  the  wise  remarks  of  the  First  Minister,  and 
say  that  assistance  from  Governments  to  banks  is  only  to  be 
given,  as  the  First  Minister  justly  said,  for  the  purpose  of 
averting  a  universal  panic  in  times  of  exti’eme  depression  ; 
and  then,  as  he  also  wisely  said,  in  concert  with  other  and 
larger  banking  institutions  which  have  unusual  facilities  for 
ascertaining  the  real  condition  of  the  chartered  banks.  I 
beg  to  move  the  resolution. 

Sir  LEON  ARD  TILLEY.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat.  But  before  doing  so  I  would  state  to 
this  House  that  daring  the  eleven  or  twelve  Sessions  I  have 
had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  Parliament  I  have  received  dur¬ 
ing  that  period  every  respect  and  consideration  lrom  all 
hon.  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  except  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat.  I  might  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  two  or  three  occasions  on  which,  as  on  the  present 
occasion,  he  has  used  language  perhaps  less  parliamentary 
than  that  which  he  has  used  on  this  occasion.  On  the  pre¬ 
sent  occasion,  in  a  satirical  manner,  he  has  been  dis¬ 
posed  rather  to  reflect  upon  my  honor  and  integrity,  and 
upon  the  honor  and  integrity  of  the  gentlemen  with  whom 
I  am  associated  in  the  Government.  He  has  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  in,  I  think,  an  unparliamentary  manner,  I  may 
say  in  an  ungentlemanly  manner,  referred  to  the  construe 
tion  of  my  sentences  as  being  ungrammatical ;  and  he  has 
sat  in  his  place  as  a  critic  upon  the  moral  character  and  the 
educational  standing  of  members  of  this  House.  I  am  re¬ 
minded  by  his  conduct  and  statements  of  a  circumstance 
that  took  place  not  long  since  in  the  south  of  England  at  a 
meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  and  considering 
some  important  quostion  with  respect  to  the  locality.  There 
were  present  on  that  occasion  a  country  gentleman,  whose 
organ  of  self-esteem  was  very  large  indeed,  and  whose 
organ  of  benevolence  was  as  small  as  the  other  organ  was 
large,  and  who  imagined  that  he  knew  everything  and  that 
few  other  people  knew  anything  at  all.  At  that  meeting  a 
humble  farmer  was  also  present,  and  he  had  the  audacity  to 
differ  in  opinion  with  the  country  squire.  The  squire  took 
him  to  task  for  it,  saying:  You  are  an  illiterate  man,  but  I 
have  been  educated  in  two  universities.  He  did  not  say 
whether  he  had  ever  taken  a  degree  or  not.  The 
.farmer,  looking  at  the  country  squire,  replied :  What 
of  that  ?  I  had  once  a  calf  that  sucked  the  milk 
of  two  cows,  and  the  moro  milk  it  sucked  the  greater 
the  calf  grew.  That  is  tho  spirit  in  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  treats  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  whether  they  are  educated  or  uneducated. 
It  is  true  1  had  not  the  advantage  of  a  university  educa¬ 
tion;  but  I  trust  I  have  had  sufficient  education  to  enable 
me  to  make  my  statements  to  tho  House  in  such  a  manner 
that  members  can  understand  them,  and  I  trust  with 
such  clearness  that  they  are  prepared  to  believe  them. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  intimated  that  in  tho  action  of  the 
Government,  or,  if  ho  will,  in  the  action  of  the  Finance 
Minister — though  it  was  not  the  action  of  the  Finance 
Minister  alone — there  were  party  or  political  considerations 
with  reference  to  it.  He  says  I  am  very  kind  and  consider¬ 
ate  and  generous  to  these  banking  institutions,  that  for 
political  considerations  I  am  anxious  to  give  them  certain 


advantages.  Sir,  if  he  will  find  a  parallel,  during  all  the 
time  I  have  been  Finance  Minister,  to  the  consideration 
which  ho  himself  gave  when  he  was  Finance  Minister  to  the 
only  political  bank  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  I  will  retire 
from  my  office.  In  that  bank  they  mesmerized  people  by 
the  score  ;  and  collections  were  taken  in  it  to  carry  the  elec¬ 
tions  and  help  gentlemen  who  now  sit  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  Yos,  Sir,  I  repeat,  that  if  ho  can  point  to  a  parallel 
in  my  career  as  Finance  Minister,  if  he  can  find  a  case  eq  ual 
to  that  in  the  way  of  advantages  given  and  advances  made  to 
banks,  I  will  retire  from  my  position.  When  that  very  bank 
came  to  us  three  or  four  years  ago,  along  with  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Bank,  and  said  :  There  is  a  feeling  of  distrust  in  the 
country,  in  the  minds  of  certain  people  who  are  depositors 
in  the  bank  and  people  who  hold  its  paper,  which  is  leading 
and  has  led  to  a  demand  for  gold  for  our  notes.  They  said  :  we 
are  sound ;  wo  have  ample  assets  to  pay  our  liabilities,  but  if 
this  drain  on  us  continues,  if  this  demand  continues,  wo  will 
have  to  shut  our  doors  and  there  will  be  considerable  loss  to 
the  country ;  our  stockholders  will  suffer,  the  business  of 
the  country  will  suffer,  everybody  will  suffer,  if  this  run  is 
allowed  to  continue  and  the  bank  is  allowed  to  go  down. 
The  banks  I  refer  to  are  tho  Consolidated  and  tho 
Ontario,  and  tho  gentleman  who  came  from  the  Ontario 
Bank  was  Sir  William  Howland.  Now,  if  we  had  been  in¬ 
fluenced  by  political  considerations  we  might  have  turned  to 
them  and  said  :  No,  we  know  your  bank,  and  we  know  its 
political  influence  ;  we  know  that  its  political  influence  was 
used  to  defeat  our  candidates  in  years  past.  But  we  did  not 
do  that ;  we  felt  that  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the  whole  bank¬ 
ing  institutions  of  the  country  that  we  should  at  that  time 
prevent  a  run  on  these  banks — prevent  them  from  closing 
their  doors.  Every  man  will  understand  the  effect  of  a  dis¬ 
aster  of  that  kind.  The  moment  there  is  distrust  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  one  or  two  banks,  no  matter  how  strong  they  may 
be,  there  is  a  general  fear  on  the  part  of  those  having  de¬ 
posits  or  holding  notos,  and  they  go  to  the  banks  and  say :  I 
want  our  money.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  that  the  mana¬ 
gers  and  directors  would  say  in  a  day  or  two  afterwards  to 
their  customers  :  You  will  have  to  pay  up  in  full.  They  may 
offer  to  renew  for  50  per  cent.,  but  the  answer  will  be  :  No, 
the  drain  is  going  on  ;  a  demand  for  specie  is  made,  and  you 
must  pay.  The  result  would  havo  been  disastrous,  and  a 
loss  to  the  public  generally  apart  from  tho  loss  sustained  by 
the  holders  of  notos  or  stock. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  And  the  National  Policy,  too. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes,  the  National  Policy,  and 
that  is  to  protect  the  masses  of  the  people.  There  was  no 
political  consideration  in  making  the  advance.  If  that  bank 
and  its  stockholders  and  managers  had  been  as  warm  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  present  Government  as  they  were  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  I  have  no  doubt  that  we  would  have  heard 
of  that  advance  when  it  was  made,  and  we  would  have  been 
censured  for  making  it  on  the  ground  that  the  manager  and 
stockholders  were  political  friends.  The  Government  con¬ 
sidered  the  proposal ;  they  felt  it  was  safe,  and  they  made 
advances  of  8300,000,  I  think,  to  each  bank,  and  the  result 
was  that  it  was  soon  known  that  the  Government  had  given 
them  sufficient  money  to  pay  their  demands,  and  the  drain 
was  stopped.  Tho  Consolidated  Bank,  it  is  true,  subse¬ 
quently  closed  its  business,  but  they  paid  us  our  money  in 
full  and  5  per  cent,  interest,  and  the  Ontario  Bank  is,  I  am 
happy  to  say,  alive  and  doing  a  good  business,  whereas  it 
would  have  been  closed,  or  at  least  suspended  for  a  time, 
if  the  Government  had  not  stepped  in  to  their  relief, 
not  alone  in  tho  interests  of  the  bank,  but  in  the 
public  interest.  But  wo  heard  no  complaints  then;  there 
was  no  motion  made  by  tho  hon.  gentleman  censuring 
us  now;  no  question  by  tho  hon.  gentloman  who  has 
moved  in  this  mattor  to  know  why  we  did  so.  Thore 
was  no  violation  of  the  law ;  no  violation  of  duty  on 
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our  part;  we  were  not  censured  in  the  least  at  that  time. 
Well,  Sir,  what  happened  ?  Two  years  later  the  Exchange 
Bank  found  from  circumstances  that  transpired — some  little 
distrust  or  something  of  the  kind,  I  suppose — that  there  was 
a  pressure  on  them  and  a  demand,  and  the  people  were 
withdrawing  their  deposits  and  asking  specie  for  them. 
The  directors  came  to  Ottawa;  I  happened  to  be  at  the 
time  confined  to  my  house.  I  said  to  them  :  This  is  a  seri¬ 
ous  and  important  matter,  and  I  cannot  take  the  responsi¬ 
bility  on  myself.  In  the  first  place,  I  will  confer  with  my 
Deputy  Minister, who  has  the  returns  from  the  banks,  and  has 
a  more  thorough  knowledge  of  the  state  of  the  banking  insti¬ 
tutions  from  the  fact  that  all  these  returns  and  documents 
come  to  his  hands.  I  sent  for  him  and  told  him  exactly 
the  nature  of  the  application,  and  asked  him  what  he  thought 
about  it— whether  the  Government  could  advance  the  money 
with  sufficient  safety.  He  gave  me  his  view  s  on  the  subject. 
As  I  was  not  able  to  leave  my  house,  I  said  to  him :  Confer 
with  the  leader  of  the  Government  and  my  colleagues.  It 
was,  I  think,  in  April,  before  navigation  opened — before  the 
produce  of  the  country  was  going  forward  ;  the  banks  were 
not  in  a  position  to  draw  exchange  and  were  unable  to  meet 
extra  demands  of  this  kind .  It  strikes  me  that  it  is  one  of 
the  cases  like  that  of  the  Ontario  Bank,  and  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Bank,  in  which  the  public  interest  may  require 
something  to  be  done.  If  the  public  interests  would  war¬ 
rant  us  in  doing  it,  it  would  be  better  to  come  to  the  help  of 
those  banks  rather  than  have  other  banks  involved  ;  because 
everybody  knows  that  when  one  bank  comes  to  grief,  it 
creates  distrust  with  reference  to  the  strongest  banks 
in  the  country.  I  said,  therefore,  that  if  it  was  found  to  be 
perfectly  safe,  it  was  desirable  to  avoid  any  such  calamity 
as  that.  I  may  say  that  my  Deputy  did  communicate  with 
a  person  in  Montreal  with  whom  he  had  the  utmost  confi¬ 
dence,  and  the  answer  was  that  it  was  perfectly  safe  to  do  it. 
I  may  add  that  the  communication  was  confidential,  but  I 
say  that  if  I  was  to  give  the  name  to  the  hon.  gentleman, 
or  to  any  hon.  member  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
he  would  say  that  he  was  in  a  position,  and  should  be  in  a 
position,  to  be  a  good  judge.  Accordingly  an  arrangement 
was  made  for  $200,000—- half  of  that  sum  at  first,  and  ano¬ 
ther  $100,000  if  it  was  found  absolutely  necessary  to  carry 
them  through.  Well  $100,000  was  advanced,  and  subse¬ 
quently  a  report  was  made  that  additional  claims  had  come 
in,  and  another  $100,000  was  necessary.  Subsequently 
Senator  Ogilvio  and  Mr.  Buntin,  I  think,  came  here,  and 
put  themselves  in  communication  with  myself  and  other 
members  of  the  Government,  and  in  addition  to  the  assur¬ 
ances  we  had  already  received  they  said  they  were  so 
certain  as  to  the  position  of  the  bank  that  they  were 
willing  to  give  their  security.  They  said  we  know  all 
the  affairs  of  the  bank — though  it  turned  out  they 
did  not  know  them,  because  there  were  some  won- 
derlul  developments  afterwards— developments  which  I 
think  were  perhaps  unprecedented  in  Canada.  But  these 
facts  were  not  known  to  the  public,  they  had  not 
transpired  when  these  communications  were  made  by  the 
party  in  Montroal,  and  the  result  was  that  this  step  was 
taken.  These  parties  were  so  satisfied  that  they 
said :  Wo  are  willing  to  give  for  this  $100,000  our 
personal  security.  The  money  was  advanced  on  that  un¬ 
derstanding,  hut  they  were  distinctly  told  that  not  another 
dollar  would  be  advanced  beyond  that.  Now,  it  may  bo 
that  the  Government  were  wrong.  It  may  be  possible  that 
there  will  be  some  loss,  although  I  think  there  is  not  any 
reason  for  anticipating  that.  But  I  will  say  this  :  It  may 
be  an  error  of  judgment ;  but,  I  say,  even  if  there  had  been 
some  little  risk  at  that  time  in  preventing  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  felt  would  have  been  a  disaster  among  the  business  men 
of  the  countt y,  by  men  engaged  in  business  having  their 
operations  in  the  banks  limited,  it  was  a  justi¬ 
fication  on  the  part  of  the  Government  even  to  run  a  little 
Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 
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risk,  and  save  them  if  it  were  possible  to  do  it.  I  quite 
agree  that  these  things  should  be  done  cautiously  ;  and  I  may 
say  here  that  at  that  very  time  we  had  a  large  surplus,  and 
perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  say  that  it  is  one  of  the 
faults  of  having  a  great  surplus  that  we  had 
money  to  deposit  with  the  Exchange  Bank.  The 
surplus  was  large,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
would  have  been  the  first  member  in  this  House  to  attack 
the  Government  if  those  portions  of  the  surplus  had  not 
been  drawing  interest.  And  what  arrangement  did  we  make 
with  the  different  banks  at  that  time?  I  will  give  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  deposits  at  4  per  cent,  interest :  Bank  of  Mon¬ 
treal,  $1,500,000 ;  Commerce,  $600,000 ;  Imperial  Bank, 
$120,000;  Merchants’,  $300,000  ;  Molson's,  $140,000;  Na- 
tionale,  $140,000 ;  Ontario,  $200,000 ;  Quebec,  $200,000  ; 
Union,  $200,000 ;  Standard,  $50,000 ;  St.  John,  $15,000 ; 
Yille  Marie,  $25,000 ;  and  Nova  Scotia,  $100,000.  These 
sums,  amounting  to  over  $3,500,000,  were  deposited  at  the 
time,  bearing  interest  of  4  per  cent.,  instead  of  being  left 
without  interest.  Therefore,  there  would  be  some  responsi¬ 
bility  assumed  in  making  these  arrangements,  and  it  was 
considered  safe  when  they  were  made.  With  regard  to  poli¬ 
tical  considerations,  I  see  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  said  something  about  $300,000  for  election  purposes.  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  in  this  transaction  there  wore  no  poli¬ 
tical  considerations  whatever,  and  the  fact  of  these  gentle¬ 
men  supporting  the  Government  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  matter.  It  was  purely  and  solely  done  in  the 
public  interest.  The  hon.  gentleman  might  have  liked  to 
see  at  that  time  a  suspension  of  the  banks  all  over  the 
country;  perhaps  he  might ;  it  would  have  suited  his  pur¬ 
pose  probably.  But  then  we  had  $3,600,000  on  deposit, 
and  we  had  not  to  borrow  money  to  put  into  this  bank.  It 
was  just  a  question  whether  we  would  add  to  the  deposit  in 
the  Bank  of  Montreal  without  interest  $200,000  or  $300,000, 
or  deposit  it  at  5  per  cent,  interest  in  the  Exchange.  When 
they  came  asking  for  the  money,  we  asked  5  per  cent., 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Consolidated  Bank  and  the  Bank  of 
Upper  Canada.  Whatever  may  be  tho  result,  I  do  not 
anticipate  any  loss  in  the  matter.  It  was  done  by  tho 
Government  with  tho  best  intentions,  feeling  our  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  fooling  that  what  we  did  was  safe,  and  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  country.  This  is  tho  second  time  that 
this  question  has  been  brought  up  as  a  vote  of  want  of  con¬ 
fidence,  but  I  believe  this  House  has  sufficient  confidence 
in  the  honesty  and  integrity  and  good  intentions  of  this 
Government  to  vote  down  a  proposition  which  has  been 
brought  against  them  as  a  direct  vote  of  want  of  confidence. 

Mr.  HOLTON.  I  desire  to  add  a  few  words  to  tho  dis¬ 
cussion  upon  the  resolutions  now  under  the  consideration  of 
this  House.  I  have  listened  with  attention  to  the  exp’ana- 
tions  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  and  I  must  say  th  xt  in 
my  humble  opinion  that  hon.  gentleman  has  utterly  failed  to 
answer  or  to  meet  satisfatorily  the  charges  laid  at  his  door 
by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  ^Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright).  These  charges  I  do  not  propose  now  repeating  at 
length;  but  from  my  personal  knowledge  of  the  affairs  of 
this  unfortunate  Exchange  Bank,  and  upon  my  responsibility 
as  a  member  of  this  House,  I  assert  emphatically,  that  the 
facts  as  alleged  by  my  hon.  friend  trom  South  Huron  are 
absolutely  correct  in  every  particular.  We  on  this  si  te  of 
the  House  complain  of  the  extraordinary  action  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  in  advancing  enoi’mous  sums  from 
the  public  treasury  to  an  institution,  which,  at  the  time  this 
loan  was  sought,  and  upon  the  voluntary  admission  and  state¬ 
ments  of  those  seeking  assistance,  was  in  a  condition  of 
serious  difficulty  and  embarrassment.  We  moreover  com¬ 
plain  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  done  this  with¬ 
out  taking  the  most  ordinary  precautions  to  ascertain  tho 
extent  of  the  risk  ho  was  assuming,  or  the  nature  of  the 
investment  he  proposed  making  on  behalf  of  the  people  of 
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Canada.  Had  he  taken  such  precautions,  he  would,  upon  the 
very  threshold  of  his  enquiry,  have  been  made  aware  of 
many  facts  bearing  upon  the  gross  mismanagement — I  may 
say  truthfully  the  criminal  and  fraudulent  mismanagement— 
of  this  bank,  which  must  certainly  have  deterred  him  from 
placing  any  portion  of  the  public  funds  in  such  serious 
peril.  He  would,  for  example,  have  been  informed  that  but 
a  few  days  before  the  demand  was  made  on  the  Government 
for  these  loans,  his  friend  and  supporter  in  this  House,  the 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  West  (Mr.  Gault),  had  disposed 
of  a  large  lot  of  his  shares  in  the  stock  of  the  concern  to 
the  manager  and  cashier  of  the  bank,  who  paid  for  those 
shares  by  a  draft  upon  his  personal  account  in  the  bank, 
already  overdrawn  to  an  amount  largely  in  excess  of 
$100,000.  It  would  doubtless  have  been  hinted  to  him  that 
this  same  cashier  and  manager  was  living  in  princely 
fashion,  in  a  mansion  recently  erected  and  luxuriously 
furnished  at  a  cost  to  the  bank  of  $50,000  and  upwards. 
He  would  have  ascertained  that  a  block  of  1,000  or  1,200 
shares  of  the  bank,  out  of  a  total  of  5,000  shares,  had  been 
and  was  being  manipulated  by  the  manager  and  cashier  of 
the  bank  with  some  of  his  co-directors,  very  largely  with 
the  funds  of  the  bank,  in  such  a  manner  that  an  enormous 
loss  has  accrued  to  the  bank,  and  it  has  since  been  found 
well  nigh  impossible  to  establish  the  ownership  of  these 
shares.  He  would,  upon  enquiry  of  almost  any  bootblack 
or  newsboy  in  the  city  of  Montreal,  have  been  informed 
that  the  bank  was  at  the  time  regarded  with  extreme  suspi 
cion  by  the  commercial  community  of  the  city  ;  and  that 
with  the  management  of  this  precious  concern  the  surest 
passport  to  unlimited  credit  and.  favor  that  a  proposing  cus¬ 
tomer  could  present,  was  that  he  had  neither  credit  nor 
reputation  elsewhere.  And  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  but 
prosecuted  his  enquiry  a  little  further,  he  would,  in  all 
probability,  and  without  incurring  the  risk  of  beiDg  con¬ 
sidered  too  inquisitive,  or  curious,  have  been  informed  of  the 
fact  that  two  accounts,  standing  in  the  names  of  the  West 
End  Committee  and  the  Montreal  Conservative  Association 
respectively,  were,  as  they  now  are,  indebted  to  the  bank  in 
the  sum  of  $3,400  for  advances  made  in  September,  1878,  to 
Thomas  Craig,  then  election  agent  and  manager  for  the  pre¬ 
sent  member  for  Montreal  West  (Mr.  Gault),  at  that  time 
president  of  the  bank  and  Conservative  candidate  for  Mon¬ 
treal  West,  for  the  purposes  of  whose  election  these  advances 
were  made.  In  fine,  ho  would  have  discovered  that,  as  the 
result  of  such  fraudulent  and  criminal  practices,  as  those  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  the  bank  was,  at  the  time  the  loan 
was  made,  hopelessly  and  irretrievably  bankrupt.  These 
are  but  a  few  of  the  facts,  the  corroboration  of  which  is  to 
be  found  among  the  records  in  the  Superior  Court  in  Montreal, 
which  would  have  met  the  enquiry  of  the  Finance  Minister 
had  he  but  thought  it  wise  and  prudent  in  the  interests  of 
the  people,  whose  trustee  he  unfortunately  is,  to  investigate 
matters  a  little.  I  mention  them  merely  to  show  the 
hon.  gentleman  the  utter  rottenness  of  the  institution  which 
he  so  eagerly  entrusted  with  large  sums  of  public  money. 
There  is,  however,  another  and  in  some  senses  perhaps  a 
more  serious  consideration,  which  ought  to  have  much  weight 
with  members  of  this  House,  as  it  certainly  will  have  with 
the  country.  It  was  bad  enough  to  place  a  large  sum  of 
the  public  money  in  the  serious  peril  in  which  it  now  is  ; 
but,  worse  than  that,  the  result  of  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  matter  has  proved  disastrous  to  all  interested  in 
the  bank  and  absolutely  ruinous  to  many.  My  statement 
in  this  respect  is  fully  borne  out  by  the  numerous  facts 
which  have  been  brought  to  light  during  the  process  of  the 
liquidation  of  the  bank  now  going  on,  and  I  have  no  hesita¬ 
tion  in  declaring,  and  I  do  now  declare  most  emphatically, 
that  had  the  bank  closed  its  doors  in  April,  1883,  as  it  must 
certainly  have  done  had  the  Government  not  come  to  its 
rescue  at  that  time,  the  creditors  and  shareholders 
would  be  to-day  many  times  better  off  than  they 
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now  are.  The  former  would,  beyond  question,  have 
been  paid  their  claims  in  full,  while  the  share¬ 
holders  would  have  saved  the  amount  of  their  double 
liability,  at  least,  and  possibly  have  received  something  on 
account  of  their  shares.  The  effect  of  the  action  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  however  was  to  re-establish  the  concern  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  confidence,  in  a  measure  at  least;  in  the  course  of 
the  four  and  a-half  months  which  intervened  between  the 
granting  of  these  loans  and  the  final  suspension  of  the 
bank,  large  additional  amounts  were  received  on  deposit, 
large  amounts  were  borrowed  wherever  they  could 
be  had,  and  at  any  cost;  these  sums,  with  the  ad¬ 
vances  so  kindly  piovided  by  the  Government,  were 
squandered  in  the  wildest  and  most  extravagant  manner ; 
and  many  of  the  accounts  which  ultimately  proved  so 
disastrous  to  the  bank  wore  fearfully  augmented  on 
the  wrong  side.  To-day,  therefore,  as  the  direct  conse¬ 
quence  and  immediate  result  of  the  Finance  Minister’s 
stupendous  blunder  in  bolstering  up  this  rotten  institu¬ 
tion,  as  and  when  he  did,  the  shareholders  lose  every¬ 
thing,  and  will  have  in  addition  to  pay  to  the  full  amount 
their  double  liability,  while  the  creditors  may  consider 
themselves  exceedingly  fortunate  if  they  receive  50  cents 
on  the  dollar  on  the  amount  of  their  claims.  For  these 
losses,  amounting  to  at  least  $1,500,000,  and  for  all  the  un- 
happy  circumstances  attending  this  unfortunate  loan  to  the 
Exchange  Bank,  the  Finance  Minister  and  the  Government 
must  and  will  be  held  responsible  by  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  they  certainly  ought  to  be  condemned  by  this 
House.  I  shall  support  the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  approval  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  whenever  I  take 
any  part  in  the  debates  of  this  House.  They  remind  me  of 
the  geoso  in  the  capitol  who  gave  warning  of  the  approach 
of  the  enemy,  and  as  they  are  very  often  rather  mule  when 
the  interests  of  their  Province  aro  concerned,  perhaps  they 
will  make  their  voice  heard  in  the  proper  time.  After  this 
short  digression  1  will  come  to  the  point.  The  point  is  this  : 
I  understand  that  the  Finance  Minister  said  last  Session 
that  no  action  would  be  taken  against  Mr.  Ogilvie  for  the 
reimbursement  of  the  loan. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  did  not  say  we  would  not. 
The  question  was  asked  if  any  action  had  been  taken.  I 
said  no. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  The  question  was  whether  action 
would  be  taken  or  not,  and  the  Finance  Minister’s  answer 
was  that,  in  the  meantime,  while  proceedings  were  going 
on  in  the  courts,  no  action  would  be  taken.  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  this  fact,  that  a  judg¬ 
ment  has  been  rendered  in  the  court  of  Montreal  by  which 
the  protended  privilege  claimed  by  the  Government  as  a 
depositor  is  declared  not  to  be  a  privileged  claim,  and  the 
Government  to-day  are  appealing  from  that  decision  to  a 
higher  tribunal.  The  consequence  is  that  whether  this  judg¬ 
ment  bo  right  or  wrong,  the  public  are  the  sufferers  by  this 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  The  mere  effect  of  the 
appeal  is  that  while  it  is  going  on  the  assets  of  the  bank 
are  being  eaten  up  ;  moreover,  the  distribution  of  the  small 
portion,  about  20  per  cent,  which  is  to  be  distributed  to  the 
poor  depositors,  will  be  delayed.  Mr.  Ogilvie  ought  to  be 
put  in  the  position  he  occupies  ;  he  ought  to  be  made  to 
pay  up,  and  the  consequence  of  his  paying  up  would  be  that 
Mr.  Ogilvie,  presenting  himself  before  the  bank,  would  not 
be  regarded  there  as  a  privileged  creditor  in  using  the 
name  of  the  Crown,  and  he  would  not  be  saved, 
as  he  is  by  the  action  of  this  Government  to-day, 
from  the  debt.  He  owes  the  money  and  should  be  forced 
to  pay  it.  If  Mr.  Ogilvie  be  made  to  pay,  it  will 
be  so  much  money  into  the  general  fund  in  order 
to  secure  some  dividend  to  the  poor  shareholders.  On  the 
contrary,  while  this  appeal  is  going  on,  all  the  costs  ar© 
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taken  from  the  assets  of  the  bank  to  the  detriment  of  the 
depositors,  and  to  this  fact  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  the  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
say  he  has  great  confidence  in  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  am  not  bound  to  share  his  confidence.  Though 
I  heard  the  Prime  Minister  when  he  said,  speaking  of  his 
own  hands:  “These  hands  are  clean/’  I  am  not  of  that 
opinion.  He  may  believe  it,  but  he  cannot  force  me  to 
believe  it,  because  I  know  too  much  about  his  antecedents. 
I  will  say  this  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  through  the 
country,  for  I  am  not  ashamed  to  say  it.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  sitting  on  my  right  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright)  has 
quoted  Shakespeare.  I  would,  if  my  memory  serves  me 
right,  apply  another  quotation  from  Macbeth  : 

“  All  great  Neptune’s  ocean  will -not  wash  this  spot  clean  from  my 
hand.’  ’ 

Mr.  MULOC.K.  It  frequently  happens  that  we  have 
some  difficulty  in  getting  at  the  fact  on  which  we  are  to 
pronounce.  In  this  case,  however,  everything  appears  to 
be  admitted.  I  will  not  take  the  liberty  of  saying  that  in 
either  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Huron 
(Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  or  that  of  the  Finance  Minister, 
matters  irrelevant  to  the  subject  under  debate  were  intro¬ 
duced,  although  it  did  appear  to  me  that  they  travelled  some¬ 
what  out  of  the  record.  I  take  the  matter  as  I  find  the  facts 
to  justify  it.  I  take  the  question  in  its  relation  to  the  public 
interest,  and  I  try  to  find  whether  the  act  that  is  com. 
plained  of  was  one  which,  under  the  circumstances,  it  was 
in  the  public  interest  that  the  Government  should  have 
taken  the  responsibility  of.  Now,  it  will  not  do  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  or  for  the  Finance  Minister  on  this  occasion  to  take 
shelter  behind  any  alleged  ignorance  of  the  fact,  because  the 
Minister  could  haveinformed'himselfof  both  the  law  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  this  misfortune  occurred,  and  of 
the  circumstances  which  have  been  subsequently  revealed,  if 
he  had  chosen  to  do  so.  '  The  Minister  of  Finance  resented 
with  some  degroe  of  warmth  the  accusation  that  the  advances 
were  made  by  the  Government  to  the  Exchange  Bank  for 
political  purposes.  He  denied  that  statement,  and  stated 
that  they  were  made  in  the  public  interest  after  he  and  his 
colleagues  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a  safe  in¬ 
vestment  to  make.  I  accept  that  position.  I  take  him  on 
ground  on  which  he  places  himself.  He,  as  the  Finance 
Minister,  of  all  others  most  responsible  for  the  financial 
position  of  this  country  to-day,  declares  that  he  came  to 
the  conclusion,  from  a  knowledge  of  all  the  facts,  that  this 
was  an  investment  in  the  public  interest  and  was  safe.  He 
stated  so  a  year  ago,  as  well  as  to-day,  so  that  I  need  not 
cite  evidence  to  prove  the  position  which  he  takes.  But  he 
must  see  that  the  facts  with  which  he  was  familar  would 
not  have  justified  a  prudent  man  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
which  he  came  to.  This  bank  was  incorporated  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  in  1872.  When  it  came  actively  into 
operation  I  do  not  know,  but  the  next  fact  in  order  of  time 
is  that,  in  1880,  the  bank  suspended  payment.  It  had 
an  original  capital  of  $1,000,000.  In  1880,  it  failed. 
In  1881,  the  bank  appeared  before  a  committee  of  this 
House,  when  the  Finance  Minister  was  in  his  present 
position,  two  years  before  the  advance  in  question  was  made, 
and  he,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce  in  1881,  investigated  the  affairs  of  this  bank. 
An  Act  of  Parliament  was  then  passed,  reducing  the 
capital  of  the  bank  to  $500,000.  The  Finance  Minister 
in  1881  knew  the  whole  affair.  He  knew  the  assets, 
the  liabilities,  the  system  of  management  which  prevailed, 
and,  if  he  did  his  duty  as  a  member  of  the  committee  at  that 
time  in  advising  the  House  to  recognise  the  statements 
presented  as  true  statements,  what  did  he  find  out  ?  He 
found  out  all  these  accounts  which  have  been  complained 
of.  He  found  out  that  money  had  been  withdrawn  from  the 
coffers  of  the  bank  for  political  purposes,  for  the  return  of  a 
Mr.  Casgrain. 
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member  of  his  own  party.  He  found  out  that  the  cashier 
of  this  bank  was  a  man  absolutely  unacquainted  with  the 
banking  business.  Mr.  Craig,  I  am  told,  was  not  a  banker  ; 
he  had  no  banking  experience  whatever,  and  he  succeeded 
in  1880,  or  thereabouts,  the  former  cashier  who  had  ab¬ 
sconded.  The  hon.  gentleman  found  out  that  the  Banking 
Act  had  been  violated ;  that  Mr.  Craig,  in  addition  to  his 
position  as  cashier,  had  been  placed  upon  the  board  of  this 
bank.  As  a  framer  of  Bank  Acts  and  of  the  Acts  amending 
those  Statutes,  he  knew  that  Mr.  Craig  was  acting  in  an 
illegal  position  as  master  and  servant,  and  that,  as  managing 
director,  he  was  set  to  watch  himself.  The  president,  on 
the  eve  of  this  application  for  aid,  as  was  stated  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton),  had  seen  fit  to  wash 
his  hands  of  the  concern,  had  seen  fit,  after  being  president 
for  ten  years,  to  withdraw  from  the  management,  to  slip 
out  of  the  concern  ;  and  who  was  installed  in  his  place  but 
the  managing  director,  the  last  man  in  the  world  who  should 
have  been  placed  there,  not  only  from  want  of  qualification, 
but  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  there  was  an  Act  on  tho 
Statute  Book  which  [is  altogether  opposed  to  such  dual 
offices.  I  think  the  country  must  hold  the  hon.  gentleman 
responsible  as  knowing  the  true  position  of  affairs  when  he 
made  the  advance  in  question.  He  must  also  have  known — 
he  says  he  knew — the  financial  position  of  this  bank. 
He  says  that  these  gentlemen  came  to  him  in  April,  1883,  and 
applied  for  a  loan.  Why  did  they  apply  for  a  loan  ?  They 
told  him  they  were  in  difficulties.  Had  he  not  therefore 
notice  at  once  that  there  was  trouble  ?  They  told  him  they 
feared  a  run,  that  the  depositors  had  been  withdrawing  large 
sums  of  money,  bat  they  said  they  were  solvent.  The 
interested  parties  came  before  him  and  asked  him  to  loan 
not  his  own  money  but  the  money  of  the  country,  and  he, 
instead  of  making  enquiry,  took  the  statement  of  the  bor¬ 
rowers  as  conclusive.  If  he  had  chosen  to  make  enquiry — he 
says  ho  did-— he  would  have  found  the  true  state  of  tho  bank, 
he  would  have  found  that,  on  1st  March,  1883,  the  lia¬ 
bilities  of  the  bank  to  the  public  amounted  to  $2,980,000 — of 
course  liabilities  amount  to  nothing  if  there  are  plenty  of 
assets  to  meet  them— but  on  the  asset  side  he  would  have 
found  that  the  gross  amount  of  specie  and  legal  tenders 
immediately  available  to  meet  (he  liabilities  was 
$78,052.58.  So  that,  if  creditors  to  the  amount  of 
$78,052.58  had  applied  for  payment  in  gold,  they  would,  if 
they  were  paid,  have  withdrawn  from  the  coffers  of  the 
bank  every  dollar  available  for  payment  of  debts  of  the 
bank,  and  would  have  left  the  bank  without  a  dollar  to  meet 
the  amount  of  $2,912,947.42  |due  to  the  public.  The 
Finance  Minister  may  say  that  I  have  given  all  tho 
liabilities  of  the  bank  to  the  public.  I  have.  Well,  I 
will  give  him  the  benefit  of  the  classification,  and  take  the 
overdue  liabilities,  for  which  the  creditors  could  at  any 
moment  have  demanded  payment.  The  gross  liabilities 
on  the  1st  Mai’ch,  1883,  amounted  to  $2,980,000.  Now, 
if  we  take  its  gross  liability  on  the  31st  of  March  the 
bank  only  had  at  that  time,  with  which  to  meet  its  liability, 
a  sum  equal  to  a  little  less  than  3  cents  on  the  dollar ;  or  if 
we  give  the  benefit  of  the  classification  and  say  that  the 
bank  could  not  have  been  called  upon  to  pay  on  demand 
more  than  $1,700,000,  then  I  say  that  the  available  assets 
at  that  moment  would  only  have  paid  5  cents  on  the  whole 
amount  of  debts  immediately  payable.  That  was  a  trans¬ 
action  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  investigated.  He  saw 
these  bank  returns,  he  examined  every  one  of  them  before 
he  made  this  loan.  He  took  that  bank  return  and  analysed 
it  thoroughly.  He  is  reported  in  Hansard  to  have  said 
that  he  had  tho  bank  returns  before  him.  Mr.  Courtney 
brought  them  to  him.  He  knew  all  about  it,  and  he  exam¬ 
ined  thoroughly  into  the  affairs  of  the  bank  and  pronounced 
it  a  safe  transaction.  Well,  if  it  was  a  safe  transaction  let 
me  mention  some  of  the  liabilities.  Amongst  those  liabili¬ 
ties  immediately  payable  was  that  under  the  head  of 
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circulation,  $441,529,  or  a  fraction  less  than  half  a 
million  dollars.  There  were  creditors  of  this  bank 
to  the  extent  of  nearly  half  a  million  dollars who 
were  the  first  mortgagees  of  every  asset  of  the 
bank.  Under  the  Banking  Act  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Minister  himself,  the  provisions  of  which  were,  no  doubt, 
present  to  his  mind  at  that  time,  he  knew  that  this  bank 
had  then  in  circulation  this  sum  of  $141,529  which  was  a 
first  mortgage  on  everything  the  bank  owned — and 
yet,  Mr.  Speaker,  he  thought  the  bank  was  in  a 
sound  condition.  Why,  there  was  not  a  banker  in  Canada, 
with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  Finance  Minister,  who  be¬ 
lieved  it  in  a  sound  condition.  A  bank  which  he  sought  to 
prop  up  —nominally  in  the  interests  of  the  public  as  he,  I 
believe,  honestly  thought  be  was  doing — the  bank,  instead 
of  being  one  that  ought  to  be  maintained  in  the  interests 
of  the  public,  was  one  that  ought  to  have  been  crushed 
out  in  the  interests  of  the  solvent  banks  of  Canada.  And 
when  he  decided  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  Canada  that 
this  advance  should  bo  made,  what  was  the  course  open  to  a 
prudent  man  under  the  circumstance?  Should  he  not  have 
investigated  the  condition,  and  not  have  taken  the  mere 
statements  of  those  interested  ?  Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  he  should. 
Why  did  he  not  first  of  all  say  to  these  gentlemen,  who 
appeared  asking  for  aid  :  There  are  many  of  your  sister  in¬ 
stitutions  in  Montreal  who  have  plenty  of  money  ;  I  have 
the  bank  returns  before  me  for  the  31st  of  March,  and  they 
show  that  these  banks  have  millions  of  money  in  their 
coffers  at  this  moment.  Why  not  go  to  them,  if  you  have  so 
much  available  security  ?  If  you  have  got  two  or  three  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  of  bills  under  discount,  take  them  to  the  banks  in 
Montreal  and  they  will  give  you  any  amount  you  re¬ 
quire,  if  the  security  is  good.  It  is  their  business  and 
their  interest  alike  to  aid  you  on  this  occasion,  if  you  have 
got  the  security  which  you  say  you  have  ;  and  if  you  have 
not  got  that  security,  then  you  should  not  come  to  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  ask  for  aid.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  did  he  take 
that  precaution  ?  He  does  not  appear  to  have  taken  that 
precaution.  He  took  no  precaution  whatever  at  that  stage, 
that  I  can  see,  to  secure  the  country  in  respect  to  this  mat¬ 
ter.  Now,  if  the  Finance  Minister  had  candidly  told  us  what 
strikes  me  is  the  real  fact,  that  he  was  deceived  under  the 
circumstances  and  that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  I  believe — 
I  will  not  say  for  the  good  he  has  done  in  the  past — but  I 
believe  from  a  sense  of  generosity,  the  public  of  Canada 
would  say  no  more  about  it.  But  when  he  pledges  his 
financial  credit  in  support  of  that  transaction  I  think  that 
his  action  is  properly  open  to  criticism.  Well,  he  made  the 
first  loan  pf  $200,000,  part  one  day  and  part  another,  and  he 
was  assured  when  he  made  that  loan  that  it  was  going  to 
restore  credit  and  that  everything  would  be  smooth.  I  am 
not  discussing  the  morality  of  that  transaction,  I  am  not 
discussing  the  effects  on  third  parties,  the  disasters  that  have 
fallen  upon  others ;  I  am  looking  at  the  transaction  simply 
as  one  between  the  people  of  Canada  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada.  Well,  a  few  days  elapsed  and  the  promise 
they  made  to  him  was  found  to  bo  fallacious.  He 
was  told  that  this  advance  of  $200,000  was  going  to  put  the 
bank  in  a  sound  position  and  restore  confidence,  and  that  no 
more  would  be  wanted.  In  a  short  time,  however,  another 
demand  was  made.  And  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  me  say  that 
I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  observe  from  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister’s  own  statement  any  satisfactory  explanation  with 
reference  to  the  security,  and  I  would  now  directly  draw  his 
attention  to  this  point,  for  [  believe  that  it  is  due  to  the 
people  of  Canada  that  he  should  explain  it  to  us.  He  was 
offered  as  security  for  that  third  loan  of  $100,000  two  per¬ 
sons  as  sureties,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  Mr.  Buntin,  of 
Montreal.  He  tells  us  himself  in  Parliament  that  these  two 
gentlemen  came  forward  and  volunteered  to  become  securi¬ 
ty.  Now,  as  a  trusted  Minister  of  this  country,  when  he 
was  offered  the  security  of  the  endorsement  of  two  men  for  a 


loan  which  he  had  decided  to  make,  and  which  he  contem¬ 
plated  recommending,  I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  ho  had  no  right 
to  refuse  to  take  all  the  personal  security  that  was  offered 
to  him.  It  has  never  yet  been  explained  why  the  second 
surety  was  not  accepted,  and  I  think  it  is  due  to  the  people 
and  to  this  House,  which  represents  them,  that  we  should 
have  that  point  cleared  up.  Well,  that  was  the  way  the 
security  was  taken.  First  of  all,  this  rotten  concern  was 
aided  in  this  way ;  secondly,  the  country  is  not  put  in 
the  best  position  that  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  could  have 
put  it  in.  Well,  a  few  months  rolled  by.  The  17 th  of  Sep¬ 
tember—  I  believe  that  is  the  date — arrives,  the  bank  closes, 
and  goes  down  with  ignominy  and  disgrace,  a  wretched 
sham,  alike  disastrous  to  private  and  public  interests.  That 
is  the  culmination  of  the  interference  of  the  Government  in 
this  transaction.  Now,  the  Minister  of  Finance  tells  us 
that  he  did  this  in  the  public  interest.  Whom  did  he  con¬ 
sult  as  to  the  course  he  should  take  ?  Ho  himself  had  his 
misgivings  as  to  the  wisdom  and  propriety  of  this  course, 
because  when  he  called  in  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance 
to  consult  with  him  as  to  whether  he  should  make  the  loan, 
what  question  did  he  put  to  the  Deputy  ?  He  asked  him  : 
Is  this  proposed  aid  a  proper  policy  ?  The  Finance  Minister 
shakes  his  head. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  asked,  is  it  safe  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  read  from  the  Hansard ,  page  154, 
7th  February,  1884,  what  the  hon.  Minister  said  : 

“I  sent  nt  once  to  the  Deputy  Minister  and  conferred  with  him  upon 
the  subject.  I  asked  him,  is  this  a  proper  policy?  Is  it  quite  safe? 
At  least,  is  there  an/  doubt  about  this  money  being  repaid? 

Now,  I  see  that  the  relations  between  the  Minister^  of 
Finance  and  his  Deputy  are  most  extraordinary.  It  is  tho 
first  time,  I  think,  we  have  had  it  publicly  plaoed  on  record 
that  the  policy  of  a  Government  in  dealing  with  public 
money  should  be  decided  by  an  irresponsible  man  not 
occupying  a  seat  on  the  floor  of  this  Honse. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  That  is  an  error.  It  was  not 
with  respect  to  tho  policy,  but  with  respect  to  the 
security. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  not  press  the  argument  further. 
I  will  not  press  it  because  the  Minister  of  Finance  intimates 
that  he  has  been  incorrectiy  reported. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes,  I  think  I  was  not 
reported  correctly.  I  know  I  did  not  ask  him  as  to  the 
question  of  policy,  and  therefore  it  was  not  likely  I  would 
make  that  statement,  because  the  policy  had  been  settled  on 
a  previous  occasion  and  it  was  a  question  of  security. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  admit  that  I 
am  reading  correctly  from  the  Debates. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  do  not  doubt  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  of  Finance  did  not  then, 
he  alleges,  take  into  the  Government  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Finance,  nor  did  he  ask  that  question.  But  he  made  the  loan, 
having  decided  that  it  was  safo  ;  and  having  made  the  loan, 
and  the  bank  having  failed,  I  will  ask,  what  was  the  duty  of 
the  Minister  as  trustee  of  the  public  money  in  respect  to  that 
transaction  ?  It  was  an  overdue  debt.  He  had  collateral 
security  ;  he  had  the  security  of  one  man  at  least.  From 
the  time  of  the  loan  to  the  present  moment  we  do  not  hedr 
of  any  effort  having  been  made  to  call  on  the  surety  to  make 
good  his  bond.  Why  has  that  apparent  negligence  been 
permitted  ?  If  an  unwise  transaction  were  entered  upon, 
that  did  not  justify  negligence  afterwards  in  trying  as  far 
as  possible  to  correct  the  error,  to  restore  to  the  public 
money  which  has  been  unwisely  taken  from  them.  From 
the  beginning  to  the  end,  therefore,  it  appears  to  me  that 
this  transaction  has  been  characterised  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  by  errors  of  judgment,  mistakes  and,  last  of 
all,  by  negligence.  The  Minister  of  Finance,  however, 
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defends  his  course  on  public  grounds.  His  argument  amounts 
to  this,  although  he  does  not  use  so  many  words  :  Perhaps 
I  have  imperilled  a  large  sum  of  public  money.  But  even 
if  not  a  cent  comes  back  to  the  treasury,  the  good 
result  which  was  achieved  in  averting  danger  is  full  com- 
ensation  to  the  public  for  the  risk  or  loss,  as  the  case  may 
e.  Let  us  see  whether  his  prophecies  as  to  the  consequence 
of  the  failure  of  such  an  institution  were  sound  ones.  He 
says  that  when  he  made  the  loan  in  the  month  of  April, 
1883,  he  was  told  by  those  gentlemen  who  came  to  him  : 
unless  you  make  this  advance  there  may  be  universal  ruin. 
And  the  Minister  of  Finance  'intimated  that  nothing  would 
have  been  more  pleasant  and  acceptable  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  than  universal  ruin,  and 
in  fact  he  makes  out  that  he  and  his  friends  are  no  better 
than  the  conspirators  of  Catalina  as  regards  their  country. 
But  we  do  not  hear  so  much  in  regard  to  patriotism  just  now ; 
I  suppose  an  instalment  of  that  will  come  up  later.  But  the 
Finance  Minister  says  he  was  carried  away  with  the  argu¬ 
ments  of  those  gentlemen,  that  a  bank  panic  would  take 
place,  that  a  business  calamity  would  be  the  outcome  unless 
this  advance  was  made.  The  advance  was  made  then  for  two 
reasons.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  difficulty  occurred  in 
April,  when  navigation  was  not  open,  and  it  was  difficult  for 
the  banks  to  dispose  of  the  produce  of  the  country  and  draw 
bills  of  exchange  against  it.  Does  he  mean  to  say  that  he 
deliberately  postponed  the  evil  day,  knowing  that  it  must 
come  sooner  or  later ;  that  he  transferred  it  from  April  to 
September?  Does  he  claim  prescience,  and  was  he  able  to 
foresee  that  it  would  happen  in  three  or  four  months; 
or  did  he  do  it  to  prevent  the  evil  extending  beyond 
one  banking  institution ;  does  he  say  that  it  was 
any  more  difficult  in  April  for  the  banks  to  take 
care  of  themselves  than  it  was  in  September  ?  Does 
he  put  it  that  way  ?  If  he  does,  I  will  not  venture  to  place 
my  opinion  as  an  authority  against  his  opinion  under  those 
circumstances.  But,  whatever  it  may  be  worth,  I  will  ven¬ 
ture  the  opinion  that  of  all  months  in  the  year  the  middle 
of  April  or  May,  when  h’e  says  he  concluded  his  arrange¬ 
ments,  is  the  time  when  the  banks  are  strongest.  That  is 
the  time  when  business  is  closed  up  and  the  new  spring 
trade  has  not  begun.  The  wool  trade  has  not  begun,  the 
produce  of  the  former  year  has  been  marketed,  the  money 
is  back  in  the  country  and  is  lying  idle  in  the  banks.  I 
have  not  made  a  comparison,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
public  returns  will  show  if  you  examine  them,  that  the 
amount  of  cash  and  of  legal  tenders  in  the  country  and  in 
the  banks  during  the  spring  of  the  year,  taking  any  average 
year,  is  far  larger  than  at  any  other  period.  I  may  be  wrong 
in  regard  to  that  matter :  the  Finance  Ministei*,  of  course, 
knows  exactly  how  that  is.  The  only  argument  left  to 
him  is,  that  it  was  desirable  to  let  this  bank  down  easy. 
That  by  this  process  of  financing  and  keeping  its  doors  open 
for  a  certain  time,  and  by  having  a  gradual  process  of  liqui¬ 
dation  going  on  when  the  end  arrived  the  banks  would  be  so 
reduced  that  practically  there  would  be  no  creditors  to  make 
demands,  and  practically,  therefore,  no  persons  to  create 
alarm,  trouble  and  ruin.  The  Finance  Minister  says  that  when 
he  decided  to  go  into  that  transaction  he  felt  that  unless  he 
did  so  there  would  be  trouble  not  only  in  the  bank  itself 
but  outside  of  it.  From  what  source  would  the  trouble 
come  ?  From  the  volume  of  creditors,  from  the  persons 
likely  to  be  prejudiced  by  the  suspension  of  the  bank.  What 
was  the  state  of  the  bank  at  the  time?  I  have  already 
mentioned  that  at  the  time  of  the  advance  the  bank  owed 
to  creditors  $2,980,324.24.  If  at  that  time,  the  Finance 
Minister  tells  us  in  so  many  words,  the  bank  had  been 
allowed  to  close  its  doors  owing  that  sum,  nothing  short  of 
a  commercial  crisis  would  have  taken  place;  but  claims 
were  tided  over  until  the  process  of  liquidation  has  gone  on 
so  far  that  when  the  bank’s  doors  were  closed  there  were 
practically  no  creditors.  What  was  the  change  that  occur 
Mr.  Mulook. 


red  in  the  gross  amount  of  the  liabilities  at  the  time 
of  the  advance  and  at  the  time  of  the  final  failure  respec¬ 
tively  ?  I  find  by  tho  bank  returns  that  the  bank  owed 
when  it  failed  on  the  17th  September,  1883,  the  sum  of 
$2,868,884.64,  or  only  $111,439.60  less  than  the  sum  it 
owed  at  the  time  of  the  advance.  The  condition  of  the 
bank  was  practically  the  same  at  the  time  of  the  failure 
in  September,  as  it  was  at  the  time  the  advance  was  made 
in  April  or  May.  Did  the  failure  in  September  produce  a 
bank  panic?  Did  it  produce  a  single  ripple  except  among 
the  unfortunate  creditors  ?  Did  it  affect  the  stock  markets  ? 
If  the  Finance  Minister  will  examine  the  reports  of  bank 
stocks  as  they  are  to  be  found  in  the  Library,  he  will  find 
that  the  failure  of  the  Exchange  Bank  in  September,  did  not 
depress  the  market  one  iota.  I  have  examined  the  quotations 
appearing  in  leading  monetary  journa’s  published  in  Montreal 
and  there  I  find  that  the  bank  stocks,  the  most  sensitive  of 
all  stocks,  did  not  recede  in  the  slightest  degree  in  the  city 
of  Montreal  where  this  institution  was  best  known,  at  the 
Lime  the  bank  closed  and  immediately  following  it.  What 
therefore  becomes  of  the  prophecy  about  the  suspension  of 
this  bank  producing  trouble  with  other  banks  ?  How  is  it 
that  the  facts  did  not  verify  that  prophecy  ?  I  fear  that  the 
people  of  Canada  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  their 
rophet  is  a  false  prophet,  one  who  is  good  at  prophesying, 
ut  one  unfortunately  whose  predictions  are  not  sustained 
by  the  logic  of  after  events.  For  all  these  reasons  I  think  I* 
am  justified  in  saying  that  I  concur  in  the  conclusions  ar¬ 
rived  at  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright),  as  set  forth  in  his  resolution.  I  listened  to  his 
arguments  and  considered  the  facts  presented  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton),  and  they  lead  me  to 
but  one  conclusion,  and  that  is,  that  a  great  mistake  was 
made,  that  the  transaction  was  not  justifiable,  that  it  was  not 
entered  into  with  proper  skill,  that  it  was  a  breach  of  trust 
of  the  public  moneys,  that  when  the  advance  was  once  made 
efforts  were  not  made  to  recover  it,  as  they  should  have  been 
made — in  fact,  that  tho  people’s  interests  in  this  case  have 
not  been,  as  they  should  have  been,  properly  considered  by 
this  Government  and  by  the  Finance  Minister,  a  member  of 
that  Government. 

Mr.  IVES.  It  is  not  often  that  the  members  of  tho 
House  have  the  opportunity  and  tho  honor  of  sitting  in 
judgment  on  such  a  distinguished  body  of  men  as  the 
present  Administration.  Our  friends  who  sit  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  not  often  had  the  temerity  to  arraign 
the  Administration  and  call  on  the  House  to  pass  upon  their 
executive  and  other  acts.  But  on  the  present  occasion  the 
Administration  have  been  arraigned,  and,  as  we  might  have 
expected,  the  arraignment  has  been  drawn  and  presented 
by  that  hon.  member  whom  we  would  naturally  expect  to 
be  the  boldest  in  making  charges  of  this  description,  or  any 
other  description.  In  this  matter  I  address  those  hon. 
members  with  whom  I  generally  act,  and  as  we  are  to  sit 
in  judgment  on  the  Administration,  it  strikes  me  there 
are  three  questions  which  we  must  consider ;  and  I 
think  it  will  not  take  us  very  long  to  consider  them 
and  to  arrive  at  a  fair  conclusion  with  reference  to 
the  matter.  The  first  question  is,  as  to  whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  making  these  advances  to  the  Exchange  Bank, 
took  reasonable  precautions  before  making  them ;  secondly, 
whether  they  were  in  good  faith  in  making  the  advances — 
whether  their  intentions  were  laudable  in  so  doing ; 
thirdly,  whether  they  have  pursued  all  the  remedies 
they  ought  to  have  pursued  in  the  matter  since  the 
failure  of  the  bank  took  place.  It  is  very  easy  to  be  wise 
after  the  fact  in  this  as  in  many  other  matters.  It  is  not 
everybody  that  can  look  long  years  ahead  and  predict  a 
storm,  but  there  is  a  Wiggins  who  can  do  so, 
and  possibly  there  may  be  some  one  on  the  Opposition 
side  who  could  look  through  the  bank  returns,  look  into 
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futurity,  and  know  that  the  Exchange  Bank  returns  wore 
not  trustworthy,  that  their  assets  did  not  exist,  that  the 
liabilities  were  understated,  and  that  the  internal  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  bank  was  rotten  from  beginning  to  end. 
Possibly  there  may  be  some  hon.  gentleman  with  that  pre¬ 
science  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  I  undertake  to  say 
that  the  business  community  of  Montreal,  and  through  the 
townships — and  I  know  something  of  their  views  in  my 
Province — had  not  lost  confidence  in  a  great  degree  in  the 
Exchange  Bank  at  the  time  the  advance  was  made  by  the 
Government  of  the  country.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it 
was  considered  to  be  the  safest  bank  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec ;  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  business  men  considered 
that  its  management  was  the  safest  management  in  the 
world.  It  had  the  reputation  of  being  a  speculative  bank — 
of  desiring  to  make  large  dividends,  but  while  I  admit  that, 
I  claim  the  advantage  of  the  statement  I  make  in  favor  of 
the  Government,  that  the  general  public  thought  at  that 
time,  it  was  solvent  and  worthy  of  credit.  That  was  the 
general  impression,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  it  had  not 
been  the  general  impression  the  gentleman  in  Montreal  to 
whom  application  was  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  would 
have  given  him,  on  that  occasion,  a  very  different  answer 
from  the  one  he  did  return.  But  it  turns  out  that 
the  affairs  of  the  bank  were  considerably  worse  than 
anybody  expected,  and  as  my  hon.  friend  who  last  took  his 
•seat  has  stated,  the  crash  came,  and  the  public  knew  all  about 
it.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  the  truth  exactly— I  presume 
unintentionally — when,  he  says,  when  the  crash  camo  the 
public  knew  all  about  it.  The  Government  knew  no  more 
about  this  bank  than  what  the  returns  showed ;  the  public 
knew  all  the  Government  knew  about  it.  The  public  were 
trusting  this  bank  every  day ;  they  were  making  advances 
to  it,  and  the  directors  of  that  bank  were  so  satisfied  that  it 
was  solvent  that  two  or  three  of  them  came  up  here  on  an 
express  train  to  say  that  they  were  so  confident  of  the  safety 
of  the  bank  that  they  would  become  responsible  for  the  last 
$100,000  advanced.  On  the  first  point,  as  to  whether  the 
Government  used  reasonable  care  in  regard  to  this  matter,  I 
think  the  Government  ought  to  be  excused,  and  that  we,  the 
jury  sitting  on  this  case,  are  bound  to  find  them  not  guilty  on 
the  first  count.  On  the  second,  the  question  of  good  faith, 
there  can  be  no  question  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  making  this  advance  was  a  good  intention. 
Some  effort  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Huron 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  show  or  to  insinuate  that  ft 
was  made  for  political  reasons  or  on  account  of  friendliness 
to  Mr.  Ogilvie.  That  malter  has  been  entirely  and  satis¬ 
factorily  disposed  of  by  the  Finance  Minister,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  a  man  in  the  House  or  out  of  it  who  sup¬ 
poses  that  anything  but  the  interest  of  the  country,  gene¬ 
rally,  actuated  the  Government  in  making  this  advance. 
And  there  is  one  point  on  which  the  hon.  member  who  last 
spoke  thinks  he  has  entirely  got  the  Government — the 
point  that  they  did  not  use  proper  diligence.  He  asks,  why 
have  the  Government  sought  repayment  of  the  loan  rather 
than  sue  the  sureties  ?  The  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock)  must  know,  as  a  lawyer,  that  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  instituted  proceedings  against  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Ogilvie  for  the  recovery  of  this  loan,  for  which  he  was 
merely  a  surety,  until  they  had  obtained  all  they  could 
get  out  of  a  discussion  of  the  assets  of  the  bank,  they 
would  have  been  taking  an  entirely  useless  course,  i 
undertake  to  say  that  under  the  contract  of  suretyship 
Mr.  Ogilvie  was  entitled  to  the  exception  of  discussion, 
and  that  he  could  not  have  been  made  to  pay  this  amount 
under  the  obligation  that  was  made,  until  the  assets  of  the 
bank  had  been  discussed.  I  do  not  propose  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  any  further.  It  is  quite  apparent, 
upon  the  three  points  which  have  been  raised  in  this  matter 
by  the  hon.  mover  of  the  resolution  and  the  other  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  supporting  it,  that  the  Government  are 


entirely  blameless  and  are  entitled  to  the  support  of  this 
House.  But  I  will  venture  a  prophecy,  and  that  is,  that 
every  Conservative  member  in  this  House  will  support  the 
Government,  and  every  Liberal  member  in  this  House  will 
vote  for  the  resolution  ;  and  I  will  tell  you  why.  It  will  be 
perfectly  consistent  with  our  policy  to  vote  against  the  reso¬ 
lution,  and  it  will  bo  perfectly  consistent  with  their  policy 
for  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  to 
support  the  resolution.  Why  ?  Because  the  policy  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  is  to  do  nothing ;  their  motto  is, 
do  nothing  though  the  heavens  fall.  They  believe,  as  flies 
on  the  wheel,  that  nothing  can  be  done ;  if  a  bank  is  in 
difficulty,  if  there  is  likely  to  be  a  run  on  it,  if  there  is 
likely  to  be  a  public  calamity  for  the  want  of  something 
being  done  by  the  Government,  they  beliove  the  last  thing 
to  be  done  is  for  the  Government  to  alleviato  the  difficulty 
and  prevent  a  catastrophe.  That  was  the  policy  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  from  first  to  last ;  it  is  their  policy,  t  ot  only 
with  reference  to  this,  but  every  other  matter ;  but  our 
theory  is,  that  it  is  possible,  by  executive  as  well  as  parlia¬ 
mentary  action,  to  assist  the  country  and  develop  the 
resources  of  the  country.  The  Government  have  boon 
endeavoring  in  this  case,  by  a  deposit  in  the  Exchange  Bank, 
to  steady  the  confidence  of  the  public  in  the  resources  of 
that  bank.  They  were  carrying  out  their  legitimate  policy, 
and  I  hope  their  action  will  result  in  no  loss.  But  oven  if 
it  should,  the  country  has  already  many  times  declared  in 
their  favor,  and  it  will  not  now  pronounce  against  them  for 
endeavoring  to  avert  a  calamity. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  he  is 
quite  sure  that  the  Conservative  members  will  sustain  ths 
Government  and  that  the  Liberal  members  will  vote  againse 
them,  and  he  is  quite  sure  of  that  because  that  course  it 
quite  consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  two  parties  respec¬ 
tively.  He  says  we  are  the  dc-nothing  party,  whereas  they 
are  the  active  party.  Sir,  is  there  a  man  in  this  House  to¬ 
day  who,  if  he  felt  himself  quite  free  to  act,  would  not  say 
that  he  was  sorry  on  this  occasion  that  the  Government 
had  not  done  nothing?  Is  there  a  man  in  this  House  to¬ 
day  who,  if  he  felt  free  to  act  precisely  as  ho  believes,  would 
not  say  that  he  did,  as  this  resolution  asks  us  all  to  do, 
regret  what  the  Government  had  done?  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself,  who  spoke  just  now,  rejoice  that  they  did 
what  they  did  ?  Of  course  there  is  a  sense  in  which  he 
rejoices,  because  as  a  Conservative  and  a  supporter  of  the 
Administration,  he  says  hon.  genlemen  opposite  are  going 
to  vote  for  the  Administration,  and  therefore  that  is  one  of 
the  things  about  which  they  have  to  make  a  hurrah.  They 
have  not  merely  to  affirm  the  good  conduct  and  the 
wisdom  of  the  Government,  but  also  to  glorify  the  transac¬ 
tion.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  Government  would  have 
been  wrong  if  they  had  dono  any  other  thing  than  what 
they  did  on  this  occasion — that  they  did  what  was  just 
right.  He  does  not  say  what  the  Finance  Minister  himself 
says,  that  he  might  have  made  a  mistake.  No  ;  he  did  not 
make  a  mistake ;  he  did  the  right  thing,  says  the  hon. 
member,  whose,  I  won’t  say  subserviency  or  servility,  but 
whose  unswerving  support  in  this  matter  should  fortify 
the  claim  he  is  making  for  a  place  in  the  councils  of  the 
countiy.  I  hope  this  vote  and  this  speech  will  not  be  for¬ 
gotten  when  the  question  comes  up  as  to  who  is  to  be 
Minister  of  Railways,  or  who  is  to  fill  the  vacant  shoes  if  a 
mom  ber  of  the  present  Cabinet  becomes  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways.  Well,  although  the  hon.  gentlemen  may  feel  that  it 
is  important  always  to  act,  I  think  the  sober  second  thought 
and  common  sense  of  the  people  will  agree  that  it  is  im¬ 
portant  sometimes  to  abstain  from  action — that  there  are 
occasions  on  which  it  would  be  wise  not  to  act,  and  that 
upon  all  occasions  actiou  of  this  description,  action  incur¬ 
ring  such  a  grave  responsibility  with  reference  to  our  public 
funds,  of  which  the  Government  are  the  custodians, 
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not  to  lend  them  upon  risky  securities,  not  to 
invest  them  in  speculative  banks,  but  simply 
to  hold  them  safe  and  account  for  them  to  us— 
action,  I  say,  of  so  grave  a  character,  should  be  preceded 
by  careful  and  full  enquiry  and  investigation.  It  is  not 
simply  because,  as  it  now  turns  out,  this  money  has  been  placed 
in  jeopardy,  that  this  motion  is  made.  It  is  not  simply  be¬ 
cause,  a  few  months  after  the  third  of  these  advances,  this 
bank  closed  its  doors,  that  this  motion  is  made.  But  it  is 
made  because  the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  transaction  was  entered  into  and  carried  out 
by  the  Administration  without  due  care  and  caution,  with¬ 
out  a  duo  sense  of  their  responsibility  to  the  public  and  to 
Parliament,  without  a  proper  enquiry,  and  without  the 
existence  of  those  conditions  which  alone  could  render  it 
proper  for  them  to  take  the  responsibility  they  did,  which 
alone  would  justify  them  in  asking  Parliament  to  approve 
of  their  action,  and  which  conditions  were  stated  only  a  few 
days  ago,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  pointed  out,  by  the  First  Minister  himself,  with 
reference  to  this  very  transaction.  On  that  occasion  he 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  charged  the  Finance  Minister  with 
having  done  wrong  in  connection  with  this  matter,  and,  as 
my  hon.  friend  from  Huron  said,  the  First  Minister  stated 
the  circumstances  under  which  a  transaction  of  this  kind 
might  be  entered  into  by  a  Government  : 

“  It  has  been  in  my  experience.”  he  rays,  looking  back,  “found  requi¬ 
site  or  expedient  by  several  Governments,  in  times  of  great  de¬ 
pression - ” 

The  first  condition— — 

“to  prevent  universal  ruin,  universal  panic,  to  come  to  the  help  of 
some  of  the  banking  institutions.” 

Now,  let  us  pause.  Was  this  or  was  it  not  a  time  of  great 
depression  ?  Was  the  month  of  April,  1883,  and  the  month 
of  May,  1883,  a  time  of  great  depression  ?  Is  even  the  hon. 
member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  prepared  to 
aver  that  ?  Will  his  fidelity  to  his  friends  and  leaders 
enable  him  to  agree  that  that  first  condition  stated  by  the 
First  Minister  existed — that  that  was  a  period  of  great 
depression?  Will  he  tell  us,  in  the  second  place,  that 
this  was  done  to  prevent,  and  that  therefore  the  conse¬ 
quence  of  not  doing  it  would  have  been  to  produce, 
“universal  ruin,  universal  panic?”  What!  A  little 
bank,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  has  de¬ 
scribed  as  a  speculative  bank,  which  had  a  few  years 
ago  a  capital  of  $1,0(10,000,  which  had  lost  half  that  capital, 
which  had  been  obliged  to  come  to  Parliament  to  ask 
that  its  capital  should  be  reduced  by  50  per  cent.,  and  which, 
since  that  time,  had  been  doing  business  speculatively — as 
the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us,  and  I  thank  him  for  the  state¬ 
ment — doing  business  on  speculative  principles,  with  its 
diminished  capital  of  half  a  million; — even  if  the  condition 
of  this  country  was  not  one  of  great  depression,  to  use  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  words,  was  its  condition  such  that  even  if 
this  speculative  bank,  which  was  so  handled  that  it  had  lost 
half  a  million  dollars,  had  suspended,  its  suspension  would 
have  produced  “  universal  ruin,  universal  panic  ?  ”  Will 
my  hon.  friend’s  loyalty  to  his  friends  and  leaders  induce 
him  to  aver  of  the  condition  of  things  at  that  time, 
and  with  reference  to  this  bank,  that  its  suspension  in  the 
month  of  April  or  the  month  of  May  would  have  produced 
“  universal  ruin,  universal  panic  ?”  If  that  be  so,  I  want  to 
know  if  at  a  time  of  year  when,  as  my;hon,  friend  from  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock)  has  pointed  out,  the  business  of  the 
country  is  such  that  the  banks  contract  their  advances 
when  they  are  necessarily  relatively  stronger — I  do  not 
speak  of  their  condition  at  this  particular  time,  because  I 
have  not  looked  at  it,  but  in  the  general  courso  of  business 
they  are  relatively  stronger  then  than  in  the  fall  of  the  year, 
when  the  ciops  begin  to  move,  and  their  circulation  is  large 
and  there  is  a  general  expansion — if  at  the  time  of  the  year 
Mr,  Blake. 
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when  the  banks  are  so  relatively  stronger,  the  suspension 
of  this  little,  speculative,  and  discredited  bank,  with  its 
half  million  dollars  capital,  would  have  produced  serious 
panic  and  ruiD,  I  want  to  know  why,  when  it  did  suspend 
on  the  17th  September,  it  did  not  create  even  a  ripple  of 
alarm  in  financial  circles  ?  But  it  did  produce  a  sensation, 
and  the  sensation  was  a  sensation  of  relief.  For  it  was  well 
known  to  the  banking  community,  if  not  to  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  that  the  operations  of  that  bank,  for  months  and 
months  before,  had  been  operations  of  an  unsound,  a  specu¬ 
lative,  an  unbusiness-like  character.  Now  wo  will  go  on  a 
little  more  ;  we  will  deal  a  littlo  more  with  the  speeches  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  We  have  got  the  condition  of  things, 
and  he  repeats  it  again  : 

“  Those  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  lived  as  long  as  I  have  will,  if  they 
look  back,  find  that  Governments  have,  on  occasion,  prevented  universal 
panic.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  felt  that  that  condition  of  things, 
which  was  to  be  avoided,  had  been  so  aptly  expressed  by 
himself  that  he  repeated  the  phrase  a  moment  afterwards. 
“  prevented  a  universal  panic.”  How?  In  what  method? 

“  acting  in  concert  with  strong  banking  institutions,  in  helping  to 
sustain  banks  which  were  not  quite  so  strong.” 

There  is  the  second  condition.  How  is  it  that  universal 
panic  and  universal  ruin,  or,  not  to  adopt  these  strong  ex¬ 
pressions,  serious  difficulty  and  disaster  and  embarrass¬ 
ment,  may  ensue  under  certain  circumstances  from  a  bank 
failure  ?  And  what  institutions  are  first  and  most  likely  to 
be  affected  ?  The  Finance  Minister  has  answered  that  this 
afternoon.  We  all  know  the  answer.  It  is  by  the  loss  of 
credit  and  the  general  effect,  even  upon  sound  and  safe 
banks,  of  one  banking  concern,  from  mismanagement  or 
misfortune,  going  down.  That  is  the  difficulty;  the 
Finance  Minister  pointed  out.  The  First  Minister,  on  the 
occasion  to  which  I  referred,  recognised  it,  for  he  said  : 

“In  concert  with  leading  banks,  to  help  banks  that  are  not  so  strong.’ 
Who,  then,  have  the  chiefest  and  most  immediate  interest 
in  preventing  the  suspension  of  any  bank  which  is  solvent, 
which  possesses  as  yet  the  elements  of  vitality  and  stability  ? 
The  banking  institutions,  its  brothers.  The  other  banking 
institutions  of  the  country  are  those  who,  by  the  admission 
of  both  hon.  gentlemen,  will  suffer  most,  and  it  is  from  the 
action  and  reaction  upon  them  that  the  difficulty  is  to  come, 
and  therefore  it  was  that  the  First  Minister  was  perfectly 
correct  when  he  stated  the  second  condition,  the  condition 
of  helping  a  corporation  to  be,  that  the  Government  would 
act  in  concert  with  the  leading  banks. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  calling  your  attention  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  the  First  Minister  had  laid  down.  One  of  these 
conditions  was  the  action  of  the  Government  should  be 
action  in  concertj  with  strong  banking  institutions,  to  help 
the  bank  which  might  not  be  quite  so  strong.  I  had 
pointed  out  the  fact  that  the  banks  were,  of  all  the  institu¬ 
tions  and  persons  in  the  country,  those  most  interested  and 
most  likely  to  bo  immediately  affected.  That  was  the  con¬ 
dition  which  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  as  what  was  not 
only  natural  and  reasonable,  but  also  likely;  and  that  con¬ 
dition  being  stated,  1  want  to  apply  it.  Which  is  the 
bank — which  are  the  banks — with  whom  the  Government 
were  concerting  measures  to  assist  the  Exchange  Bank  on 
this  occasion  ?  Where  are  the  banking  institutions  with 
which  the  First  Minister  and  his  colleagues  consulted,  and 
which  they  found  anxious  to  assist  the  Government  in  their 
policy  as  to  the  Exchange  Bank  ?  Where  are  the  other 
institutions  in  whose  name,  in  whoso  interest,  he  said  he 
was  acting,  and  who  felt  it  was  the  common  interest  of  the 
Government,  and  themselves,  that  action  should  bo  taken, 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


375 


and  who  showed  their  faith  by  their  works  ?  What  wore  the 
relations  of  the  Exchange  Bank  to  the  other  banking  institu¬ 
tions  of  tho  country  at  this  time  ?  I  asked  an  hon.  friend  to 
look  at  the*  Gazette  returns  of  this  epoch,  and  from  them 
it  appears  that  at  tho  time  of  tho  loan  the  Exchange 
Bank  was  actually  a  creditor  of  the  other  banks  to  the 
extent  of  $10,000.  That  was  the  extent  to  which  the  banks 
on  their  operation,  their  ordinary  cash  operations,  I  pre¬ 
sume,  had  allowed  the  Exchange  Bank  to  take  their  paper, 
and  so  far  from  there  being  assistance  rendered  at  that  time 
or  assistance  proposed,  so  far  as  we  know — we  have  heard 
something  more  to  day  than  we  heard  last  year  from  the 
Finance  Minister— but  oven  today,  with  the  amplified 
statement  he  has  given  us,  we  have  no  suggestion  whatever 
that  the  condition,  the  reasonable,  proper,  and  just  condition 
which  the  First  Minister  announced,  namely,  that  of  acting 
in  concert  with  leading  banking  institutions,  was  apjrlied  or 
attempted  to  be  applied  on  this  occasion.  “By  acting  in 
concert  with  tho  other  bauks,”  the  First  Minister  says,  but 
the  other  banks  would  not  and  did  not  assist,  they  did  not  or 
would  not  act  in  concert  with  the  Government,  because  they 
thought  the  methods  of  the  Exchange  Bank  were  unsound 
and  that  the  bank  itself  was  rotten.  Compare  the  case 
of  the  Federal  Bank  with  that  of  the  bank  which  is 
before  us  just  now.  Look  at  what  was  done  in  the 
case  of  the  Federal  Bank,  You  find  that  they  called 
the  other  banks  into  council ;  you  find  that  they  asked 
representatives  of  other  banks  to  form  a  committee ;  you 
find  that  the  latter  did  so,  that  they  took  up  the  affairs  of 
the  Federal  Bank,  and  investigated  them,  and  made  arrange¬ 
ments  whereby  they  might,  acting  in  concert  and  upon 
proper  terms,  advance  certain  sums  to  assist  the  bank.  That 
was  tho  course  taken  then,  and  that  is  the  course  that  has 
been  taken,  more  or  less  formally,  on  other  occasions.  But 
on  this  occasion  we  did  not  hear  of  it.  Of  what  bank  did 
the  Government  make  any  enquiry  ?  Did  they  ask  of  Mr. 
Greene?  of  Mr.  Ogilvie?  of  Mr.  Buntin?  Did  they  say 
to  them,  which  of  your  sister  banks  are  helping  ?  what 
are  your  relations  with  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  with  which 
you  keep  your  cash  account  ?  what  are  your  relations  with 
the  other  banks  ?  have  you  asked  them  for  assistance  ?  have 
they  refused  you  assistance  ?  and,  if  they  have  refused  you 
assistance,  why  ?  And  if  you  did  not  ask  them,  why  did 
you  not  ask  them  ?  These  are  the  first  questions  that  would 
be  put,  that  ought  to  be  put,  that  must  have  been  put  by 
the  Government,  if  they  did  their  duty,  before  they  made  a 
loan  of  this  description  and  this  amount  to  a  bank  with  this 
amount  of  capital.  Yet,  upon  that  subject,  Ave  find  nothing. 
We  hear  for  the  first  time  of  some  confidential  enquiry  hav¬ 
ing  been  made  from  some  other  unnamed  individual  in 
Montreal,  to  whom  the  Finance  Minister  gives  a  repu¬ 
tation  which,  I  dare  say,  he  deserves,  but  of  which  we 
have  no  means  of  judging.  But  these  are  the 

enquiries  and  these  are  the  sources,  the  quarters 
of  enquiry  which  ought  to  have  been  resorted  to. 
Why,  Sir,  this  is,  no  doubt,  as  the  First  Minister  put  it,  a 
very  grave  affair.  It  is,  as  the  Minister  of  Finance  put  it,  a 
very  grave  affair.  Ido  the  Minister  of  Finance  no  injustice 
whatever  when  I  say  that  Ministers  more  able,  more  power¬ 
ful,  more  experienced  than  himself,  have  leftAdministrations 
before  now  because  they  found  the  Cabinet  would  not  agree 
with  them  in  transactions  of  this  kind.  Sir  Alexander  Galt, 
the  Finance  Minister  in  the  first  Cabinet  of  Confederation, 
left  the  Government  because  his  views  in  regard  to  a  loan  to 
the  Commercial  Bank  were  not  shared  by  his  colleagues, 
and  he  would  not  agree  in  the  views  of  his  colleagues,  and 
they  declined,  and  I  believe  rightly  declined,  to  advance 
money  to  the  Commercial  Bank.  So  that  bank  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  go  under,  and  in  consequence  the  Finance  Minister 
was  lost  to  the  Ministry  of  the  day.  Nor  is  that 
the  only  case  in  which  applications  have  been  refused. 
What  about  the  Ville  Marie  Bank,  a  few  years  ago  ? 


What  about  the  Jacques  Cartier  Bank,  a  few  years 
ago?  What  happened  to  them?  What  applications 
were  made?  What  answer  did  they  receive?  I  am 
not  blaming  the  Government,  for  I  have  not  tho  ma¬ 
terials  for  praise  or  blame  in  reference  to  those  applications, 
but  I  have  reason  to  believe  they  were  approached,  and 
that  those  approaches  wore  not  favorably  received,  I  think 
I  have  shown  you  that  the  second  set  of  conditions  that  the 
First  Minister  has  declared  to  be  essential  have  not  been 
complied  with,  that  this  was  not  an  act  of  tho  Government, 
after  consultation  and  in  concert  with  the  leading  banks  of 
tho  country,  upon  a  common  course  of  policy  agreed  to  by 
them  in  a  risk  and  in  a  course  of  action  in  which  they  were 
making  common  cause  and  taking  a  common  part.  After 
stating  that  condition,  the  First  Minister  returned  to  the 
occasion,  he  returned  to  the  gravity  of  the  case,  and  Avent 
on  to  say : 

‘•That,”  that  is  to  say,  “that  Governments  have,  on  occasion,  pre¬ 
vented  universal  panic  by  acting  in  concert  with  strong  banking  insti¬ 
tutions,  in  helping  to  sustain  banks  which  were  not  quite  as  strong.” 

“  That  has  happened  and  will  happen  everywhere.  It  has  happened  in 
England,  where  Governments  have  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  in  times  of  panic,  to  prevent  a  run  on  the  bank.” 

We  all  know  how  the  Government  have  assisted  tho 
Bank  of  England,  not  by  depositing  their  money  there,  for 
all  their  money  is  there  already,  but  by  allowing  the  bank 
to  issue  notes  in  excess  of  their  chartered  power,  with 
reference  to  the  specie  held  by  them  : 

“  Every  Government  must,  of  course,  act  on  its  own  responsibility  to 
the  best  of  its  judgment,  in  coming  promptly  to  the  protection  of  the 
commercial  and  financial  world,  and  the  people  generally.  If  they  make 
mistakes,  they  are  liable  to  animadversion.” 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  member 
for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  to  this  point — “  If  they 
make  mistakes,  they  are  liable  to  animadversion.”  But  he 
says  they  are  not  liable  to  animadversion. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  say  they  did  not  make  a  mistake. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  going  on  to  say  that,  as  they  were 
not  liable  to  animadversion,  they  could  not,  according  to 
the  non.  gentleman’s  view,  have  made  a  mistake.  1  say 
they  have  made  a  mistake,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  the  only  member  in  this  House,  who  does  not  in  his 
heart  think  they  made  a  mistake  on  this  occasion. 

“  If  they  make  mistakes  they  are  liable  to  animadversion,  but  no  Gov¬ 
ernment  ought  to  deprive  itself  of  the  power  of  assuming  that  position 
in  times.” 

And  here  we  recur  to  the  state  of  the  circumstances.  In 
what  kind  of  times  ?  In  that  kind  of  times  which  we  have 
enjoyed  since  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  resumed  power  in 
1878?  No— 

“In  times  of  great  depression,  great  commercial  distress  and  panic,” 
And  there  the  hon.  gentleman  leaves  the  subject,  and  there 
for  the  time  I  leave  him.  If  you  read  his  statement  from 
the  beginning  to  tho  end,  you  will  see  that  he  lays  down 
the  conditions  that  it  is  “  to  prevent  universal  ruin,  univer¬ 
sal  panic,”  that  it  is  to  be  “  by  acting  in  concert  with  strong 
banking  institutions”  and  in  conclusion,  that  the  power  must 
be  reserved  to  the  Government  to  act  in  times  of  great  de¬ 
pression,  great  commercial  distress  and  panic.”  You  find  a 
condition  of  things  described  which,  according  to  the  descrip¬ 
tion  which  we  daily  and  nigh  tly  receive  from  those  benches, 
could  not  have  existed  in  April,  1883,  or  in  May,  1883,  or  even 
in  November,  1883.  This  description  of  the  condition  of 
affairs,  and,  therefore,  of  the  consequences  of  the  failure  of 
the  Exchange  Bank  at  the  time  of  this  loan,  was  not  the 
statement  only  of  the  First  Minister — it  was,  probably,  not 
rashly  made — it  was  the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minister, 
last  Session,  when  dealing  with  the  question.  In  the  first 
place,  he  gave  us  the  account  of  the  intending  borrower. 
Mr.  Greene,  one  of  the  directors  of  the  bank,  called  on  him 
on  the  10th  or  11th  of  April,  and  saw  him  at  his  house, 
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and  the  hon.  gentleman  accepted  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Groeno,  apparently  in  good  faith,  apparently  as  if  there  could 
not  be  any  doubt  about  Mr.  Greene’s  judgment,  apparently 
as  if  it  was  conclusive  as  to  the  general  situation  and  not 
merely  as  to  the  situation  of  the  bank.  What  did  he  say  ? 

“He  stated,”  said  the  Finance  Minister,  “that,  owing  to  one  or  two 
circumstances  that  had  taken  place  in  Montreal,  there  was  some  dis¬ 
trust  on  the  part  of  ths  depositors  and  noteholders, with  reference  to  the 
condition  of  the  bank;  that  it  was  expected  there  would  be  a  run  made 
upon  the  bank  that  day,  and  probably  the  next  day,  and  he  came  up 
here  to  see  if  some  arrangement  could  not  be  made  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  by  which  their  position  would  be  strengthened,  and  by  which  the 
run  would  be  prevented.” 

So  much  with  reference  to  Mr.  Greene’s  statement  about  his 
own  bank  and  his  own  conduct.  Now,  he  goes  on,  and 
enlightens  the  Finance  Minister  as  to  the  consequences 
generally : 

“  He  also  stated  that  the  run  might  reach  half  a  dozen  institutions  of 
the  same  kind  in  the  city  of  Msntreal  and  in  the  Dominion  ot  Canada, 
by  which  the  public  interests  would  be  imperilled,  by  which  the  free 
trade,  commerce  and  business  of  the  country  would  be  imperilled.” 

Mr.  Greene,  the  director  of  this  small  bank,  who  had 
so  mismanaged  its  affairs  that  he  had  to  come  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  ask  for  relief,  in  order  to  prevent  a  run  and  to 
prevent  the  closing  of  its  doors ;  Mr.  Greene,  who  had  tailed 
to  conduct  successfully  the  bank,  informs  the  Finance 
Minister,  instructs,  enlightens  the  Finance  Minister  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  as  to  the  probable  consequences  of  that 
bank’s  doors  being  closed.  He  tells  the  Minister,  and  the 
Minister  seems  to  have  swallowed  it  as  if  it  were  gospel, 
“  that  the  run  might  reach  half  a  dozen  other  institutions  ol 
the  same  kind  in  the  city  of  Montreal  and  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,”  and  that  by  that,  “  the  public  interests  would 
be  imperilled,  and  the  trade,  commerce  and  business 
of  the  country  would  be  imperilled  1”  If  I  had  been 
asked  to  say  whether  Mr.  Greene,  the  well-known  failure  as 
a  banker,  whose  experience  as  the  director  of  a  bank  had 
been  with  the  Exchange  Bank,  or  the  Finance  Minister  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  who  had  undertaken  the  some¬ 
what  onerous  task  of  regulating  the  trade  and  commerce 
and  manufactures  of  this  country,  who  had  undertaken 
the  somewhat  onerous  task  of  making  all  things  pros¬ 
perous  by  legislation— which  of  the  two  should  instruct 
or  enlighten  the  other  upon  the  consequences  of  the 
Exchange  Bank  closing  its  doors,  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  Finance  Minister  would  say  to  Mr.  Greene : 
“  I  am  a  better  judge  of  that  than  you  ai'e;  I  have 
had  a  wider  experience  of  the  effects  of  runs  on  banks 
than  you  can  possibly  have  had ;  it  is  my  business  to  act 
upon  the  information  I  may  receive  ;  it  is  your  business  to 
inform  me  as  to  the  condition  of  your  bank ;  that  is  your 
affair,  but  I  beg  you  not  to  inform  me,  seeing  the  way  in 
which  you  have  conducted  your  business,  seeing  that  there 
is  a  crisis  impending  in  regard  to  your  bank,  whether 
or  not  this  run  will  affect  other  institutions.  You 
have  managed  to  get  your  own  nest  fouled,  do  not  foul 
the  nests  of  others ;  I  keep  my  eyes  open  and  I  know  some¬ 
thing  about  the  position  of  other  banks.”  No,  Mr.  Speaker, 
he  seems  not  only  to  have  received  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Greene  as  to  his  own  bank,  but  also  his  statement  as  to  other 
banks.  I  wish  we  knew  what  they  were.  I  wish  we 
knew  which  were  the  six  other  banks  which  were  to  close 
their  doors  if  the  Exchange  Bank  closed  its  doors.  However, 
the  Minister  thought  it  was  true.  “Well,”  he  says,  “I 
must  leave  it  to  the  Government.”  Then  he  despatched  his 
Deputy  to  his  colleagues,  and  of  course  I  hold  that, while  in 
this  transaction  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  Minister  of  Finance, 
has  a  somewhat  special  responsibility,  under  the  exceptional 
circumstances  and  in  his  condition  at  the  time,  it  would  be 
unfair,  unjust  and  ungenerous  to  hold  that  he  has  any  very 
special  responsibility,  because  he  happened  to  be  ill.  He 
affirmed  a  general  opinion,  and  had  to  hand  over  the  details 
to  the  Government  generally,  his  colleagues ;  that  is  the 
Mr.  Blake. 


position  as  he  states  it,  he  sends  his  deputy  to  his  colleagues, 
and  what  is  the  message  he  sends  ? 

“  And  you  may  say  to  the  leader  of  the  Government,  and  to  my  col¬ 
leagues,  that  if  they  think  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  banks  of  the 
country,  in  the  public  interest,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  commerce  and 
trade  of  the  country,  that  this  assistance  should  be  given,  they  have  my 
support  with  reference  to  it.” 

Thorc  is  his  message.  Well,  now,  would  it  not  have  been  a 
good  thing  to  find  out  from  the  banks  what  they  thought 
about  it?  Would  it  not  have  been  a  good  thing,  if  it  was 
to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  other  banks,  to  find  out  whether 
they  were  lending  a  hand  ?  But  the  Government  had 
determined  this  without  having  acquired  that  knowledge. 
Once  again  he  says: 

“  When  this  advance  was  made  to  the  Exchange  Bankj  it  was  felt,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  it  would  sustain  the  institution  and 
carry  it  through  and  prevent  a  crisis,  and  relieve  the  pressure  on  other 
banks  in  the  Dominion;  for  we  all  know  how  sensitive  publicopinion  is.” 

Then,  Sir,  he  goes  further,  and  he  makes  a  statement  of  a 
very  grave  character.  You  find  him,  in  the  passage  I  have 
just  referred  to,  declaring  that  it  was  to  prevent  a  crisis,  to 
carry  the  institution  through,  and  to  relievo  the  pressure 
on  other  banks — and  once  again,  without  having  consulted 
the  other  banks  at  all.  A  little  lower  down  he  says : 

“  But  I  say  that  when  you  touch  one  of  these  banks,  we  know  how 
sensitive  all  the  other  banks  in  matters  of  this  kind  are.  I  think,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  House  and  the  country  will  sustain  the  Government 
when,  under  such  extreme  circumstances,  and  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  a  run  on  the  bank,  we  took  this  step  ;  because  we  all  know,  by 
looking  at  the  returns,  that  if  to-day  two-third3  of  the  banks  in  the 
Dominion  were  suddenly  called  upon  to  redeem  their  circulation,  where 
those  banks  would  be,  and  where  the  business  of  the  country  would 
be.  Under  these  circumstances,  we  felt  that  we  were  perfectly  justified 
— feeling,  at  the  same  time,  that  we  were  safe  in  doing  so— in  endeavoring 
to  save  the  country  from  the  consequences  which  would  follow  the 
breaking  down,  it  might  be  of  two,  or  three,  or  four,  or  five,  of  the 
banks.” 

Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  statement,  the  gravity  of  which  can. 
not  be  over-estimated.  You  find  a  statement  of  the  Finance 
Minister,  that  the  breaking  down  of  a  small  bank  like  the 
Exchange  Bank  would  have  resulted  in  a  general  panic, 
and  in  the  breaking  down  of  two,  or  three,  or  four,  or  five,  of 
the  banks,  and  you  find  him  suggesting  as  a  practical  question 
“  that  we  know  if,  two-thirds  of  the  banks  were  suddenly 
called  on  to  redeem  tbeir  circulation,  where  those  banks 
would  be.”  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
making  a  mere  technical  statement  of  what  the  effect  would 
bo  if  every  dollar  of  circulation  came  suddenly  in  on  the 
banks ;  but  if  he  was,  he  ought  to  have  said  so.  He  was  not 
speaking,  we  know,  with  reference  to  banks  in  a  fair  con¬ 
dition,  but  he  was  making  a  practical  statement  as  to  the 
practical  results.  In  saying  what  he  did,  he  was  inflicting 
a  much  greater  blow  upon  the  stability  of  the  banking 
institutions  of  this  country  than  the  failure  of  the  Exchange 
Bank  could  do.  He  was  suggesting  what  the  consequences 
would  be  of  a  call  upon  two-thirds  of  the  banks  of  the  country 
for  the  redemption  of  all  their  circulation,  and  pointing  out 
that  they  would  have  to  close  their  doors.  That  was  the 
practical  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  Now,  Sir, 
if  that  were  so — and  you  will  find  other  banks  adverted 
to  throughout  this  discussion,  by  the  First  Minister, 
and  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  as  well — if  it  were 
so  that  the  banks  were  so  deeply  interested  in  this,  once 
again  I  ask,  why  were  they  not  taken  into  counsel?  Why 
was  it  not  ascertained  what  their  views  were  upon  it?  Why 
was  not  some  concert,  such  as  the  First  Minister  sug¬ 
gests  as  proper  and  reasonable  and  the  essential  condition, 
engaged  in  on  this  occasion  ?  None  such  was  engaged  in, 
and  $100,000  was  loaned  on  the  12th  of  April.  Oh  !  but  I 
forgot ;  I  ought  to  have  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  hon. 
Minister  that  he  secured  5  per  cent,  for  it ;  he  secured  an 
oxtra  rate  of  interest  for  it.  He  was  so  cautious  that  he 
was  not  going  to  incur  risks  without  a  reward.  You  do 
not  find  him  loaning  money  to  a  speculative,  shaky  bank. 
Oh !  no  j  he  takes  5  per  cent,  as  his  security  against  risk. 
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He  thinks:  Well,  I  am  loaning  a  certain  sum,  and  there  is 
a  certain  amount  of  risk,  but  I  am  going  to  make  a  profit 
out  of  it ;  why,  I  am  going  to  make  1  per  cent,  more  than 
I  am  making  in  the  other  banks,  and  this  is  my  justification, 
or  part  of  it.  We  find  him  taking,  as  a  careful  husband¬ 
man,  some  extra  rate  of  interest,  and  this  is  an  acknow¬ 
ledgment  of  the  risk  of  the  operation.  We  find  it  acknow¬ 
ledged  on  the  13th  by  Mr.  Craig,  the  ex-president,  when  he 
says : 

r  “  Things  are  much  quieter,  and  I  think  the  worst  is  over,  though  we 
may  be  troubled  for  a  few  days  yet.” 

Then,  following  on  the  16th,  they  tolegraphod  for  another 
$100,000,  and  Mr.  Craig,  writing  the  same  day,  says  : 

“I  think  this  will  be  all  that  we  shall  require,  because  there  is  a  per¬ 
ceptible  falling  off  in  the  demand.” 

Well,  $100,000  is  sent  on.  In  the  meantime  Mr.  Ogilvie 
must  have  been  up  at  Ottawa  and  must  have  seen  the 
officials,  because  it  is  sent  on  in  another  way.  The  first 
$100,000  was  sent  through  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  but  we 
find,  on  the  17th,  that  a  cheque  for  $100,000  was  sent  on  tho 
City  and  District  Savings  Bauk.  “  Mr.  Ogilvie  told  mo  ” 
says  the  Deputy  Minister,  “  that  you  preferred  payment  in 
this  manner.”  They  preferred  to  get  the  money  through 
the  City  and  District  rather  than  through  the  Bank  of  Mon¬ 
treal.  I  suppose  they  did  not  want  the  Bank  of  Montreal  to 
know  that  they  were  getting  another  $100,000  from  the 
Government,  but  for  some  reason  or  other,  instead  of  there 
being  concerted  action,  co-operation,  on  the  part  of  these 
other  banks  so  deeply  interested,  and  whose  stability  was 
being  sustained  by  the  Administration,  there  appears  to  have 
been  a  desire  to  conceal  the  transaction  that  was  going  on, 
by  taking  the  second  $100,000  through  another  bank.  Well 
then,  Mr.  Craig  says,  on  the  19th : 

“  The  demand  has  about  ceased.  I  do  not  think  I  shall  require  any 
more.  If  anything  turns  up  I  shall  let  you  know.” 

It  was  not  very  long  before  something  turned  up.  That 
was  on  the  18th,  and  on  the  21st  he  wrote  again : 

“I  find  I  shall  require  another  sum  of  $100^000  to  place  me  in  an  in¬ 
dependent  position.” 

Well,  now,  what  was  to  be  done  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  had 
given  him  $200,000  about  the  middle  of  the  month.  Mr. 
Craig  says : 

“  I  have  paid  $356,000  in  deposits  since  the  first  of  the  month,  and 
have  notices  of  withdrawal  of  $60,000  more,  besides  a  reduction  in  cir¬ 
culation  of  $45,000.” 

There  you  get  $461,000  paid,  or  immediately  payable,  as 
against  the  first  $200,000.  The  position  is  worse  by 
$260,000.  Now,  where  has  the  money  gone?  We  find 
here  some  of  the  concert,  of  the  action,  of  the  understand¬ 
ing,  of  the  feeling,  of  the  larger  banks.  “  Most  of  the  money 
has  gone  into  the  Bank  of  Montreal — at  least,  two-thirds  of 
it,”  says  Mr.  Craig.  So  tho  Bank  of  Montreal  was  receiving 
the  money  that  the  Government  was  paying  in.  The 
amounts  were  going  out,  and  instead  of  the  Bank  of  Mon¬ 
treal  assisting  to  strengthen  this  institution — and  I  am  not 
blaming  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  because  they  had  no  under 
standing  with  the  Government ;  the  Government  did  not 
talk  with  them,  and  the  Exchange  Bank  did  not  talk  with 
them,  I  suppose — but  the  Government  was  paying  money 
which  was  passing  into  the  hands  of  their  own  bankers, 
the  Bank  of  Montreal.  Mr.  Craig  goes  on  to  say  : 

“The  drain  on  ordinary  deposits  has  stopped,  but  I  must  meet  the 
deposits  of  which  I  have  received  notice ;  therefore,  I  shall  have  to  tres¬ 
pass  on  your  kindness  once  more.  The  knowledge  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  assisting  me  as  had  a  wonderful  effect  in  quieting  matters. 
I  am  reducing,  as  fast  as  1  can,  but  when  you  have  been  so  good - - 

He  always  was  a  good  man — 

“  but  when  you  have  been  so  good,  I  do  not  want  to  force  my  cus¬ 
tomers  into  a  corner,  but  all  who  can  pay  I  am  collecting  from.  I  take 
the  liberty  of  sending  you  in  advance  the  third  deposit  receipt.” 


Now,  there  you  see,  Sir,  what  with  tho  knowledge  that  the 
Government  were  assisting  him  had  done  for  the  gentle¬ 
man.  It  “  had  a  wonderful  effect  in  quioting  things.” 
However,  the  Government  declined  this  domand  for  tho 
other  hundred  thousand,  the  demand  mado  on  the  21st. 
And  then  it  would  seem  that  about  the  10th  or  11th  of 
May,  Mr.  Buntin  and  Mr.  Ogilvie  came  up  to  Ottawa,  and 
the  account  of  that  is  found  in  the  First  Minister’s  speech : 

“  Its  representative  came  to  myself  personally — Senator  Ogilvie,  who 
was  a  director  of  the  bank — and  Mr.  Buntin,  I  think,  came  with  him. 
They  said  they  knew  all  about  the  bank,  because  they  were  directors— 

I  am  sorry  to  say  they  did  not  know  ail  about  it,  and  I  mention  this  as 
evidencing  that  they  thought  they  knew  all  about  it — and  they 
were  prepared  to  give  their  personal  security  for  $100,000,  over  and 
above  the  security  we  had  under  the  position  we  would  occupy  as  hav¬ 
ing  a  claim  on  all  assets  under  the  double  liability,  which  amount  they 
said  would  carry  the  bank  successfully  through.  Those  gentlemen 
spoke  in  ihe  most  confident  terms  respecting  the  bank,  and  offered,  as  I 
have  said,  to  give  their  personal  security  for  $100,005.” 

That  was  the  statement.  They  over-persuaded  the  hon. 
gentleman.  The  Government  had  refused,  on  21st  April; 
matters  had  gone  on  from  that  date  to  10th  or  11th  May. 
Then  his  friends,  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  Mr.  Buntin,  camo  up  and 
over-persuaded  him.  There  was  no  further  enquiry,  no 
further  ascertaining  as  to  how  the  other  banks  were  assist¬ 
ing,  no  question  as  to  concerted  action,  nothing  about  that ; 
but  the  statement  of  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  Mr.  Buntin  was 
accepted,  and  the  loan  was  made.  Was  it  made  with  the 
offered  security  ?  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  Mr.  Buntin  both  offered 
security,  but  the  Finance  Minister  took  Mr.  Ogilvie  alone 
and  let  Mr.  Buntin  go.  No  explanation  has  been  given  up 
to  this  time.  I  have  heard  rumors  as  to  what  the  reason 
was,  but  I  will  not  state  them.  It  is  the  business  of  tho 
hon.  gentleman  to  inform  us  how  it  was  that  when 
he  had  the  offer  of  those  two  gentlemen  of  means  to 
give  security,  he  took'  the  security  of  only  one ; 
how  it  was  that  he  accepted  half  the  security 
on  which  he  agreed  to  make  the  loan,  so  far  as  personal  se¬ 
curity  went.  I  will  not  relate  the  story  I  heard,  but  it  is 
for  the  hon .  gentleman  to  make  the  explanation.  The  hon. 
gentleman  said  this  was  not  a  political  bank  and  this  was 
not  a  political  transaction,  and  he  fortified  himself  by  re¬ 
ferring  to  advances  which  had  been  made  to  the  Ontario 
Bank  and  to  the  Consolidated  Bank.  And  he  declared  that 
the  Ontario  Bank  was  a  political  bank.  I  deny  the  state¬ 
ment.  The  Ontario  Bank  was  not  then,  and  never  has 
been,  a  political  bank.  It  never  was  a  political  bank,  and 
at  the  period  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers,  even  the 
gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded  obviously  by  other  refer¬ 
ences,  inaccurate  as  they  were,  as  being  the  reason  why 
the  bank  was  political,  had  ceased  to  be.  its  president,  and 
its  president  was  Sir  William  P.  Howland.  Among  its  di¬ 
rectors  was  no  less  a  political  friend  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  than  Col.  Gzowski,  a  personal  friend  of  all  who 
know  him,  and  a  well-known  and  consistent  Conservative, 
and  a  supporter  and  personal  friend  of  the  hon,  gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government.  And  yet  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said,  in  his  closing  remarks,  that  the  Ontario  Bank  was 
a  political  bank,  a  Grit  political  bank,  and  he  showed  his 
liberality  and  broad  feeling  by  saying  it  was  a 
Grit  political  bank  in  which  Col.  Gzowski,  a 

Conservative,  was  a  director,  and  in  which  other  Conserva¬ 
tives  were  directors,  and  in  which  as  many  shareholders  were 
Conservatives  as  Eeformers.  If  you  talk  about  political 
banks,  I  ask  what  is  the  complexion  of  a  bank  in  which 
Mr.  Gault,  the  present  member  for  Montreal  West,  was  presi¬ 
dent,  and  of  which  at  the  time  Mr.  Bulmer,  Mr.  Greene,  Mr. 
Ogilvie,  Mr.  Craig  and  Mr.  Buntin,  all  of  Montreal,  formed 
the  directors  ?  We  know  their  politics;  we  know  they  are 
all  supporters  of  the  Government.  They  were  not  merely 
the  directors,  the  moving  power  of  the  bank,  but  they  also 
held  one-half  or  more  than  one-half  of  the  whole  capital 
stock.  So  if  you  want  an  instance  of  a  political  bank,  give 
I  me  the  Exchange  Bank  ;  and  if  you  want  to  show  me  what 
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the  consequences  of  a  bank  being  a  political  bank  are,  read 
me  the  history  of  the  Exchange  Bank.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  strike  no  heavier  blow  at  the  banking  institutions 
of  the  country  than  to  declare  they  are  political  banks.  It 
is  upon  no  such  principle  that  those  institutions  can  be 
safely  conducted.  I  deny  the  statement,  so  far  as  I  know, 
as  regards  any  one  of  our  existing  institutions.  Well,  then, 
the  hon.  gentleman  says,  What  did  you  do  ?  You  made 
loans  to  the  same  amount :  $300,000  to  the  Ontario  Bank 
and  $300,000  to  the  Consolidated  Bank,  and  he  contrasts 
those  $300,000  loans  with  the  $300,000  loan  to  the  Exchange 
Bank.  What  was  the  capital  of  the  Ontario  Bank  ? 
$3,000,000.  What  was  the  capital  of  the  Consolidated 
bank  ?  $2,000,000.  A  loan  of  $300,000  would  be  one  tenth 
of  the  capital  of  the  Ontario  Bank,  and  one-tenth  of  the 
capital  of  the  Consolidated.  It  would  leave,  in  the  case  of 
the  Ontario  Bank,  $2,700,000  of  capital,  apart  altogether 
from  the  double  liability.  If  you  were  to  loan  in  the  same 
proportion  to  the  Ontario  Bank,  as  you  loaned  to  the 
Exchange  Bank,  as  regards  capital,  you  would  loan  the 
former  $1,800,000.  If  you  were  to  loan  in  the  same  propor¬ 
tion  to  the  Consolidated  the  amount  would  reach  $1,200,000. 
And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  talks  of  those  compara¬ 
tively  small  loans,  having  regard  to  the  capital  of  those 
institutions  in  question,  as  bearing  a  comparison  with  an 
advance  of  three-fifths  of  the  capital  of  a  bank,  which  was 
the  case  when  a  loan  of  $300,000  was  made  to  a  bank  with 
a  capital  of  $500,000.  The  same  proportion  as  was  loaned 
to  the  Consolidated  and  the  Ontario  Banks  would  have 
given  $50,000  or  $70,000  in  the  case  of  the  Exchange  Bank; 
but,  instead  of  the  Finance  Minister  loaning  it  $50,000  or 
$70,000,  he  loaned  it  $300,000,  or  four  times  as  much  as  the 
larger  of  those  two  sums.  As  to  the  general  position 
of  the  banks  in  April,  as  compared  with  Septem¬ 
ber,  I  find  by  the  bank  returns  there  were,  in 

April,  $33,000,000  notes  in  circulation,  and  total  liabili¬ 
ties,  $146,000,000;  September,  $34,000,000  notes  in 
circulation,  total  liabilities,  $156,000,000.  But  I  do 
not  consider  that  is  of  very  much  consequence.  Why? 
Because  I  do  not  consider  the  hon.  gentleman  intended  that 
the  bank  should  fail  in  September.  I  do  not  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  defence  to  be,  that  this  was  a  bank  which 
he  knew  was  about  to  go  down,  and  that  by  making 
advances  he  would  be  able  to  keep  it  afloat  until  some  day 
when  its  failure  would  do  less  harm  ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
not,  I  take  it,  with  reference  to  such  a  contingency  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  acted.  He  was  acting  not  to  postpone  an 
inevitable  fall,  but  to  prevent  a  fall  which  he  thought  could 
be  avoided  and  the  bank  brought  through.  Now  what 
happened?  The  president  tells  us.  He  says  that  the 
knowledge  that  the  Government  was  assisting  us  had  a 
wonderful  effect.  The  public  were  made  quiet.  The  de¬ 
mands  on  deposits  ceased  to  a  large  extent ;  stock  changed 
hands;  depositors  let  their  money  remain  in  the  bank,  and 
some  put  their  money  in  the  bank ;  the  shareholders 
changed.  The  double  liability  of  many  shareholders  at 
that  time,  including  the  double  liability  of  the  member  for 
Montreal  West,  for  the  shares  which  he  had  sold  as  the 
late  president— his  double  liability,  which  continued  for  a 
period  of  three  months  from  the  time  of  the  transfer,  was 
wiped  out  by  the  bank  being  carried  on,  and  somebody 
else — Mr.  Craig,  who  ran  away  and  is  an  absconding 
criminal,  was  the  party  whose  double  liability 
was  secured  to  the  public  and  the  Government 
in  lieu  of  that  of  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal 
West.  Why  did  the  knowledge  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  assisting  the  bank  do  good,  as  the  president  says 
it  did  ?  Why  did  it  do  that  which  the  Finance  Minister 
says  he  thought  it  would  do  ?  It  inspired  confidence.  Why  ? 
It  inspired  confidence  because  the  people  said  it  cannot  be 
that  the  Government  of  the  country,  having  the  funds  of 
the  country  in  its  hands  and  authorised  and  instructed  to 
Mr.  Blake, 
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deposit  them  safely  in  banks  and  keep  them  for  the  people, 
would  deposit  their  funds  in  a  breaking  bank.  But  if  they 
have  done  so  we  may  well  feel  confidence.  They  would  not 
risk  the  public  moneys ;  they  would  not  risk  our  moneys, 
and  knowing  that  they  put  it  in  there,  they  hung  out  a  flag 
to  us ;  they  said :  there  is  no  risk  for  you  ;  and  that  is  the 
reason  that  public  confidence  was  restored  to  a  certain  ex¬ 
tent,  and  that  to  a  certain  extont  the  drain  ceased  and  the 
bank  was  kept  along.  But  they  were  deceived.  The  people 
were  deceived  by  the  action  of  the  Government.  The  bank 
was  then  an  absolutely  broken  bank,  and  if  any  reasonable 
enquiry  had  been  then  made  it  would  have  been  found  by 
the  Administration  to  have  been  an  absolutely  broken  bank. 
It  was  obviously  and  palpably  a  broken  bank.  A  change  did 
take  place  in  these  few  months,  but  it  was  a  change  for  the 
worse.  The  condition  of  the  bank  got  worse  day  by  day, 
week  by  week,  month  by  month.  Yery  soon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  itself  became  alarmed  ;  they  called  for  the  money  ; 
they  took  $50,000  ;  they  called  for  another  $50,000  ;  they 
had  piteous  requests  for  delays  ;  they  agreed  to  take  it  by 
$5,000  at  a  time,  and  then  by  $10,000  every  three  days,  and 
then  a  portion  of  that  for  which  they  called  was  overtaken 
by  the  common  ruin  of  the  17th  of  September.  Then  we 
hear  that  those  interested  in  these  concerns  were  surprised. 
It  is  not  so.  The  hou.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe 
(Mr.  Ives)  acknowledged  that  in  banking  circles  there  was 
distrust  of  that  bank  at  this  time.  The  general  public,  he 
said,  had  some  degree  of  confidence.  Quito  so,  because  the 
general  public  did  not  know  much  about  it  But  it  was  not 
from  the  general  public  that  the  Government  were  to  take 
counsel ;  it  was  not  the  knowledge  of  the  general  public 
that  they  were  to  use ;  it  was  not  that  degree  of  knowledge 
which  was  derivable  from  bank  returns,  though  these,  if 
properly  looked  at,  might  have  given  an  indication  of 
unhealthy  expansion.  It  was  the  other  institutions,  who 
knew  the  mode  in  which  this  bank  was  conducting  business, 
who  could  have  given  information  to  the  Government.  What 
was  said  on  the  18th  of  September  by  the  Montreal  corres- 
pondent  of  the  Toronto  Mail,  with  reference  to  the  Exchange 
Bank.  I  will  read  this  for  two  purposes — to  show  the 
opinion  of  the  banking  community,  and  to  show  what  was 
the  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the  bank : 

“It  is  a  gratifying  feature  of  the  soundness  of  trade  and  commerce  in 
this  great  city  to  report  that  the  failure  of  one  of  our  banks,  doing  an 
extensive  business,  has  passed  over  without  the  least  excitement,  or  the 
bringing  down  of  a  single  firm  that  was  leaning  upon  it  for  support,  as 
many  have  been  doing.  It  would  not  have  surprised  certain  croakers  if 
many  disasters  had  occurred  under  the  circumstances.  Although  many 
of  the  clients  of  the  defunct  institution  must  suffer  inconvenience,  yet 
every  consideration  is  being  extended  by  the  other  banks  to  those  who 
are  so  suddenly  deprived  of  the  accommodation  they  were  receiving.  It 
is  a  fact  that  public  confidence  in  our  financial  institutions  has  not  been 
weakened  in  the  least,  but  rather  strengthened,  by  the  collapse  of  the 
doomed  baDk.” 

Now,  why  ?  Why  had  public  confidence  in  our  other  insti¬ 
tutions  not  been  weakened  in  the  least,  but  rather  strength¬ 
ened,  by  the  failure  of  the  doomed  bank  ?  Here  it  is: 

“  In  banking  circles  the  air  has  been  purified  by  the  suspension,  for 
the  unfortunate  institution  has  been  considered  by  leading  bankers  an 
evil  in  their  midst.” 

There  is  what  the  leading  bankers,  in  concert  with  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  acting,  thought  about  it.  Leading 
bankers  thought  it  an  evil  in  their  midst,  and  their  banks 
were  strengthened  by  its  going  down  : 

“  This  has  been  sufficiently  demonstrated  by  the  high  rate  of  interest 
which  it  is  proved  the  bank  has  been  giving  to  depositors,  who  took 
their  money  out  of  other  banks,  where  they  had  ample  security,  to  place 
it  where  the  absolute  needs  of  the  infirm  concern  had  made  its  manage¬ 
ment  promise  a  much  larger  rate.  I  am  informed  by  the  president  of  a 
local  bank  that  a  capitalist  who  bad  $30,000  deposited  at  4^  per  cent, 
was  induced,  shortly  before  the  failure,  to  remove  it  to  the  Exchange  to 
get  6  per  cent.  Had  the  management  been  taking  the  conservative 
course  of  reducing  loans  whilst  temporarily  paying  a  high  rate  of  inter¬ 
est,  their  policy  might  have  been  justified  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
inflation  was  going  on  as  brisk  as  ever.  This  kind  of  business  could 
only  have  one  result,  and  intelligent  brokers  anticipated  what  was 
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inevitable,  and  took  advantage  of  the  opening  to  make  little  fortunes  at 
a  stroke  by  selliu g  short.’  ’ 

This  is  from  tho  Toronto  Mail.  I  read  it,  because  I  like  to 
convict  my  adversary  out  of  his  own  mouth.  But  I  quote 
from  another  organ  ;  I  read  from  the  Montreal  Gazette — its 
leading  editorial  article  of  the  18th  of  September  : 

“  The  announcement  of  the  suspension  of  the  Exchange  Bank  created 
not  the  slightest  distrust  or  uneasiness  in  business  circles  yesterday .” 

Collapse  !  Panic !  Euin  !  Distress  ! 

“  The  cause  of  this  suspension  was  so  manifest  from  the  statement  of 
the  affairs  of  the  institution — too  extended  a  business  for  the  cash  reserve 
carried — and  so  remote  from  any  disturbance  in  the  general  condition  of 
trade,  that  an  entire  absence  of  alarm  was  shown  from  the  first  inception 
of  the  news.’  ’ 

There  you  see,  Sir,  what  even  a  newspaper  knew  about  it. 
They  saw,  from  the  sources  of  information  open  to  tho 
ordinary  public,  from  the  general  state  of  affairs,  that  there 
was,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
said,  too  extended  a  business  for  the  cash  reserve  carried. 
Then  the  article  goes  on  to  say— though  I  am  afraid  he 
is  not  very  accurate,  judged  by  the  result : 

“Then  the  standing  of  the  directors,  their  large  interests  in  the  con¬ 
cern,  and  the  great  surplus  of  assets  held,  at  once  relieved  the  anxiety 
of  note  holders  and  depositors,  who  will,  at  the  most,  suffer  only  a  little 
inconvenience,  or  a  loss  of  interest,  if  they  prefer  to  cash  their  claims  at 
once.  No  mercantile  embarrassment  has  occured  from  the  suspension, 
•and  none  of  consequence  is  anticipated,  as  customers  enjoying  credit 
will  easily  be  able  to  transfer  their  accounts.  •  It  may  be  added,  that 
notes  falling  due  in  the  bank  yesterday  were  very  promptly  met.” 

Now  it  will  be  interesting  to  know — what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  did  not  choose  to  find  out,  when  making  the  loans,  and 
in  the  course  of  their  action  in  concert  with  leading  bank¬ 
ers — what  the  leading  bankers  thought,  and  this  convenient 
article  goes  on  to  tell  us : 

“  As  showing  how  unconcernedly  the  news  of  the  suspension  has 
been  received,  and  how  unconnected  it  is  with  the  condition  of  the 
trade  of  the  country,  we  quote  the  following  opinions  of  eminent 
bankers  : — 

“  Mr.  Smithers,  general  manager  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  in  answer 
to  questions  stated  :  ‘  I  do  not  regard  the  suspension  of  the  Exchange 
Bank  as  in  any  case  or  way  an  indication  of  general  weakness  in  trade 
or  commerce.  It  is  not  likely  to  cause  much  trouble.  I  has  been  looked 
for,  and  has,  to  a  great  extent,  been  prepared  for,  or  in  other  words,  its 
effects  have  been  discounted.’  ” 

At  whose  expense  ? 

“Mr.  Penfold,  manager  of  the  Montreal  branch  of  the  Bank  of  British 
North  America,  ‘  stated  that  the  suspension  was  no  indication  whatever 
of  any  general  weakness  of  trade.  The  Exchange  Sank  stood  absolutely 
alone  with  regard  to  its  position  and  its  business.  It  is  not  likely  to 
cause  any  general  trouble.’ 

“Mr.  J.  Wolferstan  Thomas,  Manager  of  the  Molson’s  Bank,  stated  : 
‘that  the  suspension  was  Lot  the  slighlest  indication  of  any  general 
weakness  in  trade.  It  was  not  likely  to  cause  trouble.  No  people 
who  had  good  assets  to  show  will  have  any  trouble  to  get  all  the  accom¬ 
modation  they  require.’  ” 

The  article  goes  on  : 

“  The  stock  market  was  quite  firm  yesterday,  indicating  that  the  sus¬ 
pension  was  not  regarded  as  any  index  of  the  real  state  of  trade,  and 
that  no  difficulties  are  expected  to  arise  out  of  it.” 

Now,  Sir,  1  dare  say  the  boo,  gentleman  will  take  credit  for 
all  that — will  claim  that  he  did  it  all  with  his  little 
$300,000.  Not  at  all,  Sir.  What  he  did  was  to  make  the 
position  very  much  worse,  for  everybody,  than  it  was  in  the 
month  of  April.  In  the  meantime  t  he  banks  had,  to  some  ex¬ 
tent,  intervened  on  business  principles.  The  Exchange  Bank 
had  offered  them  the  cream  of  its  notes.  They  had  taken  the 
cream  of  its  gilt-edged  notes  secured  by  bonds— taken  them 
secured  by  the  collaterals  of  four  or  five  of  the  directors. 
They  made  themselves  perfectly  safe,  as  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  and  of  course  they  did  not  improve  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  tho  bank,  which  was  literally  stripped  of  everything 
worth  having  before  its  doors  were  closed  ;  and  these  opera¬ 
tions  were  assisted  and  forwarded  by  the  action  of  tho 
Government.  Now,  Sir,  I  fully  expect  that  wo  shall  not 
hear  from  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives)  only  on  this  occasion.  I  suggest  to  the  hon.  member 


for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  that  this  is  a  fit  occasion  for  him 
to  speak.  It  won’t  do  for  the  hon.  membor  for  Richmond 
and  Wolfe  to  stand  up  as  tho  sole  defender  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  on  this  occasion,  and  I  am  afraid  it  will  interfere  with 
the  chances  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  if  he  does 
not  also  step  into  tho  breach.  Representing  as  ho  does  an 
Upper  Canada  constituency,  residing  as  he  does  in  the  city 
of  Montreal,  having  as  he  has  a  distant  connection  with  tho 
eminent  journal  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  having  cer¬ 
tain  expectations,  as  we  know  he  has,  I  have  no  doubt  we 
shall  hear  from  him,  and  in  the  way  a  Conservative  ought 
to  speak  under  these  circumstances,  a  thorough  defence  of 
this  transaction  as  one  not  merely  to  be  excused,  but  as  an 
additional  instance  of  the  common  sense,  the  prudence, 
the  good  management,  and  tho  active  administrative  powers 
of  this  Government.  Then  tho  Government  goes  on  and 
sets  up  a  preferential  claim.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
did  not  appear  to  think  of  that  at  tho  time ;  it  was  appa¬ 
rently  an  afterthought.  I  cannot  conceive  myself  that 
when  the  Government  decided  to  make  this  loan,  they 
thought  at  that  time  that  they  would  make  a  preferential 
claim  on  the  assets  of  the  bank,  because  I  think  it  would 
have  boon  an  act  of  positive  wickedness  to  have  lent  tho 
$300,000,  even  with  the  little  they  knew  of  the  persons  in 
control  of  the  bank,  for  the  purpose  for  which  they  lent  it,  if 
they  knew  that  they  were  the  first  mortgagees  of  the  assets 
remaining  after  the  eii’culation.  It  would  be  pretended  to 
the  public  that  the  Government  was  taking  an  equal  risk 
with  the  other  depositors,  while,  in  fact,  the  Government 
was  only  helping  the  bank  to  pay  some  of  the  depositors, 
and  taking  first  mortgage  on  the  balance  of  its  assets. 
That  would  be  a  most  unjust  position  to  which  to  reduce  the 
other  creditors  of  the  bank.  What  is  the  whole  theory  ot 
the  bankrupt  law  ?  It  is  that  there  should  be  an  equal 
distribution  ot  assets  amongst  the  creditors;  and  if,  with¬ 
out  communicating  with  the  public,  you  advance  a 
sum  of  money  for  which  you  take  a  mortgage  upon 
the  assets,  you  are  assisting  that  some  creditors  should 
be  preferred,  to  the  wrong  and  loss  of  others ;  and 
therefore  I  cannot  conceive  that  at  the  time  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  making  this  advance  they  thought  they  were 
going  to  establish  a  preferential  claim,  and  were,  in  fact, 
assisting  this  bank  to  pay  its  favored  creditors  to  the 
damage  of  other  creditors.  An  hon.  gentleman  says  they 
ought  to  have  sued  Mr.  Ogilvie,  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  tells  us  that  they  could  not 
sue  him  until  they  had  discussed  the  assets.  That  may  be 
tho  Quebec  law,  with  reference  to  the  security  of  a  guarantee, 
but  it  is  not  the  law  of  Ontario ;  and  if  I  rightly  understand 
the  law  the  rule  would  be  the  same.  It  would  depend  on 
the  form  of  the  instrument ;  and  this  is  not  a  liability  that 
would  he  after  discussion ;  it  is  a  liability  of  default ;  and 
if  the  law  of  Quebec  be  the  same  as  that  of  Ontario  on  this 
subject,  Mr.  Ogilvie  was  sueable  the  moment  the  liability 
was  made  on  the  payment  of  this  deposit.  The  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  evidently  expected  from  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  a  different 
speech  from  that  which  he  made.  He  evidently  expected 
that  he  would  be  very  violently  attacked,  and  he  had  pre¬ 
pared  the  panoply  of  indignant  virtue  and  retort  and  counter 
accusation,  and  even  his  jokes,  for  the  occasion,  and  they 
came  out  one  after  tho  other.  He  oven  insinuated 
against  my  hon.  friend,  that  he  could  not  take  his 
degree.  Well,  my  hon.  friend  was  a  student  at  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  whore  he  passed  eleven  examinations,  and 
his  name  is  to  be  found  in  the  honor  list  in  every  one  of 
those  examinations.  Being  born  in  this  country,  he  came 
out,  not  having  time  to  remain  for  his  degree  examinations. 
As  to  the  old  story  about  the  calves,  which  we  have  read  so 
often  that  we  cannot  laugh  at  it  any  more,  but  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  appears  to  have  dug  out  for  the  first  time 
from  tho  south  ot  England,  I  did  not  see  its  application 
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to  the  present  occasion.  My  hon.  friend  may  have  his 
faults,  but  no  one,  even  his  bitterest  enemy,  will  say  that 
that  story  was  extremely  a  propos.  With  reference  to  the 
hoa.  gentleman’s  remarks  about  some  former  attacks  of 
my  hon.  friend  upon  him,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  I  have 
nothing  to  say  about  the  hon.  gentleman’s  knowledge  of  the 
three  R’s,  except  one,  and  that  is  the  last,  arithmetic,  and  I 
do  not  think  he  is  a  great  success  in  arithmetic.  Now,  Sir, 
I  say,  as  this  resolution  says,  that  this  transaction  is  a 
subject  of  regret.  I  say  that  no  man  in  this  House  or  out  of 
it  can  affirm  in  his  heart  and  conscience  that  it 
is  anything  but  a  regrettable  transaction.  You  know  it,  but 
you  won’t  say  so ;  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe 
(Mr.  Ives)  has  given  the  cue;  and  you  will  say  not  guilty. 
You  won’t  say  as  the  famous  jury  did,  not  guilty,  but  don’t  do 
it  again.  No;  you  will  say  not  guilty  here,  but  you  will 
whisper  into  the  ear  of  the  Minister  of  Finance,  don’t  do  it 
again ;  it  will  be  whispered  only.  But  here,  so  far  from 
agreeing  with  the  facts,  so  far  from  agreeing  to  that  qualified 
verdict,  not  guilty,  but  don’t  do  it  again,  you  will  do  as  the 
hon.  member  lor  Richmond  and  Wolfe  did,  say:  “Well 
done,  good  and  faithful  servants,  you  have  been  faithful  over 
a  few  things,  be  ye  masters  over  many  things,  enterye  into 
the  joy  of  your  Lord.” 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  We  are  having,  to-night,  a 
very  remarkable  illustration  of  that  kind  of  wisdom  which 
comes  after  the  event,  and  which  is  generally,  according  to 
the  proverb,  considered  a  very  cheap  commodity.  The 
hon.  gentlemen  who  have  addressed  us,  from  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  down 
or  up,  as  they  may  prefer  to  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  have  taken  the  ground  that,  because  of 
certain  circumstances  which  have  since  occurred  in  lela- 
tion  to  the  management  of  this  bank,  the  loan  made 
to  tho  bank  at  a  time  when  it  was  in  difficulties  ought  to 
be  condemned ;  and  they  have  laid  down  this  general  pro¬ 
position,  that  any  act  of  a  man’s  life  which  he  may,  upon 
reflection,  or  because  of  the  results  which  have  flowed  from 
it,  regret  having  been  committed,  must,  by  tho  fact  of  that 
regret,  he  open  to  censure.  Now,  Sir,  it  seems  to 
me  that  that  is  a  proposition  which  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Opposition  himself  would  hardly  like  to  have 
applied  to  his  own  life  and  conduct.  We  know  him 
to  be  a  gentleman  of  very  high  personal  character. 
We  know  him  to  stand,  in  his  own  estimation  and  that  of 
his  friends,  upon  a  pedestal  far  above  that  upon  which 
ordinary  mortals  are  permitted  to  stand.  Wc  know  that, 
reading  the  commentaries  as  to  his  position  in  this  country, 
with  which  we  are  favored  by  the  press  and.  by  hon,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  when,  with  bated  breath,  they  venture  to 
refer  to  him  at  all,  he  is  ono  of  those  favored  gentlemen 
who  never  make  a  mistake ;  that  he  is  one  who  never  in 
all  his  lifetime  committed  anything  which  subsequently 
he  could  in  any  way  regret;  and,  that  therefore,  the 
ordinary  rule  which  applies  to  ordinary  mortals,  that  an 
act  performed  in  perfect  good  faith  and  at  a  time  when,  as 
everyone  believes,  it  is  not  only  not  censurable  but  com¬ 
mendable — lam  laying  down  a  general  proposition— does 
not  apply  in  his  case  ;  and  that,  therefore,  should  the  result 
turn  out  to  be  not  precisely  what  was  expected,  it  is  to  be 
condemned,  and  the  person  who  committed  it  is  to  be  cen¬ 
sured.  I  do  not  think,  in  this  particular  case,  we  can  take  into 
account,  as  circumstances  which  ought  to  have  been  known 
to  the  Finance  Minister,  which  he  had  the  opportunity  of 
knowing,  when  he  made  those  advances,  the  events  and 
circumstances  which  have  sitce  been  made  known  in 
connection  with  the  management  of  this  bank;  and  I 
propose,  before  I  get  through  with  the  very  few  words  I 
intend  to  address  to  the  House,  to  establish  this  to  the 
satisfaction  of  this  hon.  House.  There  are  two  proposi¬ 
tions  laid  down  in  the  resolution.  The  first  is,  that  an  ad- 
Mr.  Blake. 


vance  made  to  a  bank  in  difficulty  is  censurable ;  and  the 
next  is,  that  where  a  bank  has  applied  to  have  its  capital 
reduced,  that  alone  ought  to  put  the  Government  on  its 
guard,  and  no  further  consideration  or  loan  should  be  given 
it.  These  are  the  two  propositions  affirmed  in  the  resolu¬ 
tion.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  (Mr.  Blake),  made  reference  to  an  antecedent  case,  one 
that  occurred  in  this  country  immediately  after  Confedera¬ 
tion,  when  an  hon.  gentleman,  who  occupied  at  that  time 
the  position  of  Finance  Minister,  and  whom  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  described  as  very  much  more  able  than  the 
present  Finance  Minister,  retired  from  the  Government  on 
a  question  arising  out  of  a  proposed  loan  to  a  bank.  It  is 
worth  while  looking  for  a  moment  at  the  statement  made 
by  that  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  made  his  explanation  on 
the  floor  of  Parliament;  and  I  think  this  House  will  agree 
with  me,  that  whoever  is  entitled  to  bring  in  this  motion  of 
censure,  it  is  certainly  not  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  What  do  I  find,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  statement  of  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  who  gives 
the  history  of  that  whole  transaction  ?  He  says  : 

“  The  first  intimation  which  I  received  in  reference  to  the  Commercial 
Bank  being  in  danger  was  from  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Holton).  I  was 
at  the  time  on  a  visit  on  public  business  to  the  Treasurer  of  Quebec.” 

And  I  am  bound  to  say  that  when  I  heard  the  son  of  that 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Holton),  the  gentleman  who  suc¬ 
ceeded  him  in  the  representation  of  Chateauguay,  a  gentle¬ 
man  for  whom,  personally,  I  have  the  very  highest  respect 
and  whom  I  am  very  glad  to  number  as  a  personal  friend — 
when  I  heard  him  laying  down  the  doctrine  that  no  loan 
should  bo  given  to  a  bank  which  is  in  difficulties,  I  was 
reminded  of  the  fact  that  the  very  first  suggestion  that 
came  to  tho  Government  in  1867,  in  relation  to  the  Com¬ 
mercial  Bank,  came  from  the  honored  father  of  that  hon. 
gentleman,  who  went  to  the  then  Finance  Minister  and 
urged  him  strongly  to  advance  to  that  bank  a  loan  from  the 
Government,  in  order  to  save  it  from  difficulty.  Sir  Alex¬ 
ander  Galt  went  on  to  say:-— 

“On  my  return  to  Sherbrooke,  I  found  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Holton, 
informing  me  he  desired  particularly  to  see  me  on  public  business,  and 
wished  to  know  where  he  might  do  so.” 

I  wish  to  call  your  attention,  Sir,  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Holton  was  at  that  time  a  director  of  the  back ;  that  he 
stood,  in  relation  to  the  Commercial  Bank,  in  precisely  the 
same  position  as  that  in  which  Mr.  Greene  stood  to  tho 
Exchange  Bank,  and  when  he  came  to  the  Finance  Minister 
of  that  day  ho  came  in  precisely  the  same  character  and  on 
precisely  the  same  mission  as  did  Mr.  Greece  to  the  present 
Finance  Minister  in  this  city  a  short  time  ago ;  and  when  one 
reflects  upon  the  language  which  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  ventured  to  use  with  reference  to  Mr.  Greene’s  visit, 
when  he  suggested  that  the  Finance  Minister  should  have 
said  to  Mr.  Green:  Sir,  you  are  a  personally  interested 
party ;  I  will  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  you  ;  your 
visit  to  mo  is  practically  an  impertinence,— 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE— go  about  your  business,  and  I  will  enquire 
into  this  matter.  When  one  remembers  that  language 
applied  to  Mr.  Greene,  and  then  remembers  that  Mr.  Holton 
stood  in  relation  to  the  Commercial  Bank  in  precisely  the 
same  position  and  came  with  the  language  I  am  about  to  read 
to  the  then  Finance  Minister,  and  came,  I  venture  to  say,  if  it 
had  been  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake’s) 
case,  Avith  the  entire  approbation  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham,  one  has  an  opportunity  of  knowing  the 
difference  it  makes  on  which  side  of  the  House  an  hon. 
gentleman  happens  to  be  seated  : 

“  I  replied,  I  wished  him  to>  come  to  Sherbrooke,  which  be  did  by  the 
first  train.  He  then  informed  me  that  the  business  on  which  he  desired 
to  see  me  related  to  the  Commercial  Bank,  which,  owing  to  the  partial 
but  continuous  and  continual  withdrawal  of  deposits,  was,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  directors,  getting  into  a  position  of  serious  danger— and 
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that  he  was  desirous  of  submitting  the  case  to  me,  1  hat  I  might,  if  I 
thought  proper,  bring  the  matter  before  the  Government,  and  obtain  a 
deposit  -of  public  moneys,  in  order  to  give  the  bank  an  additional 
reserve  as  a  security  for  their  meeting  their  engagement.” 

That  was  the  proposition  made  by  the  late  Mr.  Holton, 
when  the  Commercial  Bank  was  in  difficulties.  His  first 
thought  was  to  obtain  from  the  Government  an  advance  in 
order  to  strengthen  tho  reserves  of  the  bank  and  enable  it 
to  avoid  the  difficulties.  This  statement  goes  on  to  point 
out  that  Sir  Alexander  Galt  suggested  some  difficulties  in 
the  way,  but  he  proceeds  to  say  : 

“  However,  at  the  desire  of  the  directors  of  the  bank,  and  particularly 
of  its  president,  Mr.  Cartwright - 

Who,  for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion,  I  may  assume  to 
have  some  relation,  at  anyrate,  to  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) — 

“I  consented  to  accompany  them  to  Kingston,  for  the  purpose  of 
myself  submitting  the  case  to  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  ascertaining 
whether  his  views  would  differ  in  any  material  respect  from  those  which 
had  been  expressed  by  Mr.  Cartier  and  myself.” 

Then  we  have  the  statement  of  what  occurred,  and  then  we 
have  this  further  statement : 

“  I  then  went  down  from  Montreal,  accompanied  by  Mr.  Cartwright, 
the  president  of  the  Commercial  Bank,  and  the  other  gentlemen  who 
were  then  acting  on  behalf  of  that  institution,  i  saw  Mr.  Angus,  the 
manager  ot  the  Bank  of  Montreal — Mr.  King  being  then  in  England — 
and  expressed  to  him  the  hope  and  desire  of  the  Government  that  that 
bank  would,  so  faras  was  consistent  with  its  own  safety,  and  on  the 
deposit  of  satisfactory  securities,  extend  such  assistance  to  the  Com¬ 
mercial  Bank  as  would  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  case.” 

I  think  I  hear  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  saying  that  is  pre¬ 
cisely  what  we  havo  beon  urging  the  Government  should 
have  done  in  this  case  —that  it  should  have  gone  to  the  banks. 
Let  us  see  a  little  further  what  happened.  Mr.  King  at  first 
showed  a  disposition  to  grant  this  assistance  on  the  part  of 
the  other  banks,  he  having  come  back  from  England, 
where  he  was.  Sir  Alexander  Galt  says  : 

“  I  would  prefer  postponing  any  decision  as  to  the  course  I  would 
recommend  the  Government  to  take,  until  the  following  day ;  I 
wished  to  have  their  sanction  to  communicate  to  Mr.  King  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  had  been  conveyed  by  them  to  me,  and  they  agreed  to  this.” 

They  went  on  to  consider,  and  this  is  a  point  of  some  little 
importance : 

“  We  considered,  moreover,  the  effect  which  would  probably  be  pro¬ 
duced  on  the  country  if  the  failure  of  the  Commercial  Bank  became  a 
fact.  We  looked  into  the  condition,  so  far  as  the  published  statements 
enabled  us  to  do  so,  of  all  the  various  banks  of  the  country,  compared  it 
with  what  it  had  been  at  previous  periods,  and  considered  wbat  effect, 
according  to  the  best  of  our  judgment,  the  failure  of  the  Commercial 
Bank,  coming  unexpectedly  on  the  country,  would  have.  The  conclu¬ 
sion  which  Mr.  King  and  I  arrived  at  was,  that  it  might  be  fraught  with 
very  serious  disasters  indeed.” 

Thon  he  goes  on  still  further : 

“  After,  as  I  have  said,  several  hours  of  very  serious  consideration  on 
these  points,  I  came  to  the  conclusion,  and  it  was  acquiesced  in  by  Mr. 
King,  that  the  best  course  to  take  under  the  circumstances  was  this : 
that  the  Government  should  take  the  responsibility  of  coming  to  the 
assistance  of  the  bank,  and  that  it  would  be  well  fox-  me  to  submit  the 
case  to  the  Government,  with  a  recommendation  to  give  assistance  to 
the  amount  cf  half  a  million  of  dollars.” 

How,  them  was  a  recommendation  that  the  Government 
should  come  to  the  assistance  of  this  institution  ;  but  some 
members  of  tho  Cabinet  still  thought  that  the  bank  should 
assist,  and  wo  find  a  letter,  and  a  rather  remarkable  letter, 
irom  Mr.  King,  showing,  finally,  the  reason  why  the  bank 
would  not  assist,  and  showing  also  the  kind  of  management 
under  which  that  bank  labored  at  that  time,  and  from 
which  it  failed,  and,  I  think  I  may  say,  the  responsibility 
in  connection  with  that  management  rests  largely  on  the 
hou.  gentleman  who  moved  this  resolution. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Curloton  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  another  director. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  hon.  member  for  Carleton  was  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Government  at  the  time. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  a  brother  director 
and  solicitor  of  that  bank. 

Mr.  WHITE.  He  was  a  member  of  tho  Government  at 
the  time,  with  a  great  deal  to  attend  to  in  connection  with 
public  matters  ;  and,  if  he  erred  at  all,  it  was  probably  in 
placing  too  much  confidence  in  the  gentleman  who  was  the 
president  of  the  bank.  Now,  what  said  Mr.  King? 

“I  believe  that  the  difficulty  of  the  bank  has  been  rendered  more  immi¬ 
nent  by  an  unwise  expansion  of  its  discounts  within  the  last  few  weeks, 
upon  the  unsatisfactory  plea  of  rendering  assistance  to  others  when  its 
own  life  was  iD  danger.” 

So,  according  to  Mr.  King’s  statement,  after  agreeing  that 
practically  some  assistance  might  be  given  to  this  bank,  wo 
find  him  writing  a  letter  to  the  Finance  Minister,  withdraw¬ 
ing  all  offer  of  assistance,  on  the  ground  that,  after  the  bank 
was  in  difficulties,  at  the  very  moment  the  president  was 
travelling  about  with  the  Finance  Minister,  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  assistance  for  it,  its  manager  was  playing  ducks 
and  drakes  with  the  interest  of  the  bank,  by  extending  loans 
right  and  left  for  the  purpose  of  saving  other  institutions 
while  its  own  life  was  in  danger  : 

“1  think  it  extremely  improbable,”  said  Mr.  King,  “  that  the  bank 
can  obtain  assistance  from  any  other  quarter  than  the  Government,  as 
I  should  most  strongly  advise  my  directors  not  to  increase  the  amount 
(this  bank  has  already  advanced  to  the  Commercial  Bank,  with  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  Government,  for  the  reason  that  I  believe  all  assistance 
will  be  in  vain  if  there  is  not  a  peremptory  contraction  of  their  loans.” 

Well,  did  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  the  Mr.  Cart¬ 
wright  who  was  the  president  of  that  bank,  say :  Since  the 
banks  will  not  assist  us,  since  Mr.  King  declares  that  any 
assistance  will  be  helpless  and  hopeless  to  relieve  us,  let  us 
close  our  doors  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  He  stili  travelled  about 
with  the  Finance  Minister ;  he  still,  in  the  face  of  that 
letter,  stating  that  the  bank  would  not  assist  the  Commer¬ 
cial  Bank,  urged  upon  the  Government  of  the  day  to  ad¬ 
vance  this  half  million  of  dollars  to  relieve  that  bank  from 
difficulty,  and  so  to  prevent,  probably,  a  commercial  disaster 
in  the  country,  I  am  bound  to  say,  in  the  face  of  that 
record  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  connection  with  that  hank 
of  which  he  was  president,  and  for  whose  failure  I  fear  ho 
was  as  much  responsible,  to  say  the  least,  as  any  other  gen¬ 
tleman  connected  with  it,  that  it  hardly  lies  with  him  to 
move  the  resolution  of  censure  which  has  been  moved  to¬ 
night.  So  much  for  that  precedent.  Then,  as  to  the  other 
proposition  laid  down  in  this  resolution,  what  is  it?  It  is 
that,  where  a  bank  has  reduced  its  capital,  where  a  bank 
had  come  to  Parliament  and  got  its  capital  reduced,  the 
fact  of  that  reduction  should  prevent  the  Government 
from  coming  to  its  assistance ;  or,  in  other  words,  that, 
when  once  a  bank  reduces  its  capital  it  is  practically 
no  longer  worthy  of  public  confidence.  That  is  sub¬ 
stantially  the  pi-oposition  we  are  asked  to  affirm  by 
the  resolution  now  submitted  to  this  House.  What 
do  1  find  ?  The  Merchants  Bank,  the  successor  to 
the  Commercial  Bank,  got  its  capital  reduced,  the  Act 
reducing  it  being  assented  to  on  the  loth  April,  1878. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  Finance  Minister  at  that  time. 
What  did  he  do?  I  find  that,  in  July  1877,  the  public  de¬ 
posits  in  that  bank  wei-e  $55,843;  I  find  that,  in  January, 

J 87 8,  they  wore  $83,  i34,  and  I  find  that,  in  May,  1878,  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  reduction  of  the  capital  of  the  bank, 
ho  had  increased  the  public  deposits  in  that  bank,  which 
practically  amounted  to  a  loan  to  the  bank,  to  the  amount  of 
$116,497.  I  only  give  two  illustrations,  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  we  might  go  through  every  bank  and  find  that  the 
same  thing  practically  occurred  in  every  case.  We  had  a 
statement  the  other  day  from  the  manager  of  the  Fedeial 
Bank,  that  already  the  Government  of  the  day  have  had 
sufficient  confidence  in  the  future  of  that  bank  to  renew 
their  relations  with  it  and  to  make  deposits  in  it.  If  that 
be  the  case,  we  ought  to  have  these  gentlemen  moving  a 
resolution  to  condemn  the  Government  for  putting  money 
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in  a  bank  which  is  at  this  moment  before  Parliament  for  an 
Act  to  reduce  its  capital.  I  venture  to  say  that  they  will 
do  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  take  the  Ontario  Bank,  whose 
Bill  was  assented  to  on  the  17th  May,  1882.  I  find  that,  in 
February  of  that  year,  after  the  notice  had  been  given  lor 
the  reduction  of  capital,  the  Ontario  Government,  whose 
careful  management  I  presume  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  not  venture  to  impugn,  had  on  call  in  that  bank 
$94,794.28,  and  on  deposit  to  be  drawn  after  notice  $300,000. 
I  shall  not  read  all  the  figures,  but  so  these  deposits  continued 
in  that  bank,  as  an  assistance  to  that  bank  undoubtedly,  as 
Government  deposits  by  the  Government  of  Ontario,  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  bank  was  applying  for  that  it  obtained, 
and  after  it  obtained  the  reduction  of  its  capital.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  tells  us  that  the  Ontario 
Bank  never  was  a  political  bank,  that  he  never  knew  it  to 
be  a  political  bank.  Well,  that  is  rather  a  remarkable  thing. 
I  have  here  a  letter  from  the  president  of  that  bank,  which 
undoubtedly  has  some  influence  in  the  particular  district 
where  he  was.  It  was  dated  Bowmanville,  17th  January, 
1814,  rather  a  remarkable  time,  for,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
the  elections  took  place  on  the  20th  of  that  same  month. 
I  speak  from  memory. 

An  hon.  MEMBEB.  The  30th. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Yes,  the  30th  of  that  same  month.  Here  is 
the  circular  letter : 

“  Dear  Sir, — Although  I  am  not  disposed  to  oppose  Mr.  Gibbs  on  per¬ 
sonal  grounds,  in  the  approaching  election,  still,  as  one  who  has  labored 
long  and  hard  to  promote  the  interest  of  Canada,  I  now  ask  my  friends 
to  support  men  who  will  support  the  present  Government,  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  reasons  : — 

“  ‘  Became  many  of  the  men  forming  the  present  Government  are  my 
personal  and  esteemed  friends.’  ” 

That  is  a  very  good  reason,  though  it  is  not  a  banking 
reason : 

“  ‘  Because,  if  the  present  Government  is  sustained,  I  will  be  able 
through  them  to  get  justice  for  our  party  in  needful  appointments  and 
otherwise.’  ” 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  every  gentleman  who  either  recom¬ 
mends  the  exercise  of  patronage  or  is  the  object  of  patronage 
himself,  is  charged  with  being  corrupt,  it  is  rather  remark¬ 
able  that  the  president  of  this  Bank  should  have  made  the 
fact  of  getting  needful  appointments  and  pauouago  one  of 
the  reasons  why  the  customers  of  the  bank  should  support 
the  opponents  of  Mr.  Gibb.  But  here  is  a  stronger  point  still . 

“  ‘  Because,  if  they  are  sustaining  our  bank,  and  other  Ontario  banks, 
and  through  them  the  country  will  have  the  use  of  the  Government  sur¬ 
plus  until  required,’  ” 

And  then  follows  ; — 

“  May  I  ask  you  to  give  my  old  friend,  Mr.  Cameron,  your  candid  and 
honest  support  ” 

This  is  written  by  the  president  of  the  bank  which  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  declares  had  never  been  a  political 
bank.  His  guilelessness  in  reference  to  everything  of  this 
kind  causes  him  not  to  know  that  Mr.  Simpson  had  ever  been 
a  political  friend.  I  find  that  Mr,  Simpson  was  not  wrong  in 
his  anticipation  of  what  would  happen,  and  tnat  the  bank 
returns,  as  they  came  down  afterwards,  showed  a  steady  in¬ 
crease  of  deposits,  not  simply  from  the  Government  here, 
but  from  the  Ontario  Government  as  well— deposits  on  call, 
not  on  interest  at  all,  showing  that  he  did  not  at  all  misun¬ 
derstand  the  character  of  his  friends  for  whom  he  was 
acting,  in  the  issue  of  that  circulation,  when  he  told  them 
that  his  bank  and  other  banks — although  the  other  banks 
did  not  fare  so  well — that  bis  bank  would  got  the  advan¬ 
tage.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  only  case.  I  find  here  another 
circular  that  was  issued — a  more  important  one,  in  some  re¬ 
spects,  because,  important  as  the  president  of  a  bank  ts,  and 
especially  such  a  president  as  was  our  good  old  friend,  Mr. 
Simpson,  one  who  understood  the  knack  of  mesmerising  in 
batches,  and  who  explained  it  to  the  court  on  a  memorable 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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occasion — the  manager  of  a  bank,  the  gentleman  who  comes 
into  direct  contact  with  the  customers  of  a  bank,  may  be 
said  to  be  even  a  more  influential  person.  And  what  do 
we  find?  Here  is  a  circular  letter,  dated  from  Oshawa,  in 
January,  1874,  to  this  effect : 

“  My  Dear  Sir, — We  are  very  largely  interested  in  the  success  of  the 
present  Government,  as  their  continuance  in  power  will  add  largely  to 
the  success  and  prosperity  of  tne  bank -  , 

Not  of  the  country,  but  of  the  bank,  in  this  case.  The 
president  was  a  cunning  old  fox,  who  understood  how 
to  throw  in  a  word  or  two  about  the  country  and  all  that 
kind  of  thing,  but  the  manager  knew  exactly  what  he  was 
required  to  do,  and  therefore  he  put  the  matter  in  plain 
English : 

“  And,  through  them,  of  the  business  people  of  the  community.  Our 
president,  the  Hon.  John  Simpson,  is  calling  upon  our  friends  to  give 
us  a  hand  for  Mr.  Cameron.” 

Signed  by  Mr.  Holland,  who  was  at  that  time  manager  of 
the  Ontario  Bank,  and  that  was  the  bank  that  the  hon, 
member  for  West  Durham  says  he  does  not  believe  ever  was 
a  political  bank — in  fact,  he  knows  it  was  not.  He  says  that 
he  never  read  these  particular  letters ;  of  course  the  hon. 
member’s  reading  is  of  an  entirely  different  class.  Now, 
Sir,  as  to  this  matter,  I  have  shown  that  as  far  as  precedents 
are  concerned,  at  any  rate,  the  hon.  gentleman,  to  use  a 
common  phrase,  has  not  a  leg  to  stand  upon  in  the  motion 
which  he  has  proposed,  and  the  only  question  which  arises, 
and  the  only  question  with  which  we  have  to  do, 
practically,  here,  is  this  :  had  the  Government  reasonable 
ground  to  believe,  when  they  made  this  advance,  or  gave 
this  deposit,  that  the  effect  would  be  to  enable  the  bank  to 
tide  over  its  difficulties,  and  to  enable  it  to  hold  its  own, 
and  in  that  way,  to  avoid  the  difficulties  which  might  occur 
in  the  event  of  a  suspension  of  a  bank  at  that  time  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  has  spoken  of 
the  small  effect  of  the  failure  of  this  hank,  at  the  time  it 
did  fail,  and  he  has  done  me  the  honor  to  make  special 
references  to  myself,  as  having  a  remote  connection  with 
a  particular  newspaper  from  which  he  read  a  remarkably 
good  article.  Now,  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  that  the  condition  of  the  bank,  and  the  condition  of 
trade  in  relation  to  it,  in  the  month  of  April,  was  a  very 
different  thing  to  the  conditions  in  the  month  of  September. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  in  the  month  of  Septem¬ 
ber  those  conditions  had  so  far  changed  that  the  bank  failed 
without  any  serious  effect  upon  the  commerce  of  the 
country,  or  upon  other  institutions.  But  what  was  the 
position  in  April  of  that  year,  at  the  time  the  diiectors 
came  up  to  Ottawa  ?  The  hon,  gentleman  is  good  enough  in 
this,  as  in  all  other  discussions,  to  drag  in  the  National 
Policy.  He  is  good  enough  to  tell  us  that  we  had  promised 
prosperity  and  well-being  to  this  country,  and  that  there 
could  be  no  depression,  no  difficulty,  and  no  necessity  for  aid¬ 
ing  the  bank.  But  we  know  that  at  that  time  we  were  p  issing 
through  a  period — not  of  legitimate  commercial  depression, 
owing  to  difficulties  arising  from  legitimate  commercial 
operations — but  we  were  passing  through  difficulties  arising 
from  the  insane  spirit  of  speculation,  as  it  looks  now,  and  as 
it  looked  to  level-headed  people  then — although  I  am  oound 
to  say  there  were  some  people  who  were  not  level-headed  at 
that  time,  in  relation  to  particular  transactions — but  there 
was  a  widespread  spirit  of  speculative  transactions,  especi¬ 
ally  in  connection  with  our  great  North-West;  and  the  fail¬ 
ure  of  the  boom,  as  it  was  called,  in  the  North-West,  made 
men  feel  that  they  might  be  on  the  verge  of  a  serious  crisis 
that  would  result  disastrously  to  the  welfare  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  This  was  the  condition  of  things  at  that  particular 
period.  It  was  then,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  failure  of  even  a 
small  bank  like  the  Exchange  Bank,  taking  place  in  the 
presence  of  the  failure  of  that  boom  in  the  North- 
West,  when  men  who  bad  gone  in  there  expecting 
to  be  millionaires  came  out  practically  paupers — it  was 
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at  that  time  that  this  application  was  made,  and  that 
the  Government  had  to  face  this  difficulty.  To  say  that 
five  months  afterwards,  when  men  had  come  to  feel  that, 
after  all,  this  difficulty  was  not  going  seriously  to  affect  the 
welfare  of  the  country,  when,  as  Mr.  Smithers  fairly  pointed 
out,  the  effect  even  of  a  bank  failure  had  been  discounted, 
and  the  difficulty  would  not  bo  so  great  as  it  might  have 
been,  coming  in  the  midst  of  this  pi’actical  crisis — to  say 
that  at  that  time  the  effect  of  a  failure  of  a  bank  was  not 
disastrous,  is  a  proof  that  it  would  not  have  been  disastrous 
at  the  earlier  period,  is  simply  to  ignore  the  condition 
of  things  at  the  two  periods  respectively.  Now,  Sir,  what 
was  the  position  of  the  bank  ?  The  hon.  member  for  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock)  told  us  that  their  reserves  wore  almost 
exhausted.  He  says  that  if  anybody  had  looked  at  the 
position  of  the  bank,  and  seen  how  little  gold  and  Dominion 
notes  they  had  in  reserve,  and  compared  that  with  the 
liabilities  which  they  might  at  once  bo  called  upon  to  meet, 
they  would  have  said  the  bank  was  not  in  a  safe  condition 
at  all,  but  in  a  condition  of  hopeless  bankruptcy  at  that 
time.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  this,  that  the 
spocie  reserve  and  Dominion  notes  of  no  bank  in  Canada 
would  enable  it,  at  a  moment’s  notice,  to  meet  the  calls  to 
which  it  is  liable  at  any  time.  The  strongest  institutions 
in  the  country  are  enabled  to  meet  their  liabilities  from  their 
reserves,  or  lrom  their  Dominion  notes,  although  they 
are  happily  abundantly  able  to  meet  them  from  their 
loans  as  they  come  in.  But  in  this  case,  it  was  because 
the  reserves  were  small,  it  was  because  their  reserves 
were  being  exhausted,  that  they  came  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  that  they  wanted  assistance  to  tide  them  over 
their  difficulties,  until  they  could  collect  the  money  that  was 
owing  to  them,  and  in  that  way  meet  all  the  obligations 
that  they  had  incurred  ;  it  was  precisely  because  their 
reserves  were  getting  exhausted  that  it  was  necessary  for 
the  bank  to  come  here.  Had  its  resources  been  stronger, 
had  there  been  sufficient  gold  and  notes  in  the  vaults  of  the 
bank  to  enable  them  to  do  what  the  hon.  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  thinks  they  ought  to  have  been 
able  to  do,  that  is,  to  meet  all  their  liabilities  the  moment 
those  liabilities  were  called  for,  and  in  the  event  of 
those  liabilities  being  called  for  suddenly,  why,  Sir,  there 
would  then  be  no  necessity  for  their  coming  here  at  all. 
But  what  was  the  position  ?  When  I  tell  you  that  after  the 
fall  of  the  bank,  that  after  the  doors  were  closed,  at  a  meeting 
of  creditors,  a  statement  was  submitted  by  Mr.  Campbell,  of 
whose  ability  there  is  no  doubt,  who  stands  so  high  that  at 
this  moment,  while  there  have  been  discussions  in  Montreal 
amongst  the  creditors  in  relation  to  the  other  liquidators, 
all  concur  in  leaving  him  there  as  a  liquidator— a  statement 
was  submitted,  I  say,  by  Mr,  Campbell  to  those  creditors, 
declaring,  on  an  examination,  a  tolerably  careful  examina¬ 
tion,  solfar  as  he  could  make  it, within  the  two  or  three  weeks 
he  was  there,  that  there  were  still  sufficient  assets  to  meet 
the  claim  of  every  creditor,  you  will  agree  with  me  that  no 
examination  of  the  books  such  as  could  be  made  at  the  time 
by  an  officer  of  the  Government  would  likely  have  shown 
the  condition  of  things  which  was  afterwards  developed. 
The  unfortunate  fact  was  simply  this:  the  bank  was  un¬ 
doubtedly  badly  managed.  The  unfortunate  fact  was,  that 
the  system  of  book-keeping  was  such  that  many  of  the  bad 
debts  and  losses,  which  have  since  been  shown,  have  only 
been  discovered  in  books  apparently  hidden  away,  which 
even  so  skilful  a  banker  as  Mr.  Campbell  was  unable 
to  see.  And  so  the  consequence  was,  that  he  was 
in  a  position  to  come  down  to  the  meeting  of 
creditors  and  declare,  after  the  bank  had  closed  its  doors 
and  when  he  had  made  that  examination  for  the  special 
information  of  the  creditors,  that  the  bank  was  solvent  at 
that  time  and  was  able  to  pay  all  the  claims  of  its  creditors. 
What  was  the  further  fact?  The  directors  have  been 
referred  to  here  almost  as  if  they  were  a  band  of  robbers,  as 


if  they  were  men  who  came  here  to  plunder  the  country. 
They,  unfortunately,  are  tho  heaviest  losers.  They  held, 
as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  told  us,  more  than  onc- 
half  of  the  entire  capital  of  the  bank.  Certainly  one  would 
say  that  that  was  a  ground  for  security  rather  than  a 
ground  for  doubt,  as  to  the  management  of  a  bank.  And 
what  is  the  further  fact  ?  That  so  shrewd  a  business  man 
as  Mr.  Buntin — and  those  who  are  acquainted  with  him 
know  him  to  be  a  shrewd  business  man  ;  he  was  a  director 
of  the  bank,  and  presumably  knew  how  things  were  going 
on — on  learning,  on  his  return  from  England,  that  a  loan 
had  been  obtained  from  the  City  and  District  Savings  Bank 
to  the  amount  of  $250,000  on  the  collateral  security,  if  one 
may  use  the  term,  of  the  directors  themselves,  he  had  such 
confidence  in  the  soundness  of  the  bank  and  of  its  ability  to 
pay  all  its  debts,  and  to  pay  its  stockholders  as  well,  that 
he  actually  proposed,  though  not  obliged  to  do  so,  to  become 
a  party  to  that  loan.  So  we  have  this  extraordinary  fact  in 
relation  to  this  matter,  that  the  directors  of  the  bank  who 
were  there,  who  possessed  a  daily  knowledge  of  what  was 
going  on,  were  so  thoroughly  convinced  of  the  soundness  of 
the  bank  and  that  its  difficulties  were  merely  temporary,  the 
result,  simply,  of  a  bear  movement  on ’Change,  that  they  were 
ready  to  risk  their  own  individual  fortunes  in  connection 
with  that  institution.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock)  has  told  us  that  this  bank  had  failed  before 
and  had  closed  its  doors,  and  he  told  us  that  it  had  taken,  as 
manager,  a  gentleman  who  knew  nothing  of  banking,  who 
h  d  had  no  banking  experience,  and  who  never  should  have 
been  in  that  position.  I  can  appeal  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton),  that  the  directors  of  the  bank, 
previous  to  that  first  failure,  included  in  their  number  some 
gentlemen,  who  certainly  were  not  Conservatives,  and  who 
Were  eminent  and  leading  business  men  in  Montreal.  One 
was  Mr.  James  Crathern,  one  of  the  shrewdest  business  men 
of  the  city,  and  another  was  Mr.  Thomas  Caverhill,  and  so 
confident  were  they,  when  they  were  directors,  that  they 
actually  risked  their  own  money  in  making  the  stock  good 
on  a  reduction  of  the  capital  taking  place,  and  they  did  that 
which,  I  believe,  no  directors  have  ever  done  in  relation  to 
a  bank  in  this  country,  eithor  before  or  since.  Then 
as  to  Mr.  Thomas  Craig.  He  was  well  known  in 
Montreal.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  trained  in 
a  bank,  but  he  was  recognised  as  a  clever  business 
man  ;  and  the  gentleman  who  pressed  his  appointment  on 
his  brother  directors  was  not  his  brother-in-law,  the  member 
for  Montreal  West  (Mr.  Gault),  not  Mr.  Ogilvie,  Mr. 
Buntin  or  Mr.  Greene,  but  it  was  Mr.  James  Crathern,  a 
political  opponent,  and  a  gentleman  who,  as  I  have  said,  is 
as  shrewd  a  business  man  as  there  is  in  Canada.  It  was 
Mr.  Crathern  who  urged  his  appointment,  and  his  opinion 
in  regard  to  that  gentleman  is  certainly  as  good  as  that  of 
the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  much  as 
we  may  esteem  his  judgment  of  human  nature.  Under 
those  circumstances,  when  the  directors  came  to  Ottawa 
they  came  here  precisely  as  other  bank  directors  had  come. 
Why  had  we  no  resolution  of  censure  in  the  case  of  the 
Consolidated  Bank  ?  We  know  what  happened  in  regard 
to  that  bank.  We  know  that  the  bank  had  as  its  presi¬ 
dent  a  gentleman  who,  from  the  time  he  came  into  this 
country,  in  1836,  down  to  the  time  he  left  it,  in  1855,  was 
the  financial  model  of  the  Liberal  party  in  Canada— I  mean 
Sir  Francis  Hincks. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  says, 
hear,  hear.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  Sir  Francis  Hincks  then 
was  Inspector  General  of  the  Government  in  which  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  father  was  Solicitor  General  and  supported  in 
1848-49  until  he  left  Parliament. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 
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Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
no? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  observation  was 
that  Sir  Francis  Hincks  had  the  confidence  of  the  Liberal 
party  up  to  the  time  he  left  Canada,  in  1855. 

Mr.  WHITE.  (Cardwell).  So  he  had. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  differ  with  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Then  all  I  can  say  is,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  splitting  straws  in  a  manner  unworthy 
of  him.  It  is  quite  true  that  a  section  of  the  Liberal 
party,  from  1851  to  1854,  opposed  him.  It  is  quite  true  that 
a  section  at  that  timo  thought  a  coalition  between  the 
Liberals  and  the  Conservatives  would  be  a  good  thing;  that 
a  section  of  the  party  endeavored  to  defeat  him ;  and  that 
to  that  end  in  Huron  they  supported  Mr.  Cayley  against  Mr. 
McQueen  ;  that  in  Hamilton  they  supported  Sir  Allan  McNab 
against  Mr.  Buchanan ;  that  in  Kingston  they  sup¬ 
ported  the  present  leader  ot  the  Government  against  Mr. 
Counter;  that  in  various  parts  of  Ontario,  during  that  time, 
we  had  that  condition  of  things,  and  a  section  of  the  party 
withdrew  its  support  from  Mr.  Hincks.  But  if  I  do  not  mis¬ 
take  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Blake),  judging  him  by  what 
we  have  seen  since  he  came  into  public  life,  was  not  of  that  sec¬ 
tion,  his  boast  being  that  he  never  was  a  Clear  Grit,  whatever 
he  might  be ;  and  his  efforts  ever  since  have  been  to  raise  the 
Liberals  out  of  the  ruts  into  which  they  had  got,  through 
the  actions  of  the  leading  man  who  at  that  time  had  not 
confidence  in  Sir  Francis  Hincks.  What  I  was  going  to  say 
was  this,  that  Sir  Francis  Hincks  was  the  president  of  that 
bank.  He  had  a  salary  as  president.  He  was  at  the  bank 
every  day ;  he  had  an  office  there;  he  was  watching  it  con¬ 
tinuously.  Yet  what  occurred  ?  We  know  that  when  the 
bank  failed  exposures  occurred  and  a  large  number  of 
transactions  came  to  light  to  which  Sir  Francis  Hincks  would 
never  have  been  a  party  if  he  had  known  anything  about 
them ;  and  the  only  question  which  seems  to  me  to  arise  is 
this:  whether  there  may  not  be  something  done  by  law  or 
otherwise  which  will  secure,  not  the  inspection  of  the  banks, 
which  to  my  mind  would  be  utterly  futile,  but  the  greater 
responsibility  of  dmectors  in  connection  with  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  banks.  How  that  can  be  done  is  a  difficult  ques¬ 
tion.  We  are  told  by  the  hon.  member  for  Chateauguay 
(M.  Holton)  that  a  number  of  things  have  since  come  out 
which  the  Government  might  have  ascertained  for  them 
selves  if  they  had  examined  the  books;  but  the  answer  to 
that  is,  that  Mr.  Campbell,  who  made  an  examination  of  the 
books  after  the  failure,  with  the  sole  desire  of  finding  out 
precisely  what  the  condition  of  things  was,  reported  that 
the  bank  was  all  right.  True,  it  has  not  turned  out  to  be 
all  right,  and  everybody  will  regret  it.  It  is  somewhat 
difficult  to  understand  what  is  the  precise  position  of  those 
hon.  gentlemen  with  regard  to  the  security  of  Senator 
Ogilvie.  I  know  there  are  a  great  many  persons  who  think 
that  the  Government  should  not  have  pressed  its  claims 
against  the  bank  at  a’l  tor  those  loans;  that  they  should  be 
willing  to  accept  their  chance  with  the  rest  of  the  depositors, 
and  take  their  share  out  of  what  the  assets  will  produce.  I 
do  not  quite  know  whether  that  is  the  view  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  though  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
statement  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would  lead  one  to 
believe  that  that  is  his  view  ;  for  while  he  condemns,  in  the 
strongest  possible  way,  the  granting  of  the  loan,  objects 
to  the  possible  loss  of  the  money  as  the  result  of  granting 
the  loan,  he  at  the  same  time  urges — if  his  argument  means 
anything — that  we  should  make  the  loan  an  ordinary  one, 
and  consent  to  come  in  with  the  rest  of  the  creditors  for 
share  and  share  alike.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a 
lawyer,  but  I  venture  to  say — and  t  do  not  think  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  will  deny  it — that  if  we  took  that  ground, 
if  we  undertook  to  release  the  bank  of  our  prior  claim — if 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


we  have  a  prior  claim— to  that  $200,000,  if  we  undertook,  of 
our  own  action  to  say  that  we  would  take  from  the  bank  the 
same  proportion  that  the  bank  is  able  to  give  to  its  other 
creditors— in  that  case,  at  any  rate,  we  could  not  hold  the 
security.  That  is  a  proposition  which,  even  according  to 
Ontario  law,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  will  hardly  dis¬ 
pute.  We  must  at  least — if  we  did  sue  Senator  Ogilvie — 
put  him  in  as  good  a  position  as  wo  are,  to  recover 
from  the  bank  the  full  amount  of  that  deposit.  There  can 
be  no  question  about  that,  as  a  legal  proposition  ;  and  there¬ 
fore  the  only  question  which  would  arise  would  be  this  :  so 
far  as  the  bank  is  concerned,  it  would  make  no  difference  ; 
so  far  as  the  creditors  are  concerned, it  would  make  no  differ¬ 
ence,  whether  we  are  to  ask  that  gentleman  for  the  money 
in  the  meantime— and  he  has  already  lost  seriously  by  his 
personal  confidence  in  the  bank,  and  has  risked  large  sums 
of  money  as  a  shareholder  in  connection  with  it — whether 
we  are  to  do  that,  or  first  to  exhaust  our  rights  against  the 
bank,  and  then,  if  it  is  found  that  we  have  any  claim  against 
Senator  Ogilvie,  to  go  for  him  and  recover  that  claim. 
That  is  the  only  difference  between  the  two  positions.  I 
think  no  one  will  deny  that  having  regard  to  the  pre¬ 
cedents,  having  regard  to  what  has  been  the  invariable 
practice,  having  regard  to  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member 
who  has  moved  this  motion  in  the  case  of  the  Commercial 
Bank — that  even  after  the  president  of  a  bank  had  declared 
that  it  was  hopelessly  gone,  because  of  its  later  mismanage¬ 
ment,  still  the  Government  should  come  to  its  assistance — 
I  say,  under  those  circumstances,  I  think  the  House  should 
have  no  difficulty  in  voting  down  this  resolution,  and  reliev¬ 
ing  the  Finance  Minister  of  the  imputation  which  has  been 
attempted  to  be  placed  upon  him,  for  an  act  which  he  per¬ 
formed  in  good  faith,  upon  precedents  which  are  abundant 
in  the  records  of  this  country  ;  when  he  believed  himself,  in 
attempting  to  pi  event  the  disaster  of  the  failure  of  that 
bank,  to  be  averting  the  consequent  disaster,  which,  in 
view  of  the  peculiar  and  speculative  condition  of  things  in 
Canada,  and  the  failure  of  those  speculations  at  the  moment, 
might  have  resulted  to  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Hon.  members  must  have  observed  that 
a  large-  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  subjects  khich 
are  not  legitimately  before  the  House,  and  welch 
do  not  legitimately  come  before  the  House,  in  be 
proposition  submitted  by  the  hon.  member  for  Huron 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in 
the  position  of  a  man  who,  finding  he  has  a  bad  case, 
is  trying  to  draw  a  red  herring  across  the  track.  He 
opened  his  speech  by  putting  in  the  mouth  of  his  opponents 
as  theirs— a  very  weak  mode  of  defence — a  proposition 
which  was  almost  diametrically  opposed  to  the  one  they 
submitted.  And  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  be  excused  on 
the  ground  that  he  did  not  correctly  understand  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake),  and  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  because  the  proposition  to  which  they  invited  the 
attention  of  the  House,  to  which  they  asked  the  consent  of 
the  House,  has  been  formulated  by  them  in  a  resolution 
which  is  m  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  and 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  had  before  him  when  he  spoke. 
The  proposition  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  asked  the 
assent  of  the  House,  was  not  the  proposition  that 
under  any  and  all  circumstances  it  was  unwise  for  a 
Government  to  come  to  the  relief  of  banks  in  difficulties. 
No  suoh  proposition  is  advanced— no  such  argument 
was  advanced  in  the  speeches  which  were  made  in  support 
of  the  motion.  I  invito  the  attention  of  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  the  proposition  that  we  do  ask  the  House  to  assent 
to,  and  which  I  say,  in  view  of  the  language  which  fell  from 
the  leader  of  the  Government  a  few  days  ago,  should  com- 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


385 


mand  the  assent  of  himself  and  hon.  members  who  have 
confidence  in  him.  The  proposition  is  that  it  be  resolved  : 

“  That  it  appears  by  the  Public  Accounts  that  $237,000  are  due  to  the 
Government  in  respect  of  the  allowances  made  to  the  Exchange  Bank 
in  1883. 

“  That  the  said  bank  had  already,  within  two  years,  suspended  payment 
and  reduced  its  capital  by  50  per  cent. 

“That  the  papers  laid  before  this  House — and  the  statement  of  the 
Minister — show  that  the  bank  was  in  difficulties  when  said  advances  were 
made,’  ’ - 

And  now,  Sir,  comes  the  crucial  point  of  the  proposition 
which  the  hon.  gentleman,  for  his  own  purposes,  seems 
entirely  to  have  forgotten : 

“and  that  no  proper  enquiries  were  had,' or  precautions  taken,  in 
respect  of  the  loan  of  the  $300,000  of  public  money  put  in  jeopardy  by 
such  advance.” 

The  proposition  is  not  that  the  money  was  advanced,  but 
that  it  was  advanced  without  enquiries,  without  those  pre¬ 
cautions  which  a  prudent  man  should  have  taken,  and  which 
the  leader  of  the  Government  himself,  a  short  time  ago, 
laid  down  as  essential  to  an  advance  being  made.  The  ad¬ 
vance  was  made  in  this  case  in  total  disregard  of  the  con¬ 
ditions  laid  down  by  the  leader  of  the  Government.  Hav¬ 
ing  laid  down  that  proposition,  the  question  for  the  House 
.is,  has  that  proposition  been  proved  ?  The  papei’S  show  it, 
the  Finance  Minister  admits  it,  the  member  for  Richmond 
and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  almost  glories  in  it,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  ignores  it.  Then  the 
resolution  goes  on : 

“  That  the  present  condition  of  the  loan  is  such'  that  a  serious  loss 
may  occur  to  the  Treasury. 

“  That  the  developments  in  connection  with  the  Exchange  Bank  show 
that  the  institution  was,  at  the  time  of  the  loan,  insolvent,  and  under 
grossly  careless  and  fraudulent  management,  and  that  the  result  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  was  to  bolster  up  the  bank,  by  restoring,  in 
some  measure,  public  confidence,  during  an  interval  in  which  the  said 
careless  and  fraudulent  management  was  continued,  enormous  sums  of 
money  disappeared,  the  position  of  shareholders,  depositors  and  credi¬ 
tors  of  the  bank  was  changed,  the  liability  of  shareholders  to  creditors 
was  lost,  and  the  whole  situation  changed  for  the  worse.  ” 

And  then  it  goes  on  to  ask  the^House  to  express  regret  that 
the  Government,  under  those  circumstances,  without 
making  any  enquiry,  without  taking  those  precautions,  and 
with  a  recklessness  and  want  of  prudence  which  wo  say 
deserves  censure,  should  have  gone  on  to  make  the  loan. 
Now  the  hon.  gentleman  attempts  to  argue  that  this  is  an 
attempt  to  be  wise  after  the  event ;  that  we  are  condemn¬ 
ing  the  action  of  the  Finance  Minister  on  the  ground  that 
something  has  been  discovered  since  that  was  not  known, 
and  ho  says  that  it  is  very  well  for  us  to  bo  wise  now,  and 
that  we  could  not  then  have  ascertained  the  condition  of 
things.  The  position  we  take  is,  that  he  being  the  trustee 
of  the  public  money,  was  bound  to  take  wise  and  prudent 
precautions — not  that  he  must  be  wise  above  other  men, 
not  that  he  should  be  omniscient,  but  that  he  should  take 
precautions  which  would  commend  themselves  as  those 
which  a  prudent  man  would  have  taken  when  acting  as  a 
trustee  of  public  moneys.  We  condemn  him  because  he  has 
ignored  the  circumstances  under  which  alone  the  Premier 
says  the  Government  is  justified  in  advancing  moneys  to  a 
bank,  not  because  of  anything  we  have  discovered  since. 
What  docs  the  Premier  say  ?  Coming  from  a  gentleman 
so  highly  respected  by  his  party,  and  having  the  experience 
of  his  many  years  of  public  service,  I  think  it  will  bear 
repetition.  He  says  the  Government  of  this  country  is 
justified,  in  times  of  “  deep  depression,”  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  universal  panic  and  universal  ruin,  and  acting  in 
concert  with  other  banks,  in  making  advances  to  a  bank  in 
distress,  but  not  in  other  circumstances  or  without  making 
full  enquiries.  Has  that  been  done  in  the  present  case? 
This  is  my  third  Session  in  this  House,  and  I  have 
never  heard  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  saying, 
that  the  country  was  passing  through  a  period  of  great 
depression.  I  have  heard  him  saying, with  his  silvery  voice, 
year  after  year,  that  we  are  on  the  wave  of  prosperity — 
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prosperity  in  the  North-West,  prosperity  all  through  these 
Provinces ;  so  that  the  condition  of  affairs  which  the  Prime 
Minister  laid  down  as  essential  to  justify  an  advance 
of  money  by  the  Government  has  been  wanting.  This  is 
not  a  discovery  made  since,  but  known  to  the  Finance 
Minister  then — that  it  was  a  time,  not  of  depression,  but 
a  time  in  which,  with  prudent  management,  that  bank 
should  not  have  been  in  the  position  requiring  Govern¬ 
ment,  aid.  Then,  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  con¬ 
demns  him,  and,  in  my  opinion  justly,  because,  the  times 
being  good,  prosperity,  as  he  says  himself,  reigning  every¬ 
where,  at  the  time  the  application  for  an  advance  was  made, 
he  was  warned  by  the  gentleman  who  made  it  that  the 
affairs  of  that  bank  were  not  as  they  ought  to  be.  He  was 
told  that  the  public  had  lost  confidence  in  the  bank,  and 
that  those  who  held  its  notes  were  making  a  run  on  it.  He 
was  informed  of  the  fact  which  was  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton),  and  has  not  boon 
contradicted,  that  the  commercial  public  of  Montreal  had 
no  confidence  in  this  speculative  bank ;  and  these  facts  com¬ 
bined  threw  an  onus  on  the  Finance  Minister  which  I  think 
he  will  hardly  get  rid  of,  of  making  an  investigation  before 
he  yielded  to  that  demand.  Did  he  make  any  investigation 
whatever  ?  Did  he  do  what  his  leader  tells  us  he  ought  to 
do,  even  in  a  time  of  deep  depression  ?  Did  he  go  to  the 
Bank  of  Montreal  or  to  any  of  the  other  banks  who  would 
be  supposed  to  know  the  condition  of  the  affairs  of 
the  bank  ?  Not  a  single  enquiry  was  made  of  any 
of  these  banks-;  he  took  nobody  into  his  confidence;  he 
recklessly,  Without  taking  any  precautions,  without  exer¬ 
cising  reasonable  prudence,  advanced  this  money  ;  and  he 
therefore  deserves  the  censure  of  the  House  and  the 
country.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White)  brought  forward  certain  precedents  to  justify 
the  House  in  voting  down  this  resolution.  He  says  there 
aro  certain  precedents  in  the  history  of  Canada  which  show 
that  the  present  Opposition  have  acted  in  a  manner  which 
they  now  condemn.  I  have  been  accustomed  to  listen  to 
precedents  and  to  analyse  them,  and  to  my  mind  the  very 
precedents  quoted  condemn  him  most.  He  says  thero  was 
a  bank  called  the  Commercial  Bank,  and  that  bank  had  the 
honor  of  having,  as  one  of  its  directors,  and  the  honor  of 
being  advised  as  its  solicitor  by  a  gentleman  who  then 
occupied  and  now  occupies  the  position  of  Prime  Minister 
of  Qanada ;  and  that  bank  applied  to  the  Government  of 
which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  was  Premier  for  assistance. 
What  does  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  say  ?  He  says 
that  because  tho  right  hon.  gentleman  did  his  duty  when 
that  application  was  made,  because  he  took  those  very  pre¬ 
cautions  which  a  short  time  ago  he  took  occasion  to  reiter¬ 
ate  in  the  px-esence  of  us  younger  members  should  always  be 
taken,  beeause  he  consulted  with  other  banks  whether  or 
not  it  was  prudent  to  make  such  an  advance,  and  because, 
after  investigation,  his  Government  determined  that  it  was 
not  prudent  and  did  not  make  the  advance,  thex-efoi*e  we 
should  not  condemn  Sir  Leonai’d  Tilley,  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister,  because  not  having  made  any  enquiries  he  did 
make  the  advance  in  the  case  of  the  Exchange  Bank. 
If  there  was  a  precedent  required  to  condemn  tho  action 
of  the  Finance  Minister,  that  precedent  was  quoted  by 
his  successor,  as  we  hear  he  is  to  be  in  a  very  short 
time,  or  as  he  hopes,  at  any  rate,  to  be.  If  he  does 
become  his  successoi’,  I  hope  he  will  follow  tho  lines  of 
the  gentleman  whose  action  he  has  quoted  as  a  precodent 
and  not  the  lines  of  the  gentleman  whose  action  he  is  de¬ 
fending  to-night.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  quoted  an¬ 
other  case,  a  case  of  a  deposit  made  in  the  Merchants  Bank 
of  Canada.  He  stated  that  at  a  certain  time  the  Govern¬ 
ment  deposited  in  that  bank  a  certain  sum  of  money,  which 
grew  from  $60,000  or  $10,000  until  it  reached  the  sum  of 
$216,000,  and  with  a  triumphant  air  he  turns  around  and 
asks:  Is  not  that  an  analogous  case;  is  not  that  in  point? 
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Why  did  he  not  tell  tho  House  what  proportion  that 
$216,000  bore  to  tho  capital  of  tho  Merchants  Bank  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  tells  the  House  that  that  bank  had  its 
capital  reduced,  but  did  he  toll  us  that  at  the  time 
the  Government  had  that  deposit,  the  capital  of 
that  bank  in  its  reduced  state,  was  $6,000,000, 
and  that  not  a  dollar  of  that  deposit  Was  lost  ?  Why, 
Sir,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  to  draw  an  analogy 
which  would  make  the  two  cases  parallel,  he  would  be 
defending  the  Finance  Minister  of  the  day  for  an  ad¬ 
vance  equivalent  to  $3,600,000  to  the  Merchants  Bank, 
for  that  sum  would  bear  the  same  proportion  to  its  capital 
which  the  advance  of  $300,000  bore  to  tho  $500,000  of 
capital  of  the  bank  in  question.  So  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  most  unfor¬ 
tunate  in  his  precedents  and  quotations,  and  that  the  logical 
conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  them  is  directly  the  opposite 
of  that  to  which  he  wished  the  House  to  assent.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  I  regret  very  much,  has  gone  out  of  his  way  in 
this  discussion,  to  make  a  statement  which  I  think-^is  cal¬ 
culated  to  prejudice  the  commercial  interests  of  this  country 
to  a  very  great  degree,  He  stands  in  a  responsible 
position  iD  this  House-— in  a  more  responsible  position,  I 
venture  to  say,  looking  at  his  expectations,  than  almost  any 
other  ordinary  member— and  he  does  -not  hesitate  to 
riso  and  repeat  here  the  fearful  blunder— I  say  it 
advisedly —which  tho  Finance  Minister  himsolf  made  in 
the  debate  on  this  question  a  year  ago.  I  remember  well 
when  the  Finance  Minister,  a  year  ago,  when  this  question 
catno  up,  declared  that  the  condition  of  the  banks  of  this 
Dominion  was  such  that  if  called  on  to-morrow  to  meet 
their  liabilities  to  the  public,  nearly  every  one  of  them 
would  go  down.  I  remember  the  alarm— the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  laughs.  Does  he  deny  that  he  made  that  statement  in 
the  debate  last  year  ?  If  he  does,  I  will  read  it  from  Hansard ; 
and  I  will  do  more.  I  will  call  his  attention  to  the  storm 
that  arose  in  banking  quarters  when  that  statement  got 
circulated  throughout  the  Dominion.  I  will  tell  him  that 
the  answer  of  the  banks  saw  that  the  statement  made 
was  one  that  the  facts  would  not  justify—  not  from  one 
bank,  but  from  many ;  they  deniod  that  they  were  in  that 
position  ;  and  so,  I  say,  it  is  to  he  regretted  that  the  hon. 
gentleman,  who  it  is  rumored  is  soon  (o  be  Finance  Minister, 
should  have  been  guilty  of  repeating  that  blunder  of 
decrying  the  credit  of  the  country  and  doing  what  ho 
could  to  damage  the  solvent  banks  of  this  country. 
It  is  not  only  untrue  in  itself,  but  it  would  be  unjustifiable, 
even  if  it  had  a  basis  of  truth.  It  was  not  called  for  in  this 
debate  ;  it  could  do  nothing  but  damage  the  banks,  and  being 
made  without  a  fact  to  justify  it  is  deserving  of  nothing  but 
condemnation  and  censure.  The  hon.  gentleman  apologises 
for  this  advance  to  the  Exchange  Bank  on  tho  ground  that, 
although  the  country  was  not  then  passing  through  a  period 
of  deep  depression,  still  there  was  depression.  Great  specula¬ 
tions  had  been  gone  into  ;  enormous  speculations  in  the  North 
West.  The  commercial  world  was  almost  panic-stricken  ; 
the  air  was  pregnant  with  fear  and  danger ;  it  was  a  time 
when  men  were  almost  trembling  in  their  shoes;  the  boom 
in  the  North-West  had  been  already  broken.  To  hear  the 
hon.  gentleman  talk,  one  would  suppose  that  those  who 
studied  the  signs  of  the  times  were  anticipating  depression 
and  commercial  disaster  in  Canada  of  the  worst  kind. 
Did  the  hon.  gentleman  forget  the  celebrated  speech 
made  by  the  Finance  Minister  within  twelve  days 
from  that  period  ?  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  forgotten  that 
speech  ?  Has  he  forgotten  the  statement,  which  he,  more 
than  any  body  else  in  the  House,  cheered, made  by  the  Finance 
Minister,  to  the  effect,  not  that  we  were  in  danger  of  panic, 
not  that  there  was  any  fear  of  commercial  depression,  but 
that  the  foundations  of  commercial  prosperity  of  this 
country  had  beeu  so  deeply  laid,  that  there  was  such  a 
beautiful,  splendid,  and  magnificent  outlook  for  the  future, 
Mr.  Davies. 
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particularly  in  the  North-West,  that  every  young  man  who 
had  a,  head  on  his  shoulders  should  clap  on  all  sail  for  seven 
years,  because  the  pendulum  was  going  to  stop  its  swing,  and 
for  that  time  we  were  to  have  unbroken  prosperity.  It 
may  be  said  I  have  exaggerated  the  language  used  by  the 
Finance  Minister.  Well,  I  will  ask  the  House  to  bear 
with  me  while  I  quote  from  the  remarkable  speech  made 
by  the  Finance  Minister  twelve  days  after  the  time  when 
the  advance  was  made  to  tho  Exchange  Bank,  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  defends  on  the  ground  that 
we  were  on  the  eve  of  a  tremendous  depression  What  did 
the  hon,  the  Finance  Minister  say  ?  He  said : 

“  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
remark  which  I  made  to  a  personal  friend — and  merchant  of  St.  John — 
and  I  suppose  I  repeated  it  in  public  afterwards— to  the  effect,  if  I  were 
his  age,  and  engaged  in  business,  I  would  put  on  the  whole  of  the  canvas 
I  could  carry  for  ten  years,  and  then  take  in  sail.  I  believe,  from  the 
fact  that  we  are  spending  annually  a  large  amount  of  money  in  opening 
and  developing  the  great  North-West  country,  from  the  fact  that  the 
population  coming  into  the  country  at  the  present  time  are  bringing  in 
a  large  amount  of  money  for  investment,  from  the  fact  that,  last  year, 
we  had  of  the  value  of  imports  over  $lo, 000, 000  of  settlers’  effects — and 
which  will  be  increasing,  and  which,  of  course,  does  not  create  any  diffi¬ 
culty  financially,  and  1  hold  -that  the  return  of  the  pendulum — which 
always  does  come  back — will  be  deferred,  and  that  we  will  have  seven 
years  of  prosperity  before  the  country.” 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  give 
weight  to  th9  argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White),  a  financial  authority,  as  he  is,  in  this  House, 
and  who  are  prepared  to  follow  him  in  this  vote,  because  of 
his  argument,  into  the  facts  which  I  have  read,  and  which 
scatter  that  argument  to  the  winds.  I  invite  their  attention 
to  the  answer  which  I  take  from  the  mouth  of  the  Finance 
Minister  himself,  and  ask  them  to  pause  before  determining 
to  vote  against  this  resolution  which  asks  the  House  to  con¬ 
demn  the  unfortunate  advance  made  to  this  bank.  The  hon. 
gentleman  attempts  to  argue— -and,  perhaps,  there  might  be 
some  degree  of  force  in  his  argument — that  really  and  truly, 
after  all,  when  this  bank  wound  up,  in  the  month  of  Sep¬ 
tember,  affairs  did  not  look  so  bad  even  theD.  And  what 
authority  does  he  quote?  He  quotes  as  authority  a  gen¬ 
tleman  named  Mr.  Campbell,  who  enjoys  the  confidence  of 
the  commercial  community  of  Montreal.  I  have  no  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  gentleman  in  question,  but  am  informed  by 
those  who  know,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  very 
largely  over-estimated  the  confidence  which  the  business 
community  of  Montreal  have  in  Mr.  Campbell. 

Mr.  MaoMASTEI?.  No,  no. 

Mr.  DAY IES.  It  may  be  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion, 
but  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster),  who 
says  no,  will,  I  think,  bear  me  out  in  this  statement,  that 
Mr.  Campbell  was  called  in  as  an  accountant  by  the  directors 
of  the  Exchange  Bank,  who  brought  about  the  state  of  finan¬ 
cial  ruin  in  which  the  bank  was  in  the  month  of  September; 
that  he,  as  their  accountant,  made  out  a  statement  of  the 
bank’s  affairs  ;  that  the  statement  was  a  false  statement  of  the 
condition  of  the  bank,  as  the  facts  afterwards  proved  ;  that 
he  deceived  the  shareholders ;  and  that,  if  he  was  afterwards 
appointed  one  of  the  liquidators,  it  was  at  the  instance  and 
through  the  efforts  of  the  directors  themselves,  and  not  the 
shareholders.  So  far  as  regards  any  weight  to  be  attached 
to  statements  of  Mr.  Campbell,  these  facts  are  a  sufficient 
answer.  But  we  are  not  discussing  in  what  condition  Mr. 
Campbell  found  the  bank.  We  know  that  bank  to  have 
been  rotten,  to  have  been  bankrupt  beyond  redemption. 
The  fact  we  are  trying  to  get  at  is  this :  Did  the  Finance 
Minister  lend  the  money  after  taking  the  precautions 
every  prudent  man  would  have  taken  ?  I  think  the  Finance 
Minister  will  rather  accept  the  defence  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Eichinond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  for  his 
action,  than  that  advanced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White).  What  is  the  defence  advanced  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Kichmond  and  Wolfe?  He  said  the 
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policy  of  the  Government  is  displayed  in  their  action  in 
lending  the  money,  and  as  it  is  opposed  to  the  policy  of 
hon.  gontlemen  on  this  side,  every  member  who  supports 
the  Government  should  support  their  policy.  I  find  him 
not  only  supporting  tho  policy  of  lending  money  to  a  specu¬ 
lative  bank  at  the  time  when  there  was  a  run  on  the  bank, 
without  consulting  the  other  banks  in  Montreal — I  find 
him,  not  only  defending  that,  but  the  results  that  flows  from 
it.  And  why  ?  He  says  it  is  part  of  the  National  Policy 
to  help  the  banks.  He  said  a  great  deal  there.  V ery  often 
a  man  in  his  position,  advocating  a  bad  cause,  speaks,  in  a 
sentence  of  that  kind,  more  than  he  ever  intended  to  say. 
What  was  the  policy  of  the  Government  ?  Their  National 
Policy  is  to  make  the  rich  man  richer  and  the  poor  man 
poorer,  and  their  policy  in  this  instance  was  to  make  the 
directors  richer  and  the  creditors  and  shareholders  poorer. 
The  result  of  the  policy  which  the  hon.  gentleman  defends 
was  to  put  money  in  the  hands  of  the  rich  directors,  in  order 
that  they  might  relieve  themselves  of  their  shares  and  the 
liability  which  by  law  attaches  to  them  and  escape  the 
payment  of  enormous  sums  of  money,  and  throw  the 
onus  of  that  payment  upon  the  other  shareholders,  innocent 
people,  not  responsible  for  the  state  in  which  the  bank  was 
brought,  and  thus  make  the  poor  shareholders  and  creditors 
poorer  for  the  benefit  of  the  directors.  I  accept  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  this  advance  made  by  the 
Finance  Minister  was  part  of  the  National  Policy,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  logical  in  calling  upon  his  friend  to 
defend  it.  From  our  standpoint  we  cannot  defend  it ;  we 
think  it  deserves  condemnation.  I  am  not  going  to  detain 
the  House  very  long  ;  but  I  think  that  after  the  calm  and 
judicial  speech  Which  was  delivered  by  the  hon,  member  for 
Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton),  we  would  have  had  some  reply 
from  hon.  gentlemen  from  Montreal  who  know  the  facts.  The 
hon,  gentleman  (Mr.  Holton)  stated  four  or  five  broad  facts, 
none  of  which  were  contradicted.  In  the  absence  of  con¬ 
tradiction  we  are  bound  to  consider  these  facts  to  be  true. 
I  say  that,  if  these  facts  are  true,  no  member,  except  one 
who  is  tied  to  his  party,  can  refuse  to  vote  for  this  resolu¬ 
tion.  What  are  the  facts  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that, 
at  the  time  the  loan  was  made,  the  commercial  public  of 
Montreal  looked  with  suspicion  upon  this  bank.  It  was 
not  a  bank  which  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  tho  people  of 
Montreal.  It  was  believed  to  bo  shaky.  Its  customers 
were  those  who  could  not  get  credit  elsewhere ;  and,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself  remarked,  in  a  very  pithy  sentence, 
the  best  recommendation  for  your  opening  an  account  in 
their  ledger  was  the  refusal  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal  to 
give  you  credit.  You  have  there  a  speculative  bank,  a 
bank  which  had  not  the  public  confidence,  a  bank  whose 
customers  are  speculative  customers,  men  who  cannot  get 
credit  elsewhere;  and,  with  all  those  facts  before  him, 
knowing  that  the  cashier  of  the  bank  was,  as  he  says, 
living  openly  a  life  of  reckless  extravagance ;  with  all  these 
facts  stated  by  him,  undenied,  known  or  within  the  means 
of  knowledge — for  I  say  that  the  one  is  equivalent  to  the 
other — he  made  this  loan,  without  enquiiy,  without  the 
existence  of  one  of  these  conditions  which  his  leader  says 
are  alone  a  justification  for  an  advance  to  a  bank.  How 
can  it  be  defended?  The  miserable  defence  set  up 
by  the  member  for  Cardwell  has,  I  think,  been  already 
exploded.  It  is  no  defence  at  all.  There  is  no  defence, 
except  that  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  himself,  that  possibly 
he  erred.  We  know  he  erred.  The  question  is  not  whether 
he  erred,  but  whether  he  exercised  and  used  those  means  of 
knowledge  which  were  within  his  reach,  to  prevent  him  from 
erring.  We  say  that  he  did  not.  We  say  that  he  did  not 
attempt  to  exercise  any  of  them,  and  therefore  the  facts 
which  would  justify  a  loan  to  the  bank  are  absent,  and  there¬ 
fore  his  conduct  demands  the  expression  of  regret  contained 
in  the  closing  part  of  this  resolution.  But  the  effects  of  this 
loan  are  not  confined  to  the  loss  of  this  money.  That  loss  is 


in  one  sense  a  small  matter,  if  you  consider  the  indirect 
effects  which  followed  it.  As  the  hon.  member  for  Chateau¬ 
guay  (Mr.  Holton)  has  stated,  if,  at  the  time  the  loan  was 
made,  the  bank  had  been  wound  up — and  it  would  have  been 
wound  up  if  the  loan  had  not  been  made — tho  creditors 
would  have  been  paid  in  full  and  the  shareholders  would  not 
have  been  called  upon  for  the  double  liability,  in  all  proba¬ 
bility.  If  that  is  the  fact,  what  is  the  result  of  the  loan, 
made  without  this  inquiry  and  under  those  improper  cir¬ 
cumstances?  The  result  is,  that  the  shareholders,  many 
of  them  innocent  people,  are  called  upon  to  pay  this 
double  liability,  and  the  creditors  are  left  unpaid  or 
nearly  so,  and  a  great  deal  of  misery  and  ruin  has 
followed  to  innocent  people  as  the  consequence  of 
this  impropor  and  unjustifiable  advance.  The  consequences 
are  far-reaching.  The  loss  to  the  Government  itself  is 
nothing  in  comparison  with  the  heavy  loss  that  innocent 
people  sustained  in  consequence  of  this  loan.  I  will  gofui*- 
ther.  I  say  the  subsequent  conduct  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  be  defended.  He  has,  as  has  been  stated  already,  a 
guarantee  from  one  of  the  chief  offenders  in  this  bank,  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Ogilvie,  a  Senator,  a  supporter  of  his  own — a 
guarantee  for  the  payment  of  $100,000.  He  has  never  at¬ 
tempted  to  enforce  it,  but  he  has  attempted  to  enforce  what 
is  called  the  prerogative  right  of  the  Crown,  the  right  to 
take  precedence  of  all  other  creditors  of  that  bank,  to  gobble 
up — to  use  a  vulgar  expression— all,  or  nearly  all,  the  assets, 
and  let  the  creditors  go  without  anything.  I  say  it  is  most 
unjust  that  the  principal  offender  should  escape  payment  of 
his  guarantee,  and  innocent  creditors  should  be  punished  for 
his  want  of  prudence  and  his  mismanagement  of  this  bank. 
It  is  absolutely  indefensible,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
it.  There  is  another  direction  in  which  that  injustice 
goes.  It  has  not  been  the  custom  of  the  Crown  in  this 
country  to  enforce  this  prerogative  right.  In  the  case 
of  the  Liverpool  Bank,  of  Nova  Scotia — 1  believe  lam  right, 
but  if  I  am  wrong,  hon.  gentlomen  can  correct  me — the 
prerogative  right  was  not  claimed ;  the  Crown  claimed. 
pari  passu  with  the  other  creditors ;  and,  I  think  that,  when 
the  Crown  goes  into  the  banking  business,  when  it  goes 
into  the  business  of  lending  moneys  to  shaky  banks,  it  is  the 
height  of  injustice  that  it  should  come  in  and  refuse  to 
share  pari  passu  with  other  creditors,  and  should  gobble  up 
the  whole.  It  is  unfair  and  unjust  in  itself,  and  it  has  not 
been  the  practice  heretofore,  but  the  effect  of  this  unfortunate 
loan  has  been,  that  not  only  to  the  creditors  of  this  bank, 
but  to  those  of  the  Bank  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  has  this 
prerogative  right  been  extended,  and  the  unfortunate  cre¬ 
ditors  of  this  latter  bank,  many  of  whom  were  almost  ruined 
but  were  left  with  a  dividend  of  15  per  cent,  from  the  bank, 
are  still  further  injured  by  the  Crown  stepping  in  With  their 
prerogative  claim,  because  they  had  stepped  in  in  the  case  of 
the  Exchange  Bank.  Thus,  widespread  ruin  has  been  caused 
among  the  shareholders,  many  of  them  women,  and  com¬ 
mercial  men  and  other  persons.  This  has  been  disastrous 
in  the  case  of  the  bank  itself,  and  it  has  established  a  wrong 
precedent  which  Parliament  should  condemn,  which  will 
be  used  in  the  future  if  Parliament  approves  of  it  now,  and 
has  ruined  innocent  people  by  the  unjust  pressing  of  this 
hitherto  unused  prerogative  claim. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  take  any 
part  in  this  debate,  and  I  even  had  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  I  had  the  right  to  vote  until  I  submitted  that 
question  to  yourself.  I  happen,  like  the  hon.  member  for 
Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton)  to  be  a  shareholder  in  this 
unfortunate  Exchange  Bank.  I  happen,  also,  to  be  a  credi¬ 
tor  of  the  bank  and  a  depositor  in  the  bank,  and  I  happen 
to  be  engaged  in  the  further  capacity  of  counsel  for  the 
bank  and  for  the  creditors,  in  resisting  the  claim  of  the 
Crown  to  bo  paid  by  privilege.  All  these  facts  I  have  sub¬ 
mitted  to  you,  in  view  of  the  question,  whether  I  ought  to 
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cast  my  vote  on  this  subject,  and  I  think  I  have  your  author¬ 
ity,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  say  that  I  have  the  right  to  do  so.  I 
would  not  say  anything  to  this  House  were  it  not  that  certain 
statements  have  been  put  forward  as  matters  of  tact  and 
matters  of  argument,  which  I  believe  to  be  neither,  and  upon 
which  I  think  it  to  bo  incumbent  on  me,  as  one  having  a 
very  intimate  personal  knowledge  of  the  circumstances 
of  this  bank,  to  say  something  before  this  hon.  House. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  assumed  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  that  the  Government,  in  the  month  of 
April,  1883,  had  the  knowledge  which  the  public  had  in  the 
month  of  September,  1883,  when  the  bank  failed.  It  is 
assumed  that  they  knew  all  about  the  failure  at  the  time  of 
the  advance,  and  that,  therefore,  they  acted  wrongly  in 
making  the  advance  at  the  time  they  did.  Well,  what  do 
we  find  the  condition  of  the  bank  to  be  when  the  ad¬ 
vance  was  made  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  who  last  addressed  the 
House  says,  that  if,  at  the  time  the  advance  was  made,  the 
bank  had  been  liquidated,  the  shareholders  would  have  lost 
nothing  but  the  stock  they  had  invested,  and  the  creditors 
would  have  been  paid  100  cents  in  the  dollar.  That 
is  the  best  proof  we  could  have  that  the  bank  was  solvent  at 
the  time.  Therefore,  the  proposition  embodied  in  the  reso¬ 
lution,  that  this  was  an  insolvent  bank,  is  not  true  and  should 
not  be  sustained  by  the  House.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Chateauguay  has  stated  that  the  effect  of  the  loan  was  to  re¬ 
establish  the  credit  of  the  bank  and  restore  public  confidence. 
That  was  the  object  of  the  loan  and  that  object  was  achieved 
in  that  respect.  How  was  it  that  the  bank,  at  a  later  date, 
failed  ?  I  will  explain,  The  bank  was  steadied  by  the 
loan;  its  business  went  on  as  usual;  but  about  that 
time  a  new  president  was  elected — Mr.  Craig.  The 
member  for  Montreal  West  (Mr.  Gault),  who  had  been  the 
president  of  the  bank,  withdrew  in  consequence  of  ill 
health,  and  ceased  to  take  an  active  part  in  the  management 
of  the  bank.  Mr.  Craig  came  in  as  president  and  took 
absolute  control  of  the  bank,  and  what  resulted  ?  In  the 
months  succeeding  the  loan,  when  the  bank  was  in  good 
credit,  he  engaged  in  enterprises  personal  to  himself ;  he 
forfeited  the  obligation  of  good  faith  he  owed  to  the  credi¬ 
tors  and  shareholders  of  the  bank,  and  engaged,  with  some 
of  the  customers  of  the  bank  for  his  own  benefit,  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  other  directors  of  the  bank,  in  enter¬ 
prises  personal  to  himself.  He  engaged  with  Mr.  Baird,  a 
prominent  coal  merchant;  he  engaged  with  the  firm  of 
Taylor  &  Robertson,  and  with  others,  in  business  transac¬ 
tions  far  beyond  the  capacity  of  the  bank,  for  purposes 
entirely  personal  to  himself ;  and,  by  reason  of  this  derelic¬ 
tion  of  duty  and  this  forfeiture  of  duty  to  the  bank  and  to 
the  shareholders  and  creditors  of  the  bank,  these  transac¬ 
tions  having  turned  out  unfortunately,  the  bank  became 
ultimately  ruined.  Sir,  it  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  that  Mr.  Campbell, 
one  of  the  liquidators  of  the  bank,  made  a  statement 
while  acting  in  the  capacity  of  an  accountant  of  the 
bank,  that  the  bank  was  solvent  in  September  and 
October,  1883,  six  months  after  this  amount  was  loaned 
by  the  Government.  That  statement  was  perfectly 
true.  Nay,  more,  Sir ;  in  the  month  of  December, 
1883,  at  the  meeting  of  the  creditors  and  shareholders  of  the 
Exchange  Bank,  at  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Chateauguay 
(Mr.  Holton)  was  present,  the  statement  was  submitted 
and  affirmed  before  the  meeting  of  shareholders,  that  the 
bank  showed  sufficient  assets  to  pay  the  creditors  of  that 
bank,  dollar  for  dollar,  in  full.  My  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  has  cast  a  slur  upon  Mr. 
Campbell — not  intentionally,  because  any  man  who  knows  ! 
the  capacity  of  Mr.  Campbell,  who  knows  his  honorable 
and  upright  character,  would  not  willingly  cast  a  slur 
upon  him  ;  but  he  has  done  so  when  he  said  that  Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell  was  the  nominee  of  the  directors,  and  elected  by  the 
shareholders  of  the  bank,  and  those  who  had  an  interest  to 
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put  him  there.  I  will  toll  the  hon.  member  for  Prince 
Edward  Island,  that  not  only  was  he  the  nominee  of  the 
directors  of  the  Exchange  Bank,  but  he  was  the  nominee 
of  the  faction  represented  by  my  friend  Mr.  Holton, 
in  the  meeting  of  the  shareholders,  in  December, 
1883.  Nay,  Sir,  he  was  the  nominee  of  both  parties; 
he  received  the  nomination  of  all  sections  of  the 
shareholders  as  liquidator  of  the  Exchange  Bank.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Chateauguay  will  not  deny  that.  Further, 
Sir,  at  a  late  period,  when  it  was  thought  proper  to  remove 
the  other  two  liquidators  of  the  bank  from  their  position,  and 
to  replace  them  by  a  third  gentleman,  more  competent  to  fill 
that  position,  what  happened  ?  Not  a  word  of  dissent  was 
raised  against  the  retention  of  office  by  Mr.  Campbell.  All 
parties  agreed  that  he  was  highly  competent  for  the  posi¬ 
tion,  that  he  was  the  one  man  above  all  others  who  should 
be  retained  until  the  liquidation  of  the  bank  was  finally  com¬ 
pleted.  He  was  entrusted  with  the  liquidation  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Bank ;  he  had  been  previously  manager  of  a  bank, 
and  was  regarded  as  a  man  whose  capacity  and  honor  was 
beyond  all  question  in  the  commercial  community  of 
Montreal,  and  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  where  he  was 
thoroughly  well  known.  Well,  Sir,  I  say  it  was  this  man 
who,  in  the  month  of  December,  1883,  eight  months  after 
this  loan  was  made  by  the  Dominion  Government,  who 
stated  that  this  bank  was  in  a  solvent  condition.  Now, 
there  were  more  people  than  Mr.  Campbell  who  thought 
the  bank  was  solvent.  Whom  does  my  hon.  friend  from 
Chateauguay  represent  in  the  litigation  now  pending 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec?  Does  he  not  represent  the 
Crathern  &  Caverhill  estate,  which  deposited  large 
sums  of  money  in  that  bank  ?  Somebody  has  said 
this  was  a  speculative  bank ;  but,  I  ask  my  hon.  friend  from 
Chateauguay,  if  it  was  a  speculative  bank,  how  does  it  come 
that  his  client,  James  Crathern,  a  good  Grit  and  a  good 
business  man,  that  the  Crathern  &  Caverhill  estate,  which 
he  advises — how  does  it  come  that  these  people  left  their 
$40,000  in  the  Exchange  Bank  over  the  speculative  period 
during  which  it  is  said  this  loan  was  made,  until  the  time 
of  the  collapse  in  September,  1883  ?  These  are  things  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  explain,  and  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  moved  this  resolution  to  explain.  More  than  that,  Sir; 
the  leading  financial  men  in  the  city  of  Montreal  had  their 
money  deposited  in  this  bank,  Mr.  Mussen,  one  of  the 
richest  men  of  the  city  of  Montreal,  had  some  $30,000 ;  Mr. 
Beaudry,  one  of  the  richest  men  in  Montreal,  had  some 
$50,000 ;  Mr.  Andrew  Allan,  one  of  the  richest  men  in 
Montreal,  had  some  $10,000  or  $20,000— and  so  I  might 
increase  the  list.  I  only  mention  these  to  show  that  this  bank 
was  not  regarded  as  a  speculative  bank,  but  was  regarded 
as  one  enjoying  the  confidence  of  business  men,  and  they 
deposited  their  money  in  it.  Now,  Mi-.  Speaker, 
a  good  deal  has  been  said  during  this  debate 
about  the  duty  of  the  Dominion  Government  to 
proceed  against  Senator  Ogilvie,  who  guaranteed 
the  loan  ;  and,  in  fact,  this  resolution  states  that  sufficient 
precautions  were  not  taken  by  the  Government.  I  ask  you 
what  better  precaution  could  be  taken  than  the  guarantee 
of  a  man  in  Senator  Ogilvie’s  position  ?  The  hon.  member 
for  Chateauguay,  who  knows  the  city  of  Montreal  as  well 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  or  myself,  and  perhaps 
better,  knows  that  Mr.  Ogilvie  was  reputedly  a  rich  man, 
and  that  ho  enjoyed  the  financial  reputation  of  being  worth 
something  in  the  neighborhood  of  a  quarter  of  a  million  of 
dollars.  “  Put  yourself  in  his  place,”  as  the  novelist  said  ; 
and  to  anyone  occupying  the  position  of  Finance  Minister 
it  would  seem,  at  once,  be  he  politieal  friend  or  political 
foe,  that  he  was  a  safe  man.  He  would  look  for  the  guinea 
stamp,  and  he  would  say :  Mr.  Ogilvie  is  a  man  who  occu¬ 
pies  a  high  financial  position  and  I  will  accept  his  bond ; 
and  he  did  accept  his  bond.  Tot  it  is  contended  that  the 
Dominion  Government  should  have  enforced  their  claim 
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against  the  warrantor  before  proceeding  against  the 
principal  on  the  bond  of  the  Exchange  Bank.  But  I  say,  as 
a  position  of  law,  and  I  challenge  any  hon.  gentleman  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  who  is  a  legal  gentleman,  to  deny 
it,  that  we  cannot  enforce,  according  to  the  law  of  Quebec, 
the  bond  against  the  surety  until  we  have  exhausted  the 
principal  debtor,  and  that  the  Dominion  Government 
has  no  recourse  against  Senator  Ogilvie  until  they  have 
exhausted  their  full  recourse  against  the  Exchange 
Bank.  That  is  the  law  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  I  have  statements  to  the  effect  that  a  somewhat 
similar  law  exists  in  Ontario  and  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Now,  Sir,  it  has  been  said,  with  regard  to  the 
directors,  that  they  were  reckless  in  the  management  of 
this  bank.  Sir,  Thomas  Craig,  from  the  time  he  came  into 
the  management  of  that  bank,  was  the  factotum  of  that 
bank — the  whole  bank.  He  took  control  of  it,  and  he  man¬ 
aged  it  to  suit  himself,  and  for  his  own  purposes.  It  may 
be  that  these  men  should  have  exercised  greater  supervi¬ 
sion;  I  do  not  know  but  they  should,  in  the  light  of  latter 
events.  Perhaps  they  should  have  been  more  careful ;  if 
they  knew  what  we  do  to-day,  they  certainly  would  have 
exercised  more  care.  But  how  were  the  books  of  the  bank 
kept  under  Mr.  Craig’s  supervision  ?  They  were  so  kept 
that  it  has  been  established  by  sworn  testimony  in  the 
courts  of  justice— not  merely  by  Mr.  Campbell,  but  another 
gentleman,  who  was  accountant  in  the  bank — that  the  books 
of  the  Exchange  Bank  were  so  kept  that  certain  entries 
never  were  discovered  until  long  after  the  bank  suspended. 
A  few  days  ago,  in  a  suit  in  which  the  hon.  Senator  Lacoste 
was  opposed  to  me,  it  transpired  that  a  certain  remarkable 
entry  was  made  in  an  obscure  part  of  the  books  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  Bank,  and  the  accountant  of  the  bank  swore  that  he 
never  saw  it  until  it  was  shown  to  him  in  court,  and  Mr. 
Campbell  swore  that  he  never  saw  it  before,  and  could  not 
have  discovered  it,  because  it  was  out  of  the  usual  place 
for  making  such  entries.  And  slips  of  papers  and  docu¬ 
ments  of  the  highest  importance  to  the  bank  pledging  its 
credit,  instead  of  being  kept  in  the  regular  books,  were  kept 
in  Mr.  Craig’s  private  drawer,  so  that  even  the  regular  ex¬ 
ecutive  officers  could  not  have  known  of  their  existence. 
How  could  these  business  men  have  become  aware  of  them  ? 
Sir,  it  may  be  possible  for  us  to  make  too  much  reflection 
upon  these  men  ;  they  have  lost  severely.  I  am  not  here 
as  their  justifier — I  have  no  right  to  do  that— -but  they  have 
suffered  most  keenly  and  lost  most  severely.  They  owned 
more  than  half  the  capital  of  the  bank,  and  they  have  lost 
that  completely.  The  stock  was  once  at  80  above  par,  and 
they  have  lost  the  advance  above  par.  They  will  lose  the 
double  liability  and  half  their  deposits.  The  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  I  think,  said  :  Why  did  they  not  go  to  the  bank 
and  put  their  names  on  the  back  of  a  piece  of  paper  to  give 
it  financiarstreDgth  before  asking  the  Government  for  aid  ? 
Well,  no;  I  beg  my  hon.  friend’s  pardon;  I  think  it  was 
his  colleague,  his  armor-bearer,  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  who  made 
that  statement,  who  is  himself  an  ex-bank  presi¬ 
dent  and  an  ex-Pinance  Minister.  Sir,  the  directors  did  go 
to  the  City  and  District  Savings  Bank,  and  they  gave  their 
personal  security  to  that  bank  for  $250,000.  They 
are  on  the  bond,  and  they  will  have  to  pay  it.  These  men 
have  lost  personally  more  than  the  value  of  the  capital  of 
this  bank.  That  is  not  a  justification  for  the  Government 
making  this  loan,  but  I  merely  state  the  circumstances  here, 
in  order  that  it  may  be  seen  that  these  men,  who  are  sup¬ 
posed  to  have  neglected  their  duty,  have  paid  in  their  own 
financial  strength  most  severely  for  the  whistle.  Now,  Sir, 
who  was  the  prime  mover  in  putting  Thomas  Craig  into  the 
position  where  he  brought  this  bank  to  ruin  ?  It  is  true,  as 
my  hou.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  said,  the  failure 
of  this  bank  has  brought  ruin  to  a  good  many  people.  The 
hon,  member  for  Chateauguay  is  a  sufferer,  and  several 


others  in  this  House  are  sufferers.  I  happen  to  be,  in  a  light 
way,  a  sufferer  myself.  But  who  was  the  prime  mover  in 
placing  Mr.  Craig  in  this  bank,  in  a  position  whore  ho 
ruined  it?  Sir,  it  was  a  friend  and  client  of  my  hon. friend 
from  iJhateauguay,  James  Crathern,  Esq.,  a  good  .Reformer 
of  the  city  of  Montreal.  It  was  he  who  came,  and,  after 
laying  hands  upon  the  head  of  Mr,  Craig,  said  to  the  direc¬ 
tors  of  the  Exchange  Bank  :  Here  is  a  worthy  man  and  true ; 
you  are  in  a  difficulty  now ;  your  former  cashier  has 
absconded  to  the  United  States  ;  take  this  man,  and  he 
will  draw  you  out  of  the  hole  ;  he  will  bring  your  bank  to 
prosperity.  And  they  took  the  advice  of  Mr.  Crathern 
and  trouble  came  which  resulted  in  all  the  misery  so 
graphically  pictured  by  the  hon.  member  from  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Island  (Mr.  Davies).  Some  reference  has  been  made 
here  of  the  account  in  the  books  in  the  bank  in  which  there 
is  a  sum  charged  to  the  Conservative  Association  or  the 
West  End  Association  of  Montreal.  It  is  quite  true  there  is 
such  an  entry  in  the  books.  As  I  said  before,  the  books 
were  so  kept  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  directors  to  be¬ 
come  aware  of  all  the  entries  in  them,  and  I  have  no  doubt— 
and  I  know  it,  in  my  professional  capacity — that  the  hon. 
member  for  Montreal  West  (Mr.  Gault)  was  unaware 
of  the  existence  of  any  such  entry.  But  Mr.  Craig  had  kept 
the  transactions  in  such  an  extraordinary  manner  that  we 
find  an  entry  in  regard  to  the  Montreal  West  Association, 
and  certain  sums  are  charged  as  having  been  spent  on  the 
Montreal  West  election.  The  question  of  the  liability  of 
Mr.  Gault  to  pay  the  amount  to  the  bank,  $2,000,  was  sub¬ 
mitted  to  my  iearned'friend,  Mr.  Greenshield's,  my  colleague 
and  associate,  an  able  man  and  a  good  Liberal,  and  he  and 
I,  conjointly,  gave  an  opinion  that  Mr.  Gault  was  in  no  way 
liable  for  the  entries  made  in  that  form  in  the  bank  book. 
That  opinion  has  never  been  questioned,  and  is  not  ques¬ 
tioned  to-day ;  it  cannot  be  questioned  and  it  cannot  be 
successfully  controverted.  I  regret  that  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  it  should  be  necessary  for  me  to  make  any  state¬ 
ment  to  this  House.  I  will  add  but  one  statement  further. 
It  is  this  :  That  this  extraordinary  account  of  Mr.  Craig’s 
was  not  kept  in  the  books  containing  the  daily  transactions 
of  the  bank,  but  in  the  savings  bank  ledger,  where  the 
savings  of  the  poor  wei’e  recorded  ;  and  in  that  way  the 
manager  kept  from  the  directors  the  fact  that  he  had 
overdrawn  his  account  $220,000.  Why,  if  the  Government 
is  to  be  held  responsible  for  the  acknowledged  defalca¬ 
tions  and  defaults  of  this  officer,  who  is  an  absconder  from 
the  country,  it  would  be  a  most  outrageous  injustice 
to  the  Government  of  the  day.  When  under  examination 
in  New  York  before  Mr.  McGibbon,  commissioner,  in  which 
Mr.  Geoffricn,  another  good  Liberal,  represented  the  other 
side,  and  I  represented  the  creditors,  what  did  Mr.  Craig 
acknowledge  ?  He  acknowledged  that  he  had  endeavored, 
with  two  gentlemen  in  Montreal,  to  buy  up  the  stock  of  the 
Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Company,  in  order  to  ensure  con¬ 
trol  of  that  company,  and  the  profits  would  be  divided 
between  himself  and  those  two  gentlemen  ;  and  he  declared 
he  temporarily  took  the  funds  of  the  bank  for  that  purpose. 
Is  it  fair  that  men  like  Mr.  Buntin,  Mr.  Ogilvie,  Mr.  Greene 
and  Mr.  Gault,  men  who  have  obtained  a  high  reputation  and 
position  in  the  commercial  world,  should  have  their  honora¬ 
ble  names  tarnished  by  the  acts  of  such  a  man  ?  Is  it  fair  that 
the  Government  which  has  administered  its  funds  with  such 
success  and  prudence  should  be  reproached  because  a  mishap 
has  occurred  beyond  human  prudence  and  foresight,  which 
may  result  in  the  Government  losing  a  small  sum  of  money. 
I  fox’bear  to  say  what  the  loss  may  be.  The  Government 
claim  that  they  must  be  paid  in  full.  They  have  a  right 
to  make  such  a  claim,  and  the  creditors  have  an  equal  right 
to  resist  it,  and  to  submit  to  a  legal  arbitrament  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  Government  should  be  paid  in  full  or  not. 
It  is  true,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  has  said,  that  up  to  this  time  the  decision  has  been 
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against  the  Government,  to  the  extent  of  saying  that  its 
claim  is  not  so  privileged.  The  Government  has  taken  the 
ca*e  to  appeal.  It  is  further  true  that  the  Government  have 
facilitated  the  appeal;  that  they  have  communicated  to  the 
liquidators  and  counsel  of  the  bank  their  desire  that  every 
facility  shall  be  given  to  try  and  determine  that  question 
at  the  earliest  possible  day ;  and  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  in 
connection  with  the  liquidation,  speaking  personally  and  on 
my  responsibility  as  a  man,  I  say  the  Government  have  acted 
with  that  fairness  which  should  characterise  a  Government, 
able  and  willing  to  do  justice  to  the  people  as  a  wholo  and 
to  a  section  of  them  who  unfortunately  met  losses  in  con¬ 
nection  with  an  unfortunate  bank. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Before  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry 
(Mr.  Macmaster)  commenced  to  speak,  I  had  no  intention  of 
saying  anything  on  this  subject.  The  hon.  gentleman  told 
this  House  that  he  occupied  many  positions,  so  far  as  this 
question  was  concerned  —that  he  was  a  stockholder  in  the 
batik,  that  he  was  a  depositor,  that  he  was  the  solicitor  of 
the  bank,  the  solicitor  of  the  liquidators.  And  I  would  ask 
him  what  position  does  he  occupy  to-night  ?  He  appears 
here  and  argues  the  case  with  a  warmth  that  would  lead  us  to 
believe  that  he  is  the  solicitor  still  of  certain  gentlemen  in 
Montreal.  I  can  say,  from  what  I  have  heard  to-day,  from 
what  I  have  seen  in  Hansard,  and  from  what  I  have  heard 
from  the  Minister  of  Finance,  that  there  never  was  a  more 
utter  disregard  of  his  duty,  as  Finance  Minister,  than  that 
which  has  been  shown  in  this  matter.  If  anyone  had  gone 
to  the  Finance  Minister  and  asked  him  to  lend  him  $10  out 
of  his  own  pocket,  he  would  have  shown  more  care  than 
he  has  displayed  in  expending  $300,000  of  the  people’s 
money.  The  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster) 
has  told  us  that  this  was  not  a  speculative  bank.  In 

that  he  contradicts  the  statement  made  by  the 

hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  ; 
he  also  contradicts  the  statement  made  by  a  coming 
Minister,  the  proprietor  of  the  Montreal  Gazette ; 
both  hon.  members  said  this  was  a  speculative  bank  and  a 
speculative  institution.  We  know,  as  a  fact,  to-day,  that  at 
the  time  the  money  was  borrowed  from  the  Government 
the  bank  was  hopelessly  insolvent;  and  the  question  before 
this  House  to-night  is,  whether  the  Finance  Minister,  in 
lending  that  money,  exercised  that  care,  caution,  judgment 
and  discretion  that  should  be  exercised  by  a  gentleman 
occupying  the  position  he  did,  as  trustee  of  the  public  funds. 
The  -question  is,  whether  he  was  justified,  on  the  repre¬ 
sentation  made  to  him  by  the  managers  of  the  bank,  in 
advancing  the  large  sum  of  $30(1,000,  and  enabling  that 
insolvent  bank  to  continue  its  business,  thereby  giving  an 
opportunity  to  stockholders  who  were  in  the  “ring” 
to  dispose  of  their  stock,  and  when  the  time  came  to 
wind  up,  instead  of  findii  g  men  responsible  on  the 
double  liability ,  there  were  found  worthless  stockholders. 
As  the  name  of  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  (Mr.  Gault) 
has  been  mentioned,  perhaps  it  would  not  be  improper  for 
me  to  say  something  respecting  him.  We  know  that  he 
was  intimately  connected  with  that  bank,  that  he  was  a 
large  stockholder  of  it,  that  he  was  a  director,  and  so  must 
have  been  familiar  with  all  the  business  transactions  of  the 
bank.  He  was  president  of  the  bank,  and  he  resigned.  We 
find,  Sir,  that  he  knew,  or  he  must  have  known  at  the  time 
he  resigned,  that  the  bank  was  insolvent,  and  within  a  few 
days  after  his  resignation  the  stock  held  by  him  was  sold  on 
the  Montreal  market  and  bought  by  his  brother-in-law,  Mr. 
Craig — paid  for  out  of  the  money  of  the  bank  by  Mr.  Craig, 
who  was  an  officer  of  the  bank.  If  that  was  an  honorable 
transaction,  one  which  will  be  approved  by  the  people  of 
this  country,  then  I  have  nothing  further  to  say.  The  hon. 
member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  says  that  Mr.  Gault 
is  not  responsible  for  the  money  taken  to  pay  his  election 
expenses.  Well,  Sir,  he  may  try  to  evade  that  responsi- 
Mr.  Macmaster, 


bility,  but  I  do  not  think  he  will  find  an  honorable  man  to 
justify  his  conduct.  We  find  that  his  own  brother-in-law, 
the  cashier  of  the  bank,  advanced  to  the  Conservative  Club 
the  money  of  the  bank  to  promote  his  election  to  this  House, 
and  that  debt,  the  hon.  member  for  GleDgarry  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
master)  says  Mr.  Gault  was  perfectly  justified  in  repudiating. 
He  says  further,  that  the  Government  holds  the  security  of 
Mr.  Ogilvio.  The  statement  is  made  here  that  the  Finance 
Minister  could  have  got  the  security  of  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  Mr. 
Buntin,  but  he  does  not  say  that  all  the  security  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  held  was  Mr.  Ogilvie,  for  only  $100,000,  while  for 
the  other  $200,000  there  is  no  security,  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  the  Finance  Minister  ever  requested  either  of 
these  gentlemen  to  give  security  for  the  further  amount.  It 
is  said  that  the  debt  he  claimed  could  not  be  collected.  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  contract  was 
made  in  Ontario,  and  that  in  this  Province  there  is  no  such 
law  as  he  states  exists  in  Quebec.  The  Government  would 
have  the  right  immediately  to  briDg  an  action  on  that  gua¬ 
rantee  and  recover  whatever  Mr.  Ogilvie  would  be  respon¬ 
sible  for.  Now  I  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  for  any  hon. 
member  to  vote  against  this  resolution  as  it  is  worded.  The 
resolution  regrets  that  the  Finance  Minister  should  have 
made  this  advance  under  the  circumstances,  and  there  is  no 
person,  except  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives),  and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  who 
pretends  to  justify  it.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White),  it  is  true,  in  his  own  paper  and  probably  with  his 
own  hand  and  pen,  says  that  the  bank  was  insolvent  in  April, 
1883,  and  still  he  attempts  to  get  up  here  and  justify  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  Government.  I  believe  he  would  justify  anything 
that  the  Government  could  do — that  there  is  nothing  that 
the  Government  can  do  that  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  be 
found  justifying  and  defending.  That  has  been  his  course  for 
the  last  three  years,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  will  shortly 
get  that  reward  which  he  is  so  anxiously  looking  forward 
to,  when  the  Finance  Minister  is  made  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  New  Brunswick.  I  say  that  the  Finance  Minister,  in 
lending  this  money,  is  not  only  taking  from  the  people  of 
this  country  that  which  belongs  to  them,  but  he  has  been 
guilty  of  a  gross  breach  of  trust,  for  he  occupies  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  a  trustee,  and  it  was  his  duty  as  a  trustee  to  satisfy 
himself  by  every  means  in  his  power  that  the  money  was 
safely  invested.  If  he  had  been  entrusted  with  the  funds 
of  an  estate  he  would  have  been  responsible  in  law  for  the 
investment,  and  occupying  his  present  position  he  is  res¬ 
ponsible  to  the  country,  and  is  censurable  for  his 
conduct  in  that  transaction.  The  whole  question  is, 
whether  the  Finance  Minister  is  justified  in  advancing  the 
money  as  he  did  ;  whether,  under  the  circumstances  which 
then  existed,  he  u*ed  that  caution  he  should  have  used  as  a 
public  servant  when  he  advanced  public  moneys  to  an 
insolvent  institution.  It  is  impossible  but  to  feel  that 
there  must  have  been  on  his  part  something  more  than  a 
mere  desire  to  benefit  the  people  of  the  country.  Woen  we 
find  that  Mr.  Ogilvie  was  a  supporter  of  the  hon.  gentle 
man,  that  every  member  of  that  insolvent  bank  was  his 
supporter,  it  does  strike  one  strongly  that  if  they  had  been 
opposed  to  him  possibly  he  would  have  taken  more  care  of 
the  funds  of  the  country.  When  we  remember  that  Mr. 
Gault  was  intimately  connected  with  him,  that  he  was 
intimately  connected  with  the  affairs  of  the  bank  -  taking 
all  the  circumstances  into  consideration,  it  leads  one 
strongly  to  believe  that  the  motives  of  the  Finance  Minis- 
•ter,  when  he  made  these  advances,  were  not  merely  to 
secure  the  interests  of  the  public. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  are  making  a 
noise  may  as  well  keep  quiet.  I  have  no  desire  to  give  a 
silent  vote  on  this  important  question.  I  think  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  constituency  I  represent  to  offer  a  few  re¬ 
marks  on  this  subject,  whioh  has  been  discussed  by  the  law- 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES, 


391 


yers  of  the  House,  though  I  do  not  know  that  any  i-emarks 
have  beon  offered  by  others  on  this  side  but  lawyers,  except 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  made  the  motion.  I  regret,  in  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  of  this  country,  that  this 
amount  of  money  should  be  lost  to  the  people  of  this  Do¬ 
minion.  I  may  just  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  are  not  going 
to  force  me  to  take  my  seat  If  they  listen  to  me  quietly, 
I  will  not  tako  long;  but  tho  more  noisy  they  are,  the 
longer  it  will  take  me.  I  deeply  regret  I  repeat,  in  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  of  this  Dominion,  that  this  money 
should  have  been  lost.  I  think  it  is  worth  the  while  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  here  to  frankly  and  fully  dis¬ 
cuss  the  whole  question  which  is  before  the  House,  and  ex¬ 
press  themselves  plainly  with  regard  to  advances  made  in 
this  way  to  questionable  institutions.  When  we  come  to 
consider  the  fact  that  this  money  is  gathered  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  hard-working  and  industrious  people  of 
this  country,  and  in  this  way  it  has,  unfortunately, 
got  into  the  hands  of  a  chartered  institution  in  a  very 
rotten  and  insolvent  position,  I  say  it  is  sadly  to  be  re¬ 
gretted  that  the  people  must  submit  to  tho  loss.  The 
proper  view  to  be  taken  of  the  question  is  this :  Would 
the  Finance  Minister  have  made  this  advance  to  the  Ex¬ 
change  Bank  if  the  money  had  been  his  own  ?  Any  man 
occupying  a  public  position,  a  position  of  trust  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  public  duty,  should  discharge  that  duty  with  the 
same  care  and  vigilance  and  the  same  anxiety  that  he 
would  bring  to  the  discharge  of  a  duty  for  himself.  Now,  I 
hold  that  if  the  Finance  Minister  had  been  possessed  of  that 
$300,000  as  his  own  money,  ho  would  have  made  a  better 
and  more  searching  investigation  of  the  affairs  of  the  bank 
before  he  deposited  money  in  the  institution.  I  say 
that  he  would  have  taken  tho  trouble  at  least  of  having 
some  person  sent  down,  and  its  position  at  the  time  it 
sought  relief  carefully  investigated.  Last  year,  when  this 
House  was  assembled  for  the  purpose  of  transacting  tho 
business  devolving  on  us,  we  can  well  remember  that  the 
Minister  of  .Railways,  when  he  came  to  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  presenting  his  railway  resolutions,  in  order  to 
back  up  tho  financial  status  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  stated  that  he  had  sent  experts  from  his  own  office  to 
Montreal,  for  the  purposo  of  inspecting  their  accounts  ; 
and  they  were  such  thorough  experts  that  they  managed  to 
get  through  the  whole  financial  position  of  that  company  in 
an  afternoon  and  come  back  here  and  report  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  that  institution  was  in  a  very  sound  financial 
position.  Now,  if  we  have  exports  in  the  Departments  who 
are  able  to  perform  such  duties  in  such  a  very  short  time, 
I  think  he  might  have  sont  two  or  three  of  them  to  Mon¬ 
treal  to  make  a  real  investigation  of  the  affairs  of  that 
bank.  If  he  did  not  do  that,  I  think  he  might  at  least  have 
insisted  on  having,  from  the  entire  directorate  of  the  bank, 
as  well  as  from  the  inspector,  a  statutory  declaration,  set¬ 
ting  forth  its  true  and  exact  position  at  the  time  tffey  made 
the  application  to  the  Government  for  assistance.  It  does 
appear  tt>  me  that  no  very  great  effort  was  made  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  true  position  of  that  bank.  Now,  I  think  that 
should  have  been  done  ;  I  think  tho  Finance  Minister, 
in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  devolving  upon  him,  should 
have  made  some  vigorous  and  determined  effort  to  ascertain 
whether  that  institution  Was  in  such  a  position  that  lie  could 
safely  trust  to  the  handling  of  its  manager  $300,000  of  the 
taxes  of  the  people  of  this  country,  We  have  some  reason 
to  believe  that  some  of  tho  other  banks  approached  did 
exact  security  for  money  they  advanced  to  that  bank  ;  and 
if  they  exacted  collaterals  from  it,  would  it  not  havo  been 
reasonable  and  right,  would  it  not  have  been  prudent,  for  the 
hon.  Minister  to  have  taken  what  was  left  at  the  time,  and 
hand  it  over  to  the  Bmk  of  Montreal,  as  treasurer  of  the 
Dominion,  and  there  let  it  remain  in  the  interest  of  the 
Ddtninioh.  He  should  have  done  something  of  that  kind. 
I  think  any  ordinary  man,  going  into  a  transaction  of  that 


kind  for  himself,  would  have  takon  that  course.  I  am  sorry 
to  notice,  in  connection  with  that  matter,  that  an  effort  has 
been  made  by  tho  Finance  Minister  to  put  the  responsibility 
on  the  Deputy  Minister. 

Sir  LEONARD  T1LLE  ¥.  No  ;  I  would  contradict  that. 
I  did  not  throw  the  responsibility  on  the  Deputy  Minister . 
I  merely  stated  that  I  had  communicated  with  him,  and 
conferred  with  him  with  reference  to  the  nature  of  the 
security  ;  that  he  had  made  enquiries,  and  that  the  infor¬ 
mation’  received  was  satisfactory.  I  did  not  throw  any 
responsibility  on  him,  only  to  show  that  I  had  taken  the 
precaution  to  confer. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  havo  mis¬ 
understood  him.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  he  had  relied 
largely  for  the  financial  affairs  of  the  bank  on  the  statement 
made  by  the  Deputy  Minister.  J  was  going  to  say  that  it 
is  not  right  that  responsibility  should  be  shifted  that  way 
fi’om  the  shoulders  of  those  who  should  be  prepared  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  these  transactions.  Now,  I 
cannot  understand  how  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  permitted 
himself  to  be  led  astray  in  this  matter.  It  is  quite  evident, 
that  he  was  anxious  to  assist  this  institution.  I  think  it  is 
quite  evident  that  he  felt  that  his  friends  and  himself,  to 
some  extent, were  indebted  to  it.  I  think  it  is  quite  evident, 
from  the  admissions  made  by  the  solicitor  of  the  bank, 
that  it  bad  rendered  services  in  past  political  contests.  I 
think  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  president  bad  a  claim  tor 
the  very  able  services  he  had  rendered,  and  the  books  of  the 
institution  show  that  advances  had  been  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  party  in  the  elections.  I  think  this,  along  with  tho 
statement  that  the  Finance  Minister  had  a  large  amount  of 
money  on  hand,  largely  explains  why  this  money  has  been 
deposited  there.  He  named  a  large  number  of  banks  in 
=which  he  had  deposited  money,  as  well  as  in  the  Exchange 
Bank.  I  cannot  conceive,  looking  at  the  matter  from  an 
ordinary  common-sense  point  of  view,  how  he  has  been 
misled  in  this  matter,  if  it  has  not  been  by  bis  own 
prophecy,  made  in  his  Budget  Speech,  delivered  a  few  days 
before  he  made  this  advance.  He  then  stated  to  the  House 
that  he  anticipated  seven  years  of  prosperity,  and  in  order 
to  support  bis  prediction  he  bad  risked  bis  money  in  this 
way,  and  there  it  has  been  lost.  The  hon.  member  for 
Richmond  and  Wolfe  made  some  remark  about  the  previous 
Government  being  flies  oa  the  wheel,  and  said  the  present 
Government  were  endeavoring  to  uphold  and  sustain  the 
business  of  the  country  and  to  prove  themselves  not  to  be 
flies  on  the  wheel.  Well,  Sir,  it  appears  in  this  case  that 
they  actually  risked  $300,000  of  the  people’s  money  in  order 
to  prevent  a  disaster  happening  to  this  peculiarly  cherished 
institution  of  theirs.  But  notwithstanding  all  that,  they 
proved  to  be  flies  on  the  wheel  after  all,  for  it  went  down 
and  carried  $300,000  of  the  people’s  money  along  with  it. 
Now,  I  do  not  think  tho  story  told  by  the  Finance  Minister 
with  regard  to  the  fatted  calves  exactly  suited  the 
present  case.  The  story  is  a  very  stale  one.  So  far  as  he 
is  concerned,  be  has  been  evidently  financially  well  fed  for 
the  last  four  or  five  years.  He  has  been  drawing  financial 
strength  from  more  resources  than  one.  He  has  boen 
drawing  financial  strength  by  extra  taxation  on  the 
people  under  tho  operation  of  his  policy;  he  has 
been  drawing  financial  strength  from  the  people  by 
the  increased  deposits  in  the  post  office  savings 
banks ;  and  he  has  been  drawing  financial  strength 
from  the  money  lenders  of  England,  by  placing  the 
debentures  of  this  country  on  the  market.  He  said  that 
my  hon.  friend  had  been  fed  from  two  cows,  but  I  think  he 
has  been  fed  from  three,  and  the  result  is  that  he  has  im¬ 
prudently  and  injudiciously  disposed  of  $300, 0p0  of  tho 
people’s  money,  simply  because  he  had  too  much  of  it.  This 
is  an  illustration  of  the  fact  that  when  the  Finance  Minister 
is  getting  into  the  coffers  of  the  Dominion  more  money 
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than  he  can  use  properly  there  is  great  danger  that  some 
of  it  -will  be  lost.  In  this  case  he  had  drawn  from  the 
people  more  money  that  was  necessary  ;  and  as  the  natural 
result  of  having  an  overflowing  Treasury  he  has  risked, 
in  the  interest  of  a  few  political  friends,  a  large  amount  of 
the  people’s  money,  and  it  has  been  lost.  Now,  I  say  it  is 
quite  right  that  every  member  of  this  House  should  fully 
and  frankly  express  his  views  on  this  question.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  action  of  this  House  in  regard  to  this 
question  will  be  quoted  as  a  precedent  years  after 
we  have  left  the  active  stages  of  life.  This  act  of  the 
followers  of  the  Government  in  sustaining  this  unfor¬ 
tunate  transaction  will  be  made  a  precedent  in 
future  years  for  transactions  of  a  similar  kind. 
With  regard  to  the  position  Mr.  Ogilvie  occupied,  he  must 
take  either  one  or  other  of  the  two  positions.  In  the  first 
place,  he  was  a  director  of  this  bank,  and,  as  a  director, 
and,  I  think,  president,  he  should  have  been  thoroughly 
posted  with  regard  to  its  affairs — he  should  have  known  the 
exact  position  in  which  it  stood.  If  he  did  not  know  that 
he  did  not  efficiently  discharge  his  duties ;  if  he  did 
know  it,  he  made  representations  whereby  he  got  $300,000 
and  did  a  very  imprudent  and  dishonest  thing.  In  either 
case  he  was  not  discharging  his  duty  properly  to  the  bank, 
or  else  he  was  deceiving  the  Finance  Minister.  I  would 
say,  in  this  connection,  that  I  am  sorry  to  think  that  owing 
to  losses  of  this  kind,  owing  to  increased  demands  upon 
our  Treasury,  owing  to  the  fact  that  money  is  spent  in 
many  ways  and  frittered  away  in  directions  we  should 
avoid,  the  Finance  Minister,  a  few  days  ago,  when  he 
delivered  bis  Budget  Speech,  was  under  the  necessity  of 
increasing  the  duties  of  some  very  important  articles  that 
enter  into  the  every-day  use  of  the  laboring  classes.  He 
has  added  5  per  cent,  on  winceys,  an  article  which  is  used 
by  the  laboring  classes,  the  farmers  and  mechanics  of  this 
country,  very  largely,  and  simply,  because  it 
is  necessary  to  provide  for  losses  of  this  kind. 
It  is  unfortunate,  when  the  people’s  burthens  have  been  in¬ 
creased  so  largely,  that  money  should  be  thrown  away  and 
literally  lost,  as  it  has  been  by  the  advances  made  to  this 
bank.  There  was  some  reference  made  to  the  letter  of 
President  Simpson,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White).  That  letter  has  on  many  occasions  been  brought 
up  to  do  service  to  the  Conservative  party.  I  have  no  de¬ 
sire  to  detain  the  House  by  referring  to  some  things  to 
which  I  could  refer,  and  which  would  not  be  very  credit¬ 
able  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  Pacific  Railway 
scandal  was  not  very  creditable  to  them ;  and  that  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  referred  stands  as  far  back  as  the 
Pacific  scandal.  If  they  have  the  right  to  quote  the  one 
we  have  the  right  to  quote  tho  other.  There  is  nothing 
in  connection  with  the  political  history  of  the  country  that 
reflects  so  severely  upon  the  transactions  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  as  that  particular  affair.  I  say  they  should  hesi¬ 
tate  before  going  back  and  referring  to  those  old  questions, 
because  I  contend  that  unfortunate  and  disgraceful  trans¬ 
action,  the  Pacific  scandal,  was  a  thousand  times  worse, 
and  I  say  that  years  after  this,  when  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  shall  have  left  the  active  stage  of  life,  their  memory 
will  not  be  forgotten,  owing  to  acts  of  that  kind.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  can  well  afford  to  defend  the 
Government  and  the  Finance  Minister  on  an  occasion  of 
this  kind.  That  hon.  gentlemen  receives  annually  a  very 
handsome  sum,  paid  to  the  institution  with  which  he  is 
connected . 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Well,  I  shall  not  refer  to  that  matter. 
I  shall  not  further  detain  the  House.  I  simply  wanted  to 
give  expression"  to  my  feelings  on  this  subject.  I  do  so 
honestly  and  earnestly,  and  1  feel  it  my  duty  now  and 
always  to  condemn  the  Government— -I  care  not  what 
Mr.  McMullen. 
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Government  it  be — that  will  make  reckless  and  unadvised 
advances  of  this  kind.  I  will  always  consider  it  my  duty 
to  condemn  acts  of  this  kind,  by  which  the  people  of  this 
country  are  called  upon  to  submit  to  loss  that  ctherwise 
they  would  not  be  called  upon  to  sustain. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  desire  to  pro¬ 
tract  the  debate,  but  some  things  have  been  said,  and  very 
foolishly  said,  with  respect  to  a  matter  in  which  I  am  per¬ 
sonally  concerned,  and  on  which  I  have  a  few  words  to  say 
before  this  question  is  disposed  of.  In  the  first  place,  I  may 
say  that  I  regret  to  find  that  I  disturbed  to  so  great  an 
extent  the  equanimity  of  the  Finance  Minister.  All  I 
have  to  say  to  that  hon.  gentleman  is,  that  really  I  have, 
under  the  circumstances,  treated  him  as  leniently  as  I 
could  be  expected  to.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  only 
knew  all  that  I  could  say  on  this  subject,  all  that  I  can 
say  is,  as  Lord  Clive,  in  olden  days  said,  he  would  be  very 
much  astonished  at  my  own  moderation.  However,  my 
object  is  not  so  much  to  refer  to  what  the  Finance  Minister 
said.  I  am  quite  ready  that  what  I  said  and  his  reply  should 
go  together  to  the  country ;  but  my  object  is  to  say  I  fear 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  going  to  be  much  longer  with  us, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  find  that  I  have  exercised  such  a  dis¬ 
turbing  influence  on  his  mind,  and  when  he  goes  I  may  say 
I  wish  him  well.  The  other  matter  I  have  to  refer  to  is, 
the  unfortunate  allusion  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White)  to  the  affairs  of  the  late  Commercial  Bank 
of  Canada.  Now,  if  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  knew 
all  that  I  know  about  the  secret  history  of  the  Commercial 
Bank,  he  would  have  gone  a  very  long  way  out  of  his  way 
to  avoid  alluding  to  that  matter.  A  little  knowledge  is 
a  dangerous  thing,  particularly  about  transactions  which 
took  place  seventeen  years  ago.  I  could,  if  I  pleased, 
make  a  statement  that  would  not  be  pleasant 
about  the  secret  history  of  the  downfall  of  the 
Commercial  Bank ;  but  I  may  tell  the  House  at 
once  that  I  fully  recognise  that  there  are  obligations  laid 
on  men  who  have  occupied  the  position  I  have  occupied, 
and  I  would  not  be  justified  in  using  knowledge  I  then 
acquired,  at  any  rate  in  reply  to  attacks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell.  If  gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  board  of 
the  Commercial  Bank  with  me,  have  any  charge  to  make 
against  me  ;  if  my  own  brother  director  who  sits  opposite 
whore  I  stand  has  any  charge  to  make  against  me,  then  I 
shall  be  prepared  here  or  elsewhere — and  I  think  the  House 
knows  I  am  able  and  willing  generally  to  defend  myself  — 
to  go  from  first  to  last  into  the  history  of  the  Commercial 
Bank,  to  state  the  immediate  cause,  the  remote  cause,  and 
the  more  proximate  causes  of  its  downfall.  It 
is  not  my  intention  to  do  that,  unless  he  first 
should  desire  it  or  call  upon  mo  to  do  so. 
He  has  never,  knowing  the  facts,  ventured  to  bring  any 
charge  against  me.  I  do  not  think  he  will  venture  to  bring 
any  charge  to-night.  He  was  for  a  long  time  connected 
with  that  bank.  He  had  good  opportunities  for  knowing. 
The  relations  between  myself  and  that  gentleman  have 
been,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a  little  strained  for  a  few  years 
past,  and  1  do  not  think  that  the  First  Minister — never  that 
I  have  seen,  never  that  I  have  heard  in  this  House — has 
ventured  to  say  anything  as  to  my  connection  with  the 
Commercial  Bank  of  Canada.  Now,  he,  knowing  the  facts, 
has  not  ventured  to  make  any  of  the  insinuations  which  the 
member  for  Cardwell  has  ventured  to  make.  I  will  simply 
say  this  to  the  House ;  seventeen  years  have  gone,  many 
persons,  who,  as  well  as  myself,  were  intimately  acquainted 
with  these  affairs,  are  dead ;  I  do  not  like,  even  in  my  own 
defence,  to  bring  up  things  which  might  affect  the  memories 
of  those  dead  men,  or  might  be  unpleasant  to  their 
children  ;  but  I  will  tell  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  this, 
first  of  all,  I  took  the  chair  thrice  after  the  suspension 
of  the  Commercial  Bank,  in  the  bank  parlor  of  the  Com- 
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mercial  Bank,  with  the  shareholders  angry  and  disappointed 
before  me.  Not  one  single  soul  there  ever  dared  to  question 
my  conduct,  and  for  the  best  of  all  reasons,  that  not 
one  single  soul  among  them  had  any  charge  to  prefer  or 
any  evidence  to  bring  against  me.  More  than  that,  the 
Commercial  Bank  of  Canada  cost  no  man  a  penny.  Its  de¬ 
positors,  its  note  holders,  everyone  who  had  a  claim  upon  it, 
was  paid  in  full  to  the  last  farthing,  and  if  it  be  true  that 
Mr.  King,  the  then  president  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal, 
declared,  in  a  letter  which  the  hon.  gentleman  road,  that 
that  bank  was  insolvent,  Mr.  King’s  act  was  strongly  con¬ 
tradictory  of  Mr.  King’s  letter,  because  I  was  present  when 
Mr.  King  offered  an  exceedingly  largo  sum  for  the  assets  of 
the  Commercial  Bank,  and  undertook  to  pay  all  its  liabili¬ 
ties  bosides.  The  affairs  of  the  Commercial  Bank  really 
came  to  grief,  not  from  the  cause  that  Mr.  King,  who  did 
not  know  so  much  about  them  after  all,  assigned,  but  from 
this  very  simple  cause  that,  unfortunately,  and  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  my  direct  instructions  and  to  the  instructions  of  the 
board,  too,  one  of  the  gentlemen  who  was  charged  with  the 
management  of  the  bank,  not  for  several  years,  but  for  a 
few  weeks  before  its  downfall,  weakened  the  reserves  and 
resources  which  had  been  brought  together,  as  the  bank 
returns  in  yonder  library  would  show,  by  my  express  direc¬ 
tion  and  order,  acting  in  conjunction  with  the  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  board,  and  foreseeing  that  there  would  be  a  run 
in  consequence  of  the  reduction  of  our  capital.  I 
think  the  First  Minister’s  memory  is  good  enough 
to  enable  him,  if  he  chooses,  to  recollect  that  fact. 
At  all  events,  whether  he  does  or  does  not,  I  could  prove  it 
even  from  the  Gazette  returns,  and  I  have  plenty  of  other 
modes  of  proof.  I  do  not,  as  I  said,  choose  or  intend,  on 
any  challenge  from  the  member  for  Cardwell,  who  knows 
nothing  about  the  facts  of  the  case,  to  go  into  the  secret 
history  of  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Canada ;  but,  if  I  am 
challenged  by  any  one  who  knows,  I  will  be  always  pro- 
pared  to  justify  my  conduct,  at  any  rate,  to  the  fullest  pos¬ 
sible  extent.  I  am  going  to  say  no  more  to-night  than  this, 
that  I  think  that  every  action  that  was  taken  by  the  First 
Minister  at  that  time  in  his  capacity  of  First  Minister  only 
goes  to  show  clearly  and  distinctly  how  perfectly  correct 
was  that  advice  of  his  which  I  read  but  lately  from  the 
Hansard  of  a  few  days  ago,  laying  down  and  defining  what 
a  wise  and  prudent  Finance  Minister  should  do  under  the 
circumstances,  and  precisely  what  ho  did  himself  in  con¬ 
junction  with  his  former  Finance  Minister,  Sir  Alexander 
Gtalt,  and  precisely  what  the  present  Finance  Minister  did 
not  attend  to  in  one  particular  in  this  unfortunate 
transaction. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  intend  to  take 
any  part  in  this  debate,  because,  in  the  first  place,  early  in 
it  my  colleague,  the  Finance  Minister,  had,  in  my  opinion, 
fully  stated  the  case  of  the  Government,  the  case  of  himself 
as  Finance  Minister,  and  of  the  Government  who  supported 
him  in  everything  he  has  done,  and  I  only  rise  now  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  gentleman’s  having  alluded  to  the  Commer¬ 
cial  Bank.  I  have  brought  no  charge  against  him,  but  he 
seems  to  throw  out  the  suggestion  that  I  would  be  afraid  to 
bring  a  charge  against  him.  I  absolve  him,  on  my 
account,  from  any  secrecy,  as  far  as  lam  concerned. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  you  bring  any 
charge  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  bring  no  charge,  but, 
if  he  wishes  to  bring  any  charge  or  to  insinuate  any  against 
me,  I  give  him  full  permission  to  bring  it.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  highly  complimented  in  having  my  words  of  wisdom, 
apparently,  quoted  with  such  approbation  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  It  is  not  often  that  they  honor  me  in  that 
way,  but,  though  perhaps  my  self-conceit  has  been  raised 
by  the  smiles  of  approbation  I  have  got  from  the  other  side, 
I  honestly  think  that,  if  they  read  my  speeches  oftener  and 
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took  advice  more  readily  from  me,  they  would  not  make 
such  continual  mistakes  as  they  are  doing,  they  would  have 
romained  in  office  longer,  and  they  would  get  back  to  office 
sooner.  But  they  will  not  take  it.  Like  the  old  American 
democracy — they  have  succeeded  at  last,  after  twenty  years 
exclusion  from  office,  and  perhaps  after  twenty  years  the 
hon.  gentlemen  may  learn  wisdom  from  experience ;  but 
the  old  democracy  failed  by  making  mistakes,  and  the  re¬ 
publicans  remained  in  office,  not  so  much  by  their  own 
strength  as  by  the  mistakes  of  their  opponents— as  long  as 
the  Grit  democracy  makes  the  same  mistakes  we  will  remain 
in  office,  much,  I  believe,  to  the  satisfaction  and  benefit  of 
this  great  Dominion  of  ours.  The  hon.  gentleman  in  his 
speech,  in  which  he  enlivened  a  very  dry  subject,  a  matter 
of  account,  a  matter  of  financial  relations  with  a  bank,  with 
certain  jokes,  carefully  prepared  and  well  delivered,  as  he 
always  does,  stated  among  other  things  that  we  were  bound 
to  support  the  Finance  Minister,  that  the  majority  in  this 
House  were  bound  to  support  the  Finance  Minister,  and 
if  an  angel  from  heaven  came  it  would  not  alter  the  opin¬ 
ions  of  the  majority  in  this  House.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
what  might  be  done  if  an  angel  from  Heaven  came,  but  if  a 
fallen  angel  comes,  he  cannot  expect  that  we  should  accept 
his  views— fallen  from  the  high  estate  he  held  before,  and 
weltering  in  the  Grit  slough.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  leader  both  said,  and  especially  the  leader,  with  respect 
to  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  (Mr.  Ives)  —the  loader 
of  the  Opposition  said,  in  rather  discourteous  and  unparlia¬ 
mentary  phrase,  that  he  acted  servilely  and  subserviently, 
that  he  Avas  looking  for  office,  and  that  it 
was  in  order  to  be  Minister  of  Railways  or  to  fill 
some  other  office  of  that  kind  that  he  made  that  speech. 
Now,  that  was  out  of  order,  aad  in  strictness  you,  Sir,  should 
have  called  him  to  order,  though  he  is  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  He  has  no  right  to  impute  motives  or  to  make 
such  charges.  It  was  unparliamentary,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  inexcusable  for  doing  so.  He  should  show  an 
example  to  the  House,  as  the  leader  of  a  great  party,  and 
hoping  one  day  to  be  the  leader  of  the  majority  of  this 
House,  instead  of  descending  to  personal  attack,  which  is 
too  much  his  habit.  When  ho  has  not  the  courage  to  assert, 
he  has  always  the  malice  to  insinuate.  Supposing  the  hon, 
member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  had  taken  the  same  coui’se. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Rich- 
mond  is  anxious  to  get  into  the  Government.  Who  is 
more  anxious  to  get  into  the  Government  than  the  hon, 
gentleman  himself,  caring  not  whether  he  rides  over  friend 
or  foe  in  order  to  get  there.  Whether  it  is  the  Minister  of 
Finance  or  the  First  Minister,  or  the  member  for  Fast  York 
(Mr..  Mackenzie),  he  cares  not  whom  he  rides  over  or 
tramples  down,  so  that  he  rattles  his  unscythed  car  over  the 
body  of  anyone  and  evei*yone  in  order  to  get  the  most 
coveted  position  Avhich  I  hold  at  this  moment.  And  he  is 
the  man  to  get  up  here  and  sneer  at  my  hon.  friend  when 
he  gave  a  clear  and  logical  argument  addressed  to 
the  subject  before  the  House,  without  one  irrelevant  word. 
He  is  not  the  man  to  charge  motives  to  anybody,  espe¬ 
cially  when  he  charges  my  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  and  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives)  with  an  over- anxiety  to  get  office.  He  is  the  last  man 
in  this  country  who  ought  to  attempt  to  make  any  such  allu¬ 
sion,  or  assertion,  or  insinuation  against  any  member  of  Par¬ 
liament.  The  hon.  member  who  moved  this  motion  said, 
when  he  spoke,  that  not  even  an  angel  from  Heaven  could 
convert  the  majority  of  this  House.  Oh,  says  he,  I  make  a 
mistake  ;  perhaps  the  House  might  be  converted,  or  the 
Government  might  be  converted  if  an  angel  came  from  No. 
8,  There  is  no  man  in  this  House  who  was  more  anxious 
to  get  into  No.  8  than  the  hon.  gentleman.  There  is  no 
man,  being  a  guardian  angel  or  a  fallen  angel,  who  would 
try  harder  to  get  into  confidence  of  the  gentlemen  who  as¬ 
semble  in  No.  8.  But  they  know  when  they  are  well  off, 
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The  little  Garden  of  Eden  is  not  going  to  allow  any  serpent  to 
creep  in  among  them,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  must  be 
satisfied  to  take  the  Mount  Pisgah  view  of  the  beautiful 
plains  that  lie  before  them  on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  have  a  tempter  of  their  own  in  that 
Garden  of  Eden. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  tempter:  yes,  I  dare 
say  they  have  a  tempter,  but  they  do  not  try  to  seduce  the 
hon.  gentleman.  I  do  not  think  the  blandishment  of  any 
hon.  member  on  this  side  will  be  put  forth  in  the  vain  at¬ 
tempt  of  making  the  hon.  gentleman  a  Conservative  in  prin¬ 
ciple,  a  Conservative  in  standing,  a  Conservative  in  object. 
We  must  leave  him  out  in  utter  darkness,  and  there,  Mr. 
Speaker,  he  will  stay.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  only  one  thing 
more  to  say,  and  it  is,  that  this  motion  ought  not,  in  my 
opinion,  in  fairness  or  in  common  propriety,  to  have  been 
made.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  moved  it  last  Session,  he 
had  moved  it  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  a  direct  vote  of 
want  of  confidence  in  the  Government,  a  direct  cen¬ 
sure  on  the  Finance  Minister.  He  ought  to  have 
been  satisfied  with  that.  This  is  a  second  motion,  and 
is  simply  a  proof  of  faction.  That  is  not  the  kind  of  war¬ 
fare  which  is  conducted  in  England  ;  that  is  not  the  kind 
of  way  in  which  the  two  parties  fight  each  other  there. 
We  had  this  matter  discussed  last  Session.  The  whole  cir¬ 
cumstances  conneoted  with  the  loan  to  the  Exchange  Bank 
were  ventilated,  and  a  vote  was  taken.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  could  not  hope  to  get  a  reversal  of  that  vote  this  Ses¬ 
sion.  It  is  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt  it,  and  Parliament 
and  the  country  will  feel  that  it  is  a  waste  of  time  in 
bringing  up  this  motion  a  second  time. 


House  divided  on  motion  (p.  363) 
wright : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

of  Sir  Richard  Cart- 

Allen, 

Armstrong, 

Edgar, 

McOraney, 

Fairbank, 

McMullen, 

Auger, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Mills, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Mulock, 

Bechard, 

Forbes, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bernier, 

Geoffrion, 

Platt, 

Blake, 

Gillmor, 

Rinfret, 

Bourassa, 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Holton, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Innes, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Springer, 

Cartwright, 

Jackson, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casey, 

Kiner, 

Trow, 

Oasgrain, 

Kirk, 

Yail, 

Catudal, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Watson, 

Charlton, 

Wells, 

Cockbuin, 

Laurier, 

Wilson, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Lister, 

Livingstone, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo. — 59. 

Abbott, 

Ferguson(Leeds  &Gren)McGreevy, 

Allison, 

Fortin, 

McNeill, 

Amyot, 

Foster, 

Gagne, 

Mitchell, 

Bain  (Soulanges) 

Moffat, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gaudet, 

O’Brien, 

Barnard, 

Gigault, 

Ouimet, 

Beaty, 

Girouard, 

Pin9onneault, 

Bell, 

Gordon, 

Pope, 

Benson, 

Grandbois, 

Pruyn, 

Bergeron, 

Guilbault, 

Reid, 

Riopel, 

Bergin, 

Quillet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Billy, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Blondeau, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bourbeau, 

Hall, 

Hay, 

Royal, 

Bowell, 

Scott, 

Bryson, 

Hickey, 

Shakespeare, 

Burns, 

Hilliard, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Cameron  (Inverness); 

,  Homer, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Hurteau, 

Sproule, 

Carling, 

Ives, 

Stairs, 

Caron, 

Ohapleau, 

Sir  John  A. 

Jenkins, 

Taschereau, 

Kaulbach, 

Macdonald. 

Taylor, 

Cochrane,  Kilvert, 

Colby,  Kinney, 

Costigan,  Krans, 

Coughlin,  Labrosse, 

Coursoi,  Landry  (Kent), 

Curran,  Landry  (Montmagny), 

Cuthbert,  Langevin, 

Daly,  Lesage, 

Dawson,  Macdonald  (King’s), 

Desaulniers  (Mask’ nge), Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Desaulniers  (St. M’rice), Mackintosh, 

Desjardins,  Macmaster, 

Dickinson,  Macmillan  (Middlesex) 

Dodd,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dugas,  McOallum, 

Dundas,  McCarthy, 

Dupont,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Farrow, 


Temple, 

Tilley, 

Townshend, 

Tupper, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Yanase, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 

White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

, Williams, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Woodworth, 

Wright.— 118. 


Motion  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 


Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  11.55  p.m, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  6th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

Order,  House  again  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  In  rising,  Sir,  to  continue  the 
debate  upon  the  motion  that  you  do  leave  the  Chair  for  the 
House  to  go  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  I  desire 
to  say  that  I  think  the  debate  might  yery  fairly,  if  both 
sides  would  agree  to  it,  be  left  precisely  where  it  stands  at 
this  moment.  We  have  had  from  the  hon.  Finance  Minister 
a  speech  as  able  as  it  was  exhaustive,  a  speech  than  which, 
I  believe,  no  better  has  ever  been  delivered  from  the  Min¬ 
isterial  benches  on  a  similar  occasion  in  Canada,  and  which 
embodied  as  completo  a  statement  of  the  financial  and  in¬ 
dustrial  position  of  'this  country  as  could  very  well  be 
embodied  in  any  statement  of  the  kind.  We  have 
had  as  a  reply  to  that  a  speech  from  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  who  speaks  for  the 
Opposition,  in  matters  of  thip  kind,  with  some  degree  of 
authority,  which,  I  think,  even  his  own  friends  will  admit, 
was  hardly  equal  to  the  reputation  which  he  deservedly 
possesses  as  an  able  debater.  If  one  may  judge  of  the  speech 
— if  one  may  use,  in  fact,  the  concluding  sentence  of  the 
speech  as  a  commentary  on  the  speech  itself — the  hon. 
gentleman  unfortunately  indulged  in  those  extravagances  of 
statement  which,  I  think,  impair  very  greatly,  the  effect 
of  what  otherwise  might  be  useful  statements  in  relation 
to  public  affairs,  and  which  certainly,  so  far  as  we  are  con¬ 
cerned  on  this  side  of  the  House,  do  not  make  his  speeches, 
as  a  rule,  very  dangerous  to  us.  Sir,  let  me  ask  you  what 
will  be  thought,  what  can  be  thought,  of  an  hon.  gentleman 
with  the  responsibility  that  rests  on  that  hon.  gentleman  as 
an  ex- Finance  Minister,  who,  after  three  hours  of  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  affairs  of  the  country,  concluded  in  these  words  : 

“  I  aay  this  in  conclusion,  and  I  say  it,  not  as  a  matter  of  rhetorical 
statement,  but  as  a  simple  matter  of  fact,  capable  of  mathematical 
demonstration,  that  I  believe  to-day,  if  we  sat  down  and  counted  the 
cost,  we  would  find  that  this  country  has  lost  more  in  six  years  of  evil 
Government  relatively  to  its  population  and  its  resources  than  the 
people  of  the  United  States  did  in  the  four  years  of  desperate  civil  war 
which  immediately  preceded  the  foimation  of  our  Confederation.” 

It  does  seem  to  mo,  Sir,  that  an  hon.  gentleman  who 
approaches  a  discussion  of  the  affairs  of  this  country,  of  it? 
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financial  and  industrial  position,  bolding  the  view  which  is 
embodied  in  the  words  which  I  have  just  quoted,  puts  him¬ 
self  out  of  court  altogether  as  a  reasonable  authority  upon 
tho  questions  with  which  we  have  to  deal  in  a  discussion  of 
this  kind.  The  lion,  gentleman  commenced  by  telling  us 
that  he  proposed  to  deal  in  some  disagreeable  truths.  He 
commenced  by  telling  us  that  ho  anticipated  that  possibly 
from  this  side  of  tho  House  he  would  bo  charged  as  unpatri¬ 
otic  because  of  the  statements  he  was  about  to  make ;  but 
influenced,  like  one  of  Gilbert’s  creations,  with  that  terrible 
sense  of  duty,  being  in  fact  the  slave  of  duty,  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  tell  the  truth,  whatever  might  be  the  result  to 
the  country,  or,  in  fact,  to  himself.  Well,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  do  not  think  this  country  has  anything  to  fear 
from  tho  truth.  I  believe  that  tho  truth  fairly  told,  I  believe 
that  the  truth  fully  told,  told  without  mitigation,  without 
concealment  of  any  fact,  will  not  injure  but  benefit  the 
country.  But  the  iron,  gentlemen,  under  the  guise  of  truth 
commence  their  statements  by  the  declaration  that  they  are 
overwhelmed  with  a  sense  of  tho  duty  attaching  to  them  to 
tell  tho  truth,  and  then  deliberately  proceed  to  make  state¬ 
ments  which,  to  say  the  least  of  them,  would  not,  in  any 
other  place  but  Parliament,  be  entitled  to  be  called  truth. 
We  may  fairly  conclude  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  makes 
such  statements  to  the  prejudice  of  his  country  is  not 
entitled  to  any  great  consideration,  and  is  certainly  not  in  a 
position  to  set  himself  up  as  being  influenced  simply  by  his 
sense  of  duty  to  the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  on  this, 
as  on  former  occasions,  dealt  with  the  question  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Canada,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  very 
greatly  to  be  regretted  that  we  should  find  ourselves,  on 
almost  every  occasion  when  this  debate  arises,  or  similar 
debates  arise,  compelled  to  defend  the  country  against 
statements,  which,  if  they  were  true,  even  in  part,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  at  any  rate  to  parade  on 
evexy  possible  occasion ;  but  which,  as  I  shall  show  in 
a  moment,  are  not  only  not  coiTect  even  in  part, 
but  are  so  absui’dly  incorrect  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
prosents  them  to  the  House  can  hardly  be  credited  in  court¬ 
esy  with  believing  them  himself.  The  hon.  gentleman  reit¬ 
erated  here  the  statement  which  he  made  with  regard  to 
the  loss  of  population  to  Canada  in  a  memorable  speech 
in  Montreal.  On  that  occasion  he  elaborated  his  figures 
more  than  he  ventured  to  do  yestei’day;  but  as  he  took  the 
full  responsibility  for  them,  I  shall  take  occasion  to  refer  to 
them,  and  I  think  I  will  bo  able  to  convince  even  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  that  they  are  not  entitled  to  the  credit 
which  he  would  desire  they  should  obtain.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  admits  that  from  1840  to  1861,  the  country  made 
considerable  progress.  Ho  gave  the  figures  of  the  census 
in  1840  as  987,000;  those  by  tbo  census  of  1851  as 
1,842,000,  and  of  1861,  2,507,000,  which  figures,  he  ad¬ 
mitted,  showed  a  very  rapid  increase  indeed.  And  having 
made  that  admission,  he  started  for  the  pui’poses  of  his  dis¬ 
cussion  with  the  census  of  1861.  The  population  of 
the  old  Pi-ovinces  in  1861,  ho  said,  was  3,200,000;  the  net 
increase  of  births  over  deaths,  or  the  natural  increase,  he 
said,  ought  to  have  been  2,000,000  ;  that  is,  that  the  popu¬ 
lation,  without  tho  addition  of  any  immigration,  should 
have  been  5,200,000,  or  an  increase  of  62J  per  cent.  How 
lie  obtained  that  62£  per  cent,  as  the  basis  of  his  calculation 
I  shall  show  in  a  moment  or  two,  but  that  is  the  basis — and 
I  want  hon.  gentlemen  to  remember  it— of  the  increase 
which  he  has  taken  in  all  of  his  calculations,  and  upon 
which  ho  has  ventured  to  say  that  this  country,  so  far  from 
progressing,  has  steadily  lost  in  population.  He  went  on  to 
say  that  the  immigrants  settled  in  Canada  during  those 
20  years  numbered  499,562,  that  the  natural  incx’ease  of  the 
immigrants  would  be  210,000,  or  a  little  over  42 
per  cent.;  and  the  cui’ious  thing  is  that  in  oi’der  to 
make  that  increase  he  assumes  that  the  whole  499,562 
immigrants  were  here  at  the  commencement  of  the  20 


l  years,  and  that  that  incx-ease  has  boon  going  on  ever 
since.  Why,  those  immigrants  have  been  coming 
in  during  those  twenty  yeax’S,  year  by  year,  the  larger  part 
of  them  pi’actically  dui-ing  recent  yeai’S,  and  to  talk  there¬ 
fore  of  an  increase  of  42  per  cent.,  the  natural  increase  over 
a  period  of  20  years  on  those  499,000  persons,  as  ifthoy  had 
all  been  here  at  the  commencement  of  that  period,  will,  I 
think,  show  the  carelessness  at  any  rate  with  which  he  has 
made  up  his  calculations.  Upon  those  calculations,  how¬ 
ever,  he  comes  to  this  conclusion,  that  the  population  in  1861 
was  3,200,000,  that  the  natural  increase  in  20  years  should 
be  2,000,000,  that  the  immigrants  who  came  into  the  country 
were  499,562,  that  the  natui’al  inci'ease  in  relation  to  them 
should  bo  210,000 — making  a  total  of  5,909,562.  Then  the 
census,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  gave  4,242,000, 
and  he  finds  therefore  that  there  has  been  a  decrease  in  the 
population  of  this  country,  or  x-ather  that  the  population  of 
this  counti’y  is  in  fact  1,667,562  less  than  it  should  have 
been  if  we  had  not  lost  gi'catly  fi’om  our  population  by 
immigration  from  the  country.  How  let  us  look  at  tho 
figui’es  in  the  light  of  the  census  of  the  United  States.  Tho 
Canadians  in  the  United  States,  and  I  think  I  may  fairly 
say  our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  line  ai’e  not  apt  to 
understate  the  case,  the  Canadians  in  the  United  States 
in  1860  were  249,970  ;  in  1870  they  had  increased  to  476,- 
572 ;  and  in  1880  they  had  increased  to  710,585.  Now, 
the  latter  two  periods  are,  for  the  purposes  of  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  tho  only  important  ones,  as  the  people  represented 
by  the  fix’st  figures  were  in  the  United  States,  at  the  time  the 
hon.  gentleman  selected  as  the  starting  point  in  his  calcula¬ 
tion.  You  deduct,  therefoi’e,  this  249,970,  oi’,  in  round  figui’es, 
250,000  people  fi’om  the  population,  and  then  if  you  add  tho 
natui’al  increment  to  the  remainder,  by  the  l’atio  used  in 
the  United  States  census,  which,  I  think,  is  not  an  unfair 
calculation,  you  will  find  that  the  Canadians  in  the  United 
States,  going  there  since  1861,  and  by  the  natui’al  inci’ease 
to  them  since  that  time,  would  number  758,637.  Now  how 
would  tho  case  stand  ?  The  comparison  would  stand  thus : 
Accoi’ding  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  calculation  the  loss  to 
Canada  is  1,667,562,  but  the  actual  loss,  as  shown  by  the 
American  census  of  Canadians  in  the  United  States,  giving 
the  natural  increase  to  those  persons  accoi’ding  to  the  scale 
established  by  the  American  census,  was  758,637. 
So  that  there  is  an  exaggeration  at  tho  very  outset  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  statement,  against  this,  his  own  country, 
of  908,925  ;  that  is  to  say  that,  in  order  to  establish  the 
statement  which  he  made,  there  ought  to  be  no  less  than 
900,000  more  Canadians  in  the  United  States  than  the 
census  of  tho  United  States  assumes  to  be  there.  I  leave  it 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  to  discover  where  these  900,000 
people  have  gone.  Then  there  is  another  thing  which  ought 
to  be  taken  into  account.  Although  I  suppose  theso  persons 
would  be  regarded  as  part  of  the  general  immigration,  it  is 
well  just  at  this  point  to  state  tho  fact  that  there  have  been 
persons  coming  from  the  United  States  to  Canada  as  well 
as  porsons  going  from  Canada  to  the  United  States.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  census  of  1880  in  the  United  States  and  the 
census  of  1881  here,  while  there  were  14  Canadians  to  each 
1,000  in  the  United  States,  there  were  18  Americans  to 
each  1,000  in  Canada,  so  that  after  all  there  has  been  a  fair 
interchange  of  the  courtesies  of  visitation  between  the  peo¬ 
ples  of  tho  two  countries  during  that  period.  But  tho  hon. 
gentleman  carried  his  calculation  still  further.  When  he  was 
speaking  in  Montreal,  in  November,  1884,  he  said  that  Cana¬ 
da  had  at  the  outside,  exclusive  of  Indians,  a  population  of 
barely  4,4u0,0Q0,  while  it  ought  to  have  had  6,700,000,  mak¬ 
ing  a  loss,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  of  2,3U0,000 
persons,  or  an  additional  loss  in  the  last  four  years  of  no 
less  than  700,000.  That  is,  that  our  loss  had  increased, 
according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement,  between  1880 
and  1884,  by  no  less  than  700,000  persons.  Now,  on 
the  same  basis  of  calculation,  which  I  presented  before,  we 
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have  the  loss  calculated  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  2,300,000  ; 
the  loss  according  to  the  United  States  census,  836,404, 
so  that  we  »have  an  exaggeration  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  according  to  that  method  of  calculation,  the 
correctness  of  which  I  venture  to  say  cannot  be  success¬ 
fully  impugned,  of  1,463,596,  or  in  round  numbers  an 
exaggeration  of  a  million  and  a  half.  We  have  an  opportu¬ 
nity  of  knowing  something,  during  the  last  few  years  at 
any  rate,  from  statistics  that  cannot  be  very  well  ques¬ 
tioned,  as  to  what  has  been  the  movement  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  between  the  United  States  and  Canada.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  I  believe,  have  obtained  from  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  audit  office  a  statement  of  the  actual  number 
of  passengers  going  out  and  coming  in  at  the  different  points 
at  which  the  line  crosses  the  frontier.  So  that,  so  far  as 
that  railway  is  concerned  at  any  rate,  we  have  in  these 
figures  a  tolerably  accurate  statement  of  the  difference 
between  the  income  and  the  outgo  of  the  people  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada.  What  do  we  find  ?  For  the 
fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1883,  the  net  total  number 
of  passengers  from  Canada  to  the  United  States,  excluding 
through  passengers,  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  system 
was  IS1?, 935 ;  the  total  number  of  passengers  from  the 
United  States  to  Canada,  excluding  again  European  immi¬ 
grants  simply  passing  through  the  United  States  to  Canada, 
was  192,627,  or  a  net  gain  to  Canada,  according  to  the 
official  statement  of  the  audit  office  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  of  4,692  persons.  Then,  if  you  take  the  last 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30th,  1884,  you  will  find  that  from 
Canada  to  the  United  States  the  number  of  persons,  again 
excluding  European  passengers,  was  201,931,  while  the  not 
total  number  of  passengers  from  the  United  States  to  Can¬ 
ada,  excluding  in  the  samo  way  those  who  came  through 
from  Europe,  was  204,838,  or  a  net  gain  to  Can¬ 
ada  of  2,907  persons,  or  in  round  numbers  3,000, 
Now,  these  figures  may  or  may  not  bo  absolutely 
accurate.  We  have  possibly  as  good  a  test  in 
regard  to  their  accuracy  as  it  is  possible  to  get,  from  the  fact 
that  they  have  come  from  the  audit  office  of  a  railway 
corporation  which  has  not,  I  am  bound  to  say,  shown  itself 
much  interested  in  building  up  either  this  Government  or 
this  country  during  recent  years;  and  we  have  a  statement 
from  that  audit  office  which  shows,  at  least,  that  there  has 
been  no  sueh  loss  of  population  by  persons  going  from 
Canada  into  the  United  States  as  would  at  all  justify  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  Thou  we  may 
take  another  way.  We  may  take  the  immigrants  from  the 
United  States,  some  of  them  returned  Canadians,  some  of 
them  Americans  coming  to  settle  in  Canada— and  you  will 
find  Americans  in  every  town  in  Canada,  in  all  the  manu¬ 
facturing  centres  in  Canada  you  will  find  American  work¬ 
ingmen  who  have  come  to  find  employment  here  just  as  you 
will  find  Canadian  workingmen  who  have  gone  to  find 
employment  there — and  if  we  take  the  entries  of  settlers' 
effects,  we  shall  find  that  in  1879  the  settlers  who  entered 
their  effects  at  the  Custom  house,  and  so  registered 
themselves  as  people  coming  to  settle  in  Canada, 
were  9,775;  in  1880,  they  were  10,961;  in  1881, 
15,404;  in  1882,  30,554;  in  1883,  34,987;  and  in 
1884,35,891.  1  think  that  will  show  that  there  has  been 
a  steady  increase  in  the  number  of  persons  coming 
from  the  United  States  to  Canada  to  settle,  and  yet,  in  spite 
of  those  figures,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  could  have  got 
without  any  trouble  if  he  had  been  anxious  simply  to 
tell  the  exact  truth  in  relation  to  this  matter,  he  has 
ventured  to  base  his  whole  argument  upon  the  suppo¬ 
sition  that  a  much  larger  and  a  continuing  larger  out¬ 
flow  is  going  from  Canada  into  the  United  States.  There 
is  no  doubt  whatever  that  during  the  last  30  years  a  good 
many  Canadians  have  gone  to  the  United  States,  Nobody 
doubts  it;  nobody  denies  it ;  nobody  can  question  it.  There 
have  been  reasons  for  it,  and  reasons  are  of  a  very  simple 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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character.  If  you  go,  for  instance,  to  the  great  lumber 
regions  of  Michigan,  you  find  a  number  of  Canadians  who 
have  gone  there  to  work  in  the  lumber  shanties  and  the 
saw  mills.  That  is  an  industry  with  which  they  have  been 
acquainted  here,  and  they  have  gone  in  great  numbers,  to 
find  employment  which  they  could  not  find  here.  Then,  in 
the  industries  of  New  England,  an  incentive  has  been 
offered  to  a  great  many  Canadians  to  find  employment  in 
those  manufactories, and  there  have  been  still  greater  induce¬ 
ments  in  the  great  prairie  lands  of  the  American  north¬ 
west  which  were  opened  long  before  our  prairie  lands,  in  our 
North-West,  were  open  to  settlement,  and  which  annually 
attracted  large  numbers  of  persons  not  only  from  Canada 
but  from  the  old  States  of  the  Union  as  well,  who  have  gone 
there  to  settle.  All  these  inducements  proved  attractive  to 
the  people  of  the  Eastern  States,  and  those  States  have  suf¬ 
fered  in  quite  as  great  a  degree  as  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  I 
come  to  what  seems  to  be  a  crucial  test  of  the  unfairness  of 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  mode  of  calculation  upon  this  subject. 
He  has  assumed  62J  per  cent,  as  what  should  be  the  natural 
increase  for  20  years,  irrespective  of  immigration  altogether, 
and  he  has  based  his  entire  calculation  as  to  the  loss  of 
population  to  Canada  upon  that  figure.  Now,  what  is  the 
fact?  We  find,  for  instance,  that  the  decennial  increase  in 
the  United  States  was  as  follows: — 


From  1830  to  1840......... . . 

“  1840  t.n  1850 . . 

. .  35‘87 

ll 

1850  to  1860 . 

. .  35-58 

U 

1860  to  1870 . . . .  . 

u 

1870  to  1880..... . . . . 

Making  an  average  decennial  increase  of  3 1*36,  or,  for 
20  years,  62-72.  The  hon.  gentleman  takes  62 b,  but  he 
did  not  take  the  trouble  to  remember  that  this  increase  in 
the  United  States  was  not  the  natural  increase  of  the  peoplo. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Why  don’t  you  take 
1790  to  1810,  when  the  population  was  the  same? 

Mr.  WHITE.  Well,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  chooses  to  go 
back  to  those  dates  he  is  at  liberty  to  do  so,  but  I  think  ho 
will  find  that  the  argument  in  relation  to  the  natural  in¬ 
crease  will  be  precisely  the  same  as  the  argument  here. 
Now,  when  I  find  that  the  United  States  show  an  increase  of 
the  population,  during  twenty  years,  of  62-72,  and  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  taken  as  a  reasonable  basis  for  the  natur¬ 
al  increase  of  Canada,  and  as  tho  basis  of  his  entire  calcu¬ 
lation,  an  increase  of  62-50,  I  have  a  right  to  assume,  at 
any  rate,  that  it  is  upon  that  he  has  made  his  calcula¬ 
tion.  But  ho  has  ignored  altogether  the  fact  that  that 
increase  of  62-72  in  tho  United  States  for  the  twenty 
years  actually  included  the  immigration  as  well  as  the 
natural  increase,  and  therefore  was  not  a  fair  test  to  apply  to 
this  matter  at  all.  The  United  States  have  increased  during 
that  time  from  various  causes,  from  the  annexation  of  ter¬ 
ritory,  and  in  other  ways,  but  whatever  the  increase  was, 
the  figures  I  have  given  cover  the  whole  increase  and  not 
the  natural  increase  alone.  Now,  Sir,  another  way  of 
testing  the  absurdly  exaggerated  character  of  tho  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  figures  is  to  take  the  increases  in  tho  United  States 
as  they  are  stated.  From  1860  to  1870  the  increase  in  tho 
United  States  was  22-63,  and  of  that  15-38  was  put  down  as 
the  natural  increase,  and  7.25  as  the  increase  from  immigra¬ 
tion.  From  1870  to  1880  tho  whole  increase  was  30.07  ; 
the  natural  increase  being  put  down  as  22-78,  and  the  increase 
from  immigration  at  7-29.  Now,  Sir,  apply  these  figures  to 
the  population  of  Canada,  and  what  do  wo  find  ?  Tho 
population  in  1861  was  3,200,000  and  the  natural  increase 
from  1871  would  be  492,160  and  the  increase  from  immigra¬ 
tion  would  be  242,000,  making  a  population  in  1871  of 
3,934,160.  Then  take  the  actual  increase  in  1881,  of 
896,202  and  from  immigration  of  286,801,  and  taking  tho 
figures  of  the  United  States  and  applying  them  to  Canada, 
the  population  of  this  country  in  1881  would  be  5,117,163. 
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But  the  actual  population  by  the  census  was  4,324,810,  or  a 
loss  by  the  calculation  of  this  standard  of  793,353.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  states  that  the  loss  during  that  period  was 
1,667,563.  showing  a  mistake  in  the  direction  of  exaggeration 
of  874,209.  Now,  Sir,  how  do  we  stand— for  I  think  after 
all  that  is  a  fair  Avay  to  look  at  this  question — in  relation  to 
the  tolerably  prosperous  eastern  States  of  the  Union  ?  I 
take  the  State  of  Massachusetts  which,  I  think,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  admit  is  a  tolerably  prosperous  State,  probably 
the  most  prosperous  of  the  New  England  States,  in  which  is 
found  a  very  large  number  of  French  Canadians,  for  a 
great  many  French  Canadians  who  have  gone  from 
Canada  have  gone  into  Massachusetts.  We  find 
that  the  increase  in  population  of  that  State  between  I860 
and  1880  was  18  per  cent.  Wo  find  that  some  other  of  the 
New  England  States  as  well  as  Canada,  are  subject  to  the 
same  process  of  emigration  to  the  W estern  States,  particu¬ 
larly  into  newer  fields.  We  find  in  some  of  them,  as  in  New 
Hampshire,  Maine,  and  Vermont  that  there  was  scarcely 
any  increase  whatever,  and  I  believe  in  one  of  those 
States  during  one  decennial  period  there  was  an  actual 
decrease.  Now,  the  increase  of  population  in  Canada  in  the 
same  period  was  36‘3.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the  same 
period,  Dakota  showed  a  gain  of  193  per  cent.,  Kansas,  239 
per  cent.,  Minnesota,  155  per  cent.,  and  Illinois,  48  per  cent. 
Then  Sir,  if  I  take  the  State  of  New  York,  which  is  called 
the  Empire  State  of  the  Union,  with  its  large  urban  popu¬ 
lation,  with  the  enormous  growth  of  population  in  the 
cities  of  Brooklyn,  New  York  and  other  great  cities  of  that 
State,  what  do  we  find  ?  If  you  take  the  State  of  New  York 
according  to  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  when  ho  asked  me  to  go  back  to  1790  I  point  him  to 
the  State  of  New  York,  which,  standing  alone,  at  any  rate, 
offers  a  fair  comparison — if  you  take  that  State,  and  apply 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  method  of  calculation,  adding  for 
20  years  62£  per  cent,  as  the  natural  increase,  the 
population  should  be  6,306,625  ;  but  the  actual  population 
by  the  census  was  only  5,083,000,  or  a  loss  in  population 
to  the  State  of  New  York,  according  to  the  method 
he  has  applied  to  Canada,  of  no  less  thau  1,223,625, 
If  to  that  is  added  the  immigration  and  its  increases,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  in  the  case  of  Canada,  we  have  750,000 
more,  and  the  loss  in  that  case  would  be  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  applying  the  same  method  of  calculation  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  applied  to  Canada,  1,973,625.  Now, 
Sir,  that  is  300,000  more  than  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  his 
wildest  flight  of  imagination,  says  was  the  loss  to  Canada. 
The  actual  facts  of  the  comparison  are  these,  as  ascertained 
by  the  census,  which  we  may  fairly  assume  to  be 
correct:  that  the  State  of  New  York  increased  in 
20  years  1,202,000,  or  30‘97,  while  Canada  increased 
36f03,  or  one-fifth  more  than  the  State  of  New  York. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  unsatisfactory  when  you  come  to  remem¬ 
ber  that  down  to  1881  we  scarcely  had  a  North-West  in  the 
sense  of  an  attractive  territory  to  which  settlei’s  could  go, 
when  we  were  only  beginning  to  open  it  up,  to  offer  indu¬ 
cements  to  people  to  go  there  by  means  of  the  construction 
of  railways  through  that  territory,  that  Canada,  with  all 
the  attractions  which  the  Western  States  had  to  offer,  with 
all  the  attractions  which  tho  industrial  policy  of  the  United 
States  had  to  offer,  taking  our  people  from  this  country  to 
the  other  side,  still  increased  one-fifth  more  than  the  great 
State  of  New  York.  Yet  the  hon.  gentlemen,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  injuring  this  Government- — although  how  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  going  to  be  injured  by  the  fact  that  we  have 
lost  population  since  1861,  I  cannot  very  well  see— under¬ 
took  to  state  that  there  has  been  a  loss  to  Canada.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  however,  went  on  to  another  process  of 
argument.  He  took  the  school  population,  and  he  asked 
us  to  believe  that  the  population  as  there  stated  is  absolutely 
correct.  I  hold  in  my  hands  the  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Education  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  for  1884,  and  as  the  hon 


gentleman  made  his  statement  in  November,  1884,  I  have 
a  right  to  assume  that  this  is  tho  book  from  which  ho  took 
his  figures.  Yet  on  the  very  threshold  of  his  enquiry,  if  he 
had  chosen  to  read  it,  in  the  very  first  report  of  an  inspector 
published  in  this  book,  what  do  we  find  ? 

“The  average  number  of  days  the  schools  have  been  kept  open  is 
207  8,  or  one-fourth  less  than  for  1881.  The  number  of  pupils  5  to  16 
years  of  age  enrolled  is  5,215,  or  24  less  than  the  previous  year.  It  is 
to  be  noticed  that  trustees,  returns  made  the  number  of  pupils  resident 
December,  1882,  423  less  than  at  the  same  date  the  previous  year.  Con¬ 
sidering  that  the  number  of  students  enrolled  in  1881  was  581  less  than 
the  number  returned  as  resident,  and  that  tor  1882  the  number  enrolled 
approaches  within  182  of  those  resident,  1  cannot  but  think  that  the 
census  has  been  defective,  and  that  there  are  more  than  6,397  children 
residents  in  the  county.” 

That  is  the  statement  from  the  very  first  report  of  the  ins¬ 
pector  in  the  very  volume  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  using  the  figures,  declared  by  that 
inspector  to  be  inaccurate,  to  be  notoriously  inaccurate  ; 
that  is  the  report  of  the  inspector  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
met  at  the  very  threshold  of  his  enquiry  ;  and  yet  he  was 
bound  by  bis  sense  of  duty,  by  that  overwhelming  dispo¬ 
sition  to  tell  the  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  to  ignore 
that  statement  and  take  those  figures  as  if  they  were  abso¬ 
lutely  correct,  although  I  may  fairly  say  that  they  beat- 
evidence  in  the  very  character  of  the  figures  themselves  of 
being  anything  but  correct.  Taking  those  school  figures, 
what  do  we  find  ?  The  school  population  between  five  and 
sixteen  years  in  1874  was  511,603,  in  1878,  492,360,  or  a 
decrease  from  1874  to  1878  of  19,243.  In  1883  the  number 
was  478,791,  or  a  decrease  of  13,565.  So  that  the  average 
yearly  decrease  from  1874  to  1878,  according  to  tho  figures 
which  tho  hon.  gentleman  relies  upon,  was  4,811,  while  tho 
average  yearly  decrease  from  1878  to  1883  was  2,714, 
showing  a  smaller  annual  average  decrease  during  the 
latter  period  than  during  the  former.  The  hon.  gentlemen 
was  iu  office  during  the  whole  of  the  former  period. 
Whoever  then  thought  of  taking  up  tho  school  statistics 
for  the  purpose  of  injuring  the  hon.  gentleman  even  at  tho 
risk  of  injuring  the  country,  or  whoever  attached  any  impor¬ 
tance  to  those  statistics,  as  showing  that  this  country  was 
not  reasonably  progressing  ? 

Mr.  MILLS,  What  figures  were  appealed  to? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Certainly  not  these  school 
figures.  We  knew  they  wore  inaccurate — they  bore  inac¬ 
curacy  on  the  faco  of  them.  No  one  could  look  at  tho  figures 
without  knowing  they  were  inaccurate.  Look  at  the  figures 
and  see  how  they  stand.  Take  the  town  of  Bellevillo.  Wo 
have  the  number  returned  for  four  years  as  2,610  each  year, 
not  one  more  and  not  one  less.  That  one  fact,  together  with 
the  report  of  the  inspector,  ought  to  have  taught  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  this  was  not  a  very  safe  weapon  for  him  to  uso 
in  order  to  show  that  our  population  is  diminishing.  Take 
the  city  of  London.  I  find  that  for  threo  years,  1881-82-83, 
4,900  Avas  the  exact  figure,  neither  one  more  nor  one  less. 
Thon  I  find  St.  Catharines  had  a  little  bit  of  an  increase,  a 
slight  change.  In  1880-81-82  there  wore  2,500  for  oach  of 
those  years,  neither  one  more  nor  ono  less;  but  in  1883 
there  was  an  increase  of  60— exactly  60.  But  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  with  going  through  this  list  of  figuros.  If 
you  take  towns  that  are  familiar  to  all  of  us,  you  find  similar 
inaccuracies.  Take  Peterborough,  which  has  been  growing 
rapidly  and  is  an  important  railway  and  industrial  centre, 
and  what  do  we  find  by  these  figures  ?  We  find  that  they  show 
1,950  iu  1880;  1,800  in  1881 ;  the  number  went  up  to  2,000  in 
1882 ;  and  in  1883  tho  number  was  2,000  sti  11,  exactly  the  same 
figure,  neither  one  more  nor  one  less.  I  might  go  through 
the  Avholc  of  the  figures  and  show  that  on  the  face  of  them 
they  bear  the  evidence  of  being  utterly  unreliable  as  a  basis 
on  which  a  fair  calculation  could  be  made  as  to  the  move¬ 
ment  of  population  in  Canada.  Then  I  take  another  point 
with  respect  to  them.  If  you  take  the  municipal  statistics, 
to  which  the  hon,  gentleman  attaches  some  importance, 
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what  do  wo  find  ?  Take  the  municipal  statistics  and 
the  school  statistics  for  1878-79-80-81-82-83—-I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  reading  them-— -and  what  do 
we  find?  According  to  the  municipal  statistics  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  Province  increased  during  those  years 
64,341,  while,  according  to  the  Minister  of  Education, 
the  school  population  decreased  13,596  during  the  same 
period.  It  is  certainly  remarkable  that  so  far  as  the  school 
statistics  are  concerned  the  same  fact  is  apparent  in  the 
United  States  as  here.  In  nearly  every  State  of  the  Union 
you  find  that  while  the  population  has  increased  there  has 
been  a  decrease,  apparently,  in  the  school  population.  For 
instance,  in  Connecticut  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the 
population  in  six  years  of  51,000,  and  a  decrease  in  the 
school  population  of  8,000.  In  Illinois  there  has  been  an 
increase  in  population  of  161,400,  and  a  decrease  in  pupils 
of  9,238.  In  Tennessee  there  was  an  increase  in  population 
in  two  years  of  56,800,  and  an  apparent  decrease  in  the 
school  children,  according  to  the  school  returns,  of  25,185. 
Take  the  great  State  of  New  York ;  there  has  been  an 
increase  in  the  population  dui’ing  those  ten  years  of  700,000, 
according  to  the  census,  while  there  has  boen  an  actual 
decrease,  so  far  as  school  returns  are  concerned,  during  the 
same  period,  of  6,820.  The  whole  of  the  statistics,  both  in 
the  United  States  and  Ontario,  show  that  the  school  returns 
-—and  I  do  not  say  that  as  attaching  any  fraudulent  blame 
to  any  person  connected  with  them — almost  from  the  inci¬ 
dent  connected  with  the  collection  of  these  statistics,  are 
utterly  uni’eliable  as  a  basis  of  calculation  in  connection 
with  the  population  of  the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
assumes  that  we  have  lost  population.  It  is  rather  a  re¬ 
markable  thing  that  in  certain  portions  of  the  country — 1 
take  Ontario  and  Quebec  particularly — there  has  been  a  re- 
max’kable  increase  in  the  population.  I  think  wo  may  lay 
it  down  as  almost  an  axiom,  in  dealing  with  the  movements 
of  population,  that  in  the  rural  districts,  in  the  agricultural 
parts  of  the  country,  as  the  country  gets  pretty  well  settled, 
the  population  becomes  practically  stationary.  The  increase 
will  be  found  in  the  urban  and  suburban  populations 
within  those  districts,  but  so  far  as  the  agricultural  portion 
is  concerned  the  population  does  not  show  any  great  in¬ 
crease.  But  where  you  will  find  the  increase  is  in 
the  newer  districts  of  the  country,  to  which  the  young 
people  and  even  the  old  people  remove  themselves,  to  find 
in  tbem  an  opportunity  to  devoto  their  enterprise  and 
industry  to  building  up  homes  for  themselves.  Wo  have  had 
that  going  on  at  all  times  in  Canada  in  the  newer  districts 
of  the  country — in  the  county  of  Huron,  in  the  county  of 
Bruce  and  now  it  is  going  on  in  Muskoka,  and  Algoma,  and  in 
many  places  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  I  am  happy  to  say 
the  same  kind  of  thing  has  begun  to  go  on.  Take,  for  in¬ 
stance,  the  district  of  Saguenay  and  Chicoutimi ;  according 
to  the  censuses  of  1871  and  1881  the  increase  in  that  district 
was  68  per  cent.,  and  I  believe  that  if  the  people  of  Quebec 
ai'e  successful  in  the  enterprise  they  have  in  hand,  the  Lake 
St.  John  Bailway,  the  population  will  show  a  much  larger 
increase  at  the  next  census  than  it  did  at  the  last.  There  is 
in  that  country  at  the  head  of  the  Saguenay,  as  it  is  said  by 
those  who  know  it,  almost  a  new — North-West,  I  was  going 
to  say — but,  at  any  rate,  a  great  north,  almost  equal  to  the 
great  North-West  tor  agricultural  and  other  purposes.  Take 
the  county  of  Ottawa ;  I  find  that  the  increase  there  has 
been  far  in  excess  of  the  general  increase  of  the  country. 
Twenty-nine  per  cent,  was  the  increase,  and  thei’e,  too,  as 
these  new  railways  go  on,  as  those  settlements  increase, 
which  are  happily  going  in  at  this  moment  under 
the  dii’ection  of  the  Rev.  Cuie  Labello  and  other 
persons,  we  will  find  that  a  large  number  of  people  will  go 
and  settle  in  those  newer  parts  of  the  country,  which  before 
wei’e  looked  upon  as  uninhabitable  and  utterly  useless,  except 
perhaps  for  raising  timber.  Take  again  Muskoka,  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario;  I  find  that  from  1871  to  1881  the 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell), 


population  of  Muskoka  increased  400  per  cent.  I  find  that 
in  North  Renfrew,  where  thei’e  is  a  largj  district  opening 
up  for  settlement,  the  inci’ease  was  5 1  per  cent.  I  find  that 
in  South  Renfrew  the  inci’ease  was  36  per  cent;  North 
Simcoo,  46  per  cent. ;  Algoma,  189  per  cent.  And,  Mr. 
Speakei’,  it  is  rather  a  i*emarkable  thing  that  while  we  have 
hei’e  hon.  gentlemen  telling  us  that  the  population  is  not 
inci’easing,  their  fi’iends  in  the  Legislature  at  Toi’onto — so 
convinced  are  they  of  the  enormous  movement  of  popula¬ 
tion  to  tho  Algoma  district — have  actually  inti’oduced  a  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  an  additional  member  to  Algoma, 
and  they  have  made  use  of  that  fact  to  effect  a  Gerrymander 
system - - 

Mr.  MILLS.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Who  says  no  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  All  I  can  say  is,  that  in  my  own 
constituency  of  Cardwell  nobody  will  recognise  it  as  it  is 
fixed  up  now,  with  the  simple  object,  and  none  other,  of 
giving  Mr.  Chisholm  a  safe  seat  in  Peel,  which  he  would 
certainly  have  lost  if  the  conditions  had  l’emained  the  same 
as  they  now  are.  For  the  object  of  possibly  securing  one  sate 
seat  in  Simcoe  we  find  that  we  ai’e  given  for  the  Local — 
and  I  am  not  sorry  that  Cai’dwell  is  to  be  made  a  good  con¬ 
stituency — a  majority  of  some  400  and  odd,  when  befoi’e 
wo  had  only  40,  after  very  hai’d  fighting.  But  I  say  that 
these  gentlemen  have  in  Ontario,  tor  the  mere  pui’pose — 
because  that  is  tho  pretence —of  giving  an  additional  mem¬ 
ber  to  Algoma,  indicated  the  fact  of  their  beliof  in  the 
enormous  growth  of  population  in  that  district,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  this  additional  member  they  have  inti’o¬ 
duced  this  remarkable  Gerrymandering  Bill,  which,  I  am 
bouud  to  say,  utterly  puts  to  shame  any  efforts  made  in 
this  House  in  the  way  of  a  redistribution  of  seats,  and 
which,  Mi’.  Speaker,  will  entitle — not  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  thi3  House,  of  course — but  the  Liberal  party,  to  continue 
to  deserve  the  name  which  was  given  to  them  some  years  ago 
by  one  who  knew  them  well — of  the  party  of  organized 
hypocrisy.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  objected  very 
much  to  immigration.  Ho  told  us  immigration  should, 
practically  be  stopped.  He  said,  in  fact,  that  to  invite 
immigrants  into  this  country  was  simply  to  bring  people 
hero  who  could  only  get  food  by  depriving  some  native- 
born  Canadian  of  his  means  of  livelihood.  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  a  native-born  Canadian,  and  I  am 
proud  of  it ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  this  :  my 
father  was  not  a  native-born  Canadian,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  say  here,  that  because  he  was  not  a  native  of  this  country 
he  was  not  just  as  good  as  if  he  had  been  been  born  here. 
This  country  has  been  made  by  people  who  came  from  tho 
old  world  ;  it  is  being  made  now  by  tho  sons  of  those  who 
came  from  the  old  world,  and  this  attempt  to  organise  a 
Know-nothing  club  in  Canada,  and  to  declare  that  no  man 
shall  have  a  position  in  this  country  unless  he  happons  to 
be  a  native-born  Canadian,  no  matter  how  long  he  may 
have  resided  here,  and  to  do  so  in  the  interests  of  persons 
who  have  largely  come  to  the  country  within  a  compara¬ 
tively  few  years,  is  a  policy  which  I  venture  to  think  will  not 
meet  with  much  sympathy  outside.  Now,  what  has  been  the 
conduct  of  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  friends  and  himself  when 
he  was  in  office?  I  think  we  may  fairly  say  that  in  those 
days  the  condition  of  the  labor  market  was  certainly  as 
depressed,  to  say  the  least,  as  it  is  at  the  present  moment. 
In  1877  the  number  who  came  into  Canada,  tho  number 
who  were  oncouraged  to  come  to  Canada  by  tho  efforts  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  through  their  agencies  on  the  other  side, 
was  27,076 ;  in  1878  it  was  29,080,  and  a  remarkable 
feature  with  regard  to  that  immigration  is  as  to  its  char¬ 
acter.  Only  at  Quebec  was  there  a  classification  of  immi¬ 
grants,  according  to  occupation  and  nationality,  but  I  think 
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we  may  fairly  assume  that  that  classification  at  Quebec  will 
apply  pretty  well  over  the  whole  volume  of  the  immigra¬ 
tion.  Now  in  1877,  as  I  have  said,  27,076  immigrants  came 
into  the  country.  Of  the  number  of  those  who  were  regis¬ 
tered  at  Quebec,  a  large  proportion  were  laborers,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  condition  of  the  labor  market  in  Canada  in 
1877  was  any  better  than  it  is  to-day.  01  the  total  registered 
number  in  that  year,  1,118  were  mechanics,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  there  was  not  a  greater  amount  of  employment  for 
mechanics  in  that  year  than  there  exists  at  present ;  and  of 
these  two  classes  of  the  immigrants  which  came  into 
Canada,  under  the  auspices  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  no 
loss  than  91A  per  cent,  were  of  the  very  classes  as  to  which 
last  year  they  were  moving  resolutions  objecting  to  their 
immigration,  and  as  to  which  they  are  now  asking  questions, 
in  the  direction  of  excluding  them  from  Canada  altogether. 
Then  if  yon  take  the  year  1878,  I  find  that  there  were 
2,839  laborers  and  879  mechanics,  or,  of  the  classes  objected 
to  by  hon.  gentlemen  now,  there  wore  92  per  cent,  of  the 
oniire  classified  immigration  that  came  into  the  country. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  in  the  face  of  that,  these  hon.  gentlemen 
are  hardly  in  a  position  to  say  that  this  Government  has 
dealt  in  any  sense  unfairly  with  the  great  working  classes 
of  the  country  in  their  efforts  to  encourage  immigration 
into  Canada.  Sir,  we  have  some  illustrations  of  what  the 
condition  of  this  matter  was  in  these  two  periods,  as  indi¬ 
cating,  at  any  rate,  that  there  has  been  no  special  reason 
why  an  immigration  policy  which  was  considered  good  in 
1817  and  1878,  should  bo  considered  so  very  bad  in  18S4. 
Here,  for  instance,  is  a  statement  of  the  average  rate  of 
wages  paid  in  the  Dominion  in  1878  and  in  1884;  and  these 
returns,  I  may  say,  are  obtained  from  the  agents  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  in  all  the  cities  of  Canada 
where  there  are  agents  :  Farm  laborers,  in  1878,  got  from 
$10  to  $20  a  month  with  board ;  in  1884  they  got  from  $15 
to  $22  per  month  with  board.  Common  laborers,  in  1878, 
had  from  80  cents  to  $1  a  day;  in  1884  they  have  been 
getting  from  $1  to  $1.75  per  day.  Female  domestics,  in 
1878,  were  getting  from  $5  to  $6  a  month ;  in  1884 
they  have  been  getting  from  $6  to  $12  a  month ; 
and  so  far  as  mechanics  are  concerned,  although  there  is 
no  statement  made,  I  think  we  may  fairly  assume  that  the 
rate  of  wages  for  mechanics  will  run  substantially  upon  the 
same  lines  as  the  rate  for  laborers.  Wo  have,  Sir,  another 
fact  which  gives  a  very  strong  indication  of  what  the  rate 
of  wages  at  these  two  periods  was— I  mean  the  rate  of 
wages  paid  in  the  lumber  woods.  That  is  a  matter  which 
anyone  can  test  for  himself.  In  1878,  according  to  the 
returns,  the  rate  of  wages  in  the  woods  was  $12  a  month,  in 
1879  $14,  in  1880  $15.50,  in  1881  $18,  in  1882  $22,  in  1883 
$23,  and  in  1884  it  had  got  back  again  to  $18  a  month; 
but  as  between  1878  and  1884  the  rate  was  $12  a  month 
in  the  former  period,  and  $18  a  month  in  the  latter, 
indicating,  I  think,  pretty  clearly,  that  there  has  been  no 
such  plethora  ot  labor  in  the  country  as  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  desire  us  to  believe,  in  the  efforts  they  are 
making  to  show  that  the  country  is  losing  its  population 
and  has  no  room  for  any  others  who  may  wish  to  come 
here.  Now,  Sir,  so  much  for  this  general  question  of 
population;  and  I  have  ventured  to  detain  the  House 
thus  long  upon  it,  because  I  notice  that  it  is  one  of 
the  special  arguments  which  are  being  used,  and  I  believe  it 
is  one  of  the  arguments  which,  in  England,  has  most  effect, 
in  deterring  persons  not  only  from  coming  to  Canada  but 
from  taking  an  interest  in  Canada.  I  can  remember,  Sir — 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  mentioned  it  in  Parliament 
before — when  in  England,  in  1870,  as  a  commissioner  from 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  as  they  did  me  the  honor  to  call  me 
—  1  remember  being*  in  the  House  of  Commons  when  Mr. 
McCullough  Torrens  brought  up  a  motion  on  the  subject  of 
State  aid  to  emigration  ;  and  I  remember  Sir  Charlos  Dilke, 
as  an  effective  and  conclusive  answer  to  the  proposition  to 


aid  emigration  to  Canada,  statod  that  we  were  losing  more 
population  than  we  were  getting  into  the  country  by  immi¬ 
gration — that  is  to  say,  that  the  population  of  the  country 
was  absolutely  decreasing  instead  of  increasing.  I  know 
that  his  argument  was  regarded  as  most  effective.  I  do 
think  it  is  most  important  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
that  the  simple  truth  should  bo  told,  in  order  that  it  should 
be  shown  that  these  statements — and  the  hon  gentleman 
gave  us  the  advantage  pf  seeing  upon  what  he  based 
them — are  utterly  unreliable  and  are  grossly  exaggerated,  in 
relation  to  tho  actual  position  of  the  movemont  of  population 
in  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  another  point  upon  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  dwelt  with  some  earnestness,  and  that 
is  as  to  the  expenditure  and  debt  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
intend  going  into  this  subject  at  any  groat  length,  for  the 
reason  that  I  think  the  statement  ma  lo  by  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister  on  that  subject  is  in  itself  thoroughly  complete. 
He  took,  as  he  had  an  opportunity  of  taking,  two  periods 
of  five  years,  and  he  averaged  the  expenditure  during  those 
two  periods,  for  purposes  of  comparison.  Now,  I  do  not 
propose  to  do  that,  but  I  propose  to  take  two  years;  I  take 
1875-76,  which  may  be  said  to  have  been  a  year  of  plenty 
in  one  sense  if  not  in  another  ;  because,  I  suppose,  at  that 
time  hoD,  gentlemen  opposite  thought  thomselves  firmly 
fixed  in  their  seats,  and  believed  that  they  were  there,  at 
any  rate,  for  a  great  number  of  years,  if  not  for  all  time— 
I  take  1875-76  and  the  year  1883-84,  for  purposes  of  com¬ 
parison.  The  expenditure  for  the  first  year  was  $24,488,372, 
and  the  expenditure  in  the  second  year  was  $31,107,706  ;  so 
that  tho  excess  of  expenditure  in  tho  latter  year  over 
that  in  the  former  was  $6,619,334.  Now  that,  on  the  face 
of  it,  is  a  large  increase  ;  nobody  can  doubt  that.  As 
to  whether  it  is  a  wise  increase  or  not  depends  entirely 
on  an  examination  of  the  figures  by  which  it  is  made  up. 
The  increase  is  made  up  by  increases  in  the  interest, 
sinking  fund  and  charges  of  management  of  the  public  debt, 
amounting  to  $1,901,945;  increases  ofordmary  expenditure, 
amounting  to  $2,624,540  ;  and  increases  in  the  collection  of 
revenues,  amounting  to  $2,079,488.  Now,  Sir,  as  to  the  first 
of  these  payments:  the  increase  in  the  net  debt  since  1878, 
taking  the  increases  as  they  appear  in  tho  Public  Accounts, 
amounts  to  $57,6 10,336, or  46  per  cent.  But,  Sir,  the  expen¬ 
diture  upon  capital  account  in  connection  with  tho  great 
works  upon  whicli’the  future  of  this  country  largely  depends, 
has  increased  during  that  period,  $81,822,923,  or  $24,21 1,587 
in  excess  of  the  addition  to  the  public  debt.  Then,  in  this 
increase  to  the  public  debt,  we  have,  included  oa  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  alone,  no  less  than  $44,353,705 ;  and 
we  have,  as  debts  to  the  Provinces  assumed  by  the  Dominion, 
that  is,  simply  giving  back  so  much  money  to  the  Provinces, 
$7,172,297.  But,  Sir,  while  tho  debt  has  increased 
46  per  cent.,  what  it  is  important  to  remember  is,  that  the 
burden  of  the  debt— the  interest  and  other  charges,  the 
payments  which  we  have  to  make  from  year  to  year,  and 
which  may  be  said  to  be  the  measure  of  the  burden  of 
the  debt,  has  only  increased  25  per  cent. ;  so  that  we  have 
an  increase  of  debt  of  46  per  cent,  and  an  increase  of  charges 
connected  with  the  debt  of  only  25  per  cent.  Now,  Sir,  I  take 
the  ordinary  expenditure,  which  has  increased  $2,624,5 10 
— and  practically  the  whole  of  this  increase  is  included 
in  five  items,  namely :  Public  works,  $959,910;  mail  sub¬ 
sidies  and  steamboat  subventions,  a  new  item,  $238,054 ; 
railway  subsidies  voted  by  Parliament — and  I  believe  the 
different  sums  which  go  to  make  up  this  amount  were  voted 
without  division— $204,090  ;  Indian  grants,  $839,831;  and 
the  Mounted  Police,  $1 16,465  ;  or  in  all,  in  those  fivo  items, 
$2,558,350,  or  within  $65,190  of  the  total  increase  that 
has  taken  place  beeween  the  year  1&76  and  the  year  1884. 
Now  as  to  these  items,  I  think  there  is  no  difficulty,  not 
only  in  explaining  them,  but  in  justifying  them.  The 
expenditure  on  public  works  has  ali  gone  fr  <he  country. 
When  a  country  is  well  off,  when  there  are  surpluses  jn  thq 
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Treasury,  it  is  a  wise  policy,  and  it  was  the  policy  announced 
by  this  Government,  that  during  such  time  there  should  be 
a  generous  system  of  dealing  with  public  works,  that  new 
buildings  should  go  up  where  required  ;  and  the  money  was 
voted  by  Parliament,  if  I  mistake  not,  without  any  one 
objecting  to  a  single  item — nay,  if  I  mistake  not,  the  only 
complaint  made  was,  that  there  was  not  enough  voted,  that 
there  were  not  more  buildings  to  be  put  up  than  were  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  erected  according  to  the  estimates.  Then  there 
is  the  item  of  mail  subsidies  and  steamship  subventions, 
an  expenditure  entirely  in  the  interest  of  building  up  the 
trade  of  the  country.  The  railway  subsidies  were  voted 
without  opposition  in  Parliament,  both  sides  agreeing  to 
the  grants.  The  estimates  with  regard  to  Indians  and 
Mounted  Police  have  relation  to  maintaining  the 
peace  and  welfare  of  the  great  North-West.  In  the 
olden  days,  when  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  wore  a 
monopoly  in  the  North-West,  they  looked  after  the  Indians; 
true,  they  paid  less  for  the  furs  and  got  more  for  thoir 
goods,  but  they  paid  considerable  sums  in  a  direct  way  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Indians  and  the  preservation  of 
peace.  Since  that  time  the  buffalo,  which  is  the  natural 
food  of  the  Indians,  has  practically  disappeared  from  the 
North-West,  and  the  question  which  we  have  to  deal  with 
is,  whether  we  will  feed  or  fight  the  red  man.  Our  friends 
across  the  line  have  tried  the  fighting  process,  and  the 
history  of  their  western  country,  is  a  history  wo  would 
not  desire  to  see  repeated  on  Canadian  soil.  The  expense, 
therefore,  on  the  Indians  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
peace  and  order  among  them  and  giving  security  to  the 
settlers,  is  one  that  cannot  be  cavilled  at,  and  the  same 
argument  applies  equally  to  the  grant  for  tho  Mounted 
Police.  As  I  have  said,  on  these  items  we  have,  within 
$65,000,  the  entire  increase  of  our  expenditure  from  1876 
to  1884.  Take  the  cost  of  collecting  tho  revenue.  The  in¬ 
crease  of  that  is  $2,079,488,  but  the  revenue  itself  has 
increased  in  that  same  period  to  $9,274,373.  Of  the 
items  mentioned  in  the  cost  of  collecting  the  revenue, 
the  post  office  shows  an  increase  of  $690,138,  railways, 
canals  and  public  works,  $1,258,293,  or  together,  $1,948,431. 
But  the  increased  revenue  from  these  sources  shows 
$281,261  in  excess  of  the  increase  of  tho  cost  of  collecting, 
so  that  after  all,  with  regard  to  these  two  items, 
which  are  the  largest  in  connection  with  the  collection  of 
the  revenue,  we  have,  as  tho  result  of  that  larger  expendi¬ 
ture,  an  increased  revenue  of  over  $250,000  in  the  public 
Treasury.  Outside  of  those  two  items  the  increase  in  the 
cost  of  collecting  the  revenue  during  that  period  was  only 
$131,056,  and  the  increased  revenue  collected  by  that 
$131,000  was  $8,993,111 ;  or,  in  round  figures,  we  collected 
$9,000,000  increased  revenue  by  an  increased  expenditure 
of  $  13  i  ,000.  I  do  not  think  that  fact  indicates  that  wanton 
extravagance,  that  disposition  to  play  the  spendthrift  in 
connection  with  public  moneys,  which  hon.  gentlemen 
would  lead  us  to  suppose  has  characterised  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  public  affairs  by  the  present  Government.  The 
statement  is  very  often  made,  and  it  was  made  in  this 
debate  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright),  that  the  debt  has  enormously  increased,  and 
we  hear  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  frequently  referring  back 
to  1867,  in  order  to  show  how  serious  has  been  that  increase. 
Well,  since  1867  the  debt  has  increased  by  $106,433,209, 
but  the  capital  expenditure  during  that  period  has  been 
$35,841,378  in  excess  of  that  increase.  What  were  the 
causes  of  the  increase.  Why,  here  are  four  items  alone :  The 
debts  allowed  to  the  other  Provinces  $27,624,638— surely 
that  is  not  an  increase  of  the  burdens  of  the  people  ;  it 
is  a  transfer  of  the  burdens  from  the  people  in  their  character 
of  members  of  the  Provinces  to  the  same  people  in  their 
character  as  members  of  the  Dominion.  Then  there  is  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  $47,291,564;  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  which  was  the  work  of  both  parties,  undoubtedly, 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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whatever  may  be  said  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway, 
$29,486,027  ;  public  works  canals  etc.,  $31,404,938 — or  on 
these  four  items  alone  we  have  had  an  expenditure,  since 
Confederation,  of  $135,807,209,  or,  as  I  have  said, 
$29,374,000  in  excess  of  the  entire  addition  to  the 
public  debt.  Surely,  when  we  are  able  to  show  as 
assets  great  public  works  for  that  increase  of  debt, 
we  may  say  that  the  country  is  not  chargeable  with 
loss  under  the  management  of  its  affairs  in  this  respect.  If 
we  take  the  credit  of  the  country  which,  after  all,  is  a  very 
fair  indication  of  what  is  the  estimation  of  our  position  of 
people  outside,  who  study  our  affairs  to  some  extent,  if  you 
take  tho  condition  of  the  credit  of  tho  country  during  tho  two 
periods,  1867  and  1884,  I  think  you  will  soe  that  it 
stands  in  tolerably  good  credit.  In  1867  the  average  inter¬ 
est  on  our  debt  was  5’41 ;  to-day  it  is  4-06,  or,  in  other  words, 
while  the  aggregate  debt  has  increased  145  per  cent,  tho 
interest  charged  has  only  increased  79  por  cent.  Now, 
if  we  take  the  increase  of  debt  during  the  last 
and  the  present  administration,  we  find  the  increase  from 
1874  to  1879  was  $34,665,223,  averaging  $6,933,045  a  year; 
from  1879  to  1884  it  was  $39,171,663,  or,  deducting  the 
amounts  paid  to  the  Provinces,  which  we  have  fairly  a  right 
to  deduct,  of  $7,172,297,  this  leaves  an  increase,  during  the 
period  the  present  Administration  have  been  in  office,  of 
$3 1,999, 366, making  an  average  annual  increase  of  $6,399,873, 
or  $544,172  less  than  the  average  annual  increase  during 
the  preceding  five  years.  Then  the  net  interest  shows  a  still 
further  decrease.  The  increase  in  the  annual  average  net 
interest  during  the  period  of  office  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
was  $222,345,  from  1879  to  1884,  under  the  prosent  Admin¬ 
istration,  it  has  been  $124,047,  showing  that  while  the  debt 
has  increased  almost  in  as  great  a  ratio  during  the  one  period 
as  during  the  other,  the  increase  in  charges  for  interest  has 
been  nearly  $100,000  less.  Extravagance  or  economy  are, 
after  all,  relative  terms.  If,  for  instance,  you  take  a  farmer, 
and  that  is  tho  principle  on  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
argue  this  matter,  who  starts  out  with  100  aci’es  of  land 
and  who  shows,  by  his  books,  that  to  cultivate  that  land 
costs  so  much ;  and  if,  after  ten  or  fifteen  years,  you  return 
and  find  he  has  600  acres  of  land  under  cultivation,  and  that 
in  consequence  his  expenses  are  five  or  six  times  greater 
than  it  was  at  the  outset,  what  would  be  said  if  you  were 
to  say  to  him :  Sir,  fifteen  years  ago  you  only  spent 
$1,000  a  year;  to-day  you  spend  $6,000  a  year;  therefore 
you  are  a  spendthrift.  Yet,  that  is  precisely  the  argu¬ 
ment  hon.  gentlemen  use  in  dealing  with  this  country. 
But,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  undertakes  to  tell  us  that  we 
have  increased  the  debt  and  that  we  have  increased  our  ex¬ 
penditure  not  only  very  seriously  in  itself,  but  that,  relative¬ 
ly  to  the  United  States,  this  country  is  losing  the  advantage 
it  used  to  possess  of  being  a  less  heavily  taxed  country, 
with  less  debt  and  less  annual  expenditure.  The  statement 
he  made  at  his  Montreal  meeting  was  this : 

“  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  taxation  and  expenditure  of  the  people  of 
Canada  per  head  are  nearly  double  those  of  the  United  States.  Instead 
of  being  a  lightly  taxed  country,  it  is  fa9t  becoming  one  of  the  most 
heavily  taxed  countries  in  the  world.” 

It  is  unnecessary  to  repeat  the  statements  made  by  the  hon. 
the  Finance  Minister  in  his  speech  upon  this  subject.  Those 
statements  are  taken  from  official  records. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Does  the  hoD.  gentleman  doubt  that  they 
are  taken  from  offioial  records  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  disputing  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Thon  you  are  approving,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Then  I  shall  assume,  in  future,  that  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear,  hear  ”  in  an  ironical  tone 
of  voice,  he  is  approving  of  the  statement  made.  That  is  a 
very  useful  thing  to  know  in  regard  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
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man’s  utterances.  Whatever  may  be  the  disputes  as  to 
certain  items  of  expenditure,  there  are  two  items  that 
cannot  be  fairly  included  in  any  comparison  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  One  of  these  items  is 
subsidies  to  Provinces,  $3, 603, 7 14.  The  other  is  the  expendi¬ 
ture  for  the  operating  of  railways  and  canals.  We  have  simply 
constituted  ourselves  a  railway  company  in  connection  with 
the  Intercolonial  Eailway,  and  that  ought  not  to  be  charged, 
as  we  get  the  receipts  from  it  in  the  same  way  as  any  other 
railway  company.  That  amounts  to  $3,302,191 ;  or  together 
these  two  items  amount  to  nearly  $7,000,000,  or  about  one- 
fourth  of  our  total  expenditure,  and  they  have  no  relation 
whatever  to  any  expenditure  of  the  Federal  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  the  war  debt  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  WHITE,  Of  course  they  have  the  war  debt,  and 
that  is  precisely  where  we  have  the  advantage  of  them. 
They  have  a  large  debt  incurred  for  destructive  purposes. 
The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  wound  up  his  speech  by  telling  us  that  that  war 
was  less  destructive  than  the  public  works  in  Canada. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  administered  by 
this  Government. 

Mr.  WHITE.  But  it  is  not  necessary,  for  purposes  of 
comparison,  to  exclude  their  war  debt.  That  would  be  a 
folly  even  beyond  svhat  I  can  imagine  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  could  be  guilty  of.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is,  that  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  in 
his  reply,  did  not  successfully,  did  not  venture,  I  may  say, 
almost  at  all,  with  any  reasonable  attempt  at  accuracy  of 
statement,  to  meet  the  statements  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance  in  regard  to  the  comparative  expenditure  and 
comparative  debt  of  the  two  countries.  But,  after  all,  there 
is  a  way  of  comparing  this  matter  of  expenditure  which 
may  be  worth  while  referring  to.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  assumes  that  there  ought  to  be  no  increase  of 
expenditure  in  Canada;  that  we  ought  to  have 
no  public  works,  no  expansion  of  our  railway  system ; 
that  we  ought  to  leave  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
West  to  do  the  best  they  can  ;  that,  in  fact,  anything  like  an 
increase  of  expenditure  is,  in  itself,  a  blameable  act.  Well, 
1  will  take  their  favorite  Province  and  mine,  for  I  lived 
twenty  years  in  it,  and  I  happen  to  represent  a  constituency 
in  it  to-day — the  Province  of  Ontario.  They  take  the 
Government  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  as  their  special  model, 
though  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  mine.  I  will  take  that 
Province  which,  according  to  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron,  has  been  actually  decreasing  in  population,  which 
has  been  losing  its  population  and  has  not  been  adding  to 
its  territory,  a  Province  where,  if  anywhere,  you  ought  to 
have  a  condition  of  things,  where  the  expenditure  might 
practically  be  stationary.  But  what  has  been  the  condition 
of  things?  Under  the  head  of  consolidated  fund,  the 
Dominion  increased  its  total  expenditure,  from  1876 
to  1884,  $6,619,434,  or  27  per  cent.;  and  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  for  the  same  period,  the 

increase  was  $905,632,  or  46  per  cent.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  may  say  that  we  do  not  include  in  that  the  open 
accounts,  and  that  the  expenditure  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  has  not  been  so  great  if  the  open  accounts  are  in¬ 
cluded  ;  but  I  will  take  certain  details  of  expenditure ;  take, 
for  instance,  civil  government.  The  cost  of  civil  govern¬ 
ment  in  Canada  must,  in  the  nature  of  things,  as  everyone 
knows,  have  largely  increased.  The  statutory  increases 
alone  amount  to  about  $120,000  since  this  Government  came 
into  office.  The  enormous  increase  intho  North  West,  thS 
demands  upon  the  Post  Office,  the  Interior,  the  Indian 
Office,  the  large  increases  which  are  necessarily  coming 
upon  our  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  railways — all  these  things  naturally  necessitate 
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an  increase  in  the  cost  of  civil  government.  There  were 
none  of  theso  things  practically  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
There  were  no  such  expansions  as  required  that  increase, 
and  yet  in  Ontario,  between  1876  and  1884,  the  cost  of 
civil  government  has  increased  16  per  cent.,  while,  with  all 
our  extensions,  with  all  our  enlargement  of  work,  it  had  in¬ 
creased  in  the  Dominion  less  than  double— only  28  per  cent. 
The  administration  of  justice  in  the  Dominion  increased  13 
per  cent.,  and  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  15  per  cent. 
The  cost  of  legislation,  which  is  a  tolerably  good 
test,  increased  in  the  Dominion  only  $35,536,  or 
5f  per  cent.,  while  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  it  increased 
$34,499,  or  32  per  cent.  And  that  is  a  very  fair  test,  and 
shows  that  while  in  that  period  we  have  only  increased  the 
cost  of  our  legislation  by  5f  per  cent.,  that  model  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Ontario  has  increased  it  by  32  per  cent.  The  cost 
of  collecting  the  revenue  of  all  kinds  in  the  Dominion  in¬ 
creased  43  per  cent. ;  and  the  cost  of  collecting  the  Crown 
land  revenue,  which  is  the  special  revenue  in  Ontario, 
which  involves  the  maintenance  of  a  machinery  for  its  col¬ 
lection,  increased  454  per  cent.,  or  2|-  per  cent,  more  than 
the  increase  in  the  cost  of  collecting  for  the  whole  Domin¬ 
ion.  But  the  revenue  in  the  Dominion  increased  41  per 
cent,,  while  the  revenue  in  Ontario  increased  only  9  per  cent. 
In  other  words,  it  cost  the  Dominion  $2,079,000  to  collect  an. 
additional  revenue  of  $9,247,000,  and  it  cost  the  Province  of 
Ontario  $32,236  to  collect  an  additional  revenue  of  $50,052. 
Practically,  every  additional  dollar  of  revenue  in  Ontario 
cost  an  additional  dollar  to  collect  it.  I  take  the  expendi¬ 
ture  upon  public  institutions  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
and  I  want  jou  to  bear  in  mind  that  this  is  a 
Province  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  i3  stationary 
in  its  population,  or,  at  ail  events,  is  not  growing.  I  find 
that  the  expenditure  on  public  buildings  in  Ontario 
has  increased,  from  1876  to  1884,  by  118  per  cent.,  while  in 
colonization  roads,  which  may  be  said  to  have  some  relation 
to  our  public  works— except  that  they  varied  more  daring 
election  years  and  non-election  years  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario — the  increased  cost  was  116  per  cent.  Now,  Sir, 
I  think  that  that  comparison  between  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  the  favorite  of  hon.  gentlemem  opposite,  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  is  not  at  all  unfavorable  to  the  present 
Administration.  I  think  we  may  fairly  say,  at  any  rate, 
that  the  mere  representation  of  a  charge  of  more  on  one 
side  and  less  on  the  other,  a  smaller  sum  at  one  period  and 
an  increased  sum  at  another,  does  not  in  itself  indicate  that 
thdre  has  been  any  extravagance  in  the  public  expenditure 
— or  at  least,  the  hon.  gentlemen,  with  their  knowledge  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  Ontario,  their  own  friends, 
are  not  in  a  position  to  take  that  ground.  I  referred,  a  few 
minutes  ago,  to  the  question  of  the  credit  of  Canada.  Now, 
as  indicating  what  degree  of  confidence  the  administration 
of  the  affairs  of  this  Government  has  inspired  in  that  most 
sensitive  of  all  classes,  the  investors  in  public  securities,  we 
might  fairly  take  the  relation  which  the  securities 
of  Canada  bear  to  those  in  other  countries.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  dealt  with  that  question  and  gave 
the  figures.  If  you  take  the  loan  of  1876,  which  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  negotiated,  and  the 
loan  which  was  put  on  the  market  by  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance,  I  think  you  will  find  that  the  credit  of 
the  country  has  so  increased  as  to  show,  at  any  rate,  that 
there  has  been  no  falling  off  of  confidence  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  affairs  of  this  young  Dominion  by  the  gentlemen 
who  are  now  entrusted  with  that  administration.  There 
are  two  ways  of  determining  the  comparative  credit  of 
countries,  the  price  obtained  for  loans  at  different  periods 
and  the  relation  that  price  bears  to  securities  of  other 
countries.  The  “Cartwright  Loan,”  negotiated  in 
November,  1876,  was  placed  at  91.  Now,  Sir,  on 
the  27th  of  February,  1877,  Canadian  4’s  in  the 
English  market  stood  at  93§  to  944;  South  Australian  4  per 
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cents,  at  98  to  99  ;  Victoria  4  per  cents.,  98f  to  99,  or  an 
average  of  nearly  5  per  cent,  in  excess  of  the  price  at  which 
Canadian  4  per  cents,  stood.  If  you  take,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  relative  of  Canadian  credit,  as  shown  by  the  4  per  cent, 
bonds  in  London  last  month,  you  will  find  this :  that  Cana¬ 
dian  4  per  cents,  stand  to-day  at  105  to  107 ;  New  South 
Wales,  104J  to  105J;  South  Australian,  102  to  102J ; 
Queensland,  100  to  102^- ;  Victoria,  103.  So  that  while,  in 
1877,  the  relation  which  Dominion  securities  bore  to  those 
of  these  Austi’alian  colonies  was  5  per  cent,  lower,  during 
the  month  of  February  last  the  relation  they  stood  in  was 
from  2  to  3  per  cent,  higher,  so  that  to-day  no  securities  stand 
higher  in  the  English  markets  than  Canadian  securities.  But, 
Sir,  there  is  another  fact,  and  although  it  was  stated 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  I  may  briefly  refer 
to  it,  and  that  is  the  relations  which  our  securities  bear 
to  American  securities.  Our  4  per  cents,  have  increased 
since  1878  by  17  per  cent.,  and  the  value  of  American  4 
per  cents,  have  only  increased  19  per  cent.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Huron  stated,  in  reference  to  the  last  loan, 
that  the  Finance  Minister  had  a  peculiarly  favorable  time 
at  which  to  put  it  on  the  market,  and  he  intimated  that  it 
was  moi’e  favorable  than  the  time  when  he  put  his  loan  on 
the  market.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  put  his  loan  on  the 
market  in  1876,  in  November  of  that  year,  and  we  find  that 
the  Bank  of  England  rate  of  discount  from  May,  1876,  to 
May,  1877,  stood  at  2  per  cent.,  which  was  a  longer  period 
than  it  has  remained  in  that  position  at  any  time  since  1867  ; 
so  that  if  there  ever  was  a  favorable  time  for  putting  a  loan 
on  the  market  it  was  when  the  hon.  gentleman  put  his 
loan  on  the  market  in  1876.  J  do  not  say  that  he  did  not 
get  as  much  for  that  loan  as  he  could  have  got ;  I  do  not 
say  that  the  loan  was  not  well  placed  ;  I  do  not  say  that 
he  could  have  adopted  another  plan  and  got  more  for  it ;  I 
am  not  going  to  revive  in  any  way  the  discussions 
which  have  taken  place  in  this  House  in  regard  to  that 
subject,  but  I  do  say  that  it  is  an  extraordinary  com¬ 
mentary  upon  the  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
been  making,  both  in  Parliament  and  in  the  country,  that  the 
credit  of  Canada,  in  spite  of  these  comments,  has  gone  on 
so  steadily  increasing  that  to-day  our  securities  stand  so 
high  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  was  able  to  put  a 
loan  upon  the  market  at  such  an  excess  of  price  over  that 
which  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  obtained,  that  the 
difference  in  the  interest  charge  in  fifty  years  will  wipe 
out  the  loan  altogether.  A  stronger  illustration  of  the 
increased  credit  and  confidence  in  our  financial  soundness  it 
would  be  difficult  to  find.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  relative 
merits  of  the  two  Governments,  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  took  occasion  to  read  from  the  Economist,  of  1874, 
a  very  startling  statement.  He  does  not  give  the  name  of 
the  writer  and,  of  course,  he  is  not  called  upon  to  do  it;  but 
he  says  it  is  a  gentleman  with  whom  he  is  well  acquainted, 
and  he  wrote  to  the  Economist  at  that  time  as  follows,  with 
reference  to  the  condition  of  Canada : — 

“Thus,”  he  says,  “a  splendid  position  ha3  been  changed  into  one  of 
danger,  if  not  of  imminent  danger.  At  the  beginning,  there  is  a  mod¬ 
erate  surplus  upon  moderate  totals  of  receipts  and  expenditures.  Then 
these  totals  on  both  sides  increase,  with  a  very  large  surplus.  Finally, 
there  is  an  enormous  increase  of  tho  total  on  the  expenditure  side,  with 
a  deficit  of  nearly  half  a  million  pounds  sterling.  It  is  not  difficult  to 
see  how  all  this  has  been  brought  about.  First  of  all,  the  great  expen¬ 
diture  on  new  works  has  gradually  increased  the  direct  charge  for  debt 
interest.  The  second  cause  of  increased  expenditure  has  been  the 
maintenance  and  working  of  certain  undertakings  which  were  intended 
to  be  reproductive,  but  so  far  from  having  that  character  are  a  direct 
source  of  loss.  The  third  source  of  increased  expenditure  has  been  the 
political  extension  of  the  Canadian  Dominion.  The  incorporation  of 
outlying  Provinces,  like  Manitoba,  is  immediately  a  source  of  expense, 
just  as  Central  Asia  costs  money  to  the  Russian  Government,  and  many 
of  our  Indian  Provinces  yield  less  than  the  cost  of  governing  them.  So 
Canada  has  added  to  itself  a  territory  which  is  a  burdensome  charge. 
The  older  and  richer  Provinces  of  Canada  are,  in  fact,  paying  heavily 
for  the  accomplishment  of  certain  political  objects,  and,  now  that  the 
penalty  must  be  paid  for  all  these  extravagances,  the  history  may  be 
left  to  tell  its  own  tale.  There  is  no  kind  of  expenditure  which  re- 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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quires  more  careful  study  beforehand  and  more  rigorous  restriction  by 
Governments  than  expenditure  on  new  public  works.  Territorial  ex¬ 
pansion  is  also  a  luxury,  the  cost  of  which  should  be  carefully  counted 
beforehand,  Canada  has  committed  the  most  serious  blunders  in  both 
respects,  and  the  result  is  the  large  deficit  and  the  disagreeable  outlook 
we  have  described.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  did  not  quite  understand  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  whether  he  approved  of  that  statement,  and 
whether,  at  the  time  it  was  written,  he  thought  it  lairly  and 
properly  described  the  position  of  this  country.  Why  should 
he  have  presented  it  and  read  it  unless  he  intended  that  to 
be  the  case  ?  Yet  what  do  we  find  ?  That  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  in  England,  a  short  time  afterwards ;  that  he  being 
in  England  issued  a  circular  to  the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  I  find  that  circular,  which  has  relation  to  those 
very  matters  which  are  referred  to  here,  contains  some  very 
valuable  statements  which  certainly  are  not  in  accord  with 
the  extract  he  read  to  us  from  the  Economist.  This  state¬ 
ment,  I  find,  is  signed  by  “  Bichard  J.  Cartwright,  Minister 
of  Finance  for  the  Dominion  of  Canada.”  I  find  it  i3  dated 
19th  October,  1875,  and  that  the  statement  in  the  Economist 
read  to  us,  and  which  I  presume  he  believed  to  be  a  correct 
statement,  was  dated  1874.  The  hon.  gentleman  being  in 
England — I  will  not  read  all  the  circular — made  certain 
statements,  I  say,  which  are  certainly  interesting.  He  says  : 

“  The  net  public  debt  of  Canada  of  all  kinds,  after  deduction  of 
bankers  balances,  sinking  fund  investments,  and  other  cash  assets,  is  at 
the  present  day  nearly  £24,000,000,  being  about  £6  per  head  of  the 
population  on  the  1st  July  last  (estimated  at  the  rate  of  increase  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  census  of  1871).” 

I  notice  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  issuing  that  circular,  did 
not  object  to  assume  the  rate  of  increase  as  established  by 
the  census  of  1871  when  dealing  with  the  population  of 
Canada  in  statements  to  the  English  public.  Then  he  gives 
the  particulars  of  that  debt,  and  he  goes  on  to  say : 

“  The  annual  interest  charged  on  the  external  or  bonded  debt  is 
about  £1,000,000,  and  on  the  whole  remainder,  £300,000— in  all,  about 
£1,300,000,  or  about  6s.  8d.  per  head.” 

That  6’s.  8d.  is  rather  a  remarkable  statement.  The 
hon.  gentleman  was  in  England  for  the  purpose  of  obtain¬ 
ing  a  loan  ;  he  was  there  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  the 
affairs  of  this  country  in  their  most  attractive  form,  and 
he,  thought  that  the  statement  that  the  debt  of  Canada  was 
6s.  and  8d.  per  head  was  such  a  statement  as  would  not,  at 
all  events,  alarm  investors  on  the  other  side.  Yet  what  do 
we  find  ?  While  that  was  the  gross  interest,  we  find  that 
at  this  moment  the  net  interest  is  only  $1.46,  or,  in  round 
figures,  6s.  per  head,  instead  of  6s.  8d.  And  yet  with 
that  fact,  that  the  net  interest  to-day  is  only  6s.  per  head, — 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  considered  6s.  8d.  a  fair  and 
reasonable  sum  to  present  to  the  people  of  England  as  proof 
that  this  country  was  not  in  an  unsound  financial  position 
in  1876— we  have  the  wonderful  statement  made  by  him 
here  as  to  the  miserable  condition  of  this  country  that  it  is, 
in  fact,  worse  than  if  we  had  gone  through  a  four  years’ 
war.  What  does  he  say  further  ? 

“  The  whole  of  this  debt  has  been  incurred  for  legitimate  objects  of 
public  utility.” 

If  those  were  legitimate  objects  of  public  expenditure,  surely 
the  expenditure  since  made  has  been  made  for  legitimate 
objects  of  public  utility  as  well.  They  are  largely  the  same 
objects.  For  instance : 

“Canals,  about  £5,500,000.” 

But  there  has  been  an  increase  since  that  time,  and  a  very 
large  increase,  in  the  expenditure  made,  first  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  then  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  in  continuation  of  their  contracts,  and  on 
new  contracts  which  they  entered  into  themselves. 

"  Railways,  including  advances  to  and  tho  cost  of  those  actually 
owned  by  Canada,  about  £12,000,000.” 
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That  was  considered  an  object  of  public  utility  ;  it  was  so 
considered  by  that  bon.  gentleman  when  he  referred  to  this 
matter  in  the  circular  to  English  investors  : 

“  Lighthouses,  river  improvements,  harbors,  roads  and  public  build¬ 
ings,  £2,000,000.” 

If  it  was  legitimate  before  1875  to  spend  money  on  light¬ 
houses,  river  improvements,  harbors,  roads  and  public  build¬ 
ings,  it  cannot  have  been  unwise  or  extravagant  to  have 
made  similar  expenditures  upon  similar  works  since. 

“Compensation  to  the  various  Provinces  for  property  and  revenue 
surrendered  to  the  Dominion,  the  purchase  and  organisation  of  terri¬ 
tories,  and  the  freeing  of  land  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  from  the  feudal 
tenure,  etc.,  £5,000,000.” 

That  again  is  the  same  compensation  as  is  paid  to  the 
various  Provinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  objected  ever 
since  to  any  increase  of  the  debt  which  has  practically  for 
the  same  object,  compensation  to  the  various  Provinces; 
yet  this  circular  was  written  after  the  first  arrangement  for 
better  terms,  which  he  denounced  from  his  place  the  other 
night.  He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Though  many  of  the  public  works  have  so  far  yielded  but  a  small 
revenue  in  comparison  with  the  interest  on  their  cost,  much  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  has  been  regarded,  both  by  the  Imperial  and  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernments,  as  necessary,  not  in  the  interest  of  Canada  exclusively,  but  also 
on  national  grounds;  so  much  so,  that  the  Imperial  Parliament  has,  at 
various  times,  sanctioned  guarantees  in  aid  of  their  construction  to  the 
extent  of  £8,400,000.  The  engagements  of  Canada  in  connection  with 
all  these  guarantees  have  been  punctually  met  without  any  advance 
whatever  from  the  Imperial  Treasury.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  of  another  important  attraction 
which  Canada  had  to  present  to  the  people  of  England 
when  he  went  to  get  from  them  a  loan  of  money.  That  was 
the  deposits  in  the  savings  bank.  He  said: 

“  The  deposits  in  the  savings  bank  and  societies  have  increased  from 
£1,240,069  sterling,  in  1867,  to  £3,754,820  sterling  in  1875,” 

For  what  purpose  did  the  hon.  gentleman  get  his  loan  ? 
Surely,  when  he  asked  for  a  loan  in  England  and  issued 
this  circular,  it  was  not  for  objects  on  which  it  was  im¬ 
proper  to  spend  money  ?  We  have  the  statement  here  of 
the  purposes  for  which  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  the 
money : 

“  The  objects  of  the  Government  of  Canada  in  contracting  the  pre¬ 
sent  loan  are  threefold : 

“(1).  For  the  construction  of  several  great  works  of  internal  im¬ 
provement — 

So  he  was  quite  prepared  at  that  time  to  go  in  for  a  policy 
of  constructing  works  of  internal  improvement.  He  con¬ 
tinues  : 

“  chiefly  in  connection  with  the  enlargement  of  the  existing  canal 
system,  by  which  it  is  proposed  to  improve  the  communication  between 
Lake  Superior  and  the  ocean  to  such  an  extent  as  to  permit  the  passage 
of  vessels  of  1,500  tons  burden,  carrying  from  50,000  to  60,000  bushels 
of  grain,  the  largest  size  heretofore  admitted  having  been  about  500 
tons,  carrying  less  than  20,000  bushels. 

“  (2).  To  defray  expenditure  incurred  on  works  of  communication 
with  the  North-West  Territories  and  the  Pacific  Railway. 

“  (3).  To  recoup  the  exchequer  for  bonds  actually  paid,  bearing  a 
higher  rate  of  interest,  and  to  provide  for  others  falling  due.” 

And  then  we  have  a  very  proper  and  very  well  written 
eulogy  of  the  advantages  of  trade  by  the  St.  Lawrence,  and 
reference  is  mado  to  the  groat  good  which  would  accrue 
to  this  country  if  those  expenditures  were  made.  Says  the 
hon.  gentleman  : 

“  It  need  hardly  be  observed  that  Canada,  possesses  many  important 
branches  cf  revenue  still  untouched,  and  that  the  population,  though 
exceedingly  well-to-do  in  the  mass,  contribute  a  comparatively  small 
amount  per  head  as  compared  with  most  other  countries.” 

It  is  worth  while  to  point  out  that  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  told  the  people  of  England  that  Canada  had  other 
sources  of  revenue  still  untouched,  he  must  have  meant  that 
Canada  was  to  go  forward  in  a  course  of  material  develop¬ 
ment  and  construction  of  public  works,  and  in  those  matters 
connected  with  the  public  improvement  of  the  countiy,  to 
which,  sinco  that  time,  he  has  seriously  objected,  and  which, 


the  other  night,  he  undertook  to  tell  us,  were  equivalent,  as 
regards  expenditure,  to  a  four  years  civil  war,  such  as  pre¬ 
vailed  in  the  United  States.  And,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman 
when  he  came  to  deal  with  the  business  of  the  country, 
went  further,  and  he  objected  to  our  taking  periods  of 
five  years.  He  said  : 

“  Besides,  when  we  have  a  series  of  good  harvests  the  manufacturers 
reap  the  benefit,  to  a  large  extent,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  entitled 
to  take  credit  for  his  policy  for  the  fact  that  there  were  three  successive 
good  harvests  in  1881-82-83,  and  three  poor  harvests  in  1876-77-78.  Such 
an  argument  merely  requires  to  be  stated  to  be  exposed.” 

In  another  part  of  his  speech  he  declared  that  the  Mac¬ 
kenzie  Government  had  been  so  unfortunate  and  had  been 
so  frowned  upon  by  Providence,  while  they  were  in  office, 
they  had  had  five  years  of  bad  harvests.  Now,  what  is  the 
fact?  The  hon.  gentleman  was  a  Minister  at  the  time;  ho 
had  to  advise  in  the  preparation  of  the  Governor  General’s 
speech,  on  his  sworn  responsibility  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Grown,  and  in  relation  to  the  condition  of  the  country  per¬ 
haps  ho  was  more  directly  and  personally  responsible  than 
any  other  Minister.  And  yet  what  do  we  find  in  the  Governor 
Genoral’s  speech  of  1876?  The  Governor  General  is  mado 
to  say : 

"At  the  same  time  we  have  reason  to  be  grateful  for  an  abundant 
harvest.” 

In  1878,  which  is  certainly  included  as  one  of  the  years 
mentioned  in  the  extract  I  have  read,  the  Governor  General 
was  made  to  say : 

“  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  congratulate  you  on  the  abundant  harvest 
reaped  in  all  quarters  of  the  Dominion.” 

So  here  we  find  the  hdn.  gentleman  who,  on  his  response- 
bility  as  a  sworn  adviser  of  the  Crown,  recommends  the 
speech  of  His  Excellency  to  be  delivered  in  Parliament, 
congratulating  the  country  on  the  abundant  harvest  reaped 
in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  then  we  have  him  a  few 
years  afterwards  declaring  that  that  period  is  not  to  be 
judged  in  comparison  with  the  later  period,  because  during 
his  period  the  harvests  were  all  bad.  Was  he  right  when 
he  made  his  first  statement  and  advised  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General  to  use  those  words  ?  Did  he  mean — did 
he  believe  what  he  said  ?  And  if  he  did,  how  does  he  ven¬ 
ture  to  stand  up  in  this  House,  in  the  face  of  that  statement, 
which  is  practically  a  sworn  statement  of  the  Minister  at 
that  time,  and  try  now  to  escape  from  the  results  of  his  own 
maladministration  during  the  period  he  was  in  office,  by 
declaring  that  during  that  very  period  there  were  bad  har¬ 
vests  ?  Now,  Sir,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  all  know  that  the 
harvest  of  1883  was  not  an  abundant  harvest.  We  all  know 
that  in  Western  Ontario  particularly,  the  harvest  of  1883 
was  a  most  deficient  harvest.  We  all  know  that  the  com¬ 
piler  of  statistics  in  the  Bureau  of  industries  for  On¬ 
tario,  estimated,  in  his  reports,  a  loss  in  the 
grain  crop  alone,  because  of  the  failure  of  the  harvest 
of  1883,  of  some  20,000,000  bushels.  We  know  that 
in  Manitoba,  during  l  hat  year,  there  was  a  most  unfortunate 
failure  in  the  harvest  because  of  those  early  frosts  overtak¬ 
ing  the  crops  which  were  soAvn  too  late,  perhaps  owing  to  the 
inexperience  of  the  new  settlers  in  that  country — a  mistake 
they  will,  from  their  experience,  be  able  to  avoid  in  future. 
Why,  Sir,  in  neither  one  case  nor  the  other,  neither  as 
to  the  harvests  prevailing  during  his  own  time  of  office,  nor 
as  to  the  harvests  of  the  last  three  years,  is  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  accurate,  and  his  statement  in  the  first  instance  is 
shown  to  be  inaccurate  by  what  is  equivalent  to  his  own 
sworn  testimony  at  the  time  that  condition  of  things  ex¬ 
isted.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  say,  referring  to  the 
condition  of  the  country  and  referring  to  the  report  which 
has  recently  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  Parliament  by  a 
commissioner  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  industries  of  the  country — that  that  report  Avas 
utterly  unreliable, because  in  one  or  two  places  which  he  mop- 
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tioned — one  being  the  town  of  Chatham — he  says  only  four 
industries  were  referred  to,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
were  fifty,  and  where  the  boo.  gentleman,  according  to  his 
own  statement,  intimated  that  the  industries,  so  far  from 
prospering  in  that  place,  had  actually  gone  back.  I  am 
not  here  to  defend  the  commissioners’  report.  We  have 
not  all  the  report  before  us,  and  I  am  sorry  for  it.  I  regret 
it  very  much ;  and  when  .the  statement  was  made  on  the 
floor  of  Parliament,  1  went  to  Mr.  Hartney  to  get  him  to 
press  the  printers  to  put  the  report  through  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  so  that  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of  members  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Hartney  three  or  four 
times  since ;  I  have  strongly  urged  him  to  press  on  the 
printing  of  that  report ;  and  I  cannot  understand  why— at 
the  moment  the  printers  were  complaining  that  they  had 
no  work,  and  were  asking  us  to  send  documents  to  be 
printed  without  taking  the  responsibility  of  getting  the 
assent  of  the  committee — we  have  not  been  able  to  get 
printed  documents  of  that  kind,  which  would  be  of  value  to 
us  in  this  discussion,  I  can  only  say,  Sir,  that  no  one  in 
this  House  is  responsible  for  that  difficulty.  But,  Sir,  there 
are  thirty-four  of  these  fifty  industries  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  refers  to  that  are  not  referred  to  anywhere,  or 
in  relation  to  any  place  visited  by  the  commissioners. 
For  instance,  there  are  two  malt  houses,  one  brewery,  three 
saw  mills,  four  planing  mills,  four  brick-makers— although 
I  do  not  see  how  brick-making  establishments  can  bo  called 
factories —two  soap  factories,  two  pop  factories — and  I 
suppose  they  will  bo.  increasingly  important  since  the 
adoption  of  the  Scott  Act  in  that  country— three  marble 
works,  four  printing  offices — and  I  do  not  think  printing 
offices  have  been  referred  to  anywhere  ;  and  nine  flour  mills, 
that  have  not  been  referred  to  in  any  case.  Those  make 
thirty-four  out  of  the  fifty  which  are  not  referred  to  any¬ 
where,  and  which  lessen,  to  that  extent,  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  But  I  find  that  a  local  paper  in  Chatham, 
has  in  reply  to  the  other  local  paper  which  furnished  the 
hon.  gentleman  with  the  statement  ho  made  here  the  other 
day,  gives  us  some  information  on  this  point : 

“Of  these  sixteen  namely,  nine  foundries,  two  furniture  establish¬ 
ments.,  one  biscuit  factory,  one  corset  factory  (small),  one  tannery, 
one  cigar  factory  (small),  one  woollen  factory— do  not  occur  in  the 
report  at  all,  and  if  we.  deduct  from  these  ail  the  industries  employing 
less  than  ten  hands — and  that  is  the  rule  that  the  commissioner  adopted 
— we  reduce  the  number  to  a  figure  which  shows  that  the  commissioner 
was  not  far  astray.” 

I  find  this  statement  in  the  paper  : 

“Of  these,  the  biscuit  factory  and  the  tannery  (which  do  not  figure  in 
the  commissioner’s  report)  have  come  into  existence  since  1878.  Two  of 
the  small  foundries  are  gone,  but  another,  which  in  1878  was  a  small 
concern,  has  developed  into  a  large  and  prosperous  business.  Another 
has  built  new  and  large  workshops,  and  still  another  has  been  merged 
into  one  of  the  most  prosperous  joint  stock  companies  in  the  west.” 

That  is  the  condition  of  things  with  reference  to  that  town. 
If  anyone  has  reason  to  complain  of  the  report  it  is  the 
Ministerial  party,  because  the  commissioner  has  not  done 
full  justice  to  the  rapid  development  of  the  industries  in 
Chatham.  Then  the  local  gives  the  industries  which  are  not 
mentioned,  and  which  I  have  just  referred  to,  and  adds : 

“  If  these  had  all  been  taken  in,  the  report  would  have  been  equally 
favorable,  as  there  is  now  four  times  the  amount  of  milling  done  than 
was  in  1878.  One  planing  mill  has  dropped  out  and  two  have  taken  its 
place.  ” 

That  is  the  position  with  regard  to  Chatham,  and  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  that  il  is  necessary  to  go  further  on  that 
point.  I  have  no  doubt  that  later  in  the  Session  there 
will  be  a  more  thorough  discussion  in  regard  to  the  com¬ 
missioners’  report.  But,  Sir,  there  is  another  way  in  which 
you  can  estimate,  to  some  extent,  the  development  of  the 
manufacturing  industries  of  the  country.  Perhaps  one  of 
the  most  striking  ways  is  to  take  the  imports  of  coal 
into  a  country — the  consumption  of  coal  indicating  the 
character  of  the  manufacturing  industries  of  a  country.  I 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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find,  Sir,  that  of  coal — which  is  an  especially  good  test— -the 
importations  were  as  follows  :  Of  anthracite  coal  there 
was  imported, in  1878,  420,110  tons, and  in  1884, 868,000  tons  ; 
of  bituminous,  there  was  imported,  in  1878,  513,970  tons, 
and  in  1884,  1,118,615  tons,  or  altogether  there  was  im¬ 
ported  in  1878,  933,980  tons,  and  in  1884,  1,986,615  tons, 
or  an  increased  importation  of  coal  of  1,053,635  tons;  and 
I  find  that  the  increased  output  of  Canadian  coal  during 
that  time,  according  to  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance  the  other  night,  was  900,000  tons;  so  that  we  have 
an  increased  consumption  of  coal  in  the  country,  between 
1878  and  1884,  of  1,952,635  tons.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  this  is  a  tolerably  good  indication  of  the  growth  of 
industries  in  this  country  during  that  time.  Then,  Sir, 
another  indication  which  may  bs  taken  is  the  increased 
importation  of  raw  material,  which,  if  hon.  gentlemen  will 
take  the  trouble  to  examine  the  figures,  they  will  find  has 
increased  about  the  extent  of  $  13,600,000.  Our  cotton  mills, 
for  instance,  it  has  been  said,  have  been  standing  still  ;  and 
yet,  curiously  enough,  we  have  imported,  of  raw  cotton,  in 
1884,  between  19,000,000  and  20,000,000  pounds,  against 
about  7,000,000  pounds  in  1878.  That  certainly  does  not 
indicate  that  the  cotton  mills  have  been  standing  still.  They 
have  not  been  running  as  constantly  as  they  were  before  ; 
they  have  not  been  running  full  time,  and  some  of  them  have 
been  stopped  altogether  for  a  few  weeks  or  months,  although 
business  is  now  reviving  and  they  are  beginning  to  run  again. 
But  in  the  facts  of  the  importation  of  raw  material  and  the 
consumption  of  coal,  we  have  an  indication  of  the  growth  of 
industrial  enterprise  in  the  country  which  shows  that  the 
statements  made  in  the  commissioners’  report  are  what  one 
might  expect  would  be  established  from  the  figures  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Trade  and  Navigation  returns.  Now,  Sir, 
times  have  been  less  active  perhaps— that  would  be  the 
proper  way  to  put  it— less  active  recently  than  in  1882  and 
1883,  and  there  are  reasons  for  it  altogether  apart  from  the 
question  of  the  Government  policy  or  any  policy  that  might 
be  adopted.  We  had  first  a  large  withdrawal  of  capital 
from  legitimate  enterprises  to  put  into  speculative  enter¬ 
prises  in  the  North-West.  In  Toronto,  for  instance,  when 
the  North-West  Land  Company,  which  had  bought  a  large 
quantity  of  land  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Com¬ 
pany,  opened  their  books,  I  am  told  there  wa9  almost  a 
riot  in  the  effort  to  get  into  the  room  to  subscribe  for  the 
stock  of  that  company,  so  valuable  was  it  supposed  to  be. 
People  were  anxious  to  go  into  all  these  new  enterprises. 
The  tendency  of  the  age,  1  am  sorry  to  say,  is  a  gambling 
tendency,  in  commercial  as  well  as  in  other  matters.  There 
is  an  eager  disposition  to  make  fortunes  rapidly.  We  know 
that  there  was  an  idea  that  in  the  North-West  there  was  a 
remarkable  opportunity  for  making  rapid  fortunes, and  people 
took  money  from  their  ordinary  legitimate  business  and  put  it 
into  North-West  enterprises,  and  lost  it,  to  the  great  injury 
of  the  credit  and  business  of  the  country  at  large.  Then  we 
have  had,  as  a  result  of  the  boom  thus  produced,  over-impor¬ 
tation.  That  is  an  event  that  comes,  as  we  all  know,  at 
regular  periods.  Fortunately,  in  this  case,  I  believe  the 
merchants  of  Canada  discovered  early  the  mistake  they 
were  making,  and  they  began  to  pull  in  sail  much  earlier 
than  they  did  in  1874  and  1875.  They  saw,  for  instance, 
that  manufactories  were  springing  up  in  the  country ;  they 
saw  that  the  place  of  imported  goods  was  being  taken  by 
goods  manufactured  in  the  country ;  they  sat  down  and 
calculated  what'  the  effect  of  this  would  be ;  and  they  com¬ 
menced  lessening  their  importations  at  an  earlier  period 
than  they  otherwise  would  have  done.  In  the  meantime, 
however,  there  was  some  depression  in  consequence  of  over¬ 
importation  ;  but  I  think  the  cotton  industry  may  be  said  to 
be,  after  all,  almost  the  only  great  industry  in  which  there 
has  been  any  serious  or  continued  depression  ;  and  is  it  to 
be  very  much  wondered  at?  We  had  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  rising  in  Parliament  and  declaring  what  great 
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profits  tbo  cotton  lords,  as  they  called  them,  wero  get¬ 
ting.  We  had  them  tolling  us  that  the  cotton  manu¬ 
facturers  were  making  their  60  or  *70  per  oent. ;  and 
many  people,  anxious  to  make  money  rapidly,  and  believing 
these  hon.  gentlemen,  wont  into  this  enterprise.  New  mills 
spiaDg  up ;  and  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  themselves,  if  1 
mistake  not,  wore  so  confident  of  the  success  of  the  policy 
they  were  condemning,  that  they  actually  put  money  into 
these  cotton  mills.  If  I  mistake  not,  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  had  an  interest  in  a 
cotton  mill  in  the  city  of  Kingston.  1  know  another  gentle¬ 
man  #vho  is  a  very  pronounced  opponent  of  this  Government, 
who  was  on  two  occasions  the  opponent  of  the  hon.  First 
Minister  in  Kingston,  Mr.  Carruthers,  invested  money  in 
it,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend,  the  present  member  for 
Kingston  (Mi*.  Gunn)  put  money  in.  These  hon.  gentlemen, 
although  declaring  that  the  policy  was  going  to  ruin  the 
country  and  everybody  connected  with  it,  actually  them¬ 
selves  aided  in  this  inflation  and  this  over-production  by 
putting  money  into  these  industries.  At  the  start,  the  cotton 
mills  all  went  largely  into  the  manufacture  of  grey  goods, 
because  that  was  a  kind  of  cotton  they  thought  they  could 
get  an  early  market  for,  and  could  turn  out  easily. 
The  result  followed  which  everybody  regrets.  Hut 
there  is  this  fact  to  be  borne  in  mind  with  satisfaction, 
that  the  cotton  industry,  as  every  other  industry 
in  the  country,  is  getting  down  to  a  business  basis  ;  that 
people  are  now  more  careful  ;  that  they  are  multi¬ 
plying  the  varieties  of  their  products,  and  are  studying  the 
market  very  carefully ;  and  1  venture  to  suggest,  that  if  each 
mill  had  been  its  own  merchant,  a  great  deal  of  the  diffi¬ 
culties  that  have  arisen  would  not  have  arisen  in  connection 
with  the  cotton  industry  of  the  country.  All  these  things 
had  their  effect.  Then  another  circumstance  was  the  depreci¬ 
ation  of  values.  Every  one  knows  that  that  was  a  very 
serious  circumstance ;  it  happened  in  England  as  well  as  in 
this  country.  I  find,  in  the  London  Economist  of  the  31st  of 
January  last,  an  article  on  the  condition  of  trade,  which  I 
have  reason  to  know  is  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Stephen  Bourne, 
who  will  be  remembered  as  having  read  a  very  valuable 
paper  on  Inperial  Confederation  before  the  British  Associa¬ 
tion  last  year  in  Canada,  and  who  is  the  chief  of  the  Statistical 
Branch  of  the  Department  of  Customs  in  England.  He  quotes 
a  number  of  figures,  ail  going  to  show  that  there  has 
been  a  very  serious  depreciation  in  the  value  of  goods  in 
England  as  well  as  elsewhere.  For  instance,  he  takes  four 
classes  of  goods— textile  manufactures,  minerals  and  metals, 
articles  of  food,  and  miscellaneous — and  he  finds  that  there 
was  a  larger  quantity  of  these  goods  exported  in  1884,  by 
£2, 733, UOO,  estimated  by  the  price  of  the  year  before,  than 
in  the  year  before,  and  an  absolute  decrease  in  price  of 
£9,605,000.  I  think  that  is  a  remarkable  statement  in 
relation  to  the  depreciation  in  values.  Then  he  comes  to 
these  conclusions : 

“First.  During  the  year  just  ended  our  whole  exports  were  valued 
at  £10,060,oOo  less  than  last  year,  for,  although  our  increased  sales  are 
represented  by  nearly  £2,000j000  for  quantity,  the  fall  in  prices  have  oc¬ 
casioned  them  to  bring  in  less  by  £12,000,000.  In  other  words,  our  ex¬ 
port  trade  has  expanded  a  little  beyond.  6  per  cent,  in  volume.  This 
larger  vdlume  has  shrunk  by  just  about  4  per  cent,  in  value. 

“Second.  That  of  British  produce  ahd  manufacture  alone,  the  in¬ 
creased  quantity  figures  for  not  far  from  £3,000,000,  or  at  the  rate  of  1  j 
per  cent,  for  addition  to  volume,  accompanied  by  a  decreased  value  of 
nearly  £10*000,000,  or  4f  per  cent.” 

Aud  he  makes  the  general  statement  that,  taking  the  aggre¬ 
gate  trade  of  Great  Britain,  the  depreciation  of  values  alone 
represents  the  large  sum  of  £46,000,000  sterling.  That 
depreciation  had  its  effect.  The  mei’chants  in  Canada  had 
bought  goods  at  figures  on  which  they  could  not  realise  a 
profit.  Take,  for  inbtanco,  the  case  of  the  sugar  refiners. 
The  sugar  refiners,  many  of  whom  are  merchants  as  well, 
imported  Ihe  sugar  at  prices  which  they  supposed  were 
certain  to  bring  them  a  profit,  because  the  prices  werelowor 


than  any  known  for  years,  yot  the  refiners  found  the  prices 
going  down  lower  and  lower,  and  they  had  to  stand  a  loss; 
but  the  loss  suffered  by  them  during  the  past  year  could 
not,  in  consequence,  be  charged  in  any  way  to  the  effect  of 
the  National  Policy.  Owing  to  the  enormous  depreciation 
of  the  value  of  the  raw  material,  which  they  had  imported 
at  higher  prices  than  they  could  sell  it  at,  they  had  to  stand 
heavy  loss.  These  facts  have  tended  very  considerably  to 
reduce  the  volume  of  business  in  the  country,  and  to  bring 
about  in  that  way  the  comparative  depression  that  has 
existed.  The  same  thing  has  occurred  in  the  United  States. 
In  Bradstreet’s  circular  we  find  an  estimate  of  the  prices  in 
the  United  States  of  certain  articles  in  July,  1878,  and  De¬ 
cember,  1884.  The  remarkable  thing  with  regard  to  that 
estimate,  and  it  applies  equally  I  believe  to  Canada  is, 
that  while  the  articles  which  the  farmer  uses  have  gone 
down  enormously  in  value,  the  article  which  he  pro¬ 
duces,  leaving  out  wheat,  or,  at  any  rate,  many  of  them, 
have  actually  increased  in  value  during  that  period.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  are  the  figures:— 


July 

Dec. 

Food  Products : 

1878. 

1884. 

Wheat,  No.  2  red,  bushel. ......... 

1*05 

•87 

Flour,  extra  (winter),  barrel.... 

4.00 

3.00 

Corn,  No.  2,  mixed,  bushel . . 

*47£ 

•75 

Butter,  State  dairy,  pound ......... 

Cheese,  State  factory,  fancy, 
pound  .......  . . . . . 

*16 

•25 

■m 

•124 

Sugar,  fair  refining,  pound......... 

•07  3-16 

•04| 

Sugar,  refined  granulated,  pound 

•09f 

5-08 

Coffee,  fair  Rio,  pound  ............. 

Tea,  Formosa,  Oolong,  superior, 

•15J 

"09f 

pound  ........................  ......... 

Tea,  Japan  (good  medium), 
pound  . . . . . 

•25 

•23 

•23 

•19 

Rice,  domestic,  fancy,  pound...... 

•07 

•061 

Tobacco,  leaf,  poun'd  .........  ...... 

•05 

■08| 

Fresh  beef,  pound  .................... 

■084 

•10 

Fresh  mutton,  pound......... ....... 

•08 

•06£ 

Mess  pork,  barrel . . . . 

10-30 

12-25 

Me3s  beef,  barrel  ..................... 

11.50 

11.50 

Lard,  refined,  per  pound...... ...... 

Miscellaneous  s 

0'72 

0-72 

Cotton  . . . . .  ........ ...... 

•11  7-16 

•11  1-16 

Wool  ......................  ............... 

•36 

•32 

Cotton  cloth  . .  ......... 

,  "03£ 

•03  2-16 

Nails  . . . 

.  2.25 

2.10 

Coal  . . . .  ... 

.  2.75 

3.00 

Lumber . . . . . 

.  8.00 

8.50 

Those  depreciations  in  the  values  of  the  articles  which  enter 
into  the  ordinary  business  of  the  country  have  had  the 
effect  to  which  1  referred.  Another  thing  which  has  had  a 
depressing  effect  is,  that  the  settlement  in  the  North-West 
has  not  been  as  large  as  we  reasonably  expected  it  Would  be. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  72)  respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Eykert.) 

Pill  (No.  73)  to  incorporate  the  Calgary,  Edmonton  aud 
Athabasca  Landing  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Williams.) 

Bill  (No.  74) -respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company  of  Canada.— (Mr.  Royal.) 

Bill  (No.  76)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  London 
Life  Insurance  Company.  — (Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesox.j 

Bill  (No.  77)  to  incorporate  the  Hamilton,  Guelph  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

Bill  (No.  78)  to  incorporate  the  Truro  Bank. — (Mr. 
Tupper.) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  When  the  House  rose  1  was 
about  proceeding  to  refer  to  another  of  the  incidents  which 
led  to  some  check  in  the  flow  of  business  in  this  country,  and 
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that  was  the  disappointment  in  relation  to  the  extent  of  set¬ 
tlement  in  our  Canadian  North-West.  I  think  we  may  fairly 
say  that  under  all  reasonable  circumstances  we  had  a  right 
to  anticipate  a  larger  settlement  than  took  place  in  that 
part  of  the  country,  but  there  is  a  remarkable  fact  in  con¬ 
nection  with  it,  and  that  is,  that  although  the  settlement  in 
the  Canadian  North-West  was  not  quite  up  to  what  was 
expected,  the  deficiency  in  the  settlement  was  about  the 
same  in  the  United  States  as  well.  In  Dakota  and  Minnesota 
I  find  that  the  proportion  of  the  falling  off  in  the  previous 
year  was  just  about  as  great  as  that  in  the  North-West. 
Nor  instance,  in  1883  there  were  taken  up  of  homesteads, 
in  the  Canadian  North  West,  970,719  acres;  and  in  1884, 
582,280  acres.  Of  pre-emptions  there  were  taken  up  in 
1883,  659,120;  and  in  1834,  364,080.  Of  sales  there  were 
were  202,143  acres,  in  1883,  and  213,172  acres,  in  1884  ;  or 
a  total,  in  1883,  of  1,831,982  acres;  and  in  1884,  1,110,512 
acres.  We  find  that  in  Dakota  and  Minnesota  the  falling 
off  was  as  follows  :  From  15,196,594,  in  1883,  to  9,222,757, 
in  1884.  That  is  to  say,  the  decrease  in  the  settlement  of 
the  American  Territories  was  39.56  per  cent.,  and  in  the 
Canadian  North-West,  39'92  per  cent.,  so  that  the  decrease 
in  each  country  was,  in  comparison,  almost  precisely  the 
same.  The  most  serious  regret  in  connection  with  that  is 
that  the  falling  off  is  to  be  traced  to  circumstances  which  I 
believe  were  largely  within  our  own  control.  In  the  open¬ 
ing  up  of  that  country,  in  incurring  large  obligations  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  a  railway  through  it,  to  supply  railway 
facilities  to  the  people  who  might  go  in  there,  we 
had  a  right  to  expect,  whatever  differences  of  opinion 
might  exist  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Government  or 
as  to  the  manner  of  constructing  that  railway,  that,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  effects  of  that  railway  upon  the  country  and  as 
to  the  country  itself,  there  would  be  no  difference  of  opin¬ 
ion.  Wo  had  a  right  to  hope,  and  I  think  everyone  will 
say  that  it  was  not  an  unreasonable  hope,  that,  while  we 
might  have  our  conflicts  and  our  controversies  on  the  floor 
of  Parliament  as  to  which  was  the  better  way  of  developing 
that  country  and  constructing  a  railway  through  it,  at  any 
rate,  as  to  the  country  itself,  thoro  would  bo  a  unity  of  senti¬ 
ment  in  the  House  aud  out  of  it.  But  we  found  that  in 
almost  every  debate  in  this  House  hon.  gontlemon  opposite 
were  doing  whatever  they  could  to  discourage  immigration 
to  that  country,  to  create  an  impression  that  it  was  not  a 
desirable  country  to  emigrate  to,  and  to  depreciate  its  value 
in  this  way  as  a  desirable  field  for  emigration.  We  had  a 
member  of  that  party,  no  less  distinguished  than  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  at  a  meeting  in  Bowmanville,  declaring 
that,  although  he  had  not  theretofore  said  very  much  in 
relation  to  that  country,  although  he  had  bjen  cau¬ 
tious  not  to  express  any  opinion  of  his  own,  yet,  hav¬ 
ing  made  thorough  enquiry  from  a  number  of  persons 
who  had  seen  the  country  and  whose  opinions  were 
therefore  of  value,  ho  was  in  a  position  to  state,  and 
he  did  state,  on  his  responsibility,  that  300  or  400 
miles  of  the  country  were  utterly  unfit  for  settlement. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Well,  it  was  so  near  that,  that  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  state  what  hedid  say,  I  venture  to  say  it  will 
be  found  to  be  practically  that,  that  the  road  ran  through  a 
country  practically  unfit  for  settlement.  On  the  floor  of 
this  House,  what  had  we  in  regard  to  the  route  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway?  We  had  statements  that  it  ran 
through  a  country,  for  the  lurge  part  of  it,  several  hundreds 
of  miles  of  if,  simply  fit  for  the  growth  of  the  cactus  and 
unfit  for  ordinary  cultivation  and  for  successful  settlement; 
and  yet  we  have  had  evidence  since,  from  a  quarter  that  I 
think  will  be  received  in  this  House  as  worthy  of  all  pos¬ 
sible  acceptance,  that  is  the  testimony  of  the  hon.  member 
for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  who,  after  going  through 
the  country,  after  travelling  over  that  railway,  after  ex¬ 
amining  for  himself,  in  his  own  practical  way,  the  character 
Mr.  White  (fjardwell). 
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of  the  oountry  through  which  the  railway  passed,  came 
back  to  Winnipeg,  and  in  a  speech  there,  declared  that 
he  was  himself  surprised,  gratifyingly  disappointed, 
at  what  he  had  seen,  and  condemned  his  own  press  and 
his  own  colleagues  in  public  life,  members  of  his  own 
party,  for  the  exaggerations  they  had  been  guilty 
of  in  regard  to.  that  country.  That  was  one  of 
the  reasons  why  the  settlement  of  that  country  was  not  as 
great  as  it  might  otherwise  have  been.  Then  we  had  the 
agitations  in  the  North-West  itself.  We  had  those  agitations, 
largely  promoted,  I  believe,  by  political  motives.  I  should 
be  sorry  to  say  that  all  those  who  engaged  in  the  meanings 
of  the  Farmers’  Union,  that  all  those  who  believed  honestly 
that  they  had  grievances  that  might  be  remedied  by 
meeting  together  and  having  concerted  action,  were 
influenced  by  partly  political  feeling.  But,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  motive  and  inspiration  of  thoso 
who  took  the  leading  part  in  the  organisation  was  political 
and  only  political,  that  it  was  designed  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  a  feeling  against  the  country,  in  that  way  lessening 
the  immigration  to  the  country,  in  that  way  lessening 
the  value  of  the  policy  which  this  Government  had  adopted, 
and  to  the  extent  of  the  failure  of  that  policy  resulting  from 
these  causes,  discrediting  the  Government  itself.  Thus  we 
had  these  attacks  made  upon  that  country.  1  can  quite 
understand  that  last  year,  or  rather  the  year  before,  owing  to 
the  early  frosts  that  occurred,  the  exceptionally  early 
frosts,  such  as  had  not  been  known  for  years  before, 
and  may  not  be  known,  I  trust,  for  many  years  to 
come,  judging  the  future  by  the  past,  many  of  the 
farmers  there  felt  they  had  come  to  a  country  where  they 
were  liable  to  these  disadvantages ;  but,  when  this  organisa¬ 
tion  met  together  in  Winnipeg,  and  deliberately  passed  a 
resolution — a  more  insane  proceeding  one  could  hardly 
imagine — warning  people  against  coming  to  the  country  at 
all,  one  could  readily  understand  that  undor  the  influence  of 
an  agitation  of  that  kind  and  action  of  that  kind  there 
would  bo  a  less  gratifying  flow  of  immigration  to  the  North- 
West.  I  am  glad  to  see  by  the  papers  of  this  evening  that 
the  Farmers’  Union,  at  any  rate,  whatever  they  may  have 
to  say  about  their  local  grievances,  are  no  longer  disposed 
to  attack  the  country  itself.  I  am  glad  to  see,  if  the  state¬ 
ment  is  true,  that  when  it  was  supposed  that  a 
secession  movement  was  on  foot,  and  when  some 
loyalists  went  to  put  it  down,  they  found  only 
one  man  a  secessionist.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  this  is  the 
fact,  and  that  the  Farmers’  Union  are  not  disposed  to  be  made 
the  tools  of  political  agitators  to  injure  the  future  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  If  they  will  fight  their  own  political  battle,  with  which 
we  have  nothing  to  do  heie,  if  they  will  conduct  their  own 
local  controversies  with  respect  to  their  own  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture,  with  which  we  have  no  concern,  and  will  do  it  as  men 
anxious  each  to  promote  in  the  best  possible  way  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  country,  nobody  can  possibly  object  to  contro¬ 
versy  of  that  kind,  and  I  think  we  may  very 
fairly  look  forward,  in  view  of  what  has  occurred 
last  year  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  to  a  better 
condition  of  things  in  that  regard  and  a  larger  immigration 
into  that  country  in  the  early  future.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  spoke  of  the 
conduct  of  this  Government  as  having  retarded  settlement 
in  the  North-West ;  he  described  it  as  having  prevented 
people  from  going  in  ;  he  even  referred  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  its  construction  as  one  of  the  causes 
which  had  prevented  settlement  from  going  in.  What  do 
we  see  this  year,  with  all  this  huge  monopoly,  this  grinding 
monopoly  of  which  we  have  heard — the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  ?  We  see  these  two  remarkable  facts,  that 
while  in  the  American  States  of  Minnesota  and  Dakota  the 
railway  companies  and  the  millers  are  practically  one 
combination,  the  one  playing  into  the  hands  of  the  other, 
so  that  no  man  is  permitted  to  buy  wheat  unless  he  buys 
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it  through  the  elevator,  which  is  the  property  of  the  miller 
as  well  as  of  the  railway  company,  and  while,  as  the  result 
of  that,  the  millers  have  been  able  to  control  the  price  of 
grain  in  that  American  North-West,  to  the  great  disadvan¬ 
tage  of  the  farmers,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
intheir  operations  in  ourCanadian  North-West,  have  refused 
to  yield  to  any  such  influences  as  that,- and  have  declared 
that  every  man  shall  have  the  opportunity  of  going  into 
the  market  as  a  free  man  and  getting  the  highest 
prices  for  wheat,  and  shall  have  the  best  facilities 
for  the  shipping  of  it  at  every  practicable  point; 
and,  Sir,  what  has  been  the  practical  result  of  this  ?  The 
statement  has  beeD  made,  upon  the  responsibility  of  gentle 
men  who' are  themselves  interested,  and  who  have  paid 
money  in  connection  with  the  wheat  products  of  that 
country,  that  the  average  price  of  wheat  in  Manitoba  and 
the  Canadian  North-West  this  year  has  been  12  cents  a 
bushel  more  than  it  has  been  on  the  American  side.  And 
more  than  that,  we  have  seen  farmers  on  the  American  side 
actually  teaming  their  wheat  across  into  the  Canadian 
territory,  paying  tho  15  cents  duty,  and  then  going  back 
with  4  cents  a  bushel  more  in  their  pocket  than  they 
would  have  had  if  they  had  sold  their  wheat  on  their  own 
side.  These  are  evidences  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has 
not  been  an  injury  to  the  farmei'S  of  that  country;  and  it  is 
a  proof  that  the  farmers  are  beginningto  realize  the  ad¬ 
vantages  which  they  possess  in  tho  Canadian  North-West 
over  the  farmers  of  Dakota  and  Minnesota.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  there  will  be,  in  the  near  future — in  fact,  I  believe 
the  movement  has  already  begun — a  migration  of  Canadians 
hitherto  settled  in  Minnesota  and  Dakota — largely  because 
of  the  agitation  in  this  country  against  our  own  territory, 
the  statements  as  to  the  greater  advantages  offei’ed  by  the 
Americans,  who  will  take  up  their  residence  in  the  Canadian 
North-West,  becoming  loyal  British  subjects,  and  live  under 
the  old  flag  which,!  am  sure,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they  have 
gone  to  Minnesota  and  Dakota,  they  still  revere  and  honor. 
I  think,  therefore,  we  may  fairly  expect  that  this  cause 
which  has  tended  to  place  a  momentary  check  on  the  com¬ 
mercial  prosperity  of  that  country  will  soon  pass  away. 
We  have,  as  one  of  the  evidences  often  referred  to,  of  the 
fact  that  there  has  been  some  depression  in  Canada,  a  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  failures  that  have  taken  place  ;  and  let  me,  for 
a  moment,  state  the  facts  briefly,  in  order  to  complete  this 
part  of  the  argument.  Everyone  who  knows  anything 
of  England  will  admit  that  the  depression  has  been  more 
severe  there  during  the  past  year  than  it  has  been  at  any 
time  during  the  last  quarter  of  a  century.  Ask  any  com¬ 
mercial  traveller  who  has  been  in  England  buying  goods 
what  condition  of  things  he  found  there ;  ask  anyone  who 
has  an  opportunity  of  testing  the  feeling  of  tho  commercial 
circles  in  Great  Britain ;  look  at  the  records  of  people  out  of 
employment,  and  at  the  record  of  failures,  and  jou  will  find 
the  statement  is  absolutely  accurate,  that  for  a  quarter  of 
a  century  no  such  depression  has  existed  in  England  as  was 
that  which  has  existed  during  this  last  year.  In  the  United 
States  the  depression  has  been  about  as  severe  as  the  de¬ 
pression  of  1877-78.  I  find  that  the  failures  in  Canada  this 
lastyear  havebeen  1,327, with  liabilities  of$19, 191,306  ;  while 
in  1879  the  failures  were  1,902,  with  liabilities  of  $29,347,937. 
Then,  Sir,  the  trades  have  increased  in  number  from  50,000 
to  69,994,  an  increase  of  13,994;  so  that  while  in  1884  we 
had  one  failure  to  every  53  persons  in  trade,  in  1879  we 
had  one  failuro  to  every  29  persons  in  trade  ;  while  in  the 
United  States  there  was  one  failure  to  every  82  persons  in 
trade  in  1884,  and  one  failure  to  every  62  persons  in  1873, 
This  shows  that  while  there  has  been  a  depression  in  Canada 
in  some  particular  lines,  and  while  ail  have  felt  the  effect 
of  a  depreciation  in  values,  the  number  of  failures,  relatively 
to  the  number  in  1879,  has  been  very  much  less  in 
Canada  than  in  tho  United  States.  Now,  Sir,  I  daresay 


that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  say  that  there  ought  to 
havo  been  no  failures,  and  that  at  the  time  of  the  adoption 
of  tho  National  E’olicy  the  country  was  promised  that  thoro 
would  be  no  depression ;  they  will  no  doubt  contend  that 
we  ought  to  havo  avoided  the  evil  results  of  a  depreciation 
in  values.  I  have  no  doubt  that  my  hon.  friond  from 
Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  who  is  going  to  follow  me, 
will  take  that  line  of  argument,  and  will  probably 
quote  a  number  of  extracts  from  speeches  made  by 
Conservatives  in  1877,  when  this  question  began  to  bo 
agitated,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  there  should  bo 
no  failures  whatover.  Sir,  what  was  urged  in  1877-78  was 
this  :  That  in  view  of  the  conditions  of  this  country  and 
its  relations  to  the  neighboring  Republic  particularly,  there 
were  means  which  might  be  adopted  by  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  that  would  do  much  towards  mitigating  the  de¬ 
pression  which  at  that  time  existed.  Tho  question  of 
the  National  Policy,  allow  me  to  say,  has  never  been  a 
question  of  20  percent.,  or  25  per  cent,  or  30  per  cent. ;  the 
question  of  the  National  Policy  has  been  simply  this: 
What  arrangement  of  our  tariff,  what  arrangement  of  our 
commercial  system,  will  reasonably  give  to  men  of  capital 
an  opportunity  to  carry  on  their  business  with  a  prospect 
of  success  against  the  competition  of  our  neighbors  on  the 
other  side.  At  that  time  we  pointed  out  two  or  three  ways 
in  which  injury  was  being  done  by  the  absence  of  legisla¬ 
tion,  and  when  we  urged  legislation  to  remedy  it,  these  hon. 
gentlemen  folded  their  arms  and  took  tho  ground  that  it 
was  no  part  of  the  business  of  Parliament  to  consider  how, 
by  legislation,  our  commercial  interests  could  be  promoted, 
but  that  on  the  contrary  it  was  a  matter  which  must 
be  left  to  tho  ordinary  laws  of  supply  and  deman  1,  and  that 
in  relation  to  a  commercial  policy  Parliament  should 
have  regard  simply  to  the  question  of  raising  so  much 
revenue  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  Government.  Sir,  we 
pointed  to  the  West  India  trade— gone.  We  urged  that  a 
change  should  be  made  in  the  sugar  duties,  not  altogether 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  refining  in  Canada,  but  of 
promoting  the  West  India  trade  through  refining  in  Can¬ 
ada.  That  was  the  policy  we  urged  and  that  policy  was 
adopted.  Did  it  produce  the  effect? 

Mr.  VAIL.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  look  at  our  import 
trade  from  the  West  Indies  to-day,  compared  with  our  im¬ 
port  trade  from  the  West  Indies  in  1878, and  will  he  tell  me 
that  the  result  of  the  policy  that  has  been  adopted  has  not 
been  to  bring  in  raw  sugars  instead  of  the  refined  sugar, 
which  formerly  came  from  the  refineries  of  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States,  by  that  means  to  promote  trade  with 
the  country  of  production  instead  of  with  the  country  where 
the  sugar  was  refined  ?  Sir,  I  know  that  the  people  of 
Halifax  have  an  idea  that  a  rearrangement  of  tho  method 
of  collecting  the  duty  might  have  the  effect  of  promoting 
still  further  trade  with  the  West  India  islands  to  the  pre¬ 
judice  of  trade  with  other  foreign  countries.  I  know  they 
have  an  idea  down  there — I  am  not  going  to  say  whether 
it  is  correct  one  or  not  ;  that  is  a  matter,  I  fancy,  that  the 
people  will  have  to  arrange  with  the  Government-—!  know 
they  have  an  idea  that  if  people  could  be  prevented  from 
introducing  raw  beet  root  sugar,  they  would  have  a  larger 
quantity  of  sugar  brought  in  from  the  West  Indies. 
That  may  be  true,  and  it  may  be  wise  to  adopt  that  policy. 
1  am  not  discussing  that  question  ;  but  what  I  am  discussing 
is  this,  that  the  policy  which  was  adopted  has  had  the  effect 
of  bringing  enormous  quantities  of  raw  sugar  from  the 
West  Indies,  and  creating  in  that  way  a  trade  with  those 
countries  of  sugar  production  which,  at  that  particular  time, 
had  practically  ceased  to  exist.  Then,  Sir,  we  pointed  out 
to  them,  with  respect  to  the  tea  trade,  that  their  policy  was 
destroying  the  distributing  trade  in  Canada,  that  the  large 
tea  merchants  were  being  deprived  of  the  business  which 
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legitimately  and  t'airly  belonged  to  them,  and  that  American 
merchants  were  becoming  distributors,  not  to  the  advantage 
of  Canadian  consumers,  but  to  the  disadvantage  ofCanadian 
merchants.  We  pointed  out  how  that  might  be  remedied. 
But  the  hon.  gentlemen  said  :  No,  wa  will  do  nothing  of  the 
kind  ;  that  is  a  matter  we  have  not  care  of,  that  affects  us  not 
in  the  least.  Well,  Sir,  that  policy  was  changed,  and  what  has 
been  the  result  ?  Let  the  hon,  gentleman  look  at  the  figures 
of  the  direct  importations  from  China  and  Japan,  as  compared 
with  wh&t  they  were  in  1878,  and  let  him  look  at  the  distri¬ 
buting  trade  in  the  hands  of  Canadian  merchants,  results 
which  have  been  secured  since  the  National  Policy  has  come 
into  play,  If  he  will  look  at  other  industries  he  will  find 
similar  results.  That  men  Who,  before,  could  have  little 
chance,  and  less  chance  in  view  of  the  steadily  growing  con¬ 
dition  of  things  in  theUnited  States,  than  they  had  before  to 
continue  business  in  Canada  successfuly  under  the  competi¬ 
tion  of  the  manufacturers  of  that  country,  have  been  able  to 
carry  on  business  since.  In  1873,  in  1872  and  still  farther 
back,  during  the  period  of  and  succeeding  the  American  war, 
when  there  was  an  inflated  currency  on  the  other  side, 
when  values  were  exceedingly  high  there,  when,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  admit¬ 
ted  in  his  speech  the  other  night,  the  smuggling  was  from 
this  side  into  that  country,  there  was  no  necessity  for  pro¬ 
tection,  no  necessity  for  a  high  duty.  We  had,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  the  conditions  which  existed  in  the  two  countries  at 
that  time,  even  a  higher  protection  in  our  favor  than  the 
protection  we  have  had  since,  in  view  of  the  relative  con¬ 
ditions  which  existed  between  the  two  countries.  But  as 
those  conditions  changed,  as,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  the  smuggling  is  from  that  country 
into  this,  instead  of  from  this  country  into  that,  then  came 
into  play  the  policy  which  has  been  and  is  now  adopted,  and 
without  which  the  vast  majorities  of  the  industries 
of  this  country  would  have  ceased  to  exist  and  the  capi¬ 
tal  invested  therein  would  have  been  absolutely  destroyed. 
No  policy  can  compensate  for  the  want  of  capital;  no 
policy  can  compensate  for  the  want  of  skill,  because 
in  these  days  we  have  been  competition,  we  have  im¬ 
proved  machinery,  and  when  the  appliances  are  so  great 
as  they  are  the  competition  is  necessarily  keener  than  it  was 
before.  And  all  we  propose  to  do,  all  the  Government 
policy  proposes  to  do,  is  to  give  to  the  skilled,  industrious, 
competent  manufacturer,  the  opportunity  of  carrying  on 
business  in  fair  competition  with  his  American  neighbors 
who  are  engaged  in  the  same  occupation.  I  believe  that  at 
this  moment  there  are  indications  that  trade  is  getting  into 
a  better  condition.  We  have  been  enjoying  for  some  time 
past  the  free  traders  paradise — a  cheap  country  to  live  in. 
The  real  trouble  has  been  that  articles  have  been  too 
cheap,  and  that  very  thing  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  been  arguing  we  should  endeavor  to  bring  about  is  the 
very  thing  which  has  produced  the  difficulty  from  which 
to  some  extent,  we  have  been  suffering  during  the  last 
twelve  months.  Go  to  a  merchant  and  ask  on  what  his 
hopes  rest  for  a  revival  of  business.  He  will  tell  you,  in 
the  fact  that  prices  are  beginning  to  stiffen,  as  he  express 
it,  and  there  are  likely,  therefore,  to  be  better  times.  I  say 
there  are  indications  of  that  at  this  moment,  indications 
that  give  hope  to  the  commercial  community  that  things 
are  going  to  be  better  than  they  have  been  recently. 
Then  we  have  an  indication  in  the  revenue  for  the 
last  two  months,  as  compared  with  the  corresponding  two 
months  of  last  year,  that  there  is  a  probability  of  a  revival 
of  trade.  I  shall  be  sorry,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  it, 
if  merchants  imagine  that  all  possible  difficulty  has  passed 
away.  But  I  am  satisfied  of  this,  that  business  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is  at  this  moment  in  a  condition  of  greater  promise  than 
has  prevailed  for  the  two  years  past,  and  that  by  reasonable 
nrecaution  on  the  part  of  the  commercial  community  we 
are  likely  to  enter  upon  a  period  of  substantial  prosperity 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


similar  to  that  which  we  enjoyed  a  year  or  a  year  and 
a  half  ago.  We  have  some  evidences  of  this  in  what  is  said  by 
the  people.  Take  the  city  of  Montreal,  which  may  be  said 
to  be  in  some  sense  a  barometer  showing  the  commercial 
condition  of  the  country.  The  Star ,  which  is  certainly  not 
a  conservative  newspaper,  and  it  is  certainly  not  a  liberal 
one  in  the  party  sense,  sent  a  reporter  to  find  out  from  tho 
different  merchants  and  manufacturers  of  Montreal  what 
was  the  present  condition  of  trade.  He  found  that  vast 
differences  of  opinion  existed.  He  heard  in  some 
quarters  statements  that  there  were  a  large  number 
of  people  out  of  employment ;  in  other  quarters  that 
times  were  tolerably  dull ;  but  he  found  in  other  quarters, 
and  the  curious  fact  is,  that  in  those  quarters 
where  they  had  the  means  of  making  a  substantial  test,  the 
condition  of  things  was  reported  to  be  a  great  deal  better 
even  than  the  editor  of  the  Star  had  imagined  them  to  be. 
For  instance,  Mr.  McMillan,  superintendent  of  the  Pro¬ 
testant  House  of  Industry  and  Refuge,  reports  that  there 
were  in  the  institution  during  the  first  three  weeks  of 
January,  1884,  2,840  inmates,  and  during  the  same  month 
of  1885,  1,956,  a  decrease  of  about  900.  The  number  of 
meals  distributed,  because  that  institution  distributes  meals, 
taking  the  same  months,  was,  in  1884,  8,467 ;  in  1885,  6,033, 
or  a  decrease  of  about  2,500.  That  does  not  look  like  a  serious 
condition  of  things  in  a  great  manufacturing  city  like 
Montreal.  On  the  contrary,  it  shows  that  the  destitution 
among  the  working  class  is  just  about  the  normal 
destitution  prevailing  at  the  same  season  in  other  years. 
We  have  in  Montreal,  as  they  have  in  Toronto  and  other 
cities,  institutions  for  taking  care  of  the  poor  and  helpless 
who  will  always  be  with  us  ;  we  have  those  institutions  to 
which  wealthy  men,  recognising  the  responsibilities  of 
wealth,  contribute  of  their  money  in  order  that  persons 
may  not  sutler  waat  or  starvation;  and  we  find  in  Montreal 
that  the  condition  of  things  is,  as  I  have  stated,  at  that  lead¬ 
ing  institution,  as  between  that  period  of  188  i  and  1884. 
We  find  Mr.  Gilbert,  of  the  Canada  Engine  Works,  saying  : 

“The  men  are  working  full  time.  The  firm  has  discontinued  alto¬ 
gether  the  manufacture  of  steamboat  engines,  and  the  employes  are 
engaged  solely  upon  work  for  the  establishment,  repairing  aredges,  etc. 
There  have  been  a  large  number  of  applications  for  work  from  workmen, 
sometimes  as  many  as  twelve  a  day,  and  tales  of  distress  are  frequently 
heard.  They  had  no  personal  knowledge  of  auy  cases  of  absolute  want, 
but  had  heard  rumors  of  instances  in  which  the  men  hardly  knew  how 
to  get  a  living.  Mr.  Gilbert  is  of  the  opinion  that  there  will  shortly  be 
an  improvement  in  the  state  of  trade,  as  matters  have  begun  to  assume 
a  more  favorable  aspect  in  the  States. 

“  The  railway  car  wheel  manufactory  of  Messrs.  John  McDougall  & 
Co.  is  running  full  blast,  and  has  a  full  complement  of  men  employed. 
It  was  learned  here  that  there  had  been  a  great  many  applications  for 
work,  but  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  the  unemployed  were  either  men  of 
unsteady  habits  or  men  who  could  not  take  such  work  as  he  offered 
them.” 

There  is  no  one  who  knows  anything  about  large  cities  who 
does  not  know  that  this  is  unfortunately  a  class  to  be  found 
in  them  at  all  times,  and  unfortunately  there  are  numbers 
of  them  who  appeal  to  the  charity  of  those  who  are  dis¬ 
posed  to  be  charitable. 

“  A  responsible  employd  of  the  foundry  said  that  in  his  opinion  there 
wa3  lots  of  work  for  all  men  who  are  of  good  character  and  men  who 
wanted  work. 

Then  I  find  that: 

“  About  four  hundred  hands  are  employed 'at  -the  mills  of  Messrs. 
Belding,  Paul  &  Co.,  silk  manufacturers.  Of  these,  about  one-fifth  are 
men.  ‘  There  has  been  no  decrease  in  the  number  of  employes  as  com¬ 
pared  with  this  time  last  year,  ’  said  an  official.  ‘  There  have  been  no 
more  applications  for  work  than  formerly,  and  there  is  no  more  distress 
i  among  the  bread-winners.’  The  official  who  tendered  this  information 
I  stated  that  business  is  not  as  much  demoralised  here  as  ia  the  States. 

!  They  have  had  some  employes  who  went  to  the  other  side  for  work, 
return  to  thrm  after  a  short  time  with,  the  intelligence  that  in  the  face 
of  the  high  rate  of  living  and  other  similar  circumstances,  they  were 
unable  to  secure  as  good  a  living  as  in  Canada.” 

Then  I  find  that  both  of  the  sugar  refineries  were  practically 
working  at  full  time.  Then  I  have  the  statement  of  a 
gentleman  whose  opinion  will  be  received  by  hon.  gentle* 
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men  on  the  other  side  as  of  some  valuo — Mr.  J.K.  Ward,  the 
gentleman  who  was  the  Liberal  candidate  in  West  Montreal 
at  last  election,  and  who,  if  report  speaks  truly,  will  be  the 
Liberal  candidate  there  at  the  next  election.  He  says  :  “  So 
far  as  the  cot  ton  trade” — and  he  is  largely  interested  in 
that  trade : 

“  So  far  a9  the  cotton  trade  was  concerned,  the  mills  were  not  employ¬ 
ing  their  full  number  of  hands  ;  the  Merchants  Company  were  running 
about  two-thirds  of  their  machinery  ;  the  St.  Ann’s  about  one-third  or  a 
half,  and  the  Hudon  about  two-thirds.  Of  course  in  ail  cases  the  best 
bands  has  been  kept  on,  and  the  inferior  or  unsteady  ones  have  been 
dismissed.  In  the  timber  trade  — 

In  which  Mr.  Ward  is  also  largely  engaged, 

“  there  was  the  usual  slackness,  but  married  men  often  refused  to  go  out 
in  the  lumber  camps  where  they  would  get  good  wages,  and  preferred  to 
remain  at  home  in  idleness.  He  did  not  think  that  there  was  very  much 
more  than  the  usual  number  of  unemployed  work  people.” 

Then  Mr.  P.  W.  St.  George,  who  is  city  surveyor,  and  is  in 
a  peculiarly  favoiable  position  to  know  something  of  the 
labor  market  in  Montreal,  says : 

“That  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  there  are  no  more  laboring  men  out  of 
employment  now  than  there  have  been  during  the  past  few  winters.  He 
remarked  that  after  the  recent  heavy  snow  storm  his  foremen  had  been 
unable  to  procure  the  required  number  of  men  to  clear  the  streets,  and 
when  the  ice  roads  were  made,  considerable  difficulty  was  experienced 
in  procuring  laborers.” 

Now,  that  does  not  look  as  if  people  were  seriously — there 
are  always  a  number  of  them — as  if  an  unusual  or  abnormal 
number  of  people  were  out  of  employment.  Mr.  King,  of 
Rogers  &  King,  founders,  said  : 

“  He  believed  that  the  want  said  to  be  existing  in  Montreal  was  not 
greater  than  that  usually  found  at  this  period  every  year.  Investigation 
would  show  that  the  majority  of  those  out  of  employment  were  laborers 
who  worked  along  the  docks'  in  summer.  The  works  of  his  firm  are  run¬ 
ning  full  time,  and  employing  over  110  men.  They  have  not  discharged 
a  hand,  nor  have  the  wages  suffered  any  reduction.  A  greater  boom  in 
business  is  anticipated  at  an  early  date.” 

Mr.  A.  F.  Gault,  the  well  known  director  of  the  Ilochelaga 
cotton  mills,  said  : 

“  We  have  not  discharged  one  hand  on  the  score  of  retrenchment 
during  the  season,  but,  on  the  contrary,  want  more  weavers;  our  staff 
now  numbers  about  900  operatives  at  Hochelaga,  all  told,  and  400  atSt. 
Ann’s,  all  working  on  full  time  and  at  current  wages  ;  any  rumor  of 
distress  through  discharge  of  hands  from  our  mills  is  without  the 
slightest  foundation.” 

Now,  Sir,  it  will  be  seen,  with  regard  to  that,  that  the  con¬ 
dition  of  things  in  that  large  manufacturing  and  commercial 
centre  is  about  the  same  as  the  year  before,  and  certainly 
no  one  will  pretend  to  say  that  the  condition  of  things  the 
year  before  was  a  condition  of  distress  or  depression  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  business  of  the  country.  The  hon.  gentle 
man  made  complaint  as  to  the  future  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Referring  to  their  failure  in  the  past,  as  he  described 
it,  he  said  there  were  no  references  whatever  to  the 
question  of  a  treaty  with  the  United  States,  and  he  evi¬ 
dently  thought  that  was,  on  the  part  of  the  Finance 
Minister,  a  serious  omission  in  a  Budget  Speech  in  a  time 
like  the  present.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right 
in  saying  that  this  year  we  shall  enter  on  a  new 
condition  of  things;  that  the  lapsing  of  the  Washington  treaty 
will  close  the  markets  of  the  United  States  to  the  fish  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  and  Quebec.  But,  what  I  am  bound  to 
say,  is  rather  remarkable,  is  to  hear  these  hon.  gentlemen 
who  denounced,  as  we  all  remember  they  did  denounce,  the 
Washington  treaty  when  it  was  adopted  ;  who  charged  the 
First  Minister  with  having  been  a  recreant  to  his  trust  as  a 
Canadian,  in  consenting  to  that  Washington  treaty  at  all, 
now  conjuring  up  enormous  evils  as  certain  to  result  from 
the  lapsing  of  the  very  treaty  whose  enactment  in  the  first 
instance  they  so  strongly  condemned.  In  the  elections  of 
1872,  as  I  remember  very  well,  their  strong  card  was  “  the 
Washington  capitulation,”  as  they  were  pleased  to  call  it  and 
we  were  told  that  the  Government  committed  an  act  of 
arrant  folly  in  entering  upon  the  treaty  at  all.  Well,  if  that 
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was  true,  if  the  treaty  was  a  bad  one  ;  if  it  was  one  which 
should  not  have  been  negotiated ;  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
should  not  be  seriously  alarmed  now,  when  the  time  has 
come  when  we  are  to  bo  rid  of  a  bad  bargain.  But  I  did 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  then ;  this  country  did  not 
agree  with  him  then,  and  lam  satisfied  the  people  of  this 
country,  not  agreeing  with  him  then,  realise  that  it 
wruld  be  to  the  advantage  of  Canada,  and  to  the 
advantage  of  the  United  States  as  well,  if  we  had  fair 
reciprocal  relations,  both  as  to  fish  and  the  other  natural 
products  of  the  country,  between  those  two  great  peoples. 
But  when  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  there  has  been  no 
reference  to  treaties,  he  does  not  quite  state  the  fact  as  it 
exists.  We  find  that  this  Government,  in  the  very  first 
Session  in  which  they  met  Parliament  as  a  Government, 
placed  on  the  Statute  Book,  an  enactment  which  was  practi¬ 
cally  an  invitation  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  enter 
into  reciprocal  relations  with  them.  They  took  the  power 
from  Parliament,  that  whenever  the  United  States  chose  to 
remove  the  duty, chose  to  enter  into  reciprocal  relations  with 
them,  they  would  have  authority  to  enter  into  those  relations. 
The  Finance  Minister  is  charged  with  having  made  no  refer¬ 
ence  to  treaties  in  his  speech ;  but  we  find  that  he  has,  in  a 
much  more  formal  manner  than  by  a  mere  speech,  by  resolu¬ 
tions  which  he  has  submitted  to  Parliament  and  which  will  be 
embodied  in  an  Act  of  this  Parliament — taken  power  to 
arrange  for  such  a  treaty,  if  the  United  States  are  disposed 
to  enter  into  it.  We  have  imposed  duties  on  fish,  and  I  sup¬ 
pose  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  not  say  that  that  is  not  a 
wise  thing  to  do  with  them,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
American  market  has  been  closed  to  us.  We  have  adopted, 
in  regard  to  fish,  practically  the  same  policy  which  has 
been  the  policy  of  this  Government  in  relation  to  other 
matters.  Not  having  reciprocity  of  trade,  we  are  going  to 
have  reciprocity  of  duties;  and  those  duties  are  imposed  so 
that  the  Canadian  market  may,  to  its  extent,  be  supplied  by 
our  own  fishermen— the  Canadian  market  is  to  be  kept  for 
the  Canadian  fishermen.  But  while  doing  that  the  hon 
gentleman  has  put  into  his  l’esolution  this  proviso : 

“  Provided,  that  the  whole  or  part  of  the  said  duties  hereby  imposed 
may  be  remitted  upon  proclamation  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  which 
may  be  issued  whenever  it  appears  to  his  satisfaction  that  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States  and  the  island  of  Newfoundland,  or  either  of 
them,  have  made  changes  in  their  tariffs  of  duties  imposed  upon  articles 
imported  from  Canada,  in  reduction  or  repeal  of  the  duties  in  force  in 
said  countries.” 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  a  distinct  statement,  made  in  the  most 
formal  manner  in  which  a  statement  can  be  made— a  state¬ 
ment  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  that  the  people  of  Canada  are 
ready  to  enter  into  reciprocal  relations  with  our  friends  on 
the  other  side  or  with  our  fellow-colonists  of  Newfoundland, 
the  very  moment  the  one  or  the  other  is  prepared  to  enter 
into  arrangements  with  us.  No  more  formal  declaration 
of  the  opinion  of  Parliament  coaid  possibly  be  made ;  and 
I  think  it  is  a  much  more  dignified  way,  in  view  of  what 
has  occurred  in  the  past,  of  dealing  with  this  question,  than 
would  be  the  plan  of  sending  commissioners  once  more  to 
Washington,  to  be  received  as  unfortunately  as  our  commis¬ 
sioners  have  been  received  in  the  past.  Sir,  I  had  the  privilege 
— I  regard  it  as  a  very  great  privilege — during  six  years,  I 
think,  of  attending  the  meetings  of  the  National  Board  of 
Trade  of  the  United  States.  I  went  there,  along  with  other 
gentlemen  from  Canada,  as  representatives  of  the 

Dominion  Board  of  Trade,  which  was  then  in  existence, 
for  the  purpose,  not  of  urging,  but  of  discussing 
this  question  of  reciprocal  trade  relations  between  the  two 
countries.  At  every  one  of  those  meetings  we  had 

reasonable  and  fair  discussion ;  but  if  hon.  gentlemen  will 
look  at  the  records  of  the  National  Board  of  Trade  during 
those  years,  if  they  will  look  at  the  record  of  its  last  meet 
ing,  as  the  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  merchants  of 
the  United  States,  they  will  find  that  that  body,  in  view  of 
what  Canada  has  done  in  the  past,  in  the  way  of  sending 
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commissioners  to  the  United  States,  recognise  that  all  that 
Canada  is  called  upon  to  do  is  to  indicate  its  willingness  to 
enter  into  negotiations,  but  that,  in  view  of  the  past,  the 
tirst  advances  in  that  direction  should  come  from  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  think  for  a  moment  that  the  Government 
of  Canada  should  stand  upon  any  punctilious  form  in  regard 
to  a  matter  of  this  kind.  No  doubt  a  suggestion  from  the 
British  Minister  at  Washington,  for  instance,  that  there  was 
a  prospect  of  fair  relations  between  the  two  countries,  would 
at  once  lead  to  such  negotiations  as  might  result  in  bringing 
about  reciprocity  between  the  two  countries.  But  for  the 
Government  of  Canada  to  do  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
indicate  they  should  do,  as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Sir  Bichard  Cartwright)  indicated  in  his  speech,  by  his 
reference  to  this  question,  was  his  desire  they  should  do — 
send  down  to  Washington,  without  invitation,  without 
suggestion,  verbally  made  or  received,  another  commis¬ 
sioner,  to  meet  with  the  same  humiliation  which  was 
meted  out  to  the  late  Hon.  George  Brown,  when 
he  went  there,  and  when  he  constructed  a  draft 
treaty,  which  practically  gave  up  everything  and  got 
comparatively  little  in  return,  and  then  found  that  it  was 
not  even  discussed  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States— 
that  this  Government  should  be  asked  to  do  that,  is  that  they 
should  be  asked  to  do  wThat  I  venture  to  say  the  people  of 
Canada,  having  regard  for  their  own  self-respect,  would  not 
ask  them  to  do.  JNow,  Sir,  we  have  had  in  this  debate  from 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  we  have  seen  in  other  quarters  as 
well,  extraordinary  appeals,  both  direct  and  by  way  of  sug¬ 
gestion,  to  the  workingmen  of  Canada.  We  had  in  the 
know-nothing  proclamation  of  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  a  suggestion  that  we  were 
to  have,  hereafter,  nothing  but  native  Canadians  in  Canada ; 
that,  practically,  it  was  an  offence  for  any  man  who  was 
not  a  native  Canadian  to  come  into  the  country  or  to 
remain  in  it.  We  had  the  suggestion  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  relation  to  workingmen,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  immigration,  has  not  been 
a  favorable  policy ;  and  we  have  had  statements  by 
hon,  gentlemen  on  the  platform  outside  of  Parliament, 
and  by  some  of  them  in  Parliament,  calculated 
to  excite  the  feelings  of  workiDgmen  against  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day.  For  instance,  as  to  the  question  of 
the  terrible  burden  which  has  been  imposed  on  the  working 
men  of  Canada,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  in  one  of  bis 
speeches,  in  Toronto,  I  think,  made  the  statement  that  the 
direct  burden  of  taxation  which  workingmen  have  to  beat- 
under  the  present  tariff  is  about  $50  per  family.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  one  does  not  know  quite  how  these  figures  have 
been  arrived  at;  but  if  you  look  at  the  census  of  1881  you 
will  find  that  at  that  time  there  were  812,136  families 
in  Canada.  Taking  the  accepted  increase  at  2  per  cent, 
a  year  since  that  time,  there  will  be  an  addition  oi' 
about  50,000  families;  so  that  to-day  there  ought  to  be 
862,116  families  in  the  Dominion.  What  were  the  total 
Customs  duties? — and  after  all,  as  a  matter  of  the  incidence 
of  taxation,  that  is  all  a  man  has  to  pay  in  Canada,  because 
he  does  not  need  to  pay  any  Excise  duty.  If  he  drinks 
whiskey,  it  is  his  own  lookout;  it  is  a  luxury  ;  he  takes  it 
and  he  pays  for  it.  If  he  smokes  tobacco,  that  is  a  luxury ; 
he  is  not  bound  to  smoke  tobacco, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  he  bound  to  take  sugar,  too  ? 

Mr.  'WHITE.  Is  there  an  Excise  duty  on  sugar  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  there  is  a  Customs  duty  on  it. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Iam  discussing  the  question  of  Customs 
duties,  and  I  have  just  stated  that  the  Customs  duties  are 
what  the  workingmen  have  to  pay. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Very  well. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  agree  with  me, 
then  ? 

Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


Mr.  BLAKE.  No  ;  what  I  said  was,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  the  workingman  was  not  bound  to  take  whiskey, 
and  therefore  the  Excise  should  not  be  charged.  I  ask,  was 
be  bound  to  take  sugar,  and  should  the  Customs  be  charged  ? 
Does  he  take  sugar  in  his  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  There  is  a  model  temperance  man  for  you. 
There  is  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  going  to  lead  the  tem¬ 
perance  cohorts  in  Canada,  who  is  pleading  to-day  for  the 
support  of  the  temperance  people,  and  who  insinuates  that 
whiskey  and  sugar  are  equally  unnecessary,  are  one  and  the 
samo  thing,  and  that  because  a  workingman  is  not  bound  to 
use  whiskey,  the  same  argument  applies  to  sugar.  Well,  I 
think  sugar  may  be  regarded  as  a  necessary  of  life.  I  do 
not  think  whiskey  is  a  necessary  of  life.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  so  or  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  do  not  think  so  ;  but  I  do  think  sugar  is 
a  necessary  of  lite;  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  endeavors 
to  draw  a  parallel  between  the  workingmen’s  ability  to  give 
up  the  use  of  sugar  and  their  ability  to  give  up  the  use  of 
whiskey,  he  simply  insults  the  intelligence  of  the  working¬ 
men,  whose  intelligence,  let  me  tell  him,  he  very  greatly 
underrates.  I  was  saying  that  the  Customs  duties,  and 
they  include  sugar,  are,  after  all,  what  the  workingmen 
may  be  said  to  have  to  pay  ;  and  the  Customs  duties  in  that 
year  amounted  to  $20,026,890,  or  at  the  rate  of  $23.22 
instead  of  $50  per  family,  as  the  hoD.  gentleman  put  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr,  WHITE.  No?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  pretend  to 
say  that  $20,000,000  of  Customs  duties  to  862,000  families 
is  more  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  bon.  gentleman  want  to  know 
the  basis  of  my  calculation  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  Yes,  I  do  ;  most  decidedly. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  I  stated  was  reported  in  the  news¬ 
papers.  I  aid  not  exclude  the  Excise.  I  took  the  Customs 
and  the  Excise  duties,  and  I  pointed  out  that  the  consumer 
paid  something  approaching  50  per  cent,  in  excess  of  what 
went  into  the  Treasury.  I  took  the  Customs  and  Excise 
duties  and  I  added  something  approaching  50  per  cent., 
and  that  made  $50  a  head. 

Mr.  WHITE  I  see  that  hon.  gentlemen  behind  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  are  satisfied  with  that  statement. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  was  the  statement  I  made. 

Mr.  WHITE.  What  then  has  become  of  all  the  argu¬ 
ments  we  have  had  during  this  debate,  as  to  the  relative  tax¬ 
ation  of  the  United  States  and  Canada?  Are  we  to  be  told 
that  because  we  charge  an  average  here  of  somewhere  about 
20  percent,  on  our  importations — — 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Nearer  40. 

Mr.  WHITE— that  the  man  who  buys,  pays  that  fine  on 
the  article  that  is  pi  educed  in  the  country,  and  that  in  the 
United  States,  where  nearly  double  is  charged,  the  man  who 
buys  does  not  pay  it  ?  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  take  one 
ground  or  the  other;  but  let  him  not,  in  this  House,  as  in 
everything  else,  take  one  measure  for  the  people  of  Canada 
and  a  different  moasure  for  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
in  order  that  he  may  prove  to  people  outside  that  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Canada  are  much  more  burdened  with  taxation,  much 
less  advantageously  situated,  than  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  take  one  position  or 
the  other,  and  I  care  not  which  he  chooses  to  take.  If  ho 
chooses  to  take  his  last  position,  and  will  apply  it 
all  around,  to  the  United  States  as  well  as  to  Canada, 
he  will  have  to  revise  tho  figures  he  has  been  giving  us 
and  I  am  sure  the  Finance  Minister  will  be  glad  to 
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revise  the  figures  he  gave,  and  will  show,  upon  that  basis, 
that  the  condition  of  things  in  Canada  is  infinitely  more 
advantageous  to  the  people  of  Canada  than  is  the  condition 
of  things  in  the  United  states  to  the  Americans.  Every 
loyal  man,  every  man  in  Canada  who  loves  his  country, 
will  itecline  to  adopt  one  basis  of  calculation  for  Canada  and 
a  different  basis  of  calculation  for  the  United  States. 
I  will  give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  benefit  of  the  Excise  ; 
nay,  more  than  that,  I  will  give  him  the  benefit  of  the 
entire  revenue,  and  I  find  that  if  he  takes  the  whole  revenue, 
including  the  revenues  from  post  office  and  railways,  he 
will  find  that  instead  of  $50  per  family  it  is  only  $36  per 
family.  Why  should  the  hon.  gentleman,  with  bis  respon¬ 
sibility  as  a  public  man,  looking  in  the  future,  I  suppose 
he  thinks  the  near  future,  to  be  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  therefore  to  control  the  public  affairs  of  this 
Dominion,  why  should  he  go  on  to  a  public  platform,  and, 
addressing  an  audience  of  fellow  Canadians,  venture  to 
make  a  statement  of  that  kind,  a  statement  which  is  false 
in  fact,  which  is  false  in  inference,  which  is  false  in  every 
relation  in  which  you  can  possibly  look  at  it — a  statement 
which  has  simply  one  result,  that  of  creating  the  impres¬ 
sion  outside  that  the  people  of  this  country  are  less  advan¬ 
tageously  situated  than  are  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
These  hon.  gentleman  have  been  making  their  appeal  to  the 
workingmen  and  they  talk  to  us  about  immigration.  Well, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  what  L  had  to  say,  I  referred  to  the  con¬ 
dition  of  immigration  during  the  time  they  were  in  office,  and 
I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  repeat  what  I  then  said.  But  what 
is  the  position  of  the  Government,  as  regards  the  work¬ 
ingmen  ?  In  the  first  place,  we  have  had  the  announcement 
from  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  in  answer  to  a  question 
put  to  him  by  an  hon.  member  of  this  House,  that  the 
Government  not  only  is  not  going  to  assist  but  is  actually 
going  to  discourage  the  introduction  of  ordinary  laborers 
and  of  ordinary  mechanics  into  Canada;  as,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Pacific  Railway  will  shortly  be  completed  and 
that  there  will  not  be  much  prospect  of  any  great  railway 
work  being  constructed  then  or  in  the  immediate  future,  it 
may  not  be  necessary  or  advisable  that  these  people  should 
come  to  Canada.  We  have  that  statement  from  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture.  Then  we  have  an  important  statement 
in  the  Tariff  resolutions  which  are  now  brought  down.  When 
I  was  in  Gananoque  the  other  day  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  a  large  industry  there,  and  found  that  industry  to 
be  suffering  very  severely — from  what  ?  Not  from  the  honest 
competition  of  honest  labor  paid  for  at  honest  prices,  but 
from  the  competition  of  prison  labor  in  the  United  States, 
hired  by  manufacturers  at  30  cents  a  day,  the  products  of 
which  Were  sent  into  this  country  to  compete  against  the 
honest  mechanic  in  Canada,  who  receives  his  $2  a  day.  What 
did  the  Government  determine  to  do  in  view  of  this  fact  ? 
The  Government  determined  to  prohibit  the  products  of 
prison  labor  coming  into  this  country.  That  is  an  act 
worth  dozens  of  the  kind  words  which,  as  the  proverb  tells 
us,  “  butter  no  parsnips,  ”  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite. 
1  am  glad  to  see  that  Act  has  been  put  into  force,  and  that 
the  importers  of  prison  labor  have  already  been  made  to 
understand  that,  hereafter,  prison  laber  will  not  be  allowed 
to  come  into  competition  with  the  fair  labor  of  the  honest 
mechanic  of  this  country.  What  more  do  we  find  ?  We 
find  a  large  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  devoted  to  a 
denunciation  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  referenc 
to  our  savings  banks;  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
urging  that  the  interest  on  the  savings  of  the  laboringmen 
and  mechanics  should  be  reduced  J,  or  1  per  cent, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  banks.  When  these  hon.  gentlemen 
were  on  the  stump  in  Ontario,  or  addressing  a  large 
audience  of  workingmen  in  the  city  of  Montreal 
or  the  city  of  Toronto,  they  had  nothing  but  kind 
words  to  say  to  them  ;  but  when  they  come  to 
Parliament,  and  they  think  they  can  excite  against  the 


Government  the  larger  interest,  as,  for  the  moment,  they 
choose  to  consider  it,  of  the  banking  institutions  of  the 
country,  then  they  forget  tho  workingmen  and  they 
denounce  the  Government  for  that  measure  of  encourage¬ 
ment  to  thrift  and  saving  which  the  Government  havo 
adopted,  by  giving  a  fair  liberal  interest  to  those  who  put 
their  money  into  the  savings  banks.  It  has  been  said 
these  savings  banks  are  injuring  the  banks  of  the  country  ; 
that  they  are  taking  deposits  which  otherwise  would  go 
into  the  banks  of  the  country.  A  gentleman,  one  of  the 
best  officers  in  the  services,  Mr.  Cunningham  Stewart, who  is 
at  the  head  of  the  savings  banks,  in  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment,  read  a  very  interesting  paper  before  the  British  As¬ 
sociation  last  year,  and  I  take  my  figures  from  that  paper. 
I  find,  taking  the  classes  of  persons  who  are  depositing 
their  money  in  the  savings  banks,  that,  in  the  first  place,  they 
comprise  14,000  farmers  who  had  deposits  when  the  paper 
was  written  to  the  extent  of  $4,122,000  in  the  post  office 
savings  bank,  or  an  average  per  farmer  of  $331.  Now,  these 
hon.  gentlemen  would  be  very  glad  indeed  if  these  farmers 
who  are  getting  4  per  cent,  for  their  money,  and  who, 
when  they  unfortunately  have  to  borrow,  are  compelled 
to  pay  a  great  deal  more  than  4  per  cent. — these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  would  be  very  glad  to  have  these  farmers  deprived  of 
^  or  1  per  cent,  on  their  savings.  I  would  like  to  see 
some  of  those  gentlemen  before  an  agricultuial  constituency 
in  Ontario  say  to  the  farmers :  ‘Gentlemen,  this  country  is 
being  ruined,  because  you  are  getting  4  per  cent,  on  your 
savings  instead  of  3  per  cent.,  the  banks  do  not  like  it,  and 
therefore  you  must  give  up  1  per  cent.  Then  we  fiud  that 
there  are  1,850  mechanics  who  have  deposited  their  savings 
to  the  extent  of  $1,422,000  in  those  banks,  or  an  average  of 
$  18 1  each.  Now  surely  these  mechanics  who  have  deposited, 
these,  on  an  average,  small  sums,  sums  which  certainly 
would  not  ordinarily  go  into  a  bank  by  way  of  deposit, 
surely  it  is  an  advantage,  an  act  of  kindness  and  considera¬ 
tion  towards  them,  much  more  valuable  than  the  state¬ 
ments  and  praises  which  are  bestowed  upon  them  by 
hon.  gentlemen  .  opposite,  to  allow  them  this  4  per 
cent,  interest  upon  their  savings.  Then  I  find  that  there 
are  trust  accounts  and  young  children’s  accounts  to 
the  number  of  5,500  and  $110,000,  or  $31  each. 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  an  advantage,  and  I  know  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  will  agree  with 
me  in  that,  because  the  other  day  he  urged,  in  a  very  admi¬ 
rable  speech,  the  importance  of  encouraging  these  children 
still  further,  encouraging  them  to  collect  postage  stamps 
and  to  put  a  shilling’s  worth  of  them  on  paper  and  deposit 
that.  Well,  here  is  an  opportunity  for  these  children  to 
take  advantage  of,  with  the  encouragement  of  their  parents, 
to  collect  their  pennies  and  half-pennies  and  put  them  into 
the  savings  banks,  a  dollar  at  a  time,  under  the  encourage¬ 
ment  of  their  parents,  who  become  their  trustees.  It  is,  I 
venture  to  say,  a  way  of  encouraging  thrift  among  children 
which  is  more  valuable  than  that  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
suggests.  And  for  this  reason,  that  the  child  may  learn  not 
only  the  benefit  of  saving'  but  that  he  may  gather  those 
savings  at  a  time  when  he  can  get  at  his  little  bank  and  take 
them  out,  and  it  is  a  great  advantage  if  you  can  get  a  little 
child  to  understand  that,  if  he  puts  a  penny  into  a  bank,  it 
is  better  to  save  it  though  if  he  likes  he  can  take  it  out — 
that  it  is  better  to  leave  it  there  until  a  dollar  has  accumu¬ 
lated  and  then  to  go  to  the  bank  and  deposit  it.  But  they 
get  their  4  per  cent.,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to 
give  them  only  3.  Then  there  are  3,000  clerks  with 
$114  each  ;  1,600  tradesmen,  with  $293  each.  Probably  these 
are  almost  the  omy  ones,  if  ihey  are  tradesmen  in  the 
sense  of  small  shopkeepers,  who  might  perhaps  keep  their 
money  in  the  ordinary  banks.  There  are  1,4 iO  farm  and 
other  male  servants,  with  $188  each,  1,512  professional 
men,  with  $249  each.  Miscellaneous,  1,680,  with  $128  each 
12,000  married  women,  with  $196  each — women  who 
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probably  have  made  that  deposit  against  a  rainy  day,  if  any 
misfortune  should  overtake  the  bread-winners  ;  10,500 
single  women,  with  $120  each,  and  3,240  widows,  with  $214 
each.  That  is  the  way  in  which  that  $13,000,000  is  dis- 
1  ti’ibuted  in  the  post  office  savings  banks.  It  shows  that  these 
banks  in  no  serious  way  interfere  with  the  ordinary  banking 
institutions  of  the  country,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  the  hon. 
gentleman,  when  he  undertakes  to  urge  that  the  Government 
should  reduce  the  interest  upon  these  deposits,  is  not 
speaking  in  the  interest  of  those  workingmen,  whose  good 
opinion  and  whose  votes  at  this  moment  he  is  so  anxious  to 
cultivate.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  longer,  but, 
before  I  sit  down,  I  desire  simply  to  refer  to  one  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  After  recapitulating  all  the 
iniquities  of  this  Government,  all  the  enormous  expenditures 
which  it  had  made,  he  made  up  his  mind  to  go  to  an 
imaginary  statist  and  find  out  what  he  would  say  upon  the 
question.  And  he  said  : 

“  If  I  were  to  take  those  figures  and  place  them  in  the  hands  of  any 
statist  of  reputation,  and  if  I  were  to  say  to  him  that,  in  a  period  of 
eleven  years,  or  a  period  of  six  years,  as  the  case  might  be,  these  figures 
exhibited  the  progress,  the  increase  in  population,  the  increaee  in  ex¬ 
ports,  the  increase  in  the  total  volume  of  trade,  the  increase  in  debt, 
and' in  the  expenditure  of  a  young  country,  having  large  fertile  territor¬ 
ies  not  occupied,  why,  Sir,  that  statistician  would  say  to  me  :  It  is  clear, 
on  the  face  of  it  from  those  figures,  though  I  do  not  know  to  what 
country  you  allude,  that  some  great  calamity  must  have  swept  over  it; 
either  there  has  been  a  fearful  pestilence,  or  there  has  been  a  fearful 
war,  or  there  has  been  a  famine  in  the  land  ;  no  ordinary  causes  would 
account  for  such  an  exceedingly  slow  progress  in  a  young  country  hav¬ 
ing  large  resources  yet  untouched  ;  there  must  have  been  some  great 
misfortune.  And,  if  I  came  to  explain  to  him  that  for  twelve  years  not 
a  shot  had  been  fired  in  Canada,  that  we  had  as  good  harvests  and  better 
than  our  neighbors - ” 

That  is  including  five  years  of  bad  harvests  that  they 
had — 

“  that  we  had  been  free  from  earthquake  and  pestilence,  then  tHe 
statistician  would  have  been  perfectly  unable  to  account  for  the  fact  of 
this  extraordinary  and  unprecedented  stationary  condition  of  a  country 
like  ours,  until  I  had  further  explained  to  him  that,  although  Providence 
had  spared  us  mau  had  not,  and  that  for  the  last  six  years  this  unhappy 
country  had  had  a  protective  tariff,  administered  by  a  Government  of 
practical  politicians,  presided  over  by  a  philanthropic  Minister  of 
Finance,  who  desires  to  increase  the  greatest  happiness  of  the  greatest 
number — and  I  do  not  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman’s  desire  to  increase 
their  happiness — by  giving  to  a  few  hundred  persons,  influential  political 
partisans,  who  had  access  to  him,  unlimited  right  to  tax  the  millions  of 
consumers  who  were  not  equally  fortunate.” 

That  is  the  picture  of  this  country  as  stated  by  the  hon . 
gentleman.  Now  what  is  the  picture  of  this  country  as  it 
really  exists,  as  every  gentleman  in  this  House  knows  that 
it  esists  ?  What  has  been  the  progress  of  this  country 
during  the  time  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  pleased  to  refer 
to  ?  If  I  were  to  go  to  the  statist,  to  the  same  statist,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  if  I  were  to  tell  him  that  here  were  four  small 
Provinces,  with  hostile  tariffs,  with  little  or  no  prosperity 
among  them, united  together  in  a  Confederation  ;  that  during 
the  period  to  which  thehon.gentleman  referred,  had  succeeded 
in  adding  to  that  Confederation  illimitable  fields,  the  finest 
wheat  field  belts  on  this  great  continent ;  that  they  had 
secured  an  outlet  on  the  Pacific  coast,  adding  there  a  Pro¬ 
vince  which,  although  formerly  called  a  sea  of  inhospitable 
mountains,  is  fast  developing  into  the  condition  which  its 
friends  believed  it  would  occupy,  that  is,  one  of  the  most 
valuable  and  most  prosperous  of  the  Provinces  of  this  great 
Dominion  ;  that  we  had  during  that  time  bound  these  Pro¬ 
vinces  together  by  a  railway,  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
the  trade  of  these  several  Provinces ;  that  we  had  built  up  an 
interprovincial  trade,  which  compensated  for  the  loss  of  trade 
which  had  passed  away  because  of  altered  conditions  in  for¬ 
eign  countries,  in  relation  to  the  class  of  shipping,  more  parti¬ 
cularly,  which  is  used  in  the  foreign  trade  of  those  countries ; 
that  we  had  managed  to  build  a  railway  which,  we 
were  just  now  completing,  some  3,000  miles  long,  which 
would  develop  that  enormous  territory  of  ours,  and  united 
by  one  great  band  the  two  extremities  of  this  Dominion  ; 
that  we  had  a  system  of  internal  navigation,  the  like  of 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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which  the  world  does  not  possess,  in  our  canals ;  that  we  had 
built  through  our  great  St.  Lawrence,  light  houses  and  fog- 
signals  until,  from  the  time  of  entrance  at  Belle  Isle  until 
you  got  to  the  western  end  at  Lake  Ontario,  it  was  almost 
like  going  through  a  street  lighted  by  lamps  at  night ;  that 
we  had  adopted  a  system  of  marine  telegraphy  by  whioh 
intelligence  could  be  received  in  the  commercial  centres  of 
any  accident  to  a  vessel  entering  that  great  St.  Lawrence  ; 
that  we  had  built  up  industries  in  the  country  which  were 
prosperous,  which  were  employing  people,  giving  them  a 
fair  day’s  wage  for  a  fail*  day’s  work ;  that  we  had  great 
centres  of  population,  enjoying  all  the  advantages  of  old 
world  cities — social,  educational,  commercial ;  that  we  had 
the  freest  institutions  that  are  to  be  found  on  the  face  of  the 
globe  ;  that  we  had  done  ail  this  without  adding  perceptibly 
one  dollar  to  the  burden  of  taxation  per  capita  of  the  people 
— then,  Sir,  I  would  not  be  afraid  to  submit  the  facts 
as  they  exist  to  the  statist  of  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  I  venture  to  say  the  answer  would  bo  this: 
How  can  it  be  that,  in  a  country  so  favored,  there 
are  men  occupying  positions  in  public  life,  pretending  to 
be  statesmen,  who  will  undertake  to  deny  the  advancement, 
who  will  undertake,  in  the  interests  of  a  foreign  country, 
because  that  is  the  actual  fact,  to  belittle  the  land  which 
gives  them  bread  and  affords  them  subsistence  ?  Sir,  I  ven¬ 
ture  to  say  that  the  condition  of  this  country  fairly  stated, 
as  I  said  in  my  opening  remark,  the  full  truth  told,  all  the 
truth  told,  will  leave  us,  in  the  estimation  of  those  who  may 
choose  to  take  an  interest  in  our  country,  in  a  position  of 
which  every  Canadian,  every  true-hearted  Canadian,  may 
well  be  proud, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  endeavor, 
in  making  a  few  remarks  on  the  subject  before  the  House, 
and  on  the  statement  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  in 
reviewing  the  situation  of  the  country,  to  do  so  within  a 
limit  that  will  not  weary  the  House.  I  think  my  strength 
will  compel  me  to  be  somewhat  shorter,  at  any  rate,  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  addressed  the  Houso,  or 
the  Finance  Minister  when  he  made  his  statement  the  other 
day.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  has  gone  over  a  good 
deal  of  ground  and  gone  over  it  at  great  length.  He  has 
shown  himself  capable  of  making  two  speeches  on  the  same 
day,  and  he  has  also  been  able  to  do  that  after  making  a 
speech  on  the  preceding  day,  which  I  noticed  the  correspon¬ 
dent  of  the  Montreal  Gazette  has  termed  one  of  the  greatest 
efforts  ever  made  in  this  House,  and  one  that  effectually 
silenced  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  And  it  is  true. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  not  sayiDg  it  is  not  true.  I  only 
regret  I  was  not  here  to  hear  it ;  it  is  so  seldom  we  see  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  that  situation,  it  would  have 
been  something  worth  seeing.  But  what  alarmed  me  most 
was,  that  the  article  finally  wound  up  by  saying  that,  in 
fact,  the  speech  left  the  Opposition  without  any  possible 
answer.  Well,  I  feel  it  is  a  little  dangerous  for  me  to  follow 
a  gentleman  who  makes  his  arguments  so  completely  unan¬ 
swerable  ;  and  yet  it  may  be  because  I  lack  somewhat  in 
appreciating  the  force  of  his  arguments,  and  the  accuracy 
of  his  statements,  that  I  think  perchance  I  might  touch  upon 
some  of  the  subjects  that  ho  has  touched  upon,  and  arrive  at 
a  different  c  >nclusion.  I  was  not  surprised  that  the  Finance 
Minister,  in  making  his  statement,  colored  it  somewhat,  and 
gave  to  it  a  rosy  hue ;  because  I  have  entertained  a  belief  that 
the  rumor  we  have  heard  from  time  to  time  that  he  may  soon 
be  elevated  to  a  higher  position  iu  the  service  of  his  coun¬ 
try,  as  the  head  of  one  of  the  Provinces,  would  lead  him,  in 
making  his  last  Budget  deliverance  to  this  House,  to  take 
to  himself,  in  his  one  last  effort,  all  the  credit  that  he  had 
been  claiming  for  himself  for  years  past,  though  in  the  esti¬ 
mation  of  most  people  this  last  year  has  played  sad  havoc 
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with  his  reputation.  But,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  who  suc¬ 
ceeded  him  is  to  have  his  mantle  fall  upon  his  shoulders,  he 
assumes  a  more  difficult  position  and  may,  perhaps,  in  the 
future,  be  more  embarrassed  than  the  present  Finance  Min¬ 
ister.  I  do  not  know,  however,  that  the  Finance  Minister  even 
could  afford  to  let  some  of  the  statements  that  he  gave  to 
the  House  go  out  to  the  people  of  the  country,  or  go  out  to 
the  people  of  England.  No  doubt  his  utterances  will  be  read 
in  England  by  the  men  who  handle,  we  may  say,  almost 
the  wealth  of  the  world,  who  know  the  affairs  of  most 
Governments,  who  know  how  their  affairs  are  conducted, 
their  financial  position  and  their  strength.  I  hardly  thought 
that  he  would  have  ventured  to  give  us  a  table  and  endorse 
it,  by  which  he  pointed  out  that  the  Customs  and  Excise 
revenue — for  that  was  the  drift  of  his  argument — the  amount 
paid  in  that  way  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  Australian 
colonies  is  from  $30  to  $40  per  head  per  annum.  I  do  not 
wish  to  enlarge  upon  that  subject.  We  will  endeavor  to 
divide  the  work  somewhat  on  this  side,  so  that  we  may  not 
unnecessarily  weary  the  House.  No  doubt  it  will  be  dealt 
with  more  fully  ;  and  I  just  mention  it  as  one  of  the 
tables  be  gave  us  that  will  bear  a  little  investigation ,  and 
that,  when  properly  investigated,  and  the  real  state  of  the 
case  and  the  difference  in  the  book-keeping  are  explained, 
will  make  him  l’egret  that  he  gave  the  people  of  the  country 
to  understand  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Australian 
colonies  were  taxed  by  way  of  Customs  and  Excise  from 
six  to  eight  times  as  much  per  head  as  are  the  people  of 
Canada. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  did  not  say  so.  I  said  five 
times  the  taxes.  I  did  not  say  it  was  the  taxes  for  Customs 
and  Excise. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  But  it  was  the  drift  of  the  hon  gentle¬ 
man’s  whole  argument.  He  had  just  laid  down  the  posi¬ 
tion  in  this  House  that  the  principle  of  taxation  was  what 
was  paid  in  Customs  and  Excise,  and  it  was  in  that  connec¬ 
tion  the  statement  was  made,  and  I  believe  it  is  on  that  very 
basis  that  he  computes  the  amount  of  taxation  that  is  levied 
upon  the  Canadian  people.  His  utterance,  of  course,  is  be¬ 
fore  us,  and  while  I  was  reading  it  over  I  understood  him 
as  conveying  that  meaning  through  his  argument.  There 
were  some  other  statements  of  the  hon.  Minister,  and  the 
course  he  pursued  was  one  that  I  think,  perhaps,  he  would 
not  have  adopted  had  he  expected  ever  to  deliver  another 
Budget  Speech.  He  pursued  the  novel  course  of  placing 
two  or  three  good  years  along  with  the  year  1884,  which 
now  they  reluctantly  admit  to  be  a  year  of  depression  and 
of  trouble;  and  by  averaging  his  three  or  four  good  Tears 
with  this  one,  he  says :  After  all,  you  are  not  so  very  bad 
off;  you  have  come  out  pretty  well.  But  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  that  system  to  be  a  safe  or  a  good  one  to  adopt  for  a 
merchant  at  his  usual  stock-taking,  nor  do  I  consider  it  a 
good  one  for  the  Finance  Minister  to  adopt  at  his  annual 
stock-taking.  Fancy  a  merchant  who  has  had  three  or  four 
prosperous  years  in  business,  who  had  accumulated  a  sur¬ 
plus,  but  who,  elated  with  his  success,  should  lavish  on  the 
right  hand  and  on  the  left  his  savings,  till  he  had  nothing 
left.  When  he  came  to  the  end  of  the  next  year,  which 
proved  a  disastrous  one  to  him,  he  found  ho 
was  not  making  ends  meet,  and  lulled  himself  into 
security  by  putting  the  profits  he  had  made  the  three 
or  four  years  before  in  with  the  deficiency  of  this  year, 
and  said  :  Though  it  has  been  a  bad  year,  yet,  by 
putting  in  the  profits  of  the  last  three  or  four  years,  I  am 
worth  so  much — although  he  had  not  one  dollar  of  that  in 
his  pocket,  but  had  given  it  all  away.  Where  is  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  two  individuals  ?  The  twenty  million 
dollars  surplus  the  Minister  boasted  about,  has  he  got  it  in 
the  Dominion  Treasury  ?  Has  it  not  been  given  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  he  told  us  himself?  And 
have  they  not  put  it  into  an  enterprise  that  is  their  own  ? 


Have  they  not  put  it  into  an  enterprise  which,  if  we  may 
take  the  tone  of  the  organs  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  at 
the  present  time  as  an  indication,  is  an  enterprise  that 
perhaps  may  not  redound  to  the  benefit  of  Canada  as  much 
as  at  one  time  they  thought  it  would.  I  will  not  allude  at 
any  length  to  the  novel  statement  he  made,  that  he  had 
taken  twenty  million  dollars  surplus  but  of  the  pockets  of 
the  people  of  Canada  by  way  of  taxation,  and  that  he  had 
spent  it,  as  1  have  said,  in  giving  it  to  a  corporation  ;  and 
then  he  turns  around  and  says  :  Because  I  gave  that  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  because  I  did  not  pay  your  Civil 
Service  with  it,  because  I  did  not  use  it  in  some  other  way  in 
the  public  service,  but  gave  it  to  that  corporation,  you  did 
not  pay  it  all ;  it  never  came  out  of  you ;  it  was  no  taxation 
But  he  has  done  this,  and  it  has  opened  up  a  suggestion  to 
my  mind.  He  has  told  us  that  by  taking  $20,000,000  of 
surplus  from  the  pooplo  of  Canada  and  giving  it  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  he  has  by  virtue  of  that  lowered 
the  interest  that  Canada  had  to  pay  on  the  loans  in  Britain 
by  1  per  cent.  I  believe  that  the  rate  of  interest  on  bonds 
and  securities  of  other  Governments,  as  well  as  of  Canada, 
have  fallen  1  per  cent,  on  the  London  money  market,  and 
therefore  a  general  cause  has  been  operating.  So  the  Finance 
Minister  of  Canada,  by  taking  $20,000,000  of  extra  taxation 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  and  giving  it  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  has,  according  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  lowered  the  rate  of  interest  that  all  nations  have 
to  pay  when  thoy  go  on  the  London  market.  That  is  a 
sample  of  the  rosy  statements  made  by  the  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter.  Upon  those  I  do  not  desire  to  enlarge.  There  are  a 
few  points,  however,  which  I  desire  to  touch  upon,  and  I 
will  in  doing  so  deal  with  most  of  the  statements  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  last  addressed  the  House.  I  will 
allude  very  briefly  to  expenditure,  as  a  gentleman  will 
follow  me  who  will  go  into  that  subject  very  thoi’oughly. 
The  Finance  Minister  at  his  annual  stock  taking  finds  the 
resources  of  the  country  not  what  they  once  were,  and  he 
finds  that  the  surplus,  although  he  did  not  lower  the  rate  of 
taxation,  is  small,  showing  that  the  people  have  not 
been  able  to  pay  the  taxation — $150,000  he  thinks  it  may 
be,  though  the  present  figures  would  not  justify  us  in  an¬ 
ticipating  even  that  sum.  A  prudent  business  man  would, 
on  finding  his  business  in  that  position,  seek  to  retrench 
and  economise,  and  he  would  lower  his  expenditure.  Is 
that  the  course  pursued  by  the  Finance  Minister  ?  Is  there 
any  evidence  of  economy  in  framing  the  Estimates  ?  No. 
The  Estimates  for  the  coming  year,  1885-6,  are  framed  on 
a  basis  even  more  extravagant  than  the  expenditure  for  the 
year  1883-4;  and  we  are  proceeding  with  our  resources 
diminishing  and  our  expenditure  increaHng,  till,  instead  of 
the  surplus  which  the  hon.  gentleman  anticipates  at  the  end 
of  1885-6 — unless  there  should  be  a  change  that  he  cannot 
at  present  predict — we  shall  stand  in  the  position  which 
those  hon.  gentlemen  formerly  affected  to  look  upon 
with  great  alarm,  that  of  being  unable  to  make  both  ends 
meet.  There  have  been  comparisons  made  by  the  Finance 
Minister  with  respect  to  the  expenditure  under  the  Macken¬ 
zie  administration  and  under  the  present  administration.  I 
look  at  it  in  a  hurried  manner,  and  I  simply  point  to  this 
fact,  that  those  hon.  gentlemen,  since  they  have  been  in 
office,  have  increased  the  expenditure  $7,604,548  since  1878. 
Taking  that  part  which  is  the  ordinary  expenditure,  which 
those  hon.  gentlemen  told  us  was  controllable,  and 
which  Ministers  could  control,  as  well  as  they  could  control 
their  own  expenditures,  there  has  been  an  increase  during 
those  years  under  their  management  of'  $5,751,804.  How 
has  the  increase  taken  place  ?  The  Finance  Minister  has 
ailudedtoit.  The  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  Whito)  has 
alluded  to  it,  and  they  have  given  explanations  with  regard 
to  it,  some  of  which  hold  good:  nevertheless,  the  fact  le- 
mains  that  such  increase  has  taken  place,  and  reasons  might 
be  pleaded  by  the  Finance  Minister  for  an  increase,  wore 
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the  increase  twice  as  great  as  it  is.  But  is  it  an  excuse  for 
the  Finance  Minister,  who  declared  that  twenty-two  and  a 
half  millions  was  a  sufficiently  large  sum  with  which  to  con¬ 
duct  the  affairs  of  the  country,  and  who  denounced  us  for 
being  extravagant  when  the  Reform  Administration  took 
twenty-four  millions  with  which  to  carry  on  the  public 
business,  to  say  that  the  public  service  has  increased  and  he 
is  therefore  justified  in  taking  seven  millions  more  ?  How 
has  this  ordinary  expenditure  been  increased  ?  Take  civil 
government.  There  you  find  an  increase  in  the  staff  of 
229,  or  an  increase  of  57  per  cent,  in  the  staff  of  the  civil 
service  since  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  came  into  power; 
and  an  increase  in  salaries  of  8254,837,  or  57  per  cent. 
Grant  increased  population,  grant  increased  work,  will 
anyone  tell  me  that  there  has  been  anything  like  57  per 
cent,  more  work  required  to  be  done  now  as  compared  with 
1878  ?  Will  anyone  say  that  57  per  cent,  more  hands  are 
required  in  the  public  departments  than  were  required  in 
1878,  when  this  Chamber  rang  with  the  denunciations  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  respect  to  the  extravagance 
of  the  Mackenzie  administration,  and  in  having  so  many 
clerks  that  they  were  said  to  be  running  over  one  another 
in  the  corridors  of  the  buildings.  The  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  has  resurrected  an  old  saying  and  applies  it  to  the 
Opposition,  and  termed  us  an  organised  hypocrisy.  What 
is  the  hypocrisy  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  found  fault 
with  the  Mackenzie  Administration  for  increasing  the  num¬ 
ber  of  employes  and  increasing  their  salaries,  and  now  stand 
up  to  justify  an  increase  of  57  per  cent,  in  the  staff  and  57 
per  cent,  in  the  amount  paid  to  it  ?  I  will  now  take  up  the 
subject  on  the  discussion  of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White)  spent  so  much  time,  namely,  the  statis¬ 
tics  with  respect  to  the  population  of  the  country,  with 
special  reference  to  the  increase  of  the  population.  First, 
as  to  the  question  of  immigration.  While  I  admit  that 
under  the  Mackenzie  Administration  there  was  an  expendi¬ 
ture  for  immigration  purposes,  I  hold,  as  I  held  last  year, 
that  under  the  circumstances  in  which  the  people  found 
themselves,  there  was  no  necessity,  nay,  more,  that  it 
was  absolutely  wrong  to  take  money  '  from  the 
people  of  this  country  and  expend  it  in  bringing 
immigrants  of  the  laboring  and  mechanical  class  to 
this  country.  We  have,  since  the  advent  of  the  present 
Administration,  spont  82,000,000  on  this  work.  What  has 
been  the  result?  That  leads  me  to  look  at  the  present 
state  of  our  population.  I  will  not  enter  into  disputed 
territory,  but  X  will  take  the  statistics  of  hon.  gen 
tlemen  opposite,  the  census  returns.  I  find,  in  1881,  in 
the  four  Provinces  that  originally  made  up  the  Confedera¬ 
tion,  there  were  4,044,060  people,  and  in  1871,  3,485,761 
people,  or  an  increase  in  the  ten  years  of  558,299.  X  take  a 
very  low  estimate  for  the  natural  increase  of  the  country. 
I  take  an  estimate  that  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  him¬ 
self  adopted,  an  estimate  below  one  I  would  bo  justified  in 
taking.  I  take  the  estimate  of  the  natural  increase  at  2  per 
cent,  or  20  per  cent,  in  10  years.  But  the  increase  of  our 
population  did  not  amount  to  2  per  cent.,  it  only  amounted 
to  1-61,  according  to  the  figure  X  have  given.  Had  there 
been  a  natural  increase  of  2  per  cent  per  annum  it  would  have 
given  a  population  of  697,152  more  in  1881  than  in  1871. 
The  fact  remains  that  we  were  short  of  our  natural 
increase- taking  the  low  basis  of  2  per  cent,  per  annum 
of  138,853,  besides  losing  all  the  immigrants  which 
an  expenditure  of  82,000,000  brought  into  the  country. 
Now,  when  this  fast  stares  us  in  the  face,  what  is  our  justi¬ 
fication  for  spending,  as  we  did  last  year,  over  half  a  million 
of  dollars,  in  endeavoring  to  promote  immigration  ?  The 
immigrants  that  have  come  into  the  country,  as  thoy  claim 
they  have,  if  they  remained  in  the  country,  remained  in  it, 
according  to  our  own  census  returns,  by  the  displacement 
of  an  equal  number  of  our  o/vn  Canadian  people.  These 
are  not  American  figures,  for  I  am  taking  our  own  consus 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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returns.  Then  again,  if  you  take  the  figures  given  to  us  by 
American  statistics  of  the  Canadians  entering  into  the 
United  States,  and  compare  them  with  the  figures  of  our 
own  Minister  of  Agriculture,  as  to  the  number  of 
immigrants  brought  into  this  country,  you  will  find  it  tend¬ 
ing  to  prove  the  unpleasant  statement  which  our  own  census 
gives  forth  to  the  world.  If  you  take  the  statistics  of  school 
population,  as  tho  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Rich¬ 
ard  Cartwright)  has  done  in  Ontario — as  I  myself  did  last 
year  for  tho  Provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick, 
they  all  point  in  the  same  direction,  that  we  had  not  only 
not  kept  the  immigrants  that  cams  into  the  couniry,  but 
that  we  have  actually  lost  4  percent  of  our  natural  increase 
in  ten  years;  and  in  this  time  we  have  been  spending  millions 
and  millions  of  the  people’s  money  to  promote  immigration. 
It  is  quite  time  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture  made 
the  announcement  that  he  has  made  in  response  to  a  ques¬ 
tion  the  other  day,  that  one  class  of  immigrants  at  any  rate 
were  to  be  discouraged,  were  not  to  be  assisted  in  coming 
into  this  country,  though  he,  in  company  with  his  col¬ 
leagues  last  year,  voted  down  the  proposition  offered  from 
this  side  of  the  House  that  that  should  be  the  rule  which 
should  prevail.  Now  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  rules  which  were  laid  down  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  in  days  gone  by,  as  to  the  means  by  which  a  nation 
should  promote  its  prosperity  ;  and  to  examine  whether 
these  rules  have  been  complied  with,  and  if  they  have, 
whether  that  has  been  the  cause  of  the  prosperity  we 
enjoy.  Now  I  remember  very  distinctly  that  the  Finance 
Minister  laid  down  as  a  proposition,  firm  and  unalterable, 
as  something  which  would  follow  as  naturally  as 
effect  follows  cause,  that  if  the  imports  of  the  country 
exceeded  its  exports,  that  was  a  state  that  evidenced  that 
the  country  was  not  in  a  prosperous  condition ;  but  that  on 
the  other  hand,  the  nearer  we  could  get  the  exports  to 
approach  the  imports,  a  surer  and  more  inevitable  a  sign 
was  it  that  the  country  was  prosperous.  In  case  I  should 
not  represent  him  correctly,  I  will  quote  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  on  this  subject  in  his  own  words  In  1881, 
speaking  in  Toronto,  and  reported  by  the  Toronto  Mail ,  he 
said : 

“During  the  last  two  years  we  find  that  we  are  equalising  our  exports 
with  our  imports.  (Cheers).  Whatever  Free  Traders  may  say,  our 
people  cannot  under.-tand  the  theory  that  the  larger  the  excess  of  our 
imports  over  our  exports  the  more  prosperous  is  the  country.  We  say 
that  a3  with  an  individual,  so  with  a  nation, and  that  if  he  expends  more 
than  he  receives,  poverty  stares  him  in  the  face.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
his  receipts  exceed  his  expenditures,  his  condition  is  hopeful.  The  lat¬ 
ter  is  the  condition  of  tho  Dominion,  if  we  take  into  account  our  receipts 
for  freight.” 

That  was  uttered  during  a  year  when  there  was  poverty, 
when  the  people  were  unable  to  import  as  much  as  they  had 
in  days  gone  by.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  say  I  have  read 
that  extract  already.  True,  1  have.  I  have  no  desire  to 
read  this  old  literature  again,  but  I  am  forced  to  do  so  — 
Why?  Because  the  Finance  Minister  laid  that  down  as  a 
rule  which  would  work  like  cause  and  effect.  And  he  has 
not  rescinded  it ;  he  has  not  receded  from  it ;  he  has  never 
said  he  was  wrong  in  that  particular,  and  therefore  he  stands 
to-day  in  the  same  position,  and  that  is  the  rule  by  which 
he  is  to  be  judged  to  day.  Now  I  will  test  the  prosperity 
of  the  country  under  tiie  hon.  gentleman,  and  contrast  it 
with  its  prosperity  under  Mr.  Mackenzie,  by  the  rule  he 
gives  to  us  himself.  And  in  this  matter  we  are  not  dealing 
with  guess  work  at  all ;  we  have  the  accounts  given  to  us 
by  hon.  gentlemen  themselves,  which  reveal  the  facts  in 
reference  to  this  matter  which  I  now  read  to  the  House. 
I  take  tho  last  four  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration 
and  the  last  four  years  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Why  not  take  them  all  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Why  ?  Because  you  have  been 
in  power  a  littlo  longer.  And  is  it  not,  Mr.  Speaker, 
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a  very  modest  request  for  the  Finance  Minister  to  ask  me  to 
take  certain  years  to  please  him,  when  he  has  tossed  his 
figures  about  in  every  possible  way  in  order  to  make  out  a 
cai-e  for  himself.  Am  1  not  taking  a  fair  way,  because 
we  are  talking  of  things  as  they  are  at  present;  we 
must  then  take  the  present  year  and  ascertain  where  we  are 
now,  and  I  do  not  want  to  leap  over  two  or  three  years  ; 
and  so  I  take  this  year,  and  I  must  take  the  three  years 
preceding,  and  the  last  four  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Admin¬ 
istration.  And  what  do  they  show  ?  Surely  according  to  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  Finance  Minister,  if  when  our  imports 
exceed  our  exports  poverty  stares  us  in  the  face,  four 
years  is  long  enough  to  face  that  stern  and  gaunt  poverty. 
Now,  in  1876,  the  balance  of  trade,  according  to  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  returns,  was  against  us  $12,243,911 ;  in 
1877,  $23,452,5(19  ;  in  1878,  $13,758,120,  and  in  1879, 
$10,473,172,  or  in  the  four  years  the  balance  against  us 
was  $59,927,772.  Compare  with  that  the  last  four  years  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  In  1881  the  balance  against  us  was 
$7,040,017;  in  1882,  $17,282,297;  in  1883,  $34,168,218, 
and  in  1884,  $24,990,547,  or  in  these  four  years  an  adverse 
balance  of  $83,481,079,  against  an  adverse  balance  during 
the  four  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration  of 
$59,927,772.  And  will  you  believe  it,  during  the  last  four 
years  we  were  absolutely  and  relatively  worse  off  than  we 
were  under  the  Mackenzie  Government  by  $23,553,307,  and 
yet  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  have  been  prosperous  all 
the  way  through.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  must  either 
say.  that  he  was  wholly  and  totally  wrong  when  he  laid  that 
down  as  a  rule,  as  he  did  in  Toronto;  or  if  he  will  maintain 
it,  as  he  does  maintain  it,  then  out  of  his  own  mouth  I  con¬ 
vince  him  that  the  country  is  in  a  worse  position,  and  is 
brought  nearer  to  poverty  under  his  management  than 
under  the  management  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side, 
when,  according  to  the  Finance  Minister  and  his  friends,  the 
country  was  in  such  an  unprosperous  condition.  I  desire 
now  to  ask  the  Finance  Minister  what  he  thinks  with 
reference  to  what  he  predicted  a  year  or  two  ago, 
as  to  the  length  of  prosperity  this  country  would  enjoy. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  first,  you  know,  that  we  were  to 
have  ten  years  of  prosperity,  and  a  year  or  two  afterwards 
he  modified  his  statement,  though  he  stood  to  it  that  we 
would  have  seven  years.  Sir,  at  the  very  time  he  was 
making  the  prediction  the  banks  were  pursuing  a  conserva¬ 
tive  course ;  men  who  were  authorities  on  this  matter  were 
beginning  to  curtail  and  draw  in  sail ;  and  now  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  told  us  that  by  the 
conservative  course  which  has  been  pursued  by  importers 
and  others,  greater  depression  than  at  present  exists  has 
been  averted.  What  a  commentary  on  the  foresight,  on  the 
sagacity,  on  the  financial  intelligence  of  a  gentleman 
entrusted  with  the  finances  of  this  country,  that  the  ODly 
way  the  country  was  saved  from  greater  depression  than 
exists,  was  by  flying  in  the  face  of  the  Finance  Minister  and 
doing  the  direct  opposite  of  what  he  told  us.  And  yet 
the  ship  of  state  is  under  the  guidance  of  that 
hon.  gentleman  whose  supporter  has  told  us  that  only 
by  disregarding  his  advice  to  put  on  sail,  only 
by  reefing  the  sail,  have  we  escaped  greater  depression 
than  the  country  suffers.  Another  matter  that  I  have  a  little 
curiosity  about  is,  to  find  some  of  the  millions  of  dollars  of 
capital  that  the  Finance  Minister  said  was  going  to  come 
into  the  country  immediately  after  the  elections  of  1882. 
Now,  I  think  he  has  a  right  to  take  the  House  into  his 
confidence,  and  to  tell  us  just  where  that  money  has  been 
expended— where  those  millions  are  to  be  found — where  the 
happy  employees  who  were  coming  are  employed;  because 
I  notice  that  his  commissioners  who  were  sent  to  scour  the 
country  have  failed  to  report  that  they  have  found  any,  and 
they  would  have  reported  had  there  been  any.  Now,  what 
did  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  us  in  May,  1882,  in  addressing  a 


mass  meeting  in  this  city?  I  am  quoting  the  Ottawa 
Citizen,  which  I  am  suro  reports  exactly  what  he  said : 

“  Gentlemen,  if  the  people  do  as  we  have  no  doubt.they  will,a3  Ottawa 
will,  record  their  votes  in  favor  of  the  present  Government,  then  we  will 
find  capital  pouring  in.  When  I  have  been  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
in  the  United  States  and  elsewhere,  and  have  come  in  contact  with  capi¬ 
talists  in  all  directions,  there  is  an  uncertainty  as  to  the  course  which 
this  country  will  pursue.  There  are  many  industries  that  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  the  moment  the  question  is  settled.” 

Then  he  told  us  that  he  had  been  waited  upon  by  two 
gentlemen  within  the  last  three  months  prior  to  the  time 
of  his  making  those  remarks,  one  representing  a  capital  of 
$2,000,000  and  the  other  a  capital  of  $5,000,000,  and  they 
wanted  to  invest  in  this  country.  We  know,  they  said, 
that  the  thing  is  all  right,  and  we  are  ready  to  put  in  our 
money,  but  we  do  not  know  whether  this  policy  will  last  or 
not;  we  are  not  certain  about  that.  The  Finance  Minister 
assured  them  that  it  would  be  permanent.  He  said,  look 
at  the  bye  elections ;  there  have  been  a  great  many  byo 
elections,  and  we  have  been  sustained.  He  said  to  the 
people  of  Ottawa:  That  is  the  reason  w«  have  dissolved 
Parliament  a  year  ahead  of  time,  so  that  we  could  settle 
this  question,  and  if  this  Government  were  returned  to 
power,  the  millions  would  at  once  come  into  this  country. 
I  will  give  you  his  words  : 

“  Another  gentleman  who  came  since  Parliament  opened,  who  repre¬ 
sents  a  capital  of  $5,000,000,  is,  I  think,  satisfied  that  this  policy  is  going 
to  be  sustained,  because  the  gentlemen  whom  he  represents  are  pur¬ 
chasing  property  in  this  country  to-day,  aad  investing  capital  in 
erecting  buildings  ;  so  that  after  the  20th  June,  next,  they  are  prepared 
to  put  over  a  million  of  dollars  in  here  to  develop  the  country.” 

That  was  the  20th  of  June,  1882,  when  there  was  to  bo  the 
general  election.  The  day  after  they  were  going  to  put  in 
a  million.  And  the  people  cheered.  I  know  that  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Ottawa  like  to  hear  about  millions  coming  into  the 
country.  Then,  he  said  : 

“  Gentlemen,  it  is  because  we  want  this  affirmed,  and  believe  it  will 
be  affirmed,  that  we  are  ready  and  prepared  to  appeal  to  the  people  and 
ask  them  for  their  endorsement.  If  they  do  not  endorse  it,  then  I 
believe  a  public  calamity  will  befall  the  country — that  the  millions  of 
dollars  about  being  invested  in  this  country  would  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  there  would  be  a  retrograde  movement.” 

I  want  to  know  where  the  millions  are.  Will  the  member 
for  Cardwell  tell  me  ?  We  have  paid  some  hundreds  of 
dollars — I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  not  run  into  thou¬ 
sands — for  commissioners  to  go  through  the  country  to  find 
evidences  of  prosperity.  They  jiave  not  found  these  men  ; 
they  have  not  found  these  millions.  And  years  have  gone 
by  since  the  Finance  Minister  told  us  that  they  would  come 
in  the  day  after  the  20tb  of  June,  1882.  Well,  I  am  little 
curious  about  another  matter — about  his  declarations  with 
reference  to  the  grand  effect  of  the  National  Policy,  in  his 
speech  delivered  in  this  House  in  1882.  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  statement  he  made  to  this  House  then,  stand¬ 
ing  in  his  place,  with  the  responsibility  upon  him  of  leading, 
in  a  measure,  this  House,  of  controlling  one  of  the  most 
important  departments  of  the  Government,  has  been  fulfilled. 
He  made  this  statement : 

“The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  imposed  bur¬ 
dens  on  the  people,  but  gave  them  no  food  to  supply  them  with  strength 
to  carry  them.  We  asked  Parliament  to  give  us  such  changes  in  the 
tariff  as  would  not  only  protect  the  industries  of  the  country,  but  give 
us  an  increased  revenue.  Was  there  a  response  ?  I  stated  at  the  out¬ 
set  that  the  response  was  ample,  provided  the  money  had  been  paid  in 
for  the  year  1879  that  belonged  to  that  year.  And  the  year  that  fol¬ 
lowed,  what  was  the  response  ?  They  gave  us  a  surplus  of  $4,000,000 
and  upwards,  because  we  found  employment  for  the  people,  because,  by 
obtaining  for  them  employment  and  higher  wages,  they  were  able  to 
buy  more  than  formerly.  Men  who  were  formerly  working  at  half  time 
and  on  low  wages  received  higher  wages  and  were  working  overtime. 
Farmers  who  had  low  prices  and  found  sales  difficult  received  high 
prices  and  prompt  cash  sales.” 

Well,  the  Finance  Minister  said  that  he  did  this.  If  he  did 
it  once,  he  is  able  to  do  it  again.  It  is  not  for  me  to  doubt 
the  word  of  the  Finance  Minister;  no,  I  must  believe  him  ; 
but  believing  him,  I  must  arraign  him  for  now  boing 
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reci’eant  to  the  trust  placed  in  his  hands.  He  claimed  that 
he  had  power  to  give  men  fall  lime  work  and  to  increase 
their  wages.  He  has  not  given  them  work,  for  idle  men  are 
crying  for  work.  He  has  not  given  them  higher  wages, 
bat  has  allowed  some  employers  to  cut  down  their  wages 
10  per  cent.  He  claimed  that  he  had  power  to  bring 
the  farmers  higher  prices  for  their  grain.  If  I  be¬ 
lieve  him,  I  must  arraign  him  for  being  recreant 
to  his  trust,  in  that  he  has  allowed  the  receipts  of  our 
farmers  to  dwindle  down  to  a  comparatively  small  sura, 
because  he  allowed  the  price  of  wheat  to  drop  to  10  or  15 
cents  a  bushel.  No,  I  do  not  impugn  the  veracity  of  the 
Finance  Minister  ;  that  would  be  wrong ;  but  accepting  his 
statement  as  true,  I  must  arraign  him  for  proving  recreant 
to  his  trust.  I  call  upon  him  to  got  the  idle  men  the  em¬ 
ployment  he  promised,  to  get  the  working  men  the  increased 
wages  he  promised,  and  to  get  the  farmers  the  higher 
prices  ho  promised.  Why,  he  has  failed  most  lamentably 
in  everything.  Ho  told  us,  among  other  things,  that  he 
would  secure  to  our  farmers  the  home  market  for  their 
perishable  stuff,  or  the  little  articles  that  might  be  consumed 
on  the  spot,  instead  of  allowing  so  much  of  it  to  be  shipped 
away  to  foreign  countries,  where  they  could  not  get  so  much 
for  it.  We  had  not  then  received  the  Trade  and  Navigation 
returns  for  1882,  to  ascertain  what  correctness  there  was  in 
the  statement  he  gave  us,  but  we  have  since  ;  ai  d  what  is 
the  fact  ?  Has  his  promise  to  give  the  farmers  a  home 
market,  avoiding  the  necessity  of  sending  their  produce  out 
of  the  country  been  fulfilled  ?  Let  the  returns  speak. 
Instead  of  having  this  home  market  for  all  the  butter  and 
cheese  that  is  made  here,  they  had  to  export  2,000,000  lbs. 
1,000,000  lbs.  more  than  they  did  in  the  last  year  of  the, 
Mackenzie  Administration  ;  in  cheese  they  had  to  export 
12,000,000  more  than  they  did  under  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment;  in  eggs  they  had  to  export  about  $1,000,000  worth 
more  in  1882,  when  the  Finance  Minister  was  boasting  of 
having  given  a  home  market  to  the  farmers  of  the  country, 
than  they  did  in  1873;  in  potatoes,  that  ought  to  have  been 
eaten  at  home  by  the  operatives  whom  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  was  to  have  set  at  work,  nearly  $2,000,000  worth  more 
had  to  find  a  foreign  market  in  1882,  when  he  claimed  to 
have  a  homo  market,  than  during  the  last  year  of  the  pre 
vious  Administration  ;  and  so  on  through  ail  the  list.  Now 
the  question  may  be  asked  what  position  did  the  Finance 
Minister,  what  position  did  -the  Government,  take  in  the 
year  1882,  that  has  not  been  overthrown,  that  has  not  had 
to  be  abandoned  by  them  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
claim  that  he  said  he  would  benefit  the  manufacturers  of 
this  country;  he  may  stand  on  that.  Well,  in  order  to 
establish  that,  he  had  commissioners  appointed  last  sum¬ 
mer  to  go  through  the  country  and  prepare  statistics  re¬ 
lative  to  the  various  industries  in  the  country  and  report 
to  Parliament.  I  desire  to  comment  on  those  statistics  for  a 
short  time,  but  before  doing  so  I  will  tell  you,  Sir,  that  I 
approach  the  investigation,  or  partial  investigation,  not 
prepared  to  place  very  implicit  reliance  in  what  I  should 
find  there  ;  and  I  will  tell  you  why.  Because,  in  1881,  the 
Finance  Minister  took  occasion  to  collect  statistics,  as  he 
informed  the  House.  What  they  were,  we  do  not  know; 
we  never  saw  them  ;  the  source  from  which  he  obtained 
them,  Ido  not  know;  but  he  gave  to  the  House  statistics  to 
show  that  there  had  been  a  very  great  increase  in 
the  manufacturing  industries  of  the  country.  He  dealt  in 
generalities,  but  in  one  or  two  items  he  came  to  particulars, 
and  one  of  the  branches  he  particularised  was  that  of  boots 
and  shoes,  and  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  1881, 
was  that  there  was  25  per  cent,  more  men  employed  in  that 
industry  and  25  per  cent,  more  goods  produced  in  1 88 1  than 
in  1878.  Well,  I  had  the  curiosity  to  look  up  the  census  of 
187 1,  because  if  we  were  making  a  certain  amount  of  those 
articles  in  this  country  in  1871,  we  must,  by  the  actual 
growth  of  the  country,  have  been  making  more  in  1878  ;  but 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


when  I  compared  the  statistics  which  the  Finance  Minister 
gave,  in  1881,  with  the  census  returns  that  his  own 
officials  to  dr  in  1831,  [  found  that,  instead  of  there 
having  been  an  increase  of  25  per  cent,  in  the  hands 
employed  and  25  per  cent  in  the  quantity  of  goods  produced, 
there  were  actually  125  men  less  employed  in  manufactur¬ 
ing  boots  and  shoes  in  i831  than  in  1871.  He  may  say  the 
census  returns  were  inaccurate,  but  if  he  does  he  is  casting 
odium  upon  the  administration  of  a  Department  of  this 
Government.  It  is  from  his  own  census  returns  that  I 
judge  the  statement  he  made,  and  as  the  statements  he  then 
made  were  extravagant,  I  claim  that  the  report  of  the 
commissioners  laid  before  this  House  is  utterly  misleading 
in  character,  and  that  the  Finance  Minister  in  giving  them 
to  the  House  in  bulk  as  he  did,  in  endorsing  them  as  he  did 
from  his  place  here,  is  whether  by  design  or  not,  misleading 
the  country  on  a  very  important  matter.  Let  us  examine  a 
little  the  statistics  and  see  what  they  show,  that  we  may 
ascertain  if  we  can  see  whether  there  is  any  internal  evi¬ 
dence  of  accuracy  on  the  part  of  the  statistics  they  contain, 
whether  there  is  much  reliance  to  be  placed  on  them.  They 
were  gathered,  I  venture  to  say,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Finance  Minister  to  cover  somewhat  the  position  in 
which  he  stands  before  the  people  and  the  country  to-day, 
that  of  having  failed  to  implement  the  promise  he  made  in 
1832  to  the  people,  when  he  asked  them  for  a  renewal  of 
their  confidence.  The  hon.  gentleman  appointed  two  com¬ 
missioners.  The  commissioner  he  appointed  for  New 
Brunswick  is  a  gentleman  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  A  very  good  man. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  believe  ho  is  a  very  good 
man.  I  understand  he  was  a  very  good  supporter  of  the 
Mackenzie  Government  all  the  time  it  was  in  power,  and  I 
believe  he  lost  confidence  in  them  shortly  after  they  lost 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  was  like  a  gooi  many  others. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  And  that  in  order  to  benefit  the 
people  of  the  country  and  maintain  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  he  supported 
the  present  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Certainly. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  And  got  some  patronage,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  His  newspaper  continued  in  exis¬ 
tence,  so  long  as  the  former  Government  was  in  power, 
did  it  not  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  did  not  give  him  so  much. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  There  appears  to  have  been  a  disaster 
to  an  industry  in  that  case,  at  any  rate,  under  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  own  rule.  It  may  have  been  a  struggling  indus¬ 
try  under  Mr.  Mackenzie,  but  it  did  struggle  and  live ;  but 
when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  came  into  power  it  was  too 
much  for  them,  and  the  Morning  News,  I  think  that  was  the 
nameof  the  paper,  succumbed,  [only  heard  this,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman,  the  Minister  of  Customs,  vouches  for  its  accuracy. 
Now  that  is  saying  nothing  against  the  gentleman  himself, 
because  there  are  very  good  men  who  have  failed  in  busi¬ 
ness  and  have  been  unsuccessful.  But  I  am  more  pleased 
with  him  as  a  writer  than  as  a  statistician,  though  I  believe, 
to  do  him  credit,  that  when  ho  started  out  on  his  work,  and 
before  he  received  subsequent  instructions— for  I  fancy  he 
got  instructions  after  he  got  partly  through  his  work, 
because  he  was  doing  it  a  little  too  thorough — that 
thorough  work  most  effectually  disproves  the  balance  of  h  s 
report  as  well  as  the  whole  of  the  report  of  the  commis¬ 
sioners  for  Ontario  and  Quebec.  He  indulges  in  some 
general  remarks,  He  tolls  us  : 
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“  With  a  view  to  thoroughness,  I  made  my  investigations  in  St.  John 
and  Portland  embrace  everything,  large  and  small,  that  could  be  fairly 
considered  industrial,  except  farming.” 

I  want  the  House  to  remember  that,  because  it  is  the  only 
cast  in  which  the  work  was  done  thoroughly ;  and  presently 
I  will  look  at  this  portion  which  was  done  thoroughly  and 
see  whether  it  gives  the  extra  production  in  that  year 
olaimed  by  the  hon.  Minister.  He  continues  : 

“I  think  I  have  gained  not  only  accurate  information  as  to  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  employer?  in  connection  with  industrial  pursuits  during 
the  two  periods  and  the  amount  of  the  earnings  of  the  class,  but  a 
pretty  accurate  idea  of  the  general  condition  and  of  the  industries  at 
the  present  time  and  an  insight  into  their  perplexities  and  resources 
of  encouragement.  The  information  I  submit  in  connection  with  this 
report  and  without  embellishment  and  in  the  order  and  form  in  which  it 
was  gathered.” 

Then  he  says : 

“  The  bad  crops  of  the  past  two  years,  over-production,  the  diminished 
purchasing  power  of  the  industrial  classes  from  this  cause,  the  locking 
up  of  capital  by  investments  in  non-productive  enterprises,  over-produc¬ 
tion  in  certain  industries,  depression  in  the  lumber  trade,  and  the  revo¬ 
lution  which  the  substitution  of  steamers  for  sailing  craft  has  brought 
about  in  the  carrying  trade  of  the  world,  are  among  the  leading  causes 
variously  assigned  for  the  troubles  which  have  clustered  around  the 
year  1881.” 

There  is  their  own  commissioner  admitting  that  troubles  have 
clustered  round  the  industries  of  the  year,  and  ho  points  out 
the  causes  which  have  lead  to  it ;  and  I  want  the  House  to 
remember  that,  in  the  Order  in  Council  appointing  these 
gentlemen,  it  is  definitely  stated  that  they  are  appointed  to 
gather  information  to  enable  the  Government  to  mould 
legislation  in  the  proper  direction  to  find  out  if  there  are 
any  causes  at  work  that  are  not  working  properly,  if  there 
aie  any  defects  that  require  to  be  remedied,  so  that 
they  may  apply  the  remedy.  Well,  he  gives  the  cause. 
It  is  “  the  bad  crops  of  the  past  two  years.” 
Where  is  the  legislation  introduced  to  remedy  that  ?  Ho  I 
ask  a  foolish  question  ?  To  say  so  would  be  to  impute 
foolishness  to  the  Finance  Minister,  for  he  has  claimed 
credit  for  good  crops  and  for  the  prosperity  that  flows 
from  them.  “  Over-production”  he  gives  as  another  cause. 
Has  the  Finance  Minister  taken  any  steps  to  stop  over¬ 
production  ?  I  do  not  see  anything  in  the  tariff  to  lead  us 
in  that  direction.  He  points  out  the  diminished  pur¬ 
chasing  power  of  the  laboring  classes.”  Has  any  legisla¬ 
tion  been  introduced  to  increase  their  purchasing  power. 
He  points  out  “  the  locking  up  of  capital  by  investments  in 
non-productive  enterprises.”  Has  any  scheme  been  devised 
or  any  legislation  proposed  to  release  this  capital  locked 
up?  The  Finance  Minister  might  perhaps  reply  :  How 
can  I  do  that  ?  It  is  not  for  me  to  answer.  He  claimed  he 
could  do  almost  everything;  he  claimed  that  he  could  give 
you  prosperity,  whether  other  countries  were  prosperous  or 
not.  His  utterance  are  on  record.  I  tell  him  to  release 
the  locked  up  capital.  He  points  out  “  over-production  in 
certain  industries.”  Why  does  he  not  stop  that  over-pro¬ 
duction  ?  Hoes  he  say  that  then  these  men  would  lose 
their  capital  ?  Then  let  him  give  it  back  to  them  in  a 
more  direct  way.  Let  him  give  them  a  bounty  out  of 
the  public  funds.  It  would  not  be  much  more  than  he 
has  done  to  some  classes,  not  much  more  than  he  proposed 
in  some  cases  when  he  introduced  and  carried  through  his 
tariff.  These  are  pointed  out  as  the  causes  which  are 
operating  to  produce  distress.  These  gentlemen  were  ap¬ 
pointed — so  their  appointment  shows— in  order  to  find  this 
out,  so  that  proper  legislation  might  be  introduced.  We 
ought  to  have  had  it.  If  we  do  not  have  legislation  to 
remove  these  causes,  then  the  labor’s  of  these  men  have 
gone  for  nothing ;  they  have  been  appointed,  they  have 
been  set  to  work,  the  information  they  have  gathered  has 
been  set  at  naught,  and  no  action  has  been  taken  in  regard 
to  it.  Now  we  come  to  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John  and 
Portland,  and  I  ask  you  to  bear  in  mind  again  the  remark 
of  this  gentleman,  that  his  work  there  was  thorough  work  | 
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that  he  did  not  go  into  a  few  industries,  but  that  he  went 
into  and  examined  large  and  small — the  only  thorough  way 
in  which  this  could  be  done.  But,  before  giving  us  the 
table,  he  gives  us  a  nicely  written  description  of  St.  John 
and  how  it  is  situated.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  thought 
the  members  of  this  House— and  the  information  was 
gathered  for  the  members  of  this  House — did  not  know  where 
the  good  city  of  St.  John  was  situated,  but  he  tells  us : 

“  With  reference  to  the  city  of  St.  John,  the  starting  point  of  this 
investigation,  it  may  be  needful  to  say  that  for  the  benefit  of  some  under 
whose  eye  this  report  may  fall,  that  it  is  the  commercial  capital  of  New 
Brunswick,  and  stands  at  the  mouth  of  the  St.  John  river — that  it  has 
a  fine  harbor  open  at  all  seasons,  and  connection  by  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  east  and  west,  and  by  the  New  Brunswick  Railway  and 
branches,  and  the  Grand  Southern  Railway,  with  the  interior  and  the 
west  and  that  the  districts  known  as  St.  John  and  Portland,  although 
under  two  corporate  systems,  are  really  one  in  business  and  industrial 
life  and  unitedly  form  an  important  commercial  and  manufacturing 
centre.  The  chief  staples  of  this  community  in  a  long  period  of  years 
were  ships  and  lumber.  The  competition  of  iron  ships  with  wooden 
craft  in  the  carrying  trade  of  the  world  revolutionised  the  ship-build¬ 
ing  interests  and  destroyed  the  magnificent  business  which  had 
made  for  many  citizens  of  this  place  comfortable  competencies,  if  not 
colossal  fortunes.  The  demand  for  vessels  of  large  tonnage  is  no  longer 
what  it  once  was,  and  the  shipyards  do  not  resound  with  the  busy  hum 
of  industrial  life.” 

Is  there  any  proposition  in  the  legislation  introduced  to 
this  House  to  get  up  this  hum  in  the  shipyards  ?  If  there 
is  nothing  of  this  kind  introduced,  I  declare  that  the 
appointment  of  this  gentleman  to  ascertain  facts  in  order 
that  we  may  have  legislation  is  a  farce  and  has  been  set  at 
naught. 

“An  occasional  large  vessel  finds  her  way  from  the  blocks  in  one  or 
another  of  the  almost  silent  shipyards  to  supply  some  special  trade 
requirement  of  the  builder  or  his  friends  rather  than  to  find  an  eager 
purchaser.  The  prostration  of  this  trade  in  wooden  ships — how  impor¬ 
tant  can  best  be  appreciated  by  those  engaged  in  shipping  ventures — 
had  naturally  .a  detrimental  effect  upon  the  prosperity  and  progress  of 
the  peoples  of  the  two  cities.’  ’ 

Then  I  consider  that,  according  to  the  theories  of  the  hon. 
the  Finance  Minister,  he  utters  some  doctrine  that  is  very 
unsound. 

“  Commercial  policies  could  not  bring  back  the  lost  trade,  Govern¬ 
ment  edicts  could  not  be  made  to  shackle  the  wheels  of  progress,  legis¬ 
lative  enactments  were  unsuited  to  revivify  waning  industries,  though 
capable  of  stimulating  substitute  employments.” 

Then  he  says,  alluding  to  the  fire  that  laid  St.  John  in  ashes  : 

“  Prior  to  that  time  industries  of  various  kinds  had  been  struggling 
into  life.  A  small  cotton  warp  factory  has  been  cautiously  worked. 
Shoe  factories  are  cropping  up.  Rolling  mills,  foundries,  machine 
shops,  rope  walks,  and  what  not,  were  fighting  hard  for  position  in  the 
busy  life  of  the  place.  But  the  fight  with  the  competition  from  the 
United  States  superadded  to  the  ordinary  competition  from  Dominion 
communities,  was  too  much  for  them.  Striving  hard  they  managed  in 
most  cases  to  maintain  a  fair  position,  but  they  did  not  move  onward 
with  the  degree  of  celerity  which  their  promoters  and  friends  expected. 
They  worked  hard,  but  merely  for  an  existence  and  without  heart.  The 
struggle  was  one  of  desperation,  but  there  came  a  chance  at  last.  The 
National  Policy  dawned  in  1878,  and,  though  not  meeting  with  a  cordial 
endorsement  from  the  trading  people  of  St.  John,  was  not  without  a 
goodly  host  of  ardent  admirers  and  warm  friends.  The  sturdy  mechanic 
rejoiced  at  its  adoption,  and  the  struggling  manufacturer  bade  its  hearty 
welcome.  The  enforcement  of  the  policy  gave  new  life,  new  energy, 
new  heart,  to  a  people  suffering  from  a  trinity  of  calamities.  New  in¬ 
dustries  were  started,  and  old  industries  were  strengthened.  The  busy 
life  of  the  place  improved,  and  the  prosperity,  which  seemed  likely  to 
last  for  years,  loomed  grandly  up.  In  the  rush  of  the  time  short-sighted 
people  counted  too  much  upon  the  helpful  character  of  a  policy  which 
was  only  intended  and  could  only  be  expected  to  furnish  ‘reasonable 
refreshments,’  and  they  allowed  themselves,  partly  by  the  stimulating 
influences  of  the  policy  and  largely  by  the  unnatural  and  transitory 
stimulation  which  business  of  every  kind  experienced  during  the  hurried 
rebuilding  of  the  fire-crushed  eity,  to  be  carried  to  the  verge  of  folly  in 
many  instances.  This  is  not  a  new,  nor  yet  an  unnatural  condition  of 
things;  it  has  been  common,  too,  and  is  linked  in  with,  the 
history  of  communities  and  peoples  everywhere.  Over-production 
in  special  lines  was  the  result  in  the  St.  John  community,  and, 
to  make  the  matter  worse,  the  world’s  business  got  into  confusion. 

What  right  had  the  world’s  business  to  get  into  confusion  ; 
just  at  that  particular  time,  too  ;  and  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  at  the  head  of  the  Finance  Hepartment,  controlling  the 
world’s  business  ?  It  was  very  unfortunate. 
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“  To  make  matters  worse,  the  world’s  business  got  into  confusion  and 
general  business  prostration  was  added  to  the  injury  and  the  agony  thus 
caused.  The  St.  John  people,  just  gathering  a  little  strength  from  the 
succession  of  calamities,  felt  the  pressure,  but 'they  stood  the  shock, 
remarkably  well,  though,  of  course,  not  without  many  business  trials 
and  some  disasters.  Yet  withal,  the  industrial  life  of  St.  John  still  stands 
in  fair  condition  compared  with  its  state  a  quarter  of  century  ago.” 

He  is  somewhat  like  the  Finance  Minister.  It  suits  him 
better  to  take  one  year  sometimes  than  to  take  another,  but 
he  had  to  go  a  long  way  back,  from  the  year  1878,  the  year 
he  was  sent  to  enquire  about,  in  order  to  find  what  he  says 
he  found : 

“  The  shipbuilding  interest  excepted,  it  contrasts  as  does  the  giant 
oak  with  the  sapling  juniper.” 

Then  I  can  imagine  with  what  a  majestic  wave  of  the 
hand  he  uttered  ere  he  penned  this  sentence — “  Bat  a  truce 
to  mere  words  for  the  present ;  let  facts  and  figures  engage 
attention  for  a  time.”  Now,  then,  we  will  look  at  the  tacts 
and  figures.  We  are  now  considering  the  county  and  city 
of  St.  John  and  Portland  that,  he  tells  us,  he  investigated, 
in  order  to  be  accurate,  and  it  is  the  only  place  that  was 
thoroughly  gone  into.  Now  what  does  he  find  ?  He  finds 
in  the  facts  and  figures  that  he  wants  1o  speak 
for  themselves,  that  the  total  number  of  persons 
employed  all  over  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John  at 
the  various  industries  was  8,855  in  1878,  and  8,862 
in  1884.  There  were  seven  men  more  employed  in  St. 
John.  His  work  was  thorough.  He  went  into  the  matter, 
and  there  were  absolutely  seven  men  added  to  the  8,555 
who  were  at  work  there  in  1878.  Who  will  say  that  the 
Finance  Minister  is  not  a  success?  Who  will  say  he  has 
not  carried  out  all  ho  agreed  to  ?  I  give  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  credit,  as  he  claims,  for  what  he  has  dono.  Let  us  give 
him  credit  for  adding  seven  men  to  the  total  number  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John  in  1878.  But 
I  have  a  serious  charge  against  him.  He  allowed  the  weekly 
wages  of  these  men  to  fall  81,769.16.  We  give  him  credit 
for  adding  seven  men  to  the  eight  thousand  odd,  but  to 
let  their  weekly  wages  fall  $1,769,  I  think,  is  rather 
too  bad.  “  A  truce  to  mere  words,  let  facts  speak  for  them¬ 
selves.”  Now,  I  desire  to  say  this,  because,  1  think,  in 
dealing  with  these  matters  we  should  be  fair.  He  goes  on 
to  explain  this  fact,  that  in  1877  the  city  of  St.  John  was, 
unfortunately,  destroyed  by  fire.  It  was  a  calamity  that, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  was  not  without  one  compensating1 
advantage,  if  I  may  use  that  expression.  It  is  under 
calamities  great  as  that  that  we  are  led  to  feel  that  we 
are  one  people.  We  are  not  drawn  together  as  closely 
as  we  desire  to  be,  yet  when  the  telegraph  wires  flashed 
from  one  end  of  this  Dominion  to  the  other  the  fact 
that  one  of  our  cities,  though  its  inhabitants  were  unknown 
to  us  personally,  had  suffered  as  St.  John  had  suffered,  meet¬ 
ings  were  at  once  called,  resolutions  were  passed,  money 
was  poured  in  from  the  cities  and  towns  of  Ontario,  to  help 
our  sister  city  repair  the  devastation  caused  by  the  fire.  It 
had  that  compensating  advantage.  By  the  enterprise 
and  energy  of  the  men  of  St,  John— and  I  say  there 
'is  energy  and  enterprise  in  the  city  of  St.  John;  it 
stands  out  prominently,  as  one  must  see,  as  I  saw  it 
mysolf  this  past  .summer  for  the  first  time— the  enterprise 
of  these  men  led  them  to  go  on  and  rebuild  the  city,  and  make 
it  as  beautiful  as  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  before.  But,  he  says 
there  were,  in  rebuilding  that  city,  some  more  laborers  and 
builders  set  to  work  than  otherwise  there  would  have  been  ; 
they  have  not  all  gone  away  since  1878,  and  that  raised  the 
total  number  that  were  to  be  found  in  1878  something  above 
what  it  would  have  been  under  other  circumstances.  But  I 
think  you  will  find,  if  you  look  through  the  figures,  that 
there  was  not  so  very  many.  We  have  no  means  of 
ascertaining  how  many  of  them  left  the  city  for  other 
countries  after  the  city  was  rebuilt,  and  how  many 
remained  ;  but  I  think,  even  if  you  take  that  into  account,  that 
you  will  find,  from  what  he  says,  that  there  would  be  over  a 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


thousand  brought  into  the  city  through  that  cause.  Now  a 
thought  occurred  to  me  here  with  reference  to  the  remarks 
this  gentleman  makes  as  to  the  destruction  of  the  city  of  St. 
John,  and  I  commend  the  Finance  Minister’s  attention  to  it. 
On  the  face  of  it,  short-sighted  people  would  say  it  was  an 
advantage  to  the  city  of  St.  John  to  be  laid  in  ashes.  Why, 
you  would  ask  ?  Because  it  has  given  employment  to  extra 
men  in  rebuilding  the  city.  But  he  would  be  a  short¬ 
sighted  man  who  would  say  that  the  capital  that  had  to  be 
used  in  this  rebuilding  had  not  been  lost  through  the  fire, 
and  the  people  of  St.  John  and  the  country  that  much 
poorer.  The  output  of  this  capital  and  the  locking 
of  it  up  in  real  estate,  capital  that  should  have  gone 
into  commerce,  though  it  gave  a  temporary  impetus  to  some 
kind  of  business  in  1877,  nevertheless  proved  a  loss  to  them 
because  the  capital  had  been  sunk  and  was  not  productive. 
Has  not  the  Finance  Minister,  by  his  policy,  as  effectually 
sunk  and  destroyed  millions  of  the  capital  of  this  country  ?  In 
1882-83  he  sees  extra  men  at  work,  but  were  they  not  in 
the  position  of  men  employed  at  St.  John  who  were  building 
up  that  which,  if  it  had  remained,  and  had  not  to  be  rebuilt, 
would  have  left  greater  wealth  to  the  country.  The  very 
fact  that  those  men  were  employed  during  two  or  three  years 
in  making  machinery  and  erecting  factories  that  are  now 
lying  idle,  gave  the  apparent  prosperity  that  we  had.  The 
result  of  it  is,  that  thousands  of  mechanics  have  since  been 
out  of  work,  and  we  are  experiencing  the  depression  that 
is  mentioned  here.  Now,  then,  having  finished  with 
the  city  and  county  of  St.  John,  I  wish  to  look  at  what 
he  says  with  reference  to  some  other  of  the  towns. 
He  has  told  us  that  he  worked  more  thoroughly  in  St.  John 
than  elsewher  e.  It  was  just  after  he  got  through  with  the 
city  and  county  of  St.  John  he,  perhaps,  received  a  hint 
that  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  into  particulars  with  respect 
to  every  place.  He  curtails  his  report.  He  says  he  has 
not  time  to  go  through  every  town  ;  and  I  suppose  we  must 
accept  that  statement.  So  when  he  goes  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  he  credits  it,  in  1884  as  compared  with  1878,  with  an 
increase  of  255  hands  and  a  yearly  aggregate  of  products  of 
844,102.  And  yet  the  fact  remains  that  the  yearly  wages 
per  hand  in  Charlottetown,  in  1884,  was  only  $315,  while  in 
1678  it  was  $419,  a  decrease  of  $104.  In  Halifax  and  Dart 
mouth  the  yearly  wages  per  hand  was,  in  1884,  $330,  as 
compared  with  $327,  an  increase  of  $3.  At  the  London¬ 
derry  iron  works  he  brings  before  us  a  very  remarkable 
state  of  things,  which,  perhaps,  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  will  kindly  explain  to  us.  He  gives  us  the  fol¬ 
lowing  figures — they  may  be  correct,  I  do  not  understand 
them  if  they  are  correct. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  is  not  surprising. 

Mr.  PATERSON  I  hear  the  Minister  of  Customs 
say  it  is  not  surprising.  We  will  see  if  he  can  explain 
them,  and  if  they  are  consistent  with  his  ideas.  London- 
erryd  iron  works  are  works  I  should  like  to  see  progress.  I 
was  very  much  pleased  indeed  to  see  such  largo  works  in  our 
midst.  I  take  the  same  ground  that  every  hon.  member  on 
this  side  takes  :  that  no  men  in  this  country  desire  or  are 
more  pleased  than  we  are  to  see  industries  growing  up  and 
thriving,  if  they  are  doiug  so  in  a  legitimate  manner.  The 
figures  in  regard  to  the  Londonderry  iron  works  are  these  : 
In  1878,  590  hands;  yearly  wages,  $171,600;  capital  in¬ 
vested,  $330,^20;  yearly  product,  $440,160.  1884,  625 

hands ;  $234,325  yearly  wages  ;  $1,460,000  capital ;  $550,200 
products.  What  I  want  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  to  explain  is  this :  How  it  occurs  that  there  is  an  in¬ 
crease  in  capital  equivalent  to  442  per  cent,  while  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  number  of  hands  and  value  of  products  is  only 
25  per  cent.  Such  a  state  of  things  means  sinking  capital 
rapidly.  I  ask  this  House  if  the  capital  invested  in  1878 
was  not  more  profitably  employed  than  the  capital  in 
1884.  I  ask  if  it  is  worth  while  to  invest  increased 
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capital  to  the  extent  of  442  per  cent,  when  the  increase 
in  the  number  ot  employees  and  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
ducts  is  only  25  per  cent.,  and  if  the  country  will  not 
rapidly  grow  poorer  under  such  a  condition  of  things.  I 
think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  agree  with  me  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  will  now  contrast  the  statements 
of  the  two  commissioners  in  order  to  ascertain  how  the 
Provinces  are  prospering  relatively  under  the  tariff. 
1  find  that  Mr.  Blackeby,  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  commis¬ 
sioner,  places  the  increased  number  of  hands,  in  1884,  over 
1878,  at  100  per  cent.;  yearly  wages,  107;  product,  126; 
capital  invested,  85  ;  while  in  the  Lower  Provinces  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  number  of  hands  is  put  at  only  46  per  cent. ; 
yearly  wages,  32  per  cent. ;  products,  62  per  cent.;  capital, 
62  per  cent.  These  are  facts  for  the  Finance  Minister  to 
consider,  facts  furnished  by  his  own  commissioners,  ap¬ 
pointed  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  facts,  in  order  to 
guide  him  in  legislation.  Has  there  been  any  legislation 
proposed  to  increase  the  number  of  hands  in  the  same  pro 
portion  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  as  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  ? 
Why  should  the  tariff  be  so  arranged  by  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man — and  as  every  blessing  comes  through  the  tariff,  and 
so  every  ill  must  be  ascribed  to  if — that  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  hands  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  is  100  per  cent., 
while  it  is  only  46  in  the  Maritime  Provinces;  that  the  in¬ 
crease  of  yearly  wages  in  the  two  Province  is  107  per  cent 
as  against  32  per  cent,  in  the  Maritime  Provinces ;  that 
the  increase  of  product  is  126  per  cent,  as  against 
42  per  cent.  ;  while  the  capital  increase  is  85  per 
cent,  as  against  82  per  cent.  These  are  matters  to  which 
the  hon.  Finance  Minister  should  direct  his  attention.  He 
appointed  the  commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  ascertai  ning 
how  the  National  Policy  was  working,  in  order  that  legis¬ 
lation  might  be  introduced,  and  he  has  these  facts  before 
him.  He  has  accepted  them ;  I  do  not  accept  them.  Not 
only  do  I  consider  the  information  and  statistics  furnished 
as  worth  nothing,  but  I  consider  them  as  absolutely  worse 
than  nothing,  because  I  hold  they  aro  misleading  in  their 
character ;  and  if  the  Finance  Minister  were  to  pay  any 
attention  to  them  and  be  guided  by  them,  he  would  land  the 
country  in  still  worse  difficulties  than  those  which  at  present 
encompass  it.  Let  us  look  at  some  of  the  figures  given  by 
the  Ontario  commissioner.  He  gives  us  as  the  increase  in 
the  agricultural  implement  business :  Factories,  46  par 
cent. ;  number  of  hands,  87  per  cent. ;  yearly  wages,  90  per¬ 
cent. ;  product,  106  percent.;  capital  invested,  90  percent., 
in  1884,  as  compared  with  1878.  I  will  not  dispute  the 
accuracy  of  this  statement,  but  I  have  chosen  that  table  for 
this  reason :  It  is  claimed  by  the  Finance  Minister  that  in 
regard  to  boots  and  shoes,  ready-made  clothing  and  other 
articles  of  that  kind,  the  increased  consumption  is  on  account 
of  the  increased  number  of  operatives  in  other  factories 
who  require  those  articles.  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  operatives  in  factories  do  not  buy  reaping 
and  mowing  machines  and  agricultural  implements,  yet 
here  is  an  increase  in  agricultural  implements  as  great 
as  in  any  other  branch  of  industry.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  has  never  yet  claimed  that  he  has  brought  in 
agriculturists  through  the  operation  of  his  tariff;  if  he 
did  so  it  would  be  stupid,  for  he  has  been  unable  to  benefit  the 
agriculturists  in  the  slightest  degree.  Yet,  as  I  have  pointed 
out,  there  has  been  as  great  a  degree  of.  progress  in  the 
agricultural  implement  manufacture  as  in  any  other 
industry,  which  shows  that  the  claim  that  there  is  this  extra 
consumption  of  manufactured  goods,  from  the  fact  that 
articles  manufactured  in  certain  branches  are  purchased  by 
operatives  engaged  in  other  lines  of  manufacture.  We  come 
now  to  a  branch  of  manufacturing  of  which  I  know  a  little 
about  myself,  which  fact  will  enable  me  to  furnish  the  hon. 
gentleman  with  some  ideas.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  has  already  shown,  from 
information  obtained  directly  from  different  towns,  that 


tho  accounts  here  given  of  their  business  are  wholly 
misleading.  A  certain  few  factories  were  visited.  I  suppose 
the  commissioner  went  in  and  asked  what  number  of  hands 
is  now  employed,  what  wages  are  paid,  what  is  the  value  of 
the  product,  what  is  the  capital  employed,  and  how  do  these 
compare  with  1878.  As  the  statement  was  given,  so  it  was 
put  down.  But  the  member  for  South  Huron  pointed  out 
that  while  15  factories  wore  visited  in  Chatham  there  are 
50  there.  Thus,  an  erroneous  idea  was  given  respecting  the 
industry.  So  it  is  in  respect  to  other  towns  and  cities. 
Yet  in  these  statistics,  furnished  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
commissioners,  endorsed  by  the  Finance  Minister,  we  are  act¬ 
ually  forty-four  millions  better  off  under  his  National  Policy 
than  we  were  before.  Take  confectionery  and  biscuit  manu¬ 
facturers — vi'hick  I  know  something  about— -and  I  find  that 
they  have  increased  S2  per  cent,  in  the  number  of  factories, 
55  per  cent,  in  the  number  of  hands,  58  per  cent,  in  the 
amount  of  wages,  56  per  cent,  in  the  value  of  product,  and 
54  per  cent,  in  capital  invested.  The  increased  factories 
he  gives  as  2.  In  looking  over  the  manuscript  I  saw  the 
names  of  these  two,  and  one  of  the  two  he  mentioned  is, 
according  to  information  I  had,  to  be  sold  under  the  sheriff’s 
hammer  to  the  highest  bidder,  the  proprietor  making  an 
offer  of  25  per  cent,  on  the  dollar.  The  other  is  not  a  large 
one,  and  then  he  says : 

“  la  1877  two  or  three  firms,  which  were  largely  engaged  in  this  busi¬ 
ness,  succumbed  to  the  pressure  of  the  hard  times  then  prevailing,  and 
as  no  one,  at  that  time,  felt  inclined  to  invest  money  in  manufacturing 
pursuits,  the  trade  of  these  firms  became  divided  amongst  those  that 
remained.” 

I  think  he  is  wrong  in  that— I  think  this  took  place  in  the 
year  1879,  after  the  National  Policy  came  into  operation— 
though  I  speak  subject  to  correction.  Now  then  I  come  to 
a  test  which  the  Finance  Minister  must  accept,  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  must  accept, 
because  they  have  used  it  in  this  House  as  a  test  to  prove 
the  positions  they  have  taken  in  previous  years,  that  the 
industries  of  the  country  have  thriven,  and  therefore  1  say 
they  cannot  fairly  take  exception  to  it.  They  havo  been 
in  the  habit  of  proving,  from  the  increased  imports  of  raw 
material,  that  there  has  been  an  increase,  as  they  claimed, 
in  tho  manufactured  goods  in  the  country.  Let  us  look  at 
some  of  the  lines.  One  of  tho  lines  which  they  have  been 
found  comparing  is  hides  and  pelts.  Of  hides  and  pelts  im¬ 
ported  in  1884,  $1,431,848  worth,  and  in  1878,  $1,207,300, 
or  an  increase  in  the  importation  of  hides  and  pelts,  in  1884, 
over  1878,  of  only  $224,548,  I  want  you  to  remember  the 
figures,  and  yet  the  statistics  furnished  by  this  commissioner 
to  tho  Finance  Minister,  and  which  he  has  himself  endorsed, 
show  that  there  has  beon  $3,835,000  worth  more  of  boots 
and  shoes  alone  made  in  1884  than  in  1878,  though  we  only 
imported  $224,000  worth  of  hides  more.  But  that  does  not 
represent  it  at  all,  because  they  did  not  visit  all  the  factories, 
and  you  must  add,  the  Finance  Minister  said,  50  per  cent., 
and  therefore  you  have  of  that  article  of  leather  alone  over 
$5,000,000  worth  of  goods  made  out  of  $224,000  of  raw 
material. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  The  supply  is  found  at  home. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  My  hon.  triend  from  East  Grey 
says  that  the  supply  is  found  at  home.  Well,  I  think 
that  we  have  exported  of  live  cattle — and  I  believe  live 
cattle  have  their  hides  on — a  greater  number  of  late  years 
than  before.  We  come  now  to  woollen  factories,  and  as  the 
Finance  Minister  told  us  of  that  fairness  which  he  said  was 
part  of  his  nature,  that  desire  to  be  so  accurate,  I  am  bound 
to  suppose  that  he  entirely  overlooked  the  importation  of 
wool  this  year,  that  he  did  not  designedly  do  it,  but  that  ho 
just  accidentally  missed  it.  In  previous  years  he  did  not 
overlook  it.  I  remember  him  talking  about  the  imports  of 
wool  and  pointing  to  them  as  a  proof  positive,  as  something 
that  could  not  be  denied ;  that  there  must  be  a  greatly 
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increased  manufacture  of  woollen  goods  from  that  fact.  He 
cannot  recede  from  that  position.  What  do  these  statistics 
give  us,  with  reference  to  woollen  factories  ?  There  was  an 
increase  of  54  per  cent,  in  the  factories,  of  91  per  cent,  in 
the  number  of  hands,  of  94  per  cent,  in  the  yearly  wages, 
of  104  per  cent,  in  the  value  of  the  product.  There  was 
an  increase  of  19  factories,  of  1,623  hands,  or  $404,050 
extra  wages,  and  of  $2,108,900  in  the  increased 
value  of  the  product.  As  I  said  before,  you  must  add  50 
per  cent.,  as  they  only  visited  two-thirds  of  the  factories, 
and  thus  the  statistics  presented  to  the  Finance  Minister  and 
endorsed  by  him  state  that  over  $3,000,000  worth  of  extra 
product  came  out  of  the  woollen  mills  of  Canada  in  1884 
than  came  out  of  them  in  1878.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
must  have  required  the  importation  of  a  good  deal  more 
wool  in  order  to  have  accomplished  that.  What  were  the 
imports  of  wool  relatively  ?  In  1878  we  imported  6,230,034 
pounds;  in  1884,  6,189,096  ;  in  other  words  we  imported 
absolutely  less  in  1884  by  40,998  pounds  than  we  did  in 
1878,  and  yet  we  produced  $3,000,000  worth  more  goods  with 
40,998  pounds  less  wool.  How  that  is  certainly  enough  to 
convince  anyone  as  to  the  value,  as  to  the  accuracy,  of  the 
figures  we  have  here.  Now  I  hear  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bast  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  trying  to  find  out  from  his  neigh¬ 
bor  some  solution  of  this  problem,  and  he  wants  to  know  if 
there  is  not  a  duty  on  wool.  Evidently  the  same  idea  is 
running  through  his  head  with  regard  to  sheep  as  he 
gave  utterance  to  with  regard  to  cattle.  I  know  he 
will  find  that  the  home-grown  wool  exports  in  1878  were 
greater  than  in  1884  by  $397,259,  but  even  that  amount 
would  be  very  well  invested,  if  the  woollen  factories 
had  taken  it  and  turned  out  $3,000,000  worth 
more  product,  especially  as  all  these  mills  are  said  to 
be  selling  their  goods  from  10  t  j  20  per  cent,  lower  than  in 
1878,  but  it  ts  a  fact  that  in  1878  the  average  export  price 
of  wool,  according  to  the  Trade  and  Navigation  returns, 
was  29  cents  per  pound,  while  the  average  export  price  in 
1884  is  only  20  cents  per  pound.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
what  he  will  not  deny,  that  under  the  fact  that  wool  has 
averaged  lower  under  this  Administration  than  it  did  before, 
men  have  gone  out  of  the  business  of  raising  sheep  and 
growing  wool,  because  it  would  not  pay.  But  that  is  not 
all,  because  we  have  another  table  here  with  reference  to 
knitting  factories,  and  I  think  knitting  factories  use  wool, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken — not  wholly,  but  largely.  Let  us  see 
what  they  have  done.  They  are  credited  with  an  extra  pro¬ 
duct  of  $1,174,000  worth,  and  adding  50  per  cent,  to  that, 
and  we  have  a  product  of  woollen  and  knitted  goods  of 
nearly  $5,000,000  extra,  with  a  less  importation  of  wool. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  They  got  supplied  at  home. 

Mr.  PATEKSON.  I  think  I  answered  that  by  allud¬ 
ing  to  the  export,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find 
from  the  census  or  any  other  means  that  there  are  more 
sheep  produced,  I  think  it  would  bo  well  if  he  would  ascer¬ 
tain  that  point.  The  Finance  Minister  himself  has  paid  no 
attention  to  the  report  of  the  commissioners,  further  than 
to  use  it  for  a  purpose,  which  I  hold  is  wrong,  because  it 
is  misleading.  He  has  not  used  it  for  the  purpose  of  mould¬ 
ing  his  legislation  ;  why  ?  Because,  as  near  as  I  can  re¬ 
member,  after  looking  through  the  manuscripts,  his  com¬ 
missioner  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  pointed  out  that 
what  the  manufacturers  in  the  Lower  Provinces  want,  in 
order  to  enable  them  to  do  a  more  successful  business  and 
to  compete,  is  that  the  Government  shall  take  off  the  duty 
on  flour;  and  the  Finance  Minister  has  not  proposed  to 
do  that  and  he  is  thus  disregarding  the  information  given 
to  him  and  which  he  sent  the  commissioners  to  get  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  act.  There  are  other  interests  that  might 
be  taken.  In  1881  there  was  an  Industry  in  the  country 
called  flour  and  grist  milling.  I  remember  that  the  mills 
numbered  about  2,000,  employed  over  6,000  hands,  had 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant), 


over  $13,000,000  of  capital  invested,  and  showed  a  product 
of  over  $40,000,000  a  year-- the  largest  industry,  I  believe 
— regarding  the  capital  invested  and  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
duct — in  this  country,  next  to  the  saw  mills ;  and  yet  the 
commissioner  who  went  through  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
apparently  by  his  report,  never  saw  a  grist  mill,  never  saw 
a  flour  mill,  did  not  know  that  there  was  any  such  thing, 
and  therefore  we  are  bound,  according  to  his  report,  to 
assume  that  there  can  be  no  desire  or  necessity  to  look  after 
them.  The  only  representation  the  Finance  Minister  has 
with  reference  to  the  article  of  Hour,  from  his  own  commis¬ 
sioners,  sent  to  make  enquiries  in  order  to  enable  him  to 
bring  about  legislation,  is  that  certain  manufacturers  desire 
that  the  duty  may  be  taken  off  flour  in  order  that  their  busi¬ 
ness  may  succeed.  Has  he  given  his  attention  to  that  repre¬ 
sentation  ?  Now  I  come  to  the  charge  made  against  the 
Mackenzie  Administration,  that  manufactures  were  lan¬ 
guishing  under  their  policy,  and  were  in  danger  of  being 
wiped  out.  Let  us  apply  this  test  of  the  importation  of  raw 
material  to  these  enterprises,  and  see  what  is  the  result. 
Take  the  article  of  cotton.  These  gentlemen  gave  a  very 
graphic  account  of  the  increased  production  of  cotton.  One 
would  think  that  it  was  owing  to  their  tariff  that  we  have 
cotton  mills  in  the  country  at  all.  We  are  not  indebted  to 
the  present  Administration  for  having  cotton  mills  in  this 
country ;  we  are  not  indebted  to  them  for  that  at  all ;  but 
we  are  indebted  to  them  for  this  :  that  we  have  cotton  mills 
in  this  country,  in  which  millions  of  dollars  of  capital 
have  been  invested,  to  day  lying  idle.  I  will  prove  it 
conclusively.  If  the  cotton  mills  in  this  country  had  been 
languishing  and  dying  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration, 
the  importations  of  the  raw  cotton  would  have  been  grow¬ 
ing  less  year  by  year ;  but  what  are  the  facts  ?  In 
1874  we  imported  3,514,287  pounds  of  raw  cotton;  in  1875, 
3,778,109  pounds;  in  1876,  5,527,428  pounds;  in  1877, 
5,578,222,  and  in  1878,  7,243,413  pounds.  Every  year  of  the 
Mackenzie  Administration  was  increasing  the  importations 
of  raw  cotton,  proving  that  we  had  cotton  mills  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  that  these  cotton  mills  were  doing  well  and  increas¬ 
ing  their  output  year  by  year.  The  difference  between  the 
importations  in  1878  and  1874  was  3,729, 126  pounds,  or  106 
per  cent. ;  and  yet  these  hon.  gentlemen  talk  as  if  we  were 
indebted  to  them  for  the  cotton  mills  we  have  in  the  country. 
I  repeat  that  cotton  mills  in  this  country  wore  brought  into 
existence  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration  ;  that  they 
were  thriving,  which  the  Finance  Minister  cannot  deny,  and 
that  the  cotton  mills  are  indebted  to  the  present  Administra¬ 
tion,  not  for  bringing  them  into  existence,  but  for  bringing 
more  mills  and  more  machinery  into  the  country  than 
the  country  required,  causing  millions  of  dollars  of  capital 
to  be  idle,  and  which  may  lead  to  a  combination,  so 
that  the  consumer  will  have  to  pay  more  for  hi9  cotton 
than  he  would  pay  in  the  open  market,  in  order  that  these 
men  may  get  some  return  for  the  money  they  have  invested. 
The  Finance  Minister,  touching  on  this  question,  said  :  No 
man  who  believes  in  the  National  Policy  but  would  like  to 
see  these  men  get  a  fair  return.  I  can  tell  him  that  there  is 
no  man  who  does  not  believe  in  the  National  Policy  but  de¬ 
sires  every  man  to  get  a  fair  return  in  a  fair  way;  but  the 
Finance  Minister  knows  that  these  cotton  men  are  not 
getting  a  fair  return  on  the  money  invested  tc-day  in  mills 
which  are  lying  idle.  Now,  let  us  apply  the  same  test  to 
the  importations  of  woollen  materials.  To  hear  these 
gentlemen  talk,  you  would  think  we  had  no  woollen  mills 
in  the  country  prior  to  their  advent.  What  are  the  facts 
as  to  the  imports  of  wool  ?  In  1874  we  imported  3,756,558 
pounds  of  wool ;  in  1875,  7,947,879  pounds  ;  in  1876, 
3,621,296  pounds ;  in  1877,  4,608,825  pounds,  and  in  1878, 
6,230,684  pounds,  an  increase  in  the  imports  of  wool  in 
1878  over  1 874  of  2,473,496  pounds,  or  66  percent.  Hoes 
that  not  prove  that  woollen  mills  were  in  existence  and 
were  thriving  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration  long 
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before  these  gentlemen  came  into  office  at  all?  What  then 
are  the  woollen  mills  indebted  to  hon.  gentlemen  for  ?  Not 
for  their  being  brought  into  existence,  not  that  they  were 
a  new  industry  established  in  this  country;  but  they 
are  indebted  to  them  for  this,  and  this  alone,  that 
they  have  multiplied  mills  that  there  was  no  room  for  in 
this  country,  and  have  caused  millions  of  capital  to  be  sunk 
in  enterprises  that  do  not  pay.  They  are  not  indebted  to 
them  for  establishing  the  wooilen  industry  in  this  country, 
but  for  bringing  misfortune  to  that  industry  and  to  the  men 
who  put  their  capital  into  it.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
subject  of  cheapening  goods  to  the  consumer,  I  wish  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  was  here,  because 
he  was  unable  to  understand  why  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  added  50  per  cent,  to  the  Customs  and  Excise  duties 
which  he  said  did  not  go  into  the  Treasury  in  fixing  the 
burdens  on  the  people.  The  hon.  gentleman  made  the  state¬ 
ment  that  sugar  was  as  cheap  under  the  present  tariff  as  it 
would  be  under  the  Cartwright  tariff.  He  made  the  broad 
statement  about  cottons  and  woollens  and  sugar,  that  they 
couid  be  bought  as  cheaply  now  under  the  National  Policy 
as  they  could  be  bought  under  the  Mackenzie  tariff.  And  now 
1  want  to  go  into  that  sugar  question  ;  and  if  any  hon. 
gentleman  here,  if  you,  yourself,  Mr.  Speaker,  should  desire 
to  follow  me  in  it,  I  think  you  will  agree  that  it  is  not  as 
difficult  a  question  to  understand,  and  to  arrive  at  a  definite 
conclusion  upon,  as  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
would  have  us  believe.  I  think  I  can  make 
the  matter  sufficiently  plain  and  can  give  figures 
that  any  hon.  gentleman  can  work  out  for  himself, 
and  ascertain  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  Finance 
Minister,  that  under  this  tariff  of  his  the  poople  are  getting 
it  as  cheaply  as  under  the  Mackenzie  tariff.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  a  favorite  way  on  the  public  platform,  though 
they  do  not  adopt  it  in  this  House,  of  putting  the  question 
in  such  a  shape  before  their  audience  as  to  lead  them  to 
imagine  that  the  imposition  of  the  duty  had  actually 
lessened,  instead  of  increasing,  the  price;  and,  as  a  proof  of 
this,  they  say :  Look  at  your  sugar  of  to-day  ;  it  is  cheaper 
than  before  the  tariff  was  imposed — seeking,  in  fact,  to  make 
the  people  believe  that  sugar  has  actually  been  cheapened 
in  value  by  the  imposition  of  extra  taxation,  I  will  say  this, 
and  I  may  be  pardoned  if  I  illustrate  it  by  a  statement 
which  I  made  a  short  time  ago,  when  addressing  an  audience 
at  Belleville,  and  which  has  since  been  taken  up  by  the  press 
and  commented  on.  I  was  alluding  to  the  fact  that  Govern¬ 
ment  supporters  put  the  case  in  such  a  way  as  to  endeavor 
to  lead  the  people  to  believe  that  by  the  increase 
of  duty  the  price  of  sugar  had  been  lessened,  and 
I  told  them  what  had  occurred  at  a  meeting  which  I 
had  addressed  at  a  place  not  far  from  Kingston,  a  night  or 
two  previous,  when  I  had  also  occasion  to  touch  upon  this 
sugar  question.  A  friend  of  ours,  who  occupies  a  seat  in 
another  place,  had  been  there  the  night  before,  and  I  was 
told  he  had  used, with  some  force,  this  sugar  statement.  There 
happened  to  be  a  large  sugar  dealer  from  Kingston  present, 
whom  I  knew  very  well  and  with  whom  I  had  been  dis¬ 
cussing  the  subject  of  sugar  and  other  material  as  we  drove 
to  the  meeting.  I  had  pointed  out  to  him  that  good  bright 
yellow  [sugar,  about  No.  13  Dutch  standard,  a  sample  of 
which  I  had  in  my  hands  a  few  days  before,  had  been  bought 
at  the  rate  of  9s.  3d.  sterling  per  112  lbs.  in  England,  or  as 
near  as  might  be,  2  cents  per  lb.  He  said:  I  have  sugar,  about 
No.  9  Dutch  standard,  that  I  bought  for  8s.  3d.  sterling  per 
112  lbs.  Ithen  suggested  we  should  make  a  calculation  of 
the  cost.  We  sat  down  and  made  a  calculation  ;  we  added 
the  freight,  and  all  charges  incurred  before  the  sugar  could 
be  placed  in  bonded  warehouse,  and  the  result  was,  that  we 
found  the  sugar  cost  him,  laid  down  in  his  bonded  ware¬ 
house,  about  $2.15  per  100  lbs.  You  can  sell  that,  I  said, 
for  2£  cents  per  lb.  and  do  well.  He  answered  :  Yes,  I 
wish  I  could  sell  all  the  sugar  I  can  shovel  out  at 


that  profit  for  a  year,  and  then  I  would  soon  retire. 
At  the  meeting,  in  the  course  of  my  speech,  and  after  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  way  iu  which  this  sugar  question  had  been 
placed  before  the  people  the  previous  night  by  a  Conserva¬ 
tive  speaker,  I  asked  tho  audience,  At  what  price  can  you 
get  your  sugar  to-day  ?  A  gentleman  in  the  audience — 
whom,  I  presume,  was  a  friend  of  the  Government,  because 
as  he  replied  there  was  a  ring  of  triumph  in  his  tone — said, 
I  can  get  20  lbs.  good  yellow  sugar  to-day  for  $1.  Yes,  I 
answered,  sugar  is  very  cheap  ;  I  believe  you  can,  but  all  I 
have  to  tell  you  is  this,  that  hero,  on  this  platform,  is  a 
gentleman,  well  known  in  Kingston,  with  whom  many  of 
you  have  traded,  and  he  is  prepared  to-morrow,  if  you  will 
go  to  Kingston,  to  give  you  40  lbs.  of  brown  sugar  for 
$1,  provided  you  will  pay  the  duty.  Is  that  correct? 
I  asked  the  merchant.  He  answered  :  You  can  have 
all  you  want  at  that  rate.  Some  of  you,  I  said  to 
the  audience,  have  been  indoctrinated  by  some  of  your 
Conservative  friends  with  the  belief  that  it  is  not  the 
man  who  buys  the  article  who  pays  the  duty,  but 
the  man  who  sells  it.  If  you  have  faith  iu  that,  and  if 
it  be  true,  you  will  find  that  you  can  get  40  lbs.  for  $1, 
but  I  fancy  before  you  can  get  it  out  of  the  bonded  ware¬ 
house  Her  Majesty’s  officers  will  demand  from  you  a  very 
large  sum  per  lb.  Now  you  can  see  how  tho  ease  stands. 
That  statement  was  published  in  a  Belleville  paper.  The 
Mail ,  a  day  or  two  later,  said  this  — — ■ 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he 
accepts  the  report  of  his  speech  in  tho  Reform  paper  at 
Belleville  as  correct  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  I  will  say  this  to  the  hon. 
gentlemaQ,  which  he  will  understand,  that  substantially,  as 
a  condensed  report— 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Figuratively  speaking,  I  would  say— « - 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  cannot  necessarily  report  all  the 
explanations  I  gave. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  accept  that. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Tho  Mail  newspaper,  and  I  allude 
to  this,  because  sometimes  our  friends  wonder  how  it  is 
that  their  Conservative  friends  in  the  country  cannot 
really  see  things  in  the  same  light  as  we  do.  Yet,  when 
you  remember  the  fact  that  the  great  bulk  of  them  take  but 
the  one  newspaper,  and  that  a  newspaper  of  their  own 
political  stripe,  and  that  it  gives  to  them,  not  only  its  own 
version  of  the  affair,  but  actually  at  times  misrepresents 
what  is  said  on  the  other  side  of  the  question,  their  blind¬ 
ness  is  not  to  bo  wondered  at.  Now,  the  Mail  newspaper 
said  this  : 

“  Mr.  Paterson  told  a  Belleville  audience  the  other  day  that  if  it  were 
not  for  the  high  tariff  he  could  import  granulated  sugar  from  Great 
Britain,  and  sell  it  here  at  2§  cents  per  pound.” 

I  have  told  you,  Sir,  what  I  did  say,  and  here  is  the  Mail 
newspaper  deliberately  misrepresenting  what  I  did  say. 
Then  the  writer  goes  on  to  argue  on  that  statement,  which 
I  never  made,  and  which  is  wholly  and  absolutely  false. 
The  fact  I  mentioned  is  to  be  found  in  the  Belleville  paper, 
and  the  Minister  of  Customs  can  see  whether  I  was  not 
speaking  of  yellow  sugar  or  not. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  read  the  speech  carefully. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  it' not  yellow  sugar  I  mentioned? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  tell  you  some  other  time. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  you  have  read  the  speech  care* 
fully  you  must  know,  and  I  ask  and  demand  of  you  to  state 
whether  I  am  not  correct  in  saying  that  it  was  yellow  sugar 
of  which  I  spoke  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  I  am  not  in  your  confessional  just  now. 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  Alter  making  this  false  statement 
the  writer  goes  on  to  base  an  argument  upon  it.  The  very 
statement  to  any  business  man  carries  with  it  an  evidence 
that  the  writer  must  have  known  better,  because,  if  we 
import  granulated  sugar,  we  do  not  import  it  from  Great 
Britain  but  from  the  United  States.  He  goes  on  to  say  that 
the  lowest  price  in  Glasgow  was  3J  cents  a  pound.  We 
have  then  the  confession  of  the  editor  of  th eMail,  that  sugar 
which  was  6J  cents  here  was  3-J  cents  in  England.  It  is  al¬ 
most  woi’th  while  to  have  an  untruth  put  about  you  in  a  paper 
in  order  to  get  out  that  much.  Then  the  article  goes  on  to 
show  how  wrong  I  was,  after  quoting  this  statement  which, 
as  I  have  said,  was  wholly  without  foundation.  Now,  Sir, 
there  is  a  Conservative  paper  published  in  Belleville,  called 
the  Intelligencer,  which  was  owned  for  years  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Customs,  and  it  is  .supposed  that  he  still  has 
a  sleeping  interest  in  it. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Do  not  make  insinuations. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  ;  I  will  not  say  that;  but  he  knows 
the  editor  of  the  paper,  and  would  not  desire,  I  am  sure,  to 
have  that  paper  do  anything  but  what  was  right  and  proper. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATE  RSON.  The  editor  of  that  paper  was  in  tho 
meeting.  He  heard  my  speech.  He  says,  in  his  article,  that 
he  was  there  and  heard  part  of  my  speech.  If  I  remember 
correctly,  he  remained  in  until  I  reached  that  portion  of  my 
speech  where  I  was  laying  down  what  the  essential  principles 
of  Toryism  wore :  that  if  you  find  thirteen  Ministers 
striving  to  get  from  Parliament  the  power  which  the  people 
placed  in  their  hands  and  to  centre  it  in  themselves — that  is 
Toryism.  Could  the  king  take  from  Parliament,  from  com¬ 
moner  as  well  as  from  noble,  the  power  and  centre  it  in 
himself,  you  would  have  Toryism  ia  its  essence.  I  had 
spoken  so  far— 

Mr.  BOWELL.  And  he  left  then? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes  ;  then  ho  went  out. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  it  was  time. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  after  or 
before  I  spoke  in  reference  to  the  sugar  that  he  left.  At 
any  rate,  he  was  in  the  meeting,  and  he  saw  the  Belleville 
Ontario  in  his  office,  and  saw  what  I  said.  The  next  day 
in  an  editorial  he  stated  that  Mr.  Paterson  had  addressed 
some  sixty  or  sevonty  young  men  of  the  Liberal  club  in 
Belleville,  and  added  :  “We  may  have  occasion  to  refer  to 
some  of  his  remarks  in  a  day  or  two,  perhaps.”  He  let 
some  four  days  pass,  and  never  alluded  to  any  of  my  argu¬ 
ments  or  attempted  anything  of  the  kind ;  and  when  the 
Mail  newspaper  published  its  article,  that  editor,  who  was 
in  the  meeting,  who  heard  what  I  said,  who  knew  that  what 
was  in  tho  Mail  article  was  untrue,  positively  untrue,  would 
not  write  it  down  himself  in  his  own  paper,  but  copied 
bodily  the  lie  from  the  Mail  and  gave  it  to  his  readers  for 
their  benefit.  That  is  the  way  in  which  the  thing  was  done, 
and  after  copying  the  Mail  article,  knowing  it  was  not 
true,  he  said,  editorially  : 

“  We  had  the  pleasure  of  listening  to  a  portion  of  the  address  delivered 
by  Mr.  Paterson  on  the  occasion  referred  to.  Mr.  Paterson  enjoys— and 
we  believe  deservedly— the  reputation  of  being  one  of  the  fairest  men  of 
his  party,  but  whether,  from  inadvertence,  or  in  order  to  win  the 
applause  of  his  hearers,  he  tried  to  leave  the  impression  thar  were  his 
party  in  power  such  sugar  as  he  made  reference  tc - 

He  will  not  write  granulated  sugar.  He  was  bold  enough 
to  publibh  the  Mail  article,  which  said  granulated,  but  he 
would  not  say  it  himself - - 

“would  be  sold  in  Canada  for  2J  cents  per  pound.  Had  he  desired  to 
tell  the  truth  he  would  have  stated  the  pried  at  which  the  article  could 
have  been  sold  under  the  old  tariff.  As  he  did  not  try  to  make  any 
snch  comparison  we  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  stated 

above.” 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


I  was  talking  on  one  point,  and  showing  what  the  price  of 
yellow  sugar  would  ba  were  there  no  duty  on  it,  and  it  was 
no  part  of  my  duty  to  do  in  that  connection  what  lie  asks. 
But  I  have  alluded  to  this  in  order  that  in  Parliament  the 
Minister  of  Customs,  or  anyone  else,  may  controvert  the 
statement  I  made  to  the  audience.  I  do  not  attempt  to 
deceive  an  audience  when  there  is  no  one  to  answer  me  any 
more  than  I  do  here,  and  I  am  claiming  nothing  for  myself 
that  I  would  not  give  credit  for  to  other  members  of  the 
House.  I  have  repeated  the  statement  here ;  let  them 
answer  it  if  they  can.  Now,  I  will  consider  what  granulated 
sugar,  which  I  was  not  speaking  of,  could  be  laid  down  for 
here  now  under  the  Cartwright  tariff,  and  will  see 
if  the  Finance  Minister  stated  correctly  that  it  had  been 
as  cheap  under  his  tax  as  under  the  Cartwright  tariff.  It  is 
not  such  a  difficult  matter  for  people  to  understand.  You 
can  figure  it  out  yourselves ;  you  need  not  take  the  word  I 
say,  or  the  word  that  anybody  else  does.  The  New  York 
Herald,  of  21th  February,  gives  the  price  of  granulated  sugar 
in  New  York  at  cents  ;  the  Monetary  Times,  of  27th  Feb¬ 
ruary,  gives  the  cost  here  at  6§  cents ;  the  Journal  of  Com¬ 
merce,  of  27th  February,  gives  it  as  6f  cents;  the  Montreal 
Gazette,  of  5th  March,  gives  it  as  6£  cents  to  6-f  cents.!  have 
given  you  authorities  there  as  to  the  Canadian  price  that 
hon.  gentlemen  cannot  question  ?  The  New  York  Herald 
quotations  for  New  York  will  not  be  questioned,  and  there 
is  a  half  cent  per  pound  that  the  Canadian  consumer  has  to 
pay  more  for  his  granulated  sugar  than  the  American  con¬ 
sumer  does;  and  the  fact,  I  think,  is  known  to  the  Minister 
of  Customs,  that  the  New  York  refiner  has  to  pay  about  J 
cent  more  per  pound  duty  for  his  raw  material  than  the 
Canadian  refiner.  Add  that  to  the  J  cent  less  that  he 
sells  bis  sugar  at,  and  you  find  a  difference  of  1  cent  a 
pound  between  the  price  in  New  York  and  the  price  in 
Canada.  Under  the  Cartwright  tariff,  if  we  were  baying  at 
6-J,  $2.82,  loss  1  per  cent,  of  a  drawback,  would  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  the  Canadian  consumer,  or  a  net  drawback  of 
$2.79.  The  net  price  to  the  consumer  would,  therefore,  be 
$3.34  per  100  lbs.  for  sugar  from  New  York.  To  that  would 
have  to  be  added,  under  the  Cartwright  tariff,  a  duty 
of  1  cent  a  pound  and  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  amount* 
ing  to  $1.83J.  Tho  question  of  freight  is  left  out  of 
consideration,  because  the  freight  on  sugar  to  nearly  all 
points  in  Canada  from  New  York  is  about  the  same  as  from 
Montreal.  Thus  granulated  sugar  from  New  York  under 
the  Cartwright  tariff  could  now  be  laid  down  for  $5!7J 
v\  ithout  freight,  while  the  Montreal  sugar  without  freight 
was  $6.62,  less  2J  per  cent,  cash  discount,  which  I  take 
off  in  order  to  give  them  the  benefit  of  all,  and 
that  leaves  their  price  without  freight  $6.45J  per 
100  pounds.  Thus,  the  price  of  granulated  sugar 
under  the  Cartwright  tariff,  by  the  quotations  of  last  week 
would  be  $1.28  per  100  pounds  less  than  it  is  under 
the  tariff  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  I  have  desired  to 
give  these  figures.  They  challenge  investigation.  This  is 
Dot  a  mere  statement,  such  as  the  Finance  Minister  has 
made,  staking  his  reputation  upon  the  fact  that  sugar  could 
be  bought  as  cheap  now  as  then.  These  are  the  data  upon 
which  this  can  be  worked  out,  and  no  other  conclusion  can 
be  arrived  at  than  that  you  are  paying  $1.28  per  100 
pounds,  or  l^cents  a  pound  more  for  granulated  sugar  than 
you  would  do  if  the  Cartwright  tariff  were  in  force  and  the 
same  prices  prevailed.  Let  us  see  what  that  figures  up  to. 
We  had  more  than  a  170,000,000  pounds  in  all  imported 
last  year.  About  one-eighth  is  wasted  in  turning  that  into 
granulated  sugar,  and  we  have  to  take  granulated  sugar, 
because  that  is  a  standard  sugar,  and  all  the  others 
ai-e  nondescript  sugars.  The  170,000,000,  allowing  for  the 
waste,  would  make  about  150,000,000  pounds  of  sugar  ;  150,- 
000,000  pounds  at  $1.28  cents  per  100  pounds  would  be  just 
$1,920,000,  the  extra  price  for  a  year’s  consumption,  if  it 
were  all  granulated  sugar;  and  that  one  fact  bears  out  the 
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statement  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  it  is  not  the 
taxes  only  that  go  into  Her  Majesty’s  coffers,  by  way  of 
customs,  that  the  customer  pays,  but  that  he  pays  a  large 
amount  indirectly  that  does  not  go  into  the  Treasury,  and  is 
a  loss  to  the  consumer.  Now,  then,  some  people  will  say  : 
then  there  is  so  much  extra  money  that  has  gone  into  the 
Treasury.  Not  at  all.  On  that  same  quantity  of  sugar, 
under  the  Cartwright  tariff,  you  would  have  got  a  revenue 
of  $2,752,500  for  it,  but  under  the  present  tariff  we  only  get 
a  revenue  of  $2,581,549.  You  absolutely  get  $171,351  less 
duty,  though  you  pay  nearly  $2,000,000  extra  for  your 
sugar.  There  are  several  tests  you  can  apply  to  this,  in 
order  to  prove  its  correctness.  You  may  take  the  extra  duty 
that  the  New  York  refiner  pays  and  you  can  take  the 
lower  price  at  which  it  is  quoted,  and  you  find  that  it 
amounts  to  1  cent  a  pound.  Now,  I  just  wish  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  one  other  point.  I  have  pointed  out  that  the  Finance 
Minister  has  totally  misapprehended  and  misunderstood 
the  causes  of  the  prosperity  that  this  country  enjoyed 
during  the  first  two  or  three  years  of  this  Administration. 
It  is  my  duty,  having  stated  that  he  has  misapprehended  and 
misunderstood  it,  to  give  you  what  I  think  to  be  the  secret 
of  the  prosperity  that  was  enjoyed  by  this  country  during 
the  past  two  or  three  years,  except  this  year,  of  course,  the 
depression  of  which  we  have  now  entered  upon;  and  in 
doing  that,  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  moment. 
There  are  certain  things  that  I  hold  no  man  would  care  to 
risk  his  reputation  by  seriously  affirming,  and  one  of 
them  is  that  the  National  Policy  in  any  way  helped 
the  fishing  interests.  I  say  no  man  who  cares  for  his  repu¬ 
tation  would  dare  to  affirm  that  the  National  Policy  had 
benefited  the  fishermen,  had  enabled  the  fishermen  to  make 
larger  catches,  or  had  enabled  them  to  get  larger  prices  in 
the  United  States.  I  hold  no  reasonable  man  would  risk 
his  reputation  on  the  statement  that  the  National  Policy 
raised  the  price  of  lumber  in  the  United  States  market  or  the 
English  market.  I  do  not  think  that  any  man  who  cares  for 
his  reputation  would  care  seriously  to  affirm  that  the  National 
Policy  gave  us  Heaven’s  rain  or  Heaven’s  sun,  and  the 
bountiful  harvest  that  we  have  had.  I  do  not  believe  any 
man  who  would  care  for  his  reputation  would  seriously 
affirm  that  our  tariff,  enacted  in  the  Canadian  Parliament, 
raised  the  price  of  wheat  in  Liverpool.  I  do  not  believe  any 
man  who  cares  for  his  reputation  would  affirm  that 
the  National  Policy  had  enabled  us  to  raise  more 
cattle,  had  enabled  us  to  produce  more  butter  and  cheese, 
or  had  raised  the  price  of  our  cattle  or  the  price  of  our  but¬ 
ter  and  cheese  in  the  English  markets.  I  say  there  are 
four  great  interests  that  no  man  would  care  to  risk  his 
reputation  by  seriously  affirming  that  the  National  Policy  in 
the  slightest  degree  could  help.  Sir,  I  want  to  speak  for  a 
moment  or  two  with  reference  to  these  four  industries.  In 
doing  so  I  take  the  period  of  five  years  as  challenged  by 
the  Finance  Minister  ;  I  take  the  live  years  that  the  Mac¬ 
kenzie  Administration  were  in  power,  and  leaving  out  the 
year  1878-79  as  a  neutral  year,  and  taking  the  five  years 
from  that  period  until  now,  what  do  we  find  ?  I  find  that 
our  total  exports  during  the  five  years  from  1874,  to  1878, 
were  $342,884,506 ;  and  the  total  exports  during  the  last  five 
years  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  been  in  power 
have  been  $402,478,067.  Daring  the  latter  five  years  Canada 
exported  $59,593,561  worth  more  goods  than  she  did  in  the 
five  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration.  There  were 
$60,000,000,  in  round  numbers,  extra  brought  into  the 
country  aud  circulated  in  the  country  during  the  latter 
period  of  five  years.  Any  hon.  gentleman  can  gee  what  a  vast 
benefit  this  would  be.  Now,  to  what  extent  is  the  National 
Policy  to  be  credited  for  this  extra  export  of  $60,000,000 
worth  ?  We  have  all  agreed,  I  think,  that  with  reference  to 
the  fisheries,  and  the  forests,  and  agricultural  products,  and 
animals  and  their  produce,  the  National  Policy  can  claim 
no  credit,  and  yet  in  these  four  lines  there  was  an  extra 


export  of  $65,009,711  during  the  five  years  those  hon. 
gentlemen  have  been  in  power,  over  and  above  that  of  the  five 
years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration.  There  is  the  secret 
of  the  prosperity  and  the  success  that  Canada  had  in  the 
years  1881-82-83,  and  it  can  be  easily  seen,  by  any  man 
who  examines  for  himself,  that  this  period  gave  us  increased 
export  in  goods  that  the  National  Policy  was  powerless  in 
the  slightest  degree  to  affect.  But,  while  wo  had  $65,000,000 
extra  wealth  brought  into  the  country  as  a  result  of 
increased  exports  of  those  lines  over  which  their  National 
Policy  could  have  no  beneficial  influence,  there  are  two  lines 
of  exports  that  the  National  Policy  can  operate  upon,  and  that 
is  the  mine  and  manufactured  goods.  We  had  legislation 
in  order  to  promote  the  mining,  and  in  order  to  promote 
the  manufacturing  industry,  and  our  friends,  the  Government 
now  content  themselves  with  claiming  power  alone  to  bene 
fit  these  two  industries,  and  these  they  claim  they  have 
benefited.  Well  now,  there  is  this  strange  fact  in  reference  to 
the  two  industries  that  they  can  benefit  by  legislation,  as 
they  said.  The  industries  that  they  could  not  help  brought 
in  $65,000,000  extra  wealth  during  the  past  five  years,  and 
in  reference  to  the  two  industries  they  could  help,  we  abso¬ 
lutely  exported  $6,262,056  less  of  them  than  we  did  before 
during  the  five  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration.  Of 
the  two  lines  that  their  policy  can  increase,  we  have  had 
$6,000,000  less  come  into  the  country,  as  the  result  of  their 
export,  than  we  had  in  the  five  years  of  the  Mackenzie 
Administration.  In  these  four  other  great  lines  which  their 
policy  could  not  affect,  we  have  bonefitted  by  $65,000,000 
worth,  which  Providence  gave  to  the  country,  and  which 
these  gentlemen  could  not  give.  The  industries  that  these 
gentlemen  can  operate  upon  gave  us  $6,0u0,000  loss  in 
decreased  exports  of  the  mine  and  manufactures.  I  wonder 
how  much  the  mines  have  been  developed  under  this  policy, 
judged  by  the  increased  output  of  coal.  The  fact  has  been 
ignored  that,  from  1874  to  1878,  wood  was  largely  used  as 
fuel,  whereas  coal  is  now  consumed,  and  the  increased 
output  and  increased  consumption  of  coal  are  the  result. 
The  railways  in  those  years  were  largely  using  wood,  while 
they  are  now  using  coal  almost  wholly.  But  it  will  take  a 
large  increase  of  the  output  and  consumption  of  coal  to 
make  up  for  a  decrease  of  $1,170,000  in  the  exports  during 
the  five  years  as  compared  with  the  exports  during  the 
administration  of  the  late  Government.  I  have  pointed  out 
what  I  consider  the  causes  of  the  prosperity  which  the 
country  has  enjoyed  and  the  sources  from  which  it  came, 
and  I  have  shown,  I  think  conclusively,  that  it  is  not  to  any 
legislation  that  has  been  initiated  or  carried  out  that  we  are 
indebted  for  it.  I  come  now  to  speak  of  the  condition  of 
the  country,  a  subject  on  which  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White)  touched.  I  wish  he  were  present;  but  it  is 
not  my  fault  that  he  is  not  present. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  have  scared  him  away. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  An  hon.  member  says  I  have  scared 
him  away;  he  is  not  so  easily  frightened.  I  suppose 
that  that  hon.  gentleman,  who  is  able  to  extinguish  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  and  defeat  him  in  single  combat, 
and  rout  the  whole  Opposition,  so  that  it  is  impossible  for  it 
to  get  up  even  a  combined  answer  to  bis  unanswerable 
arguments,  would  not  be  frightened  by  one  bumble  member 
of  the  Opposition.  But  I  think  an  hon.  member  who  makes 
such  a  charge  on  the  Opposition,  should,  if  it  is  all 
convenient,  be  in  his  place  to  get  his  answer  in  regard 
to  it.  He  admitted  that  the  situation  in  the  North-West  was 
not  as  prosperous  as  he  would  desire.  He  stated  there  were 
causes  operating,  and  ho  boldly  charged  upon  the  Opposition 
that  one  of  the  great  factors  which  brought  about  the 
destruction  of  their  hopes  of  a  greatly  increased  population 
in  the  North-West  Was  that  tbe  Opposition  had  decried 
the  country  and  endeavored  to  stop  emigrants  from  going 
into  that  country.  That  was  his  statement,  I  believe.  I 
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wanted  him  in  his  place,  so  that  I  might  hurl  hack  to  him 
the  statement.  I  deny  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  having 
made  the  statement  should  have  given  some  proof  as  to  its 
truth.  The  charge  is  too  serious  for  an  hon.  gentleman 
to  make,  in  regard  to  any  body  of  men,  even  if  they 
are  in  the  Opposition  in  the  Commons,  without  being 
prepared  to  substantiate  it.  No  proof  was  attempted.  We 
have  heard  at  other  times  allusions  co  remarks  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Macknzic),  to  remarks 
made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who,  in  speaking  on 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  when  the  Government  came 
forward  with  their  airy  schemes  and  statements,  that  bore 


some  comfort  in  the  fact  that,  though  the  sales  have 
dropped  off,  there  has  been  a  falling  off  in  Dakota  and 
Minnesota  as  well.  Then  he  adds: 

“  Thus  the  decrease  in  settlement  in  these  American  territories  was 
39'56  per  cent.,  and  in  the  Canadian  North-West  39  92  per  cent.  Con¬ 
sidering  the  start  Minnesota  and  Dakota  have  had  in  the  race,  and  the 
help  they  have  received  from  the  Opposition  in  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  from  the  anti-immigration  patriots  in  Manitoba,  the  wonder  is 
not  that  our  North-West  should  have  suffered  as  much  as  they,  but  that 
it  did  not  suffer  more.  The  effects  of  the  boom — the  headache  after  the 
debauch — must  also  be  taken  into  account  as  a  factor  operating  tem¬ 
porarily  against  Manitoba.  Then  again,  while  the  frost  of  September 
7,  1883,  did  some  damage  throughout  the  American  North-West,  in 
Manitoba  it  wrought  wholesale  destruction.” 


on  their  face  evidence  of  the  actions  of  men  who  were  build¬ 
ing  castles  in  the  air  instead  of  doing  business  in  a  business 
like  way  and  making  prudent  calculations,  told  them  they 
must  not  overlook  certain  difficulties  that  were  connected 
with  the  opening  up  and  development  of  that  country;  re¬ 
minded  them  that  emigrants  from  the  old  country  were  not 
forced  to  go  to  our  North-West,  there  being  other  lands  to 
receive  them  ;  pointed  out  to  them  that  some  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  States  were  still  offering  free  homesteads  and  free  lands 
to  settlers,  as  we  are  doing  in  the  North-West;  told  them 
they  must  not  calculate  upon  getting  all  the  immigration 
that  was  coming  to  this  continent,  and  not  to  ignore  the  fact 
that  they  had  formidable  competitors  for  the  incoming  im¬ 
migration  in  many  of  the  States  of  the  Union.  That  we 
have  heard  hon .  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  say. 
More  than  that  we  have  not  heard  them  say.  It  was  a  wise 
and  a  prudent  statement  for  them  to  make,  and  it  would 
have  been  wise  and  prudent  if  the  Government  had  recog¬ 
nised  that  fact  and  pursued  a  course  in  harmony  with  it, 
whereby  they  would  have  done  more  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country.  They  have  failed  in  their  North-West  policy  as 
they  have  failed  in  their  National  Policy,  and  they  are  not 
manly  enough  to  acknowledge  it,  but  seek  to  cover  their 
own  shame  in  the  matter,  speaking  in  a  parliamentary 
sense - 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Speaking  figuratively. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  speaking  figuratively;  but  it 
is  not  a  nice  figure  for  the  people.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  been  endeavoring  to  throw  the  blame  on  the 
Opposition  for  what  they  themselves  have  done.  Do  hon. 
gentlemen  not  see  that  when  they  make  that  misstatement— 
and  outside  of  the  House  it  would  be  put  in  the  form  of 
falsehood — when  they  bring  that  charge  against  the 
Opposition  they  are  not  writing  dishonor  oa  our  brows  bat 
upon  their  own  brows.  And  why?  Because  it  does  not 
take  five  years  for  the  people  to  understand  if  statements 
are  lies,  and  had  their  statements  been  true  and  those  of  the 
Opposition  false,  we  would  have  been  discredited  by  the 
country.  We  hold  that  the  North-West  is  a  good  country, 
but  we  recognise  the  fact  that  there  are  other  lands  and 
other  countries  as  well  as  this.  I  am  glad  to  say, 
notwithstanding  what  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell,  that  there  is  beginning  to  dawn 
upon  the  organs  of  the  party  the  fact  that  it 
will  no  longer  do  to  deny  that  the  statements  made  by  the 
Opposition  in  regard  to  this  matter  were  true.  And  it 
would  have  been  a  good  thing  for  the  country  if  those 
statements  were  given  heed  to.  The  Toronto  Mail,  the 
chief  organ  of  the  Government,  in  its  issue  of  February 
27,  1885,  just  a  few  days  ago,  contained  an  article  on  this 
subject ;  and  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  I  ask  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell,  to  point  to  utterances  made  by  bon. 
members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  containing  as  strong 
language,  language  that  might  be  construed  to  be  so  adverse 
to  that  country  as  that  language  which  is  printed  deliberately 
in  the  chief  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  What  does 
that  article  say.  It  points  out  the  fact  that  the  sales  of 
land  in  the  North-West  during  the  last  year  have  boon 
rather  discouraging.  He  goes  on  to  say  that  we  have 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


We  all  remember  well  how  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  de¬ 
nounced  us  on  this  side  because  there  had  been  an  allusion, 
a  necessary  allusion,  to  the  fact  that  some  of  the  wheat  had 
been  touched  with  the  frost  in  Manitoba.  But  here  is  the 
leading  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  speaking  of  wheat 
being  touched  with  frost  in  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  while 
in  Manitoba  wholesale  distraction  took  place- - 

“And  the  panic  that  followed  the  cry  that  early  frosts  would  always 
menace  wheat,  inflicted  grave  injury  upon  the  country,  which  nothing 
but  a  series  of  good  harvests  can  repair.  These,  in  our  opinion,  are  the 
true  causes  of  the  depression  in  the  North-West.  The  Government 
probably  did  commit  mistakes ;  few  men  are  infallible ;  but  the 
marvellous  energy  they  have  displayed  in  developing  that  region,  and 
the  care  they  have  taken  in  securing  for  the  settler  fair  rates  and  free 
comp-tition  for  his  produce,  stand  out  infinitely  beyond  the  sum  of  their 
short  comings.” 

Then  he  uses  this  language  with  reference  to  colonization 
companies  which  the  Government  chartered  : 

“  The  Olobe  says,  however,  that  the  Ottawa  people  encouraged 
speculation,  and  instances  the  formation  of  hundreds  of  bubble  coloniza¬ 
tion  companies  under  the  Dominion  Land  Act.  No  doubt,  the  coloniza¬ 
tion  companies  have  sufferel.  Many  of  them  deserve  to  suffer.  Their 
pr  jectors  attempted  to  make  money  without  working  for  it — an  offence 
against  the  economies  which  is  within  a  measureable  distance  of  steal¬ 
ing.  But  the  Government  is  in  no  way  reponsible  for  the  collapse  in 
that  quarter.” 

We  have  here  an  article  stating  that  many  of  the  promoters 
of  these  colonization  companies,  which  were  chartered  by 
the  Dominion  Government  by  the  score,  were  within  a 
measurable  distance  of  stealing,  or  in  other  words,  that  they 
were  within  a  measurable  distance  of  being  thieves.  The 
article  concludes : 

“  It  is  only  fair  to  add,  however,  that  in  all  probability  the  Govern¬ 
ment  now  in  power  has  taken  too  sanguine  a  view  of  North-West  de¬ 
velopment.  It  has  been  the  habit,  in  making  up  calculations  of  future 
progress,  to  ignore  the  fact  that  Minnesota  and  Dakota  offer  to  the 
poorer  class  of  settlers  advantages  fully  equal  to  those  held  out  by 
Manitoba ;  while  the  western,  south-western  and  southern  States  pie- 
sent  to  the  well-to-do  immigrant  who  can  afford  to  choose  his  clima  e, 
an  infinite  and  incomparable  variety  of  attractions.  Nothing  but  a 
loyal  and  united  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian  people  could,  under 
such  circumstances,  prevail  against  the  array  of  American  influences  in 
the  emigration  fields  of  Europe  ;  and  while  the  Opposition  continues  in 
its  present  frame  of  mind  we  may  expect  to  be  distanced.” 

Rank  heresy.  Listen,  Mr.  Speaker  : 

“  While  the  western,  south-western  and  southern  States  present  to 
the  well-to-do  immigrant,  who  can  afford  to  choose  his  climate,  an  infi¬ 
nite  and  incomparable  variety  of  attractions.” 

That  is  the  language  of  the  Toronto  Mail,  and  I  challenge 
hon.  gentlemen  to  find  any  statement  as  strong  as  that  ever 
uttered  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Now 
wo  have  the  chief  organ  of  the  Government  admitting  that 
these  facts  which  were  pointed  out  by  leading  men  on  the 
Opposition  side,  if  they  had  been  heeded  at  the  time,  it 
would  have  tended  to  secure  the  better  development  of  the 
North-West,  and  that  the  Government  made  a  great  mistake 
in  ignoring  the  facts  so  pointed  out  to  them.  Yet  the  hon. 
member  tor  Cai’dwell  (Mr.  White)  has  the  assurance  to  rise 
up  in  his  place  and  denounce  the  Opposition  as  unpatriotic 
because  their  leaders  gave  the  warning  which,  according  to 
the  Mail,  was  requisite,  and  for  not  heeding  it  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  recreant  to  their  duty  and  have  brought  about 
the  sad  results  that  have  followed.  Now  about  the  future 
of  the  country.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that  the 
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country  must  necessarily  perish  and  be  ruined  because  the 
present  Administration  are  in  power.  I  think  they  can  do  it  a 
great  deal  of  injury,  and  I  think  they  have  done  it  a  great 
deal  of  injury.  But  we  have  a  good  deal  of  recuperative 
power,  and  1  think  perhaps  the  country  will  be  enabled, 
after  it  has  shaken  off  hon.  gentlemen,  in  a  constitutional 
way,  to  recover  itself  under  the  management  of  gentlemen 
who  conducted  the  affairs  of  tho  country  once  before, 
during  a  severe  financial  crisis,  and  brought  it  through  with 
a  low  rate  of  taxation,  by  economising  expenditure  and 
keeping  the  interests  of  the  country  in  as  healthy  condition 
as  possible.  Then  we  come  to  speak  of  the  future  of  the 
couutry,  and  I  have  some  more  articles  to  read.  The  future 
of  the  country,  according  to  the  organs  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  is  intimately  bound  up  with  the  success  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  But  what  does  the  Montreal 
Gazette ,  of  the  20th,  say  in  an  article  headed  “  The  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Bailway.” 

“  Rumor  has  been  busy  for  some  weeks  past  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  company  is  reported  to  be  seeking 
further  assistance  from  Parliament,  to  have  incurred  a  floating  liability 
of  a  considerable  amount,  and  to  have  failed  to  raise  a  loan  in  the 
money  market,  and  it  is  no  longer  a  secret  that  these  reports  are  sub¬ 
stantially  correct.” 

There  we  have,  from  the  Montreal  Gazette,  the  statement 
that  the  Canada  Pacific  Bailway,  notwithstanding  the  loan 
of  last  Session,  is  in  an  embarrassed  position,  and  the  whole 
tone  of  the  article  is  in  the  direction  of  showing  that  Par¬ 
liament  is  to  bo  appealed  to  again  to  add  to  the  millions 
upon  millions  which  it  has  already  given  to  the  company. 
Two  or  three  days  earlier  the  Toronto  Mail  had  an  article 
on  the  same  subject,  in  which  it  pointed  out : 

“  The  rumor  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  is  about  to 
ask  for  further  aid  from  the  Government  has  excited  the  violent  wrath 
of  the  Reform  party.  Whether  the  rumor  be  true  or  false  we  do  not 
know.  It  is  evident,  however,  that  unless  Canada  is  to  be  involved  in 
financial  ruin  the  road  must  be  completed  either  by  the  present  com¬ 
pany  or  by  the  Government,” 

It  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  financial  prospects  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  and  compares  it  with  the  Northern  Pacific,  and  then 
makes  this  statement  with  reference  to  it — one  which  is 
eminently  unpatriotic  from  tho  standpoint  of  those  hon . 
gentlemen.  It  says : 

“If  our  land  subsidy  of  25,000,000  acres  be  worth  $2  an  aire, 
the  Northern  Pacific  lands  must  be  worth  much  more.  For  while  the 
population  of  the  whole  territory  through  which  tne  Canadian  Pacific 
runs,  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific,  does  not  at  this  hour  exceed 
200,000,  the  smaller  and  more  compact  region  traversed  by  the  Northern 
Pacific  is  comparatively  well  settled.” 

Further  down  it  says — and  I  call  hon.  gentlemen’s  atten¬ 
tion  to  it  as  a  most  unpatriotic  utterance :  a 

“  If  it  be  said  that  the  mountain  section  of  the  Northern  Pacific  wa3 
more  costly  than  the  mountain  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  that  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  the  heavy  work  on  the 
Pacific  slope  has  been  assumed  by  the  Government,  the  answer  is  that 
the  Northern  PaciSc  had  no  rock  division,  650  miles  long,  such  as  that 
which  stretches  in  unbroken  desolation  between  Port  Arthur  and 
Callander.” 

There  is  the  statement  of  the  Mail  newspaper,  tho  leading 
organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  on  the  north  shore  of 
Lake  Superior,  where  last  year  Parliament  gave  to  that 
company  $22,500,000  to  enable  them  to  build  that  line,  the 
whole  650  miles  traversed  by  the  road  is  a  country  which 
“  stretches  in  unbroken  desolation  from  Port  Arthur  to  Cal¬ 
lander,”  and  I  suppose  the  description  they  would  give  to 
the  part  between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg — or  a  large 
portion  of  it — would  be  in  much  the  same  language  had  they 
required  to  touch  upon  that  point.  It  goes  on  further : 

“  Another  demand  for  help  would  without  doubt  involve  the  gravest 
consideration .  But,  as  has  been  said,  the  completion  of  the  road,  either 
by  the  present  company  or  by  the  Government,  is  a  supreme  necessity. 
The  collapse  of  the  Northern  Pacific  in  1873,  in  the  very  early  stages  of 
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its  career,  shook  the  United  States  to  the  centre,  The  abandonment  ol 
the  Canadian  Pacific  within  a  year  of  its  completion,  involving  the  sacri¬ 
fice  of  the  $47,500,000  which  the  Government  has  already  paid  the  syndi¬ 
cate,  of  the  $11,000,000  sunk  in  Onderdonk’s  contract,  of  the  $17,000,000 
spent  on  the  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg  division,  would  be  a  catas¬ 
trophe  upon  the  far-reaching  effects  of  which  it  would  be  idle  to  dwell. 
It  is  too  late  for  Mr.  Blake  to  rise  now  and  oppose  the  completion  of  the 
line.  Such  a  course  wa3  possible  in  1873,  when  he  took  office  with  Mr. 
Mackenzie.  Some  surveying  had  been  done  at  that  time,  but  the  scheme 
might  have  been  indefinitely  shelved  without  any  loss  to  the  country  more 
seriou*  than  the  secession  of  British  Columbia  and  the  North-West.  Now, 
however,  its  abandonment  would  mean  not  only  the  disruption  of  Con¬ 
federation  but  the  financial  ruin  of  the  older  partners,  unless  indeed  they 
preferred  suicide  by  repudiation.” 

That  is  the  statement  of  the  Toronto  Mail  with  reference  to 
the  condition  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  road,  showing  how 
intimately  the  Government  of  the  country  and  tho  prosper¬ 
ity  of  the  country  are  bound  up  in  that  road.  The  argument 
is  that  it  is  so  near  its  completion  that  it  must  be  completed 
or  financial  ruin  and  the  disruption  of  Confederation  must 
take  place.  Who  is  responsible  for  tho  rapid  completion 
of  that  road  ?  Who  urged  it  ?  Who  put  it  through  in 
in  spite  of  the  protests  of  those  who  advocated  the  adoption 
of  a  wiser  course  ?  If  financial  ruin  and  the  disruption  of 
Confederation  are  involved  in  it,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  have  to  answer  for  it.  Tho  Opposition  have  declared 
their  views ;  they  have  declared  that  the  only  safe  policy 
with  reference  to  that  work  was  to  push  it  over  the  prairie 
as  fast  as  settlement  required  it.  Even  in  advance  of  settle¬ 
ment,  to  open  up  branch  lines  everywhere,  and  by-and-bye, 
when  the  interests  of  trade  should  require  it,  and 
the  resources  of  the  counfry  warrant  it  to  build  the 
650  mile3  through  the  unbroken  desolation  that  the  Mail 
speaks  of.  The  responsibility,  if  there  be  anything  serious 
involving  the  financial  standing  of  this  company  at  present, 
rests  upon  the  Government.  The  people  of  this  country 
will  recognise  that  fact,  and  will  deal  with  these  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  accordingly  whon  the  proper  time  comes.  Now, 
I  have  only  to  notice  one  more  point  touched  upon  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell.  He  intimated  that  if  it  was 
desirable  in  the  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  that 
steps  should  be  taken  to  secure  reciprocal  trade  relations 
with  the  United  States,  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
move  in  that  direction,  but  would  wait  until  advances  were 
made  from  the  other  side,  and  if  the  proposition  wero 
made,  they  would  entertain  it.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  it  is 
a  matter  of  great  importance  to  our  friends  by  the  sea  that 
a  reciprocity  treaty  should  be  negotiated,  and  they  desire 
it ;  and  I  say  that  when  they  desire  it,  and  when  tho  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  country  are  bound  up  in  it,  it  would  bo  for  tho 
welfare  of  this  country  if  gentlemen  were  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  benches  whose  policy  it  would  be  to  make  an 
effort  to  secure  fair  trading  relations  and  reciprocal  ar¬ 
rangements  with  the  United  States.  I  believe  the  remedy 
for  our  present  depression  is  to  enlarge  our  foreign  market, 
not  only  for  our  natural  products,  but  for  our  manufactured 
goods,  and  thus  to  relievo  ourselves  of  our  surplus  pro¬ 
duction.  I  see  that  the  Government  have  placed  a  vote  of 
something  like  $12,000  in  the  Estimates  for  commercial 
agencies  in  different  countries.  I  will  support  them  in  that. 
I  would  desire  to  see  our  foreign  relations  extended  and  new 
and  important  markets  opened  up  to  Canadian  producers. 
But  I  have  little  faith  in  foreign  markets  being  opened 
up  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposito.  Their  whole  theory  is  to 
limit  trade  with  other  countries.  I  would  say  this  to  tho 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  if  he  were  present, 
that  some  of  the  commercial  agents,  whom  they  will 
appoint  and  send  to  other  countries  in  order  to  promote 
the  foreign  trade  of  Canada,  may  be  gentlemen  who 
entertain  views  like  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  himself 
— views  of  their  country  so  vast  and  so  gi*and  that,  as  he 
told  us  the  other  day,  upon  the  motion  made  that  we  should 
be  properly  represented  at  tho  exhibition  about  to  be  held 
in  one  of  the  countries  of  Europo,  and  upon  the  remarks 
that  followed  by  the  hon,  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
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reference  to  a  motion  of  his  made  some  time  ago  for  Canada 
to  secure  to  herself  the  right  to  make  her  own  commercial 
treaties — the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell,  said :  Make 
your  own  commercial  treaties.  Fancy  Canada  going  to 
negotiate  a  treaty  with  another  nation  ;  the  first  question 
asked  would  be.  Who  are  you  ?  That  is  the  sentiment  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  holds  with  reference  to  his  own 
country — that  if  we  went  to  negotiate  a  treaty  on  our  own 
account  with  a  foreign  nation,  it  might  be  expected  that 
the  question  asked  by  the  nation  we  approached  would  be, 
who  are  you  ?  I  say  that  the  interests  of  this  country  are 
not  to  be  promoted,  its  resources  are  not  to  be  developed 
by  men  being  in  power  who  hold  such  small  ideas  of 
their  own  country  as  that.  Canada  is  a  country  that  ought 
to  be  known  among  the  nations  of  the  world.  I  was  glad 
an  hon.  member  brought  up  the  question  of  our  being  pro¬ 
perly  represented  at  the  exhibition  to  be  held  at  Antwerp. 
X  have  heard,  and  I  believe  I  am  correctly  informed,  that  at 
the  last  exhibition  at  which  Canada  was  represented,  I  think 
it  was  at  Paris,  the  medals  which  the  Canadian  exhibitors 
received  had  to  come  to  them  thi’ough  the  English  repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  Canada’s  individuality  was  lost  in  the  matter. 
We  want  a  Government  in  power  that  will  give  to  this 
country  a  large  prominence ;  we  want  to  be  known  among 
the  nations  of  the  world  ;  we  want  the  right  to  negotiate 
our  commercial  treaties ;  we  want  men  in  charge  of  our 
affairs  who  will  strive  to  secure  for  us  that  right,  and  having 
got  it,  we  will  go  to  the  nations  of  the  world  and  ask  them 
to  open  trade  with  us.  We  want  a  Government  that  will 
give  this  country  a  start  towards  her  great  destiny.  But 
we  have  not  much  faith  in  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  True, 
we  shall  have  to  put  up  with  them  for  a  time,  until  there  is 
another  appeal  to  the  people ;  what  the  result  of  that 
appeal  will  be  I  cannot  tell ;  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
then  for  the  people  to  pronounce  upon  their  policy. 
But  I  cannot  but  view  it  as  an  unfortunate  thing 
that  at  this  juncture  of  our  affairs  we  should  have  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  a  gentleman  whose  judgment  of 
constitutional  law  on  almost  every  important  question  that 
has  come  up  lately  has  been  set  aside  by  the  highest  tribunal 
of  the  land — that  we  should  have  the  misfortune  of  having, 
in  the  control  of  our  financial  affairs,  a  gentleman  who  has 
failed  in  almost  every  one  of  his  promises  and  violated  nearly 
every  rule  laid  down  by  himself.  Meantime,  we,  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  will  continue  to  raise  our 
voices  in  favor  of  what  we  conceive  to  be  the  best  interests 
of  tho  country,  pointing  out  the  course  that  we  think  ought 
to  be  adopted ;  and  having  done  that,  we  shall  feel  that 
we  have  discharged  our  duty.  We  shall  send  forth 
from  this  place  the  sentiment,  that  we  do  not  believe 
the  power  of  the  present  Government  is  being  used  aright 
to  administer  the  affairs  or  to  develop  the  resources 
of  this  country;  but  that,  though  our  affairs  are  thus 
crippled  for  tho  time,  there  is  hope  for  the  country,  there 
is  a  bright  prospect  ahead.  The  cry  must  go  out  that  the 
destiny  of  Canada  is  in  the  hands  of  the  people  of  Canada  ; 
and  the  message  I  send  forth  is  this  :  Up,  men  of  Canada, 
and  assert  your  rights !  Strike  off  the  bonds  they  are 
placing  upon  you,  shake  off  the  shackles  with  which  they 
are  endeavoring  to  fetter  your  prosperity,  and  give  our 
country  an  opportunity  to  go  forward  and  fulfil  its  grand 
destiny. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:10  a.m. 
Saturday. 

Mr,  Paterson  (Braht), 


March  9, 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Monday,  9th  March,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

DAVIS  DIVORCE  BILL. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  the  first  reading  of  Bill 
(  No.  84)  for  the  i*elief  of  Amanda  Esther  Davis  from  the 
Senate. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  a  division. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  that  said  Bill  be  read  the 
second  time  on  Wednesday  next. 

House  divided  : 

Yeas. 


Messieurs 


Abbott, 

Hay, 

Reid , 

Allen, 

Hilliard, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Barnard, 

Innes, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Beaty, 

Irvine, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Blake, 

Jamieson, 

Rykert, 

Bowell, 

Burpee  (Sunbury), 

Kilvert, 

Scott, 

King, 

Shakespeare, 

Cameron  (Huron;, 

Kinney, 

Small, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Kranz, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Carling, 

Lister, 

Somerville  (Bruce;, 

Casey, 

Livingstone, 

Springer, 

Charlton, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John),  Sproule, 

Cochrane, 

Mackenzie, 

Stairs, 

Cockburn, 

Mackintosh, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Davies, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex),  Temple, 

Dickinson, 

McCallum,  . 

Townshend, 

Dundas, 

McCarthy, 

Tupper, 

Edgar, 

McCraney, 

Vail, 

Fairbank, 

McLelan, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Farrow, 

McMullen, 

Wallace  (York), 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

McNeill, 

Watson, 

Fisher, 

Mitchell, 

Weldon, 

Foster, 

Mills,  . 

Wells, 

Gault, 

Moffat, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Gillmor, 

Mulock, 

White  (Hastings), 

Gordon, 

O’Brien, 

Williams, 

Guillet, 

Orton, 

Wilson, 

Wood  (Brockville).— 86. 

Hall, 

Harley, 

Paint, 

Pruyn, 

Nays. 

Messieurs 

Armstrong, 

Dawson, 

Labrosse, 

Auger, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Desaulniers  ( Mask ’ngo),  Landry  (Montmagiiv), 

Bechard, 

Bergeron, 

Desaulniers  (St.M’ 

rice),  Langelier, 

Desjardins, 

Lange  vin, 

Bergin, 

Dugas, 

Laurier, 

Blondeau,  g 

Dupont, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Bourassa, 

Forbes, 

McDougall  (C.  Breton), 

Burns, 

Fortin, 

McGreevy, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Gagne, 

Mclsaac, 

Caron, 

Casgrain, 

Gaudet, 

Patterson  (Essex), 

Geoffrion, 

Pinsonneault, 

CJatudal, 

Chapleau, 

Gigault, 

Platt, 

Girouard, 

Pope, 

Colby, 

Grandbois, 

Ray, 

Costigan, 

Guilbault, 

Trow, 

Coughlin, 

Gunn, 

Valin, 

Ooursol, 

Hackett, 

Vanasse 

Cuthbert, 

Jackson, 

Wright, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Kirk, 

Yeo.— 61. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  MULOCK,  in  moving  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
90)  to  amend  tho  Fisheries  Act,  said  :  Tho  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  enable  the  Department  of  Fisheries  to  grant  per¬ 
mits  for  fishing  in  waters  that  have  been  set  apart  for  the 
propagation  of  fish.  The  practice  has  heretofore  prevailed 
of  placing  permits  in  the  hands  of  the  fishery  overseers  in 
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the  neighborhood  of  these  waters,  and  the  overseers  have,  1 
suppose,  using  proper  discretion,  given  these  permits  to 
people  in  the  vicinity  of  these  waters  allowing  them  to  fish 
for  their  private  use,  thus  to  no  material  extent  interfering 
with  the  object  of  the  Order  in  Council  which  has  set  apart 
these  waters.  During  the  last  winter,  applications  were 
made  to  the  Department  of  Fisheries  by  a  great  many  of 
the  people  living  on  the  waters  of  Lake  Simcoe 
for  permission  to  fish  through  the  ice.  The  per¬ 
mission  was  not  given,  the  reason  assigned  being  that  the 
point  had  been  referred  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  the 
Minister  of  Justice  had  given  it  as  his  opinion  that,  where 
waters  were  set  apart  under  the  Act  for  the  propagation  of 
fish,  the  Department  had  no  power,  so  long  as  the  Act  was 
in  force,  to  allow  fishing  of  any  kind  in  those  waters.  If 
that  opinion  is  adhered  to  by  the  Department,  it  prevents 
fishing  in  the  winter,  and  it  will  prevent  fishing  in  the 
summer  as  well,  even  in  the  restricted  way  allowed  under  a 
permit.  I  hope  the  Government  will  see  its  way  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  become  law,  or  to  rescind  the  Orders  in  Council 
or  to  some  extent  if  possible  to  modify  them,  in  order  to  get 
over  the  difficulties  in  question.  The  Bill  at  present  is  to 
give  the  Government  power  to  grant  permits  to  fish  in 
waters  set  apart  substantially  for  the  propagation  of  fish. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
UNAUTHORIZED  COLLECTION  OF  DUTIES. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  a  statement  which  has  been  made  to  me,  and 
which  I  think  requires  some  information  at  their  hands. 
Our  custom,  and  as  I  understand  the  custom  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  has  been  to  recognise  the  right  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Government,  after  a  change  in  the  tariff  has  got  to 
such  a  stage  that  the  proposals  of  the  Administration  have 
been  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  act 
upon  them  in  a  temporary  manner;  and  instructions,  I 
believe,  are  customarily  given  to  the  Collectors  of  Customs, 
from  the  time  the  report  of  the  committee  has  been  made 
to  the  House,  even  although  no  further  action  has  been  taken 
by  the  House,  to  enforce  the  new  tariff  provisionally,  the 
understanding  being  that,  if  the  duty  should  not  be  ulti¬ 
mately  agreed  to  by  the  House,  there  should  be  a  l’efund  of 
the  excess.  In  that  view,  which  I  understand  to  have  been 
the  common  and  ordinary  view,  the  hon.  gentleman  oppos¬ 
ite  asked  us  the  other  evening  to  allow  that  portion  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  which  they  thought  important 
to  go  into  immediate  effect,  to  pass  through  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means;  and  they  did  pass  through  the  com¬ 
mittee — I  refer  to  the  duty  on  cigars.  We  understood  the 
reason  for  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal ;  but,  although  no 
other  proposals  of  the  Government  have  been  submitted  to 
the  House  otherwise  than  by  the  speech  of  the  Minister, 
although  they  have  not  been  discussed  by  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  or  reported  upon,  I  am  informed  that 
others  of  the  resolutions  have  boen  ordered  to  be  enforced 
at  the  Custom  House.  That  is  a  departure  from  the  prac¬ 
tice,  and  demands  some  explanation. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  practice  referred  to  by  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  I  believo  to  be  quite  correct,  but  it 
has  not  been  acted  upon  on  the  last  two  or  three  occasions 
when  changes  have  been  made  in  the  tariff.  The  object  of 
the  House,  when  the  leader  of  the  Government  asked  that 
the  resolutions  relating  to  cigars,  tobacco  and  snuff  should 
pass  through  committee  on  the  first  night  of  their  introduc¬ 
tion,  was  to  enable  the  Department  to  issue  orders  for  the 
collection  of  the  increased  duties  imposed  upon  those  arti¬ 
cles.  The  commissioner  at  the  time,  instead  of  confining 
his  orders  exclusively  to  the  collection  of  duties  upon  those 
particular  articles,  issued  a  general  order  for  tho  collection 
of  duties  upon  all  articles  which  would  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  resolutions. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  They  had  not  been  proposed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  had  been,  because  they  wore  laid 
upon  the  Table.  Well,  I  will  withdraw  that  word  if  it  is 
any  advantage  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  As  soon  as  tho 
attention  of  the  Government  was  called  to  tho  fact  that  wo 
had  issued  that  order,  it  was  withdrawn,  and  the  duty  now 
is  only  collected  upon  that  portion  of  the  resolutions  which 
affects  cigars,  and  not  upon  any  other  article  contained  in 
tho  resolutions  which  were  laid  before  the  House, 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  ask  the  Government  when  we 
may  expect  the  correspondence  relating  to  the  question  of 
Indian  titles  in  Ontario.  It  is  desirable  that  we  should 
have  that  correspondence  at  a  very  early  period.  Several 
weeks  have  elapsed  since  it  was  ordered  and  it  is  not  yet 
laid  on  the  Table.  I  would  also  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  when  we  may  look  for  the  correspondence  relating  to 
the  northern  boundary  that  the  hon.  gentleman  promised 
to  bring  down.  A  considerable  part  of  the  Session  has  gone 
by  and  it  has  not  yet  been  brought  before  tho  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  bring  it  down  as 
soon  as  I  can. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  (I  suppose  it  should  be)  to  the  fact 
that  the  return  bi’ought  down  on  Thursday  last,  in  answer 
to  an  Order  of  the  House  for  a  copy  of  the  case  submitted 
by  the  Governor  in  Council  and  the  opinions  given  by  the 
counsel  consulted  by  the  Government  as  to  the  amount  of 
damage  awarded  to  the  contractors  of  Section  B,  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  is  incomplete.  The  return,  as 
brought  down,  consists  of  a  letter  from  the  Depart* 
ment  of  Justice  to  the  counsel  consulted,  stating  that 
they  enclosed  certain  documents  for  their  considera¬ 
tion  ;  also  the  opinion  given  by  the  counsel  on  those 
documents;  also  a  letter  from  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  the  Department  of  Railways  stating  the  opinion  given 
by  the  counsel ;  but  it  does  not  contain  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department  of  Justice  to  the  Governor  in 
Council  which  were  asked  for  by  the  Order  of  tho  House. 
I  will  make  a  memorandum  of  the  documents  which  are 
wanting  and  wi1!  hand  it  over  to  the  Minister,  and  I  hope 
that  he  will  bring  them  down  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  send  me 
a  note  by  one  of  the  clerks  I  will  attend  to  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  returns  in 
reference  to  the  Short  Line  have  been  brought  down. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  two  Short 
Lines. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  a  long  time  to  bring  down  a  return 
about  a  Short  Line. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  two  lines  com¬ 
monly  called  the  Short  Line.  One  is  the  shortest  and  best 
line,  and  the  other  is  the  snow  line. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  that  return  is  not  ready.  As  soon 
as  it  is  I  will  briDg  it  down. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  made  a  motion  on  the  5th 
of  February  last  for  a  return  of  the  number  of  employes, 
and  their  salaries,  under  the  Liquor  License  Act,  and  the 
amount  of  money  received  by  the  Board  of  Commissioners, 
and  how  the  money  was  disposed  of.  I  am  anxious  to 
know  when  the  return  will  be  brought  down.  I  would  also 
call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  the  fact  that  I 
have  given  notice  of  a  resolution  which  I  propose  moving 
in  regard  to  that  subject.  It  is  a  very  important  motion, 
in  which  a  good  many  members  would  like  to  discuss. 
Perhaps  tho  First  Minister  would  fix  some  date,  so  that  wo 
may  definitely  know  when  we  can  discuss  it. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Wo  cannot  well  do  that. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN,  In  reference  to  the  return  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  gentleman,  I  may  say  it  involves  a  great  deal  of 
work.  It  is  now  in  course  of  preparation  and  will  be 
brought  down  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  would  also  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  the  fact  that  on  the  15th  of  February 
last  I  introduced  a  Bill  concerning  Elections  of  Members  to 
this  House,  and  it  has  not  yet  been  printed  in  French.  The 
same  thing  happened  last  year.  I  introduced  the  Bill  at  an 
early  date  last  Session,  and  my  recollection  is  that  it  was 
not  printed  in  French  at  all ;  therefore,  I  could  not  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  is  an  important  Bill,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  the  Ministry  will  likely  assist  me  in  carry¬ 
ing  it  through  the  House.  I  would  like  to  have  it  printed 
in  the  French  language.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that 
fifteen  Bills  introduced  after  this  Election  Bill  of  mine,  have 
been  printed  in  both  languages,  and  some  of  them  have 
been  moved  in  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned 
I  never  enquire  about  those  matters.  I  think  the  officers  of 
the  House  will  see  that  the  parliamentary  contractors  per¬ 
form  their  work. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  stated  the  other  day  that  the  printing 
contractors  had  not  anything  to  do  in  their  Department— 
I  understood  him  to  say  so.  This  Bill  was  introduced  on 
the  15th  of  February  last,  and  I  would  like  to  know  why 
the  printing  is  delayed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  great  neglect  on 
the  part  of  the  contractors,  and  they  should  be  called  to 
account.  It  may  be  the  translation. 

EVIDENCE  IN  DIVORCE  CASES.  • 

Mr.  JACKSON,  When  members  of  this  House  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  vote  on  Divorce  Bills  I  think  we  should  have  the 
evidence  before  us  so  that  we  may  know  what  we  are  voting 
upon.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  want  to  see  the  evidence, 
and  I  think  the  members  of  this  House  should  be  supplied 
with  the  evidence  in  regard  to  every  Bill  that  comes  before 
us. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  evidence  is  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  any  hon.  member  can  see  it  who  wishes  to.  It 
is  not  customary  to  have  it  printed,  and  after  the  second 
reading  of  Divorce  Bills  they  are  referred  to  a  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  who  examine  the  evidence. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  would  ask  if  the  exhibits  are  also  to  be  laid 
on  the  Table. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE  —  THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  10)  to  reduce  the  capital  stock  of  the  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. — (Mr.  Small.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  69)  respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario  Ship 
Canal  Company. —  (Mr.  Tyrwhitt.) 

Bil  (No.  80)  to  incorporate  the  Fort  McLeod  Ranche 
Telegraph  Company.— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  respecting  the  Canada  Co-operative  Supply 
Association,  Limited. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

WINNIPEG  AND  PRINCE  ALBERT  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria)  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  82)  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert 
Railway  Company. 

Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the  Bill 
should  be  read  the  second  time.  Section  7  contains  this 
clause  : 

“The  company,  in  aid  of  the  construction,  equipment  and  maintenance 
of  the  said  railway,  shall  receive  from  the  Government  of  Canada  a 
grant  of  six  thousand  four  hundred  acres  of  agricultural  land  for  each 
mile  of  railway  constructed,  along  the  line  of  railway,  such  land  to  be 
laid  out  in  alternate  sections  on  each  side  of  the  railway;  and  if  sufficient 
area  cannot  be  obtained  in  such  manner,  then  the  complement  shall  be 
made  up  in  sections  within  the  district  of  Saskatchewan,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  together  with  such  additional 
lands  as  may  be  granted  or  leased  from  the  Provincial  Government  of 
Manitoba,  or  other  Provincial  Governments.” 

This  is  not  an  enabling  clause,  but  an  absolute,  positive  par¬ 
liamentary  declaration,  alienating  6,400  acres  of  the  public 
domain  for  each  mile  of  railway  constructed.  This  cannot 
bo  done  by  the  proviso  in  question.  There  must  be  a  com¬ 
mittee  and  the  assent  of  the  Crown  must  be  given. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVJN.  In  this  case  the  assent  of 
the  Crown  has  not  been  given.  My  attention  has  just  been 
called  by  one  of  the  officers  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
this  section  is  beyond  the  power  of  a  private  member,  and 
the  assent  of  the  Crown  must  be  given.  The  Bill  might  be 
sent  to  the  Railway  Committee,  and  this  circumstance 
would,  of  course,  be  borne  in  mind. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  cannot  agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  understand  two  things  are  required  in  such 
a  case— the  assent  of  the  Crown  and  a  preliminary  commit¬ 
tee.  It  is  a  very  dangerous  practice  to  allow  Bills  to  pass 
through  two  stages  without  these  preliminaries  having  been 
complied  with.  This  Bill  should  be  treated  as  a  Bill  out  of 
Order. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Suppose  the  objectionable  clause 
should  not  be  expunged  by  the  Committee,  in  what  position 
would  we  be  placed. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well 
if  the  mover  were  to  withdraw  the  motion,  and  if  the  Bill 
were  allowed  to  remain  on  the  notice  paper,  so  that  the 
mover  might  consider  what  course  he  would  adopt. 

Mi’.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  Order  should  be  discharged 
and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  was  not  aware  that  the 
Bill  contained  the  provision  to  which  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  referred;  but  if  the  motion  is  allowed  to 
stand  I  will  look  into  the  matter  and  consider  what  course 
I  should  pursue. 

Mr.  SPEAKER .  I  suggest  that  the  Order  be  discharged, 
and  the  hon.  member  can  then  introduce  anothor  Bill,  with 
the  objectionable  clause  omitted. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria)  moved  that  the  Order  be 
discharged  and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  Bill  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria)  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  91)  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— EARNINGS  AND 
WORKING  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  were  the  earnings  and  work¬ 
ing  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the  month  of 
January,  1885  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  earnings  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
for  the  month  of  January,  1885,  were  $159,848;  working 
expenses,  $175,760  ;  deficiency  for  that  month,  $15,912.  For 
January  of  last  year  the  working  expenses  were  $159,000; 
earnings,  $166,000,  or  a  deficiency  of  $22,000. 
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LOKGUEUIL  AND  LEVIS  BAILWA?. 

Mr.  YANASSB  (Translation).  Enquired,  Have  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  issued  orders,  or  do  they  purpose  issuing  orders, 
for  the  making  of  an  instrumental  survey  of  the  line  start¬ 
ing  from  the  town  of  Longueuil^and  passing  along  the  south 
shore  of  the  .River  St.  Lawrence  through  the  counties  of 
Chambly  and  Yeroheres,  to  the  town  of  Sorel,  and  thence 
through  the  counties  of  Yamaska,  Nieolet,  Lotbiniere  and 
Levis  to  the  town  of  Levis,  with  a  view  to  selecting  that 
line  for  the  extension  of  the  Pacific  Railway  to  the  Canadian 
ports  on  the  Atlantic  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  (Translation.)  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  member,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the 
Government  have  not  caused  that  survey  to  bo  made, 
because  the  line  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  goes 
through  a  country  which  is  perfectly  known  and  the  dis¬ 
tance  could  be  easily  obtained  without  making  that  instru¬ 
mental  survey. 

WOOD  SUPPLIES  FOR  DEPARTMENTAL  AND 
PARLIAMENTARY  BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  MoCRANEY  asked,  Is  the  wood  used  in  the  Depart¬ 
mental  and  Parliamentary  Buildings  supplied  by  contract  or 
otherwise?  If  by  contract,  who  is  the  contractor,  and  how 
much  is  he  paid  per  cord  ?  If  not  by  contract,  from  whom 
is  it  purchased,  and  at  what  price  per  cord,  and  how  is  it 
measured  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  wood  for  these  build¬ 
ings  is  always  supplied  by  contract.  The  present  contractor 
is  Mr.  McEachren.  The  prices  are  $5.50  per  cord  for  maple, 
and  $5.25  for  mixed  hardwood.  The  contract  calls  for  128 
cubic  feet  per  cord.  The  measurement  is  made  as  the  wood 
is  delivered  at  the  buildings,  and  in  every  instance  by  two 
officers,  in  the  presence  of  the  contractor.  The  present 
contract  is  about  finished  and  new  tenders  will  be  called  for 
without  delay. 

CONSTITUTIONALITY  OF  THE  LICENSE  ACT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Has  the  Government  taken  any,  and 
if  so,  what  steps  to  secure  a  reference  to  the  Privy  Council 
of  the  question  of  the  constitutionality  of  the  License  Act 
of  1883 ;  and  if  so,  when  ?  Has  the  Government  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  commissioners  or  inspectors  its  action  or  inten¬ 
tions  in  the  matter  ;  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  the  decision  being 
certified  to  the  Government  it  was  referred  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  and  on  his  report  he  has  been  instructed  to  pre¬ 
pare  a  case  and  to  apply  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  for  a 
reference  to  the  Privy  Council.  The  action  or  intention  of 
the  Government  has  not  been  communicated  to  the  com¬ 
missioners  or  inspectors. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— PROGRESS  ESTI¬ 
MATES  FOR  FEBRUARY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  is  the  amount  of  tho  progress 
estimates  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  for 
the  month  of  February,  transmitted  to  the  Government? 
Was  any  sum  paid  in  respect  thereof  up  to  the  time  of 
answering  the  question  ?  If  so,  how  much  and  when  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  On  the  eastern  section,  central  division,  sub¬ 
sidy,  $38,  256  ;  Joan,  $51,500  ;  total  $95,156 ;  western  section, 
central  division,  subsidy,  $13,646  ;  loan,  $110,500,  total 
$184,146  ;  eastern  section,  eastern  division,  subsidy,  $96.394 ; 
loan  $132,100,  total  $229,094. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  the  whole  progress  estimate  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  the  whole,  there  is  one  certificate  which 
is  not  made  yet. 


ENGINEERS’  REPORTS— SHORT  LINE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  asked,  When  will  reports  of  the  engineers 
respecting  the  Short  Lino  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  aro  now  being  pre¬ 
pared  and  will  be  brought  down  as  soon  as  possible, 

MR.  J.  A.  CHENEYERT. 

Mr.  LAURIER  asked  whether  Mr.  J.  A.  Chenevert, 
managing  director  of  Le  Sorelois,  is  employed  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Works  ?  If  so,  einte  when  and  at  what 
salary. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  is  a  gentleman  of  the 
name  of  Chenevert  employed  in  the  public  buildings  at 
Sorel.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  managing  director  of 
the  papor  mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman  or  not,  but  I  am 
informed  by  officers  that  he  is  a  man  of  about  60  years  of 
age  and  is  a  joiner  by  trade.  I  understand  that  his  salary 
is  $2.50  a  day.  He  has  been  employed  since  somo  time 
last  summer  when  the  buildings  began, 

APPLICATION  FOR  WATER  LOTS  IN  NOYA 
SCOTIA. 

Mr.  TUPPER  asked,  Have  applications  for  water  lots 
in  Nova  Scotia  been  made  to  the  Dominion  Government  ? 
Has  any  action  been  taken  by  the  Government  upon  such 
applications,  if  any  made  ?  Have  any  of  the  applications 
been  granted?  If  not,  why  not? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  There  havo  been  somo  appli¬ 
cations  made  to  the  Dominion  Government  for  water  lots  in 
Nova  Scotia.  In  one  case— I  think  it  is  at  River  John— tho 
case  was  decided  and  the  application  granted.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  there  are  one  or  two  other  applications  and  they 
are  now  being  considered. 

MR.  ALPIN  GRANT. 

Mr,  FORBES  asked,  What  position  does  Mr.  Alpin  Grant, 
of  tho  City  ot  Halifax,  hold  under  the  Government  or  in  the 
Department  of  Railways  ?  What  are  his  cl  uties,  and  what 
salary  or  allowance  does  he  receive  for  the  duties  he  per¬ 
forms  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Mr.  Alpin  Grant  is  tho  gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  elevators  and  other  matters  connected  with  the  ter¬ 
minus.  His  salary  is  about  $160  a  month. 

CHIEF  JUSTICESHIP  OF  SUPERIOR  COURT  OF 
QUEBEC. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  asked,  Can  the  Government  inform  the 
House  when  the  Superior  Court  of  the  Province  of  Quebec 
will  be  provided  with  a  Chief  Justice  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  the  Government 
can  inform  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  we  will.  The  chief 
justice  has  been  appointed. 

TRADE  RELATIONS  WITH  JAMAICA. 

Mr.  BURPEE  (Sun bury)  asked,  Have  any  steps  been 
taken  to  procure  free  trade  relations  between  Canada  and  the 
Island  of  Jamaica  and  with  what  result?  Has  any  corres¬ 
pondence  taken  place  regarding  the  same  and  with  whom  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Steps  have  been  taken 
with  respect  to  trade  relations  between  Canada  and  the 
British  West  Indies,  and  there  has  been  some  correspondence 
on  the  subject  with  Her  Majesty’s  Government.  It  is  not  in 
the  interests  of  the  publio  to  bring  down  that  correspond¬ 
ence  just  now. 
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WESTERLY  BOUNDARY  OF' ONTARIO. 

Mr.  RYKERT  moved  for : 

Copy  of  the  short  hand  notes  of  the  argument  before  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  in  the  late  dispute  between  Manitoba  and  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
as  to  the  westerly  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  ;  also  copy  of  the 
claim  as  presented  by  the  Attorney  General  of  Ontario  before  the  Privy 
Council;  also  a  statement  of  the  reasons  given  by  the  Attorney  General 
of  Ontario  for  abandoning  his  claim  to  that  part  of  the  territory  lying 
between  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and  the  Rocky  Mountains  ;  also  a  copy 
of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  and  the 
Government  of  Ontario  in  reference  to  the  arbitration  and  award,  and 
also  in  reference  to  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  not  already  moved 
for  or  brought  down. 

He  said  :  I  am  desirous,  Sir,  that  this  House  shall  be  pos¬ 
sessed  of  that  information  relating  to  the  argument  before 
the  Privy  Council  in  this  case,  which  will  enable  it  to  judge 
whether  or  not  the  attitude  assumed  by  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  has  been  the  correct  one,  and  whether  or  not  this 
Parliament  has  shown  any  hostility  to  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture.  It  is  necessary,  in  order  that  this  House  may  arrive 
at  a  full  understanding  of  what  has  taken  place,  that  I  should 
refer  briefly  to  some  of  the  actions  of  the  Local  Legislature 
and  also  to  the  course  which  has  been  adopted  by  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  that  important  question.  Ttie  attitude  of  hos¬ 
tility  which  the  Parliament  of  Ontario  has  assumed  towards 
the  Dominion  Parliament,  and  towards  the  representatives  of 
the  people  in  this  Parliament,  has  been  such  that  I  for 
one,  as  a  member  for  the  Province  of  Ontario,  do  not  feel 
justified  in  allowing  the  remarks  which  are  constantly  made 
in  the  Local  Legislature  to  pass  by  without  entering  my 
protest  against  them  Before  1882,  Sir,  before  the  motion 
was  passed  in  this  Parliament  in  favor  of  referring  the 
whole  question  to  the  Privy  Council,  charges  were  hurled 
against  the  Ontario  portion  of  the  members  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  that  we  wore  traitors  to  Ontario,  and  that  we  were 
in  alliance  with  the  Blues  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring  Ontario  and  depriving  her  of  her  rights. 
The  position  assumed  by  the  Local  Government  before  1882 
is  still  assumed  by  them.  They  are  continuously  and  sys¬ 
tematically  attacking  this  Parliament  for  its  course  upon 
that  question,  and  as  a  representative  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  I  do  not  ieol  justified  in  allowing  those  attacks  to 
be  made  daily  in  another  Parliament  without  showing  to 
the  people  of  this  country  that  thoy  are  unfounded.  Pre¬ 
vious  to  the  last  general  election  we  were  told  in  this  House 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  that  unless 
this  Parliament  ratified  the  award,  we  were  the  enemies 
of  Ontario,  and  as  such  would  be  punished  at  the 
polls.  We  were  told,  Sir,  in  .a  certain  memorandum 
which  was  sent  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mowat  and  his  Govern¬ 
ment  in  answer  to  one  from  the  Secretary  of  State  of  this 
Government,  that  unless  we  adopted  some  other  course  than 
the  one  we  proposed  to  adopt,  namely,  to  refer  the  question 
to  the  Privy  Council,  that  we  should  receive  the  condemna¬ 
tion  of  the  people  at  the  polls.  Well,  Sir,  if  we  look  at 
what  has  taken  place  in  the  last  election  we  will  find  that 
the  course  we  pursued  met  with  the  approbation  of  the 
people.  We  shall  find  that  the  position  we  then 

assumed,  namely,  that  the  whole  question  should  be  refer¬ 
red  to  the  Privy  Council,  was  fully  and  fairly 
discussed  by  the  people — in  fact,  that  was  the 

great  and  important  question  discussed  during  the  general 
election  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  order,  if  possible,  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  country  away  from  the  question 
of  the  National  Policy.  It  was  hoped  by  the  representatives 
of  the  people  in  the  Provinco  of  Ontario, who  are  in  alliance 
with  our  friends  on  the  Opposition  side  of  this  House,  that 
they  would  make  the  people  of  Ontario  believe  that  their 
representatives  in  this  House  were  traitors  to  tho  Province. 
The  people  were  told  in  almost  every  school  section  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  that  we  did  everything  we  could  do,  to 
spoliate  Ontario  of  her  just  rights  and  to  rob  her  of  her 
territory  ;  and  yet  the  great  majority,  in  fact  nine-tenths  of 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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those  who  voted  in  favor  of  the  resolution  to  refer  the  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  Privy  Council,  were  returned  at  the  polls.  The 
Hon.  Mr.  Mowat,  in  answer  to  the  memorandum  of  tho 
Secretary  of  State,  stated  that  the  resolution  of  this  House 
did  not  reflect  the  opinions  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ontario.  He  assumed  that  we,  representing  the  Province 
of  Ontario  in  this  House,  did  not  speak  for  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  therefore  had  no  right  to  act  as  we  had  done, 
but  declared  that  our  duty  was  to  at  once  confirm  the 
award.  But,  as  I  say,  the  people  fully  and  fairly 
discussed  that  question,  and  by  a  large  majority  said  that 
we  were  right;  and  now  again  we  aro  told,  Sir,  that  we  are 
traitors  to  our  own  Province.  The  course  pursued  by  those 
gentlemen  previous  to  1882  is  now  being  pursued  by  them 
in  the  Local  Legislature.  No  later  than  the  29th  of  January 
last  we  were  told  by  Mr.  Mowat  and  his  friends  of  the  Min¬ 
isterial  party  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  and  this  House  were  acting  in  deep-seated  hostility 
towards  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  that  we  were  deter¬ 
mined  to  form  an  alliance  with  the  Blues  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  and  with  the  members  from  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  in  order  to  rob  the  Province  of  Ontario  by  delaying 
the  settlement  of  that  question.  To  draw  away  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  general  public  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  from 
the  reckless  and  extravagant  conduct  of  the  Mowat  Govern¬ 
ment,  they  are  now  endeavoring  to  draw  a  red-herring 
across  the  trail,  to  make  the  people  of  the  Province  feel  that 
there  is  a  more  important  question  than  the  financial  ques¬ 
tion  to  be  considered,  namely,  the  question  of  the  spoliation 
of  the  Provinco  of  Ontario.  Now,  Sir,  as  I  said  before,  our 
action  in  this  Parliament  was  justified  by  tho  electors  at  the 
polls.  We  were  told  that  we  were  then  right  in  the  course 
we  pursued,  and  that  it  was  right  and  proper  that  the 
whole  question  should  be  settled  by  the  Privy  Council.  The 
people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  by  a  large  majority 
declared  that  we  were  right  in  the  course  we  then 
pursued,  and  that  tho  Mowat  Administration  was  wrong. 
The  position  in  which  this  Parliament  found  this  question 
in  1882  was  simply  this.  They  found  that  an  award  had 
been  made  by  certain  gentlemen,  which  award  was  held  by 
Ihe  highest  legal  authorities  to  be  illegal  and  not  binding. 
They  found  that  the  question  referred  to  that  arbitration 
was,  where  was  the  true  legal  boundary  ?  When  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  discovered  that  the  true  legal  boundary  had  not  been 
found,  that  the  award  was  not  a  true  aud  binding  award,  that 
the  whole  course  pursued  by  the  Ontario  Government  was 
an  inconsistent  one  ;  when  we  discovered  that  the  Premier 
of  Ontario  had  openly  declared  that  the  award  had  not  done 
justice  to  Ontario,  we  felt  the  question  had  not  been  legally 
and  properly  decided  and  that  our  only  recourse  was  to  have 
it  decided  by  the  highest  tribunal  in  the  land.  A  resolution 
was  moved  by  the  late  member  for  Niagara  (Senator  Plumb) 
asking  that  the  question  be  referred  to  the  Privy 
Council.  That  resolution  was  sent  to  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment  who  refused  to  consider  it.  We  contended,  as  repre¬ 
senting  the  Province  of  Ontario,  that  the  award  was  not 
legal  and  binding,  that  justice  bad  not  been  done  to  Ontario, 
that,  according  to  the  authoritative  statements  made  over 
and  over  again  by  the  Premier  of  Ontario  and  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  the  boundaries  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  went  to  the  Rocky  Mountains  and  that 
the  arbitrators  had  only  given  to  Ontario  one  tenth  of  the 
land  claimed  by  her ;  and  we  felt  therefore  that 
the  question  should  be  finally  set  at  rest.  We 
were  told  then  that  the  award  was  not  legal  and  bind¬ 
ing,  and  at  the  same  time  wero  told  that  the  late  Govern¬ 
ment,  had  it  been  in  power,  would  have  recognised  the 
award ;  we  also  discovered  that  the  Ontario  Government 
had  passed  an  Act  of  Parliament  ratifying  that  award  in 
advance,  and  that  it  was  then  understood  between  Mr. 
Mowat  and  his  Government  and  tho  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion,  that  the  latter  would  also  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament 
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ratifying  the  award  in  advance.  This  Parliament  being 
possessed  of  that  information,  and  seeing  that  the  award 
could  not  possibly  be  maintained,  decided  the  better  course 
would  be  to  pass  a  resolution,  referring  it  for  final  adjudi¬ 
cation  to  the  Privy  Council.  This  Parliament  found  that 
they  were  the  trustees  for  the  general  public ;  they  found 
that  this  question  had  not  been  settled  and  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  find  some  solution  of  the  difficulty ;  they  found 
why  the  question  was  kept  open, — and  I  think  I  will  be 
able  to  show,  before  I  sit  down,  why  it  was  kept  open  for 
many  years  and  why  it  is  now  being  revived,  I 
think  1  will  be  able  to  show  that  the  object  was  morely  to 
obtain  an  electioneering  cry.  We  found  also  that  Mr.  Mowat 
and  his  Government  had  rejected  proposals  made  by  this 
Government  to  refer  the  award  to  the  Privy  Council ; 
we  found  that  they  rejected  a  fair  and  reasonable  pro¬ 
position  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  question  ;  we 
found,  not  only  that  this  reasonable  and  fair  proposition 
made  by  the  First  Minister  in  1872  and  afterwards 
repeated  by  him  in  1882,  was  rejected  on  both  occasions, 
but  that  Mr.  Mowat  in  the  end  was  compelled  to  accept 
terms  not  so  favorable  at  the  hands  of  the  Attorney- 
General  of  Manitoba  ;  wo  find  that  while  Mr.  Mowat  con¬ 
tended  that  there  should  be  no  joint  authority  in  the  dis¬ 
puted  territory,  as  proposed  by  this  Government,  he  when 
cornered  by  Mr.  Miller,  tho  Attorney-General  of  Manitoba, 
yielded  and  went  before  the  Privy  Council  on  less  favorable 
terms  than  those  proposed  by  this  Government,  and  con¬ 
sented  to  a  joint  authority.  Knowing  all  these  facts,  it  is  our 
duty  to  place  them  on  record,  in  order  that  intelligent  people 
may  be  able  to  decide  whether  we  were  right  or  wrong  in  the 
course  we  took.  I  propose  not  to  quote  anything  except  from 
the  official  records  of  the  Mowat  Administration  ;  I  propose 
to  quote  from  certain  documents  which  I  find  in  the  Sessional 
Papers  of  1882,  from  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Mowat  himself 
also  from  his  organ,  the  Globe,  in  which  certainly  I  have  no 
confidence,  in  order  to  show  that  these  gentlemen  have 
been  acting  inconsistently,  that  they  never  intended  to 
ratify  the  award,  that  when  Parliament  passed  an  Act  in 
1874,  agreeing  to  ratify  the  award,  in  advance,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  no  intention  to  carry  it  out.  On  a  former  occasion 
I  quoted  from  the  Globe  of  1882,  to  show  that  the  Mackenzie 
Administration  never  intended  that  the  award  should  be 
ratified  unless  it  were  favorable  to  the  Dominion,  and  that 
Mi'.  Mackenzie  had  reserved  to  himself  the  right  to  accept 
or  reject  the  award  as  he  might  think  proper.  I  want  to 
show  the  House  that  the  course  of  the  Mowat  Govern¬ 
ment  has  been  vacillating,  inconsistent  and  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon 
me  while,  in  order  to  do  so,  I  read  from  the  official 
documents  of  the  Local  Legislature,  so  that  an  intelligent 
public  may  understand  the  position  taken  by  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  that  which  was  taken  by  the  Local  Government, 
and  decide  which  was  the  right  one.  I  stated  a  few  minutes 
ago,  and  I  shall  refer  to  this  again,  that  this  Government 
and  its  supporters  were  charged  with  being  controlled  by 
tho  Province  of  Quebec.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  was  particularly  vicious  towards  his  Lower  Cana¬ 
dian  friends  in  this  House,  and  wo  find  that  his  organ  and 
Mr.  Mowat  with  the  leading  lights  of  that  party  were  cer¬ 
tainly  not  very  stinted  in  their  strictures  as  regards  the 
allegiance  of  the  Bleusof  Quebec  to  the  present  Government. 
In  order  that  our  friends  from  Lower  Canada  may 
know  in  what  light  they  are  regarded  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  and  their  supporters  in  Ontario,  I  shall 
quote  from  several  of  these  authorities.  I  propose  to  show 
from  papers  and  documents  not  favorable  to  my  own  party, 
how  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  endeavoring  to  set  up  sec¬ 
tional  feelings  and  sectional  cries  against  our  friends  from 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  -I  find  one  quotation  from  the 
Globe  of  February  14,  1882, — I  had  reference  to  the  earlier 


portion  of  this  article  a  few  moments  ago,  and  on  a  former 
occasion  in  this  House  I  read  it.  The  Globe  says : 

“  As  a  matter  of  fact  the  other  Provinces  were  not  protesting.  We 
know  not  what  private  pressure  the  Bleus  of  Quebec,  ever  the  enemies 
of  Ontario  and  of  progress,  may  have  sought  to  bear  on  the  Premier, 
knowing  themselves  to  be  the  right  arm  of  his  power,  but  no  public 
objection  has  been  made,  no  open,  manly  protest  uttered  by  any  Pro¬ 
vince  in  this  Dominion.” 

Then  we  find  on  February  the  16th,  this  language : 

“  The  report  concerning  Ontario  boundaries  which  were  published 
yesterday  is  very  fully  accredited  to  the  Hon.  J.  A.  Mousseau,  a  con¬ 
spicuous  representative  of  Blue  interests,  in  the  Ottawa  Cabinet.  It 
contains  all  that  the  animosity  to  Mr.  Mousseau,  aided  by  the  ingenuity 
of  Sir  John  can  find  against  the  rights  of  this  Province.  Sir  John  wishes 
to  please  the  Blues  by  robbing  Ontario  for  their  benefit  and  insulting  her 
for  the  gratification  of  his  own  and  their  spite.” 

Then  we  have  another  choice  bit  from  a  prominent  gentle¬ 
man  in  the  Ontario  Government,  that  is,  the  Hod.  Mr. 
Pardee.  Wo  find  in  tho  Globe  of  January  21st,  1882,  this 
choice  language  : 

“Everything  pointed  to  this  conclusion,  that  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  influenced  by  animosity  to  Ontario,  and  pressed  by  a  feeling  of 
jealousy  which  prevailed  in  another  Province,  had  determined  to  shirk 
the  responsibility  by  changing  the  venue,  making  the  quarrel  between 
Ontario  and  Manitoba.” 

And,  during  the  debate  on  the  Address  in  tho  Local  Legis¬ 
lature,  one  of  the  distinguished  gentlemen  in  that  House,  a 
prominont  member  of  the  .Reform  party,  spoke  also  in  very 
strong  terms.  Mr.  McLaughlan  is  reported  to  have  said : 

“  He  ventured  to  say  that  th9  member  for  Glengarry  was  the  only 
member  of  the  Opposition  who  had  been  seat  pledged  to  stand  up  for 
the  rights  of  Ontario.  He  imagined  the  people  of  Glengarry  addressing 
their  member  as  a  native  ot  Glengarry  to  the  manner  born,  but  remind¬ 
ing  him  that  he  was  a  long  time  out  of  Ontario  and  under  the  influence 
of  the  Mou3seaus,  the  Chapleaus,  the  Carons,  the  Langevins  of  Quebec, 
who  had  not  the  kindliest  feelings  towards  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
They  recollected  when  Upper  Canada  paid  the  taxes  and  Lower  Canada 
spent  them.” 

Then  we  have  another  choice  article  from  the  Globe  news¬ 
paper.  As  I  said,  I  only  intend  to  quote  from  tho  organs 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  and  their  official  documents.  Wo  find 
in  the  Globe  of  February  1st,  1882,  this  language: 

“  To  the  everlasting  disgrace  of  the  Dominion  Government  and  their 
slavish  majority  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  no  similar  Act  was 
passed  at  Ottawa.” 

Again,  on  4th  Fobruary,  1882,  we  find  this  language  : 

“Do  they  mean  simply  that  Sir  John  Macdonald,  having  for  a  long 
time  been  obliged  to  find  the  chief  source  of  his  power  in  the  spirit  of 
reaction  which  is  still  unfortunately  so  strong  in  Quebec,  is  determined 
to  make  use  of  that  power  to  the  utmost?  Is  he  playing  the  double  but 
dangerous  game  of  pandering  to  the  prejudices  and  the  dread  of  pro¬ 
gress  of  our  French  fellow  citizens,  at  the  same  time  that  he  is  using 
them  to  check  and  punish  the  Opposition  ?  -It  would  be  not  only  dis¬ 
couraging  but  exasperating  to  Ontario  in  particular  to  find  the 
politician,  whom  she  had  herself  repeatedly  repudiated,  and  who  holds 
his  seat  in  Parliament  by  the  grace  of  a  purchased  constituency  at  the 
Pacific,  converting  the  heavy  inertia  of  French  Conservatism  into  a 
force  for  the  punishment  and  humiliation  of  his  own  Province.” 

Then  we  find  again  another  choice  article  in  the  Globe  of 
February  14th  : 

“  He  (Sir  John)  disregarded  the  call  of  honor  at  the  dictation  of  the 
French  Bleus,  and  by  way  of  punishing  Ontario  for  supporting  Mr. 
Mowat.”  In  case  Mr.  Meredith  were  successful,  “then,  in  that  case, 
the  Bleus  would  of  course  direct  the  policy  of  a  Tory  Government  at 
Toronto  as  they  direct  the  policy  of  the  Tory  Governmental  Ottawa.” 

It  must  be  vory  flattering  to  these  gentlemen  to  know  tvhat 
power  they  really  have.  I  think  it  important  to  lot  them 
know  what  the  opinion  of  the  leading  men  of  the  Reform 
party  in  Ontario  really  is  on  this  question.  Then  we 
And  that  a  certain  gentleman  now  in  this  Houso,  but  who 
got  tho  go-by  at  the  polls,  on  April  3rd,  1882, — I  refer  to 
tho  hon.  member  for  Bothwell. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  get  the  go-by. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Oh !  yes,  you  did. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No. 
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Mr.  RYKERT.  If  the  bon.  gentleman  did  not  get  the 
go-by,  he  had  a  very  narrow  escape,  for  his  enormous 
majority  of  several  hundred  was  reduced  to  a  small  majority 
of  16. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Not  at  all.  A  majority  of  295  the  other 
way  was  converted  to—— 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  hope  I  am  not  making  him  uneasy. 
He  said,  according  to  Hansard  of  that  year,  page  690 : 

“  There  is  not  a  man  from  one  end  of  the  Province  to  the  other  who 
does  not  know  that  the  Prime  Minister  has  been  driven  on  in  this  policy 
of  spoliation  by  his  Quebec  colleagues.” 

I  heard  him  say  “  No,  no,”  a  little  while  ago,  but  if  he  con¬ 
sults  that  page  of  Hansard  he  will  find  that  language.  He 
goes  on  to  say : 

“They  refuse  to  recognise  that  we  are  one  Dominion,  and  that  the 
growth  and  prosperity  of  any  Province  is  an  advantage  to  every  other 
part  of  the  Dominion.  They  envy  us  our  rights,  and  they  would  filch 
from  us  a  portion  of  our  heritage.” 

That  is  the  language  which  the  hon.  gentleman  used 
towards  his  friends  from  Lower  Canada.  So  you  will  seo 
that,  as  far  as  the  Grit  orators  in  this  Houso  are  concerned, 
as  far  as  the  Grit  members  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  are 
concerned,  they  have  shown  a  deep  seated  hatred  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec ;  on  every  occasion  which  has  been 
afforded  them  they  have  shown  the  same  hostility  to  that 
Province,  and  have  pointed  out  the  fact  that  the  hon.  the 
Premier  controls  this  Dominion  by  the  support  of  his  Lower 
Canadian  friends.  Further  even  than  that,  they  have 
pointed  out  over  and  over  again  that  this  Government  is 
dependent  upon,  and  controlled  by,  the  members  of  the 
several  Provinces  irrespective  of  tho  Province  of  Ontario! 
It  is  my  purpose  to  show  that  the  real  traitor 3  to  Ontario 
are  the  men  now  holding  the  reins  of  power  in  that  Pro¬ 
vince.  In  order  that  these  gentlemen  may  be  able  at 
their  leisure  to  study  the  real  history  of  this  case,  and 
that  the  people  of  the  Province  may  know  who  are 
really  acting  in  their  interests,  I  shall  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House  as  briefly  as  possible  in  refer¬ 
ring  to  what  has  been  done  in  this  case  since  1872, 
when  tho  question  of  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario 
was  first  mooted  by  the  present  Government.  The 
House  will  recollect— it  has  boon  referred  to  upon  more 
than  one  occasion — that  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  tho 
Government  in  the  year  1872,  expressed  a  strong  desire  for 
the  settlement  of  this  question  upon  a  legal  basis,  for  its 
settlement  by  a  satisfactory  tribunal,  one  which  would  meet 
with  tho  approval  of  this  country.  On  the  1st  May,  1872, 
the  hon.  gentleman  recommended  that  a  certain  course  of 
procedure  should  be  adopted.  Ho  recommended  that  the 
question  should  be  referred  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  that, 
in  the  meantime,  a  commission  should  be  appointed  in 
order  that  the  Government  of  the  disputed  territory  might 
be  properly  carried  on.  Then,  in  his  report  of  the  16th 
May,  1872,  I  find,  at  page  232  of  the  Sessional  Papers  of 
1872,  this  communication  from  the  Hon.  Joseph  Howe  : 

“I  am,  at  the  same  time,  for  reasons  sfct  forth  in  the  memorandum,  to 
invite  the  Government  of  Ontario  to  concur  with  the  Government  of 
Canada  in  a  statement  of  the  case  now  in  dispute  between  the  said  Gov¬ 
ernments  respecting  such  boundaries,  for  immediate  reference  to  the 
judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  with  the  view  to  a  settlement, 
by  a  judgment  or  a  decision  of  that  tribunal,  of  the  western  and 
northern  boundaries  of  Ontario.  I  am  also  to  urge  upon  the  Government 
of  Ontario  the  necessity,  in  view  of  the  facts  stated  in  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  accompanying  memorandum,  of  arranging  with  the  Government 
of  the  Dominion  for  some  joint  course  of  action  as  to  the  granting  of  land 
and  of  mining  licenses,  reservation  ot  royalties,  etc.,  in  the  portion  of 
territory  in  controversy,  and  for  this  purpose  I  have  to  request  you  to 
move  your  Government  to  appoint  a  commissioner  to  meet  the  Hon.  J.  C. 
Aikins  to  arrange  such  joint  system  on  the  understanding  that  any  such 
arrangement,  when  ratified  by  the  two  Governments,  shall  be  held  to  bind 
both,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  decision  of  the  judicial  committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  upon  the  question  of  the  boundaries,  and  that,  after  such 
decision,  titles  to  lands  or  mining  rights  shall  be  confirmed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  whether  of  Canada  or  of  Ontario,  as  shall, under  the  decision  of 
the  Privy  Council,  be  the  proper  party  to  legalise  the  sale.” 

Mr.  Rykert. 


That  was  signed  “  Joseph  Howe,  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Provinces.”  So,  from  the  very  outset,  the  present  leader 
of  the  Government  was  desirous  to  have  the  question 
settled,  and  settled  forever,  by  a  proper  tribunal  recognised 
by  everyone,  and,  in  the  meantime,  in  order  that  that  dis¬ 
puted  territory  might  be  properly  governed,  be  ui’ged  that 
a  commission  should  be  appointed  to  arrive  at  a  decision 
satisfactoiy  to  the  Dominion  and  to  the  Province  of  Onta¬ 
rio,  and  he  placed  that  proposal  before  the  Government  of 
Ontario.  Now,  instead  of  accepting  that  proposition,  you 
will  see  at  once  that  Mr.  Mowat  went  off  in  a  different  direc¬ 
tion.  No,  I  beg  bis  pardon;  it  was  then  the  present  leader 
of  the  Opposition  ;  because  I  think,  if  I  recollect  rightly, 
that  he  only  resigned  on  the  21st  August  of  the  same  year, 
although  his  hon.  colleague  I  find  was  paid  to  the  1st  Octo¬ 
ber.  I  find  on  the  31st  of  May,  1872,  at  page  233  of  the 
documents  to  which  I  have  referred,  this  communication 
from  the  clerk  of  the  Executive  Council  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  addressed  to  the  Dominion  Government : 

“  Executive  Council  Chamber,  31st  May,  1872. 

“With  reference  to  the  proposed  submission  to  the  judicial  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council,  this  committee  begs  to  observe  that  the 
solution  of  the  boundary  question  depends  upon  numerous  facts,  the 
evidence  as  to  many  of  which  is  procurable  only  in  America,  and  the 
collection  of  which  would  involve  the  expenditure  of  much  time  ;  and 
upon  the  whole,  the  committee  is  of  opinion  that  the  more  satisfactory 
way  of  settling  the  question,  should  the  Government  of  Canada  still 
decline  to  negotiate  for  a  conventional  boundary,  would  be  by  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  commission  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  recommends  that,  without  for  the  present  dealing  definitely 
with  the  proposal  of  the  Government  of  Canada  for  a  reference  to  the 
judicial  committee,  thi3  counter  suggestion  should  be  made  to  that 
Government.  The  committee  of  Council  entertains  a  strong  convic¬ 
tion  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  of  Ontario  to  retain,  in  the 
meantime,  the  control  of  the  lands  within  the  boundaries  claimed  by 
it  ;  but  as  it  is  anxious  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  disposition  of  these  lands  should,  §o  far  as  practicable,  con¬ 
form  to  the  views  of  the  Government  of  Canada,  the  committee  agrees 
that  an  efiort  should  be  made  to  avoid  the  possible  difficulties  arising 
from  the  claims  put  forward  by  that  Government,  and  with  this  view 
the  Committee  recommends  that  the  Hon.  R.  W.  Scott  should  be  re¬ 
quested  to  confer  with  the  Hon.  J.  C.  Aikins,  as  proposed  by  the  dis¬ 
patch  of  the  16th  of  May. 

(Certified,)  J.  G.  Scott, 

Clerk  E.  C.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  wish  particularly  to  refer  to  the  com¬ 
munication  from  the  Dominion  Government,  because 
Mr.  Mowat  has  repeatedly  declared  on  the  floor 
of  the  Legislature  and  published  in  his  organ, 
that  up  to  18^2  he  had  never  heard  of  a  reference  to  the 
Privy  Council.  I  want  to  show  that  he  knew  of  it  from  the 
very  commencement,  and  that  at  first  he  appeared  to  be 
favorable  to  it,  provided  he  would  not  be  obliged  to  search 
through  the  papers  referred  to  in  the  extract  I  have 
just  read ;  ho  was  at  the  time  favorable  to  leaving  it  to  tho 
Privy  Council  or  some  other  tribunal.  I  wish  the  House  to 
kee'p  this  in  mind,  because  I  intend  to  show  how  he  deceived 
the  members  of  the  Ontario  House  and  endeavored  to  deceive 
the  people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by  saying  that  up  to 
!  882  he  had  never  heard  of  a  reference  to  tho  Privy  Council. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Government,  then  led  by  the  right  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  at  the  head  of  the  present  Government,  went  out  of 
office  in  October,  1873 ;  and  wo  find  that  even  tho  Mac¬ 
kenzie  Government  was  in  favor  of  a  reference  of  the  mattor 
to  the  Privy  Council,  and  so  much  were  they  in  favor  of  it 
that  the  very  first  act  of  that  Government  was  to  dii’ect 
their  Secret  ary  of  Stato  to  demand  from  the  Ontario  Gov¬ 
ernment  why  they  had  not  answered  tho  communication  I 
bavo  referred  to,  of  the  16th  of  May,  1872,  that  is,  from  the 
Hon.  Joseph  Howe,  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  Hon.  W.  P. 
Howland. 

Mr.  MILLS,  That  was  not  the  Mackenzie  Government  ? 
Joseph  Howe  was  not  a  member  of  the  Mackeznie  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  did  not  say  he  was.  I  stated  that  when 
the  Mackenzie  Government  came  into  power  their  very  first 
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act~and  a  very  hurried  one  it  was — was  to  compel  their 
Secretary  of  State  to  ask  for  the  answer  of  the  Ontario 
Government  to  Mr.  Howe’s  communication  of  the  16th 
May,  1872,  which  is  based  upon  the  report  of  a  gentleman 
whom  I  see  bore  called  “  J.  A.  Macdonald,”  and  I  assume 
ho  is  now  the  present  gifted  and  honored  leader  of  this 
House.  On  the  26th  of  December,  1873,  I  find,  at  page  242 
of  this  same  document — I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  will  deny  its  authenticity; 
perhaps  he  will — I  find  this  letter : 

“Ottawa,  26th  December,  1873. 

“Sib, — I  have  the  honor  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  letter  addres¬ 
sed  to  your  predecessor  on  the  ]2th  November,  1872,  covering  a  copy  of 
a  report  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  in  Council,  on  the 
subject  of  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  May  I  request  that  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  bring  the 
matter  underthe  early  notice  of  your  Government,  with  a  vie  w  to  their 
coming  to  a  decision  on  the  proposition  contained  in  the  Order  in  Council 
in  question,  to  submit  the  question  of  the  boundary  to  the  decision  of 
the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 

“(Signed),  D.  Christie, 

“  Secretary  of  State.” 

So  you  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  right  when  I  said  that  the 
members  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  were  favorable  to 
referring  that  matter  to  the  Privy  Council.  They  asked 
for  an  answer,  they  urged  an  answer,  but  that  answer 
was  not  given,  as  you  will  see  ;  it  was  entirely  evaded.  I 
think  I  shall  bo  able  to  show  what  caused  the  delay  and 
what  has  been  the  cause  of  all  the  dfficulty  in  settling  this 
important  and  vexed  question.  I  find  the  next  act  of  the 
Ontario  Government  was  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  certain  language  to  be  used  in  opening 
ths  Legislature  of  Ontario,  on  the  8th  of  January,  1871, 
which  I  find  at  page  242 : 

“  The  collection  of  evidence  with  respect  to  our  North-Westboundary 
is  still  going  on  ;  and  the  evidence  for  and  against  our  claims  will  soon 
be  in  a  position  to  be  referred  to  some  tribunal  for  adjudication.  I 
have  no  apprehension  as  to  the  result.  Meanwhile,  informal  negotiations 
have  taken  place  for  the  adoption  of  a  provisional  line,  so  that  the 
settlement  of  the  important  territory  in  dispute  may  not  be  delayed  for 
a  decision  as  to  the  true  and  permanent  boundary.  Resolutions  on  the 
subject  will  probably  be  submitted  for  your  consideration.’’ 

Now,  as  I  said  a  few  minutes  ago,  we  find  the  statement  re¬ 
peated  in  the  Local  Legislature,  by  the  members  of  the 
Government  that  the  question  of  reference  to  the  Privy 
Council  was  never  decided,  never  broached  to  them,  never 
thought  of.  Let  me  show  how  truthful  that  statement  is 
by  referring  to  the  resolution  moved  by  Mr.  Mowat  on  the 
24th  of  March,  1874.  He  is  evidently  either  at  fault  in  his 
memory,  or  rather  economical  of  the  truth.  I  find,  at  page 
242,  this  resolution  : 

“  Resolved,  That  this  House  approves  of  the  reference  of  the  question 
of  the  western  boundary  of  this  Province  to  arbitration,  or  to  the  Privy 
Council,  according  as  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  shall  see  fit 
and  approves,  likewise,  of  the  adoption  of  a  provisional  boundary  line  in 
the  meantime ;  on  such  terms  as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Dominion  and  the  Government  of  this  Province.’’ 

You  will  see  that  up  to  1874  Mr.  Mowat  was  in  accord  with 
the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  present  Government,  as  regards 
the  importance  of  having  the  question  settled  by  an  import¬ 
ant  tribunal,  and  that  one  of  the  important  tribunals  that 
he  recognised  was  the  Privy  Council.  Then  we  go  bn 
further  and  we  find,  in  1874,  an  extract  from  tho  speech 
delivered  by  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Ontario,  in  which 
he  looks  forward  hopefully  to  a  settlement  of  the  question 
in  a  very  short  time.  I  shall  presently  show  where  the 
delay  has  been  and  what  has  been  the  cause  of  tho  delay. 
Instead  of  its  being  the  fault  of  the  present  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment,  I  shall  show  that  it  has  been  caused  entirely  by 
the  Ontario  Government,  and  is  entirely  a  difficulty  of  their 
own  creation.  On  12th  November,  1874,  I  find  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant-Governor  used  the  following  language  : — 

“  In  accordance  with  a  resolution  passed  at  your  last  Session,  with 
respect  to  the  westerly  and  northerly  boundaries  of  the  Province,  my 
Government  and  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  have  agreed  on  a 
provisional  line— — =>” 
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I  wish  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that  fact — that  they  had 
agreed  upon  a  provisional  line — in  order  that  I  may  further 
show  the  misstatements  made  by  tho  Premier  of  Ontario  : 

“  to  be  assumed  as  correct  for  the  purpose  of  land  grants  by  each  Govern¬ 
ment,  until  the  true  and  permanent  boundary  shall  be  ascertained  and 
determined,  and  have  agreed  to  leave  to  arbitration  the  question  as  to 
the  permanent  boundary.  Two  distinguished  gentlemen  have  been 
selected  for  the  office  of  arbitrators,  and  they  are  soon  to  enter  upon 
i heir  duties,  and  will  probably  finish  their  work  in  the  early  part  of 
next  year.” 

That  states  that  they  had  come  to  some  agreement,  and  you 
will  find  that  tho  Province  of  Ontario  had  agreed  to  refer 
the  matter  to  an  arbitration,  and  at  the  samo  time  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  Legislatures  of  Ontario  and  the  Dominion 
should  take  joint  action  upon  that  question  and  pass  Acts  by 
means  of  which  the  territorial  award  should  be  recognised 
whenever  it  was  made.  I  find,  on  tho  10th  of  November, 
1874,  at  page  246  of  this  document,  that  Hon.  Adam  Crooks, 
then  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
referred  to  the  resolution  passed  in  the  Local  Legislature, 
as  follows  : — He  said  : 

“  By  a  resolution  of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  passed  on  the  3rd  day 
of  March  last,  the  House  approved  of  the  reference  of  the  question  of  the 
western  boundary  of  this  Province  to  arbitration  or  to  the  Privy 
Council,  according  as  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council  should  see 
fit.  It  is  considered  by  Your  Excellency’s  Council  to  be  expedient  that 
the  question  of  the  northern  boundary  of  this  Province  should  be  deter¬ 
mined  at  the  same  time  as  the  western  boundary,  though  the  determin¬ 
ation  of  the  northern  boundary  is  not  of  so  pressing  importance  as  the 
other.  In  view  of  these  objects,  the  undersigned,  before  his  late  visit  to 
Ottawa,  on  other  public  business,  was  authorised  by  the  other  members 
of  Your  Excellency’s  Council  to  propose  (subject  to  Your  Excellency’s 
approval)  to  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  that  the  question  con¬ 
cerning  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  of  the  Province  of  Ontario 
should  be  determined  by  a  reference  to  arbitrators  to  be  mutually 
'agreed  upon,  and  whose  standing  and  ability  might  readily  be  expected 
to  secure  for  their  decision  the  confidence  alike  of  the  people  of  Ontario 
and  the  people  of  the  Dominion.” 

I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  this  passage  : 

“The  undersigned  recommends  that  the  Province  agree  to  concurrent 
action  with  the  Dominion  in  obtaining  such  legislation  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  giving  binding  effeet  to  the  conclusion  which  may  be  arrived 
at.” 

X  wish  the  House  to  notice  the  words  “  may  be  arrived  at,” 
because  I  shall  show  what  kind  of  Order  in  Council  was 
passed,  and  that  they  left  a  loophole  through  which  they 
could  crawl. 

“  And  for  establishing  the  northern  and  western  boundaries  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  in  accordance  therewith.” 

That  communication  was  sent  to  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  I  point  this  out  particularly,  because  I  find  that 
the  Globs  and  Mr.  Mowat  have  both  stated  publicly  that 
Mr.  Mackenzie  never  intended  to  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament 
ratifying  and  confirming  the  award  before  it  was  made.  I 
find  that  on  12th  November,  1874,  the  following  memo- 
randum  was  sent  by  the  Dominion  Privy  Council: — 

“  On  a  memorandum,  dated  12th  November,  1874,  from  the  Hon.  Mr, 
Mackenzie,  stating  that  he  recommends  concurrence  in  the  proposition 
of  the  Government  of  Ontario  to  determine,  by  means  of  a  reference,  the 
northern  and  western  boundaries  of  that  Province  relatively  to  the  rest 
of  the  Dominion. 

“  That  the  Ontario  Government  having  named  the  Hon.  Wm.  Buell 
Richards,  Chief  Justice  of  Ontario,  as  one  of  the  referees,  he  summits 
the  Dame  of  the  Hon.  Lemuel  Allan  Wilmot,  formerly  Lieutenant-Gov¬ 
ernor  of  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  to  act  in  conjunction  with 
him,  and  advises  that  authority  be  given  them  to  agree  upon  a  third 
person,  not  being  a  resident  of  Canada,  and  that  the  determination  of  a 
majority  of  such  three  referees  be  final  and  conclusive  upon  the  limits 
to  be  taken  as  and  for  such  boundaries  respectively. 

“He  further  recommends  that  the  Dominion  agree  to  concurrent 
action  with  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  obtaining  such  legislation  as 
may  be  necessary  for  giving  binding  effect  to  the  conclusions  arrived 
at,  and  for  establishing  the  northern  and  western  limits  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  in  accordance  therewith.” 

That  memorandum  wa3  signed  by  Mr.  Himsworth,  clerk  of 
the  Privy  Council.  Hon.  members  will  see  that  while  tho 
words  used  by  the  Ontario  Government  were,  “  conclusion 
which  may  be  arrived  at,”  Mr.  Mackenzie  used  the  words 
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“  conclusions  arrived  at.”  So  hon.  members  will  see  that 
by  playing  with  words  the  Mackenzie  Government  escaped 
the  responsibility  of  passing  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which 
they  solemnly  declared  they  would  do,  and  which  Mr. 
Mowat  declared  over  and  over  again  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Dominion  Government  to  pass.  The  Lieutenant- 
Governor  stated  that  the  arbitrators  would  complete  the 
award  in  1815.  We  do  not,  however,  hear  anything  more 
of  the  matter,  until  action  is  taken  by  the  Local  Legislature. 
On  2 1st  December,  1874,  the  Local  Legislature  passed  an 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  Crooks, 
and  with  the  agreement  made  with  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment,  which  Act  recites : 

‘ '  And  whereas,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
and  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  it  has  been  agreed  by  the  Governments 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  Province  of  Ontario,  that  he  ques¬ 
tions  which  have  arisen  concerning  the  said  boundaries  should  be 
determined  by  reference  to  arbitration.” 

It  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  consents  that  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  may  declare  that  the  boundaries,  which,  by  the  award 
of  the  arbitrators  aforesaid,  or  of  any  two  of  the  arbitrators  aforesaid, 
may  be  decided  to  be  the  northerly  and  westerly  boundaries  respectively 
of  this  Province,  shall  be  declared  to  be  the  northerly  and  westerly 
boundaries  thereof ;  or,  in  case  the  award  shall  be  as  to  the  westerly 
boundary  alone,  the  same  may  be  in  like  manner  declared  by  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  as  aforesaid,  and  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  may 
thereby  increase,  diminish  or  otherwise  alter  the  northerly  and  westerly 
limits  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  so  that  the  same  may  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  award.” 

So  the  Mowat  Government,  by  passing  that  Act,  deter¬ 
mined  to  ratify  the  award,  no  matter  what  it  might  be, 
whether  it  gave  1,000,0000  square  miles  to  Ontario  or 
100,000  square  miles ;  and  Mr.  Mowat  told  the  Legisla¬ 
ture,  in  his  speech,  that  they  had  agreed  with  the  Dominion 
Government  to  secure  concurrent  action  of  the  Dominion 
Parliament;  but  nothing  was  done  by  the  Dominion 
Government,  although  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr. 
Mills)  was  a  leading  spirit  in  it,  until  some  time  iu  1878. 
I  will  point  out  presently  the  reasons  why  such  a  course 
was  adopted,  and  show  there  never  was  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  to  ratify  the  award, 
unless  they  found  it  to  be  very  favorable  to  the  Dominion. 
We  find  that  an  agreement  was  entered  into  by  the  Do¬ 
minion  Government  and  the  Ontario  Government  in  regard 
to  the  government  of  that  territory.  A  line  was 
agreed  upon.  A  provisional  arrangement  was  made 
between  Mr.  Laird  and  Mr.  Pardee,  the  former  representing 
the  Dominion  and  the  latter  the  Ontario  Government.  That 
agreement  was  approved  by  Order  in  Council,  so  that  in  the 
event  of  the  question  not  being  decided  for  any  considerable 
length  of  time,  the  Government  of  the  country  should  still 
go  on,  lands  should  be  sold,  and  everything,  except  leases, 
should  be  granted  ;  and  the  agreement  as  regards  the  last 
named  was  afterwards  amended,  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  so  that 
leases  were  actually  made  a  portion  of  the  agreement 
as  well  as  grants  of  land.  We  find  that  in  1875  the  Lieut¬ 
enant-Governor  of  Ontario  again  refers  to  the  question  in  a 
communication  to  the  Legislature,  in  which  he  says : 

“Since  the  dissolution  of  the  last  House  the  question  of  the  northerly 
and  westerly  boundaries  of  the  Province  has  continued  to  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  Informal  negotiations  have  taken  place, 
with  respect  to  both  a  compromise  line  and  the  arbitration  which  the 
Legislature  authorised,  but  no  final  result  has  been  arrived  at ;  mean¬ 
while,  steps  have  been  taken  for  obtaining  some  additional  evidence, 
expected  to  be  of  value.” 

Nothing  was  done  except  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  the  reference  to  the  question  in  the  Governor’s 
speech,  until  some  time  in  1877.  Then  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  announced  that  everything  was  ready  for  the  final 
settlement  to  be  made  in  a  few  months.  That  was  in  Jan¬ 
uary,  1877,  but  no  decision  was  arrived  at  until  a  year  and 
a-half  after  that  time.  Again  the  Lieutenant-Governor  makes 
an  excuse  for  not  having  th©  arbitration  carried  out,  and 
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we  hear  nothing  more  till  after  August,  1878,  when  the 
award  was  made.  In  December  of  that  year  the  Mowat 
Government  were  very  anxious  to  have  the  award  ratified. 
During  the  four  years  nothing  was  said  in  regard  to  the 
Mackenzie  Government  passing  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
nothing  was  said  about  that  Government  ratifying  the  award 
and  carrying  out,  in  good  faith,  the  agreement;  but  so  soon  as 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  came  into  power,  hon  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  wanted  the  question  settled  and  the  award  confirmed. 
We  find  that  on  20th  January,  1880,  a  communication  wes 
sent  by  this  Government,  in  reference  to  an  Act  disallowing 
a  certain  Bill.  To  this  communication  Mr,  Mowat  made 
reply,  and  on  the  3rd  March,  1880,  he  induced  his  majority 
in  the  Local  Legislature  to  pass  a  resolution,  agreeing  that 
the  award  should  be  sustained,  and  that  the  matter  should 
neither  be  compromised  nor  carried  further.  This  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Dominion  refused  to  do,  on  the  ground  that, 
as  they  sot  out  iu  a  communication  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  the  award  was  not  a  legal  and  binding  award ;  that 
the  arbitrators  had  not  found  as  they  were  ordered  to  find, 
namely,  to  ascertain  the  true  legal  boundary.  In  answer 
to  that  despatch  Mr.  Mowat  sent  a  communication  demand¬ 
ing  that  the  award  should  be  ratified,  and  stating  that  he 
would  accept  nothing  elsei  Then  we  find  that  on  the  27th 
of  January,  1882,  the  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Mousseau,  act¬ 
ing  on  behalf  of  this  Government,  sent  a  communication  to 
Mr.  Mowat,  offering  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Privy  Council, 
and  offering  at  the  same  time  to  make  a  provisional  agree¬ 
ment  for  the  government  of  the  disputed  territory, 
and  he  endeavored  to  have  the  question  settled  in  a  sat¬ 
isfactory  and  legal  manner.  I  find  that  at  page  468  of  these 
same  Sessional  Papers  we  have  the  communication  of  Mr, 
Mousseau.  He  refers  to  the  fact  that  an  under¬ 
standing  had  been  made  to  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Privy  Council ;  that  he  offers  still  to  refer  it,  and  he  points 
out,  in  reply  to  the  objection,  that  if  it  went  to  the  Privy 
Council  there  was  no  provisional  arrangement  between  the 
two  Governments,  that  the  provisional  agreement  between 
them  was  still  in  existence.  He  asks  to  have  the  same  joint 
authority  maintained ;  he  asks  that  the  country  shall  be 
governed  in  the  meantime  in  a  certain  specified  manner, 
and  ho  simplifies  the  whole  question,  so  that  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  here  while  the  matter  is  pending  before  the 
Privy  Council.  In  paragraph  24  I  find  this  : 

“  They  heartily  wish  that  the  proposal  urged  by  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  1872,  for  a  submission  to  the  judicial  committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  had  been  accepted  by  Ontario,  and  they  cannot  but  at¬ 
tribute  much  of  the  inconvenience  and  delay  alleged  in  your  despatch 
to  have  occurred  to  the  refusal  of  Ontario  to  unite  in  such  a 
submission.” 

Every  word  of  this  was  true.  Then  he  says  in  paragraph  25  : 

‘ 1  To  the  arbitration  of  1874  His  Excellency’s  Government  was  unable, 
for  the  reasons  assigned,  to  give  tbeir  adhesion  ;  but,  with  Ontario,  they 
believed  it  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the  dispute  should  be 
settled,  and  they  will  be  anxious  to  further  in  every  way  in  their  power 
the  submission  of  the  question  either  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  or 
to  an  eminent  legal  functionary,  to  be  mutually  agreed  upon  ;  or,  if  it 
be  preferred  by  the  two  Provinces  ol  Ontario  and  Manitoba,  to  the 
judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  although  His  Excellency’s 
advisers  would  prefer  that  it  should  be  decided  in  Canada,  either  by  the 
high  legal  functionary,  as  suggested,  or  by  the  Supreme  Court,  with  the 
right  of  applying  to  the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council  for  an 
appeal  to  the  Queen  from  any  decision  which  may  be  arrived  at,  should 
either  Province  desire  it." 

So  you  see  that  they  still  continued  to  desire  to  have  the 
question  settled  by  the  Privy  Council.  Then,  in  paragraph 
29  of  this  report,  we  have  this : 

“  The  assumption,  in  your  despatch,  that  the  conventional  boundary 
terminated  on  the  3rd  August,  1878,  the  date  of  the  award  referred  to, 
seems  to  be  without  foundation :  but  if  the  conventional  line  is  to  be 
considered  as  having  been  then  abrogated,  it  must  be  considered  as  at 
an  end  for  all  purposes,  leaving  both  parties  to  assert  their  own  rights 
in  reference  to  all  the  questions  involved.” 

So,  you  see  that  this  Government,  through  its  Secretary  of 
State,  offered  to  continue  to  enforce  the  agreement  between 
Mr.  Mackenzie  and  Mr,  Mowat  in  all  its  details,  and  they 
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further  desired  that  the  country  should  be  governed  by  the 
appointment  of  certain  judicial  officers,  so  that  the  excuse 
which  Mr.  Mowat  made,  that  they  could  not  agree  on  any 
arrangements,  was  a  flimsy  answer  to  a  document  which 
showed  clearly  what  this  Government  desired  to  do 
on  that  question  It  finally  winds  up  in  this  way  :j 

“  As  regards  the  government  of  the  country  and  the  enforcement  of 
law  and  order  in  the  mean  time,  it  was  intimated  to  Mr.  Mowat,  at  the 
interview  above  referred  to,  that  the  Government  of  the  Dominion 
would  be  ready  to  agree  to  such  measures  as  were  necessary  to  prevent 
confusion  in  these  important  respects.  The  suggestion  was.  then  made, 
that  all  justices  of  the  peace  residing  in  the  disputed  territory  should 
receive  commissions  from  both  Ontario  and  Manitoba,  and  that  all  the 
judges  of  Ontario  and  all  the  judges  of  Manitoba  should  be  put  in  a 
joint  commission  as  regards  the  disputed  territory.  The  laws  of  Ontario 
and  Manitoba  being  alike  in  most  respects,  no  confusion  would  probably 
arise.  That  in  criminal  cases  the  Act  43  Vic.,  chap.  36,  had  made,  it  was 
thought,  satisfactory  provision  ;  or  if  there  was  anything  deficient  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  would  be  ready  to  ask  Parliament  to  sup¬ 
ply  it.  That  where  there  was  found  to  be  a  practical  difference  between 
the  laws  of  Ontario  and  those  of  Manitoba,  the  Government  ot  the 
Dominion  would  use  its  good  offices  with  the  Government  of  Manitoba 
to  induce  them  to  consent  that  the  law  to  be  administered  should  be 
that  of  Ontario,  as  regards  all  matters  of  provincial  jurisdiction,  until 
the  legal  limits  of  both  Provinces  should  be  finally  ascertained.” 

I  have  shown  that  the  Government  of  this  Dominion,  the 
present  Government,  not  only  desired  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Privy  Council,  but  met  Mr.  Mowat  on  fair  and 
reasonable  terms,  in  order  to  have  that  question  settled 
finally  and  forever.  What  answer  was  given  to  that  pro¬ 
posal  ?  The  answer  was  given  by  Mr.  Mowat  in  a  very 
petulant  manner.  The  concluding  portion  of  the  report 
which  was  sent  to  this  Government  on  the  18th  of  February, 
1882,  contains  the  following  language,  which  goes  to  show 
that  the  course  which  the  Ontario  Government  wished  to 
pursue  was,  only  to  have  the  award  ratified.  They  would 
agree  to  nothing,  except  to  take  the  award,  had  as  it  was, 
and  bad  as  it  was  pronounced  to  be  by  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  in  1882.  Mr.  Mowat  says  : 

“But  I  am  advised  that  no  provisional  arrangement  would  be  so 
satisfactory,  or  so  beneficial  to  the  development  or  settlement  of  tlie 
territory,  the  maintenance  of  order,  and  the  due  administration  of 
justice  therein,  as  the  just  course  of  obtaining,  without  further  delay, 
by  "roper  legislation  from  the  Federal  Parliament  and  the  Legislature 
of  Manitoba,  the  recognition  of  the  award  as  the  final  adjustment  of  the 
boundaries  of  thi3  Province.  The  evils  already  endured  are  beyond 
recall,  but  the  continuance  or  aggravation  of  them  from  this  time  for¬ 
ward  is  in  the  hands  of  your  Government, 

That,  Sir,  was  the  answer  made  by  Mr.  Mowat;  he  was 
determined  to  take  the  right  hon.  gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  by  the  throat,  and  to  say :  Unless  you 
agree  to  my  terms  and  ratify  the  award  unconditionally,  I 
will  have  nothing  to  do  with  you.  This  Parliament,  in 
1882,  as  1  have  already  said,  passed  a  resolution  agreeing  to 
refer  the  whole  matter,  and  to  make  conditional  arrange¬ 
ments  in  the  meantime.  On  the  4th  of  April,  1882,  Mr. 
Plumb  moved  the  following  resolution  : — 

“  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  expedient  that  the  western 
and  northern  boundaries  of  Ontario  should  be  finally  settled  by  reference 
t  to,  and  an  authorative  decision  by  either  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada, 
or  the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council  in  Great  Britain,  or  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  first  place,  subject  to  a  final  submission  to 
the  judicial  committee,  as  the  Province  of  Ontario  may  choose;  that 
such  decision  should  be  obtained  either  on  appeal  in  a  friendly  action 
brought  for  the  purpose,  or  by  reference  to  the  said  courts,  or  either  or 
both  of  them,  by  Her  Majesty,  under  the  powers  conferred  upon  Her  by 
the  Imperial  and  Canadian  Parliaments,  as  the  Government  of  Ontario 
may  prefer ;  and  that  the  said  reference  should  be  based  on  the  evidence 
collected  and  printed,  with  any  additional  documentary  evidence,  if 
such  there  is,  and  that,  pending  the  reference,  the  administration  of  the 
the  lands  shall  be  entrusted  to  a  joint  commission,  appointed  by  the 
Governments  of  Canada  and  Ontario.” 

So  you  will  see  that  having  ascertained  that  Mr.  Mowat’s 
Government  refused  to  accept  the  proposition  contained  in 
the  document  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  of  the  2*7 th  January, 
1882,  that  Government  having  x*efused  to  accept  the  propo¬ 
sition  to  establish  the  conventional  agreement  made  be¬ 
tween  Mr.  Mowat  and  Mr.  Mackenzie,  having  refused  to 
entertain  any  proposition  whatever,  this  House,  knowing 


that  the  award  was  illegal,  knowing  from  so  high  an  autho¬ 
rity  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  the  award  was  not 
a  legal  and  binding  award,  and  having  heard  from  all  who 
knew  anything  about  the  question  that  the  award  was  not 
a  legal  and  binding  award,  this  House,  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion,  in  the  exercise  of  its  rights  and  privileges  as  the 
trustee  and  guardian  of  the  people  of  the  Dominion,  passed 
a  resolution  declaring  that  they  were  desirous  of  having  tho 
question  settled  finally  and  forever  by  a  tribunal,  and  in  the 
mean  time  that  the  disputed  territory  should  be  left  untram¬ 
melled  and  unencumbered.  But  to  that  proposition  Mr. 
Mowat  turned  a  deaf  ear.  Then,  we  find  that  a  communi¬ 
cation  was  sent  on  the  2nd  September,  1882,  from  the  Hon. 
Hector  L .  Langevin,  for  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Ontario,  in  which  he  encloses  the  resolution 
passed  by  this  House,  and  points  out  that  it  was  carried  by 
a  large  majority  of  the  House,  116  yeas  against  44  nays,  and 
goes  on  to  say  : 

“  His  Excellency  desires  me  to  invite  the  attention  of  your  Govern¬ 
ment  to  this  unmistakable  expression  of  opinion  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people  of  the  Dominion,  and  further  to  state  that  his  Ministers  are 
not  only  prepared  but  anxious  to  make  all  necessary  arrangements  in 
connection  with  the  Government  of  Ontario,  for  giving  effect  to  such 
resolutions  with  all  convenient  speed.” 

So,  I  think  the  House  must  be  satisfied,  so  far  as  this .  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  concerned,  that'  from  1878  down  to  1882  they 
were  desirous  of  having  the  matter  fairly  settled  by  the 
Privy  Council.  The  Government  of  Ontario  were  asked  to 
give  an  answer  to  this  communication.  Well,  what  do  we 
find  ?  On  the  2nd  of  September,  1882,  Mr.  Mowat  replies, 
and  in  a  very  petulant  manner,  says  :  What  do  I  care  about 
your  resolution  ?  It  was  passed  by  a  majority  from  the 
different  Provinces;  you  had  not  a  majority  of  those 
who  alone  should  properly  vote  on  that  resolution.  In  that 
communication  he  held  by  the  statement  made  by  him  on 
the  floor  of  Parliament,  that  Ontario  had  not  got  her  just 
dgserts,  and  that  the  boundary  ought  to  extend  to  the  Eocky 
Mountains.  He  says : 

“The  despatch  further  mentions,  that  the  resolution  was  passed  by  a 
large  majority  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Commons  (116  to  44)  ; 
and  the  despatch  invites  the  attention  of  this  Government  to  this  un¬ 
mistakable  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons. 

“  The  undersigned  would  respectfully  recommend  that  the  attention 
of  the  Federal  Government  be  in  turn  invited  to  the  fact,  that  resolu¬ 
tions  on  the  same  subject  were  passed  by  the  Ontario  Assembly  in  the 
Legislative  Sessions  of  1880  and  1881,  with  but  one  dissentient  voice  on 
either  occasion,  and  in  the  Session  of  1882,  by  a  majority  of  two  to  one  ; 
and  that  the  attention  of  the  Federal  Government  be  called  to  the  1  un¬ 
mistakable  expression  of  opinion  ’  on  the  part  of  the  representatives  of 
the  people  of  the  Province  which  is  shown  by  the  votes  on  these  reso¬ 
lutions.  The  resolutions  were  promptly  communicated  to  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  have  received  no  attention  from  that  Government.” 

Why,  Sir,  who  voted  for  that  resolution  in  this  Parliament  ? 
We  find  that  47  from  Ontario  voted  in  favor  of  it,  and  23 
against  it.  Surely,  Sir,  those  gentlemen  representing 
Ontario  constituepcies  in  this  Parliament  must  have  known 
that  they  had  just  as  much  right  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  the  Province  ot  Ontario  as  the  members  of  the  Provin¬ 
cial  Legislature.  Mr.  Mowat  pointed  to  the  fact  that  his 
resolution  was  carried  by  a  vote  of  50  against  25,  and  he 
says :  Unless  you  accept  my  proposition  to  ratify  that 
award,  1  shall  advise  my  Government  to  resist  and 
to  take  possession  of  that  territory.  These,  Sir, 
are  the  documents  to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  showing  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Ontario  Government  upon  this  ques¬ 
tion — documents  which,  when  they  are  perused  by  the 
people  of  Ontario,  will  show  that  the  Dominion  Government 
have  acted  consistently  throughout.  Now,  we  find  that  in 
1879,  Mr.  Mowat  ratified  that  award  by  an  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  Mr.  Mowat  first  claimed  that  the  Province  of  Ontario 
had  not  got  her  just  deserts,  that  she  was  in  fact  robbed  by 
the  arbitration,  but  he  next  asked  the  House  to  ratify  the 
award.  The  preamble  of  that  Act  says : 
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,!  And  whereas  the  effect  of  the  said  award  is  to  give  to  this  Province 
less  territory  than  had  been  claimed  on  behalf  of  the  Province,  and  more 
territory  than  the  Government  of  Canada  had  consented  to  be  within 
the  limits  of  the  Province  or  than  was  contained  within  the  provisional 
boundary  line  aforesaid',  and  whereas  by  chapter  28  of  the  Acts  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  passed  in  the 
Session  held  in  the  34th  and  the  35th  years  of  Her  Majesty’s  reign,  and 
intituled  ‘  An  Act  respecting  the  establishment  of  Provinces  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  ’  it  is  enacted  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  may, 
from  time  to  time,  with  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  of  any  Province 
in  the  Dominion,  increase,  diminish,  or  otherwise  alter  the  limits  of  such 
Province,  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  agreed  to  by  the 
said  Legislature,  and  may,  with  the  like  consent,  make  provisions 
respecting  the  effect  and  operation  of  any  such  increase  or  diminutions 
or  alteration  of  territory  in  relation  to  any  Province  affected  thereby  ; 
and  whereas  it  is  proper  that  the  boundaries  determined  by  the  said 
award  be  adopted  and  confirmed——” 

The  Bill  then  enacts  that  the  boundaries  as  declared  by 
the  award  shall  be  accepted  by  the  Province  of  Ontario  as 
the  true  boundaries  of  the  Province.  That,  Sir,  concludes 
the  documentary  evidence  which  we  have  before  us  in  refe¬ 
rence  to  this  question.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  shown  what  was 
the  position  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  by  the  records  of 
the  Ontario  Legislature,  and  I  think  that  hon.  gentlemen, 
after  a  careful  perusal  of  what  I  have  brought  forward,  will 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  Government  acted  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Now,  Sir,  it  was 
contended,  in  1882,  by  myself  and  other  members  of  tlie 
Province  of  Ontario,  as  one  reason  why  the  award  should 
not  be  ratified,  that  that  award  had  not  done  justice  to  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  We  based  the  conclusion  we  arrived 
at,  not  only  on  the  Act  of  Parliament,  in  which  Mr.  Mowat 
declared  that  justice  had  not  been  done  to  Ontario,  but  on 
statements  made  by  him  throughout  the  Province  on  dif¬ 
ferent  occasions,  in  the  Local  Legislature,  and  in  his 
manifestoes  sont  to  this  Government,  all  showing  clearly 
and  conclusively  that  the  Province  of  Ontario  had  not 
been  fairly  dealt  with ;  and,  knowing  that  to  be  the 
fact,  we,  representing  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  this  Legis¬ 
lature,  felt  it  to  be  our  duty,  if  that  award  was  not  a  legal 
and  binding  award,  to  see  that  justice  should  be  done  to 
Ontario,  and  that  it  should  be  ascertained  clearly  and  con¬ 
clusively  whether  or  not  her  western  boundary  did  not 
extend  to  the  Eocky  Mountains,  or  how  far  west  it  did 
extend  beyond  the  point  found  by  the  arbitrators.  Now, 
we  find  that  Mr.  Mowat,  in  1873,  declared  in  his  place  in 
Parliament  that  the  westerly  boundary  of  the  Province 
extended  still  farther  west  than  whatwasfound  subsequently 
by  the  award;  and  Mr.  Caldwell,  in  moving  the  address  in 
answer  to  the  speech  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor,  used  this 
language : 

“  The  north-western  boundary  question  was  of  the  highest  importance, 
it  being  whether  our  western  boundary  was  at  Thunder  Bay  or  some¬ 
where  between  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  or  Lake  Winnipeg,  or  even 
farther  west,  perhaps  as  far  as  the  Rocky  Mountains.  He  thought  that 
anyone  who  looked  into  this  question  could  not  fail  to  see  the  arguments 
for  the  farther  lines  were  correct.” 

I  point  this  out  in  justification  of  the  course  we  pursued,  and 
in  order  to  show  that  Mr.  Mowat  placed  in  the  mouth  of  the 
mover  of  the  address  his  opinion  that  the  westerly  boundary 
extended  as  far  west  as  the  Eocky  Mountains.  Mr.  Mowat 
followed  that  up  by  the  same  contention  before  the  arbitra¬ 
tors.  He  pointed  out  that  the  previous  Minister  of  Crown 
lands,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Cauchon,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Draper,  and  other 
eminent  authorities,  had  concluded  that  the  western  boun- 
daryof  the  Province  extended  to  the  Eocky  Mountains  ; 
and  in  the  case  before  the  arbitrators,  as  published  by  him¬ 
self,  at  page  267,  he  says  : 

“  In  the  present  dispute,  the  claim  of  Ontario  is  to  the  boundaries 
which  were  officially  insisted  upon  by  the  Province  of  Canada  before 
Confederation,  and  by  the  Dominion  afterwards.  It  is  submitted  that 
the  demand  so  made  was  just  and  well-founded.” 

Therefore,  you  will  see,  running  through  all  his  communica¬ 
tions  and  his  state  documents,  his  declaration  is  that  the  west¬ 
ern  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  extended  to  the 
Eocky  Mountains  ;  and  one  object  I  have  in  making  this 
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motion,  is  to  see  what  position  Mr.  Mowat  took  in  his  argument 
before  the  Privy  Council  ;  because  I  am  prepared,  from  his 
own  documents,  to  show  that  he  was  in  favor  of  a  boundary 
farther  west  than  the  Lake  of  the  Woods. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  EYKEEf.  When  the  House  adjourned  I  was  endea¬ 
voring  to  show  one  reason  why  this  Legislature  was  justi¬ 
fied  in  not  accepting  the  award  of  1878.  I  was  endeavoring 
to  show  that  Mr.  Mowat  and  the  Ontario  Government  had 
always  contended  that  the  boundaries  of  Ontario  extended 
to  the  Eocky  Mountains  ;  I  pointed  out  that,  throughout 
all  documents  submitted  by  Mr.  Mowat  to  the  arbitrators, 
according  to  every  official  document  submitted  by  the 
Ontario  Government  to  this  Government  and  the  resolu¬ 
tions  passed  by  the  Ontario  Legislature  in  1880,  1881,  1882, 
1883,  the  fact  is  clearly  pointed  out  that  the  western  boundary 
of  Ontario  extends  to  the  Eocky  Mountains.  If  such  be 
the  case,  if  Mr.  Mowat  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  were  justified  in  their  contention,  in  1882  ;  if  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  took  the  right  view  of  the  case 
in  the  reports  submitted  by  him  to  the  Mowat  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  in  the  pamphlet  he  published — if  they  were 
correct,  this  House  was  amply  justified  in  refusing  to  accept 
an  award  which  they  knew  to  be  illegal.  I  quoted  from  a 
paragraph  in  the  speech  made  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  in  moving 
the  address,  in  1873,  in  which  he  pointed  out  the  fact  that 
the  boundaries  of  Ontario  extended  west  of  the  Eocky 
Mountains.  I  find  also  that  in  the  case  submitted  to  the 
arbitrators,  as  published  in  these  official  documents,  that  Mr. 
Mowat  used  the  following  language  : 

“In  the  present  dispnte  the  claim  of  Ontario  is  to  the  boundaries  which 
were  officially  insisted  upon  by  the  Province  of  Canada  before  Confede¬ 
ration  and  by  the  Dominion  afterwards.  It  is  submitted  that  the  demand 
so  made  was  just  and  well-founded.” 

I  find  also  in  a  report  of  the  proceedings  before  the  arbi¬ 
trators,  in  1878,  as  reported  in  the  Globe ,  that  Mr.  Mowat 
used  the  following  language : 

“  He  argued  that  Ontario  had  the  same  limits  as  Upper  Canada,  and  the 
9ame  limits  as,  west  of  the  division  line  between  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada.  The  Province  of  Canada  had  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada  had 
before  its  purchase  of  the  rights  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company.  In  the 
present  dispute  the  claim  of  Ontario  is  to  the  boundaries  which  were  offi¬ 
cially  insisted  upon  by  the  Province  of  Canada  before  Confederation  and 
by  the  Dominion  afterwards  It  is  submitted  that  the  demand  so  made 
was  just  and  well-founded.” 

Then  he  quoted  from  an  official  paper  of  the  Hon.  Mr; 
Cauchon,  Commissioner  of  Crown  Lands,  in  the  year  1857, 
in  which  ho  claimed : 

“That  the  westerly  boundary  of  the  Province  extended  as  far  as  the 
British  territory,  not  otherwise  organized,  would  carry  it,  which  would 
be  to  the  Pacific.’  ’ 

Then  we  find  that  in  the  speech  he  made  in  the  town  of 
Woodstock,  in  addressing  his  constituency,  Mr.  Mow  at  there 
contended  for  the  same  boundary.  On  18th  December,  1878, 
he  used  this  language  : 

“Little  progress  has  been  made  towards  the  solution  of  the  problem 
(the  western  boundary)  before  the  Blake  Government  came  into  power, 
but  immediately  upon  his  assuming  the  reins  of  office  (1874)  betook 
steps  for  the  settlement.  I  succeeded  him  in  the  work.  Some  of  the 
questions  involved  in  con'roversy  had  been  in  dispute  for  centuries. 
*  *  *  *  Among  the  important  questions  which  the  Government  of 
Ontario  had  to  deal  with  since  Confederation,  none  was  of  greater 
moment,  to  us,  as  regards  our  future  welfare,  than  this  question  of  the 
boundary  between  the  Provinces.” 

Mr.  Mowat,  having  expressed  those  views  in  1878,  still 
adhered  to  them  throughout  all  the  official  documents  he  sent 
this  Government.  At  page  307  of  the  official  documents 
which  contains  the  argument  before  the  arbitrators,  he  said  : 

“  But  I  shall  show,  that  if  I  had  no  presumption  in  my  favor,  the  con¬ 
clusion,  which  I  desire  the  arbitrators  to  arrive  at  are  the  conclusions 
which  they  cannot  but  arrive  at  in  view  of  all  the  facts.” 
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That  shows  that  Mr.  Mowat  still  continued  to  be  influenced 
by  the  opinion  that  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  extended 
to  the  Eocky  Mountains ;  and  in  everyone  of  his  official 
despatches  you  will  find,  in  one  clause  or  another,  reference 
to  this  fact.  You  will  find,  in  an  official  despatch  of  23rd 
September,  1879  : 

“Further, the  territory  so  awarded  to  Ontariois  less  than  was  comprised 
in  Upper  Canada,  according  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  Que¬ 
bec  Act  (1774),  as  shown  by  its  recitals,  and  by  its  known  objects  and 
its  history,  including  the  proceedings  thereon  iu  the  House  of  Commons, 
as  reported  in  Cavendish’s  debates,  and  as  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  the 
Right  Hon.  Edmund  Rurke,  dated  2nd  August,  1774,  to  his  constituents, 
the  Province  of  New  York,  whose  agent  he  was  at  the  time.  All  these 
documents  are  to  be  found  among  the  printed  documents  already 
mentioned.” 

Then  we  find,  in  a  resolution  moved  by  himself,  moved 
in  the  Local  Legislature,  3rd  March,  1880,  and  among  the 
recitals  of  that  resolution  are  the  following  : 

“  That  on  the  16th  January,  1869,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion, 
through  its  representatives,  contended  before  Her  Majesty’s  Imperial 
Government,  that  the  western  boundary  ‘extended  to,  and  included  the 
country  between  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and  the  Red  River,’  and  that 
the  northern  boundary  included  ‘the  whole  region  of  Hudson’s  Bay 
that  the  boundaries  then  claimed  by  the  Government  of  the  Dominion, 
on  behalf  of  Canada,  as  against  the  pretentions  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company,  would,  on  the  same  grounds,  be  the  boundaries  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  would  give  to  Ontario  a  territory  vastly  in 
excess  of  that  embraced  in  the  award  of  the  arbitrators.” 

In  1882  we  find  also  one  of  his  resolutions  declaring": 

“  That  the  award  has  assigned  to  Ontario  less  territory  than  His  Ex¬ 
cellency’s  present  advisers  as  well  as  previous  Canadian  Governments, 
had,  in  other  contentions,  invariably  claimed  to  lie  within  this 
Province.” 

Every  thing  points  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Mowat,  from  the 
commencement,  was  of  the .  opinion  that  the  western 
boundary  would  extend  to  the  Eocky  Mountains.  Now,  I 
propose  to  discuss  very  briefly  the  question  as  to  who  is 
responsible  for  all  this  delay.  It  has  been  frequently 
charged  in  this  House,  and  more  frequently  in  the  Ontario 
Legislature,  that  the  Dominion  Government,  under  the 
leadership  of  the  right  hon.  member  for  Carleton  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  has  been  and  is  responsible  for 
all  the  delays  which  have  occurred.  I  think  those 
hon.  gentlemen  who  recollect  the  quotations  I  made  before 
recess  will  come  to  the  conclusion,  after  a  careful  analysis 
of  them,  that  the  delays  were  due  to  Mr.  Mowat’s  Admin¬ 
istration.  I  think  I  can  show,  by  a  recapitulation  of  what  I 
have  placed  before  the  House,  that  Mr.  Mowat  alone  is 
responsible  for  the  delay.  The  first  official  document  between 
the  two  Governments  was  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman,  the  Premier,  in  May,  1872. 
That  document  was  formulated  by  an  Order  in  Council  of 
16th  May,  1872,  which  urged  strongly  upon  the  Ontario 
Government  the  advisability  of  referring  the  question  to  the 
Privy  Council ;  in  December,  1873,  as  I  have  shown,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  asked  Mr.  Mowat’s  Government 
for  an  answer  to  the  question  submitted  by  the  preceding 
Dominion  Government,  as  to  whether  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment  would  consent  to  a  reference  to  the  Privy  Council,  but 
no  answer  was  obtained;  in  January,  1874,  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  Ontario,  in  a  speech  from  the  Throne,  promised 
to  give  the  matter  his  careful  consideration,  and  during  the 
Session  of  1874  a  resolution  of  Mr.  Mowat’s  was  passed  by 
the  Ontario  Legislature  agreeing  to  refer  the  whole 
matter  to  the  Privy  Council  or  to  an  arbitration,  as 
the  Governor  in  Council  might  think  best;'  in  June,  1874, 
an  agreement  was  made  between  the  two  Governments, 
providing  for  proper  government  of  the  disputed  territory 
pending  the  decision.  In  November,  1874,  Mr.  Crooks 
offered  to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitration.  Mr.  Mackenzie 
agreed  to  this,  and  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed,  also 
agreeing  that  there  should  bo  concurrent  legislation.  I 
have  shown  the  difference  between  the  two  Orders  in 
Council,  the  one  agreeing  to  ratify  the  award  to  be  made, 
the  other  to  ratify  an  award  when  made.  In  1874  the 


Government  promised  the  Legislature  that  the  whole  matter 
should  be  settled  by  1875  ;  in  1875  nothing  was  done.  Who 
was  responsible?  The  Government  of  Ontario  was  in 
accord  with  the  Government  of  the  Dominion.  In  1876  the 
same  two  Governments  were  in  power,  but  still  nothing  was 
done.  In  1877  a  chango  of  arbitrators  was  ruado,  and  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  tells  us  the  whole  matter  will  be  settled 
in  a  few  months.  In  August,  1878,  tho  award  was  made  -so 
that  between  September,  1873,  and  August,  1878,  nothing  of 
consequence  towards  sottling  the  question  of  the  western 
boundary  was  done  eithor  by  the  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion  or  the  Mowat  Government.  Thus,  for  a  delay 
of  nearly  five  years,  the  Mackenzie  Government  and 
the  Mowat  Administration  are  responsible,  while  this 
Government  is  charged  for  tho  delay  in  enforcing  the 
award,  because  they  chose,  in  1880,  to  enquiro  into  the  whole 
case  and  ascertain  whether  the  award  was  legal  or  not* 
Now,  if  Mr.  Mowat  had  been  sincere  in  the  agreement  which 
he  male  with  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  he  would 
have  insisted  upon  an  Act  being  passed  here  simultaneously 
with  his  own  Act  of  Parliament,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Orders  in  Council.  If  he  had  been  sincere 
he  would  have  told  the  House  why  the  Mackenzie  Govern¬ 
ment  did  not  sanction  that  award  in  advance.  Mr.  Mowat 
invariably  kept  that  from  the  Legislature  ;  he  kept  them 
in  ignorance,  and  very  few  persons  except  those  who  were 
in  Parliament  knew  anything  about  it.  Almost  every  one 
else  believed  that  concurrent  legislation  had  taken  place, 
but  we  now  know  why  it  did  not  take  place.  We  know  that 
Mr.  Mowat,  in  1882,  refused  to  accept  a  proposition  made  by 
the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Government.  Tnat  pro¬ 
position,  as  I  have  pointed  out  to  the  House,  was  a  most 
reasonable  one.  It  not  only  endorsed  and  ratified  the 
agreement  made  with  the  Mowat  Government  by  the 
Mackenzie  Government,  wh’le  the  question  was  being 
decided,  but  in  every  way  the  Dominion  Premier  offered  to 
meet  Mr.  Mowat  half  way.  But  that  the  latter  refused  to 
do.  He  passed  resolution  after  resolution,  affirming 
the  decision  of  his  Government,  that  the  award 
should  be  ratified  and  nothing  more.  He  would  not 
consent  to  any  reference,  and  upon  flimsy  pretexts  of  one 
kind  and  the  other,  he  tells  Parliament  that  it  is  humili¬ 
ating  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  agree  to  a  second 
reference,  because  it  would  be  giving  to  the  leader  of  this 
Government  an  opportunity  of  crawling  out  of  it.  But  I 
think  the  whole  question  is  answered  by  a  dispatch  from 
Mr.  Mowat,  which  we  find  at  page  464  of  this  official  docu¬ 
ment.  This  also  is  in  keeping  with  and  accords  with 
the  views  expressed  by  the  hoD.  member  for  Bothwell,  in 
which  he  declared  that  we  were  acting  as  the  enemies  of 
Ontario,  and  that  we  would  get  the  enemies’  reward.  He 
anticipated  the  general  election.  He  looked  to  that  tribunal 
of  the  people  which  was  to  destroy  the  presont  leader  of 
the  Government.  And  Mr.  Mowat,  anticipating,  of  course, 
the  same  result,  got  a  little  bold  in  one  of  his  documents, 
and  refused,  after  various  pretexts  of  one  kind  or  the 
another,  to  be  bound  by  any  proposition  made  by  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Government,  and  he  finally  lets  the  cat  out  of  the  bag 
by  showing  that  ho  anticipated  a  change  of  Government. 
Deferring  to  the  provisional  agreement,  he  says  : 

“  A  reference  to  tlie  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  or  to 
any  other  tribunal,  would  involve  much  loss  of  time;  and  meanwhile 
the  advices  received  from  the  territory  indicate  that  the  timber  therein 
is  being  destroyed  ;  that  enormous  quantities  of  it  are  being  practically 
lost  to  the  Province  ;  aad  that  the  development  of  the  territory  is  ar¬ 
rested,  to  the  permanent  injury  of  this  Province,  by  the  continued  ab¬ 
sence  of  undisputed  authority  to  enforce  order,  administer  justice,  and 
grant  titles.” 

Now,  whea  he  penned  that  document,  he  showed  how 
economical  he  was  of  the  truth.  Hu  knew  right  well  that 
the  leader  of  this  Government  had  officially  declared  that 
they  considered  the  agreement  then  in  force  which  Mr. 
Mackenzie  had  made  with  Mr,  Mowat,  and  Mr.  Mousseau’a 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


Marcs  9, 


dispatch  points  out  that  the  Government  desires  that 
agreement  to  be  still  enforced,  and  in  the  meantime  to  give 
to  the  Government  of  the  Province  some  joint  authority 
satisfactory  to  the  Governments  of  both  Provinces.  He 
goes  on  further : 

“  Without  such  provisional  arrangements,  this  Province  may  as  well 
wait  for  the  confirmation  of  the  award,  which  (so  far  as  concerns  the 
rights  and  powers  still  remaining  to  the  Dominion),  my  Government 
confidently  expect  from  another  Parliament,  as  go  to  the  expense  and 
have  the  unavoidable  delay  of  a  second  litigation.” 

There  he  anticipated  a  defeat  of  the  present  Government. 
That  was  predicted  by  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition. 
Ho  was  anxious  to  appeal  to  the  tribunal  of  the  people ;  he 
did  appeal  to  the  tribunal  of  the  people,  and  there  is  the 
result.  Anyone  who  will  carefully  peruse  these  official 
documents  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  delay  has 
been  occasioned  by  Mr.  Mowat  himself.  Mr.  Mowat,  upon 
several  occasions,  as  I  said,  made  statements  in  the  Legis¬ 
lature  which  are  not  corroborated  by  his  own  official  docu¬ 
ments.  Whether  they  were  made  designedly  to  deceive 
the  people,  or  in  ignorance  of  the  true  state  of  the  facts,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  ;  but  I  may  safely  say  that  he  for¬ 
got  what  his  official  documents  contained,  what  the  true 
record,  as  laid  before  the  people,  was.  On  the  27th  January, 
1882,  Ihe  Globe  gives  Mr.  Mowat’s  speech,  and  I  have  the 
Globe  itself  in  my  desk,  if  anyone  doubts  the  truth  of  what 
1  assert,  for  I  have  come  charged  and  primed  with  official 
documents.  Mr.  Mowat,  in  his  speech  in  the  Legislature, 
says  : — 

“  A  reference  to  the  Privy  Council  has  not  been  proposed  to  us  yet. 
Ii  is  true  Minist°rs  have  expressed  opinions  io  favor  of  that  mode  of 
settlement,  but  a  reference  to  the  Privy  Council  cannot  be  had  without 
a  consent  as  to  the  facts  and  the  material  on  which  they  would  decide 
the  question.” 

He  says  that  no  reference  was  ever  yet  proposed  to  him.  I 
have  read  the  official  document  of  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  of  the  16th  of  May, 1872,  and  I  have  also  read — and  per¬ 
haps  it  will  do  no  harm  to  read  it  again— -a  resolution 
moved  by  Mr.  Mowat  himself,  to  see  if  it  is  true  that  no 
proposition  had  ever  been  made  to  them.  On  the  23rd 
March,  1874,  Mr.  Mowat  moved: 

“  That  this  House  approves  of  the  reference  of  the  question  of  the 
western  boundary  of  this  Province  to  arbitration,  or  to  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil,  according  as  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council  shall  see  fit.” 

So  you  will  see  that  Mr.  Mowat  states,  in  reference  to  the 
proposed  reference  to  the  Privy  Council,  what  is,  in  my 
opinion,  quite  at  variance  with  the  fact.  He  also  puts  in 
the  mouth  of  the  mover  of  the  Address  language  which 
shows  conclusively  that  Mr.  Mowat  was  mistaken  when  he 
said  that  no  pi  oposal  of  the  kind  had  been  made  to  him. 
Mr.  Caldwell,  in  moving  the  Address,  on  the  10th  January, 
1873,  said : 

“  He  felt  satisfied  that,  when  the  question  was  further  ventilated  by  a 
perusal  of  the  archives  in  Paris  and  London,  we  could  not  fail  to  suc¬ 
ceed  before  the  Privy  Council,  before  which  the  case  would,  he  hoped, 
goon  come.” 

It  is  generally  understood  that  the  mover  of  an  Address, 
in  speaking  in  Parliament  upon  the  Address,  speaks 
authoritatively,  and  Mr.  Caldwell  said  this  would  shortly 
go  before  the  Privy  Council.  He  must  have  spoken  by  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Mowat.  I  am  justified  in  that  statement, 
because,  on  the  23rd  March  following,  Mr.  Mowat  moved  a 
resolution  to  refer  it  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  yet  he  tells 
us  that  the  question  had  not  been  submitted  to  him.  I  do 
not  know  if  this  House  wants  more  evidence  upon  that 
point  to  satisfy  it  that  Mr.  Mowat  knew  that  the  Dominion 
Government  was  in  favor  of  going  to  the  Privy  Council, 
before  he  was  forced  at  last  by  Mr.  Miller  to  come  to  terms. 
We  have  also  some  other  references  which  will  go  to  show 
in  what  an  extraordinary  manner  these  gentlemen  have 
acted.  We  find,  in  January,  1883,  the  Globe  made  use  of 
these  words : 
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“  Mr.  Mowat,  long  ago,  consented  to  have  the  boundary  question  flub= 
mitted  to  the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council.” 

And  yet  Mr.  Mowat  said  that  he  never  heard  of  it,  and  that 
no  such  proposition  was  made  to'  him.  On  3rd  January, 
1883,  according  to  the  Globe,  Mr.  Mowat,  at  the  Reform 
convention  in  Toronto,  made  use  of  this  extraordinary 
language,  which  shows  that  his  memory  was  at  fault : 

“The  suggestion  has  been  made  that  the  matter  should  be  left  to  the 
Privy  Council.  That  proposition  has,  to  some  persons,  a  look  of  equity 
and  reason  which  is  on  the  surface  only.  If  I  were  to  accede  to  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  leave  tbe  matter  to  the  Privy  Council,  not  only  would  I  be 
acceding  to  that  which  it  was  unjust  to  demand,  not  only  would  1  be 
putting  this  Province  to  an  expense  to  which  it  ought  not  to  be  sub¬ 
jected,  but  I  would  really  be  enabling  the  Dominion  Government  to 
delay  indefinitely  any  settlement  at  all.” 

So  you  will  see  that  he  always  refers  to  the  Privy  Council, 
notwithstanding  his  plea  made  upon  the  floor  or  Parliament. 
Those  who  know  anything  at  all  about  the  affairs  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  will  recollect  that  in  the  Session  of 
1880  Mr.  Mowat  voted  the  sum  of  $10,000  for  the  purpose 
of  paying  the  expenses  of  a  trial  before  the  Privy  Council. 
Then,  Sir,  no  later  than  the  29th  January,  1885,  Mr.  Mowat 
delivered  one  of  those  beautiful  diatribes  of  his  against  this 
Government,  endeavoring  to  stir  up  a  feeling  of  Province 
against  Province,  and  raising  the  animosity  of  the  people 
of  Ontario  against  the  people  of  Quebec  and  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  in  his  anxiety  to  create  capital  for  his  party  at 
the  next  general  election,  and  he  made  another  violent 
speech,  an  extract  from  which  I  will  read  : 

“  The  question  of  arbitration  wag  accepted  by  the  people’s  represen¬ 
tatives  and  they  were  never  called  upon  to  express  an  opinion  in  regard 
to  leaving  that  to  the  Privy  Council.” 

Now,  Sir,  this  speech  was  made  no  later  than  six  weeks  ago, 
wherein  he  affirms  that  no  proposition  was  ever  made  to 
leave  it  to  the  Privy  Council,  that  Parliament  never  con¬ 
sidered  it,  and  that,  too,  in  the  face  of  his  own  resolution 
that  I  have  read.  Yet  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  applaud  that  kind  of  thing;  I  suppose  they  will  say 
that  it  is  all  right,  but  1  say  it  is  consistent  with  Mr. 
Mowat’s  whole  course  of  vacillation  throughout,  a  determi¬ 
nation  to  throw  the  odium  upon  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment,  to  stir  up  a  feeling  of  antagonism  against  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  in  order  by  that  means  to  affect  the  seats 
of  members  from  that  Province  in  this  Legislature.  That 
is  his  whole  desire  and  hope,  and  I  think  any  impartial 
mind  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Mowat  has 
displayed  an  unusual  amount  of  hypocrisy  upon  this 
whole  question.  Now,  I  will  ask,  did  Mr.  Mowat  or  Mr. 
Mackenzie  ever  intend  to  ratify  the  award?  We  have  seen, 
in  the  quotation  from  the  Globe,  which  I  read  before  recess, 
and  which  I  read  two  years  ago  in  this  Parliament,  that  Mr. 
Mackenzie  reserved  to  himself  the  right  to  accept  or  reject 
the  award,  as  he  thought  fit.  Mr.  Mowat  had  himself 
contended  that  legislation  of  a  concurrent  character  should 
be  passed,  and  that  both  Governments  should  be  bound  to 
accept  the  award,  no  matter  what  it  was.  Mr.  Mowat  led 
Parliament  to  believe  that  both  Legislatures  were  agreed 
upon  that  point.  They  went  through  the  miserable  formula 
of  passing  Orders  in  Council,  they  procured  an  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament  ratifying  an  award  to  be  made,  and  yet  Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie  quietly  sits  by  and  allows  the  arbitration  to  go  on. 
For  what  reason,  Sir  ?  Because  he  felt  the  importance  of 
being  able  to  accept  or  reject  the  award.  I  quoted  a  short 
time  ago  what  they  had  agreed  to  do,  and  pointed  to  the 
Order  in  Council  by  which  there  should  be  concurrent  legis¬ 
lation.  Now,  I  find,  as  I  pointed  out  to  the  House,  that 
there  is  a  discrepancy  between  the  two  Orders  in  Council ; 
the  one  refers  to  the  award  that  may  be  made,  and  the  other 
to  tbe  award  when  made.  If  any  person  wants  to  be  satisfied 
as  regards  the  position  which  those  gentlemen  occupied,  they 
have  only  to  refer  to  the  debates  in  the  Local  Legislature, 
and  also  to  an  editorial  in  their  own  organ.  In  a  speech 
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made  by  Mr.  Meredith,  on  the  27th  January,  1882,  he  made 
this  statement : 

“An  important  admission  had  been  made  by  the  member  for  North 
Brant  (Mr.  Young)  who  was  in  the  confidence  of  the  Government  at 
Ottawa.  This  member  had  said  the  Government  (Mackenzie)  were  either 
afraid  of  being  embarrassed  by  the  votes  of  the  representatives  of  Que¬ 
bec,  or  that  they  did  not  think  it  was  proper  to  bind  a  subsequent  Par¬ 
liament  by  the  ratification  in  advance  of  that  award.’’ 

That  is  the  statement  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
in  the  presence  of  the  leader  of  the  Government,  and  not  a 
single  word  was  said  in  opposition  to  it.  The  Globe  of 
10th  July,  1883,  says  : 

'“Mr.  Mackenzie,  however,  decided  to  wait  until  he  knew  what  the 
award  was  before  it  was  confirmed.” 

And  yet,  in  the  face  of  that  opinion  of  their  own  Govern¬ 
ment,  these  gentlemen  contend  that  this  Government  should 
ratify  the  award  immediately,  no  matter  what  the  award 
was.  And  again,  on  the  8th  March,  1882 : 

“  Mr.  Meredith  charged  Mr.  Mowat  and  his  party  with  delay,  and 
openly  told  them  that  he  (Mr.  Mowat)  had  admitted  that  he  requested 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  when  in  power,  to  pass  an  Act  in  advance  of  the  ratifi¬ 
cation  of  that  decision,  and  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  refused  to  do  so.” 

But,  Sir,  Mr.  Mowat  never  submitted  that  fact  to  the  Parlia  . 
ment  of  Ontario.  He  never  told  them  that  he  asked  Mr* 
Mackenzie  to  pass  an  Act  ratifying  the  award  in  accordance 
with  the  proposition  of  the  Order  in  Council.  Now  we 
have  a  report  of  the  speech  made  by  Mr.  Mowat  upon  that 
occasion,  which,  I  think,  will  satisfy  any  unprejudiced  mind 
—and  which,  I  hope,  will  satisfy  some  of  the  prejudiced 
minds  opposite — that  Mr.  Mowat  never  intended  that  Mr. 
Mackenzie  should  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  ratifying  the 
award ;  that  his  passing  that  Order  in  Council  was  a  mere 
empty  sham,  and  that  he  was  shamming  when  he  passed  an 
Act  of  Parliament  confirming  the  award,  because  he  knew 
Mr.  Mackenzie  never  intended  to  do  so.  Now,  I  have  here 
a  speech  of  Mr.  Mowat*  I  think  it  is  important  that  we 
should  know  exactly  what  Mr.  Mowat’s  opinions  were  upon 
this  question,  how  fairly  he  acted  towards  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  how  he  treats  this  Government  and  this  Par¬ 
liament.  He  said : 

“  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Meredith)  is  willing  to  lose  half  of  our  Province 
rather  than  resist  the  illegal  acts  of  the  Dominion  The  hon.  member 
(Merediih)  had  said  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  to  blame  for  not  passing  an 
Act  confirming  the  award  prior  to  the,  conclusion.  He  had  also  said  that 
the  award  when  made  was  subject  to  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  He 
thought  he  was  reduced  to  hard  straits  when  he  took  such  ground  as 
that.  Governments  did  not  pass  Acts  to  confirm  awards  yet  to  be  made, 
but  they  always  did  immediately  after  the  award  was  reached.” 

It  seems  rather  novel  that  Mr.  Mowat  should  make  such  a 
speech,  in  the  face  of  his  own  Act  of  Parliament,  of  1879, 
which  confirmed  the  award.  The  Act  of  Parliament  of 
December,  1874,  conclusively  shows  that  Mr.  Mowat  did 
ratify  the  award  in  advance.  Yet  he  says,  in  his  speech, 
that  “  No  Government  ever  does  pass  an  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament  confirming  an  award  to  be  made.”  He  goes  on  to 


“  In  point  of  fact,  it  was  submitted  for  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  but 
good  faith  and  all  precedent  required  that  awards  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  No  one  would  for  one  moment 
say  that  a  great  question  of  this  kind,  involving  100,000  square  miles, 
should  depend  upon  the  willingness  of  one  of  the  parties  to  accept  it  or 
reject  it  at  pleasure.” 

And  yet  he  passes  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  accepts  it. 
He  does  not  propose  to  reject  it,  but  he  allows  Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie  a  loophole  out  of  which  he  can  crawl.  He  says 
again  : 

“Had  there  been  any  ground  whatever  for  suspecting  that  the  award 
was  in  the  slightest  degrees  too  favorable  to  Ontario,  the  Dominion 
Government  might  have  been  justified  rn  delaying  or  refusing  to  be 
bound  by  it.  No  !  Mackenzie,  with  his  usual  caution,  reserved  the  right 
to  do  so  for  cause.” 

I  do  not  see  why  it  was  a  more  unusual  course  for  the 
Dominion  Parliament  to  take,  than  it  would  he  for  the  Local 


Legislature,  in  which  ho  did  pass  an  Act  of  Parliament  con¬ 
firming  it  in  advance.  Mr.  Meredith  interrupted  Mr.  Mowat 
in  the  course  of  his  spooch  to  ask  him  the  question  : 

“  Did  not  the  hon.  gentleman  ask  the  Dominion  Government  to  pass 
a  confirmatory  Act  ?”  .  ....  , 

“Mr.  Mowat  said  that  there  had  been  some  conversation  about  it,  ana 
no  doubt  there  were  reasons  given  for  not  passing  a  Bill  at  that  time.” 

There  you  see  how  deceitfully  be  was  acting.  lie  was 
asked  a  question  about  concurrent  legislation  ;  both  Gov¬ 
ernments  had  passed  Orders  in  Council  ;  Mr.  Mowat  knew 
that  and  kept  it  in  the  dark.  If  he  had  told  Parliament  that 
order  had  been  passed,  Parliament  would  have  said:  Why 
did  you  not  have  an  Act  passed  ?  But  no  ;  it  pleased  Mr. 
Mowat  and  his  friends  to  keep  that  in  the  background.  Ho 
goes  on  to  say  : 

«  It  must  be  remembered  that  it  was  not  100,000  square  miles  that 
Ontario  claimed,  but  1,000,000.  The  Province  of  Manitoba  was  after¬ 
wards  established  and  that  Legislature  (Ontario)  made  no  objection  to 
it,  though  they  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  withdraw  any  portion  of  their 
claim  previously  set  up.” 

He  goes  on  to  say  further  : 

“If  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  proposed  to  pass  an  Act  confirming  the  result 
of  the  arbitration,  which  might  give  this  Province  one  million  square 
miles  of  land,  it  would  have  been  binding.” 

If  so,  why  was  not  the  Act  passed.  He  continues  : 

“  But  the  trends  of  the  hon.  gentleman  complained  of  a  difficulty 
when  the  amount  was  only  100,000  square  miles.  The  hon.  member  for 
London  said  that  the  reason  for  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  with¬ 
holding  its  assent  to  the  award  was  the  jealousy  of  the  other  Provinces. 
But  if  they  found  that  objection  insuperable  what  would  have  been 
other  objections  btfore  the  award  was  made,  and  when  an  Act  would 
have  committed  the  Parliament  to  the  sanctioning  of  Ontario’s  free 
claim  for  100,000  square  miles?  Therefore,  that  unusual  procedure  of 
latifying  the  award  prior  to  its  declaration  would  have  envolvtd  the 
Dominion  Government  in  ten  times  the  difficulty  which  the  present 
Government  thought  insuperable. 

Sir,  if  it  was  difficult  for  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  ratify  an  award 
of  this  kind,  it  was  equally  difficult  for  this  Government  to 
ratify  it,  especially  as  it  was  not  a  legal  and  binding  award, 
especially  when  Ontario  always  contended  that  the  western 
boundary  of  the  Province  extended  to  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
and  especially  when  that  question  was  not  finally  decided 
by  the  arbitrators.  I  will  give  one  more  proof  to  show 
that  the  Mackenzie  Government  never  intended  to  ratify 
the  award,  but  intended  simply  to  keep  it  afloat  for  political 
and  party  purposes.  We  have  been  told  over  and  over 
again  that  the  Mackenzie  Government  were  in  favor  of 
ratifying  the  award .  But  we  find,  from  the  declarations  of 
Mr.  Mowat  and  those  of  the  organ  of  the  party,  that  there 
was  no  such  intention.  We  find  in  the  Globe  of  17th  Feb¬ 
ruary,  1872,  the  following  passage  in  an  editorial  : — 

“  It  is  true  that  the  House  did  not  sanction  the  award  in  advance,  and 
true  also  that  he  could  not  have  reasonably  asked  Parliament  to  ratiry 
it  by  anticipation.  There  was  a  reasonable  possibility,  and  more,  that 
Manitoba,  or  a  large  portion  of  it,  might  be  brought  into  Ontario  by  the 
determination  of  the  western  boundary.  Obviously  there  would  have 
been  practical  necessity  for  compromise  between  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Ontario  in  that  case.  Hence  it  would  have  been  folly  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  ash  Parliament  to  ratify  the  award  in  advance. 
The  consent  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  to  accept  the  award,  in  case 
Ontario  were  not  so  extended  as  to  make  it  necessary  for  her  to  cede 
.  it  some  of  her  territory,  was  implied  by  recognising  the  impropriety  of 
the  arbitration  by  asking  money  for  it.  The  Dominion  was  therefore 
in  honor  bound  to  accept  the  award  if  it  were  found  practicable  to  yield 
to  Ontario  all  defined  as  legally  hers.” 

This  Government  felt  it  could  not  ratify,  in  the  face  of  the 
evidence  ofMr.  Mowat  himself  and  in  the  face  of  these  public 
utterances,  an  award  which  they  knew  was  not  legal  or  bind- 
1  ing.  We  find  that  Mr.  Mowat  repeatedly  made  all  kinds  of 
excuses  for  not  going  to  the  Privy  Council.  He  repeatedly 
declared  that  unless  Ontario  had  full  possession  of  all  that 
!  territory  it  could  not  possibly  go  to  the  Privy  Council.  Mr. 
Mowat  had,  however,  previously  entered  into  an  agreement 
by  which  all  difficulties  that  could  possibly  occur  would  be 
>  settled ;  but  when  Mr. Mowat’s  attention  was  called  to  the  fact, 
1  he  said  that  that  agreement  was  not  legal  and  binding,  and 
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that  unless  Ontario  was  at  once  placed  in  a  more  favorable 
position  he  would  not  go  to  the  Privy  Council.  Mr.  Mowat 
even  declared  what  his  idea  of  a  reasonably  favorable  position 
was.  He  said  that  if  tho  Government  of  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald  would  make  a  reasonable  agreement,  they,  the 
Ontario  Government,  would  go  to  tho  Privy  Council.  Mr. 
Mowat,  speaking  in  the  Legislature,  on  8th  February,  1882, 
said  : 

“  Whether  or  not  they  could  agree  to  go  to  the  Privy  Council  he  could 
not  say  (January  27,  1882,  said  it  had  not  been  proposed)  but  he  believed 
it  could  be  done  if  the  Dominion  Government  would  consent  to  a  reason¬ 
able  arrangement.  What  would  be  a  reasonable  arrangement  would  be 
that  the  same  materials  should  be  laid  before  the  Privy  Council  which 
were  before  the  arbitrators,  with  any  additional  documents  which  it 
might  seem  material  to  add.  If  both  parties  are  anxious  to  go  to  the 
erivy  Council,  there  was  nothing  in  the  constitution  of  that  Council 
that  would  prevent  a  case  of  tbis  kind  going  before  them  on  such  mate  ial 
as  would  be  reasonable  for  both  parties  to  agree  to  lay  before  them  for 
that  purpose.” 

So  that  Mr.  Mowat  showed  that  his  desire  was  that  the  case 
should  be  heard  on  the  official  documents  as  printed,  and 
that  they  should  be  laid  before  tho  Privy  Council, 
together  with  any  later  facts  that  might  bo  necessary.  Yet 
in  the  official  documents  ho  refused  to  enter  into  an  agree¬ 
ment  of  that  kind.  In  fact,  the  only  reason  for  the  inaction 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  Government  was  stated  in  this  House  in 
1882,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll  (Mr.  Mills),  who 
said : 

“  And  the  man  from  Ontario  who  upholds  the  policy  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment,  no  matter  what  his  views  may  be  on  the  question  of  the  Tariff, 
will  be  regarded  as  an  enemy  of  his  Province,  and  when  the  day  of 
election  comes,  will  receive  at  the  hands  of  the  people  an  enemy’s 
reward.” 

That  extract  shows  what  his  views  were— that  ail  they 
desired  was  a  change  of  Government— and  when  that  took 
placo  they  thought  they  would  be  able  to  settle  the  matter 
to  suit  themselves.  What  portion  has  the  arbitration 
assumed  ?  We  find  that  Mr.  Mowat  always  contended  that 
the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  was  the  Eocky  Moun¬ 
tains  ;  that  Mr.  Mowat  went  to  the  Privy  Council  with  Mr. 
Miller,  Attorney-General  of  Manitoba ;  that  Mr.  Miller  had 
mado  Mr.  Mowat  accept  terms  which  he,  Mr.  Mowat,  would 
not  accept  at  tho  hands  ot  the  Dominion  Government,  terms 
less  reasonable  than  those  offered  by  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  and  that  Mr,  Mowat,  before  the  Privy  Council,  took 
tho  position  that  the  western  boundary  of  the  Province  was 
tho  Eocky  Mountains.  I  think  the  documents  will  show 
that  Mr.  Mowat  urged  for  a  day  and  a-half  that  Ontario’s 
boundary  was  at  the  Eocky  Mountains,  and  it  was  only 
when  the  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  Mr.  Mowat  was  talking 
nonsense  that  he  abandoned  that  claim.  I  should  like  to 
know  if  the  Dominion  Government,  in  view  of  all  the 
facts,  was  not  justified  in  refusing  to  ratify  the  arbitra¬ 
tors’  award,  especially  when  so  much  doubt  prevailed 
as  to  where  the  boundary  really  was.  I  think  I  have 
shown,  by  documents  which  this  House  cannot  controvert, 
and  by  quotations  I  have  made  from  hon.  gentlemen  them¬ 
selves,  and  by  their  own  official  paper,  that  it  never  was 
the  intention  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  to  ratify  the 
award,  unless  they  were  satisfied  it  was  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  Dominion.  I  have  shown  that  to  be  the  case  by 
quotations  from  statements  made  by  Mr.  Mackenzie  and 
Mr.  Mowat.  I  have  been  induced  to  make  these  lengthy 
observations  and  place  on  record  such  extracts  from  the  pub¬ 
lic  documents  as  I  deem  necessary,  in  order  that  there  may 
be  a  proper  elucidation  of  the  whole  question  by  an  intelligent 
public.  I  have  endeavored  to  show  to  the  House  and  the 
country  that  the  leader  of  the  present  Government  was 
justified  in  the  course  he  pursued  in  not  advising  this 
House  to  pass  on  that  award  and  make  it  valid  and  binding, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  knew  what  the  contention  of  the 
Ontario  Government  always  had  been,  and  his  knowledge 
that  the  award  was  illegal  and  not  binding,  and  that  the 
arbitrators  had  not  done  what  they  were  instructed  to  dp, 
Mr.  Rykert, 


viz.,  find  the  true  legal  boundary.  Under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  I  say,  the  right  hoD.  gentleman  was  justi¬ 
fied  in  endeavoring  to  have  a  proper  solution  of 
the  question  obtained,  by  having  it  referred  to  the  Privy 
Council ;  and  the  House  will  sustain  him  in  that  course. 
Those  of  us  from  Ontario  who  support  tho  leader  of  the 
Government  have  already  been  told  by  our  constituents 
that  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  Government  could  have 
adopted  no  other  course.  That  declaration  was  made  to  us 
at  the  last  election.  It  was  one  of  the  issues  placed  before 
the  people,  and  they  justified  the  course  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  pursued.  This  Parliament  can  justify  itself  in  tho 
estimation  of  the  public,  that  the  course  they  pursued  was 
tho  only  one  open  it,  I  do  not  think  this  Government 
requires  any  justification.  The  leader  of  the  Government 
has  shown  himself  to  be  consistent  throughout  ;  while  I  have 
shown,  by  documents,  that  Mr.  Mowat’s  course  has  been  in¬ 
consistent.  The  leader  of  the  present  Government  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  desired  to  have  tho  question  referred  to  a  pro¬ 
per  tribunal ;  he  endeavored  to  have  Ontario  placed  in  a  right 
position,  and  have  her  rights  fully  protected.  The  whole 
public  career  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  ha3  been  one  in 
the  interest  of  the- country,  and  if  he  required  any  further 
testimony  he  can  point  to  tho  opinion  of  the  Marquis  of 
Lome,  who  had  so  ample  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  his 
great  qualifications  and  his  devotion  to  Canadian  interests. 
A  few  weeks  ago  the  Marquis  of  Lome,  who  presided  at  a 
banquet  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  concluded  a  speech  in  these 
terms : 

“  In  conclusion,  tha,  chairnan  expressed  a  hope  that  for  many  years 
Sir  John  Macdonald  would  be  able  to  give  advice,  not  only  to  his  own 
countrymen,  but  to  the  mother  country  also,  in  all  matters  relating  to 
taeir  common  interests,  and  that  he  would  long  continue  to  take  that 
part  in  public  life  which  for  forty  years  he  had  led,  illustrated  and 
adorned.” 

I  think  he  can  have  no  better  justification  for  his  course 
than  that  he  should  have  received  such  a  tribute  at  the 
hands  of  a  nobleman  who  knew  his  worth  so  thoroughly. 
And  yet,  we  find  he  is  depreciated  by  mon  of  the  stamp  of 
Mr.  Mowat,  and  others  who  follow  in  his  wake,  and 
insult  the  intelligence  of  this  Parliament,  men  who  are 
Lilliputians  compared  with  the  leader  of  the  Government ; 
and  when  I  find  them  'stirring  up  feelings  of  animosity  and 
antagonism  between  one  Province  imd  another — coming  as 
I  do  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  knowing  the  course 
this  Government  have  pursued  in  the  past,  I  have  felt,  as  a 
representative  from  that  Province,  and  having  its  interests 
at  heart,  as  one  who  is  here  as  a  trustee  of  the  Dominion, 
that  it  was  my  duty  to  place  before  this  Parliament  the 
true  facts  of  the  case. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  no  intention  of  making  any 
lengthened  remarks  od  this  occasion.  I  may  say  that  I  am 
glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  this  motion,  because  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  very  satisfactory  to  this  House,  and 
above  all  satisfactory  to  tho  counsel  who  appeared  for  tho 
Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  Dominion  respectively,  before 
the  Privy  Council ;  and  for  this  reason,  that  the  reports  of 
the  pleadings  before  that  body,  as  given  by  the  newspapers 
of  both  parties  at  that  time,  are  certainly  not  such  as  we 
could  have  wished  them  to  be.  In  fact,  it  is  impossible  to 
conceive  that  those  learned  counsel  argued  the  case 
before  the  tribunal  at  which  they  appeared  as  they  are 
reported  in  the  newspapers  to  have  argued  it.  Of  the 
two  counsel  who  appeared  for  Manitoba,  one  took  one  posi¬ 
tion  and  another  took  another  position.  Mr.  McCarthy  took 
the  ground  that  the  entire  Hudson  Bay  watershed — at  least 
so  he  was  reported  in  the  papors— was  covered  by  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company’s  territories,  but  in  doing  that  he 
ignored  the  French  occupation.  He  claimed  that  the 
French  occupation  had  not  'existed  in  fact  previous  to  the 
advent  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  and  if  he  did  that,  it 
is  certainly  not  surprising  that  one  of  the  Lords  of  the 
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Privy  Council  should  have  said  that  he  was  endeavoring 
to  prove  a  negative.  In  fact,  if  the  report  of  his  pleadings, 
as  given  in  the  newspapers,  be  correct,  he  certainly  gave 
the  whole  case  away  at  the  very  outset.  He  said,  in  setting 
out  that  the  line  along  the  Mississippi,  according  to  the  Act 
of  11^4,  extended  northward  beyond  the  source  of  that 
river  to  the  territory  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company 
at  the  very  moment  that  he  was  claiming  that  the  Hudson 
Bay  territory  covered  the  whole  watershed  of  Hudson’s 
Bay,  and  the  opposite  counsel,  of  course,  immediately  took 
him  up.  The  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills),  who  was 
there,  saw  the  point,  and  took  hold  of  it,  and  said  approv¬ 
ingly  that  the  commission  to  Sir  Guy  Carleton  declared  that 
the  western  boundary  followed  the  Mississippi  Biver  to  its 
source,  and  then  extended  northward  to  the  possessions  of 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  Tho  commission  did  nothing 
of  the  kind;  but  tho  Privy  Council  are  very  careful  to  say 
that  they  decided  the  case  on  the  evidence  submitted  to 
them.  If  evidence  of  that  kind  was  submitted,  as  it  appears 
to  have  been,  it  was  incorrect  evidence,  and  that  is  a  very  im¬ 
portant  point  as  regards  the  question  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Co.’s 
territories  occupying  the  whole  water-shed  of  Hudson’s  Bay. 
Mr.  Bobinson  took  for  his  argument  the  due  north  line  from 
the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Mississippi,  and  I  must  say 
that  that  gentleman  showed  some  little  knowledge  of  the 
question  ;  but  it  is  a  matter  in  regard  to  which  the  most 
able  lawyers,  no  matter  how  eminent,  can  gain  but  little 
knowledge  by  reading  it  up  in  a  trip  across  the  Atlantic. 
Mr.  Bobinson,  I  repeat,  made  the  most  of  the  due  north  line, 
but  when  he  came  to  speak  about  commissions  to  governors, 
maps,  and  things  of  that  sort,  he  was  completely  at  sea.  At 
the  close  of  last  Session  I  made  a  few  remarks  on  that  sub¬ 
ject,  which  I  hoped  would  convey  some  useful  hints  about 
leading  points  that  would  keep  these  gentlemen  from  going 
very  far  astray.  I  said  at  the  time  : 

“  The  high  tribunal— the  very  highest  in  the  Empire — to  which  the 
question  is  to  be  submitted  can,  I  apprehend,  only  decide  on  the  case  as 
submitted,  and  it  behoves  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  to  see  that  it 
is  properly  submitted.  The  Government  of  Ontario  has,  for  the  last 
eight  years,  had  the  ablest  counsel  to  be  found  engaged  in  getting  up  a 
case  for  their  Province.  Volume  after  volume  has  been  produced,  until 
now  they  have  no  less  than  five  volumes  of  arguments  and  documents 
upholding  their  views,  together  with  the  most  elaborate  and  carefully 
prepared  maps,  in  readiness  to  submit,  while  the  .Government  of  the 
Dominion,  in  so  far  as  I  know,  have  nothing  of  any  consequence  to  meet 
tbess  documents  with,  except  the  repot  t  of  the  select  committee  of  this 
House,  appointed  ia  the  Session  of  1880  to  enquire  into  all  matters  con¬ 
nected  with  the  disputed  boundaries.  That  report  contains  a  great  deal 
of  valuable  information, no  doubt,  but  it  is  not  in  a  form  to  render  it  easily 
understood,  for  it  was  sent  to  the  printers  in  rather  a  disconnected  shape, 
at  the  very  close  of  the  Session,  when  the  ommittee  had  no  opportunity  of 
supervising  its  publication,  and  the  documents  in  the  appendix — many 
of  them  very  valuable— are  huddled  together  in  rather  a  disconnected 
way,  without  even  so  much  as  an  index.  Moreover,  maps  are  quite  as 
necessary  as  written  documents,  to  elucidate  and  explain  the  different 
phases  of  the  dispute,  and  of  these  there  is  not  so  much  as  one  accom¬ 
panying  the  report ;  so  that,  as  matters  now  stand,  Ontario  will  have  a 
great  advantage.  In  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  I  think  it  would  be 
well  that  the  reference  should  be  postponed,  to  allow  time  to  arrange 
documents  and  meet  Ontario  on  equal  terms.” 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  one  very  important  point  in  this  dis¬ 
cussion  which  has  never  been  brought  very  prominently 
forward,  and  which  the  counsel  whom  we  sent  to  England, 
seem  to  have  lost  sight  of  altogether — that  is,  the  position 
of  the  Indian  territories.  Those  Indian  territories  are  de¬ 
clared  by  two  Acts  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  be 
beyond  the  boundaries  of  the  Provinces,  and  there  was  a 
separate  jurisdiction  provided  for  them.  It  has  been  claimed 
by  those  supporting  the  Hudson  Bay  Company’s  contention 
at  one  time,  and  by  those  supporting  Ontario’s  contention 
at  another  time,  that  there  was  a  doubt  as  to  the  locality  of 
those  territories.  But  the  instructions  of  181b“,  to  the  then 
Governor  General,  tho  proclamation  very  carefally  prepared 
by  the  Imperial  Government  in  England,  and  sent  out  to 
this  country  to  be  proclaimed  by  the  Governor  General, 
and  the  subsequent  action  under  that  proclamation,  in 
sending  commissioners  to  the  territories  and  in  trying  cases 
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that  arose  under  that  proclamation,  leave  no  doubt  as  to 
where  these  Indian  Territories  were.  They  were  neither  in 
Upper  nor  in  Lower  Canada,  but  are  described  as  adjoining 
the  Provinces,  and  they  unquestionably  came  up  to  the  height 
of  land.  All  those  who  have  studied  this  question  agree  that 
this  question  of  the  Indian  Territories  was  the  very  strongest 
point  in  the  Dominion  case.  In  the  pleadings,  as  they 
appeared  in  the  newspapers,  those  Indian  territories  were 
not  once  alluded  to ;  and  therefore  I  think  it  is  highly 
necessary  for  us  to  have  the  pleadings,  so  that  wo  may 
see  whether  a  matter  of  so  much  importance  was  utterly 
lost  sight  of  before  the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council, 
There  is  no  person  who  can  rejoice  more  than  I  at  any  good 
fortune  that  befalls  Ontario.  I  could  wish,  of  course,  that 
the  Province  in  which  I  live,  and  in  which  my  lot  is  cast, 
should  grow  and  flourish.  At  the  same  time,  I  must  say 
that  I  believe  it  is  a  great  misfortune  to  Ontario  that 
this  great  territory  should  have  fallen  to  her,  because 
she  has  not  the  means  of  properly  developing  it.  -  It 
is  claimed  to  be  100,000  square  miles  in  extent;  it  is 
nearer  130,000  square  miles,  so  far  as  I  can  judge  from  an 
examination  of  the  maps.  If  this  vast  territory  were  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Dominion  Government,  and  railroads 
constructed  and  settlements  opened  up  throughout  its 
extent,  it  would  be  worth  far  more  to  Ontario  than  it 
could  possibly  be  under  her  jurisdiction.  Ontario’s  limited 
revenue  is  absorbed  in  the  various  works  in  which 
she  is  engaged,  in  the  administration  of  justice,  in 
providing  for  her  prisons  and  asylums,  and  in  opening  up 
the  roads  required ;  so  that  the  Province  has  really  no 
spare  revenue  to  expend  on  this  territory,  and  for  a  great 
many  years  it  will  not  furnish  I’evenue  in  itself.  It  has 
been  the  custom  to  cry  down  that  territory  as  a  region  of 
rock  and  swamp  and  general  desolation ;  but  let  me  tell 
hon.  members  of  this  House  that  that  territory  possesses  a 
great  deal  of  excellent  agricultural  land;  that  it  is  traversed 
by  rivers  navigable  for  hundreds  of  miles,  and  that  along 
the  banks  of  those  rivers  there  is  as  fertile  and  as  level  land 
as  is  to  be  found  along  the  shores  of  Lake  Erie,  and  with  a 
climate  whore  cereals  will  grow.  To  talk  of  such  a  country 
as  a  desolate  wilderness  is  a  great  mistako.  It  is  true,  there 
are  rocks  and  mountains  in  it;  but  there  are  rocks  and 
mountains  in  England,  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  it  is  a 
country  in  great  part  susceptible  of  settlement,  and  it  will 
in  course  of  time  support  a  great  population.  As  part  of 
Ontario,  it  would,  when  it  became  peopled,  destroy  the 
balance  of  this  Confederation.  You  would  have  one  Province 
overshadowing  the  rest,  and  I  do  not  think  that  would  oe 
to  tho  advantage  either  of  the  Dominion  or  of  Ontario  itself. 
There  is  no  danger  of  that  occurring,  however,  for  many 
years  to  come,  for  so  long  as  tho  North-West  remains  to  be 
settled,  we  cannot  of  course  expect  many  settlers  in  that  re¬ 
gion.  But,  Sir,  I  will  detain  theHouse  for  a  few  moments  while 
I  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  decision  of  tho  first  tribunal  in 
the  realm  on  this  question.  I  am  afraid,  Sir,  that  when 
you  come  to  analyse  that  decision  you  will  find  that  it  has 
left  the  matter  worse  muddled  than  it  ever  was  before. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  laugh,  but  I  will  show  them  presently 
that  it  is  contradictory  in  itself,  and  I  believe  it  cannot  bo 
made  right  without  a  reference  back  to  the  high  tribunal 
from  which  it  emanated.  Now,  I  will  just  read  it  over, 
and  you  will  see  whether  I  am  correct  or  not.  It  sets  out 
by  describing  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  as  extend¬ 
ing  along  the  international  boundary  to  the  Lake  of  the 
Woods,  and  from  the  north-west  angle  of  the  Lake  of  the 
Woods,  by  a  line  drawn  due  north  until  it  strikes  the 
Winnipeg  Biver,  or  as  the  case  may  be,  tho  English  Biver, 
thence  eastward,  along  the  English  Biver,  Lonely  Lake 
and  Lake  St.  Joseph,  and  the  river  which  discharges  the 
waters  of  Lake  St.  Joseph,  until  it  meets — what?  Why  the 
terrible  line  which  has  so  long  exercised  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  a  line  drawn  due  noi’th  from 
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the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Mississippi,  which 
forms  the  boundary  eastward  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba. 
The  line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the  Mississippi 
is  there  described  as  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  Province 
of  Manitoba.  In  this  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  the 
line  running  from  Lake  Superior  by  the  chain  of  lakes  to 
the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  and  thence  due  north  to  the  English 
Eiver,  is  described  as  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario ; 
the  due  north  line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the 
Mississippi  is  described  as  the  eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba 
—so  that  the  descriptions  overlap  each  other,  and  this  dis¬ 
puted  territory,  which  lies  between  those  two  lines,  is  given, 
by  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  with  great  impar¬ 
tiality,  both  to  the  Dominion  and  to  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
It  may  be  said  it  is  very  easily  amended,  but  there  are  the 
words  as  they  occur  in  the  document.  Now,  why  was  this 
due  north  line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the 
Mississippi  brought  into  the  description  at  all  ?  It  was  not 
mentioned  in  forming  the  Province  of  Keewatin  ;  it  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  Act  describing  the  boundaries  of  Manitoba 
as  enlarged,  and  why  is  it  brought  into  this?  Why  is  it 
made  a  factor  in  the  case  at  all  ?  But  it  is  there,  and  it  forms 
the  boundary  eastward.  There  is  no  qualification  of  the 
term.  The  prolongation  of  the  lino  from  the  confluence  of  the 
Ohio  and  the  Mississippi  is,  without  the  slightest  qualifica¬ 
tion,  described  as  the  boundary  eastAvard  of  the  Province  of 
Manitoba;  and,  with  equal  certainty,  the  line  running  due 
north  from  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and  the  chain  of  lakes 
between  that  lake  and  Lake  Superior  are  described  as  the 
western  boundary  of  Ontario.  The  western  boundary  of 
Ontario  is  declared  to  be  at  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  and  the 
eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba  the  prolongation  of  the  line 
drawn  due  north  from  the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  the 
Mississippi.  The  description  overlaps,  and  how  are  you 
going  to  amend  it?  Of  course,  it  may  appear  in  a  different 
light  to  some  hon.  gentlemen,  who  may  try  to  explain  away 
its  meaning.  The  House  will  remember  a  very  extraordi¬ 
nary  work  which  appeared  while  this  question  was  in  dis¬ 
cussion,  some  years  ago,  perhaps  tho  most  wonderful  work 
of  modern  ti  mes— the  Ontario  Book  of  Documents.  I  believe 
tho  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  tho  production  of  that  Avork,  and  in  it  there 
are  no  less  than  eleven  boundary  lines  suggested  for  On¬ 
tario.  This  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  judge  from  its 
wording,  bears  the  impress  of  tho  genius  to  which  that 
great  work  is  due,  and  I  should  say  it  looks  very  like  as  if  it 
had  been  drafted  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills).  These  two  boundaries,  given  in  a  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council,  with  the  other  eleven  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  make  thirteen  boundaries  in  all  for 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  Perhaps  I  had  better  read  the 
description  as  given  by  the  Privy  Council : 

“  That  upon  the  evidence  their  Lordship3  find  the  true  boundary  - — ” 

Mark  you,  they  are  very  careful  to  say  upon  tho  evidence 
submitted  to  them — 

“between  the  western  part  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  south¬ 
eastern  part  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba  to  be  so  much  of  a  line  drawn 
to  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  through  the  waters  eastward  of  that 
lake  and  west  of  Long  Lake,  which  divide  British  North  America  from 
the  territory  of  the  United  States,  and  thence  through  the  Lake  of  the 
Woods  to  the  most  north-western  point  of  that  lake  as  runs  northward 
from  the  United  States  boundary - ” 

That  is  a  little  ambiguous  ;  it  would  seem  actually  as  if  it 
left  a  portion  of  the  territory  which  formerly  was  ours  in 
the  possession  of  the  United  States,  though  that  is  a  matter 
of  small  consequence  as  compared  with  what  follows: 

“  and  from  the  most  north-Avestern  point  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  a  line 
drawn  due  north  until  it  strikes  the  middle  line  of  the  course  of  the 
river  discharging  the  waters  of  the  lake,  called  Lake  Seul,  or  the  Lonely 
Lake,  whether  above  or  below  its  confluence  with  thr  stream  flowing 
from  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  towards  Lake  Winnipeg,  and  their  Lord- 
ships  find  the  true  boundary  between  the  same  two  Provinces  to  the 
north  of  Ontario  and  to  the  south  of  Manitoba,  proceeding  eastward 
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from  the  point  at  which  the  before-mentioned  line  strikes  the  middle  line 
of  the  course  of  the  river  last  aforesaid,  to  be  along  the  middle  line  of  the 
course  of  the  same  river  (whether  called  by  the  name  of  the  English 
River  or,  as  to  the  part  below  the  confluence,  by  the  name  of  the  River 
Winnipeg),  up  to  Lake  Seul  or  the  Lonely  Lake,  and  thence  along  the 
middle  line  of  Lake  Seul,  or  the  Lonely  Lake,  to  the  head  of  that  lake, 
and  thence  by  a  straight  line  to  the  nearest  point  of  the  middle  line  of 
the  waters  of  Lake  St.  Joseph,  and  thence  along  that  middle  line  until 
it  reaches  the  foot  or  outlet  of  that  lake,  and  thence  along  the  middle 
line  of  the  river  by  which  the  waters  of  Lake  St.  Joseph  discharge  them¬ 
selves,  until  it  reaches  a  line  drawn  due  north  from  the  confluence  of  thV 
Rivers  Mississippi  and  Ohio,  which  forms  the  boundary  eastward  of  the 
Province  of  Manitoba.” 

The  hon.  gentleman— the  member  for  Bothwell — looks 
exceedingly  amused  with  the  view  I  take,  but  I  can  read  an 
extract  written  by  an  expert  on  the  matter,  a  gentleman  who 
has  made  the  study  of  boundaries  the  study  of  his  life,  Mr. 
W.  McD.  Dawson,  and  I  will  ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to 
quote  it: 

.  “  Here  we  have  the  due  north  line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  and  Ohio  Rivers  established  in  the  most  definite  terms  as  alike — 
for  the  two  things  are  coterminous  and  synonimous — the  eastern 
boundary  of  Manitoba  and  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  in  direct 
contradiction  of  the  first  part  of  the  description,  by  which  we  have  a  due 
north  line  from  the  north-west  angle  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  most  definit  s  terms  as  alike — for  the  two  things  are  coter¬ 
minus  and  synonimous — the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  and  the 
eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba.  The  disputed  territory  lies  to  the  east 
of  due  north  line  from  the  noi  th-west  angle  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods, 
which  is  declared  to  be  the  westerly  boundary  of  Ontario,  and  is  there¬ 
fore  given  to  that  Province.  The  disputed  territory  lies  to  the  west  of 
the  due  north  line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio,  which 
is  still  more  emphatically  declared  to  be  the  eastern  boundary  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  is  therefjre  given  to  that  Province  also.  The  disputed  terri¬ 
tory — as  between  these  two  Provinces— is  thus  emphatically  given  to 
each  Province  alike. 

“  If  something  else  than  this  was  intended  or  meant,  as  regards  the 
eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba,  then  how  does  the  due  north  line  from 
the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  become  a  factor  in  the  case  at 
all  ?  It  forms  no  partin  the  legislation  constituting  that  Province,  un¬ 
less  it  be,  in  its  entirety,  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario !  Manitoba  is 
bounded  on  the  east  by  a  line  ‘  beginning  at  the  western  boundary  of 
Ontario  on  the  international  boundary  line  dividing  Canada  from  the 
United  States  of  America,’  that  being  the  description  of  the  starting 
point  of  the  District  of  Keewatin  as  established  by  the  Act  39  Vic.,  cap. 
21,  before  the  enlargement  of  Manitoba.  The  description  of  Keewatin 
then  (and  legal  definition  as  regards  that  part  of  its  boundary  which 
became  the  divisional  line  between  it  and  Ontario,  being  identical  with 
the  divisional  line  between  Manitoba  and  Ontario  now)  is  described  as 
running  ‘  westerly  following  upon  the  said  international  boundary  to 
the  easterly  boundary  of  Manitoba  '  (as  then  constituted  before  its  en¬ 
largement.)  The  description  of  Keewatin  is  then  continued  first  north¬ 
erly  and  then  easterly,  until  it  reaches  a  point  due  north  of  its  point  of 
beginning— (that  point  ot  beginning  being  at  the  western  boundary  of 
Ontario,  on  the  international  boundary)— a  due  north  and  south  line 
from  that  point  then  forming  its  easterly  boundary.  Thus  it  will  be 
seen  that  in  constituting  the  District  of  Keewatin  it  was  left  wholly  un¬ 
decided  by  the  McKenzie  Government,  in  1876,  as  to  what  was  the  west¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Ontario,  hut  whatever  it  was,  it  was  made  by  that  Act 
the  easterly  boundary  of  Keewatin.  If  the  due  north  line  from  the  con¬ 
fluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  was  the  westerly  boundary  of  On¬ 
tario,  then  also  and  not  otherwise  it  became  the  easterly  boundary  of 
tUe  District,  Keewatin  throughout  its  entire  length,  which  could  at  no 
point  terminate  to  the  west  nor  extend  to  the  east  of  the  line  due  north 
from  its  point  of  beginning  at  the  westerly  boundary  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  on  the  international  boundary  line  dividing  Canada  from  the 
United  States  of  America. 

“  If,  in  like  manner,  the  point  of  beginning  at  the  westerly  boundary 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario  on  the  international  boundary  line  dividing 
Canada  from  the  United  States  of  America,  is  at  the  north-west  angle 
of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  then  also  the  district  of  Keewatin  commenced 
there  and  had  for  its  easterly  boundary,  throughout,  a  due  north  line 
from  that  point,  and  could  at  no  point  terminate  to  the  west  nor  extend 
to  the  east  of  that  due  north  line. 

“In  like  manner  the  Province  of  Manitoba  was  ‘  increased  ’  by  the  Act 
44  Vic.,  chap.  14,  so  that  its  easterly  boundary  throughout  its  entire 
length  became  precisely  the  same  as  the  foregoing  definition  of  the 
easterly  boundary  of  the  District,  of  Keewatin.  The  definition  of  its 
boundary  by  the  Act,  instead  of  beginning  at  the  south-east  angle  of  the 
province,  ‘  at  the  western  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  on  the 
international  boundary  line,’  commences  at  the  south-west  angle  of  the 
Province  (of  Manitoba),  describes  it9  westerly  boundary  first,  then  its 
northern  boundary  ‘  to  its  intersection  by  the  easterly  limit  of  the  dis¬ 
trict  of  Keewatin,  as  defined  by  the  Act  39  Vic.,  chap.  21,  that  is  to  say 
to  a  point  where  it  would  be  intersected  by  a  line  drawn  due  north  from 
where  the  westerly  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  intersects  the 
aforesaid  international  boundary  line  dividing  Canada  from  the  United 
States  of  America,  thence  due  south,  following  upon  the  said  line  to  the 
international  boundary  aforesaid.’ 

“  The  description  of  the  boundary  of  Manitoba,  in  this  respect,  merely 
differs  then  from  that  of  Keewatin  in  the  fact  that  its  westerly  boundary 
is  described  first, then  its  northerly  and  then  its  easterly  boundary,  to  its 
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intersection  with  the  international  boundary — the  only  difference  as 
regards  its  easterly  boundary  being  in  the  order  of  description. 

“  Here,  then,  we  have  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  enlarged  Province 
of  Manitoba,  throughout  its  entire  length,  made  to  consist  of  a  line  due 
north  from  where  the  westerly  boundary  of  Ontario  intersects  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary  line.  If  that  point  is  where  the  due  north  line  from 
the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rivers  intersects  the  interna¬ 
tional  boundary,  then  a  continuation  of  that  duo  north  line  is,  through¬ 
out  its  entire  length,  the  eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba.  If,  ou  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  point  where  the  westerly  boundary  of  Ontario  intersects  the 
international  boundary  line,  is  to  be  found  at  the  north-west  angle  of 
the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  then,  in  like  manner,  a  due  north  line  from  that 
point  is,  throughout  its  entire  length,  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba.  If  the  first  of  these  propositions  be  true,  then  the 
due  north  line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Mississippi  and  the  Ohio  is 
alike  the  true  western  boundary  of  Ontario,  and,  as  declared  by  the 
Lords  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  the  order  of 
the  Queen  in  Council  following  thereon,  ‘forms  the  boundary  eastward 
of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,’  and,  if  so,  it  cannot  be  in  part,  but  from 
one  end  of  the  Province  north  and  south  to  the  other,  and  can  at  no 
point  terminate  to  the  west  nor  extend  to  the  east  of  that  line ;  aud  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  latter  of  these  propositions  be  true,  and  the  north¬ 
west  angle  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  is  the  point  at  which  the  westerly 
boundary  of  Ontario  intersects  the  international  boundary,  as  a!so  de¬ 
clared  by  the  Lords  of  the  judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and 
the  order  of  the  Queen  iu  Council  following  thereon,  then  a  due  north 
line  from  that  point  is  the  eastern  boundary  of  Manitoba,  and,  if  so,  it 
cannot  be  in  part,  but  from  one  end  of  the  Province  due  north  and  south 
to  the  other,  and  can  at  no  point  terminate  to  the  west  nor  extend  to 
the  east  of  that  line.” 

Now,  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt,  from  the  reading  of 
the  Act,  that  the  prolongation  of  a  due  north  and  south 
line  from  the  confluence  of  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  is  the 
boundary  eastward  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  according 
to  the  decision  of  the  highest  court  in  the  land,  and  that  a 
line  drawn  due  north  from  the  north-west  angle  of  the  Lake 
of  the  Woods  is  the  western  boundary  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  These  two  things  cannot  be  reconciled.  The 
description  overlaps,  and  the  only  way  it  can  be  remedied 
is  by  a  reference  to  the  high  authority  from  which  it  ema¬ 
nated.  If  this  case  is  to  be  reopened  at  all,  I  suggest  that 
it  should  be  reopened  from  first  to  last,  that  the  Imperial 
Government  should  be  requested  to  allow  the  case  to  be  re¬ 
opened  completely,  that  counsel  should  be0  sent  over,  that  it 
should  be  thoroughly  studied,  that  maps  should  be  prepared, 
and  that  it  should  be  fairly  and  clearly  set  before  the  Lords 
of  the  Privy  Council.  In  the  late  reference  one  side  was 
most  elaborately  got  up,  through  years  of  study  and 
labor,  and  I  admit,  with  a  great  deal  of  talent  and  ability, 
and  it  was  laid  before  the  Privy  Council,  and  we  sent  home 
two  gentlemen,  no  doubt  very  eminent,  very  able  and  very 
clever ;  but  how,  in  a  few  months,  could  they  become  familiar 
with  a  historical  question  of  great  importance  which  it  has 
required  years  for  men  of  great  ability  to  become  acquainted 
with.  It  took  Mr.  Mowat,  and  anyone  will  give  him  credit 
at  least  for  being  a  man  of  great  talent  and  ability,  a  year 
to  bocome  acquainted  with  the  question.  I  do  not  desire  to 
detain  the  House.  That  is  my  view— -that  some  stops  should 
bo  taken  to  have  the  whole  case  reopened  and  reheard 
from  first  to  last,  and  then  a  decision  given  upon  it  would 
be  satisfactory.  I  should  have  mentioned  that  the  decision 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  is.in  error, 
too,  in  placing  a  part  of  Manitoba  to  the  north  of  Ontario. 
By  the  Act  enlarging  Manitoba,  the  two  Provinces  are 
divided  by  a  line  running  duo  north,  from  some  point  on  the 
international  boundary.  Consequently,  wherever  that 
point  may  be,  the  one  cannot  lie  north  or  south  of  the  other. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OBSTRUCTIONS  IN  RIVERS. 

Mr.  IRVINE  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  despatches  or  correspondence  between  the  Government 
of  Canada  and  that  of  the  United  States,  or  between  the  Government  of 
Canada  and  the  British  Minister  at  Washington,  or  of  any  other  docu¬ 
ments  in  possession  of  the  Government,  having  reference  to  alleged 
obstruction  of  the  Maduxnakik  River,  in  Carleton  County,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick, 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  There  are  no  papers, 
Motion  withdrawn. 


DUTIES  ON  HAY. 

Mr.  IRVINE  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  despatches  or  correspondence  between  the  Government 
of  Canada  and  that  of  the  United  States,  or  between  the  Government  of 
Canada  and  the  British  Minister  at  Washington,  or  of  any  other  docu¬ 
ments  in  possession  of  the  Government  not  already  brought  down, 
having  reference  to  excessive  Customs  duties  on  hay  grown  in  and 
exported  from  Canada  to  the  United  States,  and  the  refunding  of  the 
same.” 

Ho  said  :  It  is  unnecessary  for  mo  to  recapitulate  what  I  said 
on  this  motion  a  year  ago.  I  have  no  doubt  the  Government 
have  done  all  they  can  do  in  the  matter.  Without  reading  the 
correspondence  that  has  been  brought  down,  I  may  mention 
the  prominent  facts  upon  which  this  motion  is  based.  The 
Government  of  the  United  States  have  acknowledged  that 
they  have  collected  unlawfully  from  Canadians  a  certain 
amount  of  money,  which  they  still  retain ;  that  is,  they 
acknowledge  that  they  have  exacted  from  Canadian  shippers 
of  hay  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  when  they  had  only  the  right 
by  law  to  exact  10  per  cent.,  but  by  a  technicality  which, 
among  ordinary  men,  would  pass  for  a  quibble,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  have  so  far  refused  to  make 
restitution.  They  say  there  is  a  provision  in  their 
law  which  requires  exporters  of  hay  to  enter  a  protest 
within  thirty  days  of  paying  the  duties,  and  that  as  the  Cana¬ 
dian  exporters  did  not  do  this,  they  have  no  right  to  have 
the  excess  ref'anded.  We  hold,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it 
was  not  incumbent  upon  our  shippers— or,  at  all  events  they 
should  not  be  expected  to  understand  the  law  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  the  United  States  Government  and  officials 
misinterpret  their  own  statute  to  the  prejudice  of  the  rights 
of  Canadians.  The  United  States  officials  passed  the  hay  as 
a  manufactured  article,  whereas  it  was  decided  in  the  courts 
that  it  was  not  a  manufactured  article ;  but,  under  their  pre¬ 
tention  that  it  was  a  manufactured  article,  they  have  been 
collecting  for  a  number  of  years  20  per  cent,  on  hay  ex¬ 
ported  by  Canadians.  But  there  is  a  section  of  their  law 
which  gives  to  the  Government  discretionary  power,  when 
it  is  shown  by  the  parties  interested  that  it  was  not  within 
their  power  to  comply  altogether  with  the  requirements  of 
their  law.  The  latter  part  of  the  communication  from 
Secretary  Folger  reads  as  follows 

“This  Department  can  only  act  in  paying  moneys  from  tbe  Treasury  in 
accordance  with  some  power  conferred  upon  it  by  law,  and  the  only  law 
which  gives  such  power  in  a  ease  of  thi3  character,  where  the  requirements 
of  section  2931  are  not  complied  with,  is  found  in  section  3013  of  the 
revised  statutes.  This  provides  that  when  it  shall  be  shown  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Tre'asury  that  more  moneys  have  been  paid 
to  the  Collector  of  Customs,  or  other  officer  acting  as  such,  than  the  law 
requires,  and  the  parties  have  failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
section  2931,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  direct  a  refund  of  the 
money,  provided  tbat  he  is  satisfied  that  the  non-compliance  with  the 
formal  requirements  of  the  law  was  owing  to  circumstances  beyond  the 
control  of  the  importer,  consignee,  or  agent  making  such  payment.” 

Now  wo  say  it  was  not  our  business  to  interpret  the  laws 
of  the  United  States.  Wo  say  that  the  United  States 
officials  transgressed  their  own  law  when  they  exacted  20 
per  cent,  instead  of  10,  and  that  our  shippers  could  not  be 
expected  to  know  that  they  must  put  in  their  claims  within 
ten  days,  otherwise  they  would  lose  their  right  to  restitu¬ 
tion.  All  I  ask  on  behalf  of  those  who  have  lost  their 
money  in  this  way  is  that  the  Government  should  ask  the 
United  States  Government  what  proof  they  require  in  order 
to  obtain  repayment  of  the  10  per  cent,  which  the  United 
States  officials  thus  obtained  from  our  exports.  They 
acknowledge  they  havo  obtained  the  money,  and  we  desire 
to  have  it  refunded.  When  they  tell  us  what  our  people 
should  do  iu  order  to  secure  this  repayment,  we  are  williDg 
to  comply  with  the  demands. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  When  this  matter  was  under  discussion 
last  Session,  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Customs  was 
called  to  it,  and  he  stated  that  his  Department  had  boon  in 
correspondence  with  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of 
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State  at  Washington,  with  respect  to  the  matter,  and  he  very 
kindly  promised  then,  if  I  remember  rightly,  that  further 
correspondence  would  take  place,  and  that  the  Government 
here  would  lose  no  opportunity  and  spare  no  pains  to  im¬ 
press  on  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the  injustice 
done  towards  Canadian  exporters  arising  out  of  tho  position 
they  have  taken.  I  think  my  lion,  friend  who  has  just 
spoken  is  perhaps  mistaken  in  respect  to  the  matter  of 
proof  as  to  this  claim.  I  do  not  think  the  United  States 
Government  or  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
at  all  disputes  the  fact  that  a  very  large  quantity  of  hay 
was  sent  out  of  the  country  by  Canadian  exporters,  and  a 
duty  of  20  per  cent,  was  paid  on  it,  when  the  rate  of  duty, 
under  the  decision  afterwards  rendered  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  should  have  been  only  10  per 
cent.  The  ground  on  which  they  refused  to  refund  the 
duty  was,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  that  no  protest 
was  lodged  against  the  payment  of  the  duty  at  the  time 
the  duty  was  paid.  I  fancy,  further,  that  the 
ground  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State  at  Washington  is, 
that  the  impossibility  mentioned  in  the  Act  quoted  by  my 
hon.  friend  must  be  a  physical  impossibility,  and  ignorance 
of  the  law  cannot  be  pleaded  as  a  ground  on  which  relief 
can  be  claimed.  I  observed,  not  very  long  ago,  that  during 
the  Session  of  Congress  just  closed,  a  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  House  of  ^Representatives  by  some  member,  providing 
for  the  repayment  of  certain  duty  under  similar  circum¬ 
stances  to  those  which  we  are  now  discussing.  The  matter 
was  fully  debated  there,  and  I  remember  the  position  taken 
by  those  who  opposed  the  passage  of  the  Bill  was,  that  the 
statute  provided  clearly  that  a  certain  course  must  be  taken 
by  exporters,  that  they  were  supposed  to  know  what  the  law 
is,  that  they  are  bound  to  know  what  it  is,  and  if  they  fail 
to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  law,  they  really  had 
no  legal  claim,  at  all  events,  on  tho  Government,  for  a  refund 
of  the  duty.  And  the  Bill  was  defeated  by  a  considerable 
majority.  But,  after  all,  as  my  hon.  friend  has  stated, 
it  seems  a  very  unjust  position  to  take  under  the 
circumstances.  Of  course,  men  doing  business  with  a 
foreign  country,  exporting  goods  to  that  country,  take  it 
for  granted  that  those  who  are  charged  with  levying  the 
duties  on  the  goods  they  export  understand  the  law  and  are 
not  exacting  an  improper  duty  ;  and  it  would  probably  not 
be  one  case  in  a  thousand  in  which  an  exporter  would  have 
sufficient  doubt  to  lead  him,  either  directly  or  through  the 
medium  of  a  professional  adviser,  to  look  into  the  law. 
And  even  if  he  did  so,  as  in  this  case,  differences  of  opinion 
would  exist.  As  my  hon.  friend  has  said,  the  Customs 
Department  in  the  United  States  first-  took  the  position 
that  hay  was  a  manufactured  article  and  exacted  a  duty  of 
20  per  cent.  ;  and  the  courts  afterwards  decided  that  hay 
was  not  a  manufactured  article  in  the  sense  of  the  law,  and 
that  it  was,  therefore,  subject  only  to  10  per  cent.  The 
position  taken  is  a  very  unfair  one  towards  citizens  of  a 
ioi’eign  country,  and  there  is  a  fair  opening  for  our  Govern¬ 
ment  to  interfere  and  press  on  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  the  injustice  of  the  position  they  have  taken  and  urge 
upon  them  to  be  governed  by  the  terms  of  the  statute  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  quoted  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  This  matter  is  about  in  the  condition 
stated  by  the  hon.  member  who  has  submitted  the  motion. 
The  claimants  for  repayment  by  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  of  duty  overpaid,  or  rather  for  duty  that  has  been  paid 
and  which  was  recognised  by  the  courts  afterwards  as  not 
to  have  been  properly  exacted,  made  representations  to  this 
Government  so  as  to  place  their  claims  through  Her 
Majesty’s  Ambassador  at  Washington  before  the  United 
States  Government.  That  was  done,  and  the  answer,  from 
a  copy  of  which  I  presume  the  hon.  gentleman  was  reading, 
was  to  this  effect :  That  no  money  could  be  paid  unless  it 
was  paid  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  revised  statutes 
Mr,  Scriver. 
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of  the  United  States.  One  clause  provides  that  to  be  entitled 
to  secure  repayment  one  of  two  things  must  be  proved  : 
First,  that  the  man  who  had  made  the  payment  had  given 
notice  that  he  would  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Collector 
of  Customs  within  a  certain  time  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  ;  and  second,  that  in  case  such  notice  of  appeal 
had  not  been  given,  evidence  would  be  adduced  by  the 
claimants  to  show  why  such  notice  of  appeal  could  not  be 
given.  A  petition  setting  forth  both  the  facts  and  the  law 
as  understood  by  those  claiming  indemnity  was  sent  to  this 
Government  and  was  forwarded  by  His  Excellency  tho 
Governor  General  to  Her  Majesty’s  Ambassador  to  the  United 
States.  One  of  tho  parties  claiming  indemnity  sent  what  he 
thought  was  the  only  good  evidence  as  to  why  he  had  not 
complied  with  the  first  section  quoted  of  the  revised  statutes. 
It  was  this:  The  condition  of  giving  notice  of  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  the  collector  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea¬ 
sury  certainly  could  not  be  exacted  from  the  claimant,  for 
this  reason :  that  the  appeal  from  the  collector  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  tho  Treasury  was  to  the  effect  of  having  a  decision 
from  the  Secretary  of  tho  Treasury,  an  official  decision  on 
the  point,  ruling  the  action  of  the  different  collectors  of  the 
Union.  In  this  case  the  claimant  contended,  and  I  think 
rightly,  that  from  1868  or  1869  notice  was  not  given  and 
appeals  were  not  taken  from  the  collector,  because  a  decision 
had  been  rendered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  saying 
that  the  duty  was  regularly  and  legally  collected,  and  the 
decision  of  the  collectors  in  executing  their  duty  was  correct. 
Then,  non-compliance  with  the  law  could  not  be  pleaded  as 
a  bar  to  their  demands,  because  really  the  decision  of  tho 
Government  had  been  rendered  in  favor  of  the  Collector  of 
Customs.  The  Canadian  claimants,  as  I  stated,  say :  Wo 
did  not  appeal,  we  did  not  give  notice,  because  that  decision 
was  rendered,  and  the  only  evidence  which  we  can  give, 
according  to  the  revised  statutes  of  the  United  States,  is 
evidence  that  we  took  the  law  as  it  was,  and  we  complied 
with  the  decisiondof  the  United  States  Government,  by  one 
of  its  most  important  Departments.  We  took  it  to  be  the 
ruling  of  the  Government  and  the  law  of  the  country,  and 
we  paid  regularly,  because  we  were  asked  to  pay,  and  our 
appeal  would  have  been  of  no  avail.  What  further  action  this 
Government  should  take  will  be  obvious  to  the  hon.  members 
of  this  House.  Let  the  claimants  exhaust  the  legal  means 
in  their  power,  to  get  from  the  tribunals  in  the  United  States 
the  payment  of  their  claims,  if  they  are  right,  as  I  think 
they  are.  And  if  they  are  baffled  in  their  exertions  ;  if  the 
courts  are  prevented,  by  some  technical  impediments,  to 
admit  of  their  claims,  then  will  be  the  time  to  ask  should 
the  Canadian  Government  interfere  diplomatically  in  the 
matter.  I  understand  that  some  of  them  wore  disposed  to 
take  such  proceedings,  and  en  'passant,  I  may  state  that  I 
have  read  with  a  good  deal  of  surprise  in  a  newspaper, 
which  it  is  true  has  no  great  importance  in  this  country, 
that  the  law  partners  of  mine  in  an  office  where  my  name 
is  only  used  pro  forma,  and  in  whose  profits  I  have  no 
share,  but  where  I  am  keeping  a  foothold — for  good  as  Gov¬ 
ernments  may  be,  they  are  not  immortal  and  ministers  may 
have  to  go  back  to  their  professions — had  bargained  with  the 
claimants  that  I  might  be  the  recipient  of  10  or  15  or  20  per 
cent,  of  one  million  of  money,  which  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  was  to  give  those  claimants.  I  was  greatly  surprised 
to  hear  that  such  good  luck  had  befallen  me.  All  I  know 
is  that  my  partners  have  asked  for  a  summary  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  that  had  been  taken,  and  that  it  was  given  to  them. 
Since  that  time  the  firm  of  which  I  am  pro  forma  a  member, 
has  not  heard,  of  the  million  or  of  any  fraction  of  it.  I  believe 
they  have  engaged  counsel  to  prosecute  those  claims  in 
the  United  States.  The  question  is  :  Ai’e  the  means  of  the 
law  exhausted  before  the  American  tribunals  ?  When  they 
are,  and  when  they  represent  to  this  Government  that  they 
have  gone  to  the  American  tribunals,  and  that  no  remedy  can 
be  given  to  them  from  the  ordinary  law  of  the  United  States 
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then  will  come  the  question  for  this  Government  to  enquire 
whether  it  would  be  necessary  to  ask  the  action,  through 
diplomatic  representation,  of  the  American  Govermont  in 
that  matter.  I  understand  that  tho  amount  which  is  due  is 
large  and  covers  a  long  period  of  time.  At  all  events,  the 
Government  has  not  neglected  its  duty.  All  tho  demands 
that  have  been  forwarded  to  us  have  been  transmitted  to 
the  American  Government,  and  now  there  remains  the 
question  of  knowing  what  the  tribunals  of  the  United  States 
will  decide,  and  then  the  action  of  the  Government  might 
be  asked  if  necessary.  I  may  say  that  we  have  no  further 
correspondence  than  what  has  been  given,  a  quotation  from 
which  was  made  by  tho  mover  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  may  say  that  I  think  the  action  of  tho 
hon.  member  in  advocating  the  claims  of  these  Canadians  is 
highly  commendable,  and  it  is  desirable,  if  they  are  entitled 
to  the  money,  that  they  should  get  it.  I  think  he  has 
succeeded  in  making  out  a  good  caso  for  their  being 
entitled  to  the  money.  But  it  seems  to  me  rather  strange 
and  amusing  to  notice  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to-night,  while  previous  to  this,  on  other  questions 
relating  to  the  tariff,  he  invariably  took  opposite  ground. 
Heretofore  this  hon.  member  told  us  that  it  was  not  the 
producer  who  lost  the  money,  or  who  paid  the  tariff  for  the 
purpose  of  getti  og  into  a  better  market  than  he  possessed 
at  home,  but  that  the  consumer  was  always  the  loser.  If  his 
arguments  in  this  respect  about  the  Canadian  tariff  are  logi- 
gal  and  correct,  these  men  would  not  lose  the  money,  but  the 
consumers  would  suffer  the  loss ;  and  it  is  certainly  pleasant 
to  know  that  there  are  some  circumstances  in  which  hon 
gentlemen  opposite  will  acknowledge  the  correct  principle. 
What  has  been  said  to-night  establishes  what  many  on  tins 
side  of  the  House  have  said  before,  that  there  are  circum 
stances  under  which  the  foreigner  does  pay  the  duty  to  get 
into  a  better  market  than  his  own,  and  that  the  consumer 
does  not  always  pay  it.  It  is  true  that  there  are  many  cir¬ 
cumstances  under  which  the  consumer  does  pay  the  duty, 
but  it  is  equally  true,  there  are  others  under  which  the 
producer  pays  it,  and  not  the  consumer. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  As  the  Secretary  of  State  has  said  that 
there  is  no  corresponcence,  I  ask  that  the  motion  be  with¬ 
drawn. 

Motion  withdrawn. 
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for  another  until  last  year,  when  a  port  of  tho  county  of 
Guysboro’  was  made  a  sub-port  for  tho  county  of  Inverness, 
and  it  is  impossible  now  to  tell  the  volume  of  trade  in  the 
county  of  Guysboro'  from  the  trado  returns  placed  in  our 
hands  by  the  Minister  of  Customs.  This  the  people  of 
Guysboro’  consider  an  injustice  to  the  county.  If  this 
practice  were  carried  out,  you  might  wipo  out  from  tho 
trade  returns  a  county  altogether,  because  every  port  in 
one  county  might  be  subject  to  one  port  in  tho  Province — 
Halifax,  for  instance;  or  to  carry  it  out  farther,  every  port 
in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  might  be  made  subject  to  a 
port  in  another  Province,  and  you  would  be  unable  to  tell 
from  the  trade  returns  what  was  the  amount  of  trade  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  for  the  port  of  Montreal,  for 
instance,  might  be  credited  with  the  whole  trade.  This  wo 
consider  would  be  unfair.  It  is  on  the  same  principle  that 
we  complain  that  Port  Mulgrave  was  made  a  sub-port  of  tho 
port  of  Hawkesbury,  in  Inverness  county,  thereby  depriv¬ 
ing  us  of  the  privilege  of  ascertaining  what  amount  of  trado 
was  carried  on  in  the  county  of  Guysboro’.  I  think  it  is 
only  necessary  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  in  order  to  have  it  remedied. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
friend  from  Guysboro’  that  I,  at  least,  have  no  design  of 
depriving  Guysboro’  of  all  the  credit  of  the  exports  of 
that  county,  and  I  can  go  further  and  assure  the  House 
that  the  change  was  made  without  my  knowledge.  I  will 
say  too,  that  I  quite  concur  in  what  the  hon.  member  says, 
that  the  comparative  statement  in  the  customs  report  is 
very  misleading,  and  I  object  very  strongly  to  these  com¬ 
parative  statements  being  made  by  Provinces.  I  think 
they  are  calculated  to  perpetuate  sectionalism,  in  the  Domin¬ 
ion.  Indeed,  these  comparative  statements  are  so  mislead 
ing  that  they  causo  an  actual  injustice  to  several 
sections  and  counties  of  the  Dominion.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Guysboro’  has  reason  to  complain, 
but  I  submit  that  unless  the  change  was  made,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  the  counties  of  In¬ 
verness  and  Cape  Breton,  as  a  whole,  would  be  more  unfairly 
treated.  A  few  weeks  ago,  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  tho 
the  trade  on  the  Eastern  Extension  Railway,  from  Port 
Mulgrave  to  New  Glasgow,  from  the  island  of  Cape  Breton,  I 
communicated  with  the  manager  of  that  road,  and  received 
from  him  an  approximate  statement  of  the  trade  from  the 
various  counties  of  the  island.  He  replied  on  the  7th 
February,  thus : 


Mr.  KIRK  moved  for : 

All  papers,  letters,  correspondence  and  Minutes  of  Council  relative  to 
making  Port  Mulgrave,  in  the  .county  of  Guysboro’,  a  sub-port  of  Port 
Hawkesbury,  in  the  county  of  Inverness. 

He  said :  I  beg  to  say  that  although  the  alteration  made 
with  regard  to  this  port  may  be  of  small  consequence  to  the 
Government  or  tho  Minister  of  Customs  here,  it  is  of  con¬ 
siderable  consequence  to  the  people  of  Guysboro’,  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent  in  tl^js  House.  By  the  manner 
in  which  the  reports  were  made  in  the  Public  Accounts  one 
could  see  at  a  glance,  in  examining  the  trade  returns,  tho 
amount  of  trade  done  in  any  county  in  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  because  each  port  made  its  report  to  the 
Department  through  the  chief  port  in  the  county.  Previous 
to  Confederation  there  were  in  Guysboro’  county  about  five 
or  six  ports  each,  not  a  sub-port  of  the  other,  but  subord¬ 
inate  only  to  the  chief  office  at  Halifax.  After  Confedera¬ 
tion,  however,  these  ports  were  made  sub-ports 
to  one  port  in  the  county,  and  the  chief 
port  reported  to  the  Department  of  Customs. 
In  looking  over  the  trade  returns  one  could  not  tell  what 
amount  of  trade  was  done  in  any  sub-port,  but  could  see  at 
a  glance  tho  amount  of  the  whole  trade  for  the  county. 
There  was  no  instance,  I  believe,  in  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  in  which  a  port  for  one  county  was  made  a  sub-port 


“  I  have  made  careful  enquiry  in  regard  to  the  proportion  of  freight 
for  the  Easterm  Extension  received  from  the  county  of  Inverness,  as 
compared  with  that  from  the  rest  of  the  island  of  Cape  Breton.  I  find 
that  about  one-fourth  of  our  freight  from  Cape  Breton  was  received  from 
that  county,  and  about  one-third  of  the  freight  passed  over  our  road  for 
Cape  Breton  was  for  the  county  of  Inverness.  If  the  latter  county  ship¬ 
ped  less  by  other  routes,  the  business  she  would  give  the  railway  would 
be  very  extensive.  A  suitable  boat  running  in  connection  with  our 
road  from  ports  Hood,  Mabou,  Margaree  and  Cheticamp  should  prove  a 
big  feeder.  The  Rimouski  is  of  little  use  for  other  than  passenger  traffic. 
I  have  always  advocated  a  subsidy  being  granted  for  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  a  proper  boat.  It  would  be  advantageous  to  the  railway 
as  affording  a  channel  for  trade,  and  it  would  help  to  develop  the 
resources  of  the  county  of  Inverness  by  opening  up  a  readier  market.” 

I  was  not  satisfied  with  the  quantity  of  freight  which  ho 
represented  as  coming  from  the  county  of  Inverness  as  com¬ 
pared  with  that  from  the  other  counties  of  the  island,  and 
I  intimated  to  him  that  the  statement  should  bo  corrected. 
Ho  replied,  on  tho  20th  of  February,  as  follows:— 

“I  have  your  letter  of  the  13th  inst.  In  reply,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
approximation  I  sent  you  was  correct.  I  am  quite  aware  that  Inver¬ 
ness  county  exports  largely.  I  should  say  that  county  exports,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  coal,  a3  much,  if  not  more,  than  all  the  other  counties  in 
Cape  Breton  put  together  ;  but  these  exports  do  not  go  over  our  road 
in  that  proportion.  The  greater  portion,  go  either  by  the  Beaver ,  from 
Mabou  and  Port  Hood,  the  M.  A.  Starr,  from  Hastings  and  Hawkes¬ 
bury,  and  by  the  Boston  boats,  from  Hawkesbury.  It  is  true,  that 
pork,  butter,  etc.,  come  from  Whycoccomah  via  lake  boats,  but  a 

freat  deal  of  this  is  delivered  at  Hawkesbury,  and  goes  by  the  M.  A. 
tan  and  Boston  boats.  In  regard  to  fish,  we  received,  speaking 
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roughly,  about  1,886  barrels  of  all  kinds  last  season  from  Inverness, 
2,395  from  Richmond,  and  800  from  Cape  Breton  county,  two  cars 
frozen  salmon  from  Inverness  county,  and  three  cars  canned  fish  from 
Victoria  county.  Of  course,  I  can  give  no  more  than  an  approxima¬ 
tion,  and  even  that  is  somewhat  difficult  with  the  data  I  have  to  work 
on  j  but  as  far  as  Our  railroad  is  concerned,  I  think  you  may  consider 
the  information  reliable.” 

Now,  my  lion,  friend  from  Guysboro’  must  see  at  a  glance 
one  fact,  that  the  port  of  Mulgrave,  which  is  on  one  side  of 
the  strait  of  Canso,  on  the  terminus  of  the  Eastern  Extension, 
being  made  a  sub-port  of  Hawkesbury,  would  receive  credit 
for  the  export  of  2,395  barrels  from  Richmond,  1,885  from 
Inverness,  and  1,000  from  Cape  Breton  county — or  for  all 
the  fish  exported  over  the  Eastern  Extension  Railway  to  the 
United  States.  My  non.  friend  from  Guysboro’  knows  that 
the  trade  returns  only  show  the  exports  from  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia  to  the  outside  markot.  They  have  no  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  export  of  the  interprovincial  trade,  and  there¬ 
fore  but  for  the  fact  that  Port  Mulgrave  has  been  a  sub-port 
of  Hawkesbury  all  the  exports  of  Hawkesbury  and  the  ex¬ 
ports  from  the  island  of  Cape  Breton  over  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  to  the  United  States  would  be  credited  to  Guys- 
boro’. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  reading  from  tho 
Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  No ;  not  at  all.  This  of  course  would 
be  a  greater  injustice  to  the  county  of  Inverness,  and  the 
island  of  Cape  Breton  generally,  than  it  would  be  if  the 
port  of  Mulgrave  generally  were  left  a  sub-port  of  Guysboro’. 
if  it  were,  the  export  from  tho  island  of  Cape  Breton  over 
the  Eastern  Extension  Railway  would  be  credited  to  the  port 
of  Guysboro’,  but  this  only  provos  after  all  the  fallacy  of 
making  relative  statements  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns  that  gives  the  exports  and  imports  of 
Guysboro’  and  tho  different  parts  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape 
Breton,  or  any  other  part  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  will  come  to  that  soon.  The  prin¬ 
ciple  that  I  apply  to  counties  is  equally  applicable  to  tho 
Provinces.  I  find  by  the  Trade  Returns  that  the  imports  of 
Halifax  amount  to  $0,933,253.  My  hon.  friend,  the  Minister 
of  Customs,  knows  that  the  imports  into  Halifax  are 
distributed  and  consumed  in  all  the  counties  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Nova  Scotia,  if  not  in  other  sections  of  tho  Domi¬ 
nion  and  in  Prince  Edward  Island  as  well.  The  exports  from 
Halifax  amount  to  $4,886,264,  and  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Customs  knows  that  those  are  not  tho  exports 
of  Halifax  county  alone,  but  of  the  accumulated  trade  of 
all  the  counties  of  which  the  city  of  Halifax  is  a  distribut¬ 
ing  point.  Any  one  referring  to  the  comparative  statement 
would  be  led  to  believe  that  the  exports  from  Halifax  should 
be  credited  to  the  county  of  Halifax  instead  of  to  all  tho 
counties  in  the  Province.  Last  Session  I  referred  to  the 
misleading  character  of  statements  of  this  kind,  and  I 
maintain  that  the  amount  of  dutiable  goods  consumed 
in  all  tho  counties  in  the  Province,  and  in  all  sections 
of  the  Dominion,  depended  altogether,  upon  the  producing 
power  of  the  several  counties  or  sections;  and  it  that  rule 
bo  applied,  I  hold  that  the  purchasing  power  of  the  island 
of  Cape  Breton  being  as  great  as  the  purchasing  power  of 
any  portion  of  Nova  Scotia,  according  to  population,  the 
imports  entered  for  home  consumption,  actually  distributed 
through  the  island,  are  as  great  as  the  imports  of  other  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Province  with  a  similar  population .  But  if 
you  look  at  tho  Trade  Returns,  you  will  find  only  a  few 
thousand  dollars  credited  to  the  island  of  Capo  Breton,  and 
when  a  person  turns  up  tho  trade  returns  ho  is  misled  to 
believe  that  tho  island  of  Cape  Broton  cannot  be  of  very 
much  importance.  It  is  known  that  it  is  isolated  by  nature 
from  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia;  and  the  inference  is,  that 
these  comparative  statements  show  exactly  the  importance 
of  its  trade  ;  but  instead  of  doing  that,  they  are  altogether 
Mr,  Cameron  (Inverness), 


misleading.  The~same  remark  applies  to  the  Provinces. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  amount  of  duty  col¬ 
lected  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  should  not  be  charged 
to  the  Province;  in  other  words,  every  person  who  knows 
anything  about  trade  knows  that  a  large  quantity  of  the 
goods  imported  into  Halifax  is  distributed  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  New  Brunswick,  and  other  parts  of  Canada,  and 
therefore  the  duty  collected  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  is 
not  absolutely  a  tax  upon  our  own  people.  I,  myself,  have 
given  this  question  some  attention.  I  would  much  prefer  to  see 
the  exports  and  imports  by  Provinces,  if  you  have  sections 
at  all ;  but  what  I  would  prefer  to  see  is,  that  the  collections 
would  not  be  by  Provinces  at  all.  I  would  prefer  to  see  the 
Custom  house  officers  send  in  their  returns,  directly  in  such  a 
manner  that  no  invidious  distinction  could  be  made  on 
turning  up  the  Ti’ade  Returns,  and  it  would  disabuse  tho 
minds  of  many  people  very  considei'ably  of  the  idea  that 
they  are  enormously  taxed.  Any  person  looking  at  the 
trade  returns  of  Montreal  would  be  misled  to  believe  that 
the  city  of  Montreal  contributed  immensely  to  the  Ex¬ 
chequer  of  the  Dominion,  but  we  all  know  the  duty  charged 
and  collected  in  the  port  of  Montreal  is  on  goods  distributed 
over  the  Dominion.  In  reference  to  the  imports  and  exports 
of  Halifax,  which  show  largely  on  the  Ti’ade  Returns,  I  beg 
to  assure  my  hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of  Customs,  that 
tho  purchasing  power  of  the  county  of  Halifax,  including  the 
city,  is  not  any  greater  than  the  purchasing  power  of  any 
other  county  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 
Looking  upon  it  as  an  agricultural  county,  I  find  it  is  far 
below  the  average  of  any  county  in  the  Province  ;  and  as  a 
fishing  county  it  cannot  compare  with  the  Atlantic  counties 
of  the  Province ;  and,  these  being  facts,  it  is  manifestly  un¬ 
fair,  on  the  face  of  the  Tx’ade  Returns,  that  they  should  make 
it  appear  that  the  city  of  Halifax  contributes  so  largely 
to  the  revenue.  When  wo  ask  for  collectors  or  any  other 
officials  for  the  purpose  of  securing  additional  protection  to 
the  revenue,  we  are  referred  at  once  to  tho  Ti’ade  Retuims, 
and  wo  ai’C  convinced,  if  we  are  at  all  easily  convinced,  that 
our  ports  are  of  so  little  importance,  and  so  little  duty  is  col¬ 
lected  in  them,  that  no  preventive  officers  are  required.  I 
think  this  is  a  mistake. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  possible  objection  to  bring¬ 
ing  down  the  papers  moved  for  by  the  hon .  member  for 
Guysboi’o’  (Mr.  Kirk),  but  it  would  be  somewhat  difficult 
to  understand  how  those  papers  can  furnish  him  with  the 
information  ho  is  evidently  desirous  of  obtaining ;  and  it  is 
also  difficult  to  understand  how  he  can  argue  that  the  fact 
of  a  sub-port  of  Guysboro’  being  placed  under  the  port  of 
Hawkesbury  would  interfere  with  the  trade  retuims  of  his 
own  county  to  which  he  refers.  Hawkesbury  is  a  mile  or 
two  distant  from  the  sub  port  which  was  removed  from  the 
port  of  Guysboro’,  which  was  some  20  or  30  miles  dis¬ 
tant.  It  was  purely  and  simply — not  only  for  the  accom¬ 
modation  of  the  port,  but  for  the  interest  of  the  service  itself 
—  so  that  communication^could  be  kept  up  more  frequently 
and  rapidly  with  tho  collector  than  it  possibly  could  be  if 
he  had  to  report  to  Guysboro’.  It  was  purely  a  depart¬ 
mental  matter.  The  hon.  member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron)  is  quite  correct  when  he  says  ho  knew  nothing 
of  the  transfer,  nor  am  I  aware  that.,  it  was  necessary,  in 
conducting  the  Department  over  which  I  preside,  to  consult 
the  representative  of  any  county  particularly  in  a  matter  so 
trivial  as  this.  Tho  hon,  member  for  Guysboro’  must 
know  that  there  are  no  figures  in  the  Trade  and  Navi¬ 
gation  Returns  of  this  country  which  would  give  him  the  in¬ 
formation  he  seeks.  He  says  that  if  sub-ports  are  to  be  taken 
from  one  county  and  connected  for  statistical  purposes,  with 
another  county,  the  return  of  the  exports  and  imports  which 
legitimately  and  properly  belongs  to  the  other  county,  can¬ 
not  be  obtained.  It  matters  very  little  whether  it  remains 
with  one  county  or  the  other ;  the  information  could,  not  be 
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obtained  except  by  applying  to  the  port  itself  for  special 
returns.  They  are  not  made  to  tho  Department  at  Ottawa, 
and  the  only  difference  really  is  that  the  sub-collector  at  tho 
port  of  Mulgravo  reports  to  the  port  of  Hawkesbury  instead 
of  to  the  port  at  Guysboro’;  but,  if  ho  will  look  at  tho 
Trade  and  Navigation  returns, which  are  very  full, he  will  find 
that  the  amount  collected  at  each  sub-port  can  be  obtained. 

Mr.  KIEIv.  Not  in  the  Trade  Eeturns. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Certainly,  in  tho  Trade  Eeturns.  He  has 
not  given  any  attention  to  them,  or  he  would  not  have  made 
that  statement.  If  he  will  look  at  page  18,  he  will  find, 
under  the  head  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  collections  made  at 
Guysboro’,  and  the  collections  made  at  each  of  the  sub¬ 
ports.  He  will  find  that  the  collections  at  sub-port  Mulgrave, 
up  to  tho  time  of  its  transference  to  the  other  port, that 
is  up  to  Ihe  5th  July,  1883,  amounted  to  the  sum  of 
$50;  and  for  the  balance  of  the  year  he  will  find,  if  he 
turns  to  Hawkesbury,  that  the  sum  collected  was  $956.94. 
If  he  adds  the  two  together,  and  adds  that  to  Guysboro’, 
he  will  have  very  little  difficulty  in  ascertaining  how  much 
was  collected  in  the  county  he  represents.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  his  county  is  the  only  one  that  has  been  inter¬ 
fered  with  in  this  way.  He  is  wrong.  Sub  ports  in 
Kent  have  been  attached  to  ports  in  Westmoreland  for 
precisely  the  same  reason  that  1  have  given  for  the  removal 
of  this  sub  port  from  Guysboro’  to  Hawkesbury.  The 
hon.  member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron)  has  raised  an 
altogether  new  question,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  he  has 
brought  that  question  before  the  House.  It  is  one  I 
should  like  to  hear  discussed  and  to  have  the  opinions  of 
the  different  members  upon  it.  He  will  havo  observed,  upon 
reference  to  these  Trade  and  Navigation  Eeturns, that  some  of 
the  provincial  returns,  which  were  formerly  given  and 
which  were  just  as  misleading,  if  not  more  so,  as  the  points 
to  which  he  calls  the  attention  of  tho  House,  have  been  left 
out.  And,  in  the  present  return,  I  have  left  out  two  or 
three  tables  which  were  altogether  misleading,  from  the 
fact  that  the  importations  into  one  Province,  which  were 
credited  to  that  particular  Province,  divided  by  the 
population,  would  lead  you  to  suppose  that  that  Province 
paid  per  capita  double  the  amount  it  really  consumes  of  the 
articles  imported  into  the  Province.  So  I  have  given  the 
table  from  a  Dominion  standpoint  exclusively,  and  it  is  a 
grave  question  whether  the  suggestions  thrown  out  by  my 
bon.  friend  from  Inverness  should  not  be  adopted  and  carried 
out  more  fully  in  future  returns.  It  is  quite  true  that,  on 
reference  to  these  returns,  he  will  find,  say,  the  port  of  Mon¬ 
treal,  will  show  that  that  port  alone  paid  to  the  Dominion 
Treasury  from  $7,000,000  to  $8,000,000  annually.  No  one 
supposes,  who  knows  anything  of  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
this  country,  that  all  these  goods  are  consumed  at  that  port. 
Those  who  have  paid  any  attention  to  the  subject  know  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  goods  entered  at  Montreal  are  taken 
to  the  lower  Provinces  and  sold  in  the  markets  there  ;  and 
it  is  also  the  case  with  goods  that  are  entered  at  the 
port  of  Toronto.  Toronto  pays  into  the  Dominion  Treasury 
some  $3,000,000  or  $4,000,000  annually,  but  no  one  supposes 
that  Toronto  consumes  all  those  goods.  The  large  wholesale 
dealers  in  that  city  send  their  goods  all  over  tho  Domin¬ 
ion,  and  it  is  just  so  in  reference  to  other  articles  which 
are  imported  into  the  country.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  that  it  would  be  better  if  these  returns  showed 
only  the  amounts  imported  into  the  Dominion.  That 
is  the  policy  pursued  in  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Eeturns  of 
the  United  States,  with  this  exception,  that  they  have  largo 
areas  and  they  credit  each,  district  and  not  each  State.  If 
that  were  adopted  we  could  give  a  book  quite  as  largo  as  the 
present,  with  a  classification  quadruple  that  which  we  now 
present  to  the  House  and  the  country,  which  would  enable 
the  trade  of  the  country  to  form  a  correct  idea  of  the 
quantities  of  the  larger  number  of  the  goods  that  are 


imported  as  well  as  the  countries  to  which  the  variety  of 
exports  we  have  in  this  country  are  sent.  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  tho  hon.  gentleman  for  bringing  this  quostion 
before  the  House,  and  1  hope  tho  members  will  consider  it 
well  and  that  beforo  Parliament  rises  there  will  bo  a  fuller 
expression  of  opinion  upon  this  point.  If  it  be  tho  opinion 
of  tho  House  that  a  change  should  be  made,  I  promise 
that,  commencing  with  tho  next  fiscal  year,  to  give 
them  a  much  more  interesting  report  in  a  volume  no 
larger  than  the  one  we  havo  at  present.  If  the  system  was 
continued  that  was  carried  out  when  tho  present  Govern¬ 
ment  came  into  power,  in  preparing  these  Trade  and  Navi¬ 
gation  Eeturns,  wo  should  have  had  two  volumes  to-day  of 
this  size,  instead  of  one,  and  they  would  not  be  so  compact 
nor  so  easy  to  understand. 

Mr.  YAIL.  If  I  understand  him  aright,  the  hon.  mom. 
ber  for  Guysboro’  complains  that  one  of  the  sub-ports  of 
his  county  has  been  transferred  to  the  county  of  Inverness; 
and  I  think  he  has  just  cause  of  complaint,  inasmuch  as  the 
returns  from  the  several  counties  convey  a  wrong  impres¬ 
sion  of  the  amount  of  duties  paid  in  those  counties.  If  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Customs  will  look  at  the  returns  in  the 
Public  Accounts,  he  will  find  that  Guysboro*  is  credited 
with  $2,878  as  collected,  and  also  the  cost  of  collection,  while 
Port  Hawkesbury  returns  $7,500  which,  I  say,,  con¬ 
veys  a  wrong  impression,  because  a  certain  portion  of 
this  $7,500  is  collected  in  the  county  of  Guysboro’;  and 
according  to  the  Public  Accounts  it  would  appear  that 
Hawkesbury  collects  a  very  much  larger  amount  than  the 
whole  county  of  Guysboro’.  I  think  it  is  only  fair  that 
Guysboro’  should  have  the  credit  of  tho  whole  amount 
of  duties  that  are  collected  within  the  county. 

Mr.  KIEK.  I  agree  with  tho  Minister  of  Customs  when 
he  says  that  it  is  impossible  to  tell  the  amount  of  trade  in 
each  Province  by  tho  Trade  and  Navigation  Eeturns.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  frequently  in  this  House  long 
arguments  are  based  upon  the  fact  that  certain  Provinces 
have  a  right  to  only  a  certain  amount  of  money  because 
they  only  do  a  certain  amount  of  trade.  Last  Session  I 
heard  an  hon.  gentleman  in  this  Houso  make  an  unjust 
comparison  between  Nova  Scotia  and  other  Provinces,  on  the 
basis  of  the  return  made  by  these  Trade  and  Navigation 
Eeturns.  I  am  aware  that  tho  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  knows 
the  working  of  the  system  too  well  to  base  an  argument  upon 
any  such  returns.  I  said  I  believed  that  this  was  the  only 
exception  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia;  as  to  the  case 
referred  to  in  New  Brunswick,  I  know  nothing,  becauso  I 
know  nothing  of  the  system  pursued  in  the  other  Provinces. 
I  do  not  blame  the  hon.  member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron) 
for  suggesting  or  recommending  a  change.  I  know  he  is  a 
fair-minded  man,  and  would  not  recommend  anything  unjust 
to  another  county  if  ho  knew  it,  but  I  think  he  is  entirely 
wrong  when  he  says  that  tho  exports  last  year  from  the 
county  of  Inverness,  had  this  change  not  been  made,  would 
have  shown  the  exports  of  Port  Mulgrave  to  bo  much 
larger  than  they  should  be,  because  Port  Mulgrave  would 
get  the  credit  of  exports  from  Inverness  county.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  bo  so.  Although  I  havo  not  the  returns 
beforo  me,  I  do  not  think  they  show  the  amount  of  trade,  so 
far  as  Guysboro’  is  concerned,  from  Port  Mulgrave.  The 
credit  is  all  given  to  Port  Hawkesbury  for  the  last  year.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  exports  of  Port  Mulgrave  are,  but  I 
find  in  the  previous  year  that  Guysboro’  reported 
$179,957  worth,  whilst  Hawkesbury,  in  Inverness 
county,  only  exported  $113,445.  In  1884  Guysboro’ 
only  exported  $196,689,  whilst  Hawkesbury  exported 
$236,868,  showing  that  Hawkesbury  has  been  largely 
credited  with  exports  from  the  county  of  Guys¬ 
boro’.  The  increase  was  so  great  ihat  a  correspon¬ 
dent  from  Inverness  county  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Halifax 
Herald,  giving  credit  to  the  National  Policy  for  this 
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large  increase,  and  the  Halifax  Herald  based  an 
editorial  on  the  assumption  that  the  National  Policy  was 
doing  great  things  for  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  port  of  Hawkesbury  had  exported  last  year 
so  much  more  than  the  year  before,  whereas  the  fact  was 
that  a  portion  of  the  exports  had  gone  from  the  county  of 
Guysboro’  to  swell  the  exports  from  Inverness,  and  the 
National  Policy  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  cannot  see, 
Mr.  Speaker,  what  reason  the  hon.  Minister  had  for  making 
the  change.  He  has  not  given  any  reason  for  it ;  he  has  not 
stated  to  the  House  that  it  was  inconvenient  in  any  way  to 
conduct  the  business  as  it  was  conducted  before.  There  is  a 
daily  mail  between  Guysboro’  and  Port  Mulgrave,  and 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  getting  tho  returns  back  and  forth 
between  these  ports.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the 
collector  at  Guysboro’  is  quite  as  sharp  in  looking  after 
his  sub-collectors  as  the  collector  at  Port  Hawkesbury,  and  I 
think  the  business  would  be  quite  as  well  done  under  his 
supervision  as  under  the  supervision  of  the  collector  at 
Hawkesbury.  When  an  application  was  made  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  an  amount  of  money  to  erect  buildings  for  a 
Custom  house  and  post  office,  the  first  thing  the  Minister  did 
was  to  look  at  the  returns  and  see  the  amount  of  business 
done  at  these  ports.  He  deprived  the  county  of  Guysboro’ 
of  the  credit  of  doing  the  business  that  is  really  done  there, 
and  therefore  he  deprived  that  port  of  the  chance  of  having  a 
building  erected  to  accommodate  the  Customs  and  post  office 
business  there.  In  this  way  1  think  that  by  making  Port 
Mulgrave  a  sub-port  to  the  port  of  Hawkesbury  he  has  done 
an  injury  to  the  county  of  Guysboro’,  an  injury  of  which 
the  peoplo  of  Guysboro’  complain. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

1st.  Copies  of  all  demands  and  claims  made  by  the  town  of  Emerson 
on  the  Government  for  financial  or  other  aid,  and  all  correspondence 
respecting  the  same.  2nd.  Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council  or  depart¬ 
mental  orders  respecting  such  demands  or  claims,  and  the  action  or  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Government  thereon.— (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

Return  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Auditor-General  and  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  relating  to  an  Order  of  this  House 
made  on  the  28th  March  last,  for  a  return  showing  all  sums  received  by 
the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  on  account  of  rental  of  rivers 
and  streams,  etc  ;  or  in  any  way  relating  to  any  irregularity  or  inac¬ 
curacy  connected  with  matters  ot  the  said  Department.— (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mullen.) 

Memorials  and  papers  presented  to  the  Government,  or  any  member 
thereof,  relating  to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  by  deputations,  on 
Thursday  last,  the  19th  ult.— (Mr.  Kranz.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  10.45  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  10th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  JAMIESON  for  Mr.  Robertson  (Shelburne)  moved 
for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.  92)  further  to  amend  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  be 
good  enough  to  explain  the  object  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  This  Bill  comprises  seven  clauses.  It 
has  been  : prepared  by  the  legislative  committee  of  the 
Mr.  Kirk. 


Dominion  Alliance  for  the  suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic. 
It  embodies  several  amendments  which  are  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  effective  working  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act 
of  1878.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  lor  me  to  go  into  a 
minute  explanation  of  tho  several  clauses.  I  will  say,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  first  clause  proposes  to  amend  section  96  of 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  by  providing  that  tho  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Official  Gazette  of  the  Order  in  Council  by  which 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  is  put  in  force  in  any  county 
or  city  shall  be  notice  to  all  persons — magistrates  and  others 
— enforcing  the  law  ;  in  other  words,  that  it  shall  not  be 
necessary,  as  at  present,  to  produce  a  copy  of  tho 
Official  Gazette  in  every  prosecution  instituted  under  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act.  It  must  be  obvious  that  in  a  very 
short  time  now,  tho  Act  is  likely  to  be  in  force  in  a  large 
number  of  counties,  and  there  will  be  a  large  number  of 
prosecutions  under  it,  and  to  require  the  production  in  every 
case,  of  a  copy  of  the  Official  Gazette,  would  be  an  impo  s- 
sibility,  and  in  many  cases  there  would  be  a  failure  of 
justice,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  the  provision 
embodied  in  the  1st  clause  of  this  Bill.  The  2nd  section  of 
tho  Bill  proposes  to  amend  section  99  of  the  Act.  At  present, 
under  the  Act,  liquors  cannot  be  sold  or  prescribed  by  a 
medical  man  in  less  quantities  than  a  pint,  and  we  propose 
to  leave  the  quantity  in  the  discretion  of  the  medical  man, 
whoso  certificate  is  made  necessary  under  the  Act.  In 
addition  to  that,  we  propose  to  insertan  amendment  impos¬ 
ing  a  penalty  on  a  medical  man  who  gives  a  certificate 
colorably  under  the  law.  Although  there  are  not  many 
medical  men  now  who  will  be  guilty  of  such  an  offence, 
still,  there  have  been  cases  where  men  have  been  so  dead  to 
principle  as  to  give  certificates  colorably,  to  give  them  for 
a  fee  when  they  were  not  necessary  for  medicinal  purposes. 
Section  4  proposes  to  amend  section  107  of  the  Canada  Tem¬ 
perance  Act.  That  section  provides  that  prosecutions  shall  be 
conducted  under  and  in  accordance  with  the  Act  respecting 
the  duties  of  justices  of  the  peace  out  of  ssssions. 
It  has  been  found  that  that  does  not  go  far  enough.  We 
propose  to  amend  it  so  as  to  provide  for  proceedings  for  the 
enforcement  of  the  penalty.  Section  5  proposes  to  amend  a 
clerical  error  in  the  law,  which  will  be  apparent  to  anyone 
who  carefully  reads  it.  Section  6  proposes  to  amend  section 
105  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883.  This  section  is 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  obviating  the  difficulty  which 
has  arisen  in  consequence  of  a  late  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  New  Brunswick.  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  within 
the  knowledge  of  almost  every  member  of  this  House  that 
a  difficulty  has  arisen  there.  '  It  seems  that  the  court  in 
New  Brunswick  has  held  that  the  enforcing  clauses  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  have  been  repealed  by  the  Liquor 
License  Act  of  1883,  though  that  was  certainly  not  the 
intention  of  Parliament  at  the  time,  and  the  object  of  this 
section  is  to  provide  that  these  clauses  shall  not  be  repealed 
as  the  effect  of  that  decision.  It  is  quite  obvious  that  the 
intention  of  Parliament  at  the  time  was  that  this 
provision  was  to  be  auxiliary  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act.  However,  unfortunately,  it  has 
been  held  that  it  repealed  some  of  the  provisions  of  that 
law.  The  Bill  provides  a  set  of  forms  for  justices  of  the 
peace  and  others,  which  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  deem 
necessary,  inasmuch  as  the  ordinary  run  of  magistrates  are 
not  men  skilled  in  tho  law,  and  require  something  of  that 
kind  for  their  guidance.  These  are  the  whole  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  we  trust  we  shall  have  the  assent  of  the  House 
to  this  measure,  and  that  it  will  become  law  before  the 
House  rises,  because  we  believe  it  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
to  the  efficient  working  of  a  law,  which  is  now  very  popular 
with  the  people  of  this  Dominion  and  which  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  given  to  the  people,  and  we  further  believe  it  to 
be  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  to  provide  sufficient 
machinery  to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  people  as  embodied 
in  that  Act. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  measure,  but  I  have  heard  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and,  if  I  rightly  understand  it,  it  is  a  measure 
which  is  designed  to  remedy  some  defects  which  have 
occurred  in  the  working  of  the  Temperance  Act,  and  which 
have  been  partly  produced  by  a  diversity  of  judicial  decision 
in  different  Provinces,  and  partly  by  the  operation  of  the 
License  Act  of  1883  as  construed  by  some  judicial  authori¬ 
ties.  I  understand  that  some  time  ago,  the  organisation 
of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken,  presented  this 
measure  for  the  consideration  of  the  Government  of  the  day, 
with  a  request  that  they  would  themselves  take  the 
responsibility  of  proposing  the  legislation .  That  took  place 
somewhere  about  a  fortnight  ago,  and  a  considerable  delay 
has  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the  period  of  time  which 
the  Government  required  before  announcing  their  decision. 
It  seems  to  me,  in  view  of  the  late  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  we  have  now  arrived,  and  the  block  in  public  business 
which  is  likely  soon  to  take  place,  that  every  effort  should 
be  made  to  expedite  the  printing  of  this  Bill,  and  that  the 
Government  should  give  every  opportunity  for  its  considera¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  pledge  myself  at  all  to  these  views  because 
I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  considering  the  clause, 
but  I  think,  under  the  circumstances,  that  it  should  be 
understood  that  this  Bill  is  not  to  be  crowded  out,  that, 
whether  innocent  or  guilty,  it  is  not  to  be  slaughtered.  It 
should  have  a  fair  opportunity  of  being  reached  and  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  the  House. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  need  not  be  so  anxious  about  this  Bill,  as 
no  one  has  any  desire  to  strangle  it.  As  to  the  printing, 
that  is  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  the  necessary  orders 
will  be  given  concerning  it.  I  did  not  fully  understand  the 
explanations  given  by  the  mover  of  the  Bill,  but  I  got  an 
impression  from  what  he  said  that  not  only  does  his  Bill 
propose  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878,  but 
it  also  amends  the  License  Act  of  1883. 

Mr.  BLAK  B.  So  he  says. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  If  that  be  the  case  its  title 
will  have  to  be  changed  so  that  it  shall  be  stated  that  it 
affects  both  laws.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  now  what  the 
Government  will  do  about  it,  but  we  will  consider  it  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  IVES.  There  are  two  or  three  other  Bills  upon  the 
same  subject  which  have  already  been  introduced  for  a 
number  of  days,  Bills  in  which  many  members  of  the  House 
feel  a  considerable  interest,  and  in  which  a  large  number 
of  people  in  the  country  feel  a  considerable  interest.  If 
there  is  to  be  any  special  effort  on  the  part  of  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  with  the  Government  to  obtain  a  favorable 
consideration  for  this  particular  Bill,  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  urged  to  facilitate  the  printing  of  these 
other  measures  that  have  been  introduced  for  more  than 
a  month. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  did  not  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  give 
a  favorable  consideration  to  this  Bill.  I  understood  the 
Government  decided  not  to  give  it  a  favorable  consideration 
— at  any  rate  decided  they  would  not  take  the  responsibi¬ 
lity.  What  I  asked  was  that  inasmuch  as  the  printing  of 
the  Bill  had  been  delayed  the  Government  should  see  that 
the  House  had  an  opportunity  of  considering  it  for  itself. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

COURT  OF  CLAIMS  FOR  CANADA. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN  moved  for  leave  to  intio- 
duce  Bill  (No.  93)  to  establish  a  Court  of  Claims  for  Canada. 
He  said :  The  object  of  this  measure  is  to  replace  the 
Dominion  Board  of  Arbitrators  that  has  been  in  existence 
for  a  number  of  years,  by  a  Court  of  Claims  for  the 
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Dominion.  I  will,  on  this  occasion,  give  only  a  synopsis  of 
the  Bill.  The  court  will  be  a  court  of  common  law  and 
equity,  and  shall  be  called  the  Court  of  Claims.  It  will  con¬ 
sist  of  one  judge  to  be  appointed  by  Her  Majesty  by  letters 
patent  under  the  Great  Seal  of  Canada.  He  shall  hold  office 
during  good  behavior,  but  may  be  removed  by  an  Address 
of  both  Bouses.  He  shall  bo  assisted  by  three  assessors  to 
advise  him  on  questions  of  fact,  and  such  assessors  shall  hold 
office  during  pleasure.  There  shall  be  a  clerk  of  the  court 
who  will  be  appointed  by  the  Governor  in  Council.  Neither 
the  judge  nor  the  assessors  shall  hold  any  other  office  under 
the  Government  of  Canada,  or  under  the  Government  of  any 
Province.  The  judge  must  have  been  either  a  judge  of  the 
Superior  or  County  Court  in  one  of  the  Provinces,  or  a 
barrister  or  advocate  of  at  least  one  year’s  standing,  and 
shall  take  an  oath  to  be  administered  by  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Supreme  Court.  The  judge  and  assessors  shall  have  both 
a  salary  and  retiring  allowances.  Then  there  is  the  ordin¬ 
ary  clause  about  the  superannuation  of  the  judge,  the  same 
as  in  the  case  of  the  other  judges.  Then  as  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  court,  there  are  seven  different  items  giving  the 
nature  of  the  claims  : 

“  (B)  Every  claim  for  alleged  or  indirect  ot  consequential  damage  to 
property  arising  from  or  connected  with  the  construction,  repair  or 
maintenance  of  any  public  work  undertaken  or  performed  at  the  expense 
of  the  Governmant  of  Canada,  or  which  is  now  vested  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  ; 

“  (0)  Every  claim  arising  out  of  or  connected  with  the  performance  of 
any  contract  entered  into  with  any  Minister  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty, 
whether  in  the  name  of  Her  Majesty  or  otherwise,  and  every  claim  aris¬ 
ing  out  of  deductions  made  by  any  Minister  for  the  non-performance  of 
any  such  contract ; 

“  (D)  Every  claim  for  direct  or  consequential  damage  to  property, 
arising  out  of  anything  done  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  or  arising 
out  of  any  death  or  injury  to  the  person  or  to  the  property  on  any  put>- 
lic  work  under  the  control  and  management  of  the  Government  of 
Canada ; 

‘ 1  (E)  Every  claim  founded  upon  any  statute  of  Canada  or  by  any  regu¬ 
lation  made  by  the  Governor  in  Council ; 

“  (F)  Every  claim  which  is  referred  to  it  by  the  head  of  any  Depart¬ 
ment  in  pursuance  of  any  statute  of  Canada  ; 

'■  (G)  Every  claim  which  is  referred  to  it  by  the  order  of  the  Governor 
in  Council ; 

“  (H)  Every  set-off,  counter-claim,  claim  for  damages,  whether  liqui¬ 
dated  or  unliquida  ed,  or  other  demand  whatsoever,  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty  against  any  person  making  claim  against  Her  Majesty  in  the 
court.” 

As  to  the  procedure  in  respect  to  claims,  I  do  not  suppose 
the  House  wishes  me  to  give  all  the  details.  At  all  events, 
a  claimant  who  wishes  to  enter  a  suit  has  twelve  months  to 
do  it  in.  Then  the  Government  may  make  a  tender - 

“  Any  claim  arising  out  of  or  connected  with  the  performance,  or  on 
account  of  deductions  made  for  the  non-Derformance  of  any  contract 
entered  into  with  the!  head  of  any  Department  unless  such  notice  is 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  within  three  months  of  the  date  of  the 
final  estimate  made  under  such  contract,  if  the  sail  contract  provides 
for  such  final  estimate,  and  if  it  does  not,  then  within  twelve  months 
after  the  breach  of  contract  complained  of.” 

“  Any  other  claim  which  might  otherwise  be  transmitted  or  referred  to 
the  court,  unless  such  notice  is  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  within 
twelve  months  after  the  claim  first  accrues.” 

There  will  be  an  additional  clause,  which  is  not  yet  printed, 
providing  that  the  Government  may  do  as  they  do  now, 
that  is  take  the  opinion  of  one  of  the  assessors  about  the 
claim,  and  thus  avoid  a  lawsuit  if  possible- — 

“  No  claim  shall  be  transmitted  to  or  entertained  by  the  court  for 
or  in  respect  to  which  the  claimant  has  pending  in  any  other  court  any 
suit  or  process  against  any  person  who,  at  the  time  when  the  cause  of 
action  alleged  in  such  suit  or  process  arose,  was,  iu  respect  thereto, 
acting,  or  professing  to  act  under  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty.” 

“  Nothing  in  this  Act  contained  s  ’.all  make  it  imperative  for  any 
head  of  a  Department  to  transmit  any  claim  to  the  court,  or  shall  pre¬ 
vent  Her  Majesty  from  at  any  time  resisting  any  claim,  by  the  exercise 
of  the  rights,  privileges  or  prerogatives  of  Her  Majesty.” 

There  will  be  a  clause  by  which  the  court  may  sit  any¬ 
where  where  the  Governor  in  Council  may  direct  them  to 
go ;  for  instance,  the  Governor  may  send  the  judge  to 
Toronto,  Hamilton,  or  Montreal,  if  they  see  fit,  in  order  to 
save  the  expense- — — 
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“  The  hearing  and  trial  of  any  claim  shall  be  by  and  before  the  judge 
of  the  court  sitting  with  at  least  two  of  the  assessors,  and  such  judge 
shall  decide  the  case,  and  his  decision  shall  be  the  judgment  of  the 
court  herein.” 

‘  ‘  If  it  appears  to  the  court,  in  any  case,  that  the  facts  set  forth  in  the 
claimant’s  notice  do  not  furnish  any  ground  for  relief,  it  shall  not  be 
necessary  to  take  evidence  in  the  matter.” 

Then  with  regard  to  references  : 

“  The  court  may,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  accounts  and  making 
enquiries,  refer  any  claim,  or  matter  connected  with  a  claim,  to  the 
assessors  or  any  two  of  them.” 

Then  rules  for  adjudicating  upon  claims  : 

“  The  court  shall  consider  the  advantage,  as  well  as  disadvantage,  of 
taking  all  the  testimony,  copies  of  judgments,  documents,  etc.” 

With  regard  to  the  travelling  expenses  of  these  officers,  we 
intend  taking  the  same  clause  as  in  the  Civil  Service  Act. 
There  is  a  clause  providing  as  follows  : — 

“  When  a  claim  has  been  referred  to  the  court  for  examination  and 
report,  the  court  shall  have  all  the  powers  in  reference  thereto  which  it 
has  in  case  of  a  claim  transmitted  to  it  for  trial  and  adjudication,  but  the 
judge  in  such  case  shall  report  to  the  head  of  the  Department  his  finding 
on  the  questions  of  fact  and  upon  the  amount  of  damages,  if  any  sus¬ 
tains,  and  the  principle  upon  which  such  amount  has  been  computed.” 

Then  there  may  be  a  new  trial- - - 

“  When  judgment  is  rendered  against  any  claimant  the  court  may 
grant  a  new  trial  for  any  reason  which,  by  the  rules  of  common  law,  in 
suits  between  individuals,  would  furnish  sufficient  ground  for  granting 
a  new  trial.” 

The  decision  of  the  court  shall  not  be  final .  The  idea  is  to 
give  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court.  It  provides  that : 

“  The  costs  incident  to  the  appeal  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada) 
whether  for  or  against  the  claimant,  or  for  or  against  Her  Majesty,  shall 
be  in  the  order  and  discretion  of  that  eourt  and  shall  be  taxed  and 
allowed  by  its  proper  officer.” 

Then  there  are  provisions  for  enforcing  judgments  and 
orders.  Then  there  are  provisions  respecting  process  of 
court,  sheriff  and  other  officers,  barristers  and  attorneys  of 
court,  report  to  Minister  of  Justice,  rules  of  court.  The 
rules  of  court  are  to  be  made  by  the  court  with  the  approval 
of  the  Governor  in  Council : 

“The  Governor  in  Council  may,  from  time  to  time,  make  regulations 
respecting  court  rooms  for  the  use  of  the  court,  the  travelling  and 
other  expenst  s  of  the  judge  and  the  assessors,  in  connection  with  his 
and  their  duties,  the  remuneration  of  sheriffs  and  other  officers  of  the 
court,  the  reporting  of  the  decisions  of  the  court,  the  disposal  of  moneys 
received  for  fees  by  the  clerk  of  the  court  or  for  costs  allowed  to  Her 
Majesty  against  any  claimant,  and  the  mode  of  payment  of  any  judg¬ 
ment  or  costs  against  Her  Majesty.” 

There  are  repealing  clauses  respecting  such  Acts  as  must 
necessarily  be  repealed.  We  shall  take  care  that  matters 
now  pending  before  the  court  will  not  be  affected  by  this 
Bill.  I  have  given  only  a  general  idea  of  the  measure; 
there  are  a  number  of  other  clauses,  and  those  I  will  ex¬ 
plain  more  fuliy  afterwards. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN,  (Translation.)  Will  this  Bill  abolish 
the  Exchequer  Court? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  It  does  not 
apply  to  the  Exchequer  Court.  It  merely  concerns  the 
four  arbitrators  which  were  appointed  a  long  while  ago, 
in  1867,  and  who  were  in  existence  under  the  law  of  the  old 
Province  of  Canada.  As  soon  as  this  Bill  becomes  law 
these  arbitrators  will  cease  to  exist. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  If  my  memory  serves 
me  aright,  under  the  Act  of  Confederation — and  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Minister  to  this  point — the  consti¬ 
tution  of  the  various  courts  in  the  country  is  left,  as  far  as 
I  can  remember,  to  the  Local  Governments.  I  believe  it  is 
under  a  special  clause  of  the  Act  of  Confederation  that  we 
have  established  the  Supreme  Court;  and  I  think  that  by 
referring  to  this  Act  it  will  be  seen  that  we  have  no  power 
to  create  new  courts.  I  simply  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  Minister  on  this  point,  especially  on  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  because  I  think  it  is  a  serious  question. 

Sir  Hector  Langevin. 
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Sir  HECTOR  LANGEY1N.  (Translation.)  The  hon. 
member  is  mistaken  on  that  point.  If  he  will  once  again 
refer  to  the  Act  of  Confederation — I  cannot,  for  the  moment, 
quote  the  clause — he  will  find  that  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment  can  decline  to  go  before  the  provincial  courts  and 
create  courts  for  the  carrying  out  of  their  own  laws  and  for 
all  cases  which  may  affect  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  us  a  synopsis 
of  the  contents  of  the  proposed  measure,  but  he  has  wholly 
failed  to  give  us  any  reason  for  the  proposed  legislation.  He 
has  not  pointed  out  to  us  what  those  circumstances  are 
which  have  induced  the  Government  to  believe  that  the 
existing  arrangements  are  such  as  to  require  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  new  court,  and  the  creation  of  this  somewhat 
expensive  machinery.  I  well  remember  when  discussions 
took  place  in  this  House  with  respect  to  the  Supreme  and 
Exchequer  Courts,  and  particularly  with  respect  to  the 
appeal  to  be  given  to  the  Exchequer  Court  in  some  cases 
from  the  decision  of  the  Dominion  arbitrators,  that  very 
great  pressure  was  put  on  the  Administration  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  were  then  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  abolish  the 
Dominion  arbitrators  altogether,  and  to  vest  in  the  Ex¬ 
chequer  Court  jurisdiction  which  had  theretofore  existed  in 
the  Dominion  arbitrators.  At  that  time  the  Supreme  Court 
had  been  but  just  established,  and  its  working  had  not  yet 
been  indicated  by  practical  experience,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  and  those  who  were  associated  with 
him,  without  at  ali  declaring  that  the  suggestion  of  hon. 
gentlemen  then  on  this  side  was  unsound,  still  they  were 
not  prepared  at  that  time  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
dealing  with  the  question  in  that  way,  and  they  held  that 
it  required  consideration  and  determination.  A  very  strong 
opposition  was  made  to  the  continuance  of  a  special  court 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  these  cases.  Well,  many 
years  have  since  elapsed,  and  no  proposal  in  the  sense  of 
that  which  I  mention,  as  made  by  those  hon,  gentlemen 
when  in  Opposition,  has  been  proposed  since  they  resumed 
power ;  but  now  without  any  cause  assigned,  without  any 
reason  of  any  description  given,  a  proposal  is  made,  not  to 
abolish  the  provincial  arbitrator's  with  a  view  to  vest  in  the 
Exchequer  Court  the  jurisdiction  which  it  may  be  thought 
proper  to  vest  in  some,  judicial  tribunal  with  respect  to  Gov¬ 
ernment  claims,  but  to  abolish  the  Court  of  Dominion  Arbi¬ 
trators  with  a  view  to  the  creation  of  a  new  court.  It  seems 
to  me  this  is  not  the  time  for  the  creation  of  a  new  court, 
it  i$  not  the  time  for  the  creation  .of  new  offices ; 
and  I  think  it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory  if  the  juris¬ 
diction  proposed  to  be  vested  in  those  officers  should  be 
vested  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  with  such  modifications 
as  the  powers  and  functions  of  that  court  in  dealing  with 
this  class  of  cases  may  require.  You  find  that  the  proposal 
is  to  have  a  judge  and  three  assessors.  There  are  at  present 
four  Dominion  arbitrators,  of  whom,  however,  not  all  sit  in 
all  cases.  You  have  for  all  practical  purposes  at 
least  the  expense  of  the  old  Dominion  arbitrators  plus 
the  salary  of  the  judge.  As  to  the  amount  of  salary 
we  are  not  yet  informed,  and  I  do  not-  wish  to  press  the 
hon.  gentleman  beforehand  for  a  revelation  of  these  sacred 
mysteries.  I  suppose  the  information  will  be  given  in  com¬ 
mittee;  but  whatever  it  may  be,  the  expense  will  be  what 
I  have  stated  and  perhaps  a  good  deal  more.  Without 
entering  into  any  further  discussion  at  this  time  I  wish  to 
say  that  this  measure  does  not  at  first  sight,  without  any  ex¬ 
planation  from  the  Minister  as  to  the  reason  of  the  change, 
and  the  reason  for  the  departure  from  the  views  expressed 
on  a  former  occasion,  commend  itself  favorably  to  my  mind, 
that  the  Government  should  set  about  creating  a  court  with 
a  newly  appointed  judge  to  discharge  functions,  which,  so 
far  as  I  can  judge,  can  be  thoroughly  and  effectually  dis¬ 
charged  by  existing  tribunals  without  increasing  expense. 
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Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN.  I  did  not  intend,  and  I 
do  not  intend  now,  to  enter  into  the  reasons  of  the  proposed 
moasure,  and  to  debate  the  matter  with  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  That  I  shall  be  prepared  to  do  on  the  motion 
for  second  reading,  after  the  Bill  has  been  printed  and  dis¬ 
tributed.  L  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  hears  the 
explanations  will  be  prepared  to  admit  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  is  a  sound  one,  a  reasonable  one,  and  is 
in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

DUNDAS  AND  WATEELOO  EOAD. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  to  consider  the  following  resolu¬ 
tion 

That  it  is  expedient  to  give  effect  by  legislation  to  an  agreement 
made  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works  with  Dr.  Allen  Holford 
Walker,  for  the  sale  aDd  transfer  to  him  of  the  Oundas  and  Waterloo 
Road,  and  for  that  purpose  to  authorise  such  sale  and  transfer  to  him 
by  Order  in  Council  to  be  published  in  .the  Canada  Gazette  as  in  the 
cases  provided  for  in  the  Public  Works  Act. 

He  said  :  This  was  a  public  work  belonging  to  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  and  it  was  thought  that  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  that  we  should  dispose  of  it  by  sale,  and  under  these 
circumstances  1  was  authorised  by  Order  in  Council  to  do 
so.  Public  advertisements  were  published  freely  announc¬ 
ing  that  this  road  would  be  offered  at  public  competition  at  a 
certain  time  and  place.  We  fixed  an  upset  price  which 
was,  I  think,  something  like  $  i 5,000,  though  I  cannot  state 
the  exact  amount,  and  it  realised  over  $21,000.  The  sale 
was  effected,  but  when  we  came  to  give  the  deed,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice,  to  which  the  matter  was  referred, 
having  looked  closely  into  it,  thought  that  we  would  require 
authority  from  Parliament,  and  therefore  I  now  come  to 
Parliament  on  behalf  of  the  Government  to  ask  the  legalisa¬ 
tion  of  the  sale.  I  think  it  will  be  in  order  for  the  House 
to  proceed  immediately  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  as  the 
resolution  does  not  involve  a  burden  on  the  public,  but 
rather  the  contrary — an  accession  to  the  public  funds. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  how  the  resolu¬ 
tion  stands  on  the  point  of  order.  I  am  sure  that  if  it  was 
a  complete  cession  or  grant  of  the  public  domain  which  was 
proposed  the  principle  would  apply.  I  cannot  now  say 
whether  it  applies  or  not  to  sales,  but  I  am  rather  inclined 
to  think  with  the  hon.  gentleman.  At  the  same  time  I 
would  request  him  not  to  go  into  committee  until  a  future 
day,  but  on  another  ground.  It  seems  to  me  that  our  going 
into  committee  would  be  the  merest  formality  unless  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  placed  before  us  the  papers  necessary 
in' order  to  enable  us  to  form  some  judgment  about  the  matter. 
I,  therefore,  ask  him  to  defer  going  into  committee,  and  that 
in  the  meantime  he  should  lay  the  papers  before  us,  includ¬ 
ing  the  opinion  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  and  any  other 
papers  which  will  aid  us  in  coming  to  a  judgment. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN.  Of  course,  Mr.  Speaker,  if 
you  decide  that  I  cannot  proceed  to  go  into  committee 
to-day,  or  if  you  say  there  is  any  doubt  about  it,  I  would 
not  wish  to  imperil  the  measure  by  having  to  begin  again, 
and  so  I  would  move  simply  to  go  into  committee  at  a 
future  day.  However,  it  seems  to  me  as  there  is  no  charge 
on  the  people,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  bringing  money  to 
the  public  coffers,  that  the  rule  should  not  apply ;  but  if 
there  is  any  doubt  about  it,  and  as  the  point  is  an  important 
one,  I  will  not  press  going  into  committee  to-day. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  we  should  have  before  us  some 
means  of  forming  a  judgment  before  proceeding  to  com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  true  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  put 
money  into  the  treasury,  but  wedo  not  know  whether  he 
is  getting  back  what  was  originally  paid  lor  the  road  or 
not,  and  I  think  it  is  only  reasonable  that  we  should  have 


such  information  as  would  enable  us  to  do  something  moi-e 
than  merely  to  register  the  wishes  of  the  Government  for 
the  time  being. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN.  If  we  had  gone  into  com¬ 
mittee,  it  was  my  intention  at  a  subsequent  stage  to  supply 
any  information  that  might  be  asked  for. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE.  I  have  not  been  able  to  give  the  point 
of  order  full  consideration,  but  I  think  the  object  of  the  rule 
is  that  full  time  should  be  given  for  the  consideration  of  all 
Bills,  motions,  or  resolutions  which  may  result  in  a  charge 
on  the  treasury,  or  upon  any  department  of  the  public 
domain  or  property.  That  it  seems  to  me  is  the  reason  for 
the  ordinary  rule  of  the  House,  that  it  shall  not  presently 
go  into  committee,  and  under  those  circumstances  I  think 
it  would  be  more  advisable  not  to  proceed  to  committee 
forthwith,  but  simply  to  take  the  motion  to  go  into  com¬ 
mittee  at  a  future  day. 

Motion,  amended  as  suggested,  agreed  to. 

COLONIAL  AND  INDIAN  EXHIBITION  OF  1886. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  that  the  House,  to-morrow,  resolve 
itself  into  .committee  to  consider  the  following  resolutions  : 

1.  Resolved ,  That  the  proposed  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition,  to  be 
held  in  Condon  in  the  year  1886,  under  the  presidency  of  H.  R.  H.  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  will  bring  prominently  under  notice  the  development 
and  progress  which  have  been  made  in  various  parts  of  the  British 
Empire,  in  products,  manufactures  and  resources,  and  will  afford  a 
widespread  opportunity  of  acquiring  a  more  intimate  knowledge  of  the 
vast  fields  for  enterprise  which  exist  throughout  the  British  Domin¬ 
ions. 

2.  Resolved ,  That  it  is  expedient  that  Canada  should  take  such  part 
in  the  said  exhibition,  as  becomes  her  position  amongst  the  Colonies  of 
the  Empire. 

3.  Resolved ,  That  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  in  Council  be 
authorised  to  guarantee,  on  the  part  of  Canada,  against  any  loss  result¬ 
ing  from  the  exhibition  to  the  extent  of  £10,000  sterling,  being  one- 
fifth  of  the  whole  sum  which  it  is  proposed  to  be  guaranteed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  India,  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  Colonies  represented 
by  agents  general  in  England,  the  money  so  guaranteed  to  be  held  to 
meet  any  sum  in  which  the  intended  exhibition  may  fall  short  of  being 
self-supporting. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  trust  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  before  he 
asks  us  to  go  into  committee,  will  lay  on  the  Table  such 
papers  as  are  necessary  to  enable  the  House  to  consider  this 
matter.  We  have  no  information  except  what  appears  in 
the  resolutions. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  bring  down  the  papers. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

GOVEENMENT  BUSINESS  ON  TEUE3DAY. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved: 

That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  Government  business  shall  have 
precedence  on  Thursday  after  routine  business. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Having  regard  to  the  condition  of  the 
Order  paper,  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  alter  that  mo¬ 
tion  by  saying  after  this  week.  If  he  looks  at  tbe  Order 
paper  he  will  see  that  there  are  several  pages  of  matter  in 
the  hands  of  private  members,  and  it  will  be  utterly  impos¬ 
sible  to  make  substantial  progress  with  them  unless  we  are 
allowed  one  other  day  at  any  rate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  if  we  postponed 
the  resolution  Tor  another  week  the  list  would  be  quite  as 
long;  there  is  no  means  of  stopping  it.  We  have  been  in 
Session  more  than  a  month,  and  the  motions  in  the  hands  of 
members  not  connected  with  the  Government  have  had  a 
fair  opportunity  of  being  presented  and  discussed,  and  papers 
have  been  called  for  over  and  over  again.  I  think  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  that  we  should  adopt  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  give  the  Government  another  day, 

Mr.  CASGKAIN.  I  have  been  a  member  daring  several 
Parliaments,  and  I  can  speak  from  experience.  Now,  my 
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experience  is  that  for  the  first  three  or  four  weeks  of  the 
Session  we  are  here,  I  will  not  say  doing  nothing,  but  not 
doing  the  business  which  the  Government  is  obliged  to 
bring  before  the  House.  We  have  not  yet  seen  several  of 
the  measures  which  the  Government  promised  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  I  have  already  had  occasion  to  refer  to 
this  matter.  At  the  end  of  the  Session  we  always  run 
through  the  business  with  such  undue  haste  that  we  are 
ashamed  of  it ;  for  my  part,  I  am.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
bring  the  Conservative  members,  and  especially  the  leader 
of  the  Government,  to  adopt  any  kind  of  reform.  He  will 
adopt  the  reform  when  it  is  forced  upon  him,  but  he  will 
not  introduce  one.  Now,  I  am  going  to  propose  a  little 
reform  to-day.  Suppose,  instead  of  spending  three  or  four 
weeks  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  debating  more  or  less 
interesting  questions,  we  had  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
sent  a  little  time  before  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  as 
with  the  President’s  Message,  so  that  it  would  be  on  the 
Table  and  we  could  discuss  it  when  we  met.  At  present  we 
meet  on  Thursday,  and  spend  that  week  without  doing  any¬ 
thing  but  going  through  all  the  schoolboy  performance  of 
hearing  the  Speech  in  the  Senate.  I  think  in  this  19th 
century,  when  things  are  moving  rapidly,  we  might  adopt 
a  moi-e  expeditious  system.  During  the  four  or  five  Parlia¬ 
ments  during  which  I  have  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  we  have  seen  a  very  great  loss  of  time  and  money  to 
the  country,  and  a  loss  of  time  to  ourselves  as  well,  because, 
if  we  could  get  through  the  business  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks  earlier  than  we  do,  it  would  benefit  all  the  individual 
members  of  the  House.  I  congratulate  the  leader  of  the 
Government  that  we  have  had  a  little  reform  at  any 
rate.  We  have  our  Sessions  earlier  than  usual,  but  we 
might  have  a  regular  time  of  the  year  appointed  for 
Parliament  to  meet,  and  the  time  that  would  suit  the 
country  best  would  be  the  first  week  after  the  6th 
of  January.  All  the  work  of  the  Session  might 
then  be  done  and  finished  by  the  opening  of  navigation, 
when  trade  and  business  begins  anew.  There  is  another 
point  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
referring  to  private  Bills.  All  these  private  Bills  that  come 
before  the  House  ought  to  be  read  and  examined  and  passed 
upon  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  so  that  we  might  have  his 
opinion  upon  them,  and  avoid  imposing  upon  the  commit¬ 
tees  the  task  of  saying  whether  these  Bills  are  ultra  vires  or 
not.  And  why  should  not  banks,  railway  companies  and 
other  corporations  be  chartered  under  one  general  law  ? 
W  by  make  a  rule  for  one  and  exception  for  another  ?  Some 
companies  are,  in  fact,  chartered  under  a  statute  law  now. 
I  congratulate  my  hon.  friend  on  the  good  motive  he  has  in 
taking  another  day.  It  indicates  that  we  are  going  to 
make  some  progress  with  the  Government  business,  because 
up  to  this  time  he  has  not  given  us  much  work.  The  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill  is  a  very  important  one,  and  some  other  Bills 
were  promised  also.  I  hope  we  will  be  able  to  help  him  in 
the  matter,  though  perhaps  not  to  a  very  great  extent,  and 
perhaps  give  him  a  little  opposition  also. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman, 
the  First  Minister,  will  not  press  this  motion,  the  effect  of 
which  will  be  that  one-fourth  the  public  orders  and  one- 
tenth  of  the  Notices  of  Motion  cannot  be  possibly  disposed 
of  this  Session.  There  are  37  public  Bills  and, 85  notices  of 
motion  on  the  orders,  and  with  one  and  a-half  day  for  the 
notices  of  motion  and  half  a  day  for  the  Public  Bills  and 
Orders  it  will  be  utterly  impossible  to  dispose  of  a-tenth  of 
the  business  on  the  Order  paper.  We  lost  last  Wednesday  and 
the  previous  Wednesday,  not  through  the  fault  of  private 
members,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  give  us  next 
Thursday  to  make  up  the  loss.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned 
I  have  no  objection  that  the  Thursdays  after  this  week 
should  be  taken  by  the  Government,  but  I  think  we  should 
be  allowed  next  Thursday. 

Mr.  Casgrain. 


Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  hope  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  the  First  Minister,  will  press  the  motion.  When  do 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  expect  to  get  through  ?  On  Thurs¬ 
day  we  will  have  as  many,  if  not  more,  motions  on  the 
paper  than  we  have  now.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a 
Parliament  in  the  world  in  which  there  are  so  many  motions 
made  for  returns  as  here.  As  far  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  (Mr.  Cameron)  is  concerned,  he  certainly  has  had 
his  share  of  the  time  of  the  House,  and  his  friends  also  have 
had  their  share  up  to  the  present. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  I  have  not  taken  as  much 
time  as  you. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Government  have  not  occupied  the 
days  allowed  them  during  the  month  and  more  this  House 
has  been  in  Session.  There  is  no  reason  why  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  not  be  ready  with  all  the  legislation  they  pro¬ 
mised  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  nor  is  there  any 
reason  why  they  should  not  have  used  the  days  at  their  dis¬ 
posal  from  the  beginning  of  the  Session.  The  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  has  produced  his  Budget,  but  if  we  look  back  at  the 
parliamentary  practice,  in  which  our  parliamentary  legisla¬ 
tion  originated,  you  will  see  that  it  was  the  business  of  the 
Government  to  propose  to  the  House  those  legislative  meas¬ 
ures  upon  which  the  action  of  Parliament  was  sought  before 
the  Budget  was  brought  down  at  all.  What  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  propose  by  this  Budget  ?  He  proposes  to  ask  from 
the  people  a  subsidy  for  the  Crown.  Upon  what  condition 
does  he  ask  it  ?  On  the  condition  that  the  Crown  will  redress 
those  wrongs  and  grievances  the  people  are  supposed  to 
have.  The  Government,  as  a  responsible  administration, 
stand  in  the  position  of  the  ancient  council  who  demanded 
the  correction  of  abuses  and  the  settlement  of  griev¬ 
ances.  In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  the  policy 
the  Government  proposed  for  the  Session  is  an 
enunciation  of  what  they  considered  to  be  defects  of 
the  law  they  propose  to  remedy,  but  before  they  ask  for  the 
supply  they  should  submit  to  the  House  the  measures  they 
intend  to  carry  through.  Up  to  the  present,  this  has  not 
been  done  by  the  Government,  their  measures  are  not  be¬ 
fore  the  House,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald),  though  he  has  not  produced  those  measures, 
proposes  that  we  should  go  on  with  the  consideration  of  the 
question  of  Supply.  We  have  on  the  paper  a  large  number 
of  questions,  a  large  number  of  important  subjects  in  con¬ 
nection  with  which  this  House  wishes  to  have  redress,  and 
in  which  they  ask  the  co-operation  of  the  Government ;  and 
what  do  the  Government  propose  ?  They  propose  that  this 
House  shall  go  on  with  Supply  without  complying  with 
those  conditions  which  our  constitutional  system  recognises 
and  without  which  the  House  of  Commons  itself  has  prac¬ 
tically  no  power. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEBS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  cry  “  no,  no,”  are 
here  to  register  the  wishes - 

Mr.  SPEAKEB.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  yield  to  your  appeal,  Sir.  I  have  no 
means  of  knowing,  except  by  what  I  have  seen,  what 
those  hon.  gentlemen  are  here  for ;  and  il  I  have 
mistaken  their  views  and  motives,  of  course,  1  am  quite 
ready  to  accept  their  correction. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I 
think,  was  just  as  much  out  of  order  in  stating  that  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  were  hore  merely  to  register  their 
votes  in  favor  of  the  Government - 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  did  not  get  quite 
through  the  sentence.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  just  as 
j  much  out  of  order  as  if  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  were 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


453 


to  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  sent  here  to 
form  a  factious  opposition  to  the  Government.  No  hon. 
gentleman  on  this  sido  would  say  such  a  thing.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  we  ought  not  to  go  into  Supply  at  all 
until  all  the  constitutional  grievances  are  redressed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  was  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  debate  on  Supply  should 
go  on  after  all  the  grievances  were  redressed.  Why,  in 
England  the  navy  estimates  were  brought  down  and  gone 
into  the  day  after  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  was  read  and 
replied  to.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  records 
of  the  English  Parliament,  he  will  see  that  the  Appropri¬ 
ation  Bill  was  moved  for  before  the  adjournment  by  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  took  the  ground 
that  the  Appropriation  Bill  should  not  be  canned  except 
the  last  day  of  the  Session,  after  all  the  grievances  were  re¬ 
dressed  and  all  the  legislation  got  through.  Mr.  Gladstone 
quoted  a  number  of  precedents,  which  he  is  always  ready 
to  do,  to  show  that  4e  was  quite  right,  admitting, 
at  the  same  time,  that  he  was  perhaps  forcing  the 
question  a  good  deal  in  carrying  the  Appropriation 
Bill,  and  then  having  in  fact  a  new  Session 
after  a  long  adjournment.  As  regards  this  Session, 
throe  days  in  the  week  are  given  to  general  business  and 
two  to  the  Government,  which  shows  that  Parliament  con¬ 
siders  the  measures  and  orders  or  Bills  in  the  hands  of  pri¬ 
vate  members  are  of  great  importance.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  the  Government  have  not  brought  down  many 
Bills.  If  not  it  has  given  more  time  to  hon.  members,  who 
have  not  the  misery  to  be  members  of  the  Government,  to 
bring  down  their  measures.  They  have  had  a  month  to  do 
so  up  to  the  present.  The  list  has  been  called  over  and 
over  again  and  measures  postponed,  the  majority  of  them 
at  the  instance  of  the  hon.  members  themselves.  I  can 
appeal  to  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  to 
look  back,  and  I  think  he  will  find  that,  notwithstanding 
the  taking  of  the  third  week  by  the  Government,  there  has 
been  no  substantial  measures  in  the  hands  of  private  mem¬ 
bers  thrown  over.  Every  opportunity  has  been  given  to 
private  members,  and  I  think  I  must  press  my  motion. 

Sir  BICHARI)  CARTWRIGHT.  I  might  remind  the 
First  Minister  that  he  spoke  of  a  motion  of  mine  the  other 
day  as  being  a  piece  of  factious  opposition.  No  doubt  he 
has  now  reconsidered  the  matter  and  considers  that  I  was 

perfectly  in  order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  motion  was  that  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  motion  dealing 
with  the  Exchange  Bank. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  Oh,  yes,  I  thought  that 
was  an  unnecessary  motion. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
appealed  to  me. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  behind  you  (Mr.  Cameron). 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  mistook  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  thought  his  appeal  was  made  to  me  as  I  have 
had  a  good  deal  of  experience  in  putting  through  estimates. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  over  the  records,  he  will 
find  that  during  the  Administration  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  the  Budget  Speech  was  made  on  all  occasions 
within  a  fortnight  after  we  met,  instead  of  waiting  five 
weeks  to  make  it,  and  the  estimates  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  I  will  merely 
remark,  as  a  suggestion,  that  I  have  often  thought  that  our 
practice  might  be  conveniently  changed  in  this  respect, 
that  in  such*a  special  debate  as  the  Budget  debate,  we 


might  go  on  de  die  in  diem  for  a  reasonable  number  of 
days,  instead  of  taking  the  usual  number  per  week 
which  unnecessarily  prolongs  and  protracts  the  debate. 
And,  for  my  part,  in  the  public  interest,  I  would  have  been 
disposed  to  use  what  little  influence  I  have  to  bring  about 
that  dosirable  reform.  As  to  the  other  matter,  howover,  I 
think  the  Minister  might  very  fairly  yield  to  the  reason¬ 
able  requests  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron  for  this  par¬ 
ticular  Thursday,  because  he  knows  that,  as  my  hon.  friend 
says,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  private  members  at  all  that 
two  Wednesdays  were  practically  lost  to  them — last  Wed¬ 
nesday  and  the  Wednesday  before.  On  each  occasion,  the 
House  adjourned  at  half  past  eight  or  something  like  that, 
and  that  at  the  special  instance  of  the  First  Minister  or  one 
of  his  colleagues.  We  are  not  on  this  side  of  the  House 
disposed  to  talk  for  mere  talking’s  sake.  I  am  sure  I  am 
not  and  my  friends  are  not  If  he  allows  this  particular 
Thursday,  it  may  save  time.  There  are  certain  motions 
on  the  paper  which,  if  we  cannot  got  them  moved  in  the 
ordinary  way,  it  may  be  necessary  to  bring  up  in  the  shape 
of  motions  in  Supply,  which  will  take  up  a  great  deal  more 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  will  accept  one  portion 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  suggestion,  to  go  on  de  die  in  diem 
in  the  discussion  of  the  Budget. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  cannot  do  it  now, 
you  cannot  take  to-morrow. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ido  not  propose  it  to¬ 
morrow,  but  I  propose  that  on  Thursday  and  Friday  we 
we  shall  go  on  de  die  in  diem. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  That  is  what  we  do 
not  want  you  to  do. 

Sir  JOHN  A..  MACDONALD.  We  will  not  ask  for 
Monday,  and  we  will  give  every  opportunity  to  the  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  to  bring  up  their  motions; 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  fact  that  there  are  two  classes  of  motions, 
one  class  of  motions  are  made  in  order  to  allow  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  put  them  there  to  bring  certain  grievances  before 
the  House,  though  the  secondary  object  may  be  to  obtain 
papers.  The  other  class  are  not  lor  the  purpose  of  raising  a 
debate  or  a  conversation,  but  simply  to  move  for  papers, 
which  is  absolutely  necessary  to  move  for  before  we  go 
through  Supply.  I  know  that  a  large  number  of  the  motions 
on  the  paper  are  simply  with  a  view  to  get  that  sort  of  infor¬ 
mation,  and,  if  arrangements  were  made  that  those  motions 
on  which  no  debate  could  arise  could  be  run  through  as  they 
were  last  Session,  it  would  greatly  facilitate  business  and 
would  enable  us  to  obtain  information,  which  is  now  only  in 
the  possession  of  the  Government  before  we  get  through 
Supply. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  listened  with  attention  to  the 
remarks  made  both  by  the  leader  of  the  Government  and 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  his  assistant,  the  ex- 
Minister  of  Finance.  1  entirely  agree  with  the  position 
taken  by  the  gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  benches  to-day. 
It  is  not  often  1  do,  but  in  this  case  I  do,  and  I  hold  that 
my  action  is  quite  consistent  with  the  course  I  have  pur¬ 
sued  in  this  House  for  some  years  past,  in  fact  ever  since  I 
ceased  to  be  a  member  of  the  Government.  When  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Government,  I  sympathised  with  the  action 
of  the  Premier  in  wishing  to  cut  down  all  the  private  days, 
and  to  absorb,  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible,  the  days 
allowed  for  private  members  to  bring  matters  before  the 
House.  My  hon.  friend  opposite,  whom  I  had  occasion  to 
devote  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  when  I  was  in  Opposition, 
will  remember  that  I  persistently  and  consistently  claimed 
that  those  days  ought  not  to  be  taken  away  from 


454 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


March  10, 


private  members  so  early  in  the  Session.  I  have 
argued  the  same  thing  for  the  last  two  Sessions,  since 
I  have  been  here  again,  against  my  right 
hon.  friend  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  think  so  still, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  wise  for  the  Premier  to  give  way 
and  not  take  the  first  Thursday,  but  let  the  motion  apply 
to  the  second  Thursday.  There  will  surely  be  time  enough 
to  do  the  Government  business.  It  is  not  right  that  we 
should  not  have  opportunities  for  laying  the  grievances  of 
our  constituents  -  and  we  have  a  great  many  of  them — before 
this  Parliament.  There  is  an  enormous  list  of  motions  on 
the  paper,  and  numbers  of  others  will  still  be  made,  for  I 
am  sure  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  will  have  a  great 
many  more  motions  to  make  about  the  Pacific  Railway,  and 
I  may  have  some  more  to  make  about  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway.  I  cannot  let  him  have  the  whole.  I  think  the 
Premier  will  do  a  graceful  act  by  giving  way  on  this 
occasion. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  say  “  no,  no.”  It 
is  ail  very  well,  they  may  not  choose  to  put  forward  the 
claims  of  their  constituents.  I  do,  and  I  want-do  have  the 
opportunity  to  do  it.  I  make  the  suggestion,  but  I  know 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  the  power  to  override  the  indepen¬ 
dent  expression  of  opinion.  Still  he  cannot  prevent  that 
expression  being  made. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  ready  to  make  a 
compromise  with  my  hon.  friend,  and  to  promise  not  to 
oppose  any  motion  he  may  make  respecting  the  Grand 
Trunk.  Will  that  satisfy  him? 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  He  may  not  oppose  any  motion  in 
respect  to  the  Grand  Trunk,  but  last  Session  I  had  to  criti¬ 
cise  the  amount  of  support  which  he  gave  to  the  Grand 
Trunk. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  sure  that  the  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  as  prudent  as  usual  in  making  that  promise, 
because  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Mitchell)  may  move  to 
abolish  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  give  him  an  oppor¬ 
tunity. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  They  have  nearly  abolished  them¬ 
selves. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  However,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  as 
well  as  anybody  how  to  get  rid  of  promises. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  not  parliamen¬ 
tary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  scarcely  right  to  say  that  private 
members  have  had  time  enough  to  get  on  with  the  legisla¬ 
tion  in  their  hands.  It  is  true  that  there  were  two  days 
when  we  were  here  when  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  were 
leading  the  House  in  the  absence  of  the  First  Minister  in¬ 
vited  us,  in  view  of  the  thin  nature  of  the  benches,  to  allow 
certain  Bills  to  stand,  and  secured  an  adjournment  at  about 
twenty-five  minutes  past  8  o’clock.  But,  apart  from  that, 
it  is  necessary  that  a  certain  time  should  elapse  after  the 
introduction  of  these  Bills,  in  order  that  they  may  go  to  the 
country  and  be  read,  and  that  we  may  get  information  from 
outside,  and  that  they  may  be  considered  by  members  of 
the  House ;  and,  though  I  agree  that  it  is  a  proper  diligence 
on  the  part  of  private  members  to  bring  in  their  Bills  early 
in  the  Session,  still  this  part  of  the  Session  is  as  early  as 
several  of  these  measures  can  possibly  be  ready.  A 
great  many  of  them  are  not  ready  for  the  second 
reading  now,  because  they  are  not  printed  in  both 
languages  So  the  case  is  not  such  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  presents.  On  the  other  hand,  important 
business  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  which  might  have 
been  brought  forward  earlier,  has  not  beon  brought  down. 

Mr.  Miiohell. 


The  most  important  measure  mentioned  in  the  speech  has 
not  yet  been  introduced,  and  the  Budget,  instead  of  being 
brought  in  at  an  early  period,  was  brought  in  at  a  late 
period.  If  my  hon.  friend  took  the  view  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Both  well,  and  said  it  was  constitutional  to  defer  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  and  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
until  this  legislation  was  brought  down,  I  could  understand 
it,  but  he  does  not.  Ho  contends  that  the  Budget  should  be 
brought  in  at  an  early  period,  and  I  am  disposed  to  agree 
with  him  ;  but  I  complain  that  he  does  not  practice  what 
he  preaches,  and  that  he  does  not  bring  it  down  till  a  late 
period  of  the  Session. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  medio  tutissimis. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  the  hon.  gentleman  sometimes  gets  to 
the  bottom  between  two  stools.  That  is  the  medio  in  which 
he  does  not  walk  tutissimus.  I  persist  that  in  these  circum¬ 
stances  we  ought  to  have  this  Thursday,  but  I  perceive 
from  the  melodious  sounds  which  greeted  my  hon.  friend 
from  Northumberland  when  he  persisted  in  demanding  it, 
from  those  harmonious  and  agreeable  intonations  of  the 
human  voice  by  which  those  gentlemen  intimated  their 
dissent,  that  there  is  not  much  likelihood  of  our  getting  it, 
because,  when  the  hon.  First  Minister  has  such  a  backing 
whose  views  are  expressed  in  such  agreeable  sounds,  he  is 
never  deaf  to  such  charmers - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Who  charm  so  wisely - * 

Mr.  BLAKE — as  he  has  heard  to-day.  I  think  we  should 
have,  at  all  events,  the  opportunity,  on  the  first  occasion,  of 
going  over  the  paper  in  the  ordinary  way,  which  would  no 
doubt  clear  the  Order  paper  of  more  than  half  the  notices, 
and  give  the  Government  more  time  to  get  down  the  papers. 
I  also  suggest  that  we  should  continue  to  have  the  power  of 
having  questions  answered  on  Thursday  after  routine. 

Sir  JORN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  only  involves  about  a  quarter  of  an 
hour.  I  persist  in  my  requisition  for  Thursday,  but,  as  I 
perceive  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  grant  it,  I  offer  these 
other  suggestions. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  think  the  Opposition  have  no  reason 
for  complaint.  Any  person  that  will  take  the  paper  from 
day  to  day,  and  look  at  the  notices  of  motion,  will  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  about  nine-tenths  of  all  these  notices  of 
motion  and  items  on  the  Order  paper,  originate  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  want  to  impress  this  fact  upon  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  upon  this  House,  that  they  have  called  for 
more  returns  1  his  Session  than  have  been  called  for  in  Eng¬ 
land  during  the  last  six  years,  where  they  have  three  times 
as  many  members  as  we  have  in  Parliament,  and  about  six 
times  as  many  inhabitants. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  questions  should  be  put  on  Thursday 
as  if  it  were  not  a  Government  day.  Also,  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion,  on  Thursday  next,  to  take  the  time  from  the  meeting 
of  the  House  till  half-past  four  to  go  over  the  Order  paper 
and  grant  all  the  Orders  for  returns,  where  there  are  no 
speeches  upon  them. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  First  Minister  has  proposed  to  take 
Wednesday  away,  which  is  partly  for  notices  of  motion  and 
partly  for  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  and  I  do  not  see  why  any 
arrangement  should  be  made  that  any  part  of  Thursday 
should  be  given  up  to  any  notices  of  motion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  mean  mot'ons  for 
returns. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to  on  a  division. 
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ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  will  not  trouble  the  House  with  reading 
them,  but  I  have  here  a  memorandum  of  over  40  important 
returns,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  been  complaining 
about,  and  I  will  send  them  across  the  House  and  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  diligence  towards  them,  as  he  seems  to  be 
so  well  disposed. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  would  ask  when  we  may  expect  to  have 
the  returns  from  the  engineers  with  regard  to  the  piers  that 
I  asked  for  in  February  last. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  VIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
kind  enough  a  few  days  ago  to  write  me  a  note  about  This 
matter,  which  I  handed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Department, 
and  he  told  me  they  were  working  at  the  return,  and  it 
would  soon  be  down.  I  will  take  note  of  it  again. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  for  returns  of  copies  of  accounts  for  supplies  for 
the  Hudson  Bay  steamers.  1  trust  he  will  be  kind  enough 
to  take  note  of  that  also,  and  let  mo  havo  the  papers  soon . 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways  to  the  remaining  returns  ordered  by  the  House 
in  regard  to  Section  B,  which  have  not  yet  come  down. 
One  was  the  engineer’s  reports  and  his  classification,  ordered 
the  16th  of  last  month.  Then  on  the  17th  we  ordered  the 
claim  put  in  by  the  contractors,  the  case  submitted  to  the 
arbitrators,  and  the  evidence  takon  before  them.  Can  the 
hon.  Minister  say  when  they  will  be  down  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  the  question, 
those  returns  will  be  down  shortly.  With  respect  to  the 
last  part,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  will  be  through  with 
them  this  year  or  not.  We  are  going  on  as  fast  as  we  can. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  evidence  was  all  taken,  and  we  paid 
$3,000  for  taking  it,  and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  in  shape  to 
bring  down  to  the  House. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  would  like  to  enquire  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  reference  to  a  motion  adopted  by  the  House 
at  an  early  stage  of  the  Session  with  reference  to  the  return 
of  the  number  of  licenses  that  were  granted  under  the 
Liquor  License  Act  of  1883.  I  thiuk  it  would  take  only  a 
short  time  to  prepare  the.  return.  There  are  many  Bills 
now  before  the  House  in  the  discussion  of  which  we  need 
to  have  the  returns,  and  I  would  like  to  know  how  long  it 
would  be  before  we  can  expect  to  have  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  would  say  with  regavd  to  this  evidence 
that  I  mentioned  a  moment  ago,  that  it  should  have  been 
brought  down  to  the  House  at  any  rate  without  being  asked 
for.  There  is  no  necessity  for  delay.  The  evidence  should 
have  been  printed,  as  many  lees  important  things  have 
been  printed,  and  brought  down.  The  claims  of  the  arbi¬ 
trators  and  other  things  which  I  have  asked  for  are 
short  documents  and  cannot  occupy  many  pages.  They 
could  be  prepared  in  a  few  days,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  will  show  the  sincerity  of  his  efforts  and  give  us  the 
information  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  said  I  would  bring  down  the  smaller 
returns,  but  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
we  should  have  brought  down  this  mass  of  evidence  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table.  There  are  over  a  thousand  pages  of  it,  and 
it  will  take  some  time  to  copy  it.  We  cannot  bring  down 
the  originals,  we  must  bring  down  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  original  could  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  May  I  ask  tho  hon.  gentleman  when  his 
own  report  will  be  down. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  in  the  printers’  hands,  and  will  bo  down 
pretty  soon. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  will  the  fourth 
volume  of  the  census  be  down  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  will  be  down  very  soon. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  trust  tho  Government  will  havo 
the  courtesy  to  answer  the  very  proper  request  I  have  mado 
with  reference  to  the  motion  that  was  carried  at  an  early 
stage  of  the  Session.  It  will  only  take  a  short  time  to  make 
out  the  return.  It  is  very  important  that  we  should  have 
the  information  asked  for  in  that  return,  and  I  trust  the 
Government  will  have  the  courtesy  to  let  us  know  some¬ 
thing  about  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  say  in  tho  absonce  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  that  1  will  make  a  note  of  it, 
and  hand  it  to  him. 

REPORT  OF  THE  FACTORY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
report  of  the  Factory  Commission  has  not  yet  been  distri¬ 
buted,  though  I  understood  that  advance  sheets  were  in  the 
hands  of  some  hon.  members  some  time  ago.  It  is  very 
important  that  this  document  should  be  distributed  before 
the  debate  on  the  Budget  proceeds  farther.  I  trust  there¬ 
fore  that  some  effort  will  be  made  to  have  the  import  distri¬ 
buted  at  an  early  date. 

WATS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir  Leon  nd 
Tillley  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  financial  statement 
made  this  Session  I  think  most  people  in  this  country  re¬ 
gard  as  eminently  satisfactory.  1  think  myself  that  at  a 
time  when  the  over-production  throughout  the  world  has 
brought  almost  paralysis  to  trade,  the  statement  which  the 
Finance  Minister  of  this  country  was  able  to  present  was 
not  only  remarkable  because  of  the  thoroughness  with 
which  it  was  prepared  and  the  satisfactory  showing  that  it 
makes,  but  it  was  remarkable  in  this,  that  it  has  produced 
through  this  country  a  feeling  of  reassurance,  a  feeling  of 
confidence;  although  those  feelings  were  perhaps  somewhat 
shaken  by  the  damaging  utterances  of  the  leader  of  the 
Liberal  party  duting  the  recess. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  TUPPER  1  hear  cries  of  “  no,  no.”  I  suppose  tome 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  gladly  deny  that  damaging 
speeches  were  made  by  their  leaders  during  the  recess.  I 
repeat  that  in  my  opinion,  and  it  is  tho  opinion  of  people 
who  have  read  the  utterances  of  the  Libetal  leaders,  that 
they  were  calculated  to  do  the  greatest  damage  possible. 
I  say  that  those  utterances  wafted  across  the  ocean  do  an 
extraordinary  amount  of  damage  to  this  country.  There 
are  business  men  who  will  endorse  this  statement,  and 
who,  to  their  sorrow,  have  felt  the  truth  of  what  I  say. 
The  Finance  Minister’s  speech,  as  I  have  said,  was  a 
remarkable  one.  It  was  remarkable  for  the  reasons  I 
stated,  and  it  was  remax-kable  too,  for  this  reason,  that 
the  position  taken  by  the  Finance  Ministei’,  stands  at  this 
stage  of  the  debate  absolutely  unassailed.  The  position 
he  took  up  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate  has  been 
sti’engthened  by  the  position  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  took  after  him  ;  and  we  can  afford  to 
hear  and  to  read  and  to  allow  to  go  abroad  the  utterances 
of  the  ex-Finance  Minister  and  of  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Bi-ant  (Mr.  Paterson),  because  they  ax-e 
simply  conspicuous  for  the  iuaccui-acies  they  con¬ 
tain  in  regard  to  this  country,  and  of  the  jaundiced 
impression  they  would  produce  on  the  mind  of  any  one  who 
should  read  them.  In  this  Dominion  wo  can  afford  to 
allow  to  bo  mado  public  such  utterances  as  those,  and  the 
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only  reason  why  damage  is  done  is  because  those  speeches 
are  sent  across  the  ocean  to  the  markets  of  the  world  and 
are  given  a  certain  amount  of  weight  which  they  really  do 
not  possess,  simply  because  they  were  spoken  by  men  who 
at  a  time,  unfortunately  for  the  welfare  of  Canada,  occupied 
official  positions  in  this  country.  We  could  well  afford  to 
allow  their  speeches  to  go  abroad  if  the  political 
characters  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  uttered  them 
were  as  thoroughly  understood  elsewhere  as  they 
are  understood  here.  We  could  afford  to  have  the 
streets  of  London  filled  with  the  speeches  of  the  ex- 
Finance  Minister  if  ha  was  known  politically  as  he  is  known 
in  this  country,  as  the  king  of  deficits,  as  the  mixer  and 
muddler  of  figures,  as  one  of  the  greatest  failures  as  a  Finance 
Minister  that  the  Dominion  has  ever  seen.  If  the  people  of 
England  knew  him  as  we  know  him,  we  could  well  afford 
to  have  his  speeches  sent  throughout  the  United  Kingdom. 
They  would  do  as  little  harm  as  they  do  in  the  constituency 
of  Lennox  or  in  that  of  Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  We  have  learned 
to  understand,  and  we  have  learned  to  our  cost,  the  value 
of  the  financial  opinions  of  the  ex-Financo  Minister.  *He  is 
a  unique  character  in  the  history  of  our  country.  He 
stands  forth  as  the  only  high-flying  Tory  the  Liberal-Con¬ 
servative  party  ever  produced.  The  high-flying  Tory  has 
been  so  well  described  by  Moore  that  I  will  venture  to  drop 
into  poetry  for  a  few  seconds  in  order  that  the  House  may 
understand  what  a  high-flying  Tory  really  is: 

“  Keep  him  always  reversed  in  your  minds  night  and  day, 

Like  an  Irish  barometer  turned  the  wrong  way, 

If  he’s  up  you  m&y  swear  foul  weather  is  nigh  ; 

If  he’s  down  you  may  look  for  a  bit  ot  blue  sky. 

Never  mind  what  debaters  or  journalists  say, 

Only  ask  what  he  thinks,  then  think  t’other  way." 

As  a  Canadian  I  take  courage  in  this  fact,  that  in  this  debate 
he  has  been  eminently  “dowD.”  From  his  own  stand¬ 
point  he  has  not  been  able  to  hold  his  own;  overwhelmed  as 
he  was  by  the  statistics  produced  by  the  finance  Minister, 
he  could  not,  under  the  circumstances,  with  the  role  he  had 
to  play,  do  justice  to  the  ability  which  even  I  admit  he 
possesses.  I  take  comfort  from  the  fact  that,  having  regard 
to  the  arguments  he  addressed  to  the  House,  h8  was  “  down  ” 
simply  because  the  bit  of  blue  sky  had  been  brought  home 
to  him  by  the  Finance  Minister’s  statement.  We  find  later 
on  in  the  debate  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Paterson), 
who  is  known  in  this  House  for  his  eloquence  and  on  the 
stump  for  his  pleasing  manner  in  discussing  the  public 
questions  of  the  day,  was  also  “  down.”  The  hon.  member 
for  South  Brant  was  not  himself.  He  had  to  fall  back  on 
those  utterances — all  except  his  reference  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioners’  report,  which  has  been  published  since — to  which  he 
gave  expression  in  Lennox,  the  effect  of  which  on  a  former 
occasion  was  to  turn  a  Grit  majority  of  four  into  a  Conserva¬ 
tive  majority  of  forty.  With  that  experience,  knowing  how 
the  country  appreciates  the  hon.  gentleman’s  arguments,  we 
could  have  afforded,  with  tfle  utterances  which  have  been 
made  from  this  side  of  the  House  to  let  the  debate  close  ;  but 
I  take  it  that  there  are  speeches  to  be  made.  We  were  told 
that  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  and 
the  ex-Finance  Minister,  not  having  been  able  to  cope  with 
the  Finance  Minister  in  regard  to  the  subject  of  expenditure, 
another  gentleman  had  been  busily  preparing  himself,  and 
he  would  soon  enter  the  lists  with  his  opponents  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  endeavor  to  meet  the  position  taken, 
and  so  ably  taken,  by  the  Finance  Minister,  and  so  ably 
entrenched  by  the  hon,  member  for  Cardwell.  So  it  is  only 
reasonable  that  I,  a  humble  member  of  this  House,  should 
express  the  views  I  entertain.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant,  who  was  comparatively  humorous  in  his  remarks, 
and  dealt  in  jaunty  style  with  this  subject— -a  subject  once 
so  serious  to  him,  as  I  will  show  later  on— held  the  Finance 
Minister  to  account  for  having  unfairly  presented  his  case 
to  the  people  of  this  country:  that  in  making  his  Finance 
Mr.  Topper. 


statement  the  hon.  Minister  had  no  right  to  take  three  good 
years  and  1884,  and  claim  a  good  showing  on  the  whole,  and 
he  said  such  conduct  was  similar  to  the  act  of  a  merchant, 
who,  having  lost  every  dollar  refers  to  years  ago  when  he 
made  something.  The  hollowness  of  that  argument  was 
exposed  last  Session  by,  I  think,  the  hon.  member  for 
King’s  1ST.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  and  was  satisfactorily  disposed  of. 
I  was  surprised  to  bear  the  hou.  gentleman  make  use  of 
such  an  argument  again,  because  it  was  conclusively 
answered  at  that  time.  Sir,  the  position  of  a 
merchant  who  has  lost  everything  is  not  the 
position  of  a  country  which  has  gained  everything. 
And  we  are  not  restricted  to  a  period  of  one  year.  Tfle 
Government  of  the  day  is  not  accountable  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  merely  for  the  results  of  one  year’s  adminis¬ 
tration.  They  go  to  the  country  on  the  showing  of  their 
whole  term  of  office.  If  that  position  were  not  correct,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  Keform  party,  if  they  had  gone  to  the 
people,  after  holding  office  one  year,  would  have  occupied  a 
different  position  from  what  they  did  ;  if  they  had  confined 
their  case  to  the  first  year  they  came  into  office,  when  they 
had  considerable  money  left  to  them,  they  would  have  had 
the  only  surplus  they  could  boast  of.  The  people  of  this 
country  are  not  bound  down  to  a  month  or  a  year  in  put¬ 
ting  a  Government  on  its  trial;  they  criticise  the  whole 
term  of  a  Government,  and  they  wish  to  know  if,  on  the 
whole,  they  have  been  just  and  faithful  stewards  of  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  affairs.  On  that  position  the  Finance  Minister  made 
his  speech,  just  as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  Eng¬ 
land  would  make  his  statement,  as  any  man  in  such  a  posi¬ 
tion  would  make  his  statement,  and  the  statement  he  made 
on  the  whole  was  eminently  satisfactory,  was  indeed  far 
beyond  the  anticipations  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
when  first  this  Goveimment  took  office.  He  could 
further  say  the  position  we  are  in  is  not  that  which 
the  hon.  member  tor  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  tried  to 
make  out  where  everything  had  been  lost;  it  is  not  the  case 
of  a  merchant  who  loses  every  dollar  he  has.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  complained  most  indignantly  of  the  shameful  waste 
of  money  spent  for  immigration  purposes,  and  before  him 
the  ex  Finance  Minister  characterised  the  whole  system  as 
a,  fraud  and  a  sham,  as  a  waste  of  the  public  money.  Well, 
Sir,  I  was  surprised — I  was  amazed,  that  for  the  sake — it 
would  be  unparliamentary  to  say,  I  suppose,  for  the  sake  of 
carrying  favor  with  the  trades  unions  of  Toronto,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  shall  not  say  it — but  I  will  Say  that  I  was  surprise  I 
to  hear  language  of  that  kind  coining  from  the  mouths  of 
men  who  had  not  only  known  the  responsibilities  of  office, 
but  had  themselves  come  down  to  Parliament  and  asked  in 
the  year  1875,  a  very  different  year  from  1884,  for  a  vote 
of  half  a  million  of  dollars  for  this  very  purpose.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  a  statement  of  that  kind  coming  from  men 
who,  to  induce  the  small  number  of  19,243  souls  to  settle  in 
this  country,  spent  $  14  per  head  in  inducing  them  to  come 
here  and  in  bringing  them  here;  I  was  surprised  to  hear 
that  charge  brought  against  a  Government  which  at  the 
small  expenditure  of  $3.28  per  head  brought  into  the  country 
68,133  settlers.  But  my  surprise  was  only  temporary, 
because  1  recollected  that  at  all  times  the  Keform 
party  is  the  party  of  surprises.  It  is  surprising 
to  hear  them  laying  down  certain  principles  as  fundamental 
principles  of  Government,  whan  they  are  in  Opposition, 
and  to  notice  the  sudden  manner  in  which  those  principles 
are  scattered  to  the  winds  the  moment  they  come  into 
office.  For  that  reason  my  surprise  was  only  of  short  dura¬ 
tion.  .  In  the  speeches  of  the  ex-Finance  Minister  and  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  we  notice 
the  greatest  inconsistency  when  they  arraign  the  National 
Policy,  whether  these  speeches  are  delivered  in  this  House 
or  in  the  country,  they  blow  hot  and  then  blow  cold.  At 
one  period  they  denounce  monopolies  and  decry  a  policy 
which  makes  the  rich  richer  and  the  poor  poorer,  and  when 
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they  thoroughly  deal  with  that  subject  they,  revenue  tariff 
men  as  they  are,  employ  the  arguments  of  free  traders,  and 
then  they  drop  into  another  part  of  their  subject  and  employ 
a  totally  different  set  of  arguments  and  abuso  the  policy 
because  the  manufacturers  have  not  made  large  profits  and 
because  capital  has  been  sunk.  I  say  that  the  country 
understands  the  hon.  gentlemon  thoroughly,  and  I  tell  them 
that  they  must  resort  to  other  arguments  than  these  to 
injure  a  policy  which,  in  this  crisis  of  the  country’s  history, 
has  stood  out  so  well.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  can  afford  to  bo  humorous, 

for  he  to-day  is  a  manufacturer,  and  like  many  other 

manufacturers  he  still  clings  to  his  political  feelings 
and  is  bound  by  his  political  ties ;  but  they  have 

been  enabled  either  to  make  or  to  save  a  great 

deal  of  money  and  they  have  been  prevented  from  losing 
money  under  the  operation  of  a  policy,  which  under  party 
pressure,  and  for  party’s  sake,  they  often  feel  themselves 
bound  to  denounce.  Ho,  I  say,  then  can  afford  to  be  humo¬ 
rous  in  arraigning  that  policy  at  the  call  of  his  party,  but 
there  was  a  day  when  the  hon.  gentleman’s  tone  was 
serious,  when  he  was  not  only  very  eloquent,  but  when 
every  sentence  he  urged  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  to 
which  I  refer,  came  from  his  heart.  In  those  days,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  not  only  implored  the  ex-Finance  Minister,  the 
Finance  Minister  of  that  day,  to  adopt  a  policy  similar  to 
the  one  now  in  force,  but  he  stood  up  as  a  living  witness,  as 
to  the  effect  that  that  policy  would  produce.  He  claimed 
that  protection  given  to  the  industry  in  which  he  was 
engaged,  had  not  only  brought  thousands  of  people  from 
Germany,  but  that  while  injuring  no  one,  it  gave  all  the 
benefit  of  that  production  and  the  employment  of  that  labor 
to  this  country.  There  was  no  jaunty  air  at  that  time ; 
there  was  no  tearing  to  pieces  the  different  reports  circulated 
in  the  country  in  regard  to  the  statistics  of  the  country. 
He  said  it  would  be  folly  to  speak  of  the  losing  manufactures 
of  tho  Dominion  ;  the  thing  they  had  to  do  was  to  act,  and 
he  stood  out  much  longer  in  his  petition  to  the  Finance 
Minister  of  the  day  than  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  did.  The  latter  was  a 
protectionist  up  to  six  o’clock  during  the  debate, 
and  after  that  he  went  solidly  for  the  policy  of  the  day,  but 
the  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)— as  any  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  if  ho  looks  up  tho  Debates  of  that  day, 
and  they  are  interesting  in  this  respect — continued  loyal  to 
protection  through  the  whole  Session,  not  only  in  the 
Budget  debate  but  in  the  discussion  on  the  agricultural 
interests  of  the  country.  He  showed,  that  he  was  pledged 
to  the  farmers  of  his  riding  to  obtain  protection,  that  he 
wished  protection  not  only  for  the  cigar  industry  in  which 
he  was  interested  but  for  all  industries  alike.  Ho  was 
willing  that  the  millers  should  be  protected,  and  in  fact  he 
was  an  out  and  out  protectionist.  Now,  in  the  course  of 
tho  little  banter  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  indulged  the 
other  evening,  in  reference  to  the  present  Finance  Minister, 
he  said  that  “  ho  had  no  desire  to  read  old  literature  again, 
but  he  was  forced  to  do  so.”  That  is  my  excuse  for  reading 
to  the  House,  in  order  to  strengthen  my  position,  some 
very  old  literature  which  is  often  road  to  the  House.  It  is 
read  when  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  sits 
down  to  find  out  what  were  his  views  when  he  was  serious, 
when  he  was  speaking  from  a  common  sense  standpoint, 
when  discussing  the  effects  of  this  policy  upon  his  own 
industry.  In  1876  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  arraigns 
the  policy  of  protection,  when  imploring  tho  ex-Financo 
Minister  to  raise  the  Customs  duty,  contended  that  the 
prices  would  be  brought  down,  that  the  consumers  would 
get  the  benefit  of  cheaper  goods  than  they  then  had.  I  ask 
him  if  his  prediction  has  not  been  verified.  He  said : 

“It  would  simply  remove  the  competition  from  the  American  manu¬ 
facturers  to  our  own,  the  consumers  receiving  the  benefit  all  the  same, 
but  the  country  being  enriched  by  the  industries.” 
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He  discussed  the  tariff,  he  sounded  every  part  of  it,  and  ho 
brushed  away  all  fears  of  the  exodus  in  these  words  : 

“I  believe  that  by  a  defensive  tariff  you  would  not  have  to  pay  to 
bring  those  men  here.  Adopt  it  and  you  will  find  the  steam  whistles  of 
our  factories  will  be  the  call  for  them  to  come.” 

That  is  th8  language  of  an  hon.  gentleman  who  to-day  holds 
up  to  ridicule  those  who  cannot  agree  with  him,  a  gentleman 
who,  in  1876,  spoke  of  steam  whistles  and  tall  chimneys. 
We  could  only  draw  the  deduction  the  other  evening  that 
those  remarks  only  came  from  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  ;  but  wo  find  that  they  originated  with  a  better 
authority  than  myself  on  trade  matters  at  that  time.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  was  interrupted  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin,  one  of  the  whips  of  the  party,  who  endeavored 
to  bring  tho  lash  to  bear  upon  him  for  his  tremendous 
storm  for  a  protective  tariff ;  but  he  asked  :  “  If  free  trade  be 
better  than  protection,  why  have  any  duties  at  all  ?  ”  Could 
we  have  a  sounder  argument  for  tho  National  Policy  than 
that  to-day?  That  is  our  position,  and  we  could  not  have 
it  better  defined  than  it  was  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
now  advocates  a  x’evenue  tariff  only,  and  who  in  doing  so, 
endeavors  to  use  the  arguments  of  free  traders.  His  posi¬ 
tion,  to  my  mind,  is  illogical;  it  is  worse  than  illogical ;  it 
is  absurd  that  the  hon.  member,  in  advocating  a  revenue 
tariff,  should  attempt  to  bring  to  his  aid  tho  arguments  of 
free  traders.  But  I  must  read  something  more  from  this 
interesting  old  literature  : 

“The  other  year,  the  Finance  Minister,  in  revising  the  tariff,  gave 
some  encouragement  to  our  industry  which  it  never  had  before.  The 
result  was  that  a  thousand  men  who  were  engaged  in  that  industry  in 
Germany  were  literally  transported,  by  the  change  in  the  tariff,  to 
Canada,  and  set  to  work  here.  The  cost  of  the  article  was  not  increased 
one  iota,  and  Canada  got  all  the  benefit.  The  middlemen  suffered  a 
diminution  of  profits ;  bat  for  them  nobody  seems  to  care  much,  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  consumer  received  all  the  sympathy.  It  is  inevitable  that  a. 
like  result  would  flow  to  other  manufacturers  under  the  same  policy.  If 
the  Finance  Minister  finds  such  is  the  case,  I  trust  that  the  wisdom 
which  led  him  to  yield  that  point  will  induce  him  to  grant  the  same  to 
other  industries,  and  that  no  sectionalism  will  tie  his  hands.” 

That  is  the  policy  we  wished  to  adopt,  and  that  is  the  policy 
we  obtained.  The  bon.  member  has  changed  bis  views— no 
doubt  he  has  the  privilege  to  do  so ;  but  I  say  he  has  never 
answered  those  arguments,  fortified  by  his  own  experience 
in  the  very  business  to  which  he  alluded.  There  has  been 
no  sectionalism  displayed  by  the  Government  of  the  day. 
They  never  confined  their  National  Policy  to  the  tobacco 
industry  of  South  Brant  or  to  the  oil  wells  of  Ontario;  bat, 
consistently  with  the  policy  propounded,  they  have  given 
to  overy  industry  that  could  possibly  live  in  this  country 
some  fostering  protection.  Now,  if  all  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Brant,  and  all  that  the  First  Minister  antici 
pate  as  the  result  of  tho  National  Policy,  has  not  come  to 
pass,  why  had  he  not  the  candor  to  say  that  neither  ha  nor 
the  First  Minister,  nor  any  Finance  Minister  in  the  world, 
ever  anticipated  or  could  anticipate  the  extraordinary  over¬ 
production  which  this  world  has  seen  in  the  last  two  or 
three  years  ?  Everyone  knows  that  economical  theories 
and  practical  views  have  all  had  a  serious  chock  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  tho  extraordinary  manner  in  which  the  world 
has  been  brought  together,  so  to  speak,  of  late. 
There  has  been  an  extraordinary  development  of 
railroad  enterprise  tho  world  over,  and  electricity 
has  done  so  much  that  to  day  it  is  difficult  to  find  what 
used  to  be  considered  a  “  far-off  ”  land.  The  world  has 
i  been  brought  closer  together  to-day,  I  venture  to  say,  than 
any  man  in  this  Chamber  believed  even  three  years  ago  was 
possible.  Competition  is  now  at  its  height;  and  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  over-production  has  attracted  considerable  attention 
in  England,  as  well  as  a  considerable  amount  of  painful  fore¬ 
boding.  But  in  this  country  the  Finance  Minister  was  able 
to  make  a  statement,  warranted  by  the  facts,  that  no  other 
Minister  could  make,  in  regard  to  tho  condition  of  the  people. 
Now,  we  are  told,  by  tho  curious  method  of  reasoning 
adopted  by  the  hon,  member  for  South  Brant  as  a  proof, 


458 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


that  the  farming  industry  of  this  country  has  not  been 
benefitted  by  the  National  Policy,  that  the  value  of  the 
exports  of  butter,  eggs,  cheese  and  potatoes  had  actually 
increased.  Now,  it  does  seem  odd  that  if  the  exports  of 
that  industry  have  increased,  the  industry  itself  has  not 
prospered.  Why,  is  it  not  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
development  of  the  home  market  that  at  the  same  time  the 
demand  outsido,  over  which  wo  have  no  control,  should 
have  also  increased  ?  Sir,  was  it  intentional  that  the  bon. 
member  ignored  a  most  important  consideration  in  this 
connection  ?  Was  it  intentional  that  he  ignored  the 
wonderful  advance  we  have  mado  in  what  the 
fathers  of  Confederation  wished  to  promote  an  inter- 
provincial  trade.  How  is  it  that  the  bon.  member 
ignored  the  facts,  which  the  public  records  of  his  country 
could  have  given  him,  that  the  coasting  trade  since  1878 
has  increased  by  4,500,000  tons,  and  that  freight  carried  on 
railways  has  increased  since  1878  by  nearly  6,000,000  tons  ? 
Why  was  it  that  the  hon.  member  did  not  go  on  to  state  that 
that  was  a  benefit  to  the  farmers  ?  Why  did  he  not  refer  to 
his  own  principle,  that  what  benefits  the  manufacturer  bene¬ 
fits  the  farmer,  and  that  you  cannot  help  one  without  help¬ 
ing  the  other  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  was  in  my  constituency 
last  summer  on  a  visit  pleasing  to  himself,  I  hope,  as  it  was  to 
those  who  heard  him  ;  and  surely,  while  there,  he  could  not 
fail  to  see  the  effects  which  the  National  Policy  had  pro¬ 
duced.  He  could  not  see  the  effect  in  the  exports  of  the 
country;  but  did  he  not  see  there  a  trade  that  depends 
entirely  on  the  home  market  ?  Did  he  not  see  that  we  are 
sending  up  to  Ontario  not  only  the  products  of  our 
mines,  but  from  the  industries  in  New  Glasgow  our 
manufactures  of  steel  and  glass?  Why  had  he  not  the 
candor  in  this  connection  to  mention  that  he  noticed  during 
that  trip  signs  of  prosperity  and  signs  of  the  healthy  growth 
of  an  interprovincial  trade  ?  It  did  not  suit  the  gentleman’s 
purpose,  I  have  no  doubt,  to  dilate  on  that  view  of  the 
question,  and  so  he  amused  the  House  and  bis  friends  by  a 
very  clever  and  very  carefully  prepared  critique  of  the  work 
of  tbo  commissioners  appointed  to  investigate  the  condition 
of  industries  in  this  country.  He  produced  a  certain 
amount  of  merriment  by  his  elaborate  and  exhaustive 
critique .  Now,  I  have  no  intention  of  making  a  reply  to  that ; 
it  was,  perhaps,  too  carefully  prepared  for  me  thoroughly  to 
criticise  it  now ;  but  I  will  venture  to  take  this  position, 
that,  on  reading  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech,  it  produced 
a  conclusion  which  I  do  not  think  he  desired  to  be  drawn 
from  it.  It  produced  the  conclusion  that,  instead  of 
mistakes  having  been  made  by  these  commissioners  in 
exaggerating  the  resources  of  the  country,  many  factories  had 
been  entirely  overlooked.  That  a  thorough  examination  of 
the  state  of  trade  had  not  been  made,  and  that  the  approxi¬ 
mate  estimate  which  the  commissioners — and  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  alluded  to  that-said  they  had  made 
of  some  of  the  industries  was  entirely  below  the  mark. 
The  hon.  gentleman  certainly  left  that  impression  with  me, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  he  left  it  with  others  ;  but  at  any  rate 
the  force  of  this  remark  was  that  you  could  not  depend 
absolutely  upon  that  report.  I  think  it  was  intended  to 
give  an  approximate  idea,  so  that  that  part  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  speech  will  not  influence  the  country  to  any 
appreciable  extent.  Again  the  hon.  gentlemen  blew  hot 
and  cold,  as  all  revenue  tariff  men  do,  who  depend  upon 
free  trade  theories,  when  he  charged  the  Finance  Minister 
with  not  having  brought  millions  into  Canada,  and  then,  in 
the  next  breath,  accused  him  of  bringing  more  millions  into 
(panada  than  the  country  required,  causing  millions  to  be 
sunk  in  enterprises  that  do  not  pay.  If  that  be  true,  have 
not  the  laborer  and  workman  received  some  benefit  ?  If 
millions  have  been  brought  in  and  used  in  developing  these 
different  industries — and  we  do  not  altogether  admit  the 
accuracy  of  his  statement  as  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
ascertain  in  this  debate — why  does  he  not  admit  that  that 
Mr.  Tuppeb. 
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may  be  one  of  the  causas  which  have  induced  the  working¬ 
men,  speaking  generally,  in  this  country,  to  become 
strong  and  enthusiastic  defenders  of  the  National  Policy. 
I  say  that  the  fact  that  depression  exists  the  world 
over,  the  fact  that  business  has  received  the  check  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  and  the  fact  which  is  in  the  knowledge  of 
every  hon.  member  in  this  House,  that  there  is  so  little  real 
distress,  so  little  real  poverty,  so  little  misery,  above  that 
which  always  exists  at  any  time,  no  matter  how  prosperous 
the  country  may  be— I  say  these  facts  combined,  furnish  one 
reason  why  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  failed  to  captivate 
during  the  recess  the  support  of  any  body  of  laboring  men  in 
any  of  the  counties  which  have  been  opened.  The  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  the  decrease  in  the  export  of  manu¬ 
factured  goods,  and  again  he  did  not  deal  candidly  with  the 
subject  in  hand.  He  did  not  explain,  and  therefore  left  it 
necessary  for  those  who  follow  him  to  mention  the  fact, 
which  we  all  understand,  that  it  is  absolutely  absurd  to  sup¬ 
pose  we  have  any  direct  control  over  foreign  markets;  and 
the  fact  that  the  over-production  which  worries  other  coun¬ 
tries  far  worse  than  it  does  Canada  to-day  accounts  in  some 
measure  for  decrease  in  our  exports  of  manufactured  goods. 
I  will  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  the  report  of  a 
lecture  given  by  Mr,  Fairweather,  of  St.  John,  a  lecture 
which  has  not  and  cannot  bo  successfully  attacked,  and 
which  has  been  published  and  extensively  noticed  by  the 
press  of  Canada.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  given  us  a 
candid  and  fair  criticism  of  that  paper  he  would  have 
afforded  us,  not  merely  a  source  of  amusement,  but  would 
have  given  us  a  criticism  of  far  greater  importance  than 
his  attack  upon  the  commissioners’  report.  Attention  has 
been  directed  in  that  lecture  to  the  extraordinary  develop- 
ement  of  the  inter  provincial  trade,  and  that  is  what  con¬ 
cerns  us  to-day.  The  National  Policy  is  simply  another 
term  for  the  policy  of  Confederation.  Confederation  was 
intended  to  develop  interprovincial  trade,  and  it  had 
this  effect  up  to  a  certain  period,  when  the  United 
States  market  assumed  a  different  position.  Confeder¬ 
ation  albne  having  ceased  to  continue  operating  the 
effect  desired,  we  simply  added  another  stone  called 
the  National  Policy  to  the  fabric  of  Confederation, 
and  that  has  produced  the  same  satisfactory  results  as  Con¬ 
federation  alone  had  produced  for  several  years  after  the 
union.  If  it  will  not  weary  the  House,  I  would  like  to  sup¬ 
port  that  position  by  an  authority  which  will  not  be  ques¬ 
tioned  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  and  in  doing  so  1  am 
keeping  well  within  the  subject  of  debate,  because  among 
other  questions  discussed  during  it  is  the  question  of  reci¬ 
procity.  When  the  late  Goorge  Drown  went  to  Washington 
to  endeavor  to  negotiate  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  with  the 
United  States,  in  1874 — the  year  when  our  trade  was  be¬ 
coming  visibly  affected  by  the  growing  industries  and 
extraordinary  development  of  the  United  States  and  our 
then  tariff  did  not  operate  successfully  in  securing  to  us  our 
own  market— when  he  went  to  Washington  in  April,  1874, 
he  made  a  certain  showing  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  and  in  that  statement  he  brings  out  the  idea  I  have 
just  mentioned : 

“  Effect  in  Canada  of  the  Abrogation  Treaty. — The  repeal  in  1866  of 
the  Reciprocity  Treaty,  under  which  so  vast  a  trade  had  grown  up,  ren¬ 
dered  imperatively  necessary  prompt  measures  to  open  new  markets  for 
the  sale  of  Canadian  produce.  These  measures  were  at  one  taken. 
Under  the  influenco  of  the  formal  notice  given  by  the  United  States  in 
1865  of  their  intention  to  terminate  the  treaty,  federation  of  the  provinces , 
then  under  discussion,  was  hurried  on  and  became  unfait  accompli  within 
fifteen  months  after  its  repeal.” 

He  also  says : 

“The  Act  of  Confederation,  too,  removed  from  the  category  of  foreign 
commerce  to  that  of  home  consumption,  the  large  interchange  of  com¬ 
modities  between  the  several  sections  of  the  Dominion  ;  and  the  aggregate 
foreign  commerce  of  the  provinces  consequently  fell  in  the  first  year 
after  the  repeal  of  the  treaty  to  $ 139,202,615  from  $160,409,455  in  the 
previous  year.  As  will  be  seen  from  following  statement,  however,  the 

trade  of  the  Dominion  speedily  recovered  from  the  blow,  and  the  volumes 
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of  its  foreign  commerce  gradually  increased  until,  in  the  seventh  year 
from  the  repeal  of  the  treaty,  it  reached  the  great  sum  (for  a  people  of 
4,o00, 000)  of  *235,301,203— being  *75,000,000  higher  than  it  had  reached 
in  any  year  of  the  treaty ’s  existence.” 

Then,  in  order  to  show  the  wonderful  growth  and  expansion 
of  trade  in  Canada,  independent  entirely  of  the  United 
States,  he  gives  the  figures  of  the  different  years,  and  to 
swell  the  amount  he  adds  the  foreign  trade  of  Newfound¬ 
land.  In  1868  the  total  exports  and  imports  of  Canada  and 
Newfoundland  amounted  to  $138,202,615;  and  so  on  to  1873 
when  they  amounted  to  $235,301,203,  making  a  total  foreign 
commerce  in  seven  years,  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland,  of 
$1,207,807,817.  My  point  is  this,  that  that  showing  was 
perfectly  correct ;  it  was  a  satisfactory  showing,  as  Mr. 
Brown  admitted  of  the  effect  of  Confederation  up  to  that 
date,  owing,  as  I  have  said,  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
United  States.  Up  to  that  time  everything  had  turned  out 
as  the  Hon.  Mr.  Brown  himself  and  the  other  fathers  of 
Confederation  had  desired  and  expected,  but  from  that  time 
our  trade  began  steadily  to  decrease  from  $217,000,000  in 
1874  down  to  $172,000,000  in  1878.  The  late  Government 
failed  to  obtain  reciprocity  and  they  also  refused  to  adopt 
the  National  Policy  ;  that  is  they  refused  to  strengthen  the 
National  Policy  of  1867  by  increasing  our  Custom  duties. 
The  consequence  was  our  trade  did  not  develop  itself. 
Now  the  figures  show  that  when  the  present  Government 
came  into  power  they  took  up  this  subject  boldly,  they  took 
it  up  in  the  spirit  in  which  I  believe  the  late  Mr.  George 
Brown  himself  would  have  taken  it  up,  if  his  remarks  give 
any  indication  of  his  opinions  in  1867,  as  reported  in  the 
debates  on  Confederation.  The  stand  he  then  took,  as 
regarded  the  United  States,  was  to  the  effect  that:  If  you 
will  not  trade  with  us  on  fair  terms  we  will  adopt  the  offen¬ 
sive  and  protect  our  own  trade.  The®  results  have  been 
satisfactory,  because  we  can  show  that  from  1879  to  1884, 
only  six  years,  we  have  in  Canada  alone  had  almost  the 
same  volume  of  trade  as  that  which  the  Hon.  George 
Brown  was  able  to  show  to  the  United  States  as  the  result 
of  seven  years  trade  of  Newfoundland  and  Canada  together. 
From  1879  to  1884ourtradeamountedto$l,191,178,618;  add 
Newfoundland,  from  1879  to  1883,  and  you  will  have  a  total  of 
$1,248,721,685.  Therefore  we  were  consistently  carrying 
out  our  policy  of  Confederation  and  with  the  most  satis¬ 
factory  and  natural  results.  I  think  it  would  not  be  irre¬ 
levant,  in  order  to  strengthen  the  nosition  that  the  Finance 
Minister  has  taken,  to  point  to  circumstances  somewhat 
similar,  to  point  to  depression  far  more  intensified  than  it 
is  in  this  country.  No  one  can  successfully  contradict  the 
statement  that  the  depression  in  England  during  the  lasq. 
few  years,  aye,  even  from  1881,  has  been  far  more  intense, 
far  more  injurious  to  the  people  than  the  temporary  depres¬ 
sion  in  business  which  exists  in  this  country  to-day. 
I  am  able  to  show  that  in  the  English  House  of 
Commons  and  the  English  House  of  Lords  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  there  met  the  arraignment  exactly  in  the 
style  of  our  Finance  Minister,  except  that  they  could 
not  point  to  anything  like  the  record  which  ho  can 
point  to  in  Canada  to  day.  My  deduction  from  that,  if  I  can 
sustain  the  point,  is  that  it  ought  to  be  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  those  gentlemen  here  who  complain  that  the  free 
trade  Government  which  they  pretend  to  take  as  a  model 
for  a  revenue  tariff,  when  arrainged  for  a  policy  of  free 
trade,  uses  the  same  kind  of  defence  the  Finance  Minister 
has  used  in  this  debate.  Let  me  cite  the  evidence  that  the 
commercial  position  in  England  is  far  worse  than  it  is  in 
this  country.  I  will  read  but  few  extracts.  I  will  take 
them  from  good  free  trade  organs,  not  when  they  are  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  subject  of  free  trade  and  protection  however, 
for  I  find  there  is  the  same  narrow  mind  in  England  in  that 
respect  as  in  Canada,  that  when  discussing  free  trade  they 
carefully  keep  these  facts  in  the  background,  but  when  they 
are  discussing  trade  as  newspapers,  then  we  are  able  to 


understand  their  position.  The  Times  of  10th  December* 
1883,  says : 

“  It  is  now  complained  by  merchants  generally  that  their  profits  have 
either  disappeared  altogether  or  are  extremely  small,  while  jjreat 
industries  are  admittedly  in  distress.  Nowhere  is  there  real  prosperity.” 

Now  that  is  in  England.  Then  the  Times  of  July,  1884, 
says : 

“It  is  hardly  necessary  to  say  that  ship  building  is  for  the  present 
dead.  The  cotton  trade  is  to  all  appearance  stationary,  profits  being 
hard  to  obtain,  owing  to  the  intensity  of  competition  both  at  home  and 
abroad.” 

And  surely  freo  traders  will  hail  with  astonishment  this 
statement : 

“Probably  the  revival  will  come,  when  it  does  come,  from—” 
Where  ?  From  their  own  empire,  from  the  regions  of  the 
world  in  which  free  trade  is  working  such  wonders?  No, 
but— 

11  from  the  United  States.” 

I  will  give  another  extract.  This  is  from  the  Statistjoi 
January  31st,  1885,  in  which  the  whole  trade  of  the  yearjs 
summed  up.  It  says : 

“  During  the  year  likewise  there  has  been  no  recovery  from  the  steady 
depression  which  has  now  lasted  about  two  years.  At  the  end  of  the 
year  not  only  were  prices  much  lower  than  they  were  at  the  beginning, 
but  the  prospect  of  recovery  seemed  further  off  than  ever.  The  extreme 
fall  in  prices  appears,  in  fact,  to  have  taken  the  heart  out  of  business 
men.  The  year  1884  has  altogether  been  much  worse  for  business  than 
its  predecessor,  and  the  prospect  at  the  end  of  the  year  was,  and  the 
prospect  now  still  is,  less  cheerful  than  twelve  months  ago. 

“  As  the  result,  there  have,  perhaps,  been  more  complaints  of  small 
profits  and  of  want  of  employment  amongst  workmen  during  the  past 
year  than  there  have  been  for  many  years  previous.  The  fall  of  prices, 
perhaps,  has  especially  affected  capitalists  by  diminishing  their  profits. 
But  whatever  the  cause,  there  has  apparently  been  less  surplus  capital 
available  for  the  employment  of  labor  in  new  works  than  there  has 
been  for  many  years  ;  while  capital  has  also  been  idle,  because  in  many 
directions,  particularly  in  shipbuilding,  which  is  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  modes  of  investing  capital,  therc'was  no  prospect  of  profitable 
employment.” 

I  know  these  extracts  as  a  rule  are  not  interesting  to  bon. 
members  in  this  House,  but,  in  order  to  strengthen  the 
position  I  take,  I  have  deemed  it  necesssar-y  to  cite  them. 
Under  these  circumstances,  let  us  turn  but  for  one  moment 
to  the  manner  in  which  Lord  Granville  mot  the  indictment 
that  the  Government  were  responsible  for  the  condition  of 
affairs  and  that  the  condition  of  affairs  was  as  bad  as  these 
commercial  free  trade  organs  had  asserted.  They  explain 
the  position  of  affairs  there,  and  I  think  the  comparison 
will  hold  good  here.  Lord  Granville  contended  that  the 
appearance  of  depression  arose  from  the  existence  of  lower 
prices,  but  that  the  volume  of  trade  was  still  great.  Can 
we  not  do  the  same  ?  Have  not  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  preceded  me  on  this  side  of  the  House 
most  successfully  established  that  fact  ?  The  aggre¬ 
gate  trade  from  1879  to  1883,  Lord  Granville  claimed, 
was  enormous.  He  was  not  charged  with  having  taken  all 
these  years  together.  No  one  seemed  to  find  fault  with  him 
there  for  taking  a  range  of  years  in  order  to  give  confidence 
to  business  men  and  to  the  country,  and  he  pointed  with 
pride,  as  our  Finance  Minister  pointed  with  pride,  to  the 
increased  production  of  coal.  And  then  he  dropped  down 
into  what  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  dislike  so  much — aver¬ 
ages.  He  took  the  average  production  of  coal  from  1875 
to  1880,  and  compared  it  with  triumph,  not  with  that  of 
1883  or  1884,  in  reference  to  which  they  were  bringing  the 
charges  against  him,  but  with  1881  and  1882.  That  was 
satisfactory  to  a  majority  of  that  House,  and  surely  we 
have  a  right  to  point  with  pride  to  the  fact  that,  in  this 
so  called  depression,  the  production  of  our  coal  stands  boldly 
out  and  shows  that  manufactures  must  still  be  kept  going 
even  though  profits  at  this  time  are  small.  Lord  Granville 
also  instanced  the  raw  cotton  consumed  from  1875  to  1880 
and  compared  it  with  1883.  He  also  alluded  to  another 
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point  which  is  a  matter  of  importance  with  us,  the  increased 
amount  of  savings  bank  deposits  and  the  increased  con¬ 
sumption  of  sugar,  tea,  coffee  and  tobacco ;  and  he  con¬ 
cluded,  as  we  can  with  more  right  and  with  more  reason, 
that  “  the  present  depression  of  trade  to  a  large 
extent  was  only  apparent,  and  that  the  production 
and  consumption  are  large  and  the  people  well  off.” 
If  he  could  say  that  of  the  condition  of  the  people  in  a 
country  in  reference  to  which,  if  time  would  permit,  I  could 
cite  some  extraordinary  evidence,  our  position  should  be, 
as  the  Finance  Minister  has  convinced  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  most  reassuring.  Lord  Granville 
claimed  that  there  had  been  simply  a  curtailment  of  profits 
of  manufacturers  and  wholesale  merchants,  and  that,  to  men 
who  view  the  matter  here  apart  from  party  bias,  is  the  state 
of  things  with  us  to-day.  In  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  compared  the  exports  of  1883 
with  those  of  1869,  and  surely  we  can  do  the  same,  to  show 
the  improvement  in  trade.  We  could  show  that  the  exports 
of  Canada  in  1869  amounted  to  only  $60,000,000,  whereas 
in  1883  they  amounted  to  $98,000,0(10.  Then  I  say  my  con¬ 
clusion  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  one,  and  the  people  in  this 
country  ought  to  be  satisfied  in  this  which  is  a  time  of 
extraordinary  over-production,  that  the  Government  can 
give  the  same  answer  with  the  same  force  and  the  same 
reason  and  the  same  style  of  statistics  as  the  Government 
at  home  can  do.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about 
monopolies.  The  Iiod.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Tail) 
alluded  to  them  last  Session,  and,  although  not  much 
has  been  said  in  this  debate,  we  have  heard  of  them. 
No  doubt  the  people  of  Lennox  heard  of  them  in  the 
first  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  who  preceded  me. 
I  put  this  question  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  where  would  you 
rather  have  the  monopoly  in  the  employment  of  labor,  in 
the  production  of  saleable  articles,  and  in  the  development 
of  our  natural  resources — would  you  prefer  to  have  these 
monopolies  at  home  or  abroad  ?  They  exist,  but  they  exist 
where  our  laborers  get  no  benefit  from  them.  Take  the 
case  of  thread.  Every  hon.  gentleman  knovis  that  Coates 
and  Clark  had  a  monopoly  of  the  thread  trade.  They  had 
gigantic  works  in  Paisley,  Scotland,  and  even  controlled  the 
market  in  the  American  States,  but  the  Americans,  with 
their  keen  business  knowledge,  erected  a  defensive  tariff 
wall  and  levied  a  duty  on  thread.  And  what  is  the  conse¬ 
quence  ?  Why,  works  just  as  large,  but  still  owned  by 
Coates  and  Clark,  have  been  established  in  America;  their 
works  have  been  actually  transported  to  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  and  the  United  States  get  not  only  the  thread  but 
they  get  also  the  benefit  of  the  thread  being  manufactured 
in  their  own  country,  and  of  the  wages  being  paid  to  their 
fellow  taxpayers.  We  know  that  there  is  to-day  a  cry  of 
monopoly.  But  there  is  no  monopoly  in  this  country  fos¬ 
tered  by  the  tariff;  there  are,  however,  monopolies  in 
England  ;  there  are  monopolies  existing  in  connection  with 
many  industries  in  England,  and  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  monopolies  in  England  are 
such  that,  though  wheat  was  never  lower,  bread  in  England 
was  never  dearer.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  monopo¬ 
lies  are  existing  in  that  free  trade  paradise.  Perhaps  hon. 
gentlemen  will  not  take  my  statement  for  it,  and  I  will  give 
them  the  evidence  of  the  Saturday  Review  of'  September  6th, 
1884.  The  article  is  headed  “  Lear  bread  and  cheap  wheat,” 
and  it  reads  as  follows 

“  At  the  present  moment  there  is  a  universal  complaint  on  the  part  of 
producers  that  they  are  being  ruined  by  the  fall  of  prices  and  yet  con¬ 
sumers  do  not  find  that  the  prices  charged  to  them  are  proportionately 
lowered.  Just  now  producuon  is  paralysed  precisely  because  consump¬ 
tion  is  held  in  check  by  too  high  prices.  The  most  striking  example  of 
thi9  is  furnished  by  the  price  of  bread.  Roughly,  it  may  be  said  that 
ju3t  now  the  price  of  wheat  is  very  little,  if  at  all,  over  three-farthings 
per  pound.  Yet  we  know  from  letters  to  the  daily  papers  that  the  price 
of  bread  in  various  parts  of  London  has  until  a  week  or  two  ago  been  as 
high  as  7£d.  the  4-lb.  loaf,  and  even  now  is  7d.  the  loaf.  In  other  words, 
while  the  price  of  wheat  is  little  over  three-farthings  a  pound,  the  price  of 
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bread  is  not  much  under  2d.  a  pound.  The  consumer  is  being  deprived 
of  the  benefit  which  he  ought  to  derive  from  the  fall  in  wheat,  while  the 
farmer  is  a  great  sufferer  from  that  fall.  But  though  the  difference 
between  the  price  of  wheat  and  the  price  of  bread  is  attracting  most 
attention  just  now,  it  is  by  no  means  a  singular  phenomenon.  A  cas  s 
has  been  heard  of  in  which  a  banker  in  the  city,  having  set  up  an  old 
servant  in  a  retail  shop,  bought  for  her  tea  at  tenpence  a  pound,  which 
she  sold  to  her  customers  at  three-and-sixpence  a  pound.  This  is,  no 
doubt,  an  extreme  instance.  But  every  one  who  knows  what  is  going  on 
in  Mincing  Lane  is  aware  that  tea  has  been  for  the  last  couple  of  years 
sold  there  for  tenpence  a  pound,  which  has  been  retailed  at  from  two 
shillings  to  half-a-crown  a  pound.  Similarly,  sugar  which  costs  in  Minc¬ 
ing  Lane  from  five  farthings  to  three-halfpence  is  sold  at  twopence- 
halfpenny  and  even  threepence  in  the  retail  shops.  It  is  notorious,  for 
example,  that  the  brewers  own  the  majority  of  public-houses  in  London  ; 
and  it  is  said  that  in  the  same  way  the  millers  control  the  majority  of 
bakeries.  There  is  thus  no  real  competition  between  the  retail  dealers, 
and  prices  are  settled  by  the  ring,  a  strict  combination  being  kept  up  to 
the  detriment  of  the  public.” 

So  much  for  monopolies  existing  abroad.  Now,  I  have 
alluded  to  the  state  of  business  generally  in  England,  and 
challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  produce  anything 
equally  authoritative  showing  such  an  extraordinary  state 
of  things  in  this  country.  I  challenge  them  to  bring  for¬ 
ward  any  evidence  that  the  workingmen  or  the  laboring 
classes  are  in  as  degrading  a  position  in  this  country  as  they 
are  in  England.  A  School  Board  Commissioner,  Mr.  T. 
Marchant  Williams,  of  the  City  of  London,  wrote  a  very 
remarkable  description  of  the  state  of  things  he  found  exist¬ 
ing  in  that  city,  and  it  bears  truth  upon  its  face.  This 
comes  from  a  man  who  is  endeavoring  to  benefit  his  fellow- 
men,  who  has  no  object  in  misrepresenting  the  facts,  and 
who  speaks  from  personal  observation.  This  gentleman 
says : 

“  There  are  at  leaf  60,000  families  in  London  whose  homes  consist  of 
one  room  oniy,  and  I  l^ave  statistics  in  my  possession  which  clearly 
prove  that,  so  far  as  the  Divisions  of  Finsbury  and  Marylebone  are  con¬ 
cerned,  of  the  children  from  these  homes  that  attend  any  efficient 
elementary  school  at  all,  an  exceptionally  large  proportion  are  in  attend¬ 
ance  at  the  Board  schools  There  are  schools  in  Finsbury  Division  that 
are  filled  with  children  of  whom  60,  70,  and  even  80  per  cent,  come  from 
homes  consisting  of  one  room  only,  and  such  schools  are  not  confined  to 
one  particular  district  It  was  only  the  other  day  that  I  discovered  in 
one  of  these  streets  a  house  containing  nine  rooms,  each  of  which 
accommodates  on  an  average  eight  persons  I  And,  be  it  understood,  Board 
schools  have  been  built  in  all  these  districts.  In  one  of  the  Glerkenwel  l 
schools  I  found,  on  the  day  of  my  annual  inspection,  that,  36  per  cent  of. 
the  parents  of  the  children  were  out  of  employment,  that  40  per  cent,  of 
the  children  come  to  school  sometimes  without  a  breakfast,  and  28  per 
cent,  come  somet;mes  to  afternoon  school  without  having  had  aDy 
dinner.  In  another  district  I  discovered  that  the  parents  of  34  per  cent, 
of  the  boys  in  attendance  at  tha  Board  school  were  out  of  employment 
at  the  time  of  my  visit  to  the  school ;  10  6  per  cent,  of  tha  boys  hid  no 
fathers;  17  5  per  cent,  occasionally  came  to  school  oinnerless,  and  23 
per  cent,  breakfastless.  These  facts  are  not  so  entirely  exceptional  that 
they  may  not  be  considered  applicable  to  a  considerable  proportion  of 
the  children  attending  the  Board  schools  in  my  district.” 

Now,  Mr  Speaker,  I  must  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
a  table  prepared  by  Mr.  Williams,  which  bears  out  what  I 
have  just  quoted,  and  shows  how  the  people  are  crowded 
together  in  some  parts  of  that  city  : 


Occupation. 

No.  of 
rooms  oc- 

No. 

children 

Wages 
when  fully 

Rent. 

Moulder . 

cupied. 

1 

family. 

4 

employed, 
e.  d. 

18  0 

s.  d. 
4  6 

Porter  . . 

1 

2 

18  0 

6  6 

Laborer ........ 

5 

20  0 

3  6 

Printer.,,.,.... 

0 

25  0 

6  0 

Bootmender. .. 

....  1 

7 

17  6 

6  0 

Painter . . 

5 

20  0 

6  6 

Laborer . 

....  2 

6 

20  0 

5  6 

do  . . 

l 

6 

20  0 

4  6 

Riveter . 

6 

? 

2  9 

Mr.  Williams  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Our  philosophical  theorists  are  doing  well  in  warning  the  benevo¬ 
lent  against  the  dangers  of  pauperising  the  people;  but  they  would  be 
doing  better  if  they  were  to  supplement  their  warnings  with  suggestions 
as  to  their  own  plan  of  feeding  and  saving  the  little  children  who  are 
now  rotting  in  heaps  within  sight  of  the  porticoes  of  their  churches.  If 
economic  theories  are  to  be  applied  to  the  parents  only,  children  cannot 
thrive  upon  them.” 

Canadians  found  they  could  not  thrive  upon  them  either. 

It  being  Six  o’clock  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair, 
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After  Recess. 

Mr.  TUPPEE.  In  order  to  show  that  a  National  Policy 
underlies  the  Confederation  scheme  and  that  the  principles 
of  that  policy  mainly  contributed  to  bring  about  the  Con¬ 
federation  of  the  Provinces,  I  will  refer  to  the  Confedera¬ 
tion  debates.  I  find  that  Mr.  George  Brown,  who  upheld 
the  scheme,  said  : 

“But  the  proposal  now  before  us  is,  to  throw  down  all  barriers 
between  the  Provinces — to  make  a  citizen  ot  one  a  citizen  of  the  whole  ; 
the  proposal  is,  that  our  farmers  and  manufacturers  and  mechanics 
shall  carry  their  wares  unquestioned  into  every  village  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  ;  and  that  they  shall  with  equal  freedom  bring  their  fish  and 
their  coal  and  their  West  India  produce  to  our  3,000,000  of  inhabitants.” 

He  also  said : 

“I  say  one  of  the  best  features  of  this  union  is,  that  if  in  our  com¬ 
mercial  relations  with  the  United  States  we  are  compelled  by  them  to 
meet  fire  with  fire — it  will  enable  us  to  stop  this  improvidence  and  turn 
the  current  of  our  own  trade  into  our  own  waters,” 

That  language,  of  course,  is  fresh  in  the  minds  of  many  hon. 
gentlemen.  I  simply  wish  to  call  attention  to  it  now  in 
connection  with  the  fact  that  the  successors  of  George  Brown 
in  the  Eeform  party  have  sadly  degenerated.  They  have 
taken  a  position  entirely  antagonistic  to  that  occupied  by 
him  and  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  in  those  days  ;  be¬ 
cause  we  find  that  while  the  Eeform  party  were  in  power 
they  gave  a  protection  to  one  of  the  natural  industries  of 
Ontario,  a  protection  to  the  development  of  the  petroleum 
wells,  and  refused  to  give  a  like  protection  to  another 
industry,  alluded  to  by  George  Brown  as  a  pi’ofitable  indus¬ 
try.  namely,  the  coal  fields  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The 
Eeform  party  have  pursued  an  unfair,  sectional  and  illiberal 
policy.  They  have  departed  from  the  traditions  of  the 
party  in  1865  :  they  gave  protection  to  an  industry  of  one 
Province,  while  they  refused  it  to  that  of  another.  It  is  idle, 
1  contend,  for  them  to  talk  about  the  necessity  of  placing 
coal  on  the  free  list  because  it  is  a  necessary  of  life,  for  one 
has  only  to  remember  that  the  same  argument  can  be 
used  in  regard  to  the  taxes  they  imposed  on  tea  and  coffeo, 
and  even  on  petroleum,  because  that  is  not  only  fuel  but 
light  to  the  rich  and  poor  alike.  There  is  and  can  be  no  de¬ 
fence  of  their  inconsistent  conduct  in  that  connection.  1 
wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  tho  House  to  the  narrow¬ 
minded  view  taken  of  this  vast  field  of  profitable  industry 
by  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  was  present  in 
Halifax  tome  years  ago  and  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  there 
allude  to  this  enormous  industry  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  now, 
of  course,  of  British  Columbia  and  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories.  I  heard  him  give  utterances  to  views 'which  showed 
to  mo  only  too  plainly  that  he  had  not  lost  his  character  of 
a  special  pleader  on  the  public  platform.  He  showed  too 
clearly  that  ho  was  holding  a  brief  and  acting  essentially  in 
his  capacity  as  one  of  the  profession  to  which  I  belong;  and 
it  is  disclosing  no  secret,  I  am  sure,  when  I  state  that  when 
you  hold  a  particular  brief  you  do  not  do  full  justice  to  your 
opponents  case,  and  do  not  attempt  to  briDg  out  any  strong 
features  in  connection  with  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  showed 
he  was  unable  to  take  a  broad  statesman -like  view  of  the 
questions  of  the  day.  He  should  have  known,  as  he  was  bound 
to  know,  that  the  coal  industry  was  a  great  industry  affecting 
every  hole  and  corner  of  the  Province,  and  one  which,  if  de¬ 
veloped,  would  assist  every  part  of  the  Dominion.  Ho  ought  to 
have  been  willing  to  have  gone  that  far.  Instead  of  belittling 
that  industry  he  should  have  been  man  enough  to  have 
stood  up  and  said  that  he  knew  it  employed  many  thou¬ 
sands  of  people — because  he  could  have  ascertained  before¬ 
hand  that  40,000  men,  women  and  children  were  directly 
dependent  on  that  industry  in  the  Province  where  he  was 
speaking  -  that  it  provided  employment  and  subsistence  ngt 
only  to  those  40,000  individuals  in  tho  coal  districts  of 
Nova  Scotia  alone ;  that  it  benefitted  the  shipping  interests 
of  the  St.  Lawrence;  that  colliers  had  been  built  specially 
for  tho  trade  since  the  National  Policy  was  developed. 


Not  only  so  but  increased  employment  in  connection  with 
tho  trade  had  been  given,  more  stevo  loros,  sailors  and  train 
hands  beina:  employed ;  that  more  factory  hands  had  been 
employed  in  order  to  supply  the  expensive  machinery  and 
goar  necessary  for  the  working  of  tho  mines;  that  while 
this  industry  was  encouraged,  it  was  able  to  pay  in  the 
shape  of  royalties  into  the  provincial  Ireasury,  one-fifth  of 
tho  total  revenue,  over  $100,000.  Not  only  that,  but  in 
order  to  keep  the  mines  in  operation  a  construction  account 
amounting  to  $200,000  a  year  was  necessary  to  bo  expended. 
But  what  do  I  find  the  hon.  gentloman  saying  ?  I  have  here 
tho  report  of  tho  language  ho  used,  and  I  desire  to  place  it 
before  the  House.  He  is  reported  as  having  said — and  I 
was  present  at  tho  meeting,  which  was  in  1881 : 

“  Our  coal  mining  had  been  said  to  have  been  benefitted.  He  denied 
that  it  had;  but  if  it  had,  a  benefit  conferred  on  3,300  men  and  boys 
(being  the  number  of  persons  engaged  in  coal  mining  in  Nova  Scotia), 
could  not  be  set  off  against  the  barm  done  the  Piovince  generally  by 
the  tariff.” 


Why  was  such  a  narrow  view  taken  by  tho  hon.  gentleman  ? 
Even  when  speaking  of  the  men  and  boys  employed,  tho 
number  was  not  correctly  given.  The  number  actually 
employed  at  that  time,  as  is  shown  by  tho  mining  reporls, 
was  3,u67  instead  of  3,300  ;  in  1882  tho  number  was  4  225. 
But,  as  I  have  said,  he  should  have  recognised  the  fact  that 
40,000  people,  as  he  could  easily  have  ascertained,  were 
dependent  on  that  industry  for  their  means  of  subsistence. 
We  find  that  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  in 
1875,  while  not  willing  to  extend  protection  to  the  coal 
industry  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  was  ready  to  give  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  petroleum  industry  of  Ontario.  The  figures 
show  the  following 

Value.  Duty.  Per  cent. 

Protection  to  oil,  1875 .  $110,995  $103  165  32  93 

1876  .  119,618  113,811  14  96 

1884......  380,082  227,662  60  60 


The  protection  to  our  coal  industry,  which  I  have  shown 
the  fathers  of  Confederation  dosired  to  benefit  and  foster, 
receives  a  protection  of  only  15  per  cent.  We  do  not  com- 
plain.  The  mines  have  done  well,  both  in  good  times  and 
in  bad  times,  under  the  National  Policy;  and  they  are  not 
complaining  to  day.  But  we  find  that  this  attack  is  hurled 
from  the  ranks  of  men  who  gave  the  industry  96  per  cent, 
protection,  while  they  complain  of  an  industry  which  has 
only  a  protection  of  15  per  cent,  to-day,  for  we  find  that, 
while  the  coal  imported  in  1884  was  valued  at  something 
like  seven  million  dollars,  the  duty  collected  was  only  one 
million  of  dollars,  or  a  duty  of  about  15  per  cent.  Now  these 
hon.  gentlemen  are  very  inconsistent  in  regard  to  the  indus¬ 
tries  of  the  Maritime  Provinces — or  rather  they  are  inconsist¬ 
ent  in  regard  to  those  industries  as  compared  with  the  rule 
they  would  apply  to  the  rest  of  the  Dominion.  What  is  the 
position  of  the  Eeform  party  to-day  in  connection  with  the 
National  Policy?  Take  the  speeches  of  hon.  gentlemen 
during  the  recess  and  what  do  wo  find?  We  find  that  if 
anything  they  are  trying  to  outbid  the  members  sitting  on 
the  Treasury  benches  by  a  purely  sectional  cry,  that  they 
entirely  disregard  the  laboring  men  and  the  manufacturers 
of  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Maritime  Provinces,  in  order  to 
make  a  hid  for  the  Ontario  vote.  They  say  wo  do  not  attack 
tho  industries  peculiar  to  this  Province,  with  30  to  35  per 
cent,  protection,  but  we  will  give  you  more  protection  at  the 
expense  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  They  say  they  will 
put  coal  and  iron  on  the  free  list,  but  they  say  nothing  about 
taking  the  duty  off  oil  or  other  articles  peculiar  to  Ontario. 
They  say  we  will  go  one  better  and  put  these  articles  on  tho 
free  list  at  the  expense  of  the  Provinces,  which  only  give  a 
comparatively  small  number  of  votes,  and  you  will  bo  so 
much  the  better  off.  That,  it  seems  to  me,  is  not  a  statesman¬ 
like  position.  I  wish  to  point  out  the  fact  that  these  two  great 
industries  coal  and  iron  are  in  the  Lower  Provinces  found 
in  juxtaposition  to  our  fisheries.  I  admit  that  lire  present 
Eeform  party  were  opposed  to  the  protection  given  to  the 
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fishing  industries  ;  they  ridiculed  the  arming  of  the  fleet 
which  was  raised  for  their  protect  ion  ;  they  opposed  the 
Government  in  reference  to  the  Washington  Treaty ;  but 
strange  to  say,  time  has  taught  them  that  that  course  would 
be  dangerous  to-day  and  we  find  Grit  and  Tory  all  agreed  in 
the  Provinces  down  by  the  sea,  that  they  hold  meeting 
after  meeting  and  that  both  parties  alike  urge  on  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  some  vigorous  action  be  taken  to  protect  the 
fishing  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  to  impose  duties 
and  to  arm  fleets  to  protect  that  industry.  There  is  no  free 
trade  argument  in  that  request  to  this  Government,  no 
desire  to  trade  freely  with  their  American  competitors.  We 
could  understand  them  if  they  took  the  consistent  position 
of  declaring  that  we  should  allow  all  our  waters  to  be  free 
to  the  world,  that  we  should  make  our  fish  free  to  all  who 
chose  to  come  keep  out  no  competitors.  But  I  would  be 
amazed  to  find  at  this  day  that  the  Opposition  would  take  such 
a  position  as  that,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  will  not  do 
so.  But  how  can  they,  while  willing  to  extend  this  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  fishing  industry,  refuse  to  extend  it  to  coal  ? 
Every  one  must  admit  the  tremendous  value  to  the  Domin¬ 
ion  of  our  coal  deposits,  not  merely  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  but  all  over  the  Dominion,  away  to  the  west  on  the 
Pacific  coast ;  and  I  say  it  is  a  hopeful  and  auspicious  sign 
of  the  grand  career  in  store  for  this  country — it  is  no  doubt 
one  of  the  greatest  possessions  of  Canada— that  on  both  the  * 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  coasts  wo  should  have  these  immense 
coal  fields;  and  it  must  be  that  they  were  intended  by  Pro¬ 
evidence  to  be  developed,  and  they  could  not  be  without  a 
National  Policy,  for  without  it  they  would  likely  bo  ex¬ 
tinguished.  It  is  important  to  know  that  while  tho  total 
production  of  coal  in  the  United  States  in  1860  was  only 
something  like  six  millions  of  tons,  the  position  in  that 
country  has  so  much  changed  that  to-day  it  is  actually  over 
eighty-seven  millions  of  tons,  and  this  increased  production 
has  arisen  under  a  fostering  protective  tariff.  This  question 
of  protection  is  a  serious  one  in  connection  with  tho  coal 
trade,  for  if  wo  had  difficulty  in  competing  with  a 
country  which  produced  six  millions  of  tons,  our  difficulties 
will  be  greatly  enhanced  in  endeavoring  to  compete  with 
a  country  which  produced  eighty  seven  millions  of  tons  a 
year.  My  hon.  friend  from  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  in 
referring  to  this  question,  finding  that  he  could  not  show 
that  tho  prices  would  be  raised,  that  he  could  not  prove  that 
the  evil  prophecies  which  had  been  uttered  in  regard  to 
this  industry  had  been  verified,  stated  that  he  had  found 
that  the  real  cause  of  the  increased  output  of  coal  to  which 
the  hon.  Finance  Minister  alluded  was  that  before  the 
National  Policy  was  introduced  wood  was  largely  consumed 
on  railways.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  fallen  sadly  in  his 
position  on  tho  question  of  protection  ;  fordoes  he  not  know 
that  the  leader  of  tho  Conservative  party  stated  that  all  that 
was  to  be  changed,  and  that  we  were  to  be  no  longer  hewers 
of  wood  and  drawers  of  water,  and  the  industries  which 
made  us  the  hewers  of  wood  and  the  drawers  of  water  have 
been  supplanted  and  other  industries  have  grown  up  in  their 
place.  But  why  is  it  that  the  hon.  gentleman  dealt  so  deli¬ 
cately  with  this  question,  for  we  know  that  there  is  no 
feeling  against  the  duty  on  coal  in  Ontario  to-day.  The 
people  of  Ontario  have  learned  that  the  coal  trade  in  the 
United  States  having  been  vastly  developed  is  now  being 
handled  by  rings  all  over  the  American  Union,  and  that  dis 
tricts  are  divided,  and  were  it  not  for  the  coal  duty  and  for  the 
fact  that  Toronto  has  been  made  a  competitive  point  by  the 
National  Policy,  that  city  and  other  western  cities  and 
towns  would  be  brought  within  tho  influence  of  the  l  ings  and 
made  subject  to  their  prices,  subject  to  the  tariff  of  rates 
that  is  set  up  in  those  territories  that  are  to  be  operated 
upon.  Statistics  have  been  given,  and  they  have  never 
been  contradicted,  showing  who  does  pay  the  duty.  The 
Belleville  Intelligencer  gave  figures  on  the  7th  of  February, 
1883,  showing  that  while  coal  sold  at  $3.75  in  Cleveland  it 
Mr.  Tupper, 
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sold  in  Canada  at  from  $2.30  to  $2.80  per  ton.  We  find 
also  that  while  the  price  of  coal  has  been  decreasing  here 
under  a  protective  tariff  in  free  trade  England  it  has  steadily 
risen  ;  that  while  steam  coal  at  Cardiff  sold  in  1880  at  8s. 
9d.  it  sold  this  year  at  10s.  9d.  We  know  also  that  English 
coal  is  sold  in  Paris  at  a  lower  price  than  it  can  be 
purchased  in  London.  These  are  facts  which  should  be 
considered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  when  discussing  this 
question  of  coal.  We  find  further  from  Chambers'  Journal  of 
Commerce ,  in  London,  of  December  5th,  1883,  the  following  : 

“Iq  the  coal  trade,  no  less  than  in  cotton  manufactures,  the  miners 
and  thoir  leaders  will  find  themselves  obliged  to  consider  the  influence 
of  other  countries  as  producers,  and  must  already  feel  themselves 
constrained  to  acknowledge  that  we  no  longer  absolutely  rule  the 
market.” 

The  New  York  Sun  says  : 

“  Ontario  is  a  nearer  market  for  Pennsylvania  coal  than  it  is  for  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  Ontario  is  now  using  American  coal,  but  the  duty 
leaves  very  little  profit  on  the  coal,  because  the  dealers  have  to  sell  it 
at  a  price  that  keeps  out  the  native  product.” 

Professor  Roberts,  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railway,  quoted  in 
the  Toronto  Mail,  said  : 

“  The  rates  that  are  now  charged  by  our  company  for  carrying  soft 
coal  are  made  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  competition  in  the  various 
markets  in  which  coals  are  introduced.” 

This  shows  what  has  been  pointed  out  by  gentlemen  who 
have  taken  part  in  this  discussion  in  previous  years,  that 
where  there  are  competitive  points  the  duty  prevents  the 
price  being  controlled  by  American  rings  and  keeps  the 
prices  down  instead  of  pulting  them  up.  Now,  I  stated 
that  coal  was  sold  at  a  lower  price  on  the  continent  than  in 
England.  1  find,  in  a  letter  addressed  a  short  time  ago  by 
Mr.  Ellis  Lever,  to  the  London  Times,  the  following  remarks : 

“  We  are  actually  selling  our  coal  at  a  price  which  leaves  no  profit  to 
the  colliery  proprietor  for  his  capital  and  risk,  ar.d  which  does  not  admit 
of  adequate  wages  being  paid  to  the  collier,  whose  labor  is  in  the  midst 
of  darkness  end  danger.  At  the  same  time,  we  are  delivering  coal  at 
the  continent  of  Europe  at  a  less  price  than  we  can  deliver  it  in  London. 
The  foreigner  has  the  advantage  of  procuring  our  coal  free  of  e sport 
duty  ;  not  so  the  population  of  the  metropolitan  area.” 

Now,  why  do  I  allude  to  this  ?  Surely  it  is  afair  argument, 
if  I  can  show  that  the  increased  duty  has  decreased  the 
price,  and  that  the  only  increase  in  price  is  in  a  Free  Trade 
country  ;  and  I  say  it  is  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  find 
some  other  effect  to  urge  against  the  duty  than  that  which 
they  urge.  Now,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  inappropriate 
for  me  to  mention  in  this  connection  since  this  is  a  question 
peculiarly  affecting  the  workingmen,  that  it  has  been  stated 
broadcast  throughout  the  land  by  a  lying  press  that  I,  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  have  sneered  at  the  workingmen. 
When  a  press  is  so  lost  to  decency  that  for  lack  of 
other  material  it  must  descend  to  lying  calumnies 
against  a  member  of  my  experience  and  age  in 
this  House,  it  shows  what  a  poor  and  miserable  cause  it 
must  have.  I  defy  any  man  to  stand  up  in  this  House  and 
say  on  his  honor  that  in  any  discussion  in  which  I  have 
engaged  I  have  attempted  to  sneer  at  the  workingmen  or 
have  used  the  term  “  the  lower  orders.”  I  can  appeal  to 
Hansard;  and  if  there  is  anything  with  reference  to  which  we 
have  reason  to  feel  some  comfort  that  we  have  reports  so 
accurate,  it  is  on  an  occasion  like  this.  My  speeches  are 
there,  uncorrected  by  me,  and  I  can  safely  appeal  to  them 
to  corroborate  what  I  say.  Why,  how  ridiculous  for  me  to 
sneer  at  the  men  who  sent  me  here.  The  county  of  Pictou, 
of  course,  contains  a  large  number  of  agriculturists  ;  it  is  a 
large,  prosperous  and  splendid  county ;  but  the  bulk  of  the 
voters  who  sent  me  here  to  support  the  National  Policy  are 
par  excellence  workingmen.  They  are  men  whom  I  never 
sheered  at,  but  whom  I  am  proud  to  servo ;  and  I  believe  I 
am  serving  them  and  fulfilling  the  mission  for  which  they 
sent  me  here  in  supporting  tho  policy  of  the  Government, 
tho  policy  which  gives  them  bread  to  eat.  So  much 
for  what  are  very  common  in  this  country,  that  is, 
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misstatements  in  the  Grit  press.  I  have  only  to  state 
the  interest  I  have  taken  in  this  subject  as  the  excuse  I 
have  to  offer  for  occupying  so  much  timo.  I  attempt  no 
peroration  in  closing  my  remarks  on  this  occasion  ;  but  I 
do  hope  that  some  good  effect  may  follow  from  something 
I  shall  give  to  this  House,  and  particularly  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  They  have  denied,  and  they  indignantly 
deny  here,  because  it  is  not  safe,  I  suppose,  to  admit  it,  that 
they  have  done  vast  injury  to  this  country,  both  by  their 
policy  and  by  their  damaging  speeches.  They  deny  that ; 
but  they  will  not  deny  that  they  have  gloated  over  the  fact 
there  was  an  exodus — that  men  did  leave  this  country  at 
times,  and  they  have  exposed  and  magnified  before  the 
world  overy  bad  spot  they  could  find,  as  a  warning  to 
people  that  if  they  come  here  they  will  have  to  stand  the 
terrible  effects  of  misgovernment.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
find  that  tho  ex-Finance  Minister  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
stated, in  1880  : 

“  We  know  that  the  great  and  alarming  emigration  that  prevailed 
from  1860  to  1870  is  resuming  its  former  proportions." 

How,  that  is  a  fitting  introduction  to  the  little  lecture  I 
would  like  to  read  in  closing  from  the  files  of  the  Globe, 
written,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  a  man  whom  the  party  opposite 
were  once  proud  to  follow.  In  the  year  1868,  when  that 
paper  was  conducted  by  the  Hon.  George  Brown,  aud  when 
he  was  anxious  to  vindicate  the  policy  of  Confederation 
which  he  had  done  so  much  to  consummate,  his  paper  thus 
dealt  with  hon.  gentlemen  who  make  such  speeches  as  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  It  first  abuses  the  Hew  York  papers, 
which  alone  at  that  time  made  such  assertions,  happily,  for 
stating : 

“  That  the  people  in  what  used  to  be  called  Canada,  both  east  and 
west,  are  at  present  in  a  very  impoverished  condition,  glad  to  escape  by 
any  means  from  their  misery.  Tnere  is  something  worse  than  a  mistake 
in  this.  There  is  very  gross, and  we  are  almost  uncharitable  enough  to 
say,  intentional  misrepresentation.  *  *  *  There  is  suffering 

and  destitution  in  various  parts  of  our  Province,  as  there  always  will  be 
in  any  community,  however  prosperous ;  but  we  are  quite  safe  in  saying 
that  rarely  since  the  country  was  settled  has  there  ever  been  less,  either 
in  extent  or  degree,  than  at  the  present  moment.  *  *  *  * 

When  we  look  at  our  position  materially,  socially,  educationally,  and 
religiously  likewise,  and  compare  it  with  that  of  many  others,  we  have 
no  occasion  either  to  envy  or  repine.  We  are  so  often  assured  that  our 
country  is  a  poor,  contemptible,  Cod-forsaken  place,  that  some  may  be 
almost  inclined  to  believe  that  such  is  the  fact,  and  to  bear  themselves 
as  if  begging  pardon  of  every  one  they  meet,  for  the  misfortune  of  being 
in  existence.  There  is  no  reason  for  all  this.  We  have  no  wish  to  dis¬ 
parage  other  lands  or  to  use  harsh  language  about  the  condition  of  any 
people  ;  but  we  see  no  reason  to  go  to  the  opposite  extreme,  and  allow, 
without  contradiction,  such  representations  of  our  country,  when  any  one 
m  a  position  to  form  an  enlightened  opinion  knows  that  the  facts  are 
just  the  reverse.” 

And  this  paper  indignantly  denies,  in  1868,  that  this  “  great 
and  alarming  emigration  ”  has  taken  place.  I  do  not  wish 
to  add  anything  to  that,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  CHARLTOH.  I  am  sure,  Sir,  that  we  have  all  listen¬ 
ed  with  pleasure  to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  the  momber 
for  Pictou.  A  few  of  the  points  he  has  made  I  shall  per¬ 
haps  notice  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  to-night.  The  in¬ 
terest  taken  in  the  financial  statement  made  annually  by  the 
Finance  Minister  of  this  Dominion  is  for  obvious  reasons 
increasing  year  by  year..  The  importance  of  his  statement 
as  it  relates  to  the  interests  and  prosperity  of  the  country  is 
i  ncreasing  year  by  year.  That  hon.  Minister,  Sir,  on  the 
present  occasion,  has  met  Parliament  under  circumstances 
perhaps  less  favorable  and  less  comfortable  to  himself  than 
on  some  previous  occasions.  He  meets  Parliament  with 
the  fact  confronting  him  that  the  debt  of  this 
country  is  assuming  alarming  proportions — that  it 
is  increasing  with  great  rapidity;  He  meets  Parliament 
with  the  fact  staring  him  in  the  face  that  the  expenses  of 
tho  country  are  also  increasing.  He  tells  us  that  the  esti¬ 
mates  for  the  coming  year  will  probably  reach  $33,000,000, 
an  increase  of  almost  $20,000,000  since  these  Provinces 
were  confederated  in  1867,  He  knows  that  the  taxation  is  ex¬ 


tremely  heavy,  and  that,  owing  to  the  depression  that  exists' 
although  tho  rate  of  taxation  has  not  been  reduced,  tho  re" 
venue  derived  from  taxation  is  considerably  less  than  former" 
ly.  Ho  also  is  unable  to  dony  that  following  tho  stimulation 
which  has  been  applied  has  como  over-production  and 
plethora,  and  that  our  manufactures  to  day  are  in  a  stag¬ 
nant  position.  He  knows  that  the  prospects  of  tho  great 
Horth-West,  to  which  this  country  must  look  for  expan¬ 
sion  and  growth,  have  been  blighted  by  the  policy  this 
Government  has  adopted;  he  knows  that  tho  tide  of  immi¬ 
gration  which  sot  in  in  a  stream  towards  that  country  has,  if 
it  has  not  been  turned,  been  reduced  until  the  stream  has 
become  a  mere  driblet ;  and  he  knows  that  this  rosult  is 
due  in  a  large  measure  to  the  operation  of  his  fiscal 
policy.  He  knows  his  Government  has  been  guilty  of  the 
incredible  folly  of  saying  to  the  people  of  the  Horth-West 
that  they  shall  not  use  their  own  money  to  create  avenues 
of  traffic  for  the  transportation  of  their  products  to  market ; 
he  knows  that,  although  he  met  us  unctious  with  plausi¬ 
bility,  the  case  be  presents  to  Parliament  is  one  the  re¬ 
verse  of  pleasing  to  himself  and  the  party  which  backs 
him,  and  in  fact  the  conclusion  at  which  ho  arrives,  the  one 
comfort  he  has  for  himself,  is  that  matters  might  have  been 
worse.  He  draws  a  comparison  between  the  taxation  of 
this  country  and  the  taxation  of  the  old  effete  monarchies 
of  Europe,  in  which  great  standing  armies  are  maintained 
and  the  tax-paying  capabilities  of  their  populations  strained 
to  the  utmost,  in  order  that  they  may  maintain 
an  armed  neutrality  and  congratulates  himself  because 
the  taxation  in  Canada  has  not  reached  the  sum  it  has 
in  those  countries.  He  points  to  the  Australian  colonies  and 
their  total  revenue,  and  would  lead  us  to  suppose  that  their 
revenue  is  derived  wholly  from  taxation,  whereas  he  knows 
that  65  per  cent,  of  it  is  derived  from  other  sources  and  only 
35  per  cent,  from  taxation.  His  statements  are  all  calcu¬ 
lated  to  mislead  tho  country  and  to  give  us  a  false  sense  of 
security,  a  false  sense  of  good  government  and  of  proper 
management  on  the  part  of  those  who  have  in  charge  the 
financial  affairs  of  this  country.  It  is  noticeable  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  assume  the  congratulatory  tone 
which  on  former  occasions  he  was  wont  to  assume.  His 
tone  is  deprecatory  and  apologetic,  contrasting  strongly 
with  his  utterances  in  some  of  his  former  Budget  Speeches. 
I  will  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  one  or  two 
brief  extracts  from  speeches  made  by  him  on  former  occa¬ 
sions.  In  his  Budgot  Speech  of  1880,  ho  used  the  following 
language 

“  I  believe,  Sir,  there  i?  a  good  time  coming.  I  believe  that  the 
policy  of  this  Government  has  inaugurated  a  good  time,  with  reference 
to  the  encouragement  of  the  industries  of  this  country,  giving  a  home 
market  to  our  farmers  for  their  produce,  giviDg  business  for  everybody, 
and  filling  up  the  vast  territory  in  the  North-West  in  preparation  for 
the  millions  that  will  populate  it  in  the  future.” 

Where  is  tho  home  market  ?  We  will  enquire  into  that 
more  fully  in  a  few  moments.  Where  is  the  market  our 
farmers  were  to  have  for  all  the  produce  they  could  raise  ? 
Is  the  Horth-West  filling  up  with  millions  ?  What  is  the 
condition  of  the  Horth-West  ?  Evidently  the  rosy  picture 
drawn  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his  Budget  Speech  in  1880 
rwas  not  a  prophetic  picture ;  evidently  his  prognostications 
have  not  been  realised.  In  his  Budget  Speech  in  1881  he 
said  : 

“  It  is  said  the  greatest  enemy  of  truth  is  prejudice,  and  its  greatest 
friend  time.  Time  is  solving  this  question  with  reference  to  the  Tariff.  The 
main  discussion  on  the  Tariff  will  be  this  Session.  The  result  of  another 
year’s  experience  will  be  such  that  our  friends  opposite  will  be  then 
veering  their  course  for  a  moderate  protective  policy,  in  order  that  they 
may  meet  the  desires  of  the  country” 

Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  truly  when  he  said  that  the 
greatest  enemy  of  truth  was  prejudice,  and  its  greatest  friend 
timo  ;  he  also  spoke  truly  in  saying  that  time  would  solve 
this  question.  Time  is  solving  it,  time  has  already  nearly 
solved  it,  and  the  fallaciousness  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  views 
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becomes  more  evident  as  time  lapses.  In  his  Budget 
Speech,  in  1882,  the  hon,  gentleman  said  : 

“I may  be  permitted  to  say,  Sir,  that  at  no  time  in  the  history  of 
Canada  has  a  Government  met  Parliament  with  the  financial  condition 
of  the  country  in  the  position  it  is  to-day.  At  no  period  in  the  history 
of  Canada  has  its  credit  stood  so  high  as  it  stands  to-day.  At  no 
period  in  the  history  of  Canada,  possibly,  was  the  country,  generally 
speaking,  as  prosperous  or  more  prosperous  than  it  is  to-day,  and 
I  propose,  Sir,  in  the  statement  that  I  am  about  to  submit  to  the  House 
to  establish  that  that  prosperity  is,  in  a  great  measure,  dependent  upon 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  adopted  by  Parliament.” 

He  might  truly  say  to-day  that  at  no  time  in  the  history  of 
Canada  has  the  Government  met  Parliament  when  the  finan¬ 
cial  condition  of  the  country  was  in  the  position  in  which  it 
is  now.  He  might  say  to-day  with  perfect  truth  that  at  no 
time  in  the  history  of  this  country  has  the  Government  met 
Parliament  with  $25,000,000  obligations  shortly  to  fall 
due  unsettled  and  unprovided  for ;  he  might  well  say  that 
at  no  time  in  our  history  has  the  Government  met  Parlia¬ 
ment  with  $13,000,000  of  floating  debts ;  he  might  truly  say 
that  at  no  time  in  our  history  has  the  Government  met  Par¬ 
liament  when  the  Government  is  obliged  to  confess  that  it 
has  been  compelled  to  resort  to  the  expedient  called,  in  com¬ 
mercial  language,  “  shinning,”  on  the  street,  in  order  to 
meet  its  current  obligations ;  or  borrowing  at  all  points 
where  it  can  make  a  temporary  loan,  on  the  promise  that 
the  loan  will  be  refunded  as  soon  as  the  credit  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  permit  it  to  make  a  permanent  loan.  If  we 
go  on  to  consider  the  pledges  made  with  reference  to  this 
National  Policy,  we  will  find  that  scarcely  one  of  them  has 
been  kept.  With  reference  to  the  pledges  made  with  regard 
to  the  employment  of  labor,  I  find  in  the  Budget  Speech  of 
1882,  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  following  language ; 

“  I  would  ask  hon.  gentlemen,  when  they  are  referring  to  this  matter, 
what  would  have  been  our  position  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  if  we  had 
not  adopted  a  policy  that  has  enabled  us  to  give  employment^  to  our 
industrial  classes  ?  They  would  have  had  to  go  abroad  for  the  purpose 
of  seeking  employment.  It  is  stated  that  23,000  persons  have  passed 
over  to  the  United  States  from  Sarnia,  but  we  all  know  that  a  large 
portion  of  them  belong  to  the  United  States.  But  admitting,  for  argu¬ 
ment  sake,  all  that  has  been  said  by  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  we  would 
have  had  an  emigration  much  larger  than  we  have  had  had  it  not  been 
for  the  adoption  of  this  policy. 

When  was  this  statement  made?  It  was  made  in  1882,  and 
the  very  year  preceding  the  greatest  exodus  had  takon 
place  from  Canada  that  had  ever  taken  place  at  any  period 
of  its  history.  In  that  year  131,000  people  had  left  Canada 
for  the  United  States,  while  in  the  last  year  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  the  exodus  had  not  reached  a 
number  exceeding  30,000,  or  the  exodus  had  been  more  than 
four-fold  as  great  in  the  year  preceding  that  in  which  this 
statement  was  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  as  tho  exodus 
in  the  last  year  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration  ;  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  congratulates  himself  upon  the  fact 
that  this  policy  checks  the  flow  of  emigration.  He  congra¬ 
tulates  himself  that  but  for  the  adoption  of  tho  National 
Policy  the  emigration  would  have  been  much  greater.  In 
Heaven’s  name,  if  it  had  bean  much  greater,  how  much 
greater  would  it  have  been  ?  It  would  have  led  to  the 
depopulation  of  tho  country.  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  in  1878, 
referring  to  the  employment  of  labor,  said  : 

‘‘The  policy  the  Government  has  pursued  has  had  the  effect  of  c 
depopulating  the  countiy.  It  has  sent  away  the  most  skilled  and  intel¬ 
ligent  labor,  the  finest  sons  of  Canada  to  a  foreign  count: y,  to  obtain 
employment  their  own  country  denies  them.” 

And  in  the  speech  made  in  the  Amphitheatre  in  Toronto, 
in  July,  1878,  the  First  Minister  used  the  following  lan¬ 
guage  : 

“  If  you  desire  this  country  to  prosper,  if  you  desire  this  country  to 
rise  out  of  the  slough  of  despond  into  which  it  has  sunk,  if  you  desire 
to  see  manufactures  arise,  if  you  desire  to  see  labor  employed,  if  you 
desire  to  see  the  emigration  of  your  young  men  stopped,  if  you  desire 
to  briDg  those  who  have  emigrated  back  to  this  country,  if  you  desire 
to  see  the  value  of  your  land  arise,  if  you  desire  prosperity,  you  will 
support  the  National  Policy  and  say :  We  must  have  Oanadafor  the  Can* 
adians,” 

Mr,  Tupper, 


Well,  Sir,  we  adopted  the  National  Policy.  Hid  our  young 
men  cease  to  leave  Canada  ?  Hid  those  who  had  left  Canada 
return  ?  Has  the  value  of  land  risen  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  No,  Sir,  a  greater  number  of  young 
men  have  left  the  country  since ;  comparatively  few  of 
those  who  had  left  have  returned,  and  the  value  of  farming 
land  in  Ontario  and  other  parts  of  the  Oominion  is  less  to¬ 
day  than  it  was  in  1878.  Everyono  of  these  prophecies  has 
proved  false ;  not  odo  of  them  has  been  verified  by  tho 
result.  Then  we  had  some  promises  made  with  regard  to 
agriculture.  It  was  necessary,  of  course,  when  this  policy  was 
proposed,  to  carry  it  by  the  aid  of  the  votes  of  the  farmers. 
Unless  the  farmers  could  be  persuaded  to  believe  that  there 
was  something  in  this  policy  to  their  advantage,  their  votes 
could  not  be  had ;  and,  unless  their  votes  were  had,  the 
policy  could  not  he  carried.  One  of  the  schemes  resorted 
to  by  our  hon.  friends  opposite  in  the  campaign  of  1878  was 
to  endeavor  to  induce  the  farmer  to  believe  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  afford  protection  to  him,  that  the  agricul¬ 
tural  interests  of  this  country  would  be  benefited  by  im¬ 
posing  burdens  on  the  farmer,  because  it  was  held  and  an¬ 
nounced  that  duties  could  bo  imposed  which  would  benefit 
the  farmer;  ho  was  to  share  in  the  benefits  to  be  derived 
from  this  general  schemo  of  taxation,  and  so  he  was  made  to 
believe  that  he  had  a  share  in  the  good  results  to  be  de¬ 
rived  from  this  National  Policy.  I  shall  read  one  or  two 
extracts  in  reference  to  the  benefit  promised  to  the  farmer. 
In  a  speech  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  made  in  tho  Budget 
debate  in  1882,  he  says: 

‘‘It  has  been  shown  that  the  prices  of  farmers’  products  have  been 
better  than  ever  before,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (the  ex-Finance 
Minister)  impaled  himself  on  the  horns  of  this  dilemma  the  other  night. 
He  said  you  cannot  improve  the  price  of  wheat  because  that  is  regulated 
in  Mark  Lane;  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  denounced  the  tax  in  bread- 
stuffs,  including  wheat,  as  an  odious  tax.  I  want  him  to  establish  the 
assertion  that  it  is  an  odious  tax,  and  that  under  the  National  Policy 
there  is  no  improvement  in  the  price  of  the  products  of  the  farm.  Let 
me  ask  him  this  question :  he  says  we  have  increased  the  farmer’s 
burdens,  aud  he  has  gone  before  the  farmer  with  tears  in  his  eyes  to 
condemn  our  policy  with  this  result :  that  the  farmers  have  simply 
laughed  at  him.  They  have  laughed  at  him  because  they  knew  what 
he  had  said  here  before,  and  would  say  here  again, if  in  power, as  he  said 
the  other  night,  that  the  laborer’s  burdens  had  been  increased  by  the 
price  of  living— that  everything  he  used  he  had  to  pay  more  for  it.  How 
can  you  increase  the  C03t  of  everything  consumed  by  the  laborer,  mainly 
consisting  of  farm  products,  without  benefiting  the  farmer  ?  It  is  just 
such  questions  we  had  put  to  him.  We  told  him  we  would  benefit  all 
classes  of  industries  in  the  country.  We  told  him  we  would  improve  the 
condition  of  the  farmer  by  a  better  home  market.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  could  not  understand.  But  now  when  the  farmer  laughs  at  him  on 
account  of  his  theories,  he  will  know  that  the  people  hold  that  his 
former  statements  were  baseless;  that  the  farmer  to-day  gets  more  for 
every  product,  that  is  more  for  every  product  of  the  soil,  than  he  could 
have  got  if  the  policy  of  the  late  Government,  of  making  Canadians 
hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water  for  any  other  country,  had  been 
carried  out  as  he  would  still  have  carried  it  out.” 

Well,  are  tho  farmers  getting  more  to-day  in  consequence  of 
this  policy  ?  Has  this  policy  raised  the  price  of  farm  pro¬ 
duce  ?  Ho  the  farmers  laugh  at  my  hon  friend  to-day  ? 
Ho  they  realise  to-day  that  the  price  in  grain  in  Mark  Lane 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  price  in  Canada  ;  that  the  homo 
market  has  established  the  price  and  is  quite  independent 
of  the  markets  of  the  world  ?  I  think  not.  I  think  the 
laugh  is  on  tho  other  side  of  the  cheek.  I  think  they 
laugh  at  the  promises  which  were  then  made ;  they  realise 
how  absurd  and  fallacious  were  the  promises  that  a  duty  on 
grain  could  afford  them  any  protection  when  we  had  a  sur¬ 
plus  of  tho  article  to  export  to  othor  markets, 

Mr.  McNEILL.  What  is  the  price  of  oats  to-day  in 
Toronto  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  will  tell  you  in  a  short  time.  We 
will  get  to  that  in  due  order.  Here  is  another  quotation 
from  the  Budget  Speech  of  1880  : 

“  If  you  go  to  the  farmer,  you  will  fiud  that  he  recoguises  the  improve¬ 
ment  in  prices — 
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Does  ho  recognise  that  to-day  ? 

‘‘that  he  recognises  the  improvement  in  prices  for  the  articles  he 
has  for  export,  or  for  home  consumption  in  the  home  market.  You 
may  go  to  our  shinping  interests,  and  you  will  find  that  during  the  last 
five  or  six  months  everyone  has  a  more  hopeful  feeling  than  they  had 
before.  Take  the  lumber  interests  of  the  Ottawa  valley  and  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion,  and  mark  the  change.  You  will  find  every  man  who 
is  engaged  in  that  business  in  the  city  of  Ottawa,  in  the  west,  or  down 
east,  doing  double  work, making  sales  ahead,  and  with  a  different,  a  more 
buoyant  spirit,  than  he  had  twelve  months  ago.” 

What  is  the  state  of  the  shipping  interest  to-day  ?  Is  there 
a  more  hopeful  feeling  for  the  future  ?  What  is  the  state  of 
the  lumber  interest  ?  Are  the  lumbermen  of  Ottawa  and  of 
the  west  and  of  the  east  working  double  time  and  making 
sales  far  ahead  ?  There  is  a  vast  accumulation  of  lumber 
in  the  yards  at  Ottawa,  and  none  of  it  is  sold  yet ;  gloom 
and  despondency  pro  vail  in  the  lumber  markets,  the  ship¬ 
ping  interest  is  low,  not  a  single  promise  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  regard  to  any  industry  in  the  country  has 
been  realised.  Then  we  had  some  promises  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  Government  himself.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  in 
1 8*78,  is  reported  in  Hansard  as  saying : 

“  We  say  the  present  tariff  is  inartistic,  unscientific,  deficient  in  some 
parts  ;  that  it  helps  to  depress  and  crush  our  manufacturing  interests,  to 
allow  an  undue  and  improper  interference  with  our  agricultural  products 
in  our  own  markets,  and  that  there  ought  to  be  a  readjustment  in  a 
scientific  sense.  I  believe  the  tariff  could  be  so  readjusted  that  unless 
the  future  necessities  of  this  country  required  additional  revenue  and  an 
increase  of  duties  for  revenue  purposes,  we  can  give  more  protection  to 
our  agricultural  interests,  we  can  give  an  encouragement  to  our 
manufacturers,  not  only  to  enable  them  to  maintain  this  present  position, 
but  to  relieve  them  from  the  existing  depression  and  give  them  an 
opportunity  for  development,  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  whole  amount 
of  pressure  and  volume  of  taxation  would  Dot,  on  the  whole,  be  increased 
to  the  people.  That  is  the  doctrine  we  have  always  held.” 

Well,  we  have  had,  since  this  unscientific  tariff  passed  away, 
a  scientific  tariff  introduced,  I  suppose,  and  our  hon.  friends 
opposite  will  earn  the  cognomen  of  the  tariff-tinker  in 
another  Session,  I  believe.  There  has  not  been  a  Session 
since  this  tariff  was  adopted  when  the  Finance  Minister  has 
not  come  to  this  House  with  numerous  and  important 
changes;  It  is  an  inchoate,  incomplete  arrangement,  con¬ 
stantly  requiring  tinkering,  constantly  requiring  change, 
and  failing  at  all  times  since  it  was  adopted,  as  it  fails  to¬ 
day,  to  meet  the  wishes  or  satisfy  the  expectations  of  the 
country. 

And,  with  regard  to  the  promises  made  by  the  right 
hon.  gentleman,  that  the  burden  of  taxation  should 
not  be  increased  but  that  there  should  be  merely  a  read¬ 
justment  of  duties,  a  readjustment  of  burdens  in  such  a  way 
as  to  afford  all  the  benefits  a  truly  scientific  tariff  was 
capable  of  affording  to  the  country — -have  these  promises 
been  kept?  Has  there  been  no  increase  in  the  taxation? 
In  1878  the  taxation  from  Customs  was  in  round  numbers 
twelve  and  three-quarter  millions,  or  $15.60  per  family  of 
five.  The  taxation  from  Customs  in  1883  was  twenty-three 
millions,  a  taxation  of  $25.70  per  family  ;  and  in  1884  it  was 
twenty  millions,  or  $24.24  per  family,  in  place  of  $15.60, 
under  the  administration  of  affairs  by  the  ex-Finance  Min¬ 
ister — a  very  large  increase  indeed. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Are  you  adding  deficits  ? 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  We  will  refer  to  deficits  in  good  time. 

I  am  afraid  that,  in  two  or  three  years  to  come,  wo  shall 
allude  to  very  alarming  deficits.  Well,  we  have  had  the 
benefit  of  a  tariff  which  was  not  to  raise  the  taxation  of  the 
country,  which  was  to  be  readjusted  without  increasing  the 
burdens,  a  tariff  which,  however,  increased  the  burden  of 
taxation  under  Customs  from  $15.60,  in  1878,  to  $25.70,  in 
1883.  We  have  had  a  tariff  which  was  to  afford  the 
farmers  of  this  country  protection,  and  the  very  utmost 
claim  the  hon.  gentleman  has  ever  made  with  regard  to 
the  benefit  the  farmers  derived  from  that  tariff 
was  made  two  Sessions  ago,  that  possibly  the 
farmers  were  receiving  3  cents  per  bushel  more  for 
wheat  than  they  would  if  there  had  been  no  duties, 
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That  is  the  very  utmost  advantage  that  they  ever  claimed 
from  the  operations  of  the  grain  duties.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
had  occasion  to  compare  American  and  Canadian  quotations 
repeatedly,  in  addressing  audiences  in  various  parts  of  this 
country  ;  I  have  made  those  comparisons  every  year,  and 
at  every  portion  of  the  year,  and  I  have  never  found  one 
instance  where  the  relative  quotations  in  the  two  countries 
would  lead  to  the  supposition  that  the  imposition  of  duties 
upon  grain  had  conferred  one  iota  of  advantage  upon  the 
farmers  of  Canada,  and  I  defy  any  man  in  this  House  of 
Commons  to  point  to  any  day  in  the  history  of  Canada 
since  this  tariff  was  passed,  in  1879,  when  the  grain  duties 
have  conferred  any  advantage  upon  the  producer  of  grain 
in  this  country.  What  is  the  condition  of  things  to-day  ? 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  the  market  quotations  he 
will  find  to-day  that  No.  1  spring  wheat,  worth  82  cents  in 
Toronto,  is  worth  91  cents  in  Buffalo,  which  is  the  corres¬ 
ponding  market,  about  the  same  distance  from  the  sea  ;  and 
yet  in  Buffalo  No.  1  wheat  is  worth  9  cents  more  than  in 
Toronto.  It  does  not  require  a  duty  of  15  per  cent, 
to  prevent  the  importation  of  91-cent  wheat  from 
Buffalo  selling  at  82  cents  in  Toronto.  To-day  No.  2 
spring  wheat  is  worth  80  cents  in  Toronto  and  88  cents 
in  Buffalo,  and  74J  cents  in  Chicago.  Will  the 
8  cents  difference  between  the  two  points  pay  for  transpor¬ 
tation.  Is  there  danger  of  slaughtering  the  Toronto  mar¬ 
kets  where  wheat  is  worth  82  cents  with  wheat  bought  in 
Chicago  at  74J  cents  ?  To-day  oats  are  worth  37  cents  in 
Toronto  and  now  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Neill)  will  have  his  question  answered)  for  34  pounds ;  while 
right  across  the  lake,  at  either  Oswego  or  Buffalo,  32  pounds 
of  oats  are  worth  36  cents  or  oats  are  worth  1  cent  and  a  frac¬ 
tion  per  bushel  more  in  Oswego  than  in  Toronto.  It  re¬ 
quires  no  duty  upon  oats  to  keep  32  pounds  of  oats  worth 
36  cents  a  bushel  in  Buffalo,  from  being  sold  at  37  cents  for 
34  pounds  in  Toronto.  To-day  barley  is  worth  68  cents  in  To- 
x’onto  and  84  cents  right  across  the  lake  at  Oswego,  and  that 
great  difference  has  always  existed  in  the  price  of  barley  at 
the  two  points.  What  is  the  use  of  a  duty  upon  barley  if 
the  price  in  the  American  market  is  14  or  15  cents  higher 
than  it  is  here  ?  To  day  rye  is  worth  59  cents  in  Toronto  and 
65  in  Oswego  in  bond,  without  the  duties  paid.  To-day  peas 
are  worth  61  cents  in  Toronto  and  75  in  Oswego.  To-day 
creamery  butter  is  worth  24  to  35  cents  in  New  York  city 
and  18  to  21  cents  in  Montreal,  and  so  through  the  whole  list. 
As  to  agricultural  productions,  it  will  bo  found,  upon  compa¬ 
rison,  that  never  yet  since  1879  has  the  imposition  of  grain 
duties  conferred  upon  the  farmers  of  this  country  any 
advantage  whatever.  Now.  Sir,  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  home  market.  I  find  that  in  1879  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister,  in  his  Budget  Speech,  used  the  following  language  : 

“  Or  whether  we  will  inaugurate  a  policy  that  will,  by  its  provisions, 
say  to  the  industries  of  the  country  :  vVe  will  give  you  sufficient  protec¬ 
tion  ;  we  will  give  you  a  market  for  what  you  can  produce.” 

That  was  the  promise  of  a  home  market.  Now  I  would 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  manner  in  which  that  promise  has 
been  fulfilled.  I  would  like  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  the  great  diminution  that  has  taken  place  in  the 
exports  of  the  food  products  of  this  country,  and  how  very 
nearly  we  have  come  to  affording  the  farmers  of  the  country 
a  home  market  under  the  operations  of  the  National  Policy  : 

Total  exports,  exclusive  of  bullion  and  estimated  short  returns— 

1874  to  1878 . $342,884,504 

Average  per  annum.........  $  68,576,900 

1879  to  1883  . . .  385,435,566 

Average  per  annum... .  7,707,113 

Each  period  5  years. 

Total  excess,  second  period  over  first  period  42,551,062 

Average  annual  excess  “  “  “  8,510,212 

That  is  the  total  exports,  and  as  we  come  to  the  food  exports 
we  will  find  that  a  greater  balance  exists  in  favor  of  Canada. 
If  we  take  the  exports  of  animals  and  their  produce,  and  of 
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>  he  agricultural  products,  the  produce  of  Canada,  we  find 
the  following  figures : 

1874  to  1878 .  $159,824,099 

Average  per  annum.. . $31,964,819 

1879  to  1883 . . . . .  $210,852,852 

Average  per  annum .  42,190,570 

Total  excess,  second  period  over  first  ........  51,028,753 

Average  annual  excess . .  10,205,750 

We  find,  if  we  examine  the  exports  of  1814,  that  they 
amounted  to  $77,000,000  and  that  sum  exceeds  the  annual 
average  of  1874  to  1878  by  $8,500,000.  Now,  Sir,  if  we 
want  to  arrive  at  an  exact  condition  of  things,  it  requires  a 
careful  computation  as  to  the  nature  of  the  exports, 
because  our  returns  before  the  inauguration  of  the 
National  Policy,  with  regard  to  the  exports  of  grain, 
were  kept  in  a  loose  manner.  Grain  was  imported  in 
immense  quantities,  all  entered  for  consumption  ;  it  might 
be  consumed  or  it  might  pass  through  the  country,  and  the 
only  way  to  arrive  at  the  net  export  was  to  take  the  total 
exportation  from  the  country  and  deduct  from  that  the  total 
importation  into  the  country,  and  then  you  had  the  annual 
export.  I  have  taken  pains  to  compile  a  table  upon  that 
basis,  to  arrive  at  the  actual  not  export  over  a  period  ex¬ 
tending  from  1874  to  1884.  I  find  that  the  net  exports  of 
the  cereals  of  malt,  hay,  grain,  green  fruit,  potatoes,  ex¬ 
ports  of  animals  and  their  product,  the  products  of  Canada, 
were  as  follows,  and  that  statement  also  includes  the  exports 
of  fisheries 

1874  to  1878,  6  years... . . .  $147,958,000 

Annual  average,..,. . 29,591,600 

1879  to  1884,  6  years........ . 268,143,000 

Annual  average . 44,690,500 

Average  annual  excess  second  period  over 

first  . 15,098,800 

Now,  Sir,  the  National  Policy  was  to  create  a  home  market, 
was  to  absorb  the  whole  of  the  productions  of  the  soil  of 
Canada,  but  under  the  operations  of  the  National  Policy  we 
have  approached  the  realisation  of  that  promise  by  receding 
from  it,  and  by  increasing  the  export  of  food  from  this 
country  to  an  extent  of  $15,000,000.  What  is  the  promise 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  with  regard  to  home  market  ?  It  is 
a  fallacy,  Sir.  The  exportation  of  the  food  products  of  this 
country  has  constantly  increased  under  this  tariff.  It  is 
greater  to-day  than  it  was  then,  but  that  increase  is  due  to 
a  good  harvest,  and  duo  to  a  foreign  demand,  and  these  have 
been  the  causes  of  the  prosperity  which  has  been  falsely 
attributed  to  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy  itself. 
Well,  there  were  great  promises  made.  There  were  promises 
made  by  the  lather  of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Tupper) 
who  spoke  last,  with  regard  to  the  potency pf  this  policy  as 
regards  the  securing  of  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United 
States . 

The  National  Policy  was  to  procure  reciprocity  for 
us,  and  I  will  read  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  with 
reference  to  that  point  in  1877  : 

“  Whether  you  look  at  it,  Sir,  in  relation  to  revenue  ;  whether  you 
look  at  it  as  a  means  of  getting  a  reciprocity  treaty  ;  whether  you  look 
at  it  a3  a  means  of  giving  a  just,  fair  and  legitimate  protection  to  the 
great  manufacturing  industries  of,  and  to  the  great  agricultural  interests 
of  this  country  ;  look  at  it  from  what  point  you  may,  a  policy  the  very 
reverse  of  that  which  is  pursued  by  this  country  is  demanded  by  the 
interests  of  Canada.” 

Yes,  it  was  to  give  a  reciprocity  treaty.  In  1879  the  same 
gentleman  used  the  following  language: — 

“I  believe  within  two  years  of  the  adoption  of  the  National  Policy — not 
a  policy  of  hostility  to  the  United  States,  but  one  of  following  the  sys- 
tom  they  had  adopted  to  foster  their  industries — they  will  give  us  a  free 
market  for  coal  in  the  United  States.” 

Yes,  it  was  to  give  us  free  coal.  And  again,  on  same  page, 
he  says : 

“  When  they  wipe  out  the  duties  altogether  we  will  admit  their  pro¬ 
ducts  free.  At  no  distant  day  we  shall  enjoy  all  the  advantage  we  pos¬ 
sessed  under  the  Reciprocity  Treaty.” 

This  was  to  be  the  effect  that  the  National  Policy  was  to 
produce.  It  was  to  give  us  reciprocity,  free  trade  in  coal 
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free  admission  for  the  natural  products  of  Canada.  What 
is  the  present  status  of  this  question  ?  Are  we  any  nearer 
reciprocity  under  the  operation  of  this  policy  than  we  were 
before  ?  In  fact,  did  the  Government  that  promised  that 
this  policy  would  procure  reciprocity  for  us  show  any  de¬ 
sire  to  secure  reciprocity  from  the  United  States?  Would 
they  lift  their  hands  to  secure  it  ?  Have  they  not  refused 
to  make  any  overtures,  refused  to  make  any  effort  to  secure 
reciprocal  trade  with  the  United  States?  Has  not  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  told  us  that  we  do  not 
require  reciprocal  trade  ;  that  unless  we  can  obtain  a  re¬ 
ciprocity  treaty  confined  to  the  natural  products  of  the  soil, 
Canada  does  not  require  such  a  treaty,  and  does  not  and 
would  not  accept  it.  We  know  that  it  is  hopeless  to 
expect  to  obtain  a  reciprocity  treaty  like  the  last  one. 
We  know  that  if  we  procure  from  the  American  Government 
free  admission  of  the  products  of  the  soil,  forest  and  mine,  we 
have  to  give  them  something  in  the  shape  of  reciprocity. 
We  must,  if  we  obtain  reciprocal  trade  with  the  United 
States,  admit  some  articles  they  want  to  sell,  if  they  admit 
what  we  want  to  sell  to  them.  This  party,  who  promised 
that  the  result  of  the  National  Policy  was  to  bo  reciprocal 
trade  with  the  United  States,  would  not  accept  reciprocity 
on  fair,  equitable  and  just  terms— such  terms  as  we  might 
obtain,  They  have  pronounced  against  it,  and  the  people 
of  Canada — the  farmer,  the  lumberman,  the  fisherman- 
may  understand  that  this  Government  stands  distinctly 
pledged,  not  only  to  refuse  to  make  any  overtures  to  the 
American  Government,  but  pledged  to  reject  any  such  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  as  is  obtainable  and  is  a  fair  treaty.  So  much 
for  the  status  of  the  reciprocity  question  at  the  present 
time.  We  have  latterly  had  a  change  of  Administration  at 
Washington.  Since  the  4th  of  this  month,  for  the  first  time 
during  over  a  quarter  of  a  century,  a  Democratic  President 
is  in  office.  There  is  a  large  majority  of  Democrats  in  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives.  That  party  will  very  shortly 
control  the  United  States  Senate.  That  party  has  gone  into 
power  upon  the  issue  that  the  absurd  trade  restriction  of  the 
United  States  should  be  modified.  They  are  a  party  pledged 
to  a  revision  of  the  tariff  and  a  reduction  of  the  duties.  They 
are  a  party  who  would  naturally  entertain  favorably  a  propo¬ 
sition  made  by  this  country  with  respect  to  reciprocal  trade. 
Already  the  Republic  of  Mexico  has  negotiated  a  reciprocity 
treaty  with  that  country.  The  Sandwich  Islands  have  done  so 
likewise;  and  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  Spanish  West 
Indian  Islands,  is  under  consideration.  The  time  is  pro¬ 
pitious.  We  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  if  we  ap¬ 
proached  the  American  Government  with  respect  to  this 
matter,  and  sought  to  obtain  a  modification  of  those  absurd 
commercial  restrictions  that  exists  between  the  two 
countries,  the  American  Government  would  listen  to  those 
proposals  favorably.  Are  the  Government  prepared  to 
make  those  propositions,  are  they  prepared  to  attempt 
to  give  to  the  country  the  realisation  of  that  boon 
which  they  pledged  the  country  would  be  secured  as  a  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  adoption  of  the  National  Policy  in  1878? 

And  then  we  had  some  pledges  with  reference  to  the  exodus. 
I  have  referred  to  the  question  before.  I  find  in  a  speech 
made  by  the  leader  of  the  Government  at  Toronto,  on  30th 
July,  1878,  the  hon.  gentleman  used  the  following  language  : 

“  Is  not  our  population  leaving  this  country  ?  (Cries  of  yes.)  Are 
not  our  young  men  actually  going  to  the  Uniied  States?  (Cries  of 
yes.)  Oh,  yes  ;  it  is  said,  make  this  a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  Gentle¬ 
men,  this  will  be  a  cheap  country  to  live  in  when  property  becomes 
valueless— when  you  can  buy  land  next  to  nothing — when  a  man  finds 
himself  poorer  every  year,  in  consequence  of  the  shrinkage  in  the 
value  of  his  property.” 

I  might  ask  tc-night,  is  not  our  population  leaving  the 
country?  Can  any  man  truthfully  fail  to  answer,  yes?  I 
might  ask,  are  not  our  young  men  actually  going  to  the 
United  States  ?  Who  could  answer,  no?  1  might  remind 
the  people  of  the  country  that  they  are  growing  poorer 
every  year  through  tho  shrinkage  of  the  values  of  the  vari- 
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ous  properties.  Farms  can  bo  bought  in  any  part  of  Ontario 
cheaper  than  they  could  be  purchased  six  years  ago. 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  say  the  constant  tendency  has  been 
to  wards  a  declino  in  prices.  I  speak  of  what  I  know.  I 
affirm  what  I  know  to  bo  true.  An  hon.  gentleman  who  is 
conversant  with  these  matters  says  there  has  been  a  declino 
of  at  least  25  per  cent.,  and  I  believe  that  estimate  to  bo 
correct.  In  fact,  you  can  scarcely  place  a  value  on  farms, 
because  they  are  almost  unsaleable..  In  July,  1878,  thesame 
hon.  gentleman  used  the  following  language  : — 

“Was  it  not  a  crying  shame  thatthough  this  country  had  afertilesoil,  a 
healthy  climate,  a  strong  and  veil  educated  people  and  good  laws, 
600,000  of  our  own  people  should  have  crossed  our  borders  in  a  few  years 
and  taken  up  their  abode  in  the  United  States,  because  they  could  not 
find  employment  here  for  their  skill,  energy  and  enterprise,  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  false  policy  of  our  rulers.” 

We  have  as  fertile  a  soil  to-day  as  we  had  then  ;  we  have  a 
good  climate ;  we  have  a  strong  and  well  educated  people ; 
we  have  fairly  good  laws,  although  perhaps  not  so  good  as 
they  were  then ;  and  yet  emigration  has  not  been  checked. 
If  there  were  500,000  native  Canadians  in  the  United  States, 
then  there  are  1,000,000  in  the  States  now.  The  policy  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  totally  inoperative,  so  far  as 
checking  this  exodus  is  concerned.  I  find  that  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  in  a  speech  delivered  in  this  House,  in  1878,  used 
the  following  language  : — 

“  Sir,  the  people  are  willing  to  be  frugal  and  to  work  hard, 
but  they  ask  for  a  policy  from  the  administration  which  does  not  compel 
them  to  expatriate  themselves  in  order  to  get  an  opportunity  of  working 
bard.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  policy  is  to  send  them  to  Boston,  New 
York  and  Baltimore,  the  places  which  he  has  made  the  commercial 
capitals  of  Canada-” 

If  that  was  the  policy  then,  the  policy  since  only  varies  in 
this,  that  it  sends  them  not  to  Boston,  Baltimore  and  New 
York,  but  to  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Dakota  and  the  western 
States.  With  respect  to  this  exodus,  with  respect  to  the 
question  as  to  whether  the  promises  made  in  regax-d  to  the 
National  Policy  have  been  in  any  degree  fulfilled,  with 
respect  to  the  question  as  to  whether  the  exodus  of 
Canadians  from  the  Dominion  to  the  United  States  has  been 
checked  or  lessened  in  any  degree  through  the  operation  of 
the  National  Policy,  as  compared  with  the  period  of  the 
Mackenzie  Administration,  I  wish  to  quote  some  figures. 
They  will  be  denied.  Every  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  fSir  John  A.  Macdonald),  in 
Toronto,  was  based  upon  American  statistics,  and 
the  statements  made  in  this  House,  lamenting  the 
exodus  of  Canadians,  wei'O  statements  made  on  American 
statistics,  statistics  which  I  have  in  my  hand,  which  are 
denied  to-day,  and  they  were  statistics  which  at  that  time 
were  accepted  as  correct ;  and  strictures  on  the  conduct 
and  policy  of  the  Government  were  based  on  the  accuracy 
of  those  statistics.  Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  returns  of  the 
American  Bureau  of  Statistics  with  regard  to  the  emigra¬ 
tion  from  Canada  ?  My  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  laughs  in  a  sneering  manner.  I  think  I  shall  have 
occasion  shortly  to  refer  to  the  manner  in  which  that  hon. 
gentleman  quoted  school  statistics.  According  to  the 
American  Bureau  the  emigration  from  Canada  to  the  United 
States  for  the  period  from  1874  to  1878  was  127,000.  This, 
Sir,  is  the  exodus  which  was  lamented  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite ;  it  is  the  exodus  which  was  to  be  corrected,  which 
was  to  be  stopped  by  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy. 
Let  us  see  how  effective  that  policy  has  been  in  stopping  it. 
The  emigration  from  Canada  to  theUnited  States,  from  1879 
to  1884,  six  years  inclusive,  has  been  490,000  against 
127,000  in  the  five  preceding  years.  Now,  I  shall  take 
occasion  to  show  in  a  few  moments  that  in  all 
probability  these  statistics  are  reasonably  accurate. 
That  shows  that  under  the  operation  of  tho  National  Policy 
314,000  more  Canadian  emigrated  to  the  United  States  in 


those  six  years  than  emigrated  to  the  United  States  under 
tho  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  in  the  five  preceding 
years.  They  show  that  the  emigration  to  the  United  States 
from  this  country  was  two  and  a-half  times  greater  per 
annum  under  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy  than  it 
was  before.  I  ask  is  it  possible  that  so  stupendous  a  blun¬ 
der  was  made  in  reference  to  those  statistics,  as  to  show  that 
this  emigration  is  no  greater  than  under  tho  operation  of 
the  previous  tariff?  Now,  with  regard  to  tho  accuracy  of 
these  statistics,  if  we  test  them  by  the  American  census 
returns — if  we  take  the  return  of  native  Canadians  in  the 
United  States  in  1870,  we  find  them  to  be  498,000 ;  and 
assuming  that  to  be  correct,  if  we  take  the  return  of  native 
Canadians  in  the  United  States  in  1880,  we  find  them  to  bo 
717,000.  If  we  take  these  statistics  year  by  year,  and  allow 
a  death  rate  of  two  in  every  thousand  for  the  initial  popula¬ 
tion,  and  one  in  every  thousand  for  the  emigrant  popula¬ 
tion  in  every  year,  and  work  it  out  on  that  basis,  as  I  havo 
worked  it  out,  we  will  find  that  the  result  is  surprisingly 
near  to  the  returns  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Statistics.  I  find, 
assuming  it  on  that  basis,  and  taking  the  population  of  the 
United  States  as  shown  by  the  census  returns  of  1870,  and 
adding  to  that  population  year  by  year  the  emigration  from 
this  country,  as  reported  in  these  leturns,  striking  off  two 
per  thousand  as  the  annual  death  rate  for  those  in  the 
United  States,  and  one  per  thousand  for  those  going  in,  we 
will  find  that  in  1880  the  population,  as  shown  by  the  census 
returns  of  the  United  States,  agrees  with  these  statistics 
within  some  seven  or  eight  thousand.  That  is  what  you 
will  find,  and  I  say  it  is  impossible  that  any  great  mistake 
with  reference  to  those  statistics  can  have  existed.  Then  if 
you  take  the  school  returns  you  will  find  that  the  school 
population  has  decreased.  The  other  day  my  hon.  friend 
at  my  right  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  quoted  certain  school 
returns,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White), 
quoted  certain  other  school  returns.  Weil,  there  are  two 
kinds.  There  is  one  return  made  by  the  assessors,  which  is 
very  inaccurate,  and  naturally  this  was  the  kind  which  my 
hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  took.  There  is  an¬ 
other  return  made  from  the  school  registers,  which  is  strictly 
accurate,  and  that  is  the  return  which  my  hon.  friend  to  my 
right  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  took,  and  naturally  they 
arrived  at  different  conclusions,  one  from  the  inaccurate 
bungling  and  false  returns,  and  the  other  from  the  strictly 
accurate  and  reliable  returns.  So  much  for  the  exodus 
question.  I  do  not  suppose  my  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White")  knew  the  character  of  the  statistics  he  was 
quoting,  for  I  am  quite  sure  he  would  not  have  attempted 
to  mislead  the  House,  only  that  he  did  not  know  what  he 
was  doing. 

Mr.  IYE8.  Are  these  officers  Ontario  officers? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes ;  the  assessors* 

Mr.  I  YES.  They  are  from  a  foreigner. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  stated  that  the  assessors’  returns 
were  the  ones  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  and 
which  were  inaccurate,  while  the  register  of  the  school 
population,  in  which  the  attendance  is  given  from  day  to 
day,  was  tho  one  used  by  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright),  and  that  they  were  accurate  and  reliable. 

A  word  now  with  reference  to  the  balance  of  trade. 
I  really  hope  that  I  may  have  the  attention  of  tho 
Finance  Minister  with  reference  to  this  matter.  I  want  to 
discuss  it  for  a  moment,  and  I  want  to  call  his  attention  to 
it,  as  I  am  sure  it  will  be  of  great  interest  to  him  and  per¬ 
haps  it  may  lead  him  to  take  a  different  view  of  the  matter 
from  what  he  has  hitherto  taken.  I  find  that  in  the 
Budget  Speech  of  1879,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  reported  in 
Hansard,  page  413,  in  the  following  language  - 

“There  are  other  difficulties;  the  volume  of  imports  has  not  much 
diminished.  Regarding  the  matter,  as  I  do,  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted 
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that  the  value  of  imports  have  not  been  materially  reduced.  I  look  upon 
the  large  imports  ever  since  the  Dominion  was  organised,  showing  a 
large  balance  of  trade  against  it,  as  one  of  the  causes  of  the  trouble 
with  which  we  have  to  contend.” 

On  the  next  page  he  says  : 

“  By  the  last  returns  I  have  which  cover  the  year  1877,  the  balance 
of  trade  against  her(England)is  shown  to  be  £140,000,000  or  $700,000,000 
per  year.  The  balance  of  trade  against  the  United  States  in  1872 
was  $116,000,000,  in  1873  it  was  reduced  to  $66,000,000,  but  the  last 
calendar  year  shows  that  balance  in  favor  of  the  United  Staies  had 
reached  $300,000,000  a  year.  I  think  then  *  *  *  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  one  country  at  this  moment  is  caused  in  a  great  measure  by  the 
large  surplus  in  its  favor  and  the  depression  in  the  other  by  the  large 
deficiency.  Under  these  circumstances  it  appears  to  me  we  should  turn 
our  attention  to  the  best  means  of  reducing  our  imports  from  all  parts  of 
the  world.” 

Is  that  accurate,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
still  hold  to  these  doctrines,  that  a  balance  of  trade  against 
a  countiy  is  an  indication  of  poverty,  that  a  balance  of  trade 
in  favor  of  a  country  is  an  indication  of  wealth,  and  that  it 
should  be  the  object  of  statesmen  to  reduce  the  imports— 
reduce  the  volume  of  trade.  Does  the  hon.  gentlemau  still 
hold  by  the  language  to  which  he  gavo  utterance  in  1879, 
with  regard  to  the  balance  of  trade  against  England,  to 
which  he  refers  the  amount  is  £140,000,000.  Let  us  look 
for  a  moment  at  the  question  of  the  trade  balance  against 
England.  For  the  last  thirty  years,  at  least,  an  annual 
balance  of  trade  has  existed  against  England  of  an  enor¬ 
mous  amount ;  for  the  last  twenty  years  it  has  averaged 
about  five  hundred  millions  of  dollars  a  year.  Now,  if  "the 
theory  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  correct,  if  a  balance  of  trade 
against  a  country  means  that  the  country  is  being  impover¬ 
ished,  then  long  ago  England  should  have  reached  a  state 
of  bankruptcy,  where  she  would  have  ceased  to  trade  at  all. 
I  find  that  in  the  ten  years,  from  1873  to  1882,  inclusive, 
the  balance  of  trade  against  England  was  £1,074,851,000, 
sterling,  or  an  average  annual  balance  of  £107,485,000  ster¬ 
ling,  or  over  $500,000,000  a  year.  But,  Sir,  when  we  come 
to  analyse  this  question  and  examine  into  the  condition  of 
English  trade,  and  see  why  it  is  that  this  large  balanco 
exists  against  that  country,  we  will  find  that  11  per  cent, 
should  be  added  to  the  exports  of  England  to  cover  the 
freight  earned  by  her  vessels  in  carrying  her  exports  to  for¬ 
eign  ports;  that  11  per  cent,  should  be  deducted  from 
the  value  of  the  imports  to  make  up  for  the  charges  and 
earnings  of  the  vessels  which  bring  the  imports  into  the 
English  markets.  The  earnings  oi  her  vessels  out  and  in 
compriso  11  per  cent  of  the  imports  and  11  per  cent, 
of  the  exports,  and  if  wo  look  at  the  matter  in  that  light, 
in  the  ten  years  during  which  £3,857,917,000  sterling  were 
brought  into  that  country  and  £2,783,805,000  taken  out — dur¬ 
ing  those  ten  years  England  had  to  her  credit  £424,000,000 
sterling  as  the  earnings  or  freights  on  her  imports, 
and  £306,218,000  sterling  as  her  earnings  for  freight  on  the 
exports,  and  that  is  to  be  deducted  from  the  nominal  balance 
against  her.  Then,  England  is  receiving  every  year 
£56,000,000  sterling  in  interest  from  her  investments  in 
other  countries,  ancl  that  amounts  to  £560,000,000  in  ten 
years.  Add  these  three  items  together,  and  they  amount  to 
£1,280,588,000  to  be  deducted  from  the  nominal  balance  of 
trade  against  England  of  £1,074,000,000.  In  addition  to 
this,  England  has  her  direct  profits  from  trade.  Her  com¬ 
mercial  houses  have  their  agencies  in  Africa,  South 
America,  China  and  other  countries.  Their  cargoes  are 
shipped  from  England  and  sent  to  their  factors  and  traded 
for  the  natural  products  of  these  countries ;  often  the  same 
cargo  discharged  and  returned  represents  a  difference  of 
twofold  in  value.  So  that  the  whole  theory  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  with  regard  to  an  adverse  balance  of' trade  impover¬ 
ishing  a  country,  is  an  utter,  an  absolute  fallacy.  If  we  take 
the  exports  of  gold  from  England  into  account,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  stated,  England  would  be  exporting  gold  to 
pay  the  balances  against  her;  and  yet,  since  1861,  England 
has  had  a  balance  of  gold  against  her  only  in  two  years. 
Mr,  Charlton, 


From  1861  to  1878  her  imports  of  gold  exceeded  her  exports 
by  £92,630,000.  In  i  86 1  and  1872,  when  the  export  of  gold 
exceeded  the  imports,  the  balance  of  gold  against  her  was 
only  £2,066,000  and  £728,000  respectively,  a  total  of 
£2,794,000.  The  excess  of  imports  over  exports  indicates 
the  wealth  of  a  country,  but  ths  excess  of  exports  over  im¬ 
ports  indicates  its  indebtedness.  Some  of  the  richest 
countries  in  the  world,  Germany,  Belgium,  Sweden,  Holland 
and  Norway,  have  every  year  nominally  large  balances  of 
trade  against  them .  If  we  examine  the  case  of  the  United 
States,  we  shall  find  that  the  favorable  balance  of  trade  there 
is  nominal  rather  than  real.  It  is  probably  made  up  in  this 
way.  The  duties  in  that  country  are  excessive,  and  a 
large  amount  of  smuggling  is  engaged  in,  which,  of  course, 
reduces  the  favorable  balances  of  trade  to  whatever  extent 
it  may  be  indulged  in.  Then  there  is  said  to  be  a  systematic 
system  of  under-valuation  by  importers.  Occasionally  suits 
are  brought  by  the  Government  for  the  recovery  of  hundreds 
of  thousands,  in  some  instances,  millions  of  dollars  of  duty,  in 
consequence  of  undervaluation  and  false  invoices.  If  we  take 
these  two  items,  smuggling  and  undervaluation,  I  have  no 
doubt  they  will  very  largely  wipe  out  the  balance  of  trade 
that  exists  in  favor  of  the  United  States.  We  will  find 
also  that  during  the  eight  years  that  the  balance  of  trade  is 
said  to  have  existed  in  favor  of  that  country,  in  only  two 
years  has  here  been  a  balance  of  specie  in  favor  of  the 
country,  while  in  six  years  a  large  amount  of  specie  has 
been  withdrawn  to  pay  actual  balances  of  trade  against  the 
country,  although  nominally  the  Custom  houses  showed  a 
large  balance  of  trade  in  its  favor.  I  find,  Sir,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  also,  in  his  Budget  Speech  of  1881,  used  the 
following  language  with  regard  to  trade  in  this  country: — 

“Last  year  the  excess  of  exports  over  imports  was  $1,451,711 — the 
first  instance  of  the  kind  in  the  history  of  Canada.  This  is  due  to  two 
causes.  First,  because  we  increased  the  value  of  raw  material  by  manu¬ 
factures  by  $6,000,000,  which  diminished  the  value  of  the  imports  by  the 
same  sum.  Then  we  increased  the  exports,  due  partly,  I  admit,  to  a 
bountiful  harvest,  for  which  we  have  great  reason  to  be  thankful.” 

Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  felicitated  himself  at  that  time 
that  we  were  to  have  a  favorable  balance  of  trade,  but  it 
does  not  seem  that  we  have  done  so.  1  find  that  from  1875 
to  1879  tho  total  balance  of  trade  against .  Canada  was 
$105,111,079;  and  from  1880  to  1884,  under  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  total  balance  of 
trade  against  the  country  was  $82,059,370,  a  difference  in 
favor  of  the  latter  period  of  $23,051,706.  The  year  1875 
was  an  exceptional  year;  the  balanco  of  trade  against 
Canada  at  that  time  was  a  very  heavy  one ;  and  if  we  take 
the  four  last  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration  and  the 
four  last  years  of  this  Administration,  we  shall  find,  that  in 
the  former  period  the  balance  of  trade  was  $59,927,772, 
and  iu  the  latter  period,  $83,481,079,  or  an  excess  in  favor 
of  the  former  period  against  the  latter  of  $23,553,307.  TIiod, 
if  we  take  the  last  two  years  ot  each  Administration  we  shall 
find  that  in  1878  and  1879  the  total  balanco  of  trade  was 
$24,231,293,  and  in  1883  and  1884  $59,158,765,  or  an 
excess  of  $24,927,473  in  favor  of  the  former  against  tho 
latter  period.  So  much,  Sir,  for  the  question  of  the  balance 
of  trade.  1  think  I  have  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House  that  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  views  on  this  question  are 
not  in  accordance  with  sound  political  economy.  I  think 
I  have  shown  also  that  even  if  it  were  an  advantage  to  Can¬ 
ada  to  lesson  the  adverse  balance  of  trade,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  been  successful  in  that  respect,  for  it  has  been 
much  heavier  in  the  four  last  years  under  his  Administra¬ 
tion  than  in  the  four  last  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Now,  one  word  with  regard  to  the  coal  duties.  Tho  hon. 
gentleman,  in  his  speech  the  other  night,  used  the  follow¬ 
ing  language : — 

“I will  not  undertake  to  say  that  it  may  not  be  proved,  to  some 
extent,  that  in  some  cases  the  duties  are  paid  by  the  party  selling  the 
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coal  I  am  not  going  to  take  any  doubtful  ground.  I  will  admit,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  the  people  pay  every  cent  of  the  duty.” 

Well,  I  suppose  he  will  admit  that  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
because  the  argument  is  so  overpowering  that  he  cannot 
deny  it.  But  ho  used  different  language  with  reference  to 
to  this  matter  once.  I  recollect  that  in  1882  I  heard  the 
hon.  gentleman  make  the  following  statement : — 

“On  the  subject  of  coal  I  know  there  has  been  a  good  deal  said,  but 
my  enquiries  have  led  me  to  the  conclusion  that  while  we  receive  a  very 
considerable  sum  from  coal  imported  from  the  United  States,  and  con¬ 
sumed  in  Ontario,  one-half  of  that  sum  is  paid  by  the  coal  producers  in 
the  United  States.  That  is  my  conviction,  and  we  have  evidence  of  it.” 

Now,  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  to  what  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said 
on  the  same  matter  ;  and  I  recollect,  as  distinctly  as  if  it 
had  been  yesterday,  the  look  of  admiration  that  was  on  the 
face  of  the  Finance  Minister  when  he  looked  up  and 
listened  to  this  statement,  very  much  as  one  boy  would  look 
at  another  who  could  climb  a  tree  higher  than  he  could. 
Sir  Charles  said : 

“  I  defy  any  man  who  will  approach  this  subject  in  a  fair  and  candid 
spirit  to  arrive  at  any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  coal  tax  is  not 
paid  by  the  people  of  Ontario,  though  paid  in  Ontario.  I  venture  to 
state,  and  have  sufficient  grounds  for  the  statement,  that  the  imposition 
of  the  coal  duty  has  not  cost  the  people  of  Canada  one  farthing,  either  in 
Ontario  or  out  of  it.  *  *  *  It  is  on  this  point  I  slightly  differ  from 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance,  who  seems  to  think  that  perhaps 
half  of  the  duty  might  be  paid  in  the  United  States  and  half  in  Ontario.” 

Well,  Sir,  it  is  said  to-day,  on  the  admission  of  the  Finance 
Minister,  that  it  is  a  doubtful  question,  and  he  admits,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  because  the  argument  is  so  strong 
that  he  cannot  deny  it,  that  the  duty  is  paid  by  the  con¬ 
sumer  in  Canada.  Now  1  come  to  the  question  of  taxation, 
as  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  be  has  certainly 
a  very  ingenious  way  of  dealing  with  questions  of  this  kind. 
He  is  able  to  manipulate  figures  with  an  ability  which  may 
fairly,  he  said  to  stand  unrivalled  in  its  particular  line  and 
way.  He  sets  out  with  the  pux-pose  of  making  a  comparison 
between  the  two  periods  of  taxation — the  period  of  five 
years  under  the  administration  of  Mr,  Mackenzie,  and  the 
period  of  five  years  under  his  own  administration.  In 
taking  the  first  period,  he  adds  the  deficit  to  the  taxation. 
Well,  Sir,  the  people  did  not  pay  the  deficit;  the  people 
paid  in  taxation  the  amount  derived  from  Customs  and 
Excise.  He  then  comes  to  the  second  period,  and  in  as 
much  as  he  had  taken  from  the  people  $20,000,000  more 
than  he  could  spend  in  ordinary  expenditure,  he  coolly 
deducts  that  amount  from  the  taxation.  He  says :  True, 
you  paid  that  money,  but  we  did  not  spend  it  in  ordinary 
expenditure  ;  we  got  rid  of  it  in  some  other  way  ;  therefore, 
I  will  score  it  off  as  if  not  paid  by  you  and  will  not  consider 
it  a  tax  at  all.  By  adding  on  the  one  hand  the 
deficit,  and  subtracting  on  the  other  the  unnecessary 
taxation  which  he  levied,  he  gets  his  figures  into  a 
shape  that  enables  him  to  draw  the  comparison  he  desires 
to  draw.  I  propose  to  adopt  a  different  method.  I  propose 
to  adopt  the  honest  way  of  dealing  with  the  question ;  I 
propose  to  take  the  actual  taxation  in  the  one  period  and 
the  actual  taxation  in  the  other,  and  on  that  proper  and  just 
basis  to  draw  a  comparison  between  the  two.  It  is  true 
there  was  a  deficit  under  the  administration  of  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  amounting  to  some  four  and  three- 
quarter  million  dollars,  but  it  is  also  true  that  he  paid  into 
the  Sinking  Fund  out  of  the  revenue  of  the  country  a  sum  of 
money  amounting  to  $4,190,000;  and  if  you  deduct  the 
sinking  fund  from  the  revenue  you  have  an  allowance  for 
the  deficit  which  places  the  Government  in  nearly  the 
position  in  which  it  would  have  been  had  no  deficit  existed. 
The  actual  sum  derived  from  Customs, Excise  and  bill  stamps, 
from  the  1st  of  July,  1874,  to  the  1st  of  July,  1879,  was 
$93, 295, 770,  and  if  you  take  the  mean  population  for  that 
period,  upon  tho^basis  taken  by  my  hon.  friend  opposite — 
and  his  basis  is  too  high — the  taxation  for  that  period 
amounts  to  an  annual  average  per  capita  of  $4,64  under  the 


administration  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  Now 
we  will  take  the  taxation  while  the  hon.  gentlemon  opposite 
have  been  at  the  head  of  affairs.  The  taxation  from  1st 
Juiy,  1879,  to  1st  July,  1884,  derived  from  Customs  and 
Excise,  amounted  to  $124,723,658,  or  upon  the  mean  popu¬ 
lation,  estimating  tho  population  upon  the  basis  assumed  by 
my  hon.  friend,  which  is  too  high,  it  gave  an  average  annual 
taxation  per  capita  of  $5.71,  being  $1.07  higher  per  head, 
under  the  hon.  gentleman’s  administration  than 
under  the  administration  of  Mi'.  Mackenzie.  I 
challenge  the  hon.  gentleman  to  controvert  these 
figures  —  $4.64  per  capita  under  Mr.  Mackenzie, 
$5.71  under  the  hon.  gentleman ;  or  a  taxation  of  23  per 
cent,  higher  under  his  management  than  under  that  of  tho 
late  Finance  Minister  (Sir  Kichard  Cartwright),  and  an  in¬ 
crease  of  23  per  cent,  in  taxation  against  an  increase  of 
population  of  only  9  per  cent. 

If  we  are  to  estimate  the  burdens  resting  upon  the 
people  from  taxation,  it  is  proper  that  wo  should  estimate 
them  only  in  reference  to  Customs  duties,  because  the 
Excise  duty  is  a  voluntary  tax.  A  man  may  pay  tho 
Excise  duty  or  refrain  from  paying  it  as  he  chooses. 
He  may  drink  or  smoke  and  pay  the  duty,  or  he  may, 
like  an  honest  Christian  gentleman,  l’efrain  from  both 
these  habits  and  not  pay  it ;  but  tho  Customs  duty  is  a  tax 
no  man  can  escape;  it  is  a  tax  upon  the  necessaries  of  life. 
Every  man  must  contribute  to  the  Customs  ;  no  man  need 
contribute  to  the  Excise.  Consequently,  the  Customs  duties 
are  the  true  and  proper  measure  of  the  taxation  imposed 
upon  the  people.  We  will,  therefore,  make  an  examination 
of  tho  question,  on  the  basis  of  the  Customs  duties  collected 
under  the  two  Administrations.  I  find  that  from 
1st  July,  1874,  to  1st  July,  1879,  Ihe  total  sum  col¬ 
lected  from  Customs  duties  was  $66,405,321,  or  an  average 
annual  tax  per  cajnta  of  $3.32,  taking  the  basis  of 
population  assumed  to  be  correct  by  my  hon.  friend 
opposite.  From  1st  July,  1879,  to  1st  July,  1884,  also  a 
period  of  five  years,  the  Customs  duties  amounted  to 
$97,092,477,  or  an  annual  average  taxation  per  capita  of 
$4.52  under  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  against  $3.33  under 
tho  late  Finance  Minister  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  This 
shows  an  increase  of  taxation  derived  from  Customs  duties 
of  $1.20  under  the  administration  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  as  compared  with  the  revenue  from  Customs  taken 
from  the  people  of  Canada  by  my  hon.  friend,  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  or  an  increase  of  36  per  cent,  against  an  increase 
of  population  of  9  per  cent— -a  taxation  increase  nearly  four¬ 
fold  greater  than  that  in  population  and  in  the  ability  of 
the  people  of  Canada  to  pay  taxes.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  may  say,  “  hear,  hear,”  but  these  figures  are  incon¬ 
trovertible.  They  present  to  you  an  exact  statement  of  the 
case  ;  they  show  precisely  the  relative  burdens  imposed  by 
the  two  Governments;  they  are  open  to  criticism,  and 
criticism  is  challenged.  We  will  take  the  last  two  years 
under  each  Administration  for  comparison,  the  years  1878 
and  1879  and  the  years  1883  and  1884.  In  1878-79,  the  Cus¬ 
toms  duties  amounted  to  $25,683,483,  an  average  per  head 
of  $3.09  on  an  estimated  mean  population  of  4,150,000 
people  as  made  by  tho  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  In  1883-81 
the  Customs  taxation  amounted  to  $43,033,472,  an  annual 
average  per  head  of  $4.78,  against  $3,09,  an  increase  of 
$1.69  in  taxation  per  head  under  this  Administration.  Now 
allusion  has  been  made  to-night  to  my  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  as  a  mixer  and  muddler  of  figures,  as 
an  incompetent  Finance  Minister,  as  a  Finance  Minister 
whoso  record  was  not  a  creditable  one,  whose  record  would 
not  compare  favorably  with  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  the 
Finance  Minister  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley).  I  hear  a  response 
upon  the  other  side.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  “  hear, 
hear.”  I  wish  that  this  country  had  been  blessed  with  tho 
services  of  a  gentleman  as  capable  of  grappling  with  the 
difficulties  of  its  position  as  the  hon.  gentleman  on  my  right 
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(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  ;  I  wish  that  during  the  last  six 
years  the  finances  of  this  country  had  been  administered 
with  that  prudence,  sagacity  and  economy  that  charac¬ 
terised  the  administration  of  my  hon.  friend. 

What  is  his  record  ?  It  is  said  he  had  deficits.  Ho  had. 
And  why?  Because  that  hon.  gentleman  took  the  position, 
the  sound,  economic  position,  that  in  a  period  of  depression 
the  revenues  derived  from  Customs  duties  were  not  a  fair 
indication  or  a  fair  measure  of  the  volume  of  revenue  that 
would  be  derived  from  them  under  ordinary  circumstances. 
He  took  the  position  that  though  the  expense  was 
slightly  in  excess  of  the  revenue  derived  from  Customs, 
the  deficit  would  be  obliterated  when  good  times  returned, 
by  an  increase  in  the  revenue  the  Goveimment  would  receive 
under  the  tariff,  Avithout  any  change  whatever.  Was  his 
basis  a  sound  one  ?  Did  he,  in  taking  that,  take  a  position 
which  the  result  was  not  likely  to  prove  correct  ?  Let  us 
see.  We  have  no  means  of  telling,  so  far  as  our  own 
experience  is  concerned,  because  our  own  tariff  was  changed 
just  at  the  time  the  depression  was  passing  away  but  we  have 
an  opportunity  of  establishing  a  comparison  by  referring  to 
the  United  States,  which  were  effected  by  the  same  causes, 
which  labored  under  depression  when  we  labored  under 
depression,  and  experienced  the  return  of  prosperity  when 
prosperity  returned  to  us,  and  whore  the  Customs  tariff  was 
not  changed  from  1860  to  1882.  The  tariff  of  the  United 
States  remained  the  same  dm’ing  the  period  of  depression, 
and  when  good  times  returned,  and  if,  from  the  returns  of 
that  tariff,  we  find  there  was  a  large  increase  of  revenue  in 
1880  and  in  1881,  as  compared  with  1879  and  1878,  we  may 
reasonably  suppose  that  a  corresponding  increase  of  revenue 
would  havo  characterised  that  time  in  Canada  if  no  change 
had  been  made  in  our  tariff.  What  was  the  result  in  theUnited 
States?  The  revenue  from  Customs  in  1879  was  $  137,250,000. 
No  change  was  mado  in  the  tariff,  but  the  revenue  from 
Customs  in  tho  following  year  was  $186,522,000,  in  the 
following  year  it  was  $198,159,000,  and  in  the  following 
year,  $220,410,000;  in  other  words,  the  revenue  of  the 
United  States  increased,  from  1879  to  1880,  $49,272,000,  or 
34  per  cent.,  and  it  increased  in  the  two  years,  from  1879  to 
1881,  $60,909,000,  or  44  per  cent.  A  corresponding  increase 
in  the  revenue  of  Canada,  without  a  change  of  any  character 
whatever  in  the  tariff,  would  have  been,  from  1879  to  1880, 
$4,386,000,  and  from  1879  to  1881,  $5,676,000.  Iffy  honor¬ 
able  friend  was  right;  tho  experience  of  the  United-States 
proves  that  the  change  in  times,  the  return  of  prosperity  in 
that  country  led  to  ^n  increase  of  34  per  cent,  from  1879  to 
1889,  and  of  44  per  cent,  from  1879  to  1881 ;  and,  even  if 
one-half  of  that  ratio  had  been  secured  in  this  country, 
through  the  return  of  good  times,  the  deficits  which  troubled 
my  honorable  friend  would  have  passed  away  if  he  had 
remained  in  office  and  he  would  have  had  a  surplus  under 
the  tariff  of  1876,  without  a  change  of  any  kind  whatever. 

I  now  come  to  the  consideration  of  some  comparisons 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Finance  Minister,  between  this 
country  and  the  United  States.  I  wish  I  could  arrive  at  tho 
same  conclusions  as  the  hon.  gentleman  did. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  No  you  don’t. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes,  I  do.  I  wish  I  could  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  we  were  as  lightly  taxed  a  country  as 
that ;  I  wish  I  could  believe  that  our  financial  positiou  is  a 
prosperous  one.  I  know  my  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Ry kert)  says  I  do  not  wish  it.  He  has  no  right  to  attri¬ 
bute  to  me  any  such  wish.  II  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  expose 
the  recklessness  of  this  Government,  if  I  leol  it  my  duty  to 
show  that  this  Government  is  rushing  this  country  to  ruin, 
if  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  sound  the  note  of  alarm,  no  man  in 
this  House  has  a  right  to  say  I  rejoice  because  our  position 
is  not  as  favorable  as  that  of  the  country  to  the  south  of  us. 
It  is  my  duty  to  show  where  we  are  going,  to  show  tho 
recklessness  of  this  Government,  to  show  how  inordinately 
Mr.  Charlton. 
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our  expenditure  has  been  increased,  to  show  to  what  alarm¬ 
ing  proportions  the  public  debt  is  swelling,  to  show  what 
dangers  impend  over  this  country  and  threaten  it,  and 
it  is  the  duty  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  hear  these 
statements,  to  examine  them,  and  to  make  up  their  minds 
whether  these  statements  are  true  or  not;  and,  if  they  are 
true,  it  is  the  duty  of  every  independent  member  of  this 
House  of  Commons  to  check  that  Government  and  to  see  if 
the  course  which  is  being  followed  and  which  is  likely'to 
result  in  the  ruin  of  this  country  cannot  be  stopped.  Now, 
with  regard  to  tho  comparisons  made  by  my  hon.  friend, 
he  first  of  all  makes  a  comparison  of  expenditure,  a  compa¬ 
rison  on  aver-agos;  he  speaks  of  the  State  taxes,  too;  he  tolls 
us  that  the  State  taxes  amount  to  $1.20  per  head  in  tho 
United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  slightly  in  error 
there,  his  basis  of  calculation  upon  population  is  too  low. 
He  estimates  the  population  of  the  Uni  ted  Sates  at  54, 900,000. 
It  is  estimated  by  their  own  statisticians  at  57,500,000.  If 
we  take  56,000,000  it  is  certainly  below  the  mark.  The  State 
taxation  last  year  amounted  to  $61,434,095,  which  would  be 
about  $1.09  per  head,  but  a  large  amount  of  that  taxation  is 
expended  for  purposes  for  which  we  raise  municipal  taxes, 
and,  if  we  take  out  of  question  the  subsidies  in  Canada, 
which  last  year  amounted  to  $3,603,714,  and  which  would, 
in  proportion,  amount  to  $46,848,000  in  the  United 
States,  they  will  offset  the  State  taxation  in  the  United 
States.  The  hon.  gentleman  goes  od  to  make  a  comparison 
between  the  two  countries  as  to  expenditure,  and  first  of  all 
he  places  the  population  too  low.  Then — I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  aware  of  it  or  not — he  included  in  the  taxa¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  a  sum  of  seven  and  one-half  millions 
which  does  not  figure  in  the  taxation  of  tho  country.  Ho 
takes  the  bank  tax,  ho  takes  consular  fees,  he  takes  patent 
fees,  he  takes  fees  of  all  kinds,  and  these  items  amount  to 
$7,432,333,  and  he  informs  the  House  of  Commons  that  this 
a  part  of  the  taxation  of  the  United  States.  It  is  not,  Mr. 
Speaker.  He  places  the  taxation  nearly  eight  millions  too 
high  and  he  places  the  population  nearly  three  millions  too 
low,  and  he  strikes  his  balance  on  that  basis  and  makes  the 
taxation  of  the  United  States  $4.93|.  It  is  not  a  cent  over 
$4.60.  He  makes  it  33J  cents  too  high,  at  least.  He  starts 
on  that  basis.  Then  he  goes  on  to  make  a  statement  with 
regard  to  the  debt.  He  states  the  debt  of  the  United  States 
correctly.  I  believe  he  did  not  inform  the  House  what  our 
debt  was.  If  he  did  I  have  forgotten.  I  will  take  the 
pains  to  supply  the  omission.  On  the  30th  June  last  the 
gross  debt  of  Canada  was  $242,482,416  ;  and  the  net  debt 
$182,161,850.  On  the  31st  December  the  gross  debt  was 
$253,739,146,  and  the  net  debt  $188,914,885.  The  net  debt 
in  six  months  had  increased  $8,753,035.  On  the  31st 
January  the  gross  debt  was  $255,966,416,  tho  net  debt  was 
$192,123,080.  The  net  debt  had  increased  in  one  month 
$3,208, 195,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  admitted  that  subsequent 
to  that  date,  the  31st  January,  the  debt  had  still  further 
increased  by  at  least  two  millions  more.  If  that  is  true,  the 
net  debt  at  the  time  tho  admission  was  made — I  do  not  know 
what  it  may  bo  now — was  $  1 94, 123,000,  or  a  chargeper  capita, 
if  we  estimate  the  mean  population  of  the  year  at  4,500,000, 
which.is  high  enough,  of  $43,13  for  every  man,  woman  and 
child  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  But  that  is  not  all.  We 
havo  nominal  assets  of  $63,843,336.  These  are  deducted 
from  the  gross  debt,  and  the  balance  is  assumed  to  be  the 
net  debt.  Will  the  Finance  Minister  assure  us  that  he  can 
realise  upon  these  assets  of  sixty-three  millions  without  a 
shrinkage  of  thirty  millions  ?  If  he  will  assure  us,  I  would 
like  to  have  the  assurance  that  the  nominal  assets 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  realise  to-morrow 
$33,000,000.  I  do  not  believe  they  would.  I  believe 
we  are  entitled  to  add  thirty  million  more  to  the  net  debt 
stated  by  tho  Government  for  the  shrinkage  in  realising 
upon  the  assess.  If  that  is  the  case,  our  net  debt  to-day 
has  reached  the  enormous  amount  of  $224, 123,000,  a  charge 
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of  $49.80  per  head  if  our  population  is  4,500,000,  or  $18.72 
if  it  is  4,600,000,  as  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  asserts  it 
is.  We  will  compare  that  state  of  the  caso  with  the  debt 
of  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  made  the  com¬ 
parison.  It  is  my  duty  to  correct  statements  which  I  believe 
are  not  warranted  by  the  facts.  On  tho  1st  Novomber  last  the 
debt  of  the  United  States  was  $1,408,482,948,  which,  on  a 
population  of  56,000,000,  is  $25. 15  per  capita ,  against  at  least 
$43.72  in  Canada,  if  our  assets  would  shrink  thirty  millions 
in  realising.  He  says  we  ought  to  add  the  State  debts,  as  we 
have  nothing  corresponding  to  them  in  Canada.  Wo  will 
add  them.  The  State  debts  amounted  last  year  to 
$237,511,753  funded  debt,  and  $30,250,817  unfunded  debt. 
We  will  add  these  sums  and  wo  have  $1,676,245,023  as  the 
total  debt  of  the  United  States  State  debt  and  Nationrd  debt. 
Well,  what  does  that  amount  to  per  capita  on  a  population 
of  50,000,000  ?  It  amounts  to  $29.93  per  head.  If  we  take 
the  State  debt  and  National  debt  of  the  United  States  and 
make  a  comparison  of  the  per  capita  charge  between  the 
two  countries,  we  will  find  that  even  upon  that  basis  the 
debt  of  Canada  exceeds  the  debt  of  tho  United  States  by  $18 
per  head,  which  is  the  position  of  the  country  to-day.  And 
how  has  this  debt  been  incurred  ?  What  has  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  show  for  their  debt? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Full  value. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Public  works,  paying  one  fifteenth  of 
1  per  cent. ;  thirty  or  forty  millions  sunk  in  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway ;  assets  comparatively  valueless ;  forty 
millions  in  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  that  we  will  ultimately 
have  to  closo — this  is  the  character  of  our  assets  ;  this  is  the 
full  value  that  wo  receive  for  the  money.  The  United 
States  incurred  their  debt  to  save  the  life  of  the  nation,  con¬ 
fronted  by  a  crisis  which  threatened  the  dissolution  of  their 
Republic,  threatened  by  a  crisis  which  required  that  country 
to  put  forth  its  utmost  exertions,  to  bury  500,000  of  its  sons 
upon  the  battle  field,  which  required  that  country  to  expend 
thousands  of  millions  of  dollars— it  was  under  these  circum¬ 
stances  that  the  debt  of  that  country  was  incurred,  that  debt 
which  has  beon  reduced  to  $1,400,000,000.  But  we,  in  a 
time  of  profound  peace,  with  no  necessity  resting  upon  us, 
have  goao  on  piling  up  our  debt  until  it  exceeds  the  debt  of 
tho  United  States  by  a  per  capita  charge  of  at  least  $18 
for  ever  man,  woman  and  child  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
And  what  is  the  outlook  ahead?  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
assure  us  that  the  limit  of  the  accumulation  of  debt  has 
been  reached  ?  Can  he  assure  us  that  when  he  makes 
his  next  financial  statement,  if  he  should  make  it  in  this 
House,  he  will  be  able  to  point  to  any  diminution  of  our 
public  debt?  Will  he  not,  on  the  contrary,  be  called  upon 
to  inform  us,  when  we  meet  here  again,  if  Providence  spares 
us,  that  millions  upon  millions  more  have  been  added  to 
that  burthen  of  debt  already  so  great?  Sir,  it  is  inevitable 
that  we  will.  It  is  inevitable  that  when  he  next  makes  the 
financial  statement  to  this  country,  we  will  have  added  to  our 
taxation,  added  to  our  expenditure,  and  enormous  as  our 
debt  is  already,  it  will  have  been  considerably  increased. 

Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  interest  charge.  Did  I  under¬ 
stand  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  made  bis  financial  state¬ 
ment,  to  say  that  the  interest  charge  in  the  United  States 
was  as  heavy  as  it  is  in  Canada?  I  think  not.  He 
admitted  that  it  was  heavier  in  this  country,  but  he  mini¬ 
mised  the  interest  charge  here,  and  he  presents  a  state¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  that  matter  more  roseate  than 
the  circumstances  and  tho  truth  will  warrant. 
Now  let  us  all  look  at  that  question.  Assum¬ 
ing  tho  population  of  the  United  States  at  56,000,000, 
and  that  of  Canada  at  4,500,000,  our  interest  charge  last 
year  of  $7,700,000  was  at  the  rate  of  $1 .69  per  head  ;  while 
the  interest  charge  of  the  United  States  last  year  of 
$54,578,000  amounted  to  a  per  capita  charge  of  95  cents 
against  $1.69  in  this  country.  That  was  the  condition  of 


things  last  year.  What  will  be  the  condition  of  things  in 
1886,  according  to  the  estimates  of  this  Government  and  the 
estimates  of  the  United  States  Government  ?  In  1 886 
it  is  estimated  by  my  hon.  friond  that  it  will  require 
$9,450,000  to  pay  the  interest  on  our  public  debt,  and 
upon  the  basis  of  his  estimates  our  population  will 
bo  4,660,000,  which  will  bo  a  per  capita  chargo  of 
$2.02.  What  will  it  be  in  the  United  States?  It  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  their  interest  charge  will  he  $48,500,000  for  a 
population  of  57,500,000,  so  that  tho  interest  charge  in  the 
United  States  next  year  wiil  be  84  cents  per  head,  against 
$2.02  in  Canada.  In  1887  it  is  inevitable  that  tho  interest 
charge  in  Canada  will  be  three  times  as  great  as  the  interest 
charge  in  the  United  States,  in  proportion  to  tho  population. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Perhaps  hon.  gentlemen  had  better 
wait  till  1887,  and  then  see  who  will  be  right.  I  say  that,  in 
all  human  probability,  the  year  1837  will  show  that  the 
interest  charge  of  Canada  is  threefold  as  great  as  the 
interest  charge  of  the  United  States — a  brilliant  record, 
surely,  for  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  and  tho  disparity 
Will  continue  to  increase.  The  debt  of  the  United  States  is 
being  reduced  from  year  to  year,  the  population  of  that 
country  is  swelling  to  an  enormous  magnitude,  and  its  wealth 
is  being  increased  in  proportion,  while,  on  the  contrary,  our 
debt  is  continually  augmenting,  and  tho  interest  charge  is 
increasing  in  proportion.  So  much  for  the  question  of  the 
public  debt  and  the  interest  chargo  resting  upon  the  two 
countries.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  matter  of  grave 
importance  to  this  country.  I  see  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert)  laughing.  He  cannot  see  anything 
wrong  in  this.  He  cannot  realise,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this 
country,  lying  alongside  the  United  States,  is  a  competitor 
with  the  United  States  in  inviting  emigration  from  tho  old 
world  to  our  North-West,  lying  untilled,  and  asking  for 
millions  of  people  to  settle  in  it ;  he  cannot  realise  that  the 
question  of  which  country  has  tho  greatest  debt,  the  greatest 
intei’est  charge  and  the  heaviest  taxation,  will  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  settlement  of  that  country  in  the  future,  or 
will  have  anything  to  do  with  its  prosperity.  Ob,  no!  He 
cannot  realise  that.  It  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence 
whether  we  owe  three  times  as  much  per  head  as  the  United 
States  or  owe  five  times  as  much.  It  is  a  matter  of  no 
consequence  whethor  we  squander  our  resources,  whether 
we  accumulate  a  vast  public  debt,  or  whether  we  imperil 
the  future  of  this  country — all  that  matters  nothing. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  can  laugh  as  Nero 
fiddled  when  Rome  was  burning;  ho  can  laugh  over 
the  dark  future  that  lies  before  this  country,  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  mismanagement  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite;  but  I  believe  it  is  a  matter  of  very  grave  con¬ 
sequence  to  us  all.  I  believe  the  time  has  come  when  we 
should  carefully  consider  our  financial  position.  I  believe 
the  time  has  come  when  we  should  recognise  that  we  have 
been  proceeding  in  a  wrong  direction,  and  when  we  should 
retrace,  if  possible,  our  steps. 

Now,  with  regard  to  our  expenditure.  The  expendi¬ 
ture  in  tho  year  1884,  chargeable  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  was  $31,107,000,  upon  a  population  of  4,500,000, 
making  a  per  capita  expenditure  of  $6.91.  The  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  United  States  in  the  same  year  was 
$290,916,000,  as  stated  by  my  hon .  friend  when  he  made 
his  financial  statement.  The  per  capita  charge  in  that 
country  on  a  population  of  56,000,000  is  $5.19,  or  $1.72  less 
than  tho  per  capita  charge  in  Canada.  Then,  if  we  deduct 
the  sinking  fund  from  the  expenditure  in  each  country,  we 
will  find  tho  expenditure  in  Canada  to  be  $26,100,000, 
or  $5.80  per  head;  while  the  expenditure  in  the  United 
States  is  $244,000,000,  or  $5.35  per  head,  a:j  excess  of  $1.45 
per  head  in  Canada  as  compared  with  the  United  States  ; 
and  if  we  analyse  the  expenditure  of  the  United  States  we 
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will  find  various  items  of  expenditure  there  we  do  not  have 
here.  We  will  find,  for  instance,  an  enormous  expenditure 
for  pensions,  amounting  to  over  $55,000,000  a  year,  and  a 
very  heavy  expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  an 
army  and  a  navy.  These  are  expenditures  which  we  are  in 
a  measure  free  from.  Our  expenditure  for  pensions  last 
year  was  $95,500.  If  you  multiply  that  by  12£,  the  dis¬ 
crepancy  of  population  between  the  two  countries,  our 
expenditure  for  that  purpose  would  be  $1,194,275,  corre¬ 
sponding  exactly  in  magnitude  to  what  the  expenditure  in 
the  United  States  would  be  if  its  population  was  at  the 
same  proportion  as  ours.  If  you  take  our  expenditure  for 
militia  at  $1,475,481,  and  multiply  it  by  12J,  you  have 
$18,443,512,  which  is  the  expenditure  we  would  have  | 
incurred  upon  the  same  basis  if  our  population  were  the 
same  as  the  United  States.  Multiplying  those  expenditures 
by  12J,  in  order  to  make  them  compare  with  the  United 
States,  what  do  we  find  ?  We  find  the  expenses  of  the 
United  States  under  those  heads,  when  our  corresponding 
expenditure  is  multiplied  by  12J,  exceeds  the  expenditure  in 
our  case  by  $83,637,670,  and  deducting  that  excess  and  the 
sinking  fund  from  the  ordinary  expenditure,  the  per  capita 
rate  is  $2.86.  There  is  another  view  to  take,  and  I 
invite  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  it.  The 
United  States  have  no  such  thing  as  a  consolidated  account 
and  a  capital  account ;  all  goes  to  current  account.  There 
is  no  capital  account  kept.  When  I  state  the  expenditure 
of  the  United  States  at  $290,000,000  I  state  the  entire  ex¬ 
penditure  of  that  country.  We  had  an  expenditure  last 
year,  deducting  sinking  fund,  of  $26,000,000 ;  we  had,  in 
addition,  the  expenditure  on  capital  account,  without  count¬ 
ing  payments  of  debts  to  Provinces,  $16,800,000.  We  spent 
last  year,  to  say  nothing  of  debts  paid  to  Provinces, 
$42,905,529.  To  make  a  fair  comparison  between  this 
country  and  the  United  States,  we  have  to  take,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  total  expenditure,  $42,905,529,  and  on  the  other 
hand  the  total  expenditure  in  the  United  States, 
$290,916,473.  If  we  make  that  comparison,  and  this  is  a 
fair  basis,  we  find  that  the  per  capita  expenditure  for  all 
purposes  is  in  Canada  $9.41,  and  in  the  United  States  for  all 
purposes,  except  payment  of  public  debt,  $5.19.  This  is  a 
fair  comparison  to  make  with  respect  to  the  expenditure  of 
the  two  countries, 

A  word  with  respect  to  the  taxation  of  the  two  coun¬ 
tries.  As  I  said  a  short  time  ago,  the  propormeasure 
of  taxation  in  this  country  is  that  derived  from 
Customs.  Excise  duties  are  voluntary ;  you  may  pay 
them  or  not,  as  you  please ;  Customs  duties  are 
involuntary ;  to  them  all  men  must  contribute.  The 
United  States  average  annual  Customs,  from  1st  July,  1879, 
to  1st  July,  1884,  was  $3.82  per  capita.  The  annual  average 
for  the  same  period  in  this  country  was  $4.52,  upon  the 
basis  of  population  as  represented  by  the  Finance  Minister. 
If  we  take  the  United  States  Customs  taxation  for  last  year, 
we  will  find  that  the  per  capita  amount  was  $3.64,  while 
our  own  taxation  from  Customs  was  $4.45  per  capita.  If 
we  take  1883,  the  Customs  taxation  in  the  United  States 
averaged  $3,97  per  head,  as  against  $5.22  in  this  Dominion. 
So  much  for  the  rates  of  taxation  imposed  in  the  two 
countries. 

If  we  compare  the  expenditure  in  this  country  with 
the  expenditure  of  the  United  States  in  different  eras, 
we  will  find  some  startling  contrasts.  It  will  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  this  is  a  young  country.  If  we  go  back  to  the 
history  of  the  United  States,  to  the  time  when  that  country 
was  in  a  similar  condition  to  our  own,  when  it  had  not 
attained  the  proportions  of  one  of  the  great  powers  of  the 
globe,  and  if  we  make  a  comparison  between  the  expen¬ 
diture  in  that  country  then  and  the  expenditure  here, 
now,  we  will  find,  I  say,  some  startling  contrasts.  I 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Finance  Minister  to  a  few  of  these 
contrasts.  I  will  take  the  years  1790, 1800, 1810, 1820, 1830, 
Mr.  Chablton. 


1840,  1850,  1860;  and  in  making  these  comparisons,  I  do 
not  include  interest  paid  on  public  debt  on  either  side. 
The  figures  are  as  follows  : 

CANADA— ORDINARY  EXPENDITURE,  1884. 

Excluding  interest,  $23,407,526. 

Population,  say  4,500,000  ;  per  capita ,  $5.13. 

UNITED  STATES. 

1790— Population,  3,919,214.  Net  ordinary  expenditure,  excluding  in¬ 
terest,  $1,919,589.  Per  capita,  49  cents— our  rate.  Navy 
and  war,  ia  all  cases  offset  subsidies. 

1800  — Population,  5,294,390.  Expenditure,  $7,411,360,  of  which 
$6,000,000  for  war  and  navy.  Per  capita,  $1.40— f  our  rate 
1810 — Population,  7,230,808.  Expenditure,  $5,311,032.  Per  capita, 
73  cents — \  our  rate. 

1820. — Population,  9.633,822  Expenditure,  $13, 134, 530;  of  which  war, 
navy  and  pensions,  $10,228,758.  Total  per  capita,  $1.36 — f  our 
rate. 

1830. — Population,  12,866,020.  Expenditure,  $13,229,533.  Per  capita , 
$1.02— l  our  rate. 

1840. — Population,  17,069,453.  Expenditure,  $24,139,920,  of  which 
war,  navy  and  pension,  $15,812,525.  Total  per  capita,  $1.41 — 
^  our  rate. 

1850. — Population,  23,191,878.  Expenditure,  $37,165,930,  of  which  war 
and  navy,  $19,458,634.  Per  capita,  $1.60—^-  our  rate. 

1860. — Population,'  31,443,321.  Expenditure,  $51,912,634;  war,  navy 
and  pensions,  $29,037,653;  balance,  $35,824,931,  Total  per 
capita ,  $1.74— |  our  rate. 

I  suppose  these  figures  do  not  suit  hoa.  gentlemen  opposite, 
but  the  Finance  Minister  instituted  a  set  of  comparisons 
between  the  expenditures  of  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
and  I  want  to  show  what  is  the  real  relative  position  of  each 
of  these  two  countries.  I  wish  to  call  his  attention  to  it, 
because  he  occupies  a  responsible  position  in  this  matter, 
and  it  is  time  for  him  to  put  on  the  brakes. 

I  wish  to  make  one  more  comparison  only.  We  launched 
out  as  a  nation  in  1867.  I  want  to  take  that  year  and  com¬ 
pare  the  expense  or  the  taxation  per  head  for  expenditure  in 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  and  then  I  want  to  see  how 
we  have  travelled  together;  I  want  to  make  the  comparison 
for  this  year  and  see  whether  we  have  lost  or  gained  ground 
in  the  race  which  we  must  necessarily  and  inevitably  run 
with  that  country.  In  1867-68  the  taxation  of  the  United 
State.s,  receipts  from.  Customs  and  internal  revenue,  and  the 
direct  income  tax,  was  $357,000,000  on  a  population  of 
36,500,000,  ora  per  capita  tax  of  $9.30.  The  ordinary  expen¬ 
ditures  in  that  year,  and  the  payment  of  interest  on  debt  was 
$370,339,000,  or  a  per  capita  expenditure  of  $  L  1.46.  Now,  we 
made  a  favorable  contrast  with  tho  United  States  for  that 
year.  Our  Custom  and  Excise  taxation  for  that  year  was 
$11,590,000,  or  $3.40  per  capita.  Our  expenditure  was 
$13,486,000,  or  $3.93  per  head,  and  the  United  States  spent 
that  year  $6.40  per  head  more  than  we  did.  Their  taxation 
was  2t8^  per  cent,  greater  than  ours,  and  their  expenditure 
2^-  per  cent,  greater,  or  $7.53  per  head  greater.  If  we  come 
to  the  year  1883-84  we  find  that  the  United  States  Customs 
and  internal  revenue  taxation  amounted  to  $5.65  per  head, 
and  ours  to  $5.62  ;  or,  in  other  words,  while  their  taxation 
was  nearly  three  time3  greater  than  ours  in  1867,  there  was 
a  difference  of  only  3  cents  per  head  in  1884.  The  United 
States  expenditure  in  1884  was  $5,19  per  head,  and  ours 
was  $6.91  per  head,  so  that  while  theirs  was  almost  three 
times  as  great  as  ours  in  1867-63  it  was  $1.72  less  this} ear. 
This  comparison  is  a  suggestive  one.  If,  eighteen  years 
ago,  the  United  States,  burtheued  from  taxation,  had  an 
expenditure  nearly  three  times  as  greatasitwasin  Canada; 
if,  in  1854,  the  expenditure  of  the  United  States  is 
$1.72  less  than  Canada,  there  is  food  for  thought  in  that 
statement;  and  if  we  are  to  continue  to  travel  in  that 
direction  what  will  tho  contrast  be  in  the  next  eighteen 
years  ?  I  say  that  if  we  are  to  go  on  in  that  direction  we 
will  not  exist  as  a  people  in  eighteen  years,  to  institute 
comparisons  between  the  two  countries ;  m  we  will  have 
reached  tho  goal  of  ruin  before  that  time,  if  we  are  to  continue 
in  the  course  we  have  been  pursuing  in  the  last  eighteen 
years. 
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Now,  I  shall  be  told,  I  have  no  doubt,  that  I  am 
unpatriotic;  I  shall  be  told  that  those  statements  will 
be  taken  up  by  the  American  immigration  agents ;  I  shall 
be  told  that  I  am  prejudicing  the  interests  of  Canada 
— in  doing  what  ?  In  telling  the  truth  ?  Sir,  I  am  not 
prejudicing  the  interests  of  Canada.  I  am  warning  the 
gentlemen  in  charge  of  the  interests  of  Canada  as  to  the 
condition  of  this  country  at  this  moment.  I  am  warning 
them  as  to  the  dangers  which  threaten  this  country,  as  to 
the  results  which  will  attend  persistence  in  the  policy  they 
are  now  pursuing.  Sir,  we  cannot  conceal  our  position 
from  the  United  States  or  from  any  other  intelligent  men. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  tell  them  ;  they  know  it.  But  we 
can  inform  ourselves,  and  it  is  necessary  that  the  people  of 
Canada  should  know  the  truth.  It  is  necessary  that  the 
people  of  Canada  should  know  the  affairs  of  this  country, 
and  it  is  nothing  short  of  criminal  to  conceal  from  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Canada  the  actual  condition  of  the  public  affairs  of 
this  Dominion.  I  do  not  intend  to  conceal  them.  And 
gentlemen  may  prate  about  unpatriotic  conduct  and  injur¬ 
ing  the  country  if  they  choose.  We  have  heard  enough  of 
that  stuff;  it  is  the  business  of  an  Opposition  to  criticise 
tbe  policy  of  the  Government,  and  expose  what  is  wrong, 
to  warn  the  Government  and  the  people,  if  the  Government 
is  recreant  to  its  trust,  recreant  to  its  duty. 

Now  I  have  just  a  word  to  say,  by  way  of  variety,  about 
assisted  passages.  I  have  here  a  little  morsel  I  came  across 
accidentally,  in  the  shape  of  an  extract  from  a  speech  made 
by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  Toronto,  on  tbe  11th  day  of  May, 
1878.  It  came  to  my  mind  when  I  heard  his  son,  the  hon. 
member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper),  speaking  with  reference 
to  immigration.  On  that  occasion  Sir  Charles  Tupper  used 
the  following  language 

Sir  CHARLES  TUPPER.  “I  tell  you  that  this  Government  within 
four  years  have  spent  one  million  dollars  in  bringing  emigrants  into 
this  country.  What  for — to  starve?  (Hear,  hear).  The  Finance 
Minister  says  his  remedy  is  to  tell  the  people  to  work  harder  and  to  be 
more  frugal.  Well,  we  may  be  willing  to  eat  and  drink  less,  to  spend 
less  on  dre3S  and  to  be  more  frugal,  and  we  are  willing  to  work  hard, 
but  we  want  work  to  do.” 

The  arraignment  was  that  the  iniquitous  Government  of 
Mr.  Mackenzie  had  spent  a  million  of  dollars  in  assisting 
immigration  in  the  last  four  years.  Well,  what  is  the 
record  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite?  Have  they  spent  any¬ 
thing?  I  looked  at  the  Public  Accounts  and  I  find  that  they 
have  spent  for  immigration  and  quarantine  for  the  last  four 
years  $1,516,000.  I  had  not  time  to  subtract  the  exact  sum 
chargeable  to  quarantine,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  they 
have  spent  in  the  four  years  for  immigration  purposes  an 
amount  exceeding  by  $300,000  the  sum  stated  by  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  in  1878,  when  he  arraigned  the  Government 
of  that  day  for  spending  that  money.  I  am  free  to  admit 
that  I  believe  the  whole  system  of  assisted  passages  is 
wrong.  I  believe  we  want  the  class  of  immigrants  for 
Canada  who  are  able  to  pay  their  own  way,  and  that  we  are 
in  danger,  if  wo  assist  immigrants,  of  assisting  criminals 
and  jail  birds,  and  the  most  undesirable  classes  of  immi- 
gran  ts — those  who  have  not  the  energy  to  pay  their  own  way. 
X  think  we  might  very  properly  adopt  the  policy  of  the 
United  States,  which  does  not  assist  immigrants,  but  on 
the  contrary,  taxes  its  i  m  mi  g  ran  ts— -taxes  the  steamship 
companies  for  the  purpose  of  providing  hospitals,  and  main¬ 
taining  Castle  Garden,  and  looking  after  the  welfare  of  im¬ 
migrants  in  going  to  their  destination.  I  believe  that  that 
is  a  more  wise  and  prudent  policy  than  the  one  we  have 
been  pursuing  hitherto. 

Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  consideration  of  the  question  of 
expenditure,  which  I  shall  treat  as  briefly  as  may  bo,  and 
in  reference  to  this  matter  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  an  extract  from  a  speech  made  by  the  leader  of  the 
present  Government,  regarding  the  mode  in  which  the 
finances  were  managed  by  his  predecessors.  The  speech 
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was  made  in  Toronto  on  11th  May,  1883,  in  response  to  an 
address  delivered  to  that  hon.  gentleman.  He  says  : 

“  We  have  endeavored  to  raise  up  this  country  from  the  incom¬ 
petent  men  who  unworthily  hold  the  reins  of  power.  01  those  men  I 
may  say  that  their  reign  is  to  be  a  short  one,  and  that  the  people  are 
going  to  rise  in  their  might  at  the  coming  election  and  sweep  jobbery, 
corruption  and  incapacity  into  one  common  ruin.” 

Well.  Sir,  the  people  arose  in  their  might,  and  they  swept 
away — what?  They  swept  jobbery,  corruption  and  in¬ 
capacity  into  power  on  the  crest  of  a  great  tidal  wave  of 
folly  and  fatuity.  We  will  examine  the  record  of  these  two 
Governments — and  the  record  will  prove  what  I  say  ;  wo 
shall  examine  the  record  of  the  two  Governments 
as-  to  the  expenditure  and  the  management  of  the 
finances  of  this  country.  These  are  the  gentlemen,  Sir, 
charging  jobbery,  who  have  been  guilty  of  such  little 
peccadilloes  as  the  Onderdonk  contract,  who  did  not  dare  to 
allow  a  Bill  introduced  by  my  hon.  friend  who  sits  near  me, 
to  prohibit  contractors  from  subscribing  to  election  funds, 
from  becoming  tbe  law  of  the  land  ;  who  have  refused,  Session 
after  Sossion,  to  enact  that  the  contractors  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment  shall  not  be  contributors  to  its  election  funds ;  those 
gentlemen,  who  charge  corruption  on  the  gentlemen  whom 
they  supplanted  in  power,  are  gentlemen  who  at  that  very 
time  had  resting  upon  them  a  stain  which  will  be  an 
indelible  stain  not  only  on  them,  but  on  Canada,  so  long 
as  Canada  has  a  history — the  sale  of  a  great  charter,  the 
Pacific  Scandal.  These  men  who  charge  corruption  on  the 
men  they  supplanted  are  men  who  havo  given  away  vast 
areas  of  this  country  without  competition,  and  in  many 
cases  at  one  hundred  times  less  than  its  value,  to  their 
favorites,  in  violation  of  every  principle  of  justice 
and  honesty — who  have  given  away  areas  large  enough  for 
dukedoms  and  principalities,  as  pasture  land,  or  as  timber 
or  coal  leases,  on  almost  nominal  terms.  No  wonder  this 
Government  is  popular  with  a  certain  class.  No  wonder  it 
is  strongly  entrenched,  when  it  has  made  a  corrupt  use  of 
the  influences  at  its  command  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  favor  of  its  friends.  The  gentleman  who  leads  this 
Government,  and  whom  I  am  sorry  nQt  to  see  in  his  seat,  I 
will  do  him  the  justice  to  say,  no  doubt,  has  acted  worse 
than  he  would  have  wished,  on  many  occasions.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  heterogeneous  elements  he  has  been  obliged  to 
reconcile,  and  the  political  difficulties  he  has  had  to  face,  have 
forced  him  to  commit  acts  that  his  better  nature  revolted 
against.  The  trouble  with  him  is,  that  he  is  a  first-class 
politician  and  a  fifteenth-rate  statesman.  He  can  manage 
public  men  with  the  greatest  facility,  but  as  for  the  princi¬ 
ples  that  actuate  a  statesman,  to  demand  that  if  his  princi¬ 
ples  are  not  carried  out  he  will  resign,  if  he  was  called  upon 
to  live  up  to  that  standard,  he  is  not  there.  Ho  reminds  me 
of  a  story  of  an  African  preacher  who  was  warning  his  con¬ 
gregation  against  the  danger  that  confronted  them  in  a 
spiritual  sense.  He  said :  “  My  brethren,  the  broad  road 
leads  to  destruction,  and  the  nari’ow  road  leads  to 
damnation.”  Then  a  hearer  in  the  congregation  cried 
out :  “  Then  this  African  takes  to  the  woods.”  It  is 
so  with  this  hon.  gentleman.  He  will  take  to  the 
woods  or  to  the  narrow  way,  or  will  take  any  course  in 
order  that  he  may  remain  in  power ;  and  so,  as  I  have  said, 
on  many  occasions,  he  has  taken  positions  and  committed 
acts  that  his  better  nature  has  revolted  against.  With 
regal’d  to  the  charge  of  incapacity  preferred  against  the 
gentlemen  now  on  the  Opposition  benches,  that  charge  is 
made  by  the  men  who  mado  the  Pacific  Railway  contract, 
and  who,  when  that  contract  was  laid  before  thi3  House, 
and  it  became  evident  that  a  better  offer  was  made,  refused 
to  retrace  their  steps,  and  refused  to  comply  with  the  law 
of  the  land  and  advertise  for  tenders  in  order  to  secure  the 
construction  of  that  work  on  terms  more  favorable  to  the 
country.  The  men  who  gave,  or  will  give,  to  that  syndi¬ 
cate  more  money  than  the  road  cost,  in  addition  to  the 
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25,000,000  acres  of  land;  the  men  who  have  piled  up  a 
debt  of  $225,000,000  upon  this  country;  the  men  who  have 
adopted  a  scale  of  expenditure  which,  if  continued,  will 
inevitably  force  this  Government  to  resort  to  direct  tax¬ 
ation  to  raise  money,  in  addition  to  all  they  can  squeeze 
out  of  the  country  by  indirect  taxation — these  are 
the  men  who  prefer  the  charge  of  incapacity,  job¬ 
bery  and  corruption  against  the  men  they  supplanted. 
Well,  Sir,  we  will  examine  the  financial  record  of  tho 
two  Governments;  and,  first  of  all,  we  will  take  the  genoral 
expenditure.  I  made  this  comparison  partly  last  Session  ; 
but  I  had  not  then  the  complete  returns  as  to  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  1884.  I  placed  that  expenditure  too  high  ;  it  was 
supposed  that  it  would  be  higher  than  it  has  actually  proved 
to  be.  I  shall  make  this  comparison  tc-night  briefly.  I 
start  at  the  year  1868,  with  an  expenditure  of  $13,486,092, 
under  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who  continued  in  power  six 
years  and  increased  that  expenditure  to  $23,316,316,  in  1874. 
It  may  be  asserted  that  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Bi chard  Cart¬ 
wright)  administered  tho  affairs  of  the  country  for  eight 
months  of  that  financial  year.  It  is  true  he  did  ;  but,  Sir, 
he  came  within  the  estimate  of  my  hon.  friend  opposite. 
My  hon.  friend  opposite  asked  for  $23,685,009,  and  the  ex¬ 
penditure  was  only  $23,316,316.  .Sow,  the  increase  in 
those  six  years  was  $9,830,224,  a  percentage  of  72  per  cent., 
while  the  increase  of  population  during  the  same  period 
was  only  11  per  cent.  The  increase  of  the  expenditure  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  increase  of  population  by  six  and  a-half  times. 
Now,  we  turn  fo  the  record  of  the  corrupt  men  who  were 
driven  out  of  power  on  account  of  incapacity,  jobbery  and 
corruption.  They  commenced  in  1874  with  an  expendi¬ 
ture  of  $23,310,316,  and  they  went  out  of  office  in  1879 
with  an  expenditure,  based  upon  the  estimates  of  my  hon. 
friend,  of  $23,669,000.  It  is  true,  that  expenditure 
was  somewhat  increased,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  was  in  office  eight  months  of  that 
financial  year ;  but  the  increase  over  Sir  Bichard  Cartwright’s 
estimates  was  due  to  them.  This  shows  an  increase,  from 
1874  to  1879,  ot  $352,684,  or  an  average  of  $70,536  a  year, 
against  an  annual  average  increase  of  $1,638,370  under  their 
predecessors.  JNow,  Sir,  wo  have  commenced  on  the  third 
term  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Upon  my  hon.  friend’s 
estimate  of  $23,669,000  they  commenced  operations.  They 
increased  the  expenditure  of  that  year.  My  hon.  friend 
assures  us  that  he  would  have  kept  the  expenditure  within 
the  estimates,  and  we  have  reason  to  believe  he  would, 
inasmuch  as  he  reduced  the  expenditure  between  1877  and 
1878  by  $16,000.  If  this  be  the  case,  those  hon.  gentlemen, 
starting  with  an  expenditure  of  $23,669,000,  in  1879,  have 
increased  it,  to  $31,107,706,  in  1884.  They  have  increased  the 
expenditure  by  $7,438,706,  or  31  per  cent.,  while  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  country  ha3  increased  but  9  per  cent.  They 
have  increased  their  expenditure  in  the  last  period  three 
and  a-bali  times  faster  than  the  population  has  increased. 
But  for  the  manipulation  in  the  Dominion  lands  account, 
but  for  the  placing  to  capital  account  the  $723,000  that 
ought  to  have  been  placed  on  the  consolidated  fund  account, 
the  comparison  would  have  been  $723,000  worse  than  it  is. 

But  there  is  another  basis  upon  which  to  institute  this  com¬ 
parison,  and  it  is  a  fairer  basis  than  the  one  I  have  adopted. 
If  we  take  our  Public  Accounts  and  look  at  our  balance 
sheet,  we  will  find  that  the  expenses  chargeable  to  Consoli¬ 
dated  Fund  is  placed  under  three  heads.  We  find,  first,  the 
classification  of  charges  on  account  of  Debt,  Subsidies  or 
Sinking  Fund,  and  so  forth.  These  are  fixed  charges ;  they 
cannot  be  varied ;  whatever  subsidies  have  to  be  paid, 
whatever  interest  is  charged  upon  the  public  debt,  what¬ 
ever  sum  has  to  be  put  into  the  sinking  fund,  these  sums 
must  be  paid.  The  pruning  knife  cannot  he  applied  here  ; 
the  Government  cannot  reduce  the  appropriation  for  these 
expenses.  Then  we  have  chargos  on  revenue,  the  charges 
for  collecting  Customs,  the  charges  of  carrying  on  the 
Mr,  Charlton. 
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operations  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  the  charges  for  the 
Excise  Department,  the  charges  for  managing  Public  Works 
— these  are  charges  that,  so  far  from  the  Government  being 
able  to  retrench  them,  must  inevitably  increase  to  a  small 
extent  every  year.  The  pruning  knife  cannot  be  applied  to 
those.  If  the  pruning  knife  is  to  be  applied  at  all,  it  must 
be  to  that  class  known  as  controllable  expenditure,  expendi¬ 
ture  on  account  of  Legislation,  Administration  of  Justice, Civil 
Government,  appropriations  for  Public  Works,  Militia  ex¬ 
penditure,  and  expenditures  of  that  character.  It  is  to  those 
the  pruning  knife  may  be  applied,  and  I  propose  to  insti¬ 
tute  a  comparison  between  the  expenditure  of  the  two 
Governments  as  regards  controllable  expenditui’e,  so  that  we 
may  see  what  each  Government  has  accomplished  in  the 
matter  of  retrenchment.  We  will  take  the  period  from  1868 
to  1874,  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power. 
Starting  with  a  controllable  expenditure,  in  1868,  of 
$3,631,000,  they  had  increased  that  by  1874  to  $8,324,075, 
or  an  increase  of  $4,693,000  in  six  years,  or  129  per  cent., 
averaging  annually  29-1,-  per  cent.,  or  an  increase  in  expendi¬ 
ture  12J  times  more  rapid  than  the  increase  in  population. 
We  will  take  the  period  when  the  incompetents  came  into 
power — when  the  jobbers  and  the  corruptionists  were  put  at 
the  head  of  affairs.  They  started  in  1874  with  an  expenditure 
of  $8,324,075;  in  1879  the  expenditure  amounted  to 
$6,941,577,  showing  that  they  had  effected  a  reduction  in 
controllable  expenditure  of  $1,382,498,  or  16  per  cent,  of  a 
reduction  against  an  advance  of  29  per  cent,  by  their  prede¬ 
cessors.  We  then  come  to  1879,  when  the  Government 
changed  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  came  into  office.  They 
started  with  a  controllable  expenditure  of  $6,941,577,  and  in 
1884  they  had  succeeded  in  raising  it  to  the 
amount  of  $11,294,374,  an  increase  of  $4,352,797,  or 
62  per  cent.,  giving  an  annual  average  of  12T4^- 
per  cent.,  or  an  increase  seven  times  more  rapid 
than  the  increase  in  population.  If  we  add  to  this  control¬ 
lable  expenditure  the  sum  improperly  placed  to  capital 
account,  with  regard  to  expenditure  on  Dominion  lands, 
$723, 000, we  will  find  that  the  increase  was  $5,000,000,  or  72 
per  cent.  So  much  for  the  comparison  of  the  expenditures, 
first,  under  the  head  of  total  expenditure  chargeable  to  the 
Consolidate!  Fund,  and  secondly,  under  the  head  of  Control¬ 
lable  Expenditure,  the  latter  being  the  only  one  in  which 
the  Government  can  exercise  its  power  of  retrenchment; ' 

I  propose  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  in  making  a  comparison  of  the  expenditures  in  certain 
Departments  of  the  Government,  coming  under  the  head  of 
Controllable  Expenditure,  made  by  each  Administration; 
and,  in  whatever  way  we  institute  the  comparison  between 
the  financial  record  of  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Bichard  Cart¬ 
wright)  and  that  of  the  Finance  Minister,  wo  will  find  that  - 
in  every  instance  it'will  redound  to  the  credit  of  my  hon. 
friend  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright).  I  will  take  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Civil  Government,  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
chargeable  to  Consolidated  Fund,  the  Dominion  Lands  and 
the  Department  ot  Public  Works  chargeable  to  revenue, 
and  will  institute  a  comparison  in  each  case.  As  regards 
Civil  Government,  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Finance  Minister  to  this  comparison  I  am  about 
to  make,  because  he  may  feel  disposed  to  emulate  in 
future  the  good  example  set  to  him  in  the  past  by  my 
hon.  friend  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright).  In  1868  there  was 
expended  on  Civil  Government  $594,441 ;  in  1874,  $883,685, 
an  increase  of  $289,244,  or  48  per  cent.,  or  an  average  annual 
increase  of  8  per  cent.,  four  and  a-half  times  greater  than  the 
increase  in  population.  Then  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Bichard 
Cartwright)  came  into  office ;  and  starting  with  that  expen¬ 
diture  of  $883,685,  in  1874,  he  reduced  it,  in  1878, to  $823,369, 
a  decrease  of  $60,316,  or  6f  per  cent,  decrease  against  an 
increase  in  the  preceding  period  of  48  per  cent.  Then  the 
gentlemen  who  drove  these  incompetents  from  power  came 
in,  and  they  started  with  this  expenditure  of  $822,369, 
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which,  by  1884,  they  had  increased  to  $1,084,417,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $261,048,  or  31f  per  cent.,  being  an  average  annual 
increase  of  5f  per  cent.,  three  times  that  of  the  population 
in  this,  the  second  period  in  office  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  four  and  a-half  times  that  of  the  population 
during  their  first  period  in  office,  as  against  a  decrease  ot 
6f  per  cent,  during  the  period  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  was  in  power.  Next,  take  up  Public  Works 
chargeable  to  Consolidated  Fund.  Here  is  an  opportunity 
to  exercise  economy,  but  also  here  is  an  opportunity  to 
launch  out  into  lavish  and  unjustifiable  expenditure,  for  the 
purpose  of  bribing  constituencies— making  canals,  promising 
to  erect,  and  erecting  public  works,  spending  money 
lavishly  by  this  means  in  various  constituencies,  in  order  to 
influence  public  sentiment  in  favor  of  the  Government 
nominees.  That  power  may  be  used  ;  that  power  has  been 
used.  Perhaps  it  would  be  unparliamentary  to  say  that 
power  is  being  used;  but  it  certainly  has  been  used.  I  will 
point  out  a  most  striking  contrast  between  the  records  of 
the  Finance  Minister  and  that  of  my  hon.  friend  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright).  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  started 
in  1868  with  an  expenditure  under  this  head  of  $126,269; 
in  1874,  when  these  gentlemen  went  out  of  power,  their 
expenditure  had  reached  $1,826,000,  an  increase  of 
$1,699,722,  or  1346  per  cent.,  making  an  annual  average 
increase  of  224J  per  cent.,  128  times  faster  than  the 
increase  of  population.  Then  the  Reform  Administration 
came  into  power  and,  starting  with  an  expenditure  of 
$1,826,000,  in  1874,  they  had  succeeded  in  reducing  that, 
in  1878,  to  $998,594,  a  reduction  of  $827,407, 
a  reduction  of  45  per  cent.,  an  annual  reduction  of  11  per 
cent.,  against  an  annual  increase  under  their  predecessors  of 
224^  per  cent.  Then  the  gentlemen  opposite  came  into 
ppwer,  and,  starting  with  this  expenditure  of  $998,594,  in 
1878,  they  ran  it  up,  in  1884,  to  $2,908,851,  an  increase  of 
$1,910,257,  or  191  per  cent,,  an  average  increase  of  32  per 
cent.,  an  increase  eighteen  times  greater  than  the  increase 
in  the  population  of  this  Dominion.  That  is  a  pretty  nice 
record.  These  men  are  entitled,  I  think,  to  talk  about  job¬ 
bery,  and  corruption,  and  incapacity,  when  speaking  of  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  And  next,  with  regard  to 
Dominion  Lands.  In  1888  wo  spent  nothing;  in  1874  the 
expenditure  was  $28j,163.  Starting  with  that  expenditure 
in  1874,  my  hon.  friend  reduced  it,  in  1878,  to  §87,6^8,  a  re¬ 
duction  of  $195,535,  an  annual  average  decrease  of  $48,883, 
a  reduction  for  the  period  of  69  per  cent.,  or  an  average 
annual  decrease  of  17  per  cent.  Then  our  friends  opposite 
administered  the  affairs  of  that  Department  and,  commenc¬ 
ing  with  $87,628  of  an  expenditure  in  1878,  they  had,  in 
1884,  an  expenditure  chargeable  to  income  of  $166,890, 
and  chargeable  to  capital— a  dovice  for  cooking  the 
accounts  and  making  the  expense  seem  less  than  it 
really  is— $723,658,  a  total  of  $890,548,  an  increase 
of  $802,920  in  six  years,  an  average  annual 
increase  of  $133,821,  a  total  increase  of  1016  per  cent.,  or 
an  annual  average  increase  of  169  per  cent,,  or  ninety-six 
times  faster  than  the  increase  in  the  population.  In  Public 
Works  chargeable  to  Revenue — that  is  the  management  of 
our  public  works,  our  railways  and  canals — we  started,  in 
1868,  with  an  expenditure  of  $626,286  ;  gentlemen  opposite 
ran  up  the  expenditure  to  $2,389,679  in  1874,  an  increase  of 
$1,763,393,  or  281  per  cent.,  an  average  annual  increase  of 
$293,898,  or  47  per  cent.,  an  increase  twenty-seven  times 
faster  than  the  increase  in  the  population  of  the  country. 
Then  the  incompetents  came  in  and,  starting  with  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $2,389,679,  in  1874,  in  four  years  they  had  in¬ 
creased  it  to  $2,471,437,  an  increase  ol  $81,758,  or  3^  per 
cent,  for  the  period.  Then  the  gentlemen  opposite  took 
charge  of  the  administration  of  that  Department  again,  and 
commencing  with  an  expenditure  of  $2,471,437,  in  1878,  they 
had  increased  that  expenditure  to  $3,302,791  in  1884,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  $831,354,  or  33  per  cent.,  an  average  annual  in¬ 


crease  of  $138,559,  or  5£  per  cent.  This  is  the  record. 
These  are  the  comparisons,  these  are  the  contrasts  that  exist 
between  the  management  of  these  Departments  by  the  two 
Governments,  and  nothing  could  be  more  striking,  nothing 
could  bo  more  satisfactory  as  an  evidence  of  the  economy 
and  careful  management  of  these  affairs  upon  the  one  hand, 
and  the  recklessness  which  characterises  the  management 
of  these  affairs  upon  the  other. 

What  is  the  significance  to  us,  as  a  people,  of  our  increas¬ 
ing  expenditure  and  our  diminishing  revenue?  Is  there 
any  cause  for  alarm  in  the  future  ?  Is  there  any  cause  for 
supposing  that  my  hon,  friend  will  be  able  to  boast  of  sur¬ 
pluses  of  $4,000,000  or  $5,000,000  a  year  in  the  near 
future  ?  Is  there  any  cause  for  fear  that  he,  too,  may  be 
troubled  with  deficits,  that  he  may  possibly  be  characterised 
by  some  person  opposed  to  him  in  politics  as  the  “King  of 
Deficits,”  as  my  hon.  friend  was  a  short  time  since  ?  With 
a  scale  of  expenditure  this  year  reaching  $33,000,000,  with  a 
shrinkage  in  revenue  from  Customs  and  Excise  of  $3,786,000 
in  the  last  year,  with  these  causes  in  operation,  I  say  that 
there  is  reason  for  grave  alarm ;  I  say  that  there  is  a  danger 
that  our  finances  may  break  down  ;  I  say  that  there  is  reason, 
good  reason,  for  the  inability  of  the  Government  to  place 
the  $25,000,000  loan  about  to  fall  due;  I  say  that  there  is 
good  reason  for  their  having  a  floating  debt  of  from 
$13,000,000  to  $15,000,000’;  I  say  that  there  is  reason  for 
their  being  obliged  to  resort  to  the  desperate  shifts  which 
the  man  in  business  resorts  to  whose  credit  is  not  good  and 
whogoes  “shinning”  around  the  streets  attempting  to  raise 
money  to  meet  a  note  which  is  due  and  is  threatened  with 
protest.  We  have  placed  ourselves  in  a  position  of  grave 
embarrassment,  in  consequence  of  reckless  extravagance 
and  mismanagement  of  the  affairs  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
blame  my  bon.  friend,  who  is  the  creature,  the  victim,  of 
circumstances.  He  undoubtedly  has  been  forced  to  a  great 
degree  into  the  position  in  which  he  is,  but,  whether  forced 
or  not,  whether  responsible  or  not,  the  difficulties  which 
threaten  the  country  are  none  the  less  real,  and  none  the 
less  to  be  lamented. 

And,  now,  a  few  words  in  regard  to  our  manufacturing 
industries,  and  I  am  done. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  is  good. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  hear  the  Minister  of  Customs  say 
“  that  is  good.” 

Mr.  BO  WELL,  No;  you  did  not, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  afraid  he  is  like  the  old  Scotch 
elder,  who  was  accused  of  being  hard-headed  and  not  open 
to  conviction,  and  who  denied  the  accusation,  and  stated 
that  he  was  open  to  conviction,  “but,”  ho  added,  “  I  would 
like  to  see  the  man  who  would  convince  me.”  That  is  the 
characteristic  of  my  hon.  friend  opposite. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  happen  to  say  anything,  so 
your  story  does  not  apply. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  afraid  that  the  warnings  I  have 
given  have  fallen  upon  that  hon.  gentleman  unheeded,  and 
that  they  will  have  no  effect  upon  him  or  upon  the  Finance 
Minister.  It  troubles  mo  to  think  that  efforts  so  well 
meant  and  truths  so  palpable  should  have  so  little  effect 
upon  those  to  whom  they  are  directed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Love’s  labor  lost. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  X  wish  to  ask  this  question:  Did 
our  manufacturing  interests,  when  the  National  Policy 
was  introduced,  require  additional  protection  ?  I  answer 
that  they  did  not.  They  had  attained  a  great  development 
under  a  revenue  tariff  of  15  per  cent.,  raised  to  17J  per 
cent,  in  the  last  two  years.  I  say  that,  in  1871,  if  our 
census  statistics  are  reliable,  we  had  $125,000,000  worth 
of  material  consumed  by  our  manufactures  in  Canada 
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that  year,  that  the  products  of  the  manufactures  were 
$221,500,000,  that  we  had  $18,000,000  of  capital  invested, 
that  $40,850,000  were  paid  in  wages,  that  188,000  people 
were  employed.  I  say  that  was  a  respectable,  nay,  more 
than  a  respectable,  that  it  was  a  marvellous  development 
of  manufacturing  industries  in  a  country  so  young  and  so 
poor  as  Canada  was  then ;  and,  if  the  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries  of  Canada  had  attained  that  degree  of  development 
under  a  15  per  cent,  revenue  tariff  in  1871,  I  say  that  no 
necessity  existed  in  this  country  for  any  additional  protec¬ 
tion.  I  say  that  without  fear  of  contradiction,  and  I  shall 
point  out,  before  I  finish,  that  the  development  of  the  manu¬ 
facturing  industries  of  this  country  has  been  greater  and 
more  satisfactory  than  those  of  the  United  States  in  the  last 
decade  under  a  high  protective  tariff.  What  industry  have 
we  in  prosperous  operation  in  Canada  to-day  that  did  not 
exist  before  the  National  Policy  came  into  operation  ? 
What  branch  of  manufacturing  industry  is  prosecuted 
now  that  was  not  prosecuted  then?  We  hear  people  talk 
of  the  National  Policy — the  advocates  of  the  policy — 
and  you  would  imagine,  from  their  air,  from  their  asser¬ 
tions,  from  their  claims,  that  the  National  Policy  created 
the  manufacturing  industries  of  Canada,  and  that  before  this 
National  Policy  was  adopted  wo  had  nothing  of  the  kind. 
That  is  not  the  case.  The  National  Policy  may  have 
accelerated  to  some  extent  the  development  of  the  manu¬ 
facturing  industries  of  the  country,  and  it  accelerated  them, 
if  it  has  done  so,  in  an  unhealthy  manner.  The  stimulation 
has  been  unhealthy,  and  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the 
country  are  to-day,  I  believe,  in  a  worse  position  than  they 
would  have  been  if  no  such  stimulant  had  been  applied. 
Were  not  our  manufacturing  industries  prosperous  before 
this  National  Policy  came  into  operation  ?  A  careful  com¬ 
parison  of  the  industries  of  the  United  States  with  those  of 
Canada  will  prove  beyond  controversy  that  the  manufac¬ 
tures  of  Canada,  during  the  entire  period  of  depression,  from 
1873  to  1878,  were  more  prosperous,  were  earning  better 
dividends,  were  more  fully  employed,  than  those  of  the 
United  States.  That  is  an  assei’tion  I  make  broadly ;  it  is 
one  that  can  be  substantiated  ;  it  is  one  that  does  not  admit 
of  denial.  Why,  then,  did  we  need  the  protective  policy  ? 
The  very  prosperity  that  came  to  our  manufactures  after 
the  passage  of  the  National  Policy  Tariif  was  a  prosperity 
due  in  a  great  measure  to  the  revival  of  trade.  Not  only 
in  Canada,  but  all  over  the  world,  an  immense  impetus  was 
given  to  business.  It  was  an  impetus  that  business 
received,  not  from  the  tariff  of  Canada,  not  from  any  tariff, 
but  from  the  passing  away  of  that  long  period  of  commer¬ 
cial  depression  that  sat  like  a  nightmare  upon  the  in¬ 
dustries  of  every  civilized  nation,  from  1874  to  1878, 
and  the  prosperity  that  resulted  from  natural  causes ;  the 
prosperity  that  came  from  the  passing  away  of  that  serious 
depression  that  weighed  upon  every  industrial  occupation, 
every  industrial  interest,  and  every  commercial  interest  in 
the  civilized  world — I  say  the  prosperity  that  was  due  to 
the  removal  of  that  depression  has  been  falsely  attributed  to 
the  National  Policy ;  and  if  the  National  Policy  had  not 
been  adopted  I  firmly  believe  that  the  manufacturers  of 
Canada  would  have  made  as  good  progress  and  would  have 
been  in  a  more  healthy  condition  to-day  than  they  are  now 
under  the  operation  of  that  policy. 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  one  little  fact  to  present  to  the 
House,  which  I  think  will  convince  any  candid  mem¬ 
ber  that  the  protection  we  afford  is  higher  than  neces¬ 
sary.  One  of  the  arguments  of  protectionists  is  that 
it  is  necessary  to  protect  the  manufacturer  because  he 
pays  higher  wagres  than  are  paid  in  England — it  is 
claimed  in  the  United  States  that  the  wages  are  60  to 
70  per  cent,  higher  than  in  England.  Well,  we  will  admit 
that  it  is  necessary  to  afford  a  degree  of  protection  that  will  en¬ 
able  tho  manufacturer  to  pay  double  the  wages  paid  in  Great 
Britain — what  amount  of  protection  would  be  required  ? 

Mr.  Charlton. 


What  percentage  of  the  cost  of  the  fabrics  and  wares  produced 
in  this  country  and  produced  in  the  United  States  is  charge¬ 
able  to  wages'?  That  is  the  question.  The  census  returns  of 
the  United  States  show  that  17  per  cent,  of  the  cost  of  the 
products  of  the  manufacturers  is  the  cost  of  the  wages 
paid  to  the  operatives,  and  the  balance  is  due  to  the  raw 
material  and  other  charges.  Our  census  returns  show  that 
19pL-  of  the  cost  of  fabrics  produced  by  our  manufacturers  is 
chargeable  to  wages.  Well,  Sir,  if  you  are  going  to  enable 
the  manufacturer  of  Canada  to  pay  double  the  wages  paid 
in  England,  how  much  protection  does  he  want  to  overcome 
that  ?  Why,  ho  wants  one-half  of  that  19  per  cent.;  he 
wants  10  per  cent,  protection,  10  per  cent,  higher  prices, 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  pay  double  the  wages  paid  in 
England,  because  the  total  cost  of  tho  wages  to  him  is  19^- 
per  cent.  In  the  United  States  8J  per  cent,  protection  is 
sufficient  to  enable  tho  manufacturer  to  pay  double  the 
wages  paid  in  Great  Britain;  and  so  the  people  of  this 
country  have  been  deceived  as  to  the  degree  of  protection 
necessary  in  order  to  enable  our  manufacturers  to  meet 
what  they  claim  are  the  additional  burdens  imposed  upon 
them  as  compared  with  Great  Britain; 

Now,  Sir,  I  promised  a  few  moments  ago  to  show 
that  the  progress  of  manufactures  in  this  country  and 
the  progress  of  manufactures  in  the  United  States  had 
been  satisfactory,  healthy,  and  rapid,  under  a  revenue 
tariff  policy.  We  have  seen,  in  the  United  States,  a 
period  of  revenue  tariff  policy  extending  from  the  year 
1846  to  1860 ;  and  we  have  seen  a  period  of  a  protective  policy 
extending  from  1861  down  to  the  present  date.  Now  if  we 
take  the  returns  from  the  United  States  for  the  four  years 
between  1846  and  1850,  under  this  revenue  tariff  policy,  and 
if  we  take  the  decade  between  1850  and  1860,  passed  entirely 
under  the  operation  of  a  revenue  tariff  policy,  which  was 
well  settled  and  had  been  in  operation  four  years  before  tho 
decade  commenced,  and  compare  the  progress  made  by  the 
manufacturing  industries  of  that  decade  with  the  progress 
made  in  the  two  succeeding  decades,  we  will  have  the  data 
upon  which  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  whether  manufacturers 
did  really  get  an  advantage  under  the  revenue  tariff,  and  as 
to  whether  a  protective  tariff  is  essential  to  their  develop¬ 
ment.  Now,  I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  with  a  table  I 
have  here,  which  goes  exhaustively  into  the  capital,  the 
material  used,  the  amount  of  products,  the  amount  paid, 
the  wages,  and  the  number  of  hands ;  but  I  will  point  out 
the  percentages  of  increase  under  these  various  heads 
during  the  three  decades  : 


Capital— 1850  to  I860 . . .  89  per  cent. 

“  1860  to  1870  . . . 109  “ 

“  1870  to  1880,.,... .  3l£  “ 

Hands  —  1850  to  1860  . . . .  37  percent. 

“  1860  to  1870 . . . ..  47  “ 

“  1870  to  1880 . . . . .  31  “ 

Wages  — 1850  to  1860......  . . 60  per  cent. 

“  1860  to  1870 . 102  currency 

“  1870  to  1880 . 22  gold. 

Products-1850  to  1860 . . . . .  85  per  cent. 

“  1860  to  1870 . .124  currency 

“  1870  to  1880 . 26  gold. 


Now,  what  do  these  figures  show  ?  They  show  that  the 
increase  in  capital,  in  hands,  in  wages,  in  products,  was  very 
little  greater  under  the  stimulation  of  high  protective  duties 
from  1860  to  1870,  than  it  was  under  the  revenue  tariff  from 
1850  to  1860,  and  they  show  that  the  increase  in  these  various 
points  was  very  much  less  under  the  protective  duties  from 
1870  to  1880  than  from  1850  to  1860.  The  average  increase 
for  twenty  years  was  less  than  the  average  annual  increase 
in  the  ten  years  under  a  revenue  tariff.  That  is  the  record 
of  the  United  States  with  regard  to  protection  vs.  a  revenue 
tariff.  It  is  worth  while  mentioning  in  this  connection, 
that  tho  popular  vote  in  the  United  States  in  1880  was 
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526,000  in  favor  of  a  revenue  tariff,  and  that  in  1 884  a 
revenue  tariff  President  has  been  elected  by  the  popular 
vote  after  twenty  years’  trial  of  protection. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes  ;  it  is  worth  hearing.  It  is  sug¬ 
gestive.  It  points  to  a  moral  that  we  would  do  well  to 
heed. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  language  Mr.  Cleveland 
used  was  just  such  language  as  would  be  used  on  our  side  of 
the  House  as  to  this  policy. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Tho  language  he  used,  the  language 
his  party  uses,  the  language  his  supporters  use,  is  that  the 
tariff  of  the  United  States  is  an  unjust  and  an  oppressive 
tariff,  and  that  duties  should  be  levied  for  revenue  purposes 
only.  That  is  the  plank  on  which  Mr.  Cleveland  was 
elected  President  of  the  United  States.  We  come  now  to 
the  growth  of  manufactures  in  Canada,  and  I  ask  the  hon. 
Minister’s  attention  to  the  statistics  I  am  about  to  quote. 
They  are  very  suggestive  also.  The  more  you  look  into 
them  the  more  hollow  the  pretensions  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
seem.  I  will  make  a  comparison  with  respect  to  the  growth 
of  manufactures  in  this  country  during  the  last  ten  years. 
It  may  be  claimed  that  a  part  of  this  growth  is  due  to  the 
National  Policy.  I  do  not  know  to  what  extent  the  hon, 
gentleman  would  make  that  claim.  But  eight  years  of  tho 
fen  years  between  1871  and  1881  were  under  a  revenue 
tariff.  Tho  change  came  in  1879,  and  you  may  fairly 
assume  that  the  influences  exercised  by  the  National  Policy, 
whatever  they  were,  were  cot  fairly  brought  into  play  until 
the  expiration  of  a  year,  at  least,  and  so  nine  of  the  ten 
years  were  passed  under  a  revenue  tariff  policy.  I  assume 
that,  I  assert  it,  that  of  the  decade  between  1871  and  1881, 
nine  of  the  ten  years  were  under  a  revenue  tariff,  and  what¬ 
ever  progress  was  made  by  the  manufacturing  industries  of 
Canada,  it  was  largely  due  to  the  operation  of  a  revenue 
tariff  policy.  Let  us  see  what  the  progress  was.  Here  are 
the  figures : 

Canada. 

Capital  invested. 

1871 .  $77,961,000  1881.. . $165,302,000 

Increase  ,....$87,338,000.  Percent.  112. 

Material  consumed. 

1871... . $124,907,000.  1881...... ......  $179,918,000 

Increase . $65,011,000.  Per  cent.  44. 

Products. 

1871 . ..$221,617,000.  1881  . . $309,616,000. 

Increase. . $87,999,000.  Per  cent.  39. 

Hands’ employed. 

1871 . .....187,942.  1881.. .  254,935. 

Increase . 66,993.  Per  cent.  35. 

Wages  paid. 

1871. . $40,851,000.  1881 . $59,429,000. 

Increase . $18,518,000.  Per  cent.  45. 

Ratio  increase  of  population. ..20. 

Ratio  increase  of  Capital  exceeds  Ratio  increase  of  Pop.  5§  times. 

“  “  Material  “  “  “  “  2\  “ 

“  “  Products  “  “  “  “  2  “ 

“  “  Hands  “  “  “  “  If  “ 

“  “  Wages  “  “  “  “  2|  “ 

Increase  exceeds  U.  S.  last  decade,  Capital. ..80  p.  c. — or  threefold. 

“  “  “  “  “  Material.  7  p.  c. 

“  “  “  “  “  Products  13  p.  e. — $  more. 

“  “  H.i  a  Hands ...  4  p.  c. 

“  “  “  “  “  Wages...  23  p.  c. — or  double. 

That  is  the  record  with  respect  to  the  progress  made  by 
manufactures  in  Canada  :  first,  up  to  1871  under  a  clear  and 
distinct  revenue  tariff  policy,  and  second  from  1871  to  1881 
under  a  revenue  tariff  for  nine-tenths  of  the  period  at  least, 
which  shows  a  vastly  greater  development  of  manufacturing 
interests  in  this  country  than  was  acquired  in  the  United 
States  under  a  high  protective  tariff  from  1870  to  1880. 


Wherever  wo  may  look  we  cannot  fail  to  he  impressed  by 
the  fact  that  a  satisfactory  and  rapid  development  of  the 
manufacturing  interests  of  ibis  country  has  been  secured 
under  a  revenue  tariff  policy,  and  that  an  equally  satisfac¬ 
tory  and  an  equally  rapid  development  of  the  manufacturing 
interests  of  the  United  States  has  also  been  secured  under  a 
revenue  tariff  policy.  The  manufacturing  industries  of  the 
United  States  were  in  a  stronger  and  more  healthy  condition 
in  1860  than  they  were  in  1884.  The  exports  of  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  that  country  were  relatively  larger  than  they  are 
now.  The  exports  of  cotton  goods  in  i860  were  larger  than 
they  have  ever  been  since,  except  one  or  two  years ;  and  if  the 
progress  made  from  1850  to  1860  under  the  revenue  tariff 
policy  had  been  maintained  till  1884,  the  development  of  the 
manufacturing  interests  of  the  United  States  would  have 
been  as  great  as  it  is  to-day.  Will  the  hon.  Minister 
assure  me  that  his  policy  has  benefited  any  considerable 
class  in  this  country  ?  Will  he  tell  me  it  has  benefited  the 
lumberman  ?  I  know  it  has  not.  Will  he  tell  me  it  has 
benefited  the  fisherman  of  his  native  Province  and  of  Nova 
Scotia  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  No ;  no  man  of  common  sense  will 
say  so.  Will  he  tell  me  it  has  benefited  tho  laborers  of 
Canada  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Will  he  toll  me  it  has  benefited  the 
cotton  operative,  who  is  working  on  short  time  and  at 
reduced  pay,  and  whose  average  earnings  are  $45  loss  a  year 
than  in  1878?  The  laborers  will  tell  him,  no,  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  tell  me  it  has  benefited  the  farmer  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Will  he  tell  mo  that  tho  National 
Policy  is  not,  in  some  measure,  responsible  for  the  present 
depression  in  prices? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  say  yes;  and  I  will  demonstrate  it. 
It  is  true  that,  as  a  rule,  you  cannot  raise  or  lower  the  price 
of  produce  by  the  operation  of  a  tariff ;  but  a  policy  may 
be  adopted  by  a  country  which,  iA  the  end,  will  produce 
important  results,  either  in  advancing  or  in  depressing  the 
prices  of  produce.  England  is  the  great  market  for  Canada 
and  the  United  States.  England  buys  her  food  and  she 
produces  the  fabrics  that  the  world  consumes.  She  ex¬ 
changes  the  products  of  her  forges,  looms,  and  mills  for 
the  produce  of  the  farmers  of  the  new  world.  That  trade 
is  a  trade  of  mutual  exchange,  and  it  can  be  carried  on  only 
as  an  exchange.  England  cannot  be  excluded  from  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  tho  United  States  ana  Canada,  and  continue  to 
draw  from  those  countries  her  supplies  of  food.  She  mast 
be  able  to  give  to  those  countries  the  productions  of  her 
labor  in  order  to  take  from  those  countries  the  products  of 
their  labor.  The  United  States,  for  twenty  years,  and 
Canada  for  six  years,  have  adopted  a  fiscal  policy  of  enmity 
to  England,  a  policy  the  effect  of  which  is  designed  to  ex¬ 
clude  the  products  of  British  labor  from  the  markets  of 
these  countries.  What  has  England  done  ?  Could  she 
continue  to  bay  her  supplies  of  food  from  this  continent 
and  pay  us  iu  gold  ?  Could  she  continue  to  sail  her  vessels 
to  our  ports  in  ballast,  and  charge  double  freight,  because 
there  was  a  cargo  only  one  way?  Has  she  not  looked 
round  to  procure  food  supplies  in  exchange  for  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  her  labor  ?  Has  she  not  spent  millions  in  construct¬ 
ing  a  railway  system  in  India,  so  that  she  might  reach  the 
wheat  fields  at  the  base  of  the  Hymalayas,  and  exchange  with 
the  Hindoos  British  products  for  a  food  supply?  Yes,  she  has 
done  it.  She  now  consumes  millions  of  bushels  of  Indian  wheat 
a  year,  and  she  has  been  driven  to  this  course  by  the  hostilo 
tariff  policy  of  this  country  and  the  United  States;  and 
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when  I  assert  that  this  policy  has  had  a  direct  influence  in 
depressing  the  price  of  agricultural  produce  in  Canada,  I 
assert  what  is  patent  to  any  man  who  examines  the  facts. 
Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  reduced  the  price  of  every 
bushel  of  wheat  the  Canadian  farmer  has  to  sell,  of  every 
bushel  of  farm  produce  he  has  to  sell— he  has  reduced  it  by 
the  operation  of  this  policy,  which  has  placed  us  at  variance 
with  our  natural  customers,  and  driven  from  the  markets  of 
Canada  the  people  who  are  the  consumers  of  our  surplus 
food  products.  This  has  been  the  operation  of  the  National 
Policy,  a  policy  which  has  not  only  imposed  direct  taxes  on 
the  people  of  this  country,  in  the  shape  of  Customs  duties, 
but  has  imposed  indirect  duties,  in  the  shape  of  an  enhanced 
cost  of  the  ordinary  articles  of  consumption  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  and  imposed  this  additional  taxation  in  the 
shape  of  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  farm  produce.  Not  for 
one  hundred  years  has  wheat  been  lower  in  England  than 
it  is  to-day,  because  she  has  reached  countries  where  that 
article  can  be  produced  cheaply.  Not  for  many  years  has 
the  price  of  wheat  been  lower  than  it  is  in  Canada  to¬ 
day,  notwithstanding  the  vaunts  and  boasts  of  hon  gentlemen, 
that  they  would  afford  agricultural  protection  to  the  farmers 
of  Canada.  They  offered  them  benefits  and  blessings.  They 
have  conferred  on  them  curses  instead. 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a  couple  more  extracts  to  read, 
and  I  read  them  for  the  purposo  of  reminding  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  they  boasted  that  they  had  certain  powers  which 
we  now  call  on  them  to  use.  We  call  on  them  to  redeem  the 
promises  they  made,  and  exercise  the  powers  which  we  were 
informed  they  possess.  What  are  those  powers  ?  In  1878 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  a  speech  in  this  House,  a  speech 
which  I  heard  delivered  myself,  made  use  of  the  following 
language • 

“The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know  that  if  Government!  are  good 
for  anything  they  are  good  to  increase  the  prosperity  of  a  country  by 
Acts  of  Parliament,  or  to  meet  difficulties  in  which  a  country  is  placed, 
from  time  to  time,  and  which  require  legislative  interference.” 

And  again,  in  1878,  the  same  gentleman  made  use  of  this 
language : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  may  say  that  the  prosperity  of  the  country  can¬ 
not  be  obtained  and  promoted  by  Acts  of  Parliament  We  deny  it. 
We  eay  that  you  may  make  the  very  taxation  necessary  to  sustain  the 
public  credit  by  meeting  the  interest  on  the  public  debt  and  discharging 
the  ordinary  administration  public  affairs,  a  means  of  so  fostering  our 
industries  as  to  give  to  the  people  the  money  that  is  required  in  order 
to  pay  the  taxes.’  ’ 

Now,  hero  are  two  very  important  powers.  The  first  power 
is  to  give  prosperity  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  the  second 
power  is  to  make  the  taxes  of  the  country  a  means  of  giving 
the  people  the  money  required  to  pay  the  taxes.  Now,  we 
call  upon  the  Government  to  exercise  those  beneficent 
powers.  It  was  said  once  by  a  celebrated  and  pious  king, 
“  If  I  forget  thee,  oh  Jerusalem,  may  my  right  hand  forget 
its  cunning.”  Have  these  men  forgotten  their  duties? 
They  mado  promises  which  the  Deity  alone  could  fulfil.  Or 
has  their  right  hand  forgot  its  cunning  ?  or  are  they  like 
the  gods  of  old,  upon  whom  Elijah  called  ?  Have  they  gone 
on  a  journey — have  they  gone  on  a  journey,  or  are  they 
asleep  ?  Why,  in  the  present  juncture  of  affairs,  with  the  pre¬ 
sent  difficulties  confronting  us  and  surrounding  us,  and  over 
us— why,  with  the  financial  gloom  which  is  settling  on  this 
country,  aro  not  these  gentlemen  giving  us  prosperity  by  Act 
of  Parliament,  as  they  declared  they  could  ?  Why  are  they 
not  making  this  vast  volume  of  taxation,  which  presses  so 
heavily  on  the  country,  a  means  by  which  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  may  be  increased,  by  furnishing  the  money  to 
pay  these  taxes,  as  they  said  it  would.  Sir,  I  am  afraid  wo 
have  little  hope  that  these  promises  will  be  fulfilled.  I  fear, 
Sir,  they  aro  like  many  other  promises,  that  they  are,  ir. 
fact,  like  all  the  promises  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  with 
reference  to  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy,  falla¬ 
cious,  foundationloss,  false.  But,  Sir,  I  think  we  must  turn 
to  the  sad  reality  and  face  the  difficulties  that  confront  us. 

Mr.  Chariton. 


I  think  we  must  realise  that  we  cannot  secure  the  blessings 
that  their  promises  offered  to  us.  If  we  could,  all  would  be 
well.  But  in  place  of  these  blessings  being  Jikely  to  be 
ours  we  look  abroad  on  an  immense  debt,  on  an  enormous 
load  of  taxation  ;  we  look  abroad  on  our  swelling  expendi¬ 
tures;  we  see  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  syndicate  drink¬ 
ing  up  millions  as  the  thirsty  sand  drinks  up  water, 
and  calling  for  more.  We  see,  in  the  near  future, 
difficulties  which  may  well  ajjpall  the  stoutest  heart. 
We  see  a  Government,  backed  by  a  following  that  seems 
ignorant,  careless,  and  unconcerned  as  to  the  difficulties 
and  dangers  that  threaten  us  ;  and  Air.  Speaker,  all  wo  can 
do  here  is  to  protest-all  wo  can  do  here  is  to  call  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  to  these  difficulties  and  dangers  ; 
all  we  can  do  is  to  implore  them  to  retrace  in  some  measure 
their  steps,  and  endeavor  as  far  as  they  can,  by  prudence  in 
future,  to  avert  the  calamities  which  recklessness  in  the 
past  promises  to  impose  on  us. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  lip.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  11th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

REPORT  OF  THE  FACTORY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  I  desire  once  again  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  if  they  are  the  responsible  parties,  or  of  the 
Printing  Committee  if  it  is  the  responsible  party,  to  the 
tact  that  the  report  of  the  Factory  Commission  has  not  yet 
been  distributed.  A  very  considerable  time  ago  we  saw  ad¬ 
vance  sheets  of  that  report  in  the  hands  of  an  hon.  member 
who  has  taken  part  in  the  debate.  Therefore  there  would 
seem  to  be  no  reason  why,  with  due  expedition,  the  report 
should  not  have  been  printed  and  placed  in  the  hands  of 
members  with  a  view  of  being  used  in  the  debate. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  think  the  chairman  of  that 
committee  stated  the  other  day  that  instructions  had  been 
given  to  have  it  printed  and  distributed  with  the  least  pos¬ 
sible  delay. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  always  done. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  cannot  account  for  it.  I 
thought  the  hon.  member  who  was  speaking  on  the  other 
side  was  reading  from  manuscript  ;  I  thought  it  possible  he 
might  have  taken  the  manuscript  out  of  the  office  and  might 
have  delayed  in  returning  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  I  noticed  it  from  this  distance,  and  saw  he 
was  reading  printed  matter. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  We  are  as  much  annoyed  by 
the  delay  as  the  hon.  gentloman. 

BROOKLYN  BREAKWATER,  N.  S. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Has  wharfage  been  collected  at  the 
Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Queen’s  County,  N.S.  ?  If  so,  how 
much  has  been  collected,  by  what  vessels,  or  by  whom  paid, 
and  to  whom  paid,  from  1st  January,  1881,  to  1st  January, 
1884  ? 


1885, 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


Mr.  McLELAN.  Wharfage  has  been  collected  at 
Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Queen’s  County,  N.S,  $6.20  paid 
to  wharfinger,  Mr.  F.  T.  Gardnor,  up  to  1st  January,  1884. 
Wharfinger  does  not  give  names  of  vessels,  nor  by  whom 
paid,  in  his  statement  of  account.  Wharfinger  appointed 
by  Order  in  Council  of  20th  October,  1882.  Of  the  $6.20 
mentioned,  $1.96  was  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  Receiver- 
General,  and  $1,24  retained  as  commission.  Since  1st 
January,  1881,  Mr.  Gardner  has  collected  for  wharfage 
$12.87,  of  which  $10.30  has  been  deposited  to  credit  of  the 
Receiver-General  and  $2.57  retained  as  commission. 

THE  POLARISCOPIC  TEST  FOR  SUGAR. 

Mr.  YAIL  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has,  as  prom¬ 
ised  last  Session,  investigated  the  question  of  adopting  the 
polariscopic  test  for  sugar  ?  Whether  the  Government  has 
reached  a  conclusion  as  to  the  propriety  of  adopting  that 
test  ?  Whether  it  is  intended  to  propose  to  Parliament  this 
Session  the  adoption  of  that  test  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Government  have  inves¬ 
tigated  the  question  referred  to  and  have  reached  a  conclu¬ 
sion,  but  it  is  not  the  present  intention  of  the  Government 
to  ask  Parliament  to  adopt  that  test. 

HOMESTEADS  WITHIN  THE  RAILWAY  BELT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  many  homesteads  have  been  en¬ 
tered  withinjhe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  belt  up  to  31st 
December  last,  between, — 1.  The  first  and  second  principal 
meridians.  2.  The  second  and  third.  3.  The  third  and 
fourth.  4.  The  fourth  and  fifth. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD,  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  to  this  question,  and  will 
give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  statement  without  any  motion. 

LIGHTHOUSE  ON  DISCOVERY  ISLAND,  B.C. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  asked,  What  has  occasioned  the 
delay  in  the  construction  of  the  lighthouse  on  Discovery 
Island,  B.C.,  as  provided  for  in  the  estimates  1884-85  ;  at 
what  particular  spot  is  it  to  be  located  and  upon  whose 
recommendation  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  was  late  last  Session  when  it  was 
decided  to  erect  a  lighthouse  at  the  point  named.  It  was 
necessary  to  obtain  the  fullest  possible  information  and  to 
prepare  the  necessary  plans.  There  were  a  great  many 
other  plans  on  tho  list  ahead  of  this,  and  the  time  of  the 
engineer  was  fully  occupied  with  them.  Tho  plan  is  now 
ready,  and  tenders  will  be  called  for  in  a  short  time.  The 
sito  selected  is  on  the  south  slope  of  Pandora  Hill,  and  the 
lighthouse  was  located  by  the  agent  of  the  Department. 

SATUMA  ISLAND,  B.C. 

^  Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  erect  a  lighthouse  on  tho  east  point  of 
Satuma  Island,  B.C.  ?  If  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  Government  have  not  concluded  to 
erect  a  lighthouse  at  that  point. 

BUOYS  IN  VICTORIA  AND  NANAIMO  HARBORS. 

Mr.  BAKER,  (Victoria)  asked,  What  was  the  total  cost  of 
taking  up,  laying  down  and  removal  of  the  buoys,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  the  harbors  of  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  and  the  sand 
heads  of  Fraser  River  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  cost  of  the  buoy  service  at  Fraser 
River  was  $1,061.49,  and  Nanaimo,  $49,20;  Victoria  and 
Esquimalt,  $21.66.  The  cost  of  taking  up  and  laying  down 
was  not  obtainable  in  the  Department  this  morning,  as  tho 
vouchers  are  before  tho  Committee  of  Public  Accounts. 
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CASCUMPEC  HARBOR  IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr.  YEO  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  tho  Government  to 
spend  the  sum  of  $5,000  voted  last  Session  for  thoCascum- 
pec  Harbor  improvements  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Although  the  sum  of  $5,000, 
voted  two  years,  was  not  revoted  last  Session,  this  matter  is 
now  receiving  the  attention  of  the  Government. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— TIMBER  DUES. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  What  amount  has  become  duo  to  the 
Government  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  as 
timber  duos  ?  How  much  has  been  paid  of  this  amount  by 
said  company,  and  at  what  dates  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  claim 
$100,000,  or  thereabouts,  from  the  company.  Tho  com¬ 
pany  dispute  the  claim,  and  say  they  are  not  liable  for  it. 
No  payments  have  been  made. 

LIVERPOOL  HARBOR,  N.S. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gover¬ 
nment  to  replace  the  automatic  buoy  off  tho  har¬ 
bor  of  Liverpool,  Queen’s  County,  Nova  Scotia, 
which  either  sunk  at  its  moorings  or  parted  them 
and  went  adrift  in  November  last,  with  another  auto¬ 
matic  buoy  or  bell  buoy,  or  by  a  fog  whistle  on  Western 
Head  or  Coffin’s  Island,  at  the  entrance  of  said  harbor? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  matter  is  now  under  tho  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  Government.  It  was  found  difficult  to  keep  the 
automatic  buoy  moored.  The  Government  are  now  con¬ 
sidering  whether  to  have  an  automatic  buoy  or  some  other 
kind. 

THE  SHORT  LINE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  asked,  When  will  the  plans  and  reports 
of  the  engineers,  respecting  the  Short  Line,  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ere  long. 

THE  LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR  OF  QUEBEC. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  asked,  Whether  His  Honor  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant-Governor  of  Quebec  took  the  same  oaths  of  office  as 
his  predecessors  ;  and,  if  not,  what  oath  did  he  take  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  Lieutenant-Governor 
took  the  oath  of  allegiance  and  the  oath  of  office ;  but  not 
the  oaths  of  office. 

W.  INGLES  BRADLEY. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant)  moved  for: 

Return  showing  the  number  of  days  W.  Ingles  Bradley,  clerk  in  the 
Department  of  Railways,  has  been  registered  on  the  departmental 
attendance  book  since  July  1st,  1884  ;  also  showing  Ike  number  of  days 
attendance  for  which  he  has  received  payment,  and  the  total  amount 
paid,  together  with  the  name  of  the  departmental  officer  certifying  the 
account. 

Mr.  POPE.  There  is  no  objection  to  this  return  being 
brought  down.  The  hon.  member  will  find  Bradley’s  name 
registered  in  the  book  on  every  day  he  worked  in  the 
Department,  but  he  will  not  find  his  name  registered  there 
for  every  day  when  he  worked  for  the  Department  out¬ 
side. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LAND  CLAIMS  BY  BELL  AND  KAVANAGH. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  for: 

1.  Copy  of  all  Orders  in  Council  or  Departmental  Orders  respecting 
S.E.  f  Section  2,  Township  10,  Bange  19  W.  2.  Copies  of  all  claims 
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made  to  said  lands,  and  the  action  of  the  Government  thereon .  3.  Copies 
of  all  petitions,  papers  and  correspondence  with  the  Government  by  one 
Joseph  Bell  and  one  J.  0.  Kavanagh,  and  all  other  persons,  and  all  replies 
thereto  respecting  said  lands. 

He  said :  Certain  papers  have  been  sent  to  me  by  Mr. 
Bell,  of  Brandon,  Man.,  or  rather  by  his  solicitor.  He  com¬ 
plains  that  ho  has  not  been  justly  dealt  with  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  with  respect  to  hi3  claims  for 
this  lot.  The  facts,  as  I  gather  from  the  papers  submitted 
to  me,  are  as  follows: — A  person,  whese  name  is  not  dis¬ 
closed  in  the  papers  sent  me,  located  upon  the  south¬ 
east  quarter  of  section  two,  Township  10,  Eange  19  W., 
some  three  or  four  years  ago.  It  is  alleged  that  he  made 
certain  improvements  on  the  land,  built  a  small  shanty  upon 
it,  and  cultivated  the  land  to  some  extent,  but  did  not  com¬ 
ply  fully  with  the  law  with  regard  to  homesteaders.  It  is 
alleged  that  a  person  by  tho  name  of  J.  C.  Kavanagh,  of  the 
Town  of  Brandon,  having  discovered  that  the  original 
locate©  had  not  complied  with  the  settlement  duties  jumped 
the  original  locatee’s  claim.  He  made  application  to  the 
Crown  Land  Agent,  at  Brandon,  and  on  the  production  of 
certain  evidence  he  was  allowed  to  make  entry  for  the  lot ; 
in  other  words,  as  I  understand  it, Kavanagh — as  I  suppose  he 
had  a  perfect  right  to  do  at  that  time — having  found  the  land 
unoccupied  and  improved  to  the  extent  required  by  law, 
took  advantage  of  that  fact,  and  jumped  the  original  home¬ 
steader’s  claim,  and  thus  had  the  benefit  of  whatever  little  im¬ 
provements  he  had  made,  small  or  great,  but  not  sufficient,  as 
I  understand,  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  law.  I  do  not 
complain  of  this,  nor  does,  I  believe,  Mr.  Bell  or  his  solici¬ 
tor,  because  the  land  not  having  been  occupied,  and  the  im¬ 
provements  not  having  been  made  as  they  ought  to  have 
been  made,  of  course  Kavanagh,  if  he  was  a  settler,  had  a 
perfect  right  to  jump  the  claim,  get  the  entry  and  take  ad¬ 
vantage  of  any  improvements  made  by  the  previous  locatee. 
I  believe  it  is  over  two  years  since  Kavanagh  jumped  the 
claim  of  the  original  homesteader.  Now,  Kavanagh  having 
jumped  tho  claim  of  the  original  homesteader  on  the  ground 
that  he  had  not  been  an  occupant  of  the  land  six  mouths  in 
every  year  for  three  years,  and  had  not  made  the  improve¬ 
ments,  having  taken  possession  of  the  land  on  that  tech¬ 
nical  ground,  Kavanagh  himself  was  bound  to  obey  the 
law.  He  was  bound,  if  ho  was  an  actual  settler,  to  remain 
on  the  land  six  months  of  every  year  for  three  years,  and 
make  the  improvements  required  by  law.  Now,  it  appears 
that  the  law  requires  that  every  homestoader  shall  remain 
continuously  for  six  months  out  of  every  year  for  three 
years  on  the  land,  that  ho  shall  build  a  house  of  given  di¬ 
mensions,  and  shall  make  a  given  quantity  of  improve¬ 
ments  each  year.  It  -  is  said  that  Kavanagh,  who  got  pos¬ 
session  of  the  land  in  tho  way  I  have  indicated,  nover  did 
reside  on  the  land  at  all,  although  it  was  over 
two  yeara  since  he  made  the  original  entry, 

that  he  never  built  a  house  on  tho  land  of  the 

dimensions  required  by  law,  or  made  any  improve¬ 
ment  of  any  kind.  Now,  this  J.  C.  Kavanagh  could 
not  well  do  that,  because,  as  I  am  informed,  he  is  postmaster 
at  Brandon,  living  in  Brandon,  Avhile  the  land  referred  to 
in  this  motion  is  situated  some  four  miles  from  tho  city,  and 
Kavanagh  never  did  reside  for  a  single  hour  on  this 
quarter  section,  and  never  made,  it  is  alleged,  one  dollar’s 
worth  of  improvements  on  the  land.  Now,  it  is  further 
alleged  that  on  the  18th  of  August  of  last  year,  a  person  by 
the  name  of  J  oseph  Bell,  who  left  tho  Province  of  Ontario  last 
fall  and  went  up  to  Manitoba  to  settle  there,  discovered  this 
quarter-section  vacant,  and  having  made  enquiries  amongst 
his  neighbors,  was  told  that  it  had  not  been  occupied  for  two 
years  by  anybody,  he  examined  the  improvements  and 
found  that  the  improvements  required  by  law  had  not 
been  made  on  the  land.  He  then  made  application  to 
tho  Crown  Land  Agent  in  the  town  of  Brandon  for 
the  land,  doing  as  Kavanagh  before  him  had  done,  jumping 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


the  claim  of  his  predecessor.  Ho  supplied  satisfactory 
evidence  of  the  facts  to  tho  agent — that  tho  land  was  un¬ 
occupied  for  about  two  years,  and  that  the  improvements 
had  not  been  made,  and  the  Crown  Land  Agent,  as  in  duty 
bound  to  do,  proceeded  to  make  entry  for  Mr.  Bell.  It 
so  happened  that  the  post  office  in  Brandon  and  the 
Crown  Laud  Agent’s  office  are  not  far  apart,  and  singularly 
enough  while  Mr.  Bell  was  in  the  act  of  having  his  entry 
made  in  the  Crown  Lands  Office,  Kavanagh’s  clerk  entered 
the  office  with  papers  made  out  by  Kavanagh  himself, 
asking  for  the  cancellation  of  Kavanagh’s  entry,  and  that 
the  entry  should  be  made  for  Kavanagh’s  clerk.  The  clerk 
produced  papers  in  the  office  drawn  up  by  Kavanagh  ask¬ 
ing  that  his  (Kavanagh’s)  claim  might  be  cancelled,  and 
that  the  clerk  might  get  an  entry  for  the  lot.  However, 
the  agent  paid  no  attention  to  the  application,  and  the  entry 
was  made  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Bell.  If  the  matter  had  stood 
there  Mr.  Bell  would  have  had  no  ground  of  complaint. 
The  fact  I  have  just  mentioned,  as  far  as  I  know,  is  estab¬ 
lished  by  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Todd,  solicitor  for  Mr. 
Bell,  to  H.  H.  Smith,  Inspector  of  Dominion  Lands  in 
Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  in  which  tho  following  occurs  : — 

“  In  writing  you  on  the  25th  I  forgot  to  mention  the  fact  that  at  the 
same  time,  or  while  Mr.  Bell  was  in  the  Land  Office  filing  his  cancella¬ 
tion  papers,  Mr.  Kavanagh,  by  some  means,  heard  of  it,  and  immedi¬ 
ately  sent  in  his  own  clerk  with  papers  made  out  to  cancel  the  same 
quarter  section,  in  his  (the  clerk’s)  favor.  This  fact  shows  positively 
that  Mr.  Kavanagh  knew  that  he  had  not  complied  with  the  terms  of 
the  Act  and  could  not  legally  hold  the  place.’’ 

Now,  such  are  the  facts  so  fir  as  they  are  detailed  to  me  ; 
and  I  say  that  if  these  facts  are  correct  it  is  quite  clear  that 
the  action  of  Kavanagh  in  sending  his  own  clerk  to  cancel 
his  entry  in  favor  of  the  clerk,  is  clear  evidence  that  he 
knew  that  he  had  no  right  to  the  land,  that  ho  was  not 
entitled  to  hold  that  quarter  section  under  the  law  and  the 
regulations  of  the  Department.  He  was  anxious  that  the 
entry  should  be  cancelled  to  himself  and  be  made  out  to 
his  clerk.  Now,  this  Mr.  Bell  is  evidently  not  a  speculator. 
That  he  intended  to  become  an  actual  bond  fide  settler,  I 
think,  is  clear  enough  from  the  communication  of  the  25th 
of  September  last,  sent  to  the  Inspector  of  Dominion  Lands 
at  Winnipeg,  in  which  the  following  passage  occurs  : — 

“  Mr.  Bell  and  his  wife  came  out  here  from  Ontario  with  a  view  to 
taking  up  land  and  besoming  a  bond  fide  settler,  and  in  looking  around 
found  this  place  not  occupied,  but  entered  by  cancellation  of  a  former 
entry  by  Mr.  J.  0.  Kavanagh.  On  making  enquiry,  he  found  that  Mr. 
Kavanagh  had  never  lived  on  the  place  or  otherwise  complied  with  the 
terms  of  the  Act  for  homesteading.  He,  therefore,  at  once  applied  to 
have  the  entry  cancelled,  and  filed  his  papers  accordingly.” 

Now,  Sir,  the  Statute,  as  I  understand  it,  requires  that  an 
actual  settler  must  remain  on  his  land  six  months  in  the 
year  and  make  certain  improvements,  unless  he  gets  leave 
of  absence.  On  tho  18th  day  of  August,  Mr.  Bell  made  his 
entry  in  the  Crown  Lands  Office  at  Brandon,  and  his  entry 
was  received  by  the  Crown  Lands  Agent.  But  sixteen  days 
afterwards,  Mr.  Kavanagh  made  application  for  leave  of 
absence  ;  and  having  produced  his  medical  certificate,  he 
obtained  leave  of  absence.  Now,  it  is  quite  clear  that  before 
the  leave  of  absence  was  obtained,  Mr.  Kavanagh  had  no 
right  at  all  to  this  quarter  section;  and  I  think  the 
Department  should  not  continue  Mr.  Kavanagh’s  rights 
under  a  leave  of  absence  granted  to  him  sixteen  days 
alter  another  person  had  obtained  an  entry  for  this 
same  lot.  Now,  Mr.  Bell  has  been  for  some  time  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  obtain  satisfaction  from  the  Department,  but  so 
far  has  not  been  able  to  get  any.  He  has  written  to  the 
Department  at  Winnipog,  has  seen  the  agent  at  Branion, 
and  has  communicated  with  the  Department  here  ;  and  as 
a  last  resort  he  communicated  with  the  First  Minister, 
believing  that  if  he  wrote  to  him,  the  matter  would  be 
attended  to.  The  First  Minister,  of  course,  replied  to  the 
letter,  simply  I  think  referring  Mr.  Bell  to  tho  Department 
of  the  Interior,  from  which,  so  far,  he  has  been  unable  to 
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obtain  any  redress.  Now,  all  those  facts  havo  been  estab¬ 
lished  by  a  number  of  individuals  who  live  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  the  land,  and  who  are  thoroughly  conversant  with  all 
the  circumstances  ;  and  the  whole  neighborhood,  so  far  as  I 
am  informed,  are  in  favor  of  Mr.  Bell  getting  this  quarter  sec 
tion  rather  than  Mr.  Kavanagh,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
latter  is  looked  upon  as  a  speculator.  He  is  known  to  be  a 
Government  official,  and  believed  to  be  an  official  speculator 
there,  taking  advantage  of  the  position  the  Government  has 
given  him  as  postmaster  of  Brandon  to  secure  this  quarter- 
section  upon  which  Mr.  Bell  wishes  to  settle  as  a 
bond  fide  settlor.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  these  facts.  We  have 
one  man  who  left  the  Province  of  Ontario  with  his  family 
and  went  to  the  North-West,  and  who,  finding  this  lot  vacant 
took  possession  of  it  as  an  actual  bond  fide  settler,  desiring 
to  become  a  permanent  resident  of  the  country.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  Mr.  Kavanagh,  a  well  paid  official  of  the 
Government,  the  postmaster  of  Brandon,  who  is  not  engag¬ 
ing  in  farming  operations,  whose  business  is  not  farming, 
and  who,  as  long  as  he  remains  postmaster  of  Brandon,  can 
never  become  a  settler  on  this  land.  Thus  far  Mr.  Bell  has 
struggled  in  vain  to  got  satisfaction  against  this  official 
speculator.  These  are  facts,  as  they  appear  from  the  papers 
sent  to  me,  some  of  which  have  been  copied  from  docu¬ 
ments  sent  to  the  Government.  There  are  three 
affidavits  made  by  responsible  men  in  the  neigbor- 
hood,  one  a  justice  of  the  peace  and  the  other  two  farmers, 
detailing  these  facts.  Petitions  and  remonstrances  have 
been  made  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  to  the 
Government,  and  so  far  without  success.  If  these  are  facts, 
and  I  believe  they  are,  this  mank  Mr.  Ball,  has  not  been 
treated  in  a  way  that  we  would  expect  settlers  going  into 
the  North-West  with  the  view  of  making  their  future  home 
there  ought  to  be  treated.  It  appears  to  me  that  he  has 
been  treated  with  great  injustice  and  harshness.  If  men 
from  the  Province  of  Ontario  or  any  other  Province,  or 
immigrants  of  any  class  going  into  the  country,  are  to  meet 
with  obstacles  and  difficulties  such  as  I  have  mentioned, 
we  need  not  be  very  much  surprised  if  the  tide  of 
immigration  to  that  country  is  not  as  great  as  we  have 
reason  to  expect.  Now,  the  First  Minister  knows  that 
a  man  like  Joseph  Bell,  an  active,  vigorous,  persever¬ 
ing  fellow,  if  he  does  not  got  what  he  considers  fair  play 
there,  will  very  likely  do  as  others  have  done,  leave  the 
country,  and  leave  not  on  the  best  terms  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  or  the  Government  of  the  country  ;  and  a  man  who 
leaves  the  country  because  he  has  received  harsh  treatment, 
will  do  it  more  harm  than  half  a  dozen  agents  can  undo  in  a 
^ear.  I  trust  that  the  First  Minister  will  examine  these 
papers  himself,  if  he  can  spare  the  time  from  the 
multiplicity  of  his  engagements,  and  if  he  will 
bring  to  bear  upon  them,  as  I  have  no  doubt  he  will,  a  fair 
judicial  mind,  1  believe  he  will  have  no  hesitation  in  award¬ 
ing  the  homestead  to  Mr.  Bell.  It  is  intolerable  that  an 
official  of  the  Government  should  be  allowed  to  specu¬ 
late  in  lands  and  keep  out  an  actual  bond  fide  settler,  as  Mr. 
Bell  is  described  to  me  to  be.  I  therefore  trust  that  the 
bringing  down  of  the  papers  may  prove  to  be  unnecessary 
by  reason  of  the  First  Minister  dealing  with  the  case  and 
doing  justice  to  Mr.  Bell,  by  giving  him  the  land  which  he 
is  now  unable  to  get. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  can  be  no  objection 
to  this  motion  passing  and  the  papers  being  brought  down 
at  once.  I  did  not  gather  from  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
Mr.  Bell  brought  his  case  before  the  Land  Board. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Yes,  he  communicated  with 
the  inspector.  I  read  the  letter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  I  suppose  the  case 
is  before  the  Land  Board.  A  great  many  complaints  were 
made,  and  of  necessity  made,  about  delay  in  the  settlement 
of  cases  with  reference  to  claims  in  the  North-West,  because 
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they  had  all  to  be  sent  down  to  head  quarters  at  Ottawa. 
To  avoid  that,  and  to  enable  such  matters  to  bo  settled  as 
speedily  as  possible,  a  Land  Board  was  formed,  of  which  Mr. 
Pierce  is  inspector.  This  board  has  done  its  work  steadily 
and  on  the  whole  satisfactorily.  They  have  decided  an  in¬ 
finity  of  cases  without  coming  here,  and  it  is  obvious  to 
every  hon.  member  that  unless  there  is  an  evident  case  of 
injustice,  it  is  only  unprofitably  taking  up  the  time  of  the 
House  to  make  it  a  court  of  appeal.  Complaints  of  injus¬ 
tice  should  not  be  brought  here  when  there  is  no  evidence 
or  authority  to  show  that  they  were  laid  before  the  board, 
or  that  the  board  had  rejected  a  claim  improperly,  or  that 
there  has  been  unjustifiable  delay.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  his  statement  that  if  Mr.  Kavanagh  has 
actually  forfeited  his  claim,  and  that  Mr.  Bell  has  thereupon 
agreed  to  the  terms  of  the  statute  and  made  tho  entry,  no 
leave  of  absence  to  Mr.  Kavanagh  can  restore  Mr. 
Kavanagh’s  claim.  I  shall,  however,  look  into  this  mattor. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RETURNS. 

Mr.  HESSON  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing — 1st.  The  number  of  returns  ordered  by  this  House 
relating  in  any  way  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  since  the  date  of 
the  contract  with  the  Government;  2nd.  The  number  granted,  and  the 
number  refused  by  the  House  ;  3rd.  The  cost  of  preparing  such  returns, 
with  the  names  of  persons  calling  for  same  ;  and  4th.  Said  statement  to 
include  all  returns  so  called  up  to  the  18th  day  of  February,  inst.,  with 
the  estimated  or  probable  cost  of  preparing  same. 

He  said :  My  object  in  asking  for  this  statement  is  not  to 
prevent  reasonable  information  being  given,  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  always  and  ought  always  to  be  ready  to  give,  but 
if  possible  to  prevent  calling  for  returns,  which  in  many 
cases  are  absolutely  useless.  The  matter  was  brought  to 
my  notice  in  connection  with  one  of  those  returns.  I  had 
the  curiosity  to  go  to  tho  Department,  and  there  I  found 
that  a  great  deal  of  money  had  been  wasted  in  preparing 
those  returns.  180  orders  already  have  been  passed,  of 
which  something  like  80  have  been  brought  down,  and  the 
balance  will  no  doubt  come  in  due  time.  So  far  as  I  can 
find  out,  in  the  British  House  of  Commons,  with  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  some  40,000,000  or  50,000,000  of  people  to  care  for 
and  provide  and  enquire  for,  the  returns  brought  down  in 
one  year  in  this  House  are  equal  in  number  to  those  brought 
down  in  six  years  in  that  country.  This  shows  the  quick¬ 
ness  and  ease  with  which  orders  are  passed  by  us,  and  I 
think  it  is  quite  possible  wo  are  wasting  a  great  deal  of 
money  in  that  direction.  Only  last  evening  we  had  tho 
pleasure  of  listening  to  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite  as  he 
dwelt  upon  the  extravagance  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  HESSON.  If  I  am  not  to  refer  to  that,  I  have  of 
course  to  get  around  it  in  some  other  way.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  as  a  general  rule  complaint  is  made  against  the 
Government  from  time  to  time  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  the  effect  that  there  is  gross  extravagance  in  the  Depart¬ 
ments,  and  that  as  the  Departments  are  within  the  control 
of  the  Government  their  expenses  are  therefore  chargeable 
directly  to  the  Government.  If  they  were  to  at¬ 
tempt  to  refuse  these  orders,  I  presume  the  insinuation 
would  be  made  that  the  Government  desired  to 
cover  up  some  information  that  it  was  proper 
for  the  people  to  have.  Therefore  the  Government 
dare  not  raise  any  objection,  and  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  are  generally  delicate  about  making  any 
suggestion  on  that  score,  lest  it  might  be  said  they  were 
endorsing  the  action  of  the  Government  in  refusing  inform¬ 
ation.  There  is  not  a  member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  is  not  delighted  to  get  all  the  information  pos¬ 
sible  on  these  subjects,  and  we  do  not  blame  members 
on  the  other  side  for  asking  for  reasonable  informa¬ 
tion,  but  it  ought  to  be  such  information  as  is  not  only 
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of  interest  to  the  gentleman  who  asks  for  it,  but  to 
the  country,  A  return  was  asked  for  on  January  30th, 
18 34,  the  order  was  passed  by  the  House,  and  the  work  was 
undertaken  during  the  recess,  as  it  was  of  such  a  character 
that  it  was  impossible  to  prepare  it  for  that  Session.  It  was 
brought  down  on  the  19  th  February,  during  this  Session, 
and  that  return  has  not  been  examined  by  one  single  gen¬ 
tleman,  not  even  by  the  gentleman  who  called  for  the  in¬ 
formation.  For  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  I  present  to  it 
that  return,  and  I  would  like  to  have  it  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  gontloman  who  called  for  it.  We  have  here  4,099 
pages  of  foolscap  a  good  deal  of  the  fool  about  it,  I  fancy— 
and  the  gentleman  who  called  for  it  has  never  seen  it,  that 
is  the  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton).  It  will 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  how  much  that  hon. 
gentleman  complains  of  the  Goveimment  for  its  expenses.  I 
have  taken  the  opinion  of  competent  men  in  regard  to  the 
cost  of  this  return,  and  I  find  that  it  must  have  been  over 
$800.  The  leader  of  theOpposition  smiles  in  his  usual  manner, 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  some  poor  employe  has  been 
ground  down  to  the  lowest  in  order  to  make  the  amount 
so  small.  Imagine  4,099  pages  of  foolscap,  over 
8A-  reams  of  paper.  I  have  sent  the  return  to  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk,  who,  I  am  sorry  to  see,  is  not 
in  his  seat,  because,  I  suppose,  he  wanted  it,  and  yet  he  has 
not  thought  it  worth  his  while  to  call  and  see  it.  It  was 
under  lock  and  key ;  I  made  enquiry  and  saw  it,  but  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  moved  for  it  has  not  thought  fit  to 
examine  it,  and  yet  he  complains  of  the  expenditure.  I 
think,  wheu  the  sum  of  $10,000  a  year  is  spoken  of  for 
these  returns,  that  must  be  under  the  mark.  It  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  calculate  what  they  cost  over  that.  Each  Depart¬ 
ment  gets  out  its  own  returns,  and  employs  extra  clerks 
to  do  the  work,  and  only  the  Department  itself  can  know 
what  it  costs.  I  do  not  wish  to  prevent  the  furnishing  of 
information,  which  is  really  necessary — I  want  that  to  be 
distinctly  understood — but  I  do  want  to  prevent  that  sort 
of  useless  waste.  The  House  can  easily  understand  what 
that  return  may  cost,  allowing  20  cents  a  folio,  and  there 
are  1*70  quires  of  paper  into  the  bargain. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  been  somewhat  amused  with  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  motion,  and  the  way  he  supported  it.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  moved  for  the  returns  connected  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  He  says  hie  reason  is  to  see 
what  the  cost  has  been ;  he  does  not  want  to  waste  money, 
and  he  is  going  to  show  there  has  been  a  waste  of  money, 
and  he  proves  the  waste  of  money  by  producing  an  example 
which  has  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  but  which  I  believe  has  to  do  with  the  timber 
limits  in  the  North-West.  According  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  view  there  has  been  a  wilful  waste  in  making  returns 
as  to  timber  limits  in  the  North-West,  and  that  is  a  good 
reason  for  sustaining  the  motion  with  regard  to  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway.  I  should  be  happy  to  have  seconded 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion  if  he  had  done  me  the  honor  to 
ask  me  to  do  so.  I  am  quite  willing  to  bear  along  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  the  other  209  members  of  this  Souse, 
my  share  of  responsibility  for  the  motions  which  the  House 
has  unanimously  called  for  upon  the  subject  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  ;  but  how  the  hon.  gentleman  by  his  motion 
will  be  able  to  ascertain  which  of  these  returns,  if  any,  was 
a  useless  return,  I  do  not  know.  After  the  papers  come 
down  we  will  find  the  number  of  returns,  and  the 
cost  of  thorn,  although  I  hope  the  cost  will  not  be 
estimated  at  20  cents  per  folio  for  copying,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  estimated,  because  that  would  make 
somebody  very  rich,  and  it  will  not  be  the  proper  cost  of 
this  work.  I  say  you  will  find  a  number  of  returns  and  the 
cost,  but  where  will  you  find  the  occasion  upon  which  the 
House  has  erred  in  ordering  the  returns,  and  which  partic¬ 
ular  return  is  in  the  interest  of  the  public  ?  The  hon, 
Mr.  Hesson, 


gentleman  has  had  this  motion  on  the  Table  a  good  while. 
It  was  on  awhile  ago,  but  he  was  not  here  when  it  was 
called,  and  it  was  dropped.  He  renewed  it,  and  he  has 
been  for  some  time  at  work  to  prove  instances  of  extrava¬ 
gance,  and  after  all  his  exertions  he  is  no  nearer  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  than  the  timber  limits  in  the 
North-West  as  to  cases  of  extravagance.  The  distance 
which  he  has  reached,  however,  does  not  touch  the  ques¬ 
tion  ;  he  is  not  even  dangerously  near  it,  as  the  American 
statesman  was  once  said  to  be,  after  speaking  an  hour  and 
twenty  minutes.  It  is  a  good  thing  to  know  how  much 
these  returns  have  cost  upon  a  proper  estimate,  but  it  will 
not  enable  us  to  judge  wherein  we  erred  in  ordering 
them.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  it  is  a  delicate  thing 
for  members  of  the  Government  to  decline  to  grant  a  return. 
No,  Sir,  it  is  not  a  delicate  thing;  if  the  motion  be  an  im¬ 
proper  motion,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  point 
out  that  it  is  so,  and  where  the  House  does  not  choose  to 
say  it  is  an  improper  motion,  they  are  responsible 
equally  with  the  other  members  of  this  House 
for  the  return  being  granted.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  it  is  a  delicate  thing  for  the  Government  to 
do,  and  because  it  is  a  delicate  thing,  therefore  ho  does  it. 
But  it  is  not  a  delicate  thing  for  them  at  all.  Any  hon. 
gentleman  who  sees  that  a  proposal  is  being  made  by  this 
House  which  is  a  waste  of  money  and  extravagant,  has  not 
merely  the  right,  but  is  also  bound,  to  point  it  out,  and  to 
raise  his  voice  against  it — to  protest,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  to-day  protested,  against  wilful  waste  and  extravagance, 
and  to  record  his  dissent  in  a  proper,  way  by  speech  if  not 
by  motion.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  is  a  party  to  all 
these  returns ;  he  and  I  together  have  agreed  that  these 
returns  are  proper  which  he  now  thinks  are  improper.  As 
far  as  I  myself  am  concerned,  my  opinion  is  that  the  leturns 
which  have  been  moved  for  in'relation  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  are  not  merely  proper,  but  that  it  was  highly  in 
the  public  interest  that  the  information  should  be  obtained. 
I  do  not  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  pronounced 
with  reference  to  any  particular  one  of  them,  that  he  and  I 
erred  in  agreeing  that  the  motion  should  be  made.  When 
he  does  suggest  with  reference  to  any  particular  return 
that  he  and  I,  in  the  partnership  which  we  have  established 
in  this  matter,  committed  an  error,  why,  then,  that  partner¬ 
ship  may  be  dissolved,  and  he  and  I  may  be  disposed  to  dif¬ 
fer;  but  up  to  this  time  I  havo  not  heard  any  statement 
as  to  any  one  of  these  returns  having  been  ordered  in  error. 

Mr.  MULOCK;  The  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr. 
Hesson),  in  making  this  motion,  expresses  his  desire  to 
economise  public  funds.  I  think  every  hon.  member  in  thief 
House  entirely  concurs  with  him  in  that  wish.  I  think, 
however,  he  has  succeeded  in  establishing  to  the  House  that 
there  has  been  an  unwise  expenditure  of  money,  but  he  has 
not,  perhaps,  succeeded  in  placing  that  expenditure  at  the 
door  of  those  hon .  members  whom  he  wishes  to  inculpate. 
He  states  that  an  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  for  papers  here, 
which  were  produced,  has  not,  up  this  time,  perused  them. 
I  should  like  to  know  how  ho  could  have  perused  them 
since  they  were  produced.  Because,  up  to  this  moment 
they  have  not  been  perused,  he  infers  they  are  never  going 
to  be  perused.  He  finally  infers  from  all  this  that  $800  has 
been  wasted  because  of  the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton).  All  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Perth  has  established  is  th*at  the  Government 
have  obeyed  the  order  of  this  House  for  producing  certain 
papers  at  a  cost  of  $800,  which  is,  I  think,  according  to  the 
tariff,  $600  more  than  they  ought  to  have  cost. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  it  was  $750  to’o  much.  I  can  say 
with  regard  to  the  paper  produced  in  answer  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk,  that  I  was  requested 
personally  by  that  hon.  gentleman,  to  go  through  and  ex¬ 
amine  those  papers  in  company  with  another  member  of  this 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


483 


House,  and  went  through  them.  I  think  that  is  strong  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  did  not 
order  those  papers  for  no  purpose.  I  have  ordered  some 
papers  myself  in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  and  I  am  sorry  that  in  the  estimation  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Perth  I  should  have  been  guilty  of  im¬ 
propriety  in  doing  so.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  after  this, 
when  an  hon.  member  desires  to  make  a  motion  for  returns 
that  the  motion  should  be  submitted  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  decide  whether  he  considers  it  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  that  the  House  should  have  that  return  or  not.  He 
appears  to  be  willing  to  sit  in  judgment  on  the  Opposition 
members  in  this  matter  ;  he  condemns  strongly  the  course 
they  have  taken  in  asking  for  these  papers.  1  acknowledge 
that  he  has  had  considerably  more  parliamentary  experi¬ 
ence  than  I  havo  had  myself,  and  I  would  have  no  objec¬ 
tion,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  money,  that  the  House  should 
submit  these  motions  for  his  personal  consideration  that  he 
may  decide,  in  the  wisdom  his  greater  experience  gives 
him,  whether  it  is  in  the  public  interest  that  the  return 
should  bo  grantod.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
any  right  to  find  fault  with  us  on  the  score  of  expenditure. 
Many  people  are  employed  during  the  Session  in  preparing 
these  returns  ;  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  any  friend  of  his  employed  in  that  connection — possibly 
ho  has,  possibly  he  has  not.  However,  I  may  state  once 
more  that  the  papers  moved  for  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  were  examined  by  myself  and  another 
gentleman  at  his  request,  and  out  of  those  papers  he  got 
the  information  for  which  he  asked. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  can  corroborate  the  statements  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat.  These 
papers  were  examined  by  several  members  of  the  House  ;  I, 
myself,  devoted  several  hours  to  their  examination  on 
behalf  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk.  In  our 
perusal  of  those  papers  we  found  some  correspondence  of 
interest  to  the  hon,  membor  for  North  Perth ;  we  found 
several  documents  with  reference  to  a  particular  friend  of 
his,  residing  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  anxious  to  obtain  a 
timber  limit,  and  that  particular  friend  happens  to  be  his 
own  son-in-law.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  be  the  last  to 
call  in  question  documents  of  that  nature  when  called  for 
by  hon.  members. 

Mr.  HBSSON.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat  took  a  little  longer  to  examine  the 
papers  when  he  found  them  so  interesting.  He  might  have 
found,  also,  some  information  of  considerable  personal 
interest  to  himself  if  he  had  looked  through  them  carefully. 
But  apart  from  that,  I  leave  it  to  the  intelligence 
of  this  House  if  it  is  possible,  for  even  such  clever 
gentlemen  as  those  who  have  declared  they  havo  been 
acting  as  deputies  for  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk 
-?-and  we  all  know  that  nature  has  not  been  less  liberal  to 
them  in  that  respect  than  to  other  hon  gentlemen — that  it 
was  possible  for  them  to  grasp  and  comprehend  what  those 
papers  meant  during  the  few  moments  they  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House.  We  have  the  assurance  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  in  charge  that  there  is  but  one  gentleman  in 
this  House  besides  myself  who  has  examined  those 
returns  which  were  sent  up  to  the  room  where  they 
are  usually  kept.  My  hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  takes  me  to  task  for  not  having  come 
more  closely  to  the  question  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  returns.  I  went  to  the  room  with  the  view  of  look¬ 
ing  at  those  returns,  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  if  there  was 
any  information  on  the  subject  there,  but  the  first  thing  I 
met  was  this  Jumbo  of  a  return,  which  prevented  me  from 
looking  any  further.  I  was  convinced  that  I  had  come 
across  a  huge  elephant,  and  that,  if  the  first  return  I 
reached  comprised  4,099  pages,  it  was  beyond  my  power  to 
examine  much  further.  If  the  gentleman,  in  the  few 


minutes  the  return  was  on  the  Table,  was  able  to  get  at  the 
information  it  contained,  I  cannot  understand  it.  I  havo 
the  assurance  that  neither  that  gentleman  nor  any  ono 
else  had  called  at  the  room  where  these  returns  were  kept 
under  lock  and  key,  and  that  only  myself  and  another 
member  of  the  House  had  been  there.  I  hopo  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  is  as  sincere  as  he  pretends  in  his 
desire  to  keep  down  the  expenditure  when  he  asks  that  the 
question  should  be  referred  to  some  parties  in  this  House 
who  should  be  the  proper  persons  to  judge  of  the  value  of 
these  returns. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Then  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wel¬ 
lington  (Mr.  McMullen)  did. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  he  did. 

Mr.  HESSON.  He  said  the  question  should  be  referred 
to  myself.  Did  he  recollect  that  he  is  here,  like  myself,  to 
watch  that  unnecessary  expenditures  are  avoided  as  far  as 
possible.  If  we  can  gather  the  value  of  a  return  at  all,  I 
think  it  would  bo  by  the  gentleman  who  called  for  it  think¬ 
ing  it  worth  while  to  spend  some  time  over  it  and  give  the  in¬ 
formation  which  it  contained  to  the  public.  It  is  stated  that 
my  name  was  included  in  that  return  as  an  applicant  for 
timber  limits.  That  is  no  greater  discovery  than  might  be 
made  in  regard  to  any  member  of  this  House. 

Some  hoa.  MEMBERS.  No.  • 

Mr.  HESSON.  There  may  be  some  exceptions,  but  they 
are  very  few.  A  list  was  published  before,  and  nearly 
every  member  was  included  in  that  as  an  applicant  either 
for  himself  or  for  a  friend.  I  may  say  that  I  have  no 
interest  in  any  limit  or  in  any  foot  of  land  the  Government 
possesses.  If,  however,  I  can  obtain  any  grant  for  any  of 
my  constituents,  I  have  a  right  to  do  so,  and  I  shall  feel  it 
a  privilege  to  do  that  for  my  constituents  or  my  friends.  The 
wish  of  the  country  was  that  that  region  should  be  developed, 
that  the  limits  should  be  developed  and  the  land  settled,  and 
whatever  facility  can  be  given  in  that  direction  is  perfectly 
justifiable.  The  member  for  North  Norfolk  must  have  had 
some  object  in  moving  for  this  return,  and  that  object  ought 
not  to  bo  lost  in  a  year.  It  is  nearly  a  month  since  the 
return  was  brought  down,  and,  if  he  could  not  find  time  to 
investigate  it,  he  could  not  have  thought  it  very  valuable. 
If  a  gontleman  gets  a  speech  in,  when  he  is  asking  for  an 
order  of  the  House,  and  that  is  all  he  wants,  it  would  be  far 
better  to  let  the  order  drop  than  to  put  the  country  to  this 
unnecessary  expense.  I  should  like  to  have  this  informa¬ 
tion  for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  I  did  not  ask  for  informa¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  all  the  returns,  but,  on  the  question  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  I  thought  it  necessary  that  wo 
should  know  whether  it  was  desirable  to  spend  almost  as 
much  in  getting  returns  as  in  lending  them  sums  of  money. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  like  to  enquire 
from  the  hon.  member  from  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  as 
he  seems  to  have  devoted  gome  attention  to  the  subject, 
whether  among  those  returns  as  to  timber  limits  is  included 
a  certain  celebrated  correspondence  which  has  lately  ap¬ 
peared,  known  as  the  Mitchell-Macpherson  correspondence, 
because,  if  so,  he  greatly  underrated  the  value  of  the  re¬ 
turn  which  has  been  brought  down.  I  have  not  had  time 
to  examine  the  return,  but  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
it  includes  that  correspondence. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Three  or  four  of  these  motions 
for  returns  are  going  to  take  up  all  the  afeernoon, 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  heard  some  one  say  that  this 
motion  would  take  all  the  afternoon.  If  so,  I  am  not  to 
blame  for  it,  and  I  am  quite  sure  I  do  not  occupy  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  What  I  have  to  say  I  mean  to  say, 
and  I  have  no  fear  of  intimidation  oven  from  my  friends  on 
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this  side  of  the  House.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  member 
now  interrupting  me  will  gain  anything  by  doing  so.  If 
Mr.  Speaker  cannot  keep  order,  I  will  take  my  seat.  I  am 
sorry  these  returns  were  placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Their  appearance  has  certainly  had  a  vory  depressing  effect 
on  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  so 
much  so  that  he  was  constrained  to  quote  the  lines  of 
Watts  : 

“  No  foot  of  land  do  I  possess, 

No  cottage  in  ihe  wilderness.” 

And  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth,  who  is  usually  jolly 
and  pleasant,  looked  at  those  returns  on  the  Table  and  was 
no  longer  able  to  smile.  I  understand  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  has  come  into  the  House  and 
sat  down  right  behind  them,  and  he  will  soon  be  as  solemn 
as  a  tombstone.  Tho  hon.  member  for  South  Wellington 
(Mr.  McMullen),  a  genial  and  smiling  gentleman,  also  looks 
depressed  ;  he  has  spent  three  or  four  hours  on  these  re¬ 
turns.  Now  they  have  been  piled  before  the  genial  face 
and  countenance  of  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  County 
(Mr.  Wright)  to  see  if  they  will  not  take  the  smile  out  of 
his  face.  It  is  very  unfortunate  that  these  returns  should 
have  been  brought  in  here.  I  have  not  had  tho  pleasure  or 
the  misfortune  to  look  over  them,  and  so  they  have  had  no 
effect  on  me.  One  word  about  tho  main  question,  as  to 
asking  for  i  eturns.  I  sympathise,  I  cannot  help  sympathis¬ 
ing,  largely  with  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  paving  been 
myself  in  Opposition  for  seven  or  eight  years,  in 
asking  for  information  on  all  subjects  connected  with 
the  welfare,  happiness,  comfort  and  business  relations  of 
the  people  of  Canada.  It  is  a  very  wide  subject,  and  one 
that  can  be  elucidated  in  many  ways ;  but  who  is  to  tell 
how  far  one  is  to  go  ?  No  doubt  those  hon.  gentlemen 
experience,  as  I  experienced  when  in  Opposition,  difficulty 
from  receiving  letters  from  constituents  and  from  absent 
friends,  even  from  Government  friends,  who  do  not  wish 
to  embarrass  Government  supporters  by  asking  them  to 
take  action,  asking  that  certain  returns  be  moved  for. 
Sometimes  the  practice  may  be  abused,  but  it  is  very  diffi¬ 
cult  to  determine  how  far  it  should  be  allowed  to  go.  Hon. 
gentlemen  want  the  most  complete  information  that  can  be 
furnished,  and  in  that  view  it  is  possible  they  may  ask  for 
returns  which,  when  they  come  down  to  this  House,  are 
found  not  to  elucidate  the  subject  in  hand.  It  is  a  matter 
you  can  hardly  control,  and  1  sympathise  with  any  member 
who  is  requested  by  his  constituents  or  by  tho  hum¬ 
blest  citizen  of  Canada  to  ask  for  certain  returns ; 
and  though  they  may  prove  afterwards  to  be 
almost  useless,  yet  in  the  discharge  of  an  important  public 
duty  the  member  has  a  right  to  ask  for  them.  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  we  can  curtail  this  expenditure  very  much, 
on  account  of  the  wide  range  of  subjects  with  which  we 
have  to  deal,  and  the  pressure  brought  by  parties  outside 
of  this  House  who  ask  that  grievances  be  enquired  into, 
and  there  is  no  mode  by  which  you  can  make  such  enquiry 
except  by  asking  for  the  returns,  which  atford  the  member 
making  the  motion  an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the 
question,  or  if  he  dees  not  wish  to  speak  he  can  ask  that 
the  information  be  brought  down.  While  I  sympathise 
with  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth,  who  found  these 
returns  useless,  and  who  experienced  a  depressing  effect  by 
looking  at  them,  as  indeed  have  all  other  members  who  have 
looked  into  them,  I  think  this  is  one  of  the  evils  that  seems 
to  be  attendant  on  parliamentary  procedure,  namely,  that 
some  returns  will  prove  useless,  but  on  the  other  hand  there 
is  no  other  way  of  securing  the  beneficial  results  which 
follow  from  motions  for  returns. 

Mr.  FAIRBANKS  I  think  the  hon  member  for  North 
Perth  (Mr;  Hesson)  has  done  the  House  a  positive  service 
by  pointing  out  this  afternoon  the  enormous  bulk  of  the 
returns  brought  down  in  regard  to  timber  licenses  in  the 
Mr.  Woodworth. 
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North-West.  These  returns  furnish  a  better  proof  of  the 
magnitude  of  the  business  dono  in  that  direction  than  any 
which  hon.  members  yet  possess.  It  will  be  a  wonder  if 
there  is  a  bush  in  the  North  West  which  is  not  under 
license. 

Mr.  McCRANEY.  I  have  spent  parts  of  several  days 
looking  over  these  returns,  and  I  consider  that  no  more 
useful  returns  have  been  brought  down  to  the  House  this 
Session.  I  think  if  some  hon.  members  had  known  that  all 
this  correspondence  would  have  been  brought  down  they 
would  have  been  more  careful  in  criticising  this  return  in 
regard  to  timber  licenses.  I  understood  the  hon.  member 
for  Bast  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  to  state  yesterday  that  nine- 
tenths  of  all  motions  made  came  from  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  ;  but  I  find  in  looking  over  the  paper  to-day 
that  93  motions  are  asked  for,  34  of  which  are  made  by 
Government  supporters.  I  find  that  through  the  Session 
nearly  one-half  the  motions  are  made  by  Government  sup¬ 
porters.  It  is  Decessary  in  the  public  interest  that  we  should 
procure  information  on  different  subjects,  and  I  am  satisfied 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  that  these  returns  should 
have  been  prepared,  although  they  are  said  to  have  cost 
$800.  I  think  it  is  money  well  spent,  although  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  I  could  find  a  man  who  would  have 
done  all  the  work  for  $50.  I  merely  wish  to  make  this 
statement  as  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson) 
said  the  returns  have  not  been  examined.  I  have  examined 
them  during  parts  of  several  days. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  desire  to  express  one  thought  in 
connection  with  this  matter.  If  a  proper  system  of  dis¬ 
posing  of  timber  limits  by  public  auction  were  in  operation 
it  would  save  all  this  trouble  and  expente. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  FIVE  PER  CENT.  CONSOLIDATED  LOAN. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  correspondence  or  papers  of  any  kind 
in  possession  of  the  Government  relative  to  the  retirement  of  the  5  per 
cent,  consolidated  loan,  maturing  upon  the  1st  January,  1885. 

He  said  :  In  placing  this  motion  in  your  hands,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  a  subject  of  considerable  im¬ 
portance.  It  will  be  within  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  about  thirteen  months  ago,  or  thereabouts,  when 
we  were  discussing  the  question  of  an  advance  or  loan  of 
$30,0(10,000  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  I  took  occasion 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  and  tbe  Government  as 
strongly  as  I  could  to  one  fact  that  of  itself,  I  thought 
ought  to  have  deterred  them  from  making  that  particular 
loan,  or,  at  all  events,  the  whole  of  it,  at  that  particular  time. 
I  pointed  out  then  that  in  view  of  the  large  funding  operations 
that  were  inevitable,  and  of  the  fact  that  the  Government  of 
Canada  would  undoubtedly  be  obliged  to  borrow  large  sums 
of  money,  in  any  case,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  subsidy 
due  to  the  railway  and  for  other  purposes,  it  was  extremely 
unfortunate  that  the  Government  should  have  felt  compelled 
to  come  down  last  year  to  ask  us  to  loan  that  money  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  there  was  serious 
danger  that  they  would  hamper  and  impede  the  action  of 
the  Finance  Minister  in  refunding.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  that  warning  was  neglected,  that  to  a  consider¬ 
able  extent  the  evil  consequences  dreaded  appear  likely  to 
come  upon  us,  although  I  think  that  the  case  was  plain  and 
clear  enough,  and  that  under  the  circumstances  the  hon. 
Finance  Minister  should  have  felt  called  upon  to  take  much 
greater  precautions  than  ordinary.  Lest  1  should  misrepre¬ 
sent  the  hon.  gentleman  in  any  way  I  desire,  Mr.  Speaker, 
with  your  leave  to  read  the  statement  recently  made  by  him 
with  respect  to  the  steps  he  is  taking  for  the  purpose  of 
refunding  the  5  per  cent,  debt,  and  of  providing  for  our 
further  liabilities.  The  hon  gentleman  spoko  as  follows  : — 
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“  I  think  it  very  probable  that  the  members  of  thia  House  would  like 
to  know  the  course  that  the  Government  are  to  pursue  with  reference  to 
Ihe  maturing  liabilitiealbearing  5  per  cent,  interest,  as  well  as  to  this 
floating  debt.  There  are  $25  000,000  of  the  present  5  per  cent,  loan  in 
the  hands  of  the  public  The  balance  of  about  $7,000,000  is  really  held 
by  the  Government  in  the  sinking  tund,  and  therefore,  of  the  loan  which 
matures  in  June  next,  $25,000,000  must  be  provided  for  either  by  the 
payment  direct  to  the  holders  direct  or  by  some  other  arrangement  by 
which  other  bonds  will  be  exchanged.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  state  de¬ 
finitely  what  course  the  Government  will  take,  but  it  has  been  suggest¬ 
ed  and  it  is  now  under  consideration,  though  it  has  not  been  fully  decided 
upon,  that  the  Government  should  offer  to  those  who  hold  these  5  per 
cent,  bonds  a  loan  to  be  paid  in  7  or  10  years  in  redemption  of  the  5  per¬ 
cent.  debentures  that  they  hold,  at  such  a  rate  as  may  be  considered  in 
the  interest  of  Canada  and  such  as  will  induce  them  to  exchange  them, 
and  the  Government  look  upon  this  proposition  somewhat  favorably 
because,  in  1891,  or  we  hope  shortly  after  that,  when  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  has  been  completed  and  it  is  established  that  there  is  a 
profit  and  a  value  in  that  railway,  arrangements  will  be  made  by  which 
the  past  mortgage  which  we  hold  upon  it  at  present  may  be  relinquished 
and  we  may  get  the  money  back,  and,  if  we  took  a  long  period  of 
debentures,  30  or  50  years,  we  would  have  to  go  into  the  market  and  buy 
back  debentures  at  a  very  high  rate.  At  any  rate,  it  would  put  the 
Government  in  a  position,  with  a  very  short  time  intervening,  to  make 
arrangements  for  these  $25,000,000  ;  and  then  it  is  suggested  that  by 
Treasury  bills  we  should  extend  the  temporary  loans  made  in  Canada 
or  in  England  for  six  or  twelve  months,  so  that  in  fact  the  Government 
will  not  be  required  to  go  into  the  London  market  with  any  debentures 
in  the  present  calendar  year  except  for  the  redemption  of  the  $25,000,000 
at  5  per  cent,  interest  due  on  the  1st  July  next.  At  all  events,  we  feel 
that  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to  provide  for  this  in  some  shape  or  form 
in  the  interest  of  the  country  and  without  materially  depressing  the 
value  and  character  of  our  securities.” 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  statement  which  deserves  consideration. 
I  did  not  feel  disposed  to  enlarge  upon  it  during  the  Budget 
debate,  because  this  motion  was  coming  up,  and  I  thought 
it  was  much  more  convenient  both  for  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister  and  myself  that  it  should  bo  discussed  apart  and 
upon  its  own  merits.  Now  there  is  no  use  in  denying  that 
there  is  an  uneasy  feeling  in  the  country  at  present  in  busi¬ 
ness  circles,  largely  produced  by  the  fact  that  it  has  ap¬ 
peared  since  the  opening  of  this  House  that  we  have  an  un¬ 
usually  large  floating  debt  and  an  unusually  large  sum 
maturing  at  a  fixed  date  on  the  1st  of  July  ;  and  further, 
that  there  are  large  liabilities  accruing  from  month  to 
month  for  which  no  provision  has  been  made.  I  cannot 
say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  that  uneasiness  is  at  all  likely  to  be 
allayed  by  the  statement  made  the  other  night  which  I  have 
just  read.  Let  us  consider  the  proposals  which  the  Finance 
Minister  makes  to  us.  First  of  all,  he  says  that  if  he  can 
persuade  the  holders  of  our  5  per  cent,  securities  to  ex¬ 
change  them  for  a  short  loan  it  is  his  intention — and  the 
Government  are  favorably  disposed  to  consider  the 
proposal — to  issue  a  short  loan  at  seven  or  ten 
years.  Then,  Sir,  he  tells  us  that  as  to  our  floating 
liabilities  of  twelve  and  a-half  millions  he  proposes 
to  renew  those  for  periods  of  six  and  twelve  months, 
but  he  does  not  say  a  single  syllable  as  to  the  other 
liabilities  which  are  accruing,  and  which  will  (and  I  am 
open  to  correction  if  I  overstate  the  case)  which  I  believe 
must  amount  to  several  millions  of  dollars,  and  very  pro¬ 
bably  to  ten  or  twelve  millions.  According  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement  he  has  not  yet  paid  the  whole 
of  the  thirty  millions  of  dollars  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway;  I  think  he  still  owes  them  on  that  loan  about 
four  millions  or  thereabouts.  He  also  owes,  or  it  was  so 
stated  in  the  House,  about  four  millions  of  dollars  more  on 
account  of  the  subsidy,  which  is  distinct  from  the  loan,  and 
there  are  other  liabilities  which  will  undoubtedly  consider¬ 
ably  swell  the  sum  total  for  which  he  will  have  to  provide 
in  all  probability  in  the  course  of  the  ne'xt  few  months. 
Now,  Sir,  I  must  say  that  the  expedients  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  appear  to  to  me  to  be  very  dubious. 
First  of  all,  I  have  my  doubts — and  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  admit  that  that  doubt  is  not  without  reason — 
whether  he  will  be  able  to  carry  out  the  exchange  he  pro¬ 
poses  with  the  holders  of  our  5  per  cent,  securities.  As 
a  general  rule  short  loans  of  seven  or  ton  years  aro  not 
looked  upon  with  much  favor  in  the  Knglish  market. 


He  may  be  able  to  do  it,  but  I  should  think  the  thing 
was  docidedly  doubtful.  In  the  next  place,  it  is  well 
known  to  thoso  who  have  studied  the  stock  exchange 
market  in  London  that  they  do  not  like  to  havo  many 
securities  of  the  same  country,  of  whatever  class  they 
may  be,  and  they  are  sure  to  object  to  the  introduction  of  a 
new  security,  such  as  the  4  per  cent,  bonds,  running  for  seven 
or  ten  years,  when  they  now  have  the  same  bonds  running 
for  sixteen  or  twenty  or  twenty-five  years,  and  when  we 
have  recently  introduced  a  new  security  in  the  shape 
of  our  3^  per  cent,  bonds.  Moreover,  the  House  will  re¬ 
member  from  the  papers  brought  down  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  this  business  of  issuing  now  loans  is  attonded  by 
heavy  expenditures.  I  do  not  think  that  he  himself  supposes 
that  he  will  bo  able  to  float  bis  new  loan,  if  he  has  to  float 
it,  without  paying  commissions,  brokerages,  and  other 
expenses.  Now,  Sir,  we  had  to  pay  £07,000  sterling,  or 
about  $330,000,  for  commissions  and  brokerages  on  the  five 
million  which  he  negotiated  the  other  day.  There  were 
besides  allowances  amounting,  speaking  roughly,  to  about 
£30,000,  so  that  in  negotiating  a  loan  of  about  five 
millions  the  cost  was  £100,000  in  round  numbers,  or 
about  $500,000.  It  would  be  very  inexpedient  that  wo 
should  go  to  all  that  expense  for  a  loan  running  for  seven 
or  ten  years,  and  yet,  from  the  circumstances  to  which  I 
will  call  attention,  I  think  it  is  too  likely,  if  the  Finance 
Minister  has  to  issue  a  short  loan,  that  he  will  be  compelled 
to  pay  these  heavy  charges  again,  and  that  whoover  suc¬ 
ceeds  him  or  whoever  may  bo  in  office  seven  or  ton  years 
hence,  will,  when  that  timo  comes,  have  to  pay  for  another 
loan  ;  because  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  assuming  rather 
too  much  when  he  assumes  that  wo  can  rely  on  the  thirty 
million  dollars  which  were  advanced  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  being  punctually  paid  in  1891  or  even  in  1894.  Of 
course  I  am  bound  to  suppose,  when  the  Finance  Minister 
declares  that  he  is  going  to  base  an  important  financial 
transaction  on  the  assumption  that  seven,  or  it  may  be  ten, 
years  hence  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  are  going 
to  pay  these  thirty  millions  back  that  he  is  best  entitled  to 
represent  the  expectations  or  intentions  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment;  but  I  have  observed  very  recently,  in  organs  which 
are  usually  supposed  to  know  something  about  intentions 
of  the  Government,  some  statements  which  are  won¬ 
derfully  inconsistent  with  any  proposition  pointing  to 
the  repayment  of  those  thirty  million  dollars  in  1891. 
Now,  I  have  also  to  say  to  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  I 
believe  he  will  find  that  all  those  renewals  are  likely  to 
hurt  our  credit.  It  is  not  a  good  sign,  as  my  hon.  friend 
beside  me  very  properly  remarked, that  a  merchant  is  obliged 
to  renew  his  paper.  It  is  a  very  bad  sign  when  the  Finance 
Minister  of  Canada  is  obliged  to  borrow  money  for  five,  six, 
or  eight  months,  and  then  to  come  and  tell  us  that  he  is 
likely  to  be  obliged  to  renew  those  bills  again.  I  am  afraid, 
Sir,  that  from  the  statements  made  we  can  only  deduce  this 
conclusion,  that  the  3^  per  cent,  loan  which  was  floated  has 
proved  in  a  certain  sense  a  failure.  No  doubt  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  got  his  money ;  but  I  can  only  conclude  from 
the  statements  he  has  made  that  he  is  aware  that  that  loan 
is  still  in  the  hands  of  the  middlemen  and  is  still  unabsorbed 
in  the  London  market ;  otherwise,  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
understand  the  statements  he  has  made,  and  still  more 
the  action  he  has  had  recourse  to.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  afraid  that 
a  very  serious  error  of  judgment  indeed  has  been  committed 
in  this  matter.  I  am  afraid  that  the  Minister  has  committed 
two  errors.  He  knew  that  this  5  per  cent,  loan  of  $25,000,000 
as  he  calls  it,  was  to  mature  on  the  1st  of  January,  1885. 
It  was  for  our  credit,  it  was  to  our  interest,  that  the  money 
should  have  been  paid  on  the  1st  of  January.  It  is  un¬ 
fortunate  that  it  was  not  done.  1  think  the  Minister,  if  he 
possibly  could,  ought  to  have  brought  out  another  loan  in 
October  or  November,  1884,  in  order  to  provide  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  that  sum  when  it  matured.  That  would  have  been 
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the  wise  coarse ;  that  would  have  been  the  course  that 
would  have  sustained  our  credit  best ;  that  was  the  course 
which  he  himself  intimated  he  intended  to  pursue,  and  it  is 
very  unfortunate  that  he  did  not  pursue  it.  If  the  case  be, 
on  the  other  hand,  as  I  suppose,  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
was  unable  in  October,  or  November,  to  float  a  loan  which 
would  enable  him  to  retire  our  bonds  maturing  on  the  1st 
of  January,  then  I  say  he  has  committed  a  very  grave  error 
of  judgment  indeed,  seeing  that,  finding  himself  obliged  to 
borrow  so  large  a  sum  of  money  as  $12,500,000  from  banks 
in  England  and  banks  in  this  country,  he  should  have  given 
notice  to  pay  off  this  5  per  cent,  loan  on  the  1st  of  July  next. 
If  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  float  another  loan  in  October 
or  November,  that  ought  to  have  been  a  warning  to  him  not 
to  have  all  these  liabilities  maturing  together  on  the 
country  at  the  same  time ;  and  I  cannot  but  regard 
it  as  unfortunate,  either  that  ho  did  not  provide, 
as  ho  might,  I  think,  have  done,  for  the  payment 
of  our  5  per  cents,  at  the  date  at  which  they  mature,  or  if 
he  found  that  impossible,  that  he  should  have  complicated 
the  position  by  giving  the  notice  he  did  of  the  payment  on 
Ihe  1st  of  July  next.  I  quite  recognize  the  desirability  of 
paying  off  that  5  per  cent,  loan  ;  but  it  is  very  questionable 
whether  it  is  desirable  to  pay  it  off  at  the  expense  and  to 
the  injury  of  our  credit,  which  will  result  from  ronewing 
the  $12,500,000  which  he  has  borrowed  at  short  dates. 
Now,  I  think  all  this  is  very  much  to  be  regretted  for 
another  reason.  A  most  splendid  opportunity  has  been 
thrown  away  of  refunding  our  loan  on  terms  exceedingly 
advantageous  to  Canada.  There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
in  the  mind  of  anybody  acquainted  with  the  situation  of 
the  finances  of  Canada,  that  a  very  much  better  bargain 
could  have  been  made  for  us  if  we  had  not  mado  that 
advance  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway — if  the  Finance 
Minister  had  been  in  a  position  to  go  to  London  a  few 
months  ago  with  nothing  to  provido  for  except  tho  refund¬ 
ing  of  our  debt  and  tho  raising  of  a  comparatively 
small,  sum  of  money;  and  as  it  was  a  piece  of  most 
extraordinary  good  fortune  befell  the  hon.  gentleman  which 
saved  him,  I  suspect,  from  serious  inconvenience,  but  which 
might,  under  other  circumstances,  have  been  handled  in 
such  a  fashion  as  would  have  redounded  very  much  to  his 
credit  and  very  much  to  the  profit  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
Almost  at  the  moment  when  he  was  floating  his  last  loan,  tho 
English  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  declared  his  in¬ 
tention  of  reducing  English  consols  from  3  per  cent,  to  2\ 
per  cent.  That  declaration  gave  a  great  impetus  to  all 
other  good  securities  in  the  London  market,  and  afforded 
tho  Finance  Minister  an  opportunity  to  place  our  loan  on 
the  market  on  very  favorable  terms.  I  think  it  is  not  too 
much  to  say  that  if  he  and  the  Government  had  not  chosen  to 
hamper  themselves  by  their  injudicious  advance  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  and  by  the  other  advances  they  were 
obliged  to  make  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  House  to 
swallow  that  measure,  he  could  have  made  an  infinitely 
better  bargain  for  Canada  than  he  was  able  to  make.  Not  only 
has  the  hon.  gentleman  lost  that  opportunity  (which  in  the 
nature  of  things  can  hardly  be  expected  to  recur),  but  it  is 
only  too  probable  that  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  time  being 
— 1  hope  not  for  long — has  failed  to  establish  our  new  issue 
of  3J  per  cents,  on  anything  like  a  firm  basis.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  he  has  failed  to  get  rid  of  the  sinking  fund.  That,  I 
think,  also  was  a  serious  error.  I  think  our  sinking  fund  is 
altogether  too  large  for  the  wants  of  this  country,  and  it  adds 
unnecssarily  to  the  expenditure  and  the  amount  of  money  we 
have  to  raise  by  way  of  taxation  on  the  people.  Now,  Sir, 
even  if  the  hon.  gentleman  does  succeed  in  renewing 
the  $13,000,000,  it  is  still  only  too  obvious  that  he  will  have 
to  effect  a  large  loan.  He  admits  that  he  has  to  provide 
$25,000,000  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  He  has  also,  if  I 
understand  his  position  at  all,  to  provide  $10,000,000  or 
$12,000,000  additional  for  the  additional  capital  expenso  to 
Sir  Richakd  Cartwright, 
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which  we  are  pledged,  and  that  without  taking  into  account 
a  large  amount  of  possible  liabilities,  which  are  computed, 
I  see,  by  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance,  in  the  report  of  the 
finances  laid  on  the  Table,  at  something  like  $6,000,000,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  a  payment  of  $200,000  a  year,  running  for  fifteen 
years.  Now,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  himself  and  of  the  House  to  this  plain  fact.  He 
has,  as  I  say,  compelled  himself  to  make  a  large 
loan  in  any  case.  Were  ho  to  take  up  his  float¬ 
ing  debt,  were  he  to  provido  for  the  $10,000,000  or 
$12,000,000  which  I  believe  will  requiro  to  be  expended 
on  capital  account,  in  addition  to  tho  $25,000,000  which  he 
must  redeem,  it  is  clear  that  in  order  to  put  himself  in  a 
good  position  he  would  have  to  negotiate  a  very  large  loan. 
If  he  negotiated  on  the  same  terms  as  before  he  would 
require  to  borrow,  between  this  and  the  1st  of  July,  about 
£12,000,000  sterling,  very  nearly  $60,000,000,  in  the  English 
market.  If  he  renews  his  temporary  loan  of  $12,000,000, 
he  will  still  require  to  borrow  a  large  amount  of  money. 
Supposing  he  places  it  at  3£  per  cent.,  he  will  have  to 
borrow  from  $15,000,000  to  $50,000,000,  as  the  case  may 
be.  In  any  case,  he  will  require  to  borrow  a  very  large  sum. 
Now,  he  is  going  to  do  that  under  circumstances  of  the  most 
disadvantageous  kind,  whereas,  by  proper  management,  he 
might  have  done  it  under  circumstances  of  a  very  favorable 
nature.  First  of  all,  it  is  not  well  that  he  should  go  into  the  Eng¬ 
lish  market  with  the  knowledge,  on  the  part  of  English  capi¬ 
talists,  that  he  is  obliged  to  pay  a  large  sum  of  money  on 
a  given  day.  That,  as  every  business  man  will  see,  is  a 
disadvantage  to  him.  In  the  next  place,  he  has  practically 
exhausted  all  his  other  resources.  He  cannot  go  on  bor¬ 
rowing,  either  in  England  or  here,  to  an  indefinite  extent; 
he  has  borrowed  already  twelve  and  a-half  millions  and  he 
will  probably  in  the  interval  have  to  borrow  more.  Thus 
he  has  loft  himself  without  resources  in  the  event  of  cir¬ 
cumstances  occurring  which  would  make  it  unadvisable  to 
float  his  loan  at  a  particular  day.  I  must  remind  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  it  is  unfortunato,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  he  should  have  attempted  to  float  a  loan  in  Canada  in 
1883  and  should  have  failed.  That  loan  should  not  havo 
been  allowed  to  fail. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  What  loan  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Canadian  4  per 
cent,  loan,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  attempted  to  float 
in  1883. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  did  not  attempt  to  float 
any  loan  in  1883. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  myself  was  a  sub¬ 
scriber  to  the  loan  ;  it  was  a  domestic  loan. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  had  quite  forgotten  that; 
I  thought  you  were  speaking  of  English  loans. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  it  was  a  failure,  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  has  good  reason  to  forget  it. 
1  pointed  out  at  the  time  I  thought  it  was  unfortunate. 
That  loan  should  not  have  been  allowed  to  fail,  because  it 
is  not  well,  when  you  are  going  to  a  foreign  market,  that 
it  should  be  known  the  only  attempt  you  made  to 
float  a  domestic  loan  was  a  failure.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  run  another  risk.  It  is  well  known  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  to  every  one  who  pays  the  slight¬ 
est  attention  to  public  affairs  that  Europe  to-day  is  in  a  dis¬ 
turbed  condition, and  that  there  is  a  probability  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  goes  to  float  a  loan  its  condition  may  be  much 
more  disturbed.  I  recollect,  in  1876,  what  a  serious  con¬ 
tingency  that  was ;  I  recollect  in  1876,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
last  loan  I  had  to  float  in  London,  that  very  great  care  had  to 
be  observed  and  great  precaution  taken  to  obtain  a  favorable 
moment  to  place  it  on  the  market.  It  was  but  a  small 
loan  of  two  and  a-half  million  pounds  sterling,  or 
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twelve  and  a-half  million  dollars,  yet  we  were  obliged  to 
watch  with  the  greatest  care  for  a  favorablo  moment  to 
launch  it  on  the  market ;  and  had  wo  Dot  succeeded  in  taking 
advantage  of  a  very  short  lull,  had  wo  delayed  issuing  the  loan 
for  a  bare  forty-eight  hours,  very  considerable  loss  would 
have  resulted  to  the  people  of  Canada,  from  the  fact  that  at  the 
end  of  that  very  short  period  disturbances  were  renewed.  It 
is  further  unfortunate  that  we  should  have  to  fl  xat  a  loan,  in 
view  of  the  statement  the  hon.  gentleman  re  oiuly  made, 
which  cannot  escape  attention,  nam  ly,  that  unless  he 
credits  to  revenue  $500,000  from  Dominion  lands,  which 
ordinarily  belongs  to  capital  account,  a  serious  deficit 
is  pending.  I  hope  he  will  be  right  and  that  I  will 
be  wrong,  and  that  the  deficit  will  not  be  as  serious 
as  I  am  afraid  it  will  be ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that,  accord¬ 
ing  to  any  proper  system  of  book-keeping,  instead  of  the 
surplus  of  $150,000  which  the  hon.  gentleman  claims,  there 
is  really  a  deficit,  on  his  own  showing,  of  $350,000.  There 
is  but  too  good  reason  to  believe,  from  looking  at  the  Eng¬ 
lish  stock  reports,  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  former 
loan  is  not  yet  absorbed ;  and  he  knows,  as  well  as 
I,  that  that,  in  itself,  is  always  a  serious 
obstacle  to  be  encountered  in  floating  a  fresh  loan. 
Moreover,  he  told  us,  in  his  place  here,  that  Canada  had 
many  enemies  in  the  London  market.  I  am  sorry  to  hear 
it.  I  am  sorry,  too,  that  the  course  of  the  Government  has 
not  been  such  in  all  respects  as  to  conciliate  some  of  those 
persons ;  but  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  may,  in  this 
respect,  be  speaking  the  truth.  Then  what  is  the  inference 
to  be  drawn  ?  It  is  that  a  man  going  to  the  London  mar¬ 
ket  where,  he  says,  he  has  many  enemies,  should  have 
neglected  no  precautions,  exposed  himself  to  no  unneces¬ 
sary  risks,  and  have  done  everything  he  could  to  prevent 
possible  failuro.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  hon,  gentleman  are  far  from  appearing  to  have  been 
taken  with  a  view  to  guard  against  misfortune;  they 
appear,  on  the  contrary,  to  have  been  taken  in  such  a  way 
as  to  expose  him  to  a  check  at  almost  every  turn.  I  do  not 
suppose  he  will  be  unable  to  get  his  money,  but  I  tear  it  will 
be  found  that  the  result  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  operations 
will  be  this,  that  we  will  be  obliged  to  pay  a  much  larger 
rate  for  the  money  than  we  might  otherwise  have  got  it  at ; 
and  as  that  will  go  on  for  a  matter  of  five  and  twenty  or  fifty 
years,  unless  indeed  he  effects  the  short  loan  of  which  he 
speaks — which  I  doubt  very  much — -it  is  quite  clear  there 
will  be  a  very  serious  loss  inflicted  upon  the  people,  from 
which  this  generation  at  least  will  suffer  very  considerably. 
I  cannot  help  expressing  my  belief  that  one  of  the  penalties 
we  have  to  pay  for  that  unfortunate  advance  made  last  year 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  is  that  by  this  advance  we 
lost  the  finest  opportunity  ever  given  to  any  Canadian 
Finance  Minister  of  affecting  a  brilliant  financial  coup  in 
London.  Not  having  been  there  I  speak  with  reserve,  but 
I  believe,  had  the  Finance  Minister  been  able  to  go  to 
London,  and  had  not  gone  weighted  with  the  entanglements 
and  embarrassments  inflicted  on  him  by  the  advance  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  it  was  possible,  at  that  particular 
time,  by  the  use  of  pi’Oper  means,  to  have  put  a  Canadian  3 
per  cent,  loan  upon  the  mai-keton  fairly  favox*able  terms.  Of 
course  I  am  aware  that  that  could  not  be  done  after  what 
had  been  done  by  this  House;  but  let  it  be  l-emembered 
that  we  lost  very  heavily,  indirectly,  in  consequence  of  that 
particular  advance.  I  will  not  attempt  to  compute,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  compute,  the  total  loss  we  may  sustain  in 
consequence  of  these  operations.  I  believe,  however,  that 
loss  will  be  found  to  be  very  heavy.  I  will  be  very  glad, 
indeed,  if  it  bo  proved  that  I  am  mistaken,  and  if  it  be 
pi’oved  that  we  escape  in  this  particular  instance  without 
much  loss ;  but  I  say  that  if  we  do  i^  will  be  due  to  sheer 
good  luck,  and  in  no  respect  to  any  foresight  or  sagacity 
in  the  administration  of  our  affairs.  It  is  quite  true 
that,  as  regards  the  advance  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 


way,  the  hon.  gentleman  shares  with  his  colleagues  the 
l’esponsibility  of  that  measure  ;  but  as  I  have  pointod  out, 
the  Bubscqunt  complications  are  of  his  making.  I  repeat,  I 
think  ho  has  comitted  a  gx’ave  error  in  judgment  in  what  ho 
has  dono.  He  ought  either  to  have  provided  at  the  proper 
time,  the  1st  of  Januai-y,  for  the  redemption  of  the  5  per 
cent,  or  not  have  complicated  the  matter  by  giving  the 
notice  which  he  has  unfortunately  given,  and  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  position  in  which  he  now  is. 
From  the  statement  recently  made  by  him  and  from  the 
published  statement  in  the  Gazette ,  it  is  quite  clear  that 
against  our  gi-eat  mass  of  liabilities  in  notes  and  Savings 
banks  deposit,  wo  hold  the  bare  minimum  in  gold  and 
guaranteed  securities  provided  by  law,  so  that  thei’e  is 
nothing  to  fall  back  upon  in  case  of  necessity.  It  is  quite 
clear  also  from  the  Gazette  returns  that  the  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  has  practically  at  this  moment  very  little  on  deposit  in 
the  banks.  You  cannot  strip  yourself  entirely  of 
available  funds ;  a  country  like  this,  carrying  on 
great  works,  must  have  considerable  sums  on  deposit 
in  the  various  banks ;  yet  I  do  not  believe  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  more  in  the  banks  than  he  inquires 
to  keep  thei’e  to  meet  the  ordinaiy  calls  on  the  Treasury. 
Tbore  is  another  point  which  seriously  aggi’avates  the  awk¬ 
wardness  of  the  position.  On  looking  at  the  Gazette  returns 
the  House  will  seo  that  the  banks  of  Canada  at  present  hold 
$4,000,000  of  legal  tendors,  payablo  in  gold,  beyond  what 
the  statute  requires  them  to  hold.  The  statute  requii’os 
that  they  should  have  a  cash  reserve  of  $20,000,000  ;  of 
that  they  are  required  by  law  to  hold  40  per  cent.,  or 
$8,000,0u0  in  legal  tender  notes.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
hold  $12,000,000  in  legal  tender  note,  so  that  there  are 
$4,000,000  of  thoso  notes  for  which  they  are  fully 
entitled,  under  the  lion,  gentleman’s  own  regulation,  to 
demand  gold  forri  the  Treasury.  More  than  that  there  is 
no  law,  there  is  no  rule,  there  is  nothing  in  the  world  to 
compel  them  to  hold  this  $20,000,000.  They  may  run  down 
their  cash  reserve,  if  they  like,  and  they  might  like  for  many 
reasons  to  run  it  down  to  $12,000,000,  or  even  a  smaller 
amount,  and  in  that  case  a  still  larger  amount  of  legal  ten- 
dors  would  be  set  free,  and  it  would  bo  in  their  power  to 
demand  them.  I  have  pointed  out  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  already  exhausted  his  other  resources  by  borrowing 
very  largely  at  short  dates  fi’om  banks  here  and  fi'om  banks 
in  England  also,  for  payments  which  will  have  to  bo  made 
at  fixed  dates,  which  will  very  soon  mature,  and  I  may 
point  out  to  him  that,  although  I  do  not  myself  anticipate 
that  any  very  serious  immediate  trouble  will  arise  from 
demands  on  the  part  of  the  Savings  Bank  depositor’s,  yet  it 
is  quite  possible,  and  ought  to  be  guarded  against,  that, 
should  there  bo  a  serious  stringency  in  this  market,  consid- 
ei’ablo  sums  might  be  withdrawn  from  him  for  the  purpose 
of  investment  elsewhere,  for  all  which  he  would  have  to 
provide.  Now,  I  must  confess  that  I  listened  with  consid- 
ei’ablo  astonishment  to  the  statement  he  made  a  few  days 
ago;  and,  on  calmly  leading  it  over,  it  does  appear  to  me 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  gono  out  of  his  way  to 
invite  disaster  in  this  particular  case.  I  tell  him  that  ho 
has  neglected  all  thoso  pi’ecautions  which  a  man  in  his 
position  ought  to  take,  and  he  has  neglected  them  in  spito 
of  the  clearest  and  most  emphatic  Avarning  and,  if  we  do 
escape  sorious  inconvenience — I  will  not  speak  of  disaster — 
it  will  be  simply  because  the  chapter  of  accidents  and  shoer 
good  luck  has  befi’iended  us. 

Sir  LEONAED  TILLEY.  There  is  no  objection  to  the 
motion  offered  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  information 
that  he  seeks  for  will  be  brought  down  with  great  pleasui’e. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  pointed  out  to  the  House  and  to 
myself,  as  Financial  Minister,  the  great  risk  we  are  running, 
with  reference  to  the  credit  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and 
the  difficulties  that  are  ahead  of  us.  Well,  I  might  content 
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myself  with  allowing  his  speech  to  go  to  the  country,  and 
simply  stating  to  him  that  I  will  place  the  experience  of  the 
last  five  years  and  the  result  of  the  negotiations  of  the 
present  Minister  of  Finance  against  his  operations, and  let  the 
public  decide  in  whose  hands  they  think  they  are  more  perfec¬ 
tly  safe.  I  think  I  might  do  that  with  safety.  I  must  admit, 
and  1  think  any  candid  man  will  admit,  that  going  into  the 
English  market  for  $22,500,000  more  than  you  would  other¬ 
wise  require,  as  was  required  in  the  loan  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  does  not  increase  the  value  of  our  securi¬ 
ties.  That  is,  that  the  price  supposed  to  be  obtaiued 
for  the  securities  that  would  be  floated  for  the  redemp¬ 
tion  and  for  the  exchange,  or  paying  off  the  5 
per  cent.  securities,  would  not  likely  be  as 

favorable  as  if  that  loan  had  not  been  required.  1  think 
I  admitted  this  when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  propo¬ 
sition  was  under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  had 
$25,000,000  maturing  of  5  per  cent,  securities,  which  had  to 
be  paid  off  in  January  next.  I  pointed  out  then,  and  I 
think  it  will  be  so  found,  that  the  worst  that  could  happen 
to  us  would  be  that,  as  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  say  when  that  would  be  paid  off,  we  might  postpone 
that  for  a  short  time,  until  a  favorable  opportunity  came 
for  its  redemption.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last 
night  referred  to  this  as  an  overdue  debt  of  $25,000,000.  I 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  in  this  connection, 
to  the  fact,  that  that  was  a  loan  floated,  I  think,  by  Sir 
Alexander  Galt,  or,  at  all  events,  by  the  Finance  Minister  of 
Canada,  twenty-five  years  ago.  It  was  a  fifty  year  loan, and  it 
was  optional  with  the  Government  to  redeem  it  in  twepty- 
five  years,  at  three  months’  or  six  months’  notice, 
and  the  time  has  arrived  when  the  Government  could 
give  that  notice  and  redeem  it  if  they  thought  it 
in  the  interest  of  the  country  to  do  so.  When  I 
was  in  England,  in  June  last,  and  floated  that  loan, 
notwithstanding  that  it  was  known  that  we  were  coming  in 
June  or  July,  or  January  next,  or  shortly  after  the  loan  was 
floated,  for  $25,000,000  more,  we  got  a  price  equal  to  2  per 
cout.  per  annum  on  a  4  per  cent,  loan  of  $25,000,000,  or 
por  cent,  more  than  we  over  got  and  1 1  per  cent,  better 
than  was  obtained  on  any  loan  ever  floated  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite.  I  admit  that  there  are  responsibilities 
connected  with  the  liabilities,  and  great  responsibilities  on 
the  Finance  Minister.  In  September,  I  was  anxious  to 
give  the  notice  to  pay  off  the  loan  in  January  if  it  were  in 
the  interests  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to  do  it,  but  we 
know  that  the  bank  rate  at  that  time  was  5  per  cent.,  and 
it  was  not  considered  desirable  by  our  agents  to  give  the 
notice  then,  in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion,  expecting  that 
a  higher  rate  would  be  obtained  when  the  bank  rate  was 
lowered,  so  the  notice  was  given  in  the  end  of  December 
to  pay  the  debt  on  the  29th  June  next.  I  will  venture  to 
say  that,  had  the  Government  given  notice  in  September 
and  put  a  loan  on  the  market  in  October  or  November, 
when  that  high  rate  of  interest  prevailed,  and  had  not 
realised  as  much  as  we  had  in  June  on  the  3^  per  cent, 
loan,  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  would  have  been  the  first 
to  condemn  the  Finance  Minister  and  the  Government  for 
placing  the  loan  on  the  market  at  an  unfavorable  time,  when 
it  was  In  the  option  of  the  Government  to  say  when  they 
should  place  it,  whether  they  should  give  three  or  six 
months’  notice,  and  might  select  their  own  time.  We  know 
that  the  rate  of  interest  was  very  high  at  that  par¬ 
ticular  time,  and  I  think  the  correspondence,  when 
it  comes  down,  will  show  that  the  action  taken  by 
the  Government  was  taken  upon  the  advice  and 
recommendation  of  our  agents,  who  are  watching 
with  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  state  of  the  market  and  what 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Government  to  do.  I  admit  that 
the  responsibilities  are  great,  but  lam  not  afraid  that  the 
credit  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  does  not  stand  in  a  posi- 
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tion  that  will  enable  us  to  avail  ourselves  of  the  most 
favorable  time,  either  by  a  temporary  loan,  a  six  or  a 
twelve  months’  loan,  if  it  is  considered  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  to  do  it.  If  it  should  be  found  in  May  or  early 
in  June  that  it  is  better  to  float  a  loan  to  cover  the  whole 
of  it,  the  Government  will  do  it.  If,  on  the  contrrry,  it  is 
thought  better  to  tide  over  six  months  and  wait  till  January 
next,  when  the  circumstances  of  the  money  market  may 
be  more  favorable  than  they  are  in  May  or  June  next,  then 
the  Government  will  take  that  course.  I  admit  that  the 
additional  loan  of  $22,500,000  renders  it  not  so  easy  for 
us  to  obtain  the  money  on  quite  as  favorable  terms  as 
if  we  had  not  gone  into  the  market  for  that  sum,  but  I 
have  no  fear  whatever  with  reference  to  our  being  able 
to  raise  the  money  necessary  to  meet  the  maturing  lia¬ 
bilities  in  a  manner  which  will  be  in  the  interests  of  the 
country.  If  disaster  comes,  if  we  should  find  that  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  country  are  such  that  we  have  made 
sacrifices,  and  lost  money  by  not  placing  it  in  the  market 
last  year,  then  it  will  be  time  enough  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  censure  the  Government,  and  then  they 
will  have  some  data  upon  which  to  found  their  charge ; 
but  at  the  present  time,  I  think  it  is  just  as  well  that  we 
should  take  a  fair  and  reasonable,  and  if  you  will,  a  bright 
view  with  reference  to  this  subject,  at  the  same  time  using, 
as  we  are  doing,  every  necessary  precaution,  in  order  that 
we  may  see  that  no  serious  difficulty  will  arise  in  meeting 
our  maturing  liabilities.  There  is  no  objection  whatever 
to  this  motion,  and  the  information  will  be  furnished  at  the 
earliest  possible  date. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Finance  Minister 
that  it  is  proper  at  this  time,  and  I  will  go  further,  and  say 
it  is  proper  at  all  times,  to  take  a  fair  and  reasonable  view 
of  our  situation  ;  but  to  say  that  a  fair  and  reasonable  viow 
will  necessarily  be  a  bright  view  is  another  question.  The 
hon.  gentleman  asks  us  to  go  a  little  further,  and  not  only 
take  a  fair  and  reasonable  view,  but  to  take  a  bright  view, 
too.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  entirely  omitted  to  notice  a 
very  important  part  ot  the  statement  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  I’he  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  pointed  out  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  whon  giving  us  a  resumi  of  the  financial  state  of  the 
country,  and  as  it  is  to  be  during  the  year  now  commenced, 
adverted  to  the  circumstance  that  he  had  between 
$12,000,000  and  $13,000,000  borrowed  on  short  dates,  in  dif¬ 
ferent  banks  here  and  in  the  old  world.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Minister  had  stated  that  his  scheme  of  finance  with 
reference  to  that  $12,000,000  or  $13,000,000  was  not  a  settled 
scheme,  but  the  inclination  of  his  mind  was  that  he  would 
make  a  short  loan  to  redeem  those  current  obligations, 
a  loan  of  from  seven  to  ten  years,  feeling,  as 
he  did  in  his  heart,  that  in  the  year  1891  he  would 
be  encumbered  with  an  embarrassment  of  riches,  that  whon 
the  golden  shower  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  reim¬ 
bursements  should  take  place,  he  would  not  know  what  to 
do  with  his  wealth,  and  he  thought  it  was  expedient  to 
provide  a  source  into  which  he  might  pour  these  millions 
which  he  expects  to  receive  from  the  company  in  the  year 
1891.  Therefore,  provident  as  he  was,  provident  as  he 
always  is,  careful  to  provide  for  contingencies  more  or  less 
remote,  and  which  may  be  in  the  region  of  the  probable,  or 
even  of  conjecture,  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  say,  suggested,  as 
amoDgst  the  probabilities,  a  short  loan  for  this  $12,000,000 
or  $13,000,000.  The  reason  why  he  was  to  provide  for 
them  this  year  was  obvious  ;  they  could  not  be  held  over  in 
their  present  condition  very  much  longer,  and  he  stated  that 
Treasury  bills  might  be  emitted  so  as  to  prevent  even  a 
short  loan  from  being  proposed  during  the  current  year. 
Well,  now,  what  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Huron  pointed 
out  a  moment  ago  was,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  then, 
any  more  than  he  has  done  this  afternoon,  take  into  account 
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the  current  liabilities  on  capital  account,  the  payments 
which  we  are  making  from  month  to  month,  the  remaining 
payments  in  round  figures  of  $8,000,000  to  be  made  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  the  remaining 
payments,  amounting  to  some  millions,  to  be  paid  for 
the  Government  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail  way 
Company,  and  the  other  expenditures  upon  capital 
account  to  be  made  during  the  current  year — these  also 
have  to  be  provided  for  upon  credit  of  one  kind  or 
another.  My  hon.  friend  made  a  rough  estimate  of  what 
the  amount  is.  The  Finance  Minister  entirely  ignores  that, 
he  gives  us  no  information  about  it,  he  does  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  mention  it.  Perhaps,  just  as  he  forgot  the 
domestic  loan  a  little  while  ago,  he  has  forgotten  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  those  current  liabilities.  Yet  he  will  be  reminded 
of  them  in  a  very  disagreeable  way,  if  he  does  not  provide 
ways  and  means  to  meet  them.  The  situation  is  compli¬ 
cated  by  the  circumstance  that  every  month  of  this  year,  or, 
at  any  rate,  for  several  months,  until  September  and  October 
next,  there  are  considerable  current  demands  upon  the  Treas¬ 
ury  which  are  to  be  met,  not  out  of  the  current  revenue,  but 
by  borrowing  in  some  shape  or  other.  It  is  not  a  short  loan, 
therefore,  of  12,000,000  or  14,000,000  of  money,  but  it  is 
a  loan  of  some  kind  or  other,  of  a  considerably  larger  num¬ 
ber  of  millions,  which  is  to  be  made  in  order  to  complete 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  scheme  of  finance.  Now  the  hon. 
gentleman  pointed  out  that  the  5  per  cent,  loan  is  not  over¬ 
due — no,  he  had  an  opportunity  of  allowing  the  5  per  cent, 
loan  to  stand,  or  of  giving  notice  when  it  was  to  bo  called 
in.  I  remember  very  well,  so  long  ago  as  the  Ses¬ 
sion  of  1883,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  his 
scheme  of  finance,  finding  it  was  important  to  pre¬ 
pare  for  the  redemption  of  the  5  per  cent  loan, 
so  long  ago  as  then,  he  gave  us  in  general  terms  his  notions 
of  finance ;  so  long  ago  as  then  he  asked  for  parliamentary 
authority  to  act.  He  thought  he  would  be  able  to  obtain 
exchange  from  the  present  holders  of  the  5  per  cent,  loan, 
or  a  very  largo  proportion  of  the  loan.  He  stated  to  us 
across  the  floor  that  his  assurances  were  that  wo  would  be 
able  to  exchange  at  least  about  one-half,  and  he  asked  us 
two  years  ago  for  authority  to  negotiate  in  that  sense. 
What  ho  has  done  since  then  we  do  not  know;  what  the 
arrangements  have  been  with  the  existing  holders  of  that 
loan  he  has  not  told  us ;  but  he  was  able  to  assure  us  two 
years  ago,  and  to  give  us  more  assurances  than  he  is  able  to 
give  us  to-day  upon  that  subject.  In  the  fall  of  the  same 
year  in  which  ho  made  that  statement — no,  in  the  next  Ses¬ 
sion— -he  came  to  us  with  another  statement,  and  in  the  fall 
of  that  year  it  was  stated  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  domestic 
loan  had  fortunately  failed  on  account  of  the  necessity  of 
providing  funds  to  redeem  the  5  per  cent,  loan,  which  had 
pressed  upon  the  hon,  gentleman’s  mind  in  the  Session  of 
1883,  having  passed  away.  Why  ?  .Because  the  financial 
geniuses  who  preside  at  present  over  this  country  had  devised 
a  scheme  by  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  itself  was 
going  to  provide  funds  for  the  payment  of  the  5  per  cent, 
advance,  by  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  going 
to  pour  into  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  this  country,  into  the 
public  treasury,  the  sum  of  $22,000,000  or  $25,000,000,  and 
thus  it  was  entirely  unnecessary  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
borrow  in  Canada,  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  borrow  in 
England,  in  order  to  provide  for  the  redemption  of  the  5  per 
cent.  debt.  It  was  a  brilliant  and  glowing  prospect,  he 
says.  All  his  organs  made  the  most  of  it.  From  JDan  to 
Beersheba  it  was  pointed  out  how  the  wonderful  policy  of 
the  Finance  Minister  had  succeeded,  how  wonderful  the 
policy  of  the  Government  was ;  that  not  merely  had  they 
succeeded  in  making  a  contract  which  would  secure  thie 
construction  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  within  its 
limited  terms,  and  without  any  further  demand  being  made 
upon  the  country,  but  actually  they  had  it  so  arranged  that 
that  company  was  going  to  be  a  source  of  financial  strength 
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to  the  Dominion  itself,  was  going  to  pour  almost  uncount¬ 
able  treasures  into  the  public  purse,  out  of  which  our  debts 
were  to  be  redeemed  ;  and  there  was  great  glorification  and 
boasting  over  this  result.  But  that  bright  prospect  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  called  our  attention  to,  and  in  which  he 
was  gratified  to  delight  himself  for  some  time — that  pros¬ 
pect  failed  ;  and  instead  of  being  relieved  from  the  necessity 
of  borrowing  here,  and  there,  and  everywhere,  instead  of 
being  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  making  a  domestic  loan , 
instead  of  being  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  providing 
means  for  the  redemption  of  the  5’s,  instead  of  keeping  his 
Treasury  full  by  moans  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  ho 
was  obliged  to  come  down  to  Parliament  a  few  short  weeks 
afterwards  and  propose  to  empty  the  Treasury  in  order  to 
complete  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  and  he  did  so.  Ho 
has  been  obliged  to  admit,  this  afternoon,  that  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  that  operation,  irrespective  of  its  direct  effect, 
irrespective  of  the  risk  assumed  in  tho  obligation  which  was 
incurred,  but  also  in  view  of  its  indirect  effects,  ho  was 
obliged,  candid  man,  which  ho  declared  to  us  he  is,  to  acknow¬ 
ledge  that  not  merely  that  loan,  not  merely  the  loan  which 
was  necessary  in  order  to  provide  for  tho  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  advance,  but  also  other  advances  which  it  made 
necessary  to  provide  for  in  order  to  keep  up  Canada’s  credit 
and  meet  Canadian  obligations,  were  impaii’ed  as  to  the  rate 
at  which  money  could  be  borrowed,  by  his  being  obliged  to 
make  such  a  very  large  loan.  And  yet,  Sir,  we  find  the 
hon,  gentleman  says,  in  faco  of  all  that,  in  the  face  of  these 
changes  of  finance,  these  changes  of  policy  which  succeeded 
one  another  almost  as  rapidly  as  tho  shifting  scenes  of  tho 
kaleidoscopo — although  they  are  neither  so  regular  nor  so 
brilliant  as  those  which  wo  see  in  tho  kaleidoscopo— those 
shifting  forms  have  assumed,  at  present,  a  shape.  That 
hon.  gentleman  having  just  had  to  borrow  a  vory  great 
many  millions  of  dollars  in  order  to  meet  in  part  tho  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  debt,  that  hon.  gentleman  having 
made  that  loan  in  England,  having  then  been  obliged  to 
borrow  further  sums  from  the  banks  here  and  from  the 
banks  in  London,  has  given  notice  of  the  redemption  of 
the  5’s  on  30th  June ;  and  he  himself,  across  the  floor  of 
the  House,  declares  publicly  that  it  may  be  necessary,  that 
there  is  a  possibility  of  his  being  obliged  to  make  a  short 
loan,  as  ho  says,  to  tide  that  over  for  six  months  more,  in 
case  there  is  an  unfavorable  condition  of  the  market.  Yes, 
the  hon.  gentleman  used  the  term,  tide  over  for  six  months, 
and  I  took  a  note  of  the  phrase.  He  said  the  rate  of  interest 
may  be  high,  the  circumstances  may  be  unfavorable,  and 
we  may  make  some  arrangements  to  tide  it  over. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No.  What  I  said  was  this : 
We  were  considering  a  proposition  of  issuing  Treasury 
bills  to  tide  over  ;  but  the  market  might  be  in  such  a  con¬ 
dition  that  we  might  make  another  arrangement  and  float 
a  loan,  instead  of  carrying  that  over  for  six  months  more, 
until  1st  January. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  was  only  for  the 
$13,000,000. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Blake)  has  not  understood  me.  The  proposition  is,  that  we 
should  offer  to  holders  of  the  present  $25,000,000  loan 
bonds  or  inscribed  stock  at  a  certain  rate  of  interest  for 
other  ten  years. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  Treasury  bills  for 
$13,000,000. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  that,  if  the  market  was  unfavorable,  ho  proposod  to  tide 
over  the  matter  with  respect  to  the  $25,000,000  for  other 
six  months. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
misunderstood  me. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  what  I  understood  the  hou.  gentle¬ 
man  to  say.  Although  he  commenced  operations  two  years 
ago  with  respect  to  the  redemption  of  the  $25,000,000, 
although  he  told  Parliament  two  years  ago  that  it  was 
important  to  get  parliamentary  authority  so  long  before¬ 
hand,  in  order  that  this  large  operation  might  be  conducted 
in  duo  time  and  with  due  deliberation,  we  have  as  yet  no 
information  from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  has  made 
arrangements  for  the  5’s  with  the  existing  holders  of  that 
loan.  All  those  negotiations  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
told  us  two  years  ago  he  had  almost  entered  into,  all  those 
assurances  that  he  said  he  had  obtained  from  holders  of  the 
securities,  seem  to  have  gone  for  nothing,  and  seem  not  to 
have  been  renewed.  What  is  done  is  this:  With  the 
large  sum  on  call  and  short  date  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  hss  already  taken  up,  with  other  sums  which 
will  necessarily  bo  taken  up  some  two  months  hence, 
and  other  sums  during  the  course  of  the  year,  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposed  to  issue  Treasury  hills,  or  adopt  some 
short-time  device  for  the  carrying  of  our  call  or  short  due 
debt,  in  order  that  be  may  issue  a  loan  to  redeem  the  long 
due  debt.  What  he  should  havo  provided  for  was  the  debt 
which  was  absolutely  due,  or  shortly  to  become  due,  with 
his  bank  borrowings  and  borrowings  of  that  description, 
and  then  have  provided  for  his  long  loan.  I  can  under¬ 
stand  the  difficulty  in  which  ha  found  himsalf,  for  he  will 
be  told,  and  properly  told,  that  but  for  the  scarceness  of 
funds,  and  for  the  loan  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  he 
could  have  redeemed  those  $25,000,000,  and  have  had  money 
at  4  per  cent,  instead  of  5,  and  have  saved  1  per  cent, 
interest  in  consequence  of  the  operation.  It  is  so  ;  for  even 
during  the  six  months  for  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
providing,  from  30th  Juno  to  1st  January,  there  is,  accord¬ 
ing  to  his  own  statement,  a  loss  of  at  least  the  difference 
between  5  per  cent,  and  4  per  cent.,  because  he  tells  us  that 
even  under  disadvantageous  circumstances  he  can  issue 
securities  bearing  interest  under  4  per  cent.  Wo  are, 
however,  keeping  alive  a  security  at  5  per  cent.,  and, 
therefore,  we  are  losing  1  per  cent. ;  and  I  can  well  under¬ 
stand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  very  anxious  to  cause  this 
loss  to  disappear  at  an  early  day.  But  the  difficulty  is,  that 
he  has  surrounded  us,  I  will  not  say  overwhelmned  us,  with 
so  many  obligations  of  such  a  varied  nature,  made  at  such 
short  dates,  that  it  would  be  proper  to  provide  for  the  debts 
payable  at  such  short  dates  before  attempting  to  deal  with 
a  debt  not  payable  for  a  considerable  time. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 

After  Recess. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE- THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  23)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Wil¬ 
liams.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  to  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex  and 
Detroit  River  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex.) 

Bill  (No.  38)  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junction  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Com¬ 
pany  (Reported).-— (Mr.  Dawson.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  to  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Diocese  of 
Qu’Appelle,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith. — - 
(Mr.  Mulock.) 

Bill  (No.  54)  to  confirm  the  Union  of  Canada  Congrega¬ 
tional  Missionary  Society  and  the  Congregational  Union  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick. — (Mr.  Abbott.) 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley. 


SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  75)  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Employes’  Relief  Association. — (Mr.  Gault.) 

Bill  (No.  79)  to  incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  and  Saskat¬ 
chewan  Railway  and  Navigation  Company.-— (Mr.  Tapper.) 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  KIRK,  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  fact 
that  an  Order  of  tho  House  for  a  return  connected  with  the 
operation  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  Nova  Scotia 
has  not  been  complied,  with  in  any  respect.  The  Order 
asked  for  a  return  for  the  year  1884,  for  the  several  counties 
in  Nova  Scotia.  The  return  brought  down  is  only  for  one 
county  and  is  for  the  year  1881 ;  moreover,  it  does  not  give 
the  name  of  the  physician  who  issued  certificates.  In  no 
particular  does  it  follow  tho  Order  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  will  look  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  to  the  fact  that  two  returns  in  connection  with 
superannuation,  ordered  tho  6th  of  February,  have  not  yet 
been  bi'ought  down. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  asked  tor  the  returns  according 
to  the  Order  of  tho  House,  and  am  waiting  for  them,  and, 
when  I  get  them,  will  bring  them  down, 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  45)  respecting  the  representation  of  the  Territories  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  said  :  In  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  I  do  so  in  the  earnest  hope  that  I  will 
receive  the  assistance  of  the  Government  and  the  assistance 
of  hou.  gentlemen  opposite,  as  well  as  that  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  As  a  member  of  this 
House,  somewhat  conversant  with  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  Territories  of  the  North-West,  I  may  say  that  1  very 
earnestly  desire  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  that  great 
country.  As  a  private  citizen,  having  some  interest  in 
various  ways  in  the  North-West  Territories,  I  fully 
believe  in  the  growth,  in  the  progress,  and  in  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  that  portion  of  the  Dominion,  unless  that  pro¬ 
gress  be  checked  and  that  prosperity  be  stunted  by  bad 
management,  bad  laws,  or  bad  administration  of  laws; 
and  I  may  say,  that  both  as  a  private  citizen  and  as  a 
member  of  this  House,  I  earnestly  desire  that  the  people 
of  the  North-West  Territories,  who  havo  been  accustomed 
in  the  country  from  which  they  emigrated  to  manago 
their  own  affairs  in  their  own  way,  may  be  allowed  to  work 
out  their  own  destiny  in  the  North-West,  by  giving  them, 
not  only  local  self-government,  but  full  representation  in 
this  Parliament.  We  know  well  that  the  position 
which  our  settlers  in  the  North-West  now  occupy  is  an 
anomolus  position.  It  is  an  unjust  position  ;  it 
is,  in  my  judgement,  an  unfair  and  an  unreason¬ 
able  position.  We  know  that  to  some  extent,  in  the 
Territories,  there  are  very  considerable  centres  of  population, 
and  we  know  that  there  is  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
North-West  Territories  a  very  large  population  today. 
Those  settlers,  as  a  general  rule,  I  may  say  universally,  are 
men  of  intelligence,  men  of  activity,  men  of  energy  and 
indomitable  zeal--men  who  have  been  accustomed  in  the  older 
Provinces,  from  which  most  of  them  came,  not  only  to  self- 
government,  but  to  representation  in  the  fullest  sense  of  the 
term,  men  who  have  been  accustomed  to  representation  in 
the  Local  Parliament  and  in  this  Parliament.  Unfor¬ 
tunately,  in  their  now  home  in  the  North-West  Territories 
they  have  not  got  the  rights  and  privileges  nor  the  advant¬ 
ages  they  had  in  the  Provinces  from  which  they  came.  It 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


491 


is  known  to  those  who  take  an  interest  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  especially  the  North-West,  that 
the  Territories  in  the  North-West  were  .created  by  an 
Order  in  Council  of  8th  May,  1882,  and  it  was  alleged 
by  the  First  Minister  that  the  said  Territories  were  so 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  immigration.  One  can¬ 
not  but  regret  that,  to  some  extent,  at  all  events, the  anticipa¬ 
tions,  I  may  say,  perhaps,  the  reasonable  and  fair  anticipa¬ 
tions,  of  the  First  Minister,  have  not  been  fully  realized  with 
respect  to  the  immigration  to  the  North-West  Territories. 
The  Minute  of  Council  was  submitted  to  Parliament 
by  a  message  from  His  Excellency,  and  received  the 
assentmeut  of  Parliament  on  the  16th  May,  1882. 
By  this  Minute  of  Council  or  Order  in  Council,  a  large 
portion  of  the  North-West  was  divided  into  four  territories. 
The  first  was  called  Assiniboia,  with  an  area  of  95,000 
square  miles;  the  next  was  the  Territory  of  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  with  114,000  square  miles;  then  there  was  the  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Alberta,  with  100,000  square  miles;  and  the 
Territory  of  Athabasca,  with  122,000  square  miles.  The 
First  Minister,  when  submitting  this  message  to  Par¬ 
liament,  in  the  Session  of  1882,  said  that  the  proposed  divi¬ 
sion  was  in  the  public  interest,  for  the  convenience  of 
settlers.  He  also  intimated  that  the  divisions  were  provi¬ 
sional,  that  he  expected  a  large  tide  of  immigration  to  flow 
in  there,  and  that  these  Territories  would  subsequently 
become  Provinces,  and  that  Parliament  would  be  asked  to 
assent  to  that  proposal.  I  say  again  that  we  have  reason 
to  regret  that  the  tide  of  immigration  has  not  been  as  full 
and  us  free  as  we  all  had  reason  to  expect  it  would  be  at  the 
time  the  First  Minister  presented  this  message  to  Parlia¬ 
ment.  We  can  only  hope  that  in  the  years  to  come  the 
tide  of  immigration  wiil  rush  in  there  more  freely  than  in 
the  past.  Unfortunately,  al  thought  I  havo  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  there  is  a  very  considerable  settlement  in 
each  of  the  Territories  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
and  in  two  of  them,  at  least,  a  very  considerable 
population,  the  first  step  has  hitherto  not  been 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  giving  our  settlers  in 
our  own  North-West  either  local  self-government  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  term  or  representation  in  this  Parliament. 
It  is  true  that,  during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  one 
of  the  senators  in  another  chamber  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  this  all-important  and  all-absorbing 
question  to  the  people  of  the  North-West.  The  bon. 
senator  enquired  as  to  the  advisability  of  granting  parlia¬ 
mentary  representation  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  territorial 
districts  in  the  North-West,  and  also  if  the  Government  had 
taken  or  intended  to  take  the  same  into  their  consideration. 
The  senator  who  propounded  this  enquiry  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  the  senator  from  Niagara.  On  that  question — 
for  it  appears  they  discuss  questions  in  the  other  chamber, 
their  rules  being  different  from  ours — an  important  discus¬ 
sion  took  place,  and  during  the  course  of  that  discussion 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  made  use  of  the  following 
language : — 

“  I  am  sure  it  will  be  gratifying  to  the  people  of  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  to  have  had  their  interests  and  institutions  submitted  to  the 
House  so  ably  as  they  were  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Niagara,  and  dis¬ 
cussed  iu  this  House  so  intelligently  as  they  have  been.  It  will  show 
them  that  they  are  not,  in  their  remoteness  from  the  capital,  forgotten 
by  the  legislators  who  sit  in  this  Parliament,  and  it  will,  I  am  sure,  im¬ 
part  a  feeling  of  confidence  to  them,  and  increase  the  assurance  which 
they  feel  that  their  interests  and  their  feelings  will  be  earnestly  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Government  and  also  by  Parliament.  That  is  all  that 
I  feel  called  upon  to  say  with  respect  to  the  enquiry  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.” 

You  will  observe  that,  in  the  observations  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  made  upon  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  just 
referred,  be  assures  the  people  of  the  North-West  that  their 
interests  and  their  feelings  will  be  fully  considered  by 
Parliament ;  but,  up  to  this  hour,  so  far,  at  all  events,  as  I 
am  aware,  no  practical,  no  substantial  step  has  been  taken 
by  the  Government,  looking  to  legislation  in  that  direction, 


and  so  far  their  demands,  what  I  believe  to  be  the  fair  and 
reasonable  demands  of  our  settlers  in  the  North-West 
Territories,  have  been  unanswered  and  unheeded  by  the 
Government.  True,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  gives  thorn 
a  sort  of  vague  assurance.  He  tells  them  that,  although 
they  pay  the  taxes  of  the  Dominion,  still  they  are  under 
the  care,  the  paternal  care,  of  a  paternal  Government,  and 
they  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  that ;  that  they  are  remote 
from  the  capital  where  we  caary  on  the  legislation  of  the 
country,  but  their  interests  are  not  forgotten  by  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada ;  that  their  interests  and  their  feelings  will 
be  considered  by  the  Government  and  by  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  ;  and  that  is  all.  Now,  I  make  bold  to  say  that 
hon.  gentlemen  are  much  mistaken  if  they  think  that  the 
people  in  the  North-West  Territories  are  going  to  be  satisfied 
with  assurances  without  having  those  assurances  practically 
earned  out.  They  have  been  accustomed,  as  I  stated  before, 
in  the  Provinces  from  which  they  came,  to  manage  their  own 
affairs  in  their  own  way.  In  their  new  homes  in  the  far 
North-West  they  expect  at  least  the  same  advantages  they 
had  in  the  Provinces  from  which  they  came.  There  they 
have  no  such  advantages.  They  have  not  the  rights  prac¬ 
tically  of  local  self-government  in  the  true  sense  of  the  term, 
and  they  have  no  voice  in  the  legislation  of  this  House. 
These  people  are  there  in  what  may  be  called  a  position  of 
pupillage,  of  servitude.  They  have  not  got  the  rights  we 
have  here.  By  my  Bill,  I  propose  to  release  them  from 
that  condition  of  servitude,  I  propose  to  give  them  all 
the  rights  and  all  the  liberties  that  British  subjects,  living 
in  a  free  country  and  under  a  free  flag,  are  entitled  to;  I 
propose  that  they  shall  have  representation  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  that  they  shall  have  that  representation  at  the 
next  Session  of  this  Parliament.  Bear  in  mind  that  our 
settlers  in  our  North-West  are  in  an  inferior  position  to  the 
settlers  in  the  Territories  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
There  they  have  a  sort  a  representation,  a  sort  of  herma¬ 
phrodite  representation  in  Congress.  They  send  represen¬ 
tatives  to  Congress  from  the  territories,  who  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  public  questions  affecting  the 
territories  and  taking  part  in  the  legislation  there, 
I  propose  by  my  Bill  that  our  settlers  in  our  North-West 
shall  have  a  belter  representation  and  a  fuller  represen¬ 
tation  than  they  have  in  the  United  States  Congress. 
If  the  object  of  the  First  Minister,  when  he  placed  the 
message  of  His  Excellency  before  Parliament  and  formed  a 
portion  of  our  North-West  into  districts,  was  to  encourage 
the  tide  of  immigration  to  flow  in  there,  surely  the  hon. 
gentleman  cannot  expect  that  the  tide  of  immigration  will 
flow  in  as  fully  and  as  freely  as  he  would  wish  it  to  flow, 
unless  he  places  the  settlers  in  the  North-West  in,  at  all 
events,  as  favorable  a  position  as  they  are  in  the  countries 
from  which  they  came.  In  the  United  States  of  America 
they  have  what  is  called  territorial  representation  but,  if 
we  stop  at  territorial  representation,  we  stop  just  where  the 
United  States  of  America  stopped,  and  I  think  we  stop  a  lit¬ 
tle  short  of  the  end  that  we  should  aim  at.  In  the  United 
States  of  America  the  general  Government  can  deal  with 
the  territories  practically  as  the  Congress  sees  fit.  It  is  not 
until  the  territories  are  merged  into  States,  or  are  formed 
into  States,  that  they  have  the  full  rights  and  the  full 
advantages,  and  the  full  privileges  of  government  or  of 
representation ;  and  it  is  when  formed  into  States,  and  then 
only,  that  they  are  given  all  the  rights  of  free  men  living 
in  a  free  country.  By  the  fourth  article  of  the  American 
Constitution,  it  is  declared  that  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the 
territories  or  other  property  belonging  to  the  United  States. 
The  power  of  Congress  over  the  Territories  has  a  two  fold 
character.  First,  as  regards  the  property,  the  right  to 
guard  and  improve  the  property,  to  prepare  it  for  sale,  and 
to  sell  it ;  and  secondly,  the  power  which  concerns  the 
government  of  the  people  residing  within  the  territories 
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before  thoso  Territories  ai*e  formed  into  separate  and 
independent  States.  In  the  United  Statos,  Congress 
has  established  the  Governments  of  the  territories,  or 
a  sort  of  Government  in  the  Territories,  and  Congress 
assumes  the  full  power  to  govern  them  until,  as  I 
have  said,  the  territories  are  merged  into  States. 
The  Federal  Govern  ment  thereiappoints  the  executive  officers 
and  the  judges,  but  the  people  have  a  right  to  elect  mem¬ 
bers  to  the  General  Assembly  when  the  population  reaches 
a  certain  point.  The  Assembly  has  the  right  to  pass  laws 
for  the  government  of  the  territory,  subject  always  to  the 
veto  of  the  United  States  Government.  Bach  territory  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  as  soon  as  it  has  a  population  of 
5,000  male  inhabitants  of  full  age,  is  entitled  to  send 
members  to  their  Genei’al  Assembly,  and  the  public  domain, 
there  as  here,  is  under  the  control  entirely  of  Congress. 
Now,  these  territories,  as  I  have  said,  have  the  right  to 
send  representatives  to  Congress,  and  these  representatives 
have  a  voice  in  the  public  affairs  that  are  brought  before 
Congress.  They  have  all  the  rights,  powers  and  privileges 
that  belong  to  a  representative  from  a  free  and  independent 
State,  except  the  right  to  vote.  On  the  first  Monday  of 
every  week  it  is  the  boundon  duty  of  the  Speaker  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  call  over  the  names  of  the  territories  in  alphabetical 
order,  and  then  the  representative  from  the  territory  has  a 
right  by  law,  because  he  has  a  seat  in  Congress,  to  present  pe¬ 
titions;  he  has  a  right  to  present  memorials,  a  right  to  intro¬ 
duce  bills  affecting  public  interest,  and  his  rights  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress  only  stops  short  at  voting.  Now  I  say  that 
in  the  Uni  ted  States  that  principle,  as  far  as  it  goes,  is  a  sound 
one.  The  moment  the  territories  have  a  population  large 
enough  to  ontitlo  them  to  have  a  General  Assembly  of  their 
own,  that  moment  they  have  a  right  to  send  their  member 
to  Congress.  The  principle  is  a  sound  one,  that  the  citizens 
who  are  expected  to  pay  their  share  of  the  taxes,  who  are 
expected  to  yield  a  willing  submission  to  the  laws,  who  are 
expected  to  yield  submission  to  the  sovereign  power,  shall 
have  a  voice  in  making  the  laws  they  are  bound  to  submit 
to,  and  in  the  imposition  of  taxes  they  are  bound  to  pay.  I 
hold  the  principle  is  a  perfectly  sound  one,  that  taxation 
without  representation  is  tyranny  of  the  worst  kind ;  and 
yet  that  is  just  exactly  the  way  that  we  have  been  dealing 
wite  our  people  in  the  North-West  territories  for  the  last 
three  years.  A  moment  ago  an  hon,  gentleman  opposite 
asked  about  the  population  of  our  Territories;  I  shall  speak 
of  that  shortly.  I  lay  down  this  proposition,  however,  that 
I  believe  the  population  of  two  of  our  territories  is  larger 
than  the  population  of  any  territory  in  the  United  States  of 
America  when  it  was  allowed  to  send  a  represent¬ 
ative  to  Congress.  I  am  not  sure  that  the  population 
of  all  the  territories  is  not  large  enough,  upon  the  principle 
adopted  in  the  United  States,  to  warrant  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  giving  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territorial 
representation.  I  find,  Sir,  that  when  New  Mexico  was 
organised  into  a  territory,  on  the  9  th  of  September,  1870,  it 
had  an  area  of  124,000  square  miles,  and  a  population  of 
61,000.  With  the  sole  exception  of  New  Mexico,  I  believe 
our  North-West  Territories,  two  of  them,  at  all  events,  con¬ 
tain  now  a  population  far  in  excess  of  the  population  of  the 
territories  of  the  United  States  when  they  were  given 
representation  in  Congress.  Colorado  was  admitted  in  1881 
with  an  area  of  105,000  square  miles,  and  a  population  of 
34,000,  in  round  numbers.  Nebraska  was  admitted  in  May, 
1854,  with  an  area  of  122,000  square  miles,  and  with  a  popu¬ 
lation,  in  1850,  of  10,716,  and  in  1863  of  12,519.  As  will  be 
seen,  the  population  in  that  State  in  thirteen  years,  from 
1850  to  1863,  only  increased  by  some  3,000  souls.  Much  as 
we  may  have  to  complain  of  the  scarcity  of  emigration  into 
the  North-West,  nobody  will  pretend  to  say  for  a  moment 
that  the  population  has  not  increased  at  a  much  more  rapid 
ratio  than  it  did  in  the  Territory  of  Nebraska,  and  in  many 
other  territories  of  the  United  States.  Washington  was 
Mr,  Cameron  (Huron). 
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admitted  in  1853,  with  an  area  of  71,000  square  miles,  and 
with  a  population,  in  1850,  of  only  1,201  souls,  and  in  1860, 
ten  years  after,  with  11,000  souls.  Utah  was  organised,  in 
1850,  with  an  area  of  109,000  square  miles,  and  a  population 
of  11,880.  Dakota  was  organised  in  1861,  with  an  area 
of  152,000  square  miles,  and  a  population  of  14,181. 
I  will  not  venture  to  state  What  the  population 
of  Dakota  is  to-day,  but  I  venture  to  say  it  is 
far  up  in  the  hundred  thousands.  It  is  not  yet  formed  into  a 
State,  with  full  sovereign  powers, but  it  is  proposed  shortly, 
I  believe,  to  organise  it  into  one  of  the  United  States.  But 
when  it  was  organised  into  a  territory  and  entitled  to  send 
a  representative  to  Congress,  the  population  of  Dakota  was 
only  some  14,000.  Arizona  was  organised  in  1863  with 
an  area  of  130,000  square  miles  and  a  population  of  9,658. 
Idaho  was  organised  in  1863,  with  an  area  of  310,000  square 
miles,  the  largest,  I  believe,  of  the  territories  of  the  United 
States,  but  with  a  population,  in  1870,  of  only  20,000  souls. 
Montana  was  organised  in  1864, with  an  area  of  146,000  square 
miles,  and  a  population,  in  1870,  of  20,000.  Wyoming  was 
organised  in  1868,  with  an  area  of  97,000  square  miles,  and  a 
population  of  9,000,  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  area  of 
the  territories  of  the  United  States  is  just  about  the  area  of 
our  own  territories  in  the  North-West,  with  the  sole  excep¬ 
tion  of  one  territory;  but  I  say  the  population  of  these  terri¬ 
tories  when  they  were  organised  and  entitled  to  send  repre¬ 
sentatives  to  Congress  was  much  lesss  than  the  population 
of  our  North-West  Territories.  Now,  Sir,  not  only  is  this  true 
with  respect  to  the  territories  of  the  United  States,  but  it  is 
true  with  respect  to  our  own  Provinces.  We  know  that  the 
population  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  when  admitted  into  the 
Confederation,  but  little,  if  at  all,  exceeded  100,000,  and  it  was 
admitted  with  all  the  rights  of  an  independent  Province,  and 
with  a  representation  in  this  Parliament  of  six  members.  Now, 
I  ask  the  First  Minister,  I  ask  the  Government,  I  ask  this 
House,  if  there  is  any  reason  why  Prince  Edward  Island, 
with  a  population  of  somewhere  about  100,000,  should  be 
entitled  to  send  six  members  to  this  Parliament,  who  favor 
us  with  their  opinion,  their  advice  and  their  solemn  protest 
occasionally,  and  who  record  their  votes  in  Parliament, 
when  we  leave  our  own  settlers,  exceeding  in  number  the 
population  of  Prince  Edward  Island  when  received  into  the 
Union,  without  a  single  representative  in  this  Parliament, 
who  can  raise  his  voice  in  defence  of  the  rights  of  the  terri¬ 
tory  or  who  can  record  his  vote  for  or  against  any  proposition 
that  may  be  submitted.  When  we  admitted  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  into  this  Union,  with  the  full  rights  of  a  sovereign 
Province,  it  had  a  population  of  barely  15,000,  with  a  repre¬ 
sentation  in  this  Parliament  of  four  members.  We  admitted 
British  Columbia  with  a  white  population  of  barely  15,000, 
and  with  a  representation  in  this  Parliament  of  six  members. 
I  ask  if  there  is  any  reason  why  the  First  Minister  and  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  or  the  Government,  should  have 
for  years  excluded  these  men  from  what  I  believe  to  be 
thoir  fair,  their  just  right,  to  representation  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  knowing,  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  must  know,  that  the 
population  of  those  territories  to-day  far  exceeds  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  two  Provinces  I  have  last  mentioned.  Public 
opinion  in  the  North-West  is  ripe  for  this  change  ;  it  has 
been  ripe  for  the  last  two  years,  and  public  opinion  is 
pronounced.  Public  men  in  the  North-West  of  all  shades 
of  political  thought,  men  of  all  classes  and  in  every  corner 
of  the  four  territories  carved  out  of  the  groat  North-West, 
have  been  pressing,  and  still  are  pressing,  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  this  change.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  during 
last  year  the  council  of  the  North-West,  in  a  minute  of 
council  sent  to  the  Government  here,  pronounced  strongly 
in  favor  of  the  representation  of  the  territories.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  the  people  of  the  North-West  have 
spoken  in  the  loudest  possible  way,  in  the  only  way  they 
csn  speak,  by  petition,  by  resolution,  by  memorial  and  by 
remonstrance  sent  to  the  Government,  insisting  on  the 
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Government  doing  an  act  of  simple  justice  by  giving 
them  representation  in  this  Parliament.  The  First 
Minister  knows  that  during  the  last  fall  and  early  part  of 
this  winter,  at  every  centre  of  population  in  the  provincial 
districts  of  Assiniboia  and  Alberta,  public  meetings 
were  held,  at  which  resolutions  were  passed  upon  this  sub¬ 
ject.  And  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  it  is  not  a  mere 
political  movemont.  Ho  knows  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  who  attended  these  meetings  were  his  own  sup¬ 
porters,  and  they  passed  the  resolutions  which  have  been 
transmitted  to  the  Government  of  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  the  head.  A  meeting  was  held  at  Calgary,  on 
29th  November,  1884.  The  meeting  was  a  large  meeting; 
it  was  a  purely  non-political  meeting.  The  resolution  was 
moved  by  an  official  of  the  Government,  appointed  by  the 
Government,  and  paid  by  the  Government— the  registrar 
of  the  district.  At  that  meeting  the  following  resolution 
was  passed : — 

“That  settlers  in  the  District  of  Alberta  here  assembled,  declare  this 
our  meeting  to  be  strictly  and  positively  non-political,  and  that  our 
only  desire  and  intention  in  holding  this  meeting  is  to  tender  to  the 
Dominion  Government  the  benefit  of  our  opinions  and  partial  experience 
about  matters  in  which  we  believe  such  opinions  and  experience  may 
be  of  use  and  benefit  to  the  Government  in  dealing  with  the  various 
matters  and  subjects  about  wbicb  resolutions  are  about  to  be  submitted 
to  this  meeting.” 

This  resolution,  as  I  have  said,  was  moved  by  an  official  of 
the  Government,  a  paid  supporter  of  the  Government,  a  man 
occupying  an  important  position  there .  It  was  thought 
desirable,  in  order  that  the  Government  might  be  made 
aware  of  the  fact  that  the  movement  to  secure  representation 
was  of  a  purely  non-political  character,  to  recite  that  fact 
in  the  resolution.  That  resolution  was  followed  by  another 
resolution,  of  which  the  following. is  a  copy:  — 

“  Whereas,  in  tbe  opinion  of  this  meeting,  the  time  has  arrived  when 
the  North-West  Territories,  from  the  rapid  increase  in  population,  and 
the  extraordinary  development  of  their  vast  resources  which  have  taken 
place  in  the  last  few  years,  are  entitled  to  representation  in  the  Dominion 
Parliament ; 

“  Therefore,  Resolved,  That  the  Dominion  Government  be  respectfully 
requested  to  introduce,  at  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  such  measures 
as  may  be  necessary  to  provide  for  a  fair  and  just  representation  of  the 
present  provisional  districts,  into  which  the  North-West  Territories  are 
divided  in  the  Federal  Parliament ;  or  to  obtain  from  the  Imperial  Par¬ 
liament, during  its  present  Session,  such  amendmentof  the  Sritish  North 
American  Act  as  may  be  necessary  to  accomplish  that  object — should 
such  a  course  be  deemed  necessary.” 

There  you  see  that  at  this  meeting,  presided  over  by  a  friend 
of  the  Government,  the  resolution  which  I  have  read,  moved 
by  a  friend  of  the  Government,  and  a  large  majority  of  those 
present,  as  is  alleged,  being  friends  of  the  Government,  and 
the  meeting  a  purely  non-political  one,  a  resolution  was 
passed  asking  the  Government,  as  a  matter  of  right,  to  give 
territorial  representation  in  this  Parliament.  I  find  in  the 
Eegina  Leader,  the  organ  of  the  Government  in  the  capital 
of  the  Province  of  Assiniboia,  edited  and  owned  by  a  friend 
of  the  Government — a  tolerably  well  paid  friend  of  the 
Government,  too — an  account  of  a  meeting  held  at  Wolse- 
ley  on  20th  November,  i884,  at  which  the  following  resolu¬ 
tion  was  passed  - 

“Whereas  w@,  the  settlers  of  the  municipality  of  Wolseley,  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  have  learned  with  pleasure  that  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Dominion  Government,  at  the  coming  Session  of  Parliament, 
to  introduce  a  measure  for  the  representation  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  in  the  Federal  Parliament  of  Canada, 

“  And  whereas  we  have  good  reason  to  believe  that  the  present  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  District  of  Assiniboia  is  at  least  60,000  souls. 

“And  whereas,  owing  to  the  fertility  and  richness  of  the  soil,  the 
population  is  scattered  all  over  the  said  district,  and  a  representation  of 
two  members  would  be  entirely  inadequate  to  the  arduous  duties  to  be 
performed. 

“  And  whereas  we  believe  that  we  are  entitled  to  just  representation 
and  that  great  good  would  result  from  said  representation. 

“Therefore,  be  it  resolved,  ‘That  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  we 
should  have  not  less  than  four  representatives  for  the  District  of  Assini¬ 
boia.’  ” 

I  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  As¬ 
siniboia  alone  persons  who  are  able  to  form  an  opinion  on  the 


subject,  and  who  live  among  the  people  there,  claim  there 
is  a  population  of  60,000  in  that  territory  alone.  It  is  quite 
clear,  from  what  was  said  by  the  mover  of  the  resolution, 
Mr.  G.  L.  Dodds,  a  merchant  residing  in  that  charming 
town  of  Wolseley,  that  ho  must  have  had  somo  assurance 
given  him  by  some  member  of  the  Government  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  to 
grant  them  representation — -an  assurance  from  somo 
Minister  of  the  Crown  who,  during  last  fall,  paid  a  flying 
visit  to  the  North-West  Territories.  I  trust  the  Minister 
who  gave  Mr.  Dodds  the  assurance  that  the  Government 
proposed  to  deal  with  this  question  will  see  that  the  assu¬ 
rance  so  given  is  carried  out.  I  may  say  that  I  waited  some 
time  to  see  what  action  the  Government  proposed  to  take 
in  this  matter.  No  reference  was  made  to  the  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  territories  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  No 
action  was  taken  by  the  Government,  with  a  view 
to  secure  representation,  and  seeing  that  no  action 
was  taken  by  ihe  Government,  I  took  it  upon  my¬ 
self  to  introduce  this  Bill,  and  to  ask  the  House  to 
assent  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  that  the  territories 
should  be  represented  in  this  Parliament,  Similar  resolutions 
were  passed  at  other  meetings  held  last  fall  and  during  the 
early  winter  in  the  territories.  I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
with  reading  any  more  of  the  resolutions.  All  I  propose  to 
say  further  is,  that  it  appears  to  me,  from  the  press  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  territories  from  one  end  to  the  other,  that  in 
everynook  and  corner,  wherever  settlers  are  located,  there 
is  a  universal  demand  in  favor  of  the  representation  of 
the  territories.  Let  mo  refer  to  a  speech  delivered  at 
Ottawa,  at  one  of  the  festive  gatherings  that  are  occasion- 
ally  held  here,  by  a  friend  of  the  Government,  and  under 
the  nose  of  the  Government,  by  a  supporter  of  the 
Government,  the  editor  and  proprietor  of  the  Eegina 
Leader.  The  speech  is  reported  by  the  correspondent 
of  the  Eegina  Leader  at  Ottawa,  said  correspondent  is 
believed  to  be  the  editor  of  the  Leader,  Mr.  Davin.  It 
was  delivered  at  a  dinner  of  the  Old  Guard  Club. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  Old  Guard  Club  is, 
or  who  are  the  distinguished  gentlemen  composing  it; 
But  this  orator  of  the  evening  goe3  on  to  discuss  various 
matters  connected  with  the  North-West;  and  I  say  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  nobody  can  give  a  better  or 
more  reliable  or  more  correct  opinion  of  the  wants  and 
necessities  of  the  people  of  the  North-West,  and  especially 
of  the  District  of  Assiniboia,  than  Mr.  Nicholas  Flood 
Davin,  and  here,  at  this  festive  gathering  of  the  Old  Guard 
Club,  he  spoke  with  reference  to  the  representation  of  the 
North-West.  He  said : 

“  He  spoke  on  the  question  of  representation  at  considerable  length, 
referring  to  two  meetings  which  had  been  held  in  the  North-West  in 
favor  of  representation,  one  at  Wolseley  and  one  at  Moosomin.  The 
men,  he  said,  who  spoke  at  those  meetings  would  do  credit  to  any 
assembly  in  the  world.  Mr.  Perley,  of  Wolseley,  was  an  eloquent 
speaker.  He  refeired  to  a  resolution  proposed  by  Mr  G.  L.  Dodds  in 
favor  of  representation,  which  affirmed  that  there  were  60,000  people  in 
Assiniboia.  There  were  120,000  in  the  whole  North-West.  As  to  the 
policy  to  be  pursued,  he  said  he  agreed  with  Mr.  Thompson,  who  spoke  at 
the  Wolseley  meeting,  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  make  the  whole  of  the 
North-West  Territories  into  one  Province.  Either  of  two  courses 
should  be  taken — to  give  ihe  North-West  six  representatives  represent¬ 
ing  territory,  or  else  create  three  Provinces  with  three  local  govern¬ 
ments,  or  one  might  create  Assiniboia  into  a  Province  and  let  mem¬ 
bers  go  from  the  Saskatchewan  and  Alberta  for  a  short  time  as 
representing  territory.  Mr.  Robert  Bobier,  at  Ihe  meeting  at  Moosomin, 
had  proposed  a  resolution  in  favor  of  Provinces,  which  was  carried 
unanimously.  But  the  great  thing  was  to  get  representation.  Did  they 
suppose  120,000  people  were  going  to  be  held  in  leading  strings?  Were 
they— are  immigration  d' elite — a  select  immigration — the  flower  of  the 
old  pioneeis  of  Canada— to  remain  ‘disestablished  and  disendowed' 
and  outside  the  pale  of  the  constitution?  Did  they  think  it  was 
possible?  Or  if  possible,  that  it  was  politic?  It  was  not  possible,  and 
if  it  was  possible,  it  would  be  most  impolitic.” 

Sir,  I  agree  with  the  orator  of  the  occasion.  I  say  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  cannot  resist  the  claims  of  the  settlers  of 
the  North-West,  and  if  they  could  resist  the  claims  of  the 
settlers,  they  should  not  resist  the  fair  demands  made  by 


494 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


March  11, 


them,  in  temperate  language,  to  the  Government  and  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  this  country.  Sir,  I  suppose  from  what  Mr, 
Nicholas  Flood  Davn  said  on  that  occasion,  that  he  was  not 
speaking  without  authority,  that  he  was  speaking  by  th< 
boob,  because  on  the  same  occasion  that  gentleman  stated, 
with  reference  to  erecting  the  new  buildings  at  Regina,  that 
he  held  it  in  black  and  white,  over  the  signature  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  that  these  buildings  were  to  be 
erected  in  the  spring.  But,  Sir,  we  have  some  observations 
made  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  The  gallant  knight  who 
presides  so  worthily  over  the  Public  Works  Department, 
paid  a  visit  to  the  North-West  during  last  fall  ;  and,  of 
course,  the  advent  of  so  distinguished  a  gentleman  created  a 
little  excitement  in  tho  North-West.  He  was  feasted  and  he 
was  fed,  he  was  dined  and  he  was  wined,  and  on  one  of  these 
festive  occasions,  the  hon.  gentleman  being — I  was  going  to 
say  in  good  humor,  but  I  will  not  say  that,  because  I  never 
saw  him  otherwise— but  being  present  at  a  festive  gather¬ 
ing,  he  made  use  of  the  following  language  - 

“So  far  as  any  complaints  made  or  changes  wanted  were  concerned, 
he  had  everywhere  said,  as  he  now  said  :  ‘  Come  to  us.  Let  us  know 

your  wants.  We  are  your  Government.  We  have  at  onrJbacks,  and 
have  had  for  years,  a  strong  majority,  and  that  majority  it  is  our  duty 
to  use  for  the  good  of  the  country.’  ” 

Sir,  that  is  a  fact ;  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  nothing  but 
the  strict  truth  when  he  made  that  statement.  They  have 
had— the  hon.  gentleman  has  had— at  his  back  for  a  number 
of  years,  a  large  following  in  this  House;  and  he  invited  the 
people  of  the  North-West  to  lay  their  complaints  at  the 
foot  of  the  Canadian  Throne  and  they  would  receive  every 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Government.  Weil,  these 
people  have  been  so  laying  their  complaints  for  two  or  three 
years.  Last  Session  they  did  so  emphatically  and  decidedly, 
clearly  and  distinctly,  and  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  now  to 
redeem  tho  pledge  he  made  to  the  people  of  Calgary  when 
he  delivered  the  address  from  which  I  quoted  this  extract. 
He  went  on : 

“Sir  Hector,  continuing,  referred  briefly  to  the  questions  of  represen¬ 
tation  in  Parliament  and  a  representative  Local  Legislature  as  amongst 
the  changes  asked  for.  While  he,  as  'but  one  of  the  fourteen  Ministers 
composing  the  Government,  could  not  indicate  its  policy  or  give  any 
pledges  on  its  behalf,  he  was  understood  to  concede  the  justice  of  our 
claim  to  a  voice  in  the  Parliament  which  makes  our  laws  and  collects 
our  taxes,  and  also  to  favor  such  an  increase  in  the  number  of  elected 
members  in  the  North-West  Council  as  would  trans  orm  it  virtually  into 
a  representative  body.  He  could  only  promise  that  all  these  matters 
should  have  the  best  consideration  of  the  Government,  and,  if  at  all  pos¬ 
sible,  the  views  and  wishes  of  the  people  should  be  met.” 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  quite  clear  from  the  speech  -—if  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  correctly  reported,  and  f  made  the  extract 
from  a  Calgary  newspaper—thatthe  most  solemn  assurances 
were  given  by  this  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  his  followers 
who  met  him  on  that  occasion,  that  all  they  had  to  do  if  they 
had  well  founded  grounds  of  complaint  was  to  lay  them  at 
the  feet  of  the  Government  and  they  would  receive  every 
consideration.  On  the  question  of  representation  the  hon. 
gentleman  ventured  to  give  his  own  opinion,  and  in  no  un¬ 
mistakable  terms.  I  call  on  the  hon.  gentleman  to  carry  ou,t 
to  tho  people  of  the  North-West  the  assurances  he  gave  them 
on  that  occasion  when  he  was  visiting  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories.  Sir,  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  unless  these  fair 
and  reasonable  demands  of  the  people  of  the  North-West 
Territories  are  assented  to,  they  can  hardly  expect  that 
peace  and  contentment,  progress  and  prosperity  will  con¬ 
tinue  in  that  country.  Now,  Sir,  at  all  the  meetings  held 
in  the  North-West  Territories  thero  was  pointed  out  very 
clearly  and  very  correctly  the  anomolous  position  that  the 
people  of  that  country  occupy — the  unfortunate  position 
they  occupy— the  injustice  of  the  position  in  which 
they  are  placed.  Sir,  they  are  taxed  by  this  Parliament, 
for  tho  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  Government  of 
this  country,  lor  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  great  public 
works  of  this  country ;  they  arc  taxed  to  pay  tho  national 
debt  of  this  country,  in  the  creation  of  which  they  had  no  * 
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voice,  and  upon  all  these  matters  they  have  no  vote  now. 
They  are  taxed  as  a  part  of  this  great  Dominion,  and  we 
expect  them  to  submit  quietly  without  grumbling  or  com¬ 
plaint.  Sir,  although  we  paiss  laws  affecting  all  the  material 
interests,  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  that  country,  they 
have  no  voice  in  this  Parliament;  they  cannot  advise; 
they  cannot  protest;  the}7  cannot  counsel  with  us,  and  they 
cannot  vote  for  or  against  any  proposition  that  may  be 
submitted  to  the  House.  We,  by  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
open  the  pockets  of  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territoiies, 
and  we  keep  their  mouths  closed  for  the  want  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  I  am  introducing  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  will  open  the  mouths  of  the  settlers  ;  hon.  gentlemen 
have  passed  Acts  of  Parliament  opening  their  pockets. 
Here  in  this  Parliament,  and  every  Session  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  we  are  constantly  passing  laws  which  materially 
affect  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  the  country 
away  to  the  west  of  us — laws  affecting  the  interests, 
the  ultimate  prosperity  and  the  growth  of  that 
country ;  and  yet,  Sir,  we  exclude  the  people  who, 
above  all  other’s,  are  interested  in  the  character  of 
these  laws,  from  a  voice  in  that  legislation— we  exclude 
them  from  having  a  vote  as  to  whether  it  shall  or  shall  not 
pass.  We  who  live,  some  of  us  at  a  distance  of  2,000 
miles  from  these  territories,  assume  to  know  more  about 
the  country  than  the  people  do  themselves.  We  are 
here  in  Ottawa  framing  laws,  passing  laws,  moulding 
laws,  which  effect  the  material  prosperity  of  the  people  in 
the  North-West  Territories  and  we  expect  them  tamely  and 
quietiy  to  submit  to  those  laws,  and  still  we  tell  them  in 
the  same  breath,  You  shall  not  have  a  voice  in  the  framing 
of  those  laws,  or  a  vote  in  the  imposition  of  the  taxes  you 
are  called  on  to  pay.  We  assume  that  we  know  more  about 
the  country  than  the  people  living  there.  I  ask  how  many 
members  of  this  Parliament  have  visited  Manitoba? 
How  many  have  set  foot  in  the  prairies  of  the  great 
North-West?  How  many  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
have  ever  visited  the  NorthWest?  How  many  Ministers 
of  tho  Interior  ever  visited  the  North-West  Territories  ? 
I  am  mistaken  it  a  single  Minister  of  the  Interior  ever 
visited  that  country.  But  if  they  did  visit  it,  their  visits 
have  been  like  angels  visits,  few  and  far  between,  and  they 
have  been  very  short.  It  is  true,  Sir,  some  members  of  Par¬ 
liament  and  some  Ministers  of  tho  Crown,  in  a  palaco  car, 
surrounded  with  all  the  luxuries  of  modern  life,  and  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  few  choice  companions,  have  sometimes  taken  a 
pleasure  excursion  through  the  country  to  the  foot  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains  ;  but  they  saw  nothing  of  the  country 
and  learned  nothing  of  the  country,  except  what  they  saw 
from  the  car  windows.  They  delivered  a  few  speeches  from 
the  car  platform,  in  reply  to  congratulatory  addresses  pre¬ 
sented  to  them  by  their  followers  ;  but  to  say  that  they  saw 
the  country  by  passing  over  it  on  the  railway  I  say  is  not 
possible.  Very  few  of  them  have  visited  the  centres  of 
population  or  have  visited  the  people  in  their  prairie  homes. 
At  all  events,  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  has  been  in  the 
country  long  enough  to  make  himself  thoroughly  familiar 
with  the  wishes  and  wants  of  the  people  there. 
We  know  perfectly  well  that  what  would  bo  in  the 
interest  of  the  older  Provinces  would  not  be  in  the 
interest  of  that  magnificent  inheritence  which  we 
possess  in  the  North-West  ;  what  might  suit  us 
might  not  suit  them,  and  what  might  suit  them  might  not 
suit  us.  It  is  impossible  for  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
legislate  intelligently  with  regard  to  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  without  making  himself  acquainted  with  the  wishes 
and  necessities  of  the  people  there.  And  yet  we  undertake 
to  do  all  that.  Need  we  be  surprised  that  in  this  condition 
of  affairs  the  people  in  those  territories  should  grumble  and 
complain,  and  that  during  the  last  fall  and  the  early  part 
of  this  winter  they  should  have  held  numerous  meetings, 
protesting  against  being  kept  longer  in  a  state  of  tutelage 
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ami  servitude,  and  insisting'  that  the  Government  shall  carry 
out  their  assurances  that  the  people  of  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  shall  get  representation  in  this  Parliament.  Let 
hon.  gentlemen  reflect  for  a  single  moment  on  the  conse¬ 
quences  of  it.  Do  hon.  gentlemen  expect  that  the  people 
who  aro  callod  upon  to  pay  the  taxes  we  impose  upon  them, 
and  to  yield  obedience  to  the  laws  passed  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  will  long  remain  in  a  peaceful  and  contented  state  ? 
Hon.  gentlomen  will  find  themselves  mistaken  if  they  think 
so.  They  will  learn,  and  the  country  will  learn  with  sor¬ 
row,  that  until  this  right  is  granted  to  them  there  will 
continue  to  be  complaints  of  a  very  serious  char¬ 
acter  from  the  people  of  the  North  West.  One  can 
easily  understand  that.  Suppose  we  undertook  to-day  to 
exclude  from  the  House  by  a  simple  resolution  the  six  re¬ 
presentatives  from  the  island  of  Prince  Edward.  This 
Parliament  can  do  wonder’s  in  that  respect;  we  have  elected 
before  now  a  member  by  resolution,  and  I  suppose  by  resolu¬ 
tion  we  can  exclude  one.  Suppose  by  resolution  we  excluded 
the  six  members  from  that  Province  from  having  a  voice  in 
this  Legislature,  what  would  be  the  consequence  ?  The 
consequence  would  be,  first,  a  solemn  protest,  and  then  open 
rebellion.  And  yet  we  treat  our  people  in  the  North-West 
Territories  just  in  that  way,  and  we  expect  them  quietly 
and  tamely  to  submit  to  this  sort  of  proceeding.  Suppose 
we  said  to  our  friends  from  British  Columbia :  We  have  no 
need  of  you  in  this  Parliament;  we  can  get  on  without  you  ; 
you  have  been  born  in  the  country,  or  you  have  lived  long 
in  it,  and  you  know  more  about  it  than  we  do;  but  we  can 
pass  our  laws  without  you,  and  we  don’t  want  you;  we  who 
are  thousands  of  miles  from  the  country  know  better  its 
wishes  and  necessities  than  you  do  who  live  there.  What 
would  the  people  of  British  Columbia  tay  ?  Would  they 
tolerate  it  ?  Not  for  an  hour.  And  yet  that  is  what  wo 
are  doing  in  the  case  of  our  people  in  the  North-West.  We 
are  taxing  them,  and  we  are  compelling  them  to  obey  the 
legislation  of  this  House,  and  yet  we  expect  them  to  submit 
to  our  taxation  and  to  yield  obedience  to  our  laws.  The 
thing  won’t  do.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  have  to  solve,  and 
solve  quickly,  this  question  of  representation  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  A  question  has  arisen  as  to  the  population  of  the 
territories.  We  cannot  tell  what  the  population  is,  nor 
shall  we  be  able  to  tell  for  years  to  come,  with  any  abso¬ 
lute  certainty.  It  is  a  floating  and  shifting  population.  It 
may  be  doubled  or  quadrupled  in  two  or  three  years.  I 
hope  it  will;  but  it  may  bo  loss  than  it  is  now.  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  taken  steps  to  procure  a  census  of  those  terri¬ 
tories  ;  but  it  will  not  be  takon,  in  the  ordinary  course,  for  a 
year  or  two,  and  if  we  are  to  wait  until  tho  census  returns 
are  published  th9  territories  cannot  get  representation  for 
two  or  three  years.  We  know  not  what  the  population  may 
be  at  that  time.  It  may  bo  50,000  and  it  may  be  500,000; 
yet  in  the  face  of  the  petitions  and  protests  of  the  settlers, 
their  asking  for  this  representation,  we  shall  no  doubt  be 
asked  to  wait  until  the  census  returns  aro  brought  down, 
and  until  we  have  some  certainty  of  what  the  population  is. 
I  say  to  deny  the  people  of  the  North-West  Territories  rep¬ 
resentation,  and  representation  now,  is  to  deny  them  one  of 
the  cleared  rights  a  British  subjeet  is  entitled  to,  and  I 
hope  the  First  Minister  will  not  deny  them  that  right. 
Assiniboia,  according  to  the  statement  I  read  a  moment 
ago,  is  claimed  to  have  a  population  of  05,000;  1  honestly 
believe  that  it  cannot  be  less  than  50,000.  The  territory 
ol  Alberta  is  saul  to  have  a  population  of  40,000.  It  is 
difficult  to  form  an  idea  of  what  tile  population  of  the  other 
territories  is,  but  it  must  be  very  considerable.  Now,  tho 
two  territories  I  have  referred  to  have  a  large  population  — 
a  population  four  times  that  of  Manitoba  when  it  was  admit¬ 
ted  into  the  Union  with  representatives  in  Parliament  of 
four  members,  and  nearly  four  times  what  British  Columbia 
had  when  it  was  admitted  into  the  Union  with  six  members; 
and  tho  two  territories  together  have  a  population  far  ex¬ 


ceeding  Prince  Edward  Island  when  it  was  admitted  into 
the  Union  with  six  members.  And  yet  we  deny  represen¬ 
tation  in  this  Parliament  to  those  people  who  have  made 
their  homes  in  that  country,  and  intend  to  spend  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  their  lives  there.  Now,  I  propose  in  my  Bill, 
that  they  shall  have  representation  in  this  Parliament, 
and  representation  at  once.  I  give  the  provincial  district 
Assiniboia,  with  G5,000,  two  members  ;  Alberta,  with  of 
40,000,  one  member,  and  I  give  each  of  tho  other  terri¬ 
tories  one  member — five  members  in  all.  I  do  not 
think  that  representation  is  too  large.  In  my  opinion  it  is 
too  small,  and  when  hon.  gentlemen  doal  with  my  Bill,  and 
I  trust  that  they  will,  as  I  believe  they  will,  from  the  assur¬ 
ances  given  by  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  give 
Assiniboia  three  members,  Alberta  two,  and  each  of  the 
other  Provinces  one.  I  propose  by  my  Bill  that  these  peo¬ 
ple  shall  be  relieved  of  the  disability  under  which  they  now 
sutler,  and  shall  be  enabled  to  send  representatives  to  this 
Parliament  who  will,  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  declare  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  people  of  the  North-West.  I  ask 
the  First  Minister  if,  when  he  is  carrying  his  Bills  through 
this  Parliament,  having  reference  to  the  North-West,  he 
would  not  be  materially  assisted  it  he  had  the  counsel  and 
advice  of  men  who  have  lived  in  the  country  for  many  years 
and  are  thoroughly  conversant  with  its  necessities.  The  hon. 
gentleman  can  give  me  but  one  answer  to  that  question.  I 
propose  in  my  Bill  that  there  shall  be  an  election  before  the 
1st  of  December  next,  in  order  that  the  representa¬ 
tives  from  the  North-West  Territories  may  be  pre¬ 
sent  at  the  next  Session  of  this  Parliament, 
and  the  next  Parliament  also.  I  want  tho  Government 
to  give  thetn  representation,  and  to  give  them  represen¬ 
tation  for  tho  next  two  Sessions  of  this  Parliament.  Tho 
dotails  of  the  Bill  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into.  I  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  with  the  earnest  hope  that  it 
will  bocome  the  law  of  the  land.  1  believe  that  if  tho  Bill 
passes  it  will  tend  very  largely  to  allay  a  large  amount  of 
the  discontent  and  dissatisfaction  that  exists  in  the  North- 
West  Territoi’ies,  because  one  can  easily  see  that  if  the 
people  have  representatives  in  Parliament,  through  whom 
they  can  make  known  their  wishes  and  wants,  they  will  not 
have  the  same  grouuds  of  complaint  that  they  would  have 
if  the  legislation  was  passed  behind  their  backs  and  some¬ 
times  against  their  solemn  protest.  I  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  believing  thoroughly  that  its  passage 
will  tend  to  allay  to  a  large  extent  the  discontent  and  dissa¬ 
tisfaction  which  now,  to  some  extent,  prevails  in  the  North- 
West  Territories;  I  move  the  second  reading  ol  the  Bill, 
believing  that  by  giving  representation  to  the  territories 
we  are  doing  a  simple  measure  of  justice  to  the  people 
of  the  North-West  Territories;  I  move  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  in  the  earnest  hope  that  it  will  become  law, 
believing  that  if  it  should  become  law  the  people  of  the 
North-West  Territories  will  be  satisfied  that  this  is  an 
earnest,  on  the  part  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  of  our 
desire  to  mete  out  to  them  the  same  justice  that  we  mete 
out  to  other  portions  of  the  Dominion, 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  would  have  wished  that 
the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  introduced  this  Bill,  had 
favored  us  with  tho  remarks  which  he  has  made  this  evening, 
as  I  would  have  then  been  prepared  to  answer  the  able 
argument  he  has  just  made.  Under  these  circumstances, 
this  being  an  important  measure,  I  would  desire  to  postpone 
my  remarks  to  another  day,  and  beg  therefore  to  move  that 
tho  debate  bo  now  adjourned. 

Motion  (Sir  Iicctor  Langevin)  agreed  to,  and  debate 
adjourned. 

MARITIME  COURT  OF  ONTARIO. 

House  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  Biil  (No.  11)  to 
extend  the  jurisdiction  of  tho  Maritime  Court  of  Ontario — • 
(Mr.  Allan.) 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  this  matter  was 
discussed  before  it  seemed  to  be  the  general  opinion  of  the 
House  that  it  should  not  apply  to  supplies  but  only  to 
repairs.  I  propose  that  the  words  “or  for  necessaries 
supplied  to  any  such  ship  ”  be  struck  out.  I  propose  also 
that  this  Bill  should  not  have  a  protective  effect,  that  the 
clause  providing  that  the  maritime  courts  shall  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  be  made  to  apply  to  claims  arising  after  the  passage  of 
this  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  move  the  following  amendment,  of 
which  I  have  given  notice:— 

This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  any  claim  for  building,  equipping  or 
repairing  of  any  ship,  made  or  incurred  before  the  passing  hereof. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

HOLES  IN  ICE  ON  FREQUENTED  WATERS. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  regret  that  I  was  not 
in  my  place  when  this  Bill — Bill  (No.  22)  to  amend  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  to  declare  it  a  misdemeanor  to  leave  un¬ 
guarded  and  exposed  holes  cut  in  the  ice  on  any  navigable 
or  frequented  waters — came  up  for  the  second  reading,  as  I 
think  I  could  have  explained  some  objections  male  to  it  by 
hon.  members;  but  since  I  have  heard  what  has  been  said 
and  objected  to,  and  upon  consulting  members  of  the 
Government  and  others  in  the  House,  I  have  considered  it 
would  be  advisablo  to  move  : 

That  the  Order  for  the  House  to  go  into  committee  be  discharged, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  composed  of  the 
following  gentlemen  :  Messrs.  Hall,  Ives,  Landry  (Kent),  Davis,  Wells, 
Girouard,  Beaty,  Cameron  (Victoria),  Fleming,  and  the  mover. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EVIDENCE  IN  CRIMINAL  CASES. 

House  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  Bill  (No.  6)  to 
further  amend  the  law  of  evidence  in  criminal  cases. —  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr,  McCARTHY.  I  propose  to  move  the  amendment  of 
which  I  have  given  notice  to  the  fourth  clause.  I  propose 
to  add  to  the  clause  the  following  words  : — 

Provided,  that  so  far  as  the  cross-examination  relates  to  the  credit 
of  the  accused,  the  court  may  limit  such  cross-examination  to  such  ex¬ 
tent  as  it  thinks  proper,  although  the  proposed  cross-examination  might 
be  permissible  in  the  case  of  any  other  witness. 

This  is  to  prevent  the  accused  being  cross-examined  as  to 
character.  The  witness  puts  himself  in  the  box,  and  is 
liable  to  be  cross-examined  as  to  bis  past  history  and  char¬ 
acter  ;  and,  in  the  case  of  an  accused,  he  may  be  condemned, 
not,  perhaps,  because  he  was  guilty  of  the  offence  with 
which  be  is  ehargod,  but  because  bis  general  character  may 
be  such  as  to  cause  him  to  be  punished  for  his  past  offences. 
I  think  that  is  unreasonable  and  unfair.  I  further  propose 
to  add : 

In  case  an  accused  person,  tried  before  a  jury,  does  not  tender  him¬ 
self  or  herselt  a  witness,  or  become  a  witness  on  the  trial,  no  observa¬ 
tions  shall  be  allowed  to  be  made  at  the  trial  by  the  prosecutor  or  by 
ihe  counsel  for  the  prosecution,  as  to  him  or  her  not  so  tendering  him¬ 
self  or  herself  as  a  witness,  or  not  being  a  witness,  nor  shall  any  adverse 
inference  be  drawn  against  the  innocence  of  the  accused  by  reason 
thereof. 

It  leaves  it  optional  with  the  accused  to  go  into  the  witness 
box  or  not,  with  this  legislative  declaration,  so  far  as  it  will 
be  of  authority,  that  his  not  going  into  the  witness  box  will 
not  bo  taken  against  him. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  can¬ 
not  assent  to  tho  proposition  of  my  bon.  friend.  The  first 
Sir  Hector  Langevin, 
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amendment  he  proposes  to  make  is  to  limit  the  cross- 
examination,  that  is,  as  far  as  I  understand  it,  that  when  a 
defendant  goes  into  the  box  to  give  evidence  on  his  own 
behalf  the  counsel  for  the  Crown  is  not  to  be  at  liberty  to 
cross-examine  him,  to  ascertain  whether  he  is  credible  or 
not.  His  mouth  is  to  be  closed  on  that  subject,  unless  with 
the  assent  of  the  judge.  It  appears  to  me  that  that  is 
hardly  a  reasonable  or  fair  thing.  If  a  man  sees  fit,  when 
on  trial,  to  offer  himself  as  a  witness,  he  ought  to  be  pre¬ 
cisely  in  the  same  position  as  any  other  witness.  I  do  not 
think  that,  if  I  spoke  for  an  hour,  I  could  express  this  in 
better  language  than  that  of  Lord  Bramwell,  in  the  letter  I 
quoted  to  the  House  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  He 
is  no  mean  authority  on  a  question  of  this  kind,  and  he 
says : 

“  I  send  you  a  copy  of  the  Evidence  Bill,  which  passed  the  Lords 
this  Session.  It  is  the  same  as  they  passed  last  Session.  It  is,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  the  same  as  was  brought  in  by  the  Government  and  passed 
the  Commons  last  Session,  with  one  exception,  namely  :  in  that 
Bill  wa3  a  provision  that  the  defendant  in  a  criminal  case,  when  called 
as  a  witness,  should  not  be  cross-examined  as  to  his  past  career  and 
character.” 

Now,  that  is  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  except 
as  to  the  action  of  the  judge- - 

“  This  was  contested  in  the  Commons,  but  carried  by  a  small  major¬ 
ity.  ft  is  clearly  wrong,  and  I  believe  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  our 
Attorney-General.  If  a  man  presents  himself  as  a  witness,  there  ought 
to  be  a  power  to  see  what  he  is  worth  as  such.  There  cannot  be  op¬ 
posite  rules  for  ascertaining  that— one  where  the  proceeding  is  criminal, 
another  where  it  is  not.  If  the  question  is  whether  the  defendant 
assaulted  or  libelled  the  plaintiff  or  prosecutor,  and  the  defendant 
tenders  himself  as  a  witness,  it  is  manifest  that  he  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  same  way,  whether  the  proceedings  be  by  indictment  or 
civil  action.  No  doubt  it  puts  the  defendant  in  an  awkward  dilemma, 
if  not  being  called  or  being  subject  to  such  enquiries,  but  l  dare  say 
there  may  be  convictions,  not  because  the  man  has  committed  the 
offence  charged,  but  some  other — not  many.  There  is  no  help  for  it. 
And  remember  that  it  is  hard  upon  a  prosecutor  of  good  character 
that  he  should  be  put  on  an  equality  with  one  of  bad  character. 
Rem-mber  also,  that  the  prosecuting  counsel  may  always  say  to  the 
jury:  My  client  has  been  asked  no  question  to  show  he  is  untrust¬ 
worthy  ;  l  could  notask  such  questions  of  the  defendant.” 

The  effect  of  that  amendment  would  be  to  leave  it  discre¬ 
tionary  with  the  judge  how  far  the  cross-examination  should 
go,  but  a  counsel  would  in  that  case  ask  no  questions  at  ail, 
because  he  might  be  stopped  any  moment.  It  seems  to  me 
very  unfair,  when  a  man  goes  into  the  witness  box  to  pledge 
his  oath  to  a  certain  state  of  facts,  that  the  jury  should  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  judging  what  weight  they  should 
attach  to  that  man’s  evidence.  They  can  only  do  that  by  a 
thorough  cross-examination.  He  may  be  a  gaol-bird  or  a 
penitentiary -bird,  he  may  have  been  guilty  of  the  mot 
serious  offences,  ho  may  have  been  convicted  for  perjury 
twenty  times,  and  yet  you  cannot  ask  him  a  question  as  to 
that.  That  is  not  fair,  or  just,  or  right,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  help  the  administration  ot  justice  to  add  such  a 
provision.  The  fourth  clause  of  my  Bill  . does,  to  some  extent, 
give  a  protection.  It  says  : 

“  Provided  also,  that  no  person  so  charged,  being  a  witness  on  any 
hearing  of  such  charge,  shall  have  the  right  to  refuse  to  answer  any 
question,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  criminate  him  or  her,  as  to  the 
offence  charged,  unless  the  court  before  whom  such  hearing  shall  take 
place  shall  think  fit.” 

He  has  got  a  certain  protection  there.  I  think  it  is  all 
the  protection  he  is  fairly  entitled  to,  and  therefore  I  shall 
have  to  oppose  tho  amendment  of  the  hon.  member. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  amendment  which  I  propose 
loaves  the  matter  practically  for  the  judge  or  the  court  who 
hoars  tho  person  cross-examined  to  say  whether  the  cross- 
oxamination  is  going  too  far  or  not.  It  is  well  known  to 
many  members  of  the  House,  and  it  has  been  often  felt  by 
laymen,  that  the  right  of  cross-examination  is  rather  exces¬ 
sive,  too  indefinite,  and  that  parties  who  go  and  tender 
themselves  as  witnesses  are  subjected  to  cross-examinalion 
into  the  history  of  their  whole  life,  going  into  matters 
which  have  no  direct  concern  with  the  question  before  tho 
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court,  and  in  point  of  fact  putting  the  witness  through  a 
terrible  ordeal.  If  the  unfortunate  man  who  is  accused  of 
the  offence,  and  of  which  ho  is  supposed  to  bo  innocent,  is 
to  undergo  that  ordeal,  it  will  nearly  always  prevent  him 
from  coming  forward  as  a  witness.  Now  the  court  will 
have  a  right  to  say  whether  the  cross-examination  has  gone 
far  enough,  or  too  far,  and  the  court  will  allow  it  to  go  as  far 
as  it  thinks  proper  and  necessary  for  the  elucidation  of  truth 
and  for  the  purposes  of  the  trial ;  but  the  moment 
he  thinks  the  Crown  officer  is  going  too  far  he 
can  at  once  interfere  and  stop  him.  I  think  this 
is  a  fair  principle,  because  this  is  all  an  experiment,  an 
experiment  which,  I  dare  say,  any  person  who  has  been  in 
the  habit  of  defending  prisoners,  will  find  it  embarrassing  to 
act  upon.  I  dare  say  my  hoo.  friend,  who  generally  acts 
for  the  Crown,  and  not  for  the  accused,  would  find  it  trouble¬ 
some,  if  he  was  acting  for  a  prisoner,  to  decide  whether  he 
would  put  him  into  the  box  or  not.  Of  course,  I  respect 
the  authority  my  hon.  friend  has  referred  to ;  but,  after  all, 
we  are  at  liberty  to  follow  our  own  judgment,  even  against 
the  opinion  of  so  distinguished  a  lawyer  as  Lord  Bramwell. 
This  amendment  is  a  suggestion  of  one  of  the  Chief  J ustices  of 
the  Province  from  which  I  come,  in  the  very  language  drawn 
up  by  him,  and  I  submit  it  to  the  committee  as  a  proper 
limitation  upon  the  general  right  of  cross-examination. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAXL  I  think  there  is  a  difficulty  in  ap¬ 
plying  this  law  which  will  be  increased  by  the  amendment 
which  is  proposed.  I  believe  the  evidence  of  the  accused 
is  bad  evidence,  and  that  he  should  not  be  examined.  While 
I  do  not  think  the  evidence  of  the  accused  should  be  ac¬ 
cepted,  still,  if  he  is  to  be  examined,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
amendment  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  who  last  spoke, 
would  tend  to  the  elucidation  of  the  truth.  If  the  accused, 
or  the  prisoner,  chooses  to  go  into  the  box  as  a  witness,  he 
should  be  examined  as  to  his  credibility  like  any  other  wit¬ 
ness.  I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  believe  the  principle  of  the  Bill  itself  is  bad, 
but  this  amendment  would  make  it  worse.  I  see  there  are 
two  or  three  amendments  to  be  proposed,  and  it  might  be 
better  to  refer  them  back  to  the  select  committee  from 
which  this  Bill  comes. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron),  The  select  committee  appointed 
to  examine  and  report  upon  the  Bill  have  fairly  considered 
the  whole  question,  and  they  thought  it  better  to  refor  the 
Bill  just  as  it  passed  the  English  House  of  Lords,  whore  the 
matter  had  been  fully  and  fairly  discussed  for  several  Ses¬ 
sions  ;  in  fact,  they  thought  it  better  to  make  no  change  of 
any  kind.  The  Bill  before  you  is  a  verbatim  copy  of  the 
Bill  passed  by  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Were  these  amendments  now  before 
the  Chair  discussed  in  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  No. 

Amendment  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  section  4,  negatived. 

On  proposed  amendment  (p.  498)  as  section  5, 

Mr.  MCCARTHY”.  That  clause  was  reported,  I  think’ 
by  my  hon.  friend  as  chairman  of  the  former  committee,  in 
these  very  words.  I  do  not  know  why  he  has  changed  his 
opinion  about  it,  unless  he  is  so  enamored  of  the  opinion  of 
tho  House  of  Lords  that  he  thinks  we  cannot  alter  or  go 
beyond  it.  It  does  appear  to  me  that  this  is  a  very  fair  pro¬ 
vision.  Tho  accused  can  be  called  as  a  witness  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law,  and  if  he  is  not  called  the  fact  will  always 
be  used  as  a  strong  argument  against  him  by  the  Crown 
prosecutor,  and  I  think  it  is  not  fair,  this  being  experi¬ 
mental  legislation  to  a  great  extent,  that  be  should  bo  sub¬ 
jected  to  that  option. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  If  the  Bill  is  to  pass  at  all, 
that  clause  ought  to  be  inserted  in  it.  But  I  have  great  doubt 
as  to  the  expediency  of  passing  this  Bill,  great  doubt  as  to 


the  principle  involved  in  it.  But  if  we  are  to  have  the  Bill, 
that  clause  certainly  should  be  inserted  in  it,  in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  members  in 
that  respect.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  further  the  cause 
of  justice,  to  get  at  the  truth,  and  I  cannot  see  why  a  man 
who  is  competent  to  testify  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
facts  alleged  against  him,  if  he  chooses  to  go  upon  the  stand, 
that  we  should  shut  him  out.  He  has  the  privilege  of  going ; 
if  he  does  not  choose  to  take  that  privilege,  then  he  must 
take  the  consequence  of  it.  One  would  suppose  we  were 
legislating  entirely  in  the  interests  of  persons  accused.  If 
the  man  will  not  go  he  has  no  right  to  complain.  The  jury 
will  draw  their  inference,  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  accused  may  be  perfectly  inno¬ 
cent  of  tho  charge,  but  he  may  be  subjected  to  a  cross, 
examination  as  to  other  matters,  which  it  would  be  very 
inconvenient  for  him  to  answer,  and  that  might  prejudice 
his  case  before  the  jury.  We  all  know  that  when  a  person 
is  a  bad  character  or  has  been  mixed  up  in  discreditable 
transactions,  it  would  be  of  great  prejudice  to  him  to  have 
these  facts  brought  out  in  a  cross-examination  upon  another 
and  distinct  offence  altogether. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  am  opposed  to  tho  amendment,  simply 
because,  as  I  pointed  out  before,  it  is  impossible  to  enforce 
it.  You  may  put  it  upon  the  statute,  but,  as  a  judge  in  the 
State  of  Maine  stated,  in  his  charge  to  the  jury,  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  impossible  to  carry  it  into  effect.  That  presumption 
would  be  drawn  against  every  man  who  did  not  do  what  he 
was  virtually  challenged  to  do  by  this  kind  of  legislation. 
He  would  be  called  upon  to  stand  a  cross-examination,  and 
he  would  have  no  choice  about  it.  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  presenting  this  Bill  should,  in  order  to  be  consist¬ 
ent,  carry  out  to  their  conclusion  the  arguments  which  have 
been  urged,  namely,  that  there  should  be  no  distinction  in 
these  cases  from  civil  cases.  I  disagree  with  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  expressed  that  opinion  ;  but  that  opinion  is, 
I  think,  consistent  with  the  spirit  that  actuates  this  kind  of 
legislation.  I  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  again  to  the 
differences  of  opinion  among  those  hon.  gentlemen  who 
support  the  Bill,  in  order  to  show  how  we  ought  to  hesitate 
in  regard  to  accepting  it.  The  opinions  of  Lord  Bramwell 
on  this  subject  have  not  obtained,  as  yet,  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  ho  has  suggested  this  course,  but  other  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  framed  other  Bills  have  drawn  them  differ¬ 
ently.  Those  Bills  are  now  all  receiving  calm  consideration 
before  the  Grand  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Wo  have  heard  in  this  discussion  additional  reasons  for 
hesitating.  We  have  got  along  very  well  without  this 
legislation,  and  we  can  afford  to  wait  and  be  guided,  not 
merely  by  the  decision  at  which  the  House  of  Lords  has 
arrived,  but  by  the  decision  of  the  whole  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain,  of  which  we  may  be  able  to  obtain  the  bene=> 
fit  next  year. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  proposition  contained  in  the 
amendment  is  a  reasonable  one.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
the  House  is  not  prepared  to  go  so  far  as  to  compel  a  pifisoner 
to  give  evidence,  we  should  not  use  moral  compulsion  to 
place  him  in  a  position  in  which  we  will  not  put  him  by  law. 
He  should  be  protected  against  animadversions  for  non- 
appearance. 

Mr.  BOSSE .  I  am  very  much  struck  at  what  seems  to 
be  the  impracticability  of  this  amendment.  What  law  can 
be  passed  to  prevent  an  inference  being  drawn  by  a  jury, 
and  the  verdict  given  as  a  result  of  that  inference  ?  I  am, 
too,  at  a  loss  to  know  what  legislation  will  prevent  such  a 
result.  This  remark  is  only  as  to  the  amendment  under 
consideration.  Other  considerations  also  apply  to  this 
amendment.  Last  year  I  had  occasion  to  oppose  this  Bill, 
and  I  cannot  allow  it  to  pass  this  year  without  entering  my 
protest  against  the  whole  of  its  provisions.  I  had  occasion 
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to  read  the  report  of  the  discussions  in  the  House  of  Lords 
in  England  upon  the  Bill  when  it  was  presented,  and  espe¬ 
cially  the  observations  of  Lord  Bramwell ;  and  with  all  due 
respect  to  so  high  an  authority,  I  must  confess  that  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  see  the  weight  of  reasoning  which  has  been 
brought  to  sustain  his  measure.  Those  reasons  are  far  from 
convincing,  to  my  mind.  They  are  very  few  and  can  be 
stated  briefly.  One  of  the  main  reasons  for  the  Bill  is,  that 
in  some  cases  only  one  witness  is  heard  and  the  prisoner’s 
mouth  is  closed.  It  is  also  stated  that  it  would  he  very 
wrong  to  allow  the  lawyer  in  the  case  to  make  a  statement 
which  the  prisoner  could  not  make,  and  that  it  is  wrong 
also  to  allow  the  defence  to  state  that  the  prisoner’s  mouth 
is  closed.  Each  of  those  three  reasons  seem  to  fail.  What 
is  the  fact  when  only  one  witness  is  hoard?  If  only  one 
witness  is  heard,  surely  there  will  be  no  conviction,  unless 
his  evidence  is  sufficiently  strong  to  convince  the  minds  of 
the  jury  that  the  prisoner  is  guilty.  If  that  evidence  stood 
alone,  and  if  it  was  not  corroborated  by  other  evidence  or 
circumstances,  and  if  it  was  not  sufficiently  strong  to 
satisfy,  without  corroboration,  the  minds  of  the  jury,  surely 
there  could  not  bo  a  conviction,  There  is,  therefore,  no 
harm  in  allowing  the  law  to  remain  as  it  is — that  there 
may  bo  a  conviction  when  there  is  only  one  witness  heard 
and  the  prisoner  is  not  heard,  if  the  evidence  of  the 
witness  is  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  minds  of  reasonable  men 
that  there  should  bo  a  convictiou.  We  are  told,  it  was 
stated  during  the  debate,  that  it  may  bo  said  in  the 
defence  that  the  prisonei’’s  mouth  is  closed,  that  the 
prisoner  has  not  had  an  opportunity  to  give  his  own 
story.  We  all  know  what  little  effect  this  kind  of 
defence  has  upon  the  minds  of  jurymen;  and  if  the  prisoner 
himself  is  not  at  liberty  to  make  his  statement 
with  his  own  lips,  surely  his  lawyer  is  there 
to  make  it  for  him,  if  there  is  anything  to  be 
said,  and  it  will  be  said  better  than  if  the  prisoner 
uttered  it.  There  are  two  other  reasons  given,  and  I  have 
heard  them  repeated  in  this  House  by  supporters  of  the  Bill. 
The  first  is,  that  bad  convictions  will  bo  fewer  under  the  new 
system  than  under  the  old  system.  But  this  is  begging  the 
question,  by  assuming  the  fact  that  there  will  be  fewer  con¬ 
victions  under  the  new  system  than  under  the  old.  We 
affirm  a  fact  which  is  not  proved ;  and  we  are  not  giving  any 
reason  to  show  why  those  convictions  will  be  loss  undor  the 
new  than  undor  the  old  system.  Again,  we  are  told  that 
juries  ought  to  know  all  the  facts.  Every  one  knows  that 
the  main,  and  in  fact,  the  only  object  of  a  trial,  is  to  arrive  at 
all  the  facts.  It  is  again  begging  the  question  to  say  that 
if  the  prisoner  is  heard  all  the  facts  will  be  better  known 
than  if  he  is  not  heard.  Let  us  consider,  for  a  moment, 
what  will  be  the  result  of  the  examination  of  the  prisoner. 
He  must  be  submitted  to  cross-examination.  It  has  been 
attempted  to  curtail  the  cross-examination  ;  and  how  can  it 
possibly  be  curtailed  ?  The  object  of  cross-examination  is 
to  ascertain  whether  the  witness  is  or  is  not  worthy 
of  credence,  and  if  he  can  be  believed  under  oath.  The 
test  of  his  credibility  is  the  cross-examination,  and  if 
that  cross-examination  is  to  be  curtailed,  bow  are  we 
to  ascertain  whether  the  facts  stated  in  the  examina¬ 
tion-in-chief  havo  been  truly  and  fairly  stated  ?  This 
will  raise  in  the  mind  of  every  one  an  uncertainty 
as  to  the  veracity  of  the  witness,  so  that  it  will  bo  bold  that 
no  reliance  can  be  placed  on  his  evidence.  If  that  cross- 
examination  is  applied  to  the  prisoner,  we  have,  in  order  to 
know  what  its  effect  will  bo,  to  distinguish  between  the  two 
classes  of  prisoners  who  may  bo  brought  to  the  bar.  Is  the 
man  timid,  and  unaccustomed  to  all  the  form  and  pomp  ofa 
criminal  trial  ?  In  such  a  case  there  are  very  many 
chances  against  one,  not  only  that  the  truth  will  not  he 
elicited,  but  that  the  whole  of  the  prisoner’s  bearing  and 
answers  will  tell  against  him.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  a  man 
is  a  hardened  criminal,  a  jaii-bird,  a  man  accustomed  to  I 
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trials,  all  the  chances  will  be  in  his  favor.  Ho  will  have 
more  chance  to  carry  to  the  minds  of  the  jury  the  conviction 
that  he  is  in  reality  what  he  seems  not  to  be — that  he  is 
in  reality  an  innocent  man,  but  a  man  who  is  awed 
by  the  position  in  which  he  stands,  by  the  pomp  and 
form  of  a  trial.  One  question  solves  the  wholo 
matter.  What  good  is  to  be  derived  from  this  law  ? 
None,  to  my  mind.  Who  is  to  believe  the  man  who  is  put 
between  bis  oath  and  imprisonment  for  a  longer  or  shorter 
period— -perhaps  imprisonment  for  life  ?  Who  is  to  believe 
the  man  who  is  placed  between  his  oath  and  his  own  exis¬ 
tence?  Who  is  the  juryman  who  is  going  to  rest  his  own 
verdict  upon  evidence  given  under  these  deplorable  circum¬ 
stances  ?  I  submit  that  the  truth  cannot  be  elicited  and 
that  no  faith  can  bo  attached  to  evidence  given  under  these 
circumstances.  One  result  of  passing  this  Bill  will  bo  cer¬ 
tain— that  there  will  be  a  terrible  augmentation  of  the 
crime  of  perjury  ;  and  another  result  will  be  to  accustom 
people  to  believe  that  by  perjuring  themselves  they  can 
save  themselves  from  conviction.  I  see  evils  which  will 
result  from  this  measure,  and  I  can  see  no  good  which  can 
possibly  result  from  it;  and  for  these  reasons  I  move  that 
the  committee  do  now  rise. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  This  seems  to  me  to  be  an 
unfair  and  a  cowardly  way  in  which  to  deal  with  this  Bill. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  perfectly  in  order. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  beg  that  the  chairman  will  ask 
the  lion,  gentleman  to  withdraw  his  expression  ;  it  is  in¬ 
sulting. 

•Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  say  I  am  perfectly  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  any  right  to  say  that  the  step  taken  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  cowardly. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Well,  Sir,  if  that  is  your 
ruling  I  submit  to  it,  but  I  am  satisfied  I  am  in  order  all 
the  same. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  in  perfect  order.  I  say 
that  it  is  not  a  fair  way — and  I  suppose  that  is  in  order — to 
doal  with  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  After  a  full  discussion  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  affirmed  by  the  Houso,  and  now 
when  wo  are  trying  to  gat  the  Bill  into  shape,  the 
hon.  gentleman  moves  that  the  committee  rise  without 
reporting  the  Bill,  which  would,  of  course,  kill  the  measure. 
That  is  a  habit  which  has  crept  into  this  Parliament  during 
the  last  few  years,  and  not  a  very  creditable  one,  in  my 
opinion  ;  and  if  hon.  getlemen  are  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  they  can  move  against  the  Bill,  or  move  an  amend¬ 
ment ;  but  Parliament  has  adopted  the  Bill,  it  has  decided 
that  in  some  shape  the  principle  of  the  Bill  should  be 
assented  to  by  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  spoko 
last  was  not  here  when  the  Bill  was  read  the  second  time, 
but  that  was  not  our  fault,  for  ho  should  have  been  here,  and 
then  he  would  havo  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  At  present  we  are  discussing  an 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoo  (Mr. 
McCarthy),  as  to  whether  there  should  be  any  comments 
made  by  counsel  ou  a  prisoner  not  giving  evidence,  and 
upon  that  amendment  the  hon.  gentlman  moves  that  the 
committee  rise,  and  thereby  kill  the  Bill.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  fair  way  of  doing. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  trust  that  the  motion  made  by  the 
hon.  member  tor  Quebec  (Mr.  Bosse)  will  not  prevail.  I 
think  this  Bill  is  an  important  one.  It  has  passed  its  second 
reading,  not  only  on  this  occasion,  but  on  another  occasion, 
and  it  is  one  which,  at  all  events,  according  to  experience 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  will  not,  I  think,  be  fraught 
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with  the  great  dangers  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec 
(Mr.  Bosse)  thinks  would  result.  All  that  has  boon  said  by 
my  hon.  friend  who  so  ably  addressed  the  House  with  regard 
to  perjury,  was  urged  before  in  England  ;  it  has  been  urged 
in  this  country,  as  to  the  admission  of  defendants  in  civil 
cases  to  give  evidence,  and  although  it  might  possibly  add 
somewhat  to  the  crime  of  perjury,  nevertheless,  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  the  result,  on  the  whole,  has  been  good,  and 
that  the  object  of  a  trial  has  been  attained,  that  object  being 
the  elucidation  of  tho  truth.  The  object  of  a  trial  is  to 
ascertain  whether  a  man  is  really  guilty  or  innocent,  and  it 
does  appear  to  be  an  extraordinary  way  to  arrive  at  that 
result  to  say  that  the  party  accused  is  not  to  be  at  liberty 
to  tell  his  own  story.  If  he  is  innocent,  certainly  that  story, 
under  cross-examination,  will  tend  to  his  acquittal.  But,  if 
on  tho  other  hand,  he  is  merely  committing  perjury,  the 
result,  I  think,  in  almost  every  case,  is  that  the  fact  that  he 
is  not  telling  tho  truth  is  ascertained  by  the  jury  under 
cross-examination,  and  by  the  appearance,  the  manner  and 
demeanor  of  the  witness.  The  principle  of  the  Bill,  there¬ 
fore,  I  think,  is  a  good  one,  and  I  trust  it  will  be  allowed  to 
become  law.  As  to  matters  of  detail,  of  course  we  may 
differ;  but  the  House  having  passed  the  second  reading,  I 
trust  that  the  motion  before  the  committee  to  rise  will  not 
prevail. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  regret  to  have  to  differ 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke,  and  I  speak,  like 
him,  on  behalf  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  confess  that 
my  opinion  is  that  the  Bill  will  be  productive  of  more  harm 
than  good.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  seems  to  me  to  bo  an 
utter  contradiction  of  the  well-known  principle  of  English 
criminal  law,  that  no  man  shall  be  required  to  criminate 
himself.  That  principle  hitherto  has  been  supposed  to  be 
the  basis  of  the  administration  of  criminal  justice  in  Eng¬ 
land,  and  to  mark  the  distinction  between  tho  manner  in 
which  it  is  conducted  there  and  in  France  and  other  conti¬ 
nental  countries.  If  the  Bill  passes,  the  practical  effect  is, 
that  a  man  shall  be  required  to  criminate  himself.  If  he 
tender  himself  as  a  witness  and  is  cross-examined,  he  neces¬ 
sarily  can  be  convicted  out  of  his  own  mouth,  and  if  he  does 
not  tender  himself,  then  his  failing  to  do  so  is  certainly 
making  him  criminate  himself,  and  therefore  I  think  that 
it  is  an  entire  contradiction  of'  that  salutary  maxim  of  Eng¬ 
lish  law,  that  no  man  shall  be  required  to  criminate  him¬ 
self.  I  do  not  understand  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron)  is  quite  correct  in  saying  that  a  principle  of 
a  Bill  is  asserted  because  it  is  allowed  to  be  read  a  second 
time — that,  in  fact,  no  question  as  to  tho  principle  of  the 
Bill  can  be  raised  if  it  is  read  the  second  time,  and  that  if 
an  hon.  gemleman  does  not  happen  to  be  in  his  place  in  the 
House  when  a  Bill  is  read  a  second  time  he  is  to  be  precluded 
from  objecting  to  it  thereafter,  at  any  stage,  because  the 
principle  is  admitted.  I  refuso  to  accede  to  any  such 
position.  I  was  not  here  when  the  Bill  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  if  I  had  been  present  I  would  have  opposed  it,  for 
reasons  which  I  could  have  given  ;  hut  I  do  not  think  I 
have  lost  my  right  or  my  duty— for  I  feel  I  am  discharging 
a  duty  in  opposing  the  Bill— because  I  was  not  present 
when  the  Bill  was  read  the  second  time.  I  shall,  there¬ 
fore,  support  the  motion  of  tho  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
(Mr.  Bosse,) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  motion  is  that  the  committee 
do  rise. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  am  thankful  to  the  hon.  member 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  The  question  has  been  put. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No ;  I  have  not  put  it. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  preceded  me  for  having  answered  the  assertion  of 


my  hon.  friend  for  North  Simcoe,  that  the  opposition  to  this 
measure  only  came  from  tho  Province  of  Quebec.  I  am 
sure  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
Centro  will  find  adherents  from  all  parts  of  the  Dominion, 

For  my  part  I  can  say  that  it  is,  as  a  student  of  English 
criminal  law,  that  I  disapprove  of  the  provisions  of  tho 
Bill.  I  know  that  the  House  has  already  expressed  its 
opinion  on  the  measure  at  its  second  reading,  and  if  I  ask 
the  attention  of  tho  House  for  a  moment,  it  is  less  in  tho 
hope  of  reversing  tho  vote  of  tho  other  night  than  to  register 
my  protest  against  a  measure  which  I  believe  to  be  hasty, 
uncalled  for  and  dangerous. 

We  are  told  it  has  passed  the  House  of  Lords  in  England, 
So  it  has.  Still  I  do  not  know,  I  do  not  think  it  has,  nor 
that  it  will  become  tho  law  of  England  yet,  Even  if  it  had, 
my  opinion  would  not  be  changed.  I  have  carefully  read 
what  has  been  said  in  this  House  on  the  different  occasions 
when  this  Bill  has  been  brought  before  it;  I  have  read  what 
was  said  in  the  House  of  Lords  upon  the  question,  and  I 
am  still  uncompromisingly  opposed  to  this  measure  ;  and 
examining  it  with  the  light  of  a  long  experience  in  Crown 
cases,  I  cannot  refrain  from  saying  that  I  think  it  is  a  bad 
measure,  a  very  bad  measure.  The  more  so,  because  it  will 
tend  to  propagate  amongst  those  who,  in  a  great  measure, 
administer  the  criminal  laws,  I  mean  the  jurors,  that  ex¬ 
aggerated,  unhealthy  sentimentality,  that  misplaced  sym¬ 
pathy,  which  often  brings  the  most  honest  people  close  to 
complicity  with  criminals.  An  exaggerated  fear  of  danger 
is  called  pusillanimity ;  an  exaggerated  fear  of  error  easily 
becomes  weakness  and  dangerous  leniency,  and  the  original 
idea  of  this  legislation  is  to  be  found  in  that  exaggerated 
fear  of  judicial  error. 

Say  what  we  may,  it  is  not  in  the  austerity  of  the  morals 
of  the  people,  in  the  stern  reprobation  of  crime,  and  the 
inexorable  determination  of  punishing  it,  that  we  find  that 
nervous  sensitiveness  in  favor  of  imaginary  victims  of 
judicial  error. 

The  general  tendency  is  unfortunately  in  the  direction  of 
relaxing  the  severity  of  the  law,  both  in  tho  detection  and 
punishment  of  crime. 

You  are  arguing  in  favor  of  the  best  and  most  complete 
evidence  in  criminal  cases,  and  yon  forget  that,  by  this  legis¬ 
lation,  you  are  attacking  in  its  foundation  the  principle  that 
has  guided  the  world  in  the  selection  of  a  criterion  for  truth 
in  matters  of  evidence  ;  the  intelligent  declaration  of  a  dis¬ 
interested  witness.  “  Interest  is  the  measure  of  actions  ”  says 
Pothier.  That  maxim,  in  its  broadest  sense, which  is  not  the 
sense  which  Pothier  gives  it,  is  in  a  large  measure  the  rule 
of  the  acts  of  men.  Ithas  passed  into  the  language,  “You  can¬ 
not  well  appreciate  thac  question,  you  are  interested  in  it.” 
“  You  would  not  show  so  much  passion  in  the  matter  if  you 
were  not  interested  in  it.”  And  language  is  there  the  true 
interpret  of  human  belief. 

You  are  introducing,  in  the  process  of  finding  the  truth, 
an  element  which  the  verdict  of  humanity  has  rejected.  I 
do  not  speak  of  exceptional  cases ;  I  know  that  a  trifle 
would  lead  one  to  perjury  whilst  another  would  not  save 
his  own  life  by  means  of  a  false  oath. 

Laws  must  take  the  average  of  men  with  their  average 
moral  value.  The  multiplicity  of  occasions  where  an  affirm¬ 
ation  on  oath  has  been  declared  necessary  has  been  the 
consequence  of  a  relaxity  in  the  moral  sense  of  the  people, 
and  in  vulgarising  the  oath,  if  I  might  use  that  expression, 
you  have  minimised  its  solemnity  and  sanctity. 

And  strange  to  say,  general  as  the  uso  of  the  oath  has 
become,  the  repression  of  perjury  has  not,  in  any  way, 
increased  in  the  proportion  of  the  number  of  cases  where  it 
is  committed. 

Unnecessarily  multiplying  the  number  of  cases  where  an 
oath  is  administered  is  multiplying  the  number  of  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  perjury,  and  diminishing  in  the  same  rate  the 
average  value  of  an  oath,  and,  as  a  consequence,  rendering 
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more  difficult  the  search  for  truth.  The  uncertainty  of  the 
evidence  is  far  more  dangerous  than  the  scarcity  of  witnesses. 
To  know  all  is  not  more  important  than  to  know  well. 
You  say  you  want  to  throw  more  light  on  the  object  you 
have  in  view.  Take  care  not  to  mistake  color  for  light, 
and  render  your  object  less  distinct  than  it  was  before.  The 
art  of  dissimulation  would  play  an  important  part  in  your 
process  of  bringing  out  the  truth,  and  the  less  scrupulous 
would  have  an  unfair  advantage  over  the  plain  truth  talker. 
Truth  is  depicted  naked.  In  our  days,  and  with  most  men, 
you  will  find  that  a  well-dressed  fiction  has  more  chance  of 
being  accepted,  and  of  moving  its  auditors. 

Do  not  tell  me  that  in  the  confusion  of  falsehood  and 
truth,  of  disinterested  evidence  and  prejudiced  declarations, 
of  virtue- cloaked  rascality,  and  clumsy  sincerity,  the 
piercing  eye  of  justice  shall  distinguish  the  right  line 
between  innocence  and  guilt !  I  answer  you  with  the  im¬ 
partial  judgment  of  a  long  experience  in  those  matters : 
It  would  be  a  mistake  even  with  learned  and  cool-headed 
judges ;  how  much  more  would  it  be  with  an  unguarded, 
credulous  jury.  Honesty  here  adds  to  the  danger  in  the 
case  of  an  artful  criminal. 

As  it  is,  the  detection  of  offences  is  becoming  more 
and  more  difficult,  owing  to  that  laxity  of  the  moral  sense 
of  the  people.  How  much  more  will  you  render  it  by 
introducing  a  new  and  powerful  element  of  delusion  in  the 
evidence  ? 

Do  not  tell  me  that  your  law  is  demanded  by  public 
opinion,  on  account  of  the  number  of  victims  fallen  under 
the  irremediable  errors  of  justice.  I  have  been  practis¬ 
ing  for  over  twelve  years  in  one  of  the  great  centres 
of  the  judiciary  districts  for  Crown  cases.  My  practice, 
for  the  number,  variety,  and  importance  of  cases,  has  been 
considerable.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  say  without  vanity,  I 
have  yet  to  learn  that  an  innocent  man  was  punished  in 
cases  above  police  offences,  while  I  would  hesitate  before 
assuming  the  responsibility  of  saying  that  all  my  clients 
were  innocent  who  were  acquitted. 

As  long  as  the  unanimity  of  the  jury  remains  necessary 
for  a  verdict,  you  may  be  sure  that  tho  number  of  guilty 
parties  who  aro  acquitted  will  represent  an  enormous  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  number  of  the  accused.  Of  the  twelve  men 
empannelled  to  try  a  prisoner,  you  may  rely  that,  on  an 
average,  six  will  lean  towards  an  acquittal  on  the  natural 
impulse  of  sheer  sympathy  ;  three  of  those  six  will  persist 
in  their  disposition  to  acquit,  through  some  bias  of  mind, 
spirit  of  contradiction,  and  sometimes  a  partiality  for  the 
ability  of  the  counsel ;  it  is  not  uncommon  that,  in  the  end, 
some  friendly  connection,  some  sympathy  of  association, 
some  old  spite  against  the  prosecutor,  the  Crown  counsel, 
and  even  against  the  judge,  will  carry  one  or  two  of  the 
jurors  towards  an  unjustifiable  acquittal.  Well,  of  those  one 
or  two  evil-disposed  jurors  the  courts  generally  have  reason, 
by  the  stern  proposition,  that  there  is  no  evidence  to  justify 
an  acquittal,  and  that  the  presumptions  raised  for  the 
prisoner’s  delence  are  devoid  of  foundation.  Yery  often  the 
absolute  impossibility  of  finding  a  word  in  the  declaration 
of  the  witnesses  to  support  the  theory  of  the  innocence  of 
the  accused  is  the  last  and  only  argument  of  the  honest 
against  the  prejudiced  juror.  Give  the  latter  the  excuse  of 
hiding  himself  behind  the  sworn  declaration  of  the  prisoner, 
and  you  will  see  the  increase  of  disagreements  of  jurors. 

Unfortunately,  in  discussing  these  delicate  questions, 
sentiment  is  apt  to  take  the  place  of  cold  reasoning,  and  one 
is  disposed  to  take  as  a  glorious  rule  the  more  sentimental 
than  intelligent  maxim,  that  it  is  better  that  ninety-nine 
criminals  should  escape  than  that  one  innocent  should  be 
unished.  The  only  good  rule  is  that  all  criminals  should 
e  punished  and  all  innocents  acquitted.  The  perfection  of 
laws  and  of  tribunals  would  perhaps  bring  that  rule  to  be  a 
fact.  Next  to  perfection,  the  laws  must  be  such  as  to  pre- 
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vent,  as  much  as  possible,  the  escape  of  criminals  as  well  as 
to  exempt  innocents  from  being  unduly  punished.  And  if, 
through  the  frailty  or  wickedness  of  men,  an  accident  hap¬ 
pens  and  a  wrong  conviction  is  obtained,  it  is  no  reason  for 
altering  the  laws  ;  the  fault  was  not  in  the  law,  it  was  in 
the  perversity  of  human  nature. 

Let  us  go  further.  You  are  afraid  that  with  a  good  law 
and  a  good  judge  an  accident  will  happen,  and  the  liberty, 
the  honor,  or  the  life  of  a  good  citizen  will  be  lost.  And  to 
prevent  that  accident,  which  you  know  is  not  one  in  a  thou¬ 
sand,  you  open  a  door  through  which  hundreds  of  criminals 
will  pass.  Have  you  thought,  in  your  humanitarian  dream, 
that  each  of  those  criminals  that  your  tenderness  lets  loose 
is  a  dangerous  enemy  to  the  liberty,  the  honor,  the  limbs 
and  tho  life  of  good  citizens  ?  Have  you  put  in  the  scale 
the  number  of  children  perverted,  of  families  dishonored,  of 
wounds  inflicted,  of  murders  committed,  by  the  hundreds  of 
desperadoes  whom  your  imprudent  philanthropy  has 
spared  and  emboldened  ? 

It  has  been  said  that  the  fear  of  being  found  in  fault  by  a 
strict  cross-examination  would  deter  the  guilty  party  from 
offering  false  evidence.  This  is  a  fallacy  too  flattering  for 
the  lawyer.  We  must  not  forget  that  we  are  all  in  search 
of  the  best  means  of  finding  the  truth  in  the  intricacy  of 
conflicting  evidence  in  a  criminal  case.  Tho  worst  evil  to 
be  feared  is  the  escape,  unpunished,  of  tho  consummate 
criminals.  We  have  already  said  that,  as  a  rule,  and  we 
must  not  legislate  for  exceptions,  as  a  rule  the  innocent  is 
well  protected.  Well,  the  habitual  frequenter  of  the  courts, 
the  clever  scoundrel,  who  has  made  a  study  of  crime  and  of 
the  means  of  evading  the  law  in  committing  it,  will  add 
your  law  as  a  special  branch  of  his  study,  and  a  most  useful 
addition  to  his  means  of  escape  will  it  bo.  He  knows  that 
he  can  give  his  testimony,  that  he  can  give  it  when  all  tho 
witnesses  have  been  heard.  He  can  build  his  criminal 
machinery  with  unfinished  pieces,  to  which  his  own  testi¬ 
mony  will  so  naturally  fit  as  to  give  it  the  most  natural 
appearances  of  innocence  and  truth.  Nay,  more.  The 
legislator  must  not  forget  that  the  manufacture  of  evidence 
by  accomplices,  by  friends,  by  the  paid  servants  of  criminals, 
is  an  important  factor  in  the  struggle  of  crime  against 
society.  Let  me  tell  you  that  your  law  will  give,  I  was 
going  to  say,  too  great  a  protection  to  that  unenviable  kind 
of  industry.  The  witnesses  are  not  scarce,  unfortunately, 
and  the  criminals  can  have  their  choice  of  those  infamous 
beings  swarming  in  the  moral  slums  of  society.  They  are 
not  wanting  in  number;  they  only  want  the  courage;  they 
are  afraid  of  detection.  They  can  build  for  their  principals 
the  most  ingenious  contrivances  to  mislead  justice,  but  their 
coward  rascality  fails  when  the  danger  of  detection  begins, 
because  detection  means  possibility  of  punishment.  Hut 
give  them  the  chance  of  having  their  story,  in  the  ma¬ 
terial  part  of  it,  completed  by  the  prisoner,  and  you 
will  see  their  audacity  increasing  with  the  diminution 
of  the  fear  of  danger,  their  ingenuity  reviving  with 
the  greater  chances  of  success.  Where  the  witness  is 
frightened  the  prisoner  will  not  hesitate.  Shame  for 
shame,  he  will  choose  the  shame  of  perjury  to  that 
of  tho  penitentiary.  The  fear  of  detection  is  nothing  for 
him.  All  the  chances  are  on  his  side.  What  is  a  prosecu¬ 
tion  for  perjury  against  a  conviction  for  felony.  Your 
statutes,  I  never  understood  through  what  leniency,  only 
terms  perjury  a  misdemeanor.  The  accused,  when  on  his 
trial,  has  the  privilege  to  sit  near  his  counsel,  amongst  the 
gentlemen  of  the  long  robe.  And  do  you  think  that  the 
hardened  criminal,  for  the  punishment  of  whom  you  are 
equally  interested  in  finding  the  truth,  as  for  the  protection 
of  the  good  citizen,  do  you  think  that  that  hardened  crimi¬ 
nal  is  not  aware  of  all  that ;  and  knowing  it,  do  you  believe 
that  he  will  hesitate?  No  ;  he  will  confirm  the  evidence  of 
his  accomplices ;  he  will  complete  it  without  any  danger 
for  them.  Danger  for  himself,  do  you  say?  Does  he  not 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


know  as  well  as  yourself  that  the  Crown  seldom  prosecutes 
for  perjury,  and  then  only  when  some  private  interest  is  at 
stake  to  press  tho  action  of  tho  Crown.  Does  ho  not  know 
that  impunity  in  those  cases  would  bo  tho  rule,  prosecution 
and  punishment  tho  exception.  He  will  perjure  himself, know¬ 
ing  that  if  his  perjury  does  not  save  him,  the  Crown  shall 
notjollow  him  after  his  conviction  ;  and  that  if  his  perjury 
saves  him,  the  Crown  prosecutor  will  let  him  go  in  disgust, 
with  the  remark  of  that  witty  Attorney -General,  “Oh  !  lot 
him  be  discharged,  your  honor,  wre  will  have  a  chanco  to 
convict  him  next  term.” 

You  ask  also  that  the  wife  may  be  a  witness  against  her 
husband.  Have  those  who  havo  framed  this  law  thought  of 
the  great  evil  that  it  will  cause  ?  I  do  not  want  to  repeat  re¬ 
marks  that  have  already  been  made  in  this  House  in  respect 
to  the  cruelty  of  bringing  a  wife  to  testify  against  her  hus¬ 
band.  I  take  the  lowest  class  of  people,  the  most  numer¬ 
ous  of  those  who  appear  before  the  criminal  courts.  I  speak 
of  classes  that  have  been  deprived  by  poverty  and  vice,  vice 
engendered  by  intemperance,  by  poverty.  I  say  thataccoi’d- 
ing  to  tho  experience  of  those  who  have  pleaded  in  those 
courts,  when  a  man,  through  drink  or  poverty,  has  lowered 
himself  to  the  commission  of  crime,  you  may  stiil  find  in  the 
mother  of  the  children  of  that  depraved  man  a  sense  of 
honor,  a  remnant  of  virtue  ;  and  you  would  bring  that  unfor¬ 
tunate  wife,  who  has  to  support  all  the  ignominious  conduct 
of  her  husband,  into  the  presence  of  that  ruffian,  and  ask 
her  to  expose  herself  to  the  danger  of  being  brutally  treated 
by  her  husband  if  she  gives  evidence  against  him  lor  else  to 
stifle  tlie  sense  of  honor,  tho  remnant  of  good  reputation 
that  st  11  remains  with  her,  by  giving  false  evidence  1 

In  the  most  important  cases,  in  those  cases  where  the  crim¬ 
inal  has  put  all  his  ingenuity,  tho  difficulty  is  to  havo  clear 
and  positive  evidence.  Circumstantial  evidence,  in  many 
cases,  is  the  only  evidence  upon  which  such  criminals  are 
convicted.  I  speak  from  experience  and  with  a  deep  feel¬ 
ing  of  justice,  when  I  say  that  circumstantial  evidence  will 
be  completely  destroyed  by  this  legislation.  Circumstantial 
evidence,  with  juroi's  weak  as  they  are, will  be  useless  against 
the  clever  rascal  who  will  come  before  the  court  in  the  wit¬ 
ness  box,  and  will  make,  on  his  oath,  a  plausible  declaration 
that  he  is  not  guilty.  Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  speak  with  a 
deep  sense  of  duty  towards  society  when  I  say  that  we  are 
not  prepared  for  this  legislation ;  that  by  its  enactment  you 
encourage  perjury;  you  give  a  premium  to  it ;  more  than 
that,  you  render  it  necessary.  Tho  amendment  proposed 
by  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mc'Jarlhy)  having  been  refused, 
there  shall  always  be  a  presumption  of  guilt  against  tho 
accused  who  does  not  proffer  his  evidence. 

I  resume  my  objections :  You  force  upon  the  jury  a  de¬ 
praved  source  of  evidence  ;  you  multiply  the  occasions  of 
perjury  ;  you  push  the  criminal  into  deeper  depravity ;  you 
encourage  clever  rascality  and  you  create  a  presumption 
of  guilt  against  bashful  innocence  ;  you'encourage  unscrupu¬ 
lous  jurors  ;  you  give  a  premium  to  the  manufacture  of  false 
evidence;  and  all  that,  in  order  to  protect  innocents  whose 
danger  is  only  in  your  imagination,  and  who  are  fully  pro¬ 
tected  by  the  law  as  it  stands  at  present. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  have  never  been  in 
favor  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill.  I  know  very  well  that 
there  is  a  very  great  diversity  of  opinion  among  the  judges 
of  Ontario  with  respect  to  it.  My  own  idea  is,  from  what  I 
do  know,  that  the  majority  of  the  judges  are  really  o  pposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  As  I  have  stated  already,  I  am 
not  in  favor  of  it  myself.  I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal 
of  interest  to  the  able  speeches  that  have  been  made  on  tho 
floor  of  this  House,  both  pro  and  con,  and  I  must  say  that 
the  more  I  hear  in  reference  to  it  the  more  confirmed  I  am 
in  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake  to  make 
this  the  law  of  the  land,  at  the  present  time.  A  Bill  similar 
to  this  has  been  before  the  House  of  Lords,  and  passed  on 


one  or  two  occasions,  but  it  has  never  become  tho  law  of 
England,  and  I  think  wo  are  safe  enough  in  waiting  until 
we  have  the  experience  of  it,  when  it  becomes  the  law  of 
England.  It  appears  to  me  that  this  Bill  breaks  down 
many  guards  that  are  around  a  porson  who  may  be 
charged  with  crime.  I  do  not  altogether  agree  with  my 
hon.  friend  tho  Secretary  of  State  in  the  arguments  ho  has 
brought  before  tho  Committee,  because  I  think  that  the 
chances  are  rather  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to 
militate  against  the  prisoner  than  in  his  favor  ;  but  that  is 
the  way  men  differ,  and  we  see  things  through  different 
spectacles,  as  it  were.  For  instance,  although  it  is  the  law 
in  Ontario-— and  I  speak  for  Ontario  only — that  either 
party  can  be  put  in  the  box  in  a  civil  case,  yet  we  have 
also  another  privilege  there,  that  of  putting  tho  parties 
out  of  the  court,  so  that  they  cannot  hear  the  evidence 
given  by  the  opposite  party.  Of  course,  in  a  criminal  case, 
that  could  not  be,  because  tho  prisoner  must  be  before  tho 
court  and  the  jury  while  the  case  is  being  tried,  and  there¬ 
fore,  in  support  of  the  view  of  my  hon.  friend  who  has 
just  spoken,  it  might  be  said  that  a  cunning  knave 
might  well  understand  how  he  could  put  him¬ 
self  in  the  box,  and  make  a  point  in  his  own  favor. 
With  reference  to  that,  I  think  the  chances  are  very  much 
that  it  would  be  against  the  prisoner.  Then  there  is  another 
thing.  According  to  present  law  and  practice,  if  a 
prisoner  has  been  convicted  previously,  the  prosecutor  can¬ 
not  put  that  fact  before  the  jury  until  after  tne  prisoner  is 
convicted,  and  then  evidence  may  be  given  that  he  has  al¬ 
ready  been  convicted  and  tho  court  can  take  that  into 
account  in  passing  sentence.  If  this  Bill  becomes  law,  tho 
proposod  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  for  North  Sirncoe 
(Mr.  McCarthy)  with  reference  to  cross-examination  being 
rejected,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  Crown  counsel 
from  asking  the  witness — as  he  is  a  witness  then— Have  you 
not  already  been  convicted?  Havo  you  not  already  been 
accused  of  other  crimes  ?  Now,  if  it  is  proper  that  a  prisoner 
being  put  into  the  box  can  be  asked  this  question,  it  is  just  as 
proper  that  the  Crown  should  be  allowed  to  prove,  before  tho 
case  is  closed,  that  he  has  been  convicted  of  another  crime, 
I  have  therefore  come  to  the  conclusion  that  tho  Bill  ought 
not  to  pass. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  hoped  wo  would  not  have  this 
discussion  a  secoud  time.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
amply  discussed  in  this  House  some  days  ago,  aud  was 
affii  rued  by  an  overwhelming  majority.  To-night  we  find  some 
hon.  gentlemen  who  were  not  here  at  that  time  coming  up 
after  the  Bill  has  been  fully  discussed,  and  moving  that  the 
committee  do  now  rise,  and  by  that  means  strangle  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  was 
called  to  order  because  he  happened  to  say  that  the  effect 
of  this  motion  was  to  strangle  the  Bill  ;  and  he  was  quite 
right.  Immediately  aftor  he  sat  down,  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  interested  in  this  motion  got  up  and  boldly 
affirmed  that  it  was  their  intention  that  this  Bill  should 
not  be  law — that  the  principle  of  it  should  not  become 
affirmed.  The  hon,  Secretary  of  State  went  into  a  long, 
elaborate  and  eloquent  argument  against  the  Bill.  He 
took  it  on  all  sides.  He  was  kaleidoscopic  ;  he  looked  at 
it  though  rod,  white  and  blue;  be  left  nothing  unsaid  that 
could  be  said,  but  he  did  not  touch  anything  that  had  not 
been  already  said  with  regard  to  the  Bill,  and  all  his 
objections  to  which  had  been  fully  met  here.  He  took  the 
ground  that  the  Bill  gave  an  undue  privilege  to  the  accused, 
who  would  be  likely  to  get  off  by  false  testimony.  He  told 
us  that  what  he  wanted  was  disinterested  testimony.  Did 
he  ever  see  that  on  earth  ?  I  wonder  what  angelic  being 
ho  ever  cross-examined  in  the  box,  who  gave  disinterested 
testimony.  I  would  like  to  see  the  face  of  that  lady  or  that 
gentlemen.  I  have  been  in  practice  for  some  years,  and  have 
cross-examined  a  good  many  witnesses,  but  I  have  failed 
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to  find  one  so  angelic  as  to  go  into  the  bos, 
free  from  all  mundane  influences,  ready  to  march 
on  the  road  to  the  celestial  country,  who  would 
give  unbiased  and  unprejudiced  testimony.  Why,  Sir,  it  is 
an  Arcadian  phantasy,  born  of  the  poetic  brain  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State.  He  will  not  find  that,  here  in  Canada.  Why, 
Sir,  in  London,  in  Liverpool,  in  Birmingham,  in  all  the  cities 
of  Great  Britain,  the  principle  of  this  Bill  is  law,  or  is  likely 
very  soon  to  become  law.  Certainly  the  House  of  Lords 
passed  it,  and  had  all  this  discussion  upon  it,  and  as  I  said 
the  other  day,  they  are  conservative  enough,  the  Lord 
knows.  They  knew  that  in  all  these  cities  of  Great  Britain, 
these  unwhipped,  unbaptized  rascals  were  floating  about, 
that  this  combination  ot  witnesses  would  be  had;  that  the 
picture  the  Secretary  of  State  gave  here,  of  four  or  five  men 
marching  into  the  box,  one  alter  anothor,  with  their  story 
all  concocted  and  all  planned  out,  with  the  finishing  touch 
to  be  given  by  the  chief  conspirator,  the  accused — the  House 
of  Lords  knew  this  picture  would  be  realised,  and  they  knew 
it  would  be  done  on  a  large  scale  if  done  at  all.  Still,  they 
gave  the  accused  the  right  of  going  into  the  box  in  a 
country  where  they  have  half  a  hundred  rascals  to  our 
one.  Therefore,  I  say  to  the  Secretary  of  State  that  every¬ 
thing  he  has  urged  against  this  Bill  in  our  put  or  atmosphere 
of  Canada,  could  have  been  urged  with  tenfold  greater 
force  in  the  House  of  Lords,  where  the  Bill  passed.  The 
Attorney-General  in  England  did  not  think  it  beneath 
his  dignity,  nor  beneath  his  great  talents  and  the 
high  official  position  be  occupies,  to  introduce  into  the 
House  of  Commons  every  letter,  every  lino,  and  every 
sentence  of  this  Bill,  and  ask  that  the  people  of  Eng¬ 
land  have  this  as  law.  Yet,  my  bon.  friend  thinks  that 
in  Canada,  where  wo  have  so  many  rascals  — though 
wo  have  only  four  or  five  millions  of  people — the  Bill 
will  call  forth  a  long  lino  of  criminals,  marching  into  the 
box  to  deliver  their  stories  concocted  outside.  The  hon. 
member  for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Robertson)  also  used  that  argu¬ 
ment.  He  was  not  here  when  this  principle  was  discussed, 
but  he  says  :  I  am  against  the  Bill,  and  I  am  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  ;  I  am  going  to  fight  this  Bill  to  the 
doors.  He  said  that  lha  innocent  man  would  be  con¬ 
victed;  the  Bill  woulu  operate  against  the  criminal. 
He  docs  not  agiee  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  if  we 
strike  a  general  averago  between  them,  we  may,  perhaps, 
get  at  what  is  right.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron)  made  out  a  very  strong  argument  for  the 
Bill,  fromtho  Main  vs.  Beamish  case,  where,  as  the  law  stood, 
if  it  had  only  been  a  case  of  assault,  all  the  parties  would 
have  been  heard  ;  and  where,  because  Beamish  happened  to 
strike  Main  on  an  artery,  and  the  effect  of  that  was  death, 
the  Mains  were  permitted  to  go  upon  the  stand.  These  dis¬ 
interested  gentlemen,  these  poor,  angelic  creatures,  without 
any  self-interest,  went  upon  the  stand  and  swore  away  the 
honor  and  lives  of  men  who  were  as  innocent  as  they  were. 
Why,  that  case  alone  demands  the  interference  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  is  a  wholesome  I'ule  that  nine  guilty  men 
should  escape  rather  than  that  one  innocent  man  should  suf¬ 
fer.  I  say  again  that  this  question  having  been  debated  in 
all  its  stages  in  the  great  country  to  which  we  owe  alle¬ 
giance,  and  which  is  a  conservative  country,  and  having 
passed  the  House  of  Lords  with  such  a  large  majority,  it  is 
hardly  the  thing  for  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  to  ask  us 
to  stultify  ourselves  by  giving  a  vote  different  from  the  one 
we  gave  the  other  day.  They  cannot  strangle  this  Bill 
without  stultifying  themselves  by  giving  a  vote  diametri¬ 
cally  opposite  to  the  one  they  gavo  a  few  days  ago.  There¬ 
fore,  although  we  have  heard  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  same  side  as  the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton 
(Mr.  Robertson),  notwithstanding  the  flow  of  eloquence  by 
the  former,  to  which  I  listened  with  the  greatest  pleasure, 
yet  it  will  have  been  a  waste  of  time,  unless  hon.  gentlemen 
Mr.  Woodworth. 
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are  prepared  to  stand  up  and  vote  different  from  what  they 
did  a  few  days  ago  on  the  principle  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  unfair 
in  his  appreciation  of  my  remarks  and  those  offered  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Hamilton.  We  have  not  differed.  Wo 
have  agreed  in  condemning  the  Bill,  and  we  have  shown  it 
is  doubly  bad.  The  hon.  member  who  has  last  spoken  has 
tried  to  make  a  joke.  His  argument  is  nothing  but  a  joke. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  this :  “  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  spoken  of  disinterested  witnesses,  but  where  can  he  find 
them?”  If  all  the  witnesses  were  bad  in  the  cases  in 
which  my  hon.  friond  has  been  engaged,  he  must  have 
been  in  very  bad  company.  I  have  seen,  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  justice,  disinterested  evidence  given ;  and  it  is  because 
I  know  that  in  this  honest  country  there  are  disinterested 
witnesses,  and  that  we  can  get  a  proper  trial  and  verdict 
from  a  jury,  that  I  object  to  mix  good,  disinterested 
witnesses  with  bad.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  the 
English  legislator  had  not  been  deterred  by  the  number  of 
criminals  in  such  cities  as  London,  Liverpool,  Glasgow  and 
Dublin,  aud  that  legislation  has  been  passed  in  England, 
giving  those  criminals  the  privilege  of  testifying  in  their 
own  case.  Legislation  has  not  been  passed  in  England.  The 
Bill  has  passed  the  House  of  Lords,  but  it  is  not  yet  the  law  ; 
aud  I  hope  it  will  not  become  tho  law.  I  trust  the  good 
sense  of  the  House  of  Commons  will  prevent  that  result. 
The  hon.  member  ha3  dwelt  upon  the  depi’avity  of  those 
large  cities ;  but  that  fact  does  not  destroy  my  argument. 
He  knows  that  I  am  standing  on  firm  ground  and  he  was 
obliged  to  appeal  to  prejudice.  He  said  that  hon.  members 
shou'd  not  vote  against  the  motion,  because  they  would 
stultify  themselves;  that  they  should  not  listen  to  an  argu¬ 
ment,  but  look  at  the  Votes  and  Proceedings ;  that  they 
voted  a  certain  way  at  page  so  and  so,  and  they  should  not 
expose  themselves  to  be  placed  on  tho  hustings  in  the 
position  of  having  once  supported  a  measure  and  then 
voted  against  it.  I  did  not  make  an  appeal  of  that 
kind  to  the  House.  My  remarks  were  offered  more  for  the 
purpose  of  registering  my  dissent  from  such  legislation  and 
for  expressing  the  views  which  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
place  before  the  Houso,  than  for  any  other  reason. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  my  argu¬ 
ment  is  a  joke.  I  did  him  an  injustice.  Ho  has  been  read¬ 
ing  some  light  literature,  and  that  is  where  he  got  his  dis¬ 
interested  witnesses.  It  was  the  case  of  the  Irishman  who, 
after  three  or  four  witnesses  had  gone  in  to  the  box,  was 
asked  if  he  had  any  witnesses.  He  replied  that  he  had 
eleven  men  who  would  swear  that  they  did  not  see  him  do 
it.  They  were  disinterested  witnesses. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  rise  more  for  the  purpose  of  read¬ 
ing  a  quotation  than  for  answering  the  argument  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  He  has  gone  back  to  the  doctrine,  which 
was  exploded  many  years  ago,  that  interest  was  sufficient 
to  exclude  a  witness  from  giviDg  evidence,  because  he  might 
commit  perjury.  He  also  adduced  another  argument,  which 
is  an  equally  exploded  one,  that  where  a  witness  of  that 
character  went  into  the  box,  the  jury  are  unable  to  discrimi¬ 
nate  and  judge  whether  he  is  telling  the  truth  or  not. 
Allow  me  to  read  from  the  recognised  authority  on  the  law 
of  evidence,  Judge  Taylor,  the  recognised  work  in  Eng¬ 
land  and  Ontario  and  all  English  speaking  countries  : 

“  In  rejecting  the  evidence  of  parties  to  the  record  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  witnesses,  the  law  acted  on  the  presumption,  not  only  that  such 
persons,  sooner  than  make  a  statement  which  might  prejudice  themselves 
would  commit  deliberate  perjury ;  but  that  if  they  did  so,  juries  would 
be  incapable  of  detecting  the  falsehood.  A  more  baseless  calumny  upon 
the  veracity  of  witnesses  and  the  intelligence  of  juries,  cannot  be 
imagined.” 

Let  me  road  a  further  extract : 

“  Although  at  the  time  when  these  sections  first  came  into  (peration 
learned  judges  might  have  been  found  who,  taking  the  cautious  view  o 
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the  subject.,  were  inclined  to  regard  the  examination  of  parties  as  a 
questionable,  if  not  a  very  dangerous  experiment.  It  is  believed  that, 
at  present,  every  eminent  lawyer  in  Westminster  Hall  will  most  readily 
admit  that  this  change  in  the  law  has  been  productive  of  highly  bene¬ 
ficial  results  ” 

Of  course,  that  only  applies  to  civil  procedure,  but  what  is 
good  there  must  be  equally  good  lor  tho  elucidation  of  truth 
in  criminal  matters.  The  prisoner  probably  may  be  induced 
more  readily  to  commit  perjury;  but  I  venture  to  say  this 
is  the  experience  of  every  lawyer — and  there  aro  some 
lawyers  here  who  have  practised,  even  as  long  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State,  although  they  have  not  always  been  Crown 
prosecutor,  and  I  am  afraid  if  counsel  are  always  on  one  side 
they  become  liable  to  look  at  things  merely  from  that  stand¬ 
point.  I  have  heard  and  I  have  known  of  certain  learned 
judges  who,  when  at  the  bar,  wero  always  defending  prison¬ 
ers.  I  havo  known  certain  other  learned  judges  who,  when 
at  the  bar,  were  always  prosecuting.  I  believe  that  the  par¬ 
ticular  bent  which  they  acquired  in  practice  has  followed 
them  on  the  bench,  and  I  find  one  judge  nearly  always  in 
favor  of  the  accused,  and  another  judge  just  as  certain  to 
take  a  strong  view  against  the  accused.  I  am  afraid  it  is  so 
with  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  is  contrary  to  the  state  of  the 
case.  I  appeared  seven-eighths  of  the  time  for  criminals. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  was  in  very 
bad  company.  In  our  Province  there  certainly  are  innocent 
men  sometimes  accused.  It  is  hard  that  tho  chain  of  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  may  point  to  tho  guilt,  and  which  may 
yet  he  perfectly  explained  by  the  evidence  of  the  man  who 
must  know  one  way  or  the  other,  cannot  be  explained  by 
the  accused.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  the 
introduction  of  this  law  will  not  be  calculated  to  do  as  he 
thinks — enable  the  accused  to  bo  acquitted.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  agreed  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  opposing  the  measure,  but  for  exactly 
a  contrary  reason.  The  Secretary  of  State  thinks  the 
accused  will  get  the  benefit  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  say  so.  I  said  the  criminal, 
the  scoundrel,  would  get  the  benefit,  while  the  honest 
man  would  be  placed  in  a  contrary  position. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Well,  but  the  accused  may  be  a  scoun¬ 
drel,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  but  the  accused  may  be 
improperly  accused.  That  is  the  object  of  a  court,  and  that 
is  what  a  jury  is  there  to  ascertain — whether  ho  is  a 
scoundrel,  whether  be  is  a  guilty  man  or  an  innocent  man, 
and  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  is  that  the  court  and  the 
jury  are  wholly  incompetent  to  draw  that  line  and  to  make 
that  determination.  Well,  I  differ  from  him  altogether.  I 
do  not  propose  to  occupy  the  time  in  discussing  the  matter 
at  length,  although  it  is  a  subject  which,  from  the  days  of 
Jeremy  Bentham,  has  occupied  a  great  deal  of  attention  in 
England.  As  hon.  gentlemen  know,  the  ablest  jurist  of 
England  to-day,  Mr.  Justice  Stephen — and  I  think  I  may 
so  call  him,  without  aoy  disrespect  to  Lord  Bramwell  and 
other  jurists — are  in  favor  of  this  change. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Bosse)  that  Committee  rise,  negatived. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  now 
accept  the  amendment  which  appears  to  be  the  general 
sense  of  the  committee— the  fifth  clause  of  which  I  have 
given  notice. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  So  far  as  I  am  personally 
concerned,  1  am  disposed  to  accept  that  amendment. 

Amendment  to  section  5  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  believe  that  I  may 
now  movo  the  addition  to  the  Bill  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.  The  Houso  is  well  aware  that  on  two  or  three 
occasions  a  Bill  has  been  introduced  by  myself,  with  a  view 
of  amending  tho  law  of  evidence,  in  order  to  give  persons 


an  opportunity  of  giving  evidence  who  have  an  objection 
to  taking  an  oath.  That  Bill  has  been  before  the  Houso  on 
sevoral  occasions,  and  it  appears  to  mo  that  it  is  quite 
unnecessary  to  introduce  a  new  Bill.  This  being  a  Bill  on 
evidence,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  fair  proposition  that  if 
the  House  is  in  favor  of  my  amendment  it  might  be 
made  part  of  this  Bill.  I  therefore  movo  that  tho  clause  of 
which  I  have  given  notice  bo  added  to  the  Bill.  It  may 
bo  that  the  amendments  proposed  by  me  are  more  lengthy 
than  there  is  any  necessity  for.  I  havo  had  tho  advantage 
of  a  consultation  with  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice  with 
reference  to  them,  and  ho  has  suggested  that  thore  is  no 
necessity  to  have  the  clauses  quite  so  long  as  they  aro,  that 
they  can  be  very  much  curtailed,  and  with  the  leave  of  the 
House  I  would  therefore  strike  out  certain  parts  and  merely 
propose  this : 

If  any  person  called  aa  a  witness  in  any  court  established  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  or  in  any  proceeding,  civil  or  criminal,  over 
which  the  Parliament  of  Canada  has  legislative  authority,  or  requiring 
or  desiring  to  make  an  affidavit  or  deposition  in  the  course  of  any  such 
proceeding,  refuses  or  is  unwilling,  from  alleged  conscientious  motives 
to  be  sworn,  or  shall  declare  that  an  oath  is  not  binding  on  his  con¬ 
science,  the  court  or  judge  or  other  presiding  officer  or  person  qualified 
to  take  affidavits  or  depositions  may,  upon  being  satisfied  of  the  sin¬ 
cerity  of  such  objection,  permit  such  person,  instead  of  being  sworn,  to 
make  a  solemn  affirmation  or  declaration  in  the  words  following,  that 
is  to  say  : 

I,  A.  B.,  do  solemnly,  sincerely  and  truly  affirm  and  declare, 
that  the  taking  of  an  oath  is  (according  to  my  religious  belief,  un¬ 
lawful,  or  is  not  binding  on  my  conscience,  as  the  case  may  be),  and 
I  do  also  solemnly,  sincerely  and  truly  affirm  and  declare  that,  etc. 

Which  solemn  affirmation  and  declaration  shall  be  of  the  same  force 
and  effect  as  if  such  person  bad  taken  an  oath  in  the  usual  form. 

I  therefore  beg  to  move  that  this  be  added  as  the  sixth  section 
of  the  Bill.  I  may  mention  as,  no  doubt,  the  House  is  well 
aware,  that  iu  Ontario  this  is  the  law,  so  far  as  civil  cases 
are  concerned.  Now,  I  am  well  aware,  from  expressions 
which  havo  been  made  use  of  in  this  Houso  on  former  occa¬ 
sions,  that  there  are  many  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  my  amendment.  But  it  appears  to  me 
that  when  they  come  to  consider  the  whole  facts  they  will 
find  that  these  objections  are  not  well  founded.  As  I  heard 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Quebec  say  to-night,  the  great 
object  of  all  evidence  is  to  get  at  the  real  truth  of  the  mat¬ 
ter.  Now,  it  is  a  fact  that  if  a  person  who  is  produced  as  a 
witness  has  scruples  against  taking  an  oath,  he  may 
object  to  be  sworn  and,  more  than  that,  supposing  he  does 
not  object  to  being  sworn  himself,  his  evidence  may  bo 
objected  to.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  if  a  person  tells 
what  he  knows,  on  a  solemn  affirmation,  that  is  as  binding 
on  his  cons:ionce  as  if  he  swore  on  the  Gospels,  I  think 
the  experience  of  all  judges,  at  all  events,  is,  and  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  great  majority  of  the  judges  in  Ontario,  that 
this  is  a  very  desirable  amendment  of  the  law.  I  hope  this 
House  will  see  the  desirability  of  accepting  the  amendment 
I  have  proposed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sorry  my  hon.  friend  should  have 
proposed  this  amendment  to  this  particular  Bill.  It  is  a 
repetition  by  which  this  Bill  itself,  1  think,  and  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  both  suffered  shipwreck  in  a  former 
Session.  Measures  upon  three  different  matters  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  criminal  law  were  referred  to  the  same  select 
committee,  and  that  committee,  in  its  wisdom,  combined  tho 
three  different  propositions  in  one  Bill,  and  the  result  was 
that  when  the  Bill  got  back  into  the  House  the  opponents 
of  each  of  these  different  propositions  combined  in  their 
opposition  to  tho  whole  measure,  and  the  measure  went 
down  under  the  stress  of  that  combined  opposition.  I  think 
it  would  be  very  much  better  that  the  proposition  of  the 
hoD.  gentleman,  which  is  a  very  important  one,  and  one  to 
which  I  am  quite  prepared  to  give  my  assent  and  vote,  as  I 
did  before,  should  come  up  on  its  merits,  disembarrassed  by 
the  opposition  that  may  obtain  to  my  hon.  friend’s  Bill,  and 
that  my  hon.  friend’s  Bill  should  not  be  embarrassed  by  the 
opposition  which  may  obtain  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pro- 
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posal.  If,  however,  the  hon.  gentleman  persists  in  moving 
it,  I  would  suggest  that,  having  stated  his  intentions,  it 
would  be  better  to  move  on  the  report,  when  the  votes  can 
be  recorded,  than  to  propose  the  introduction  of  the  clause 
in  the  committee,  when  he  cannot  obtain  in  a  formal  man¬ 
ner  the  sense  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  The  reason  I  proposed 
this  now  is  that  it  appeared  to  me  that  it  was  not  in  the  same 
position  that  it  was  in  on  the  occasion  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  refers  to,  because  there  were  several  subjects 
introduced  in  that  Bill,  one  of  which  was  not  a  matter  of 
evidence.  For  instance,  there  was  in  the  other  Bill  an 
amendment  proposed  to  the  criminal  law,  which  is  now 
before  the  House,  with  reference  to  ice  holes. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  Oh  !,  There  is  where  the  Bill  went  down. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  That  is  exactly  where 
it  went  through,  Now,  this  Bill  is  entitled  :  “  An  Act  to 
further  amend  the  law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases,”  and 
that  would  be  the  title  of  the  Bill  if  I  introduced  my  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  shape  of  a  Bill.  However,  I  am  always  ready 
to  receive  a  suggestion  from  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  upon 
a  matter  of  practice,  although  I  cannot  always  recoive  his- 
suggestions  on  political  matters,  and  as  somo  of  my  hon. 
friends  behind  me  seem  to  think  his  suggestion  is  a  good 
one,  I  will  withdraw  the  amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  desire  to  move  a  short  amendment, 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  and  which  I  think  the  House 
will  accept  without  objection.  It  is  to  enable  a  wife  to  give 
evidence  against  her  husband  in  those  cases  in  which, 
according  to  the  law  as  it  stood  in  the  Statute  Book  in  1869, 
the  husband  is  answerable  for  not  supporting  his  wife.  It 
has  been  decided  in  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  of  Ontario 
that  the  wife,  who  is  tho  only  person  that  can  know  about  the 
matter,  is  not  a  competent  witness,  although  she  is  a  com¬ 
petent  witness  in  cases  where  her  person  or  liberty  are 
concerned.  I  move  to  add  the  following  clause : — • 

la  any  prosecutions  against  a  husband  for  not  providing  for  his 
wife  necessary  food,  clothing  or  lodging,  wilfully  and  without  lawful 
excuse,  or  for  refusing  or  neglecting  to  provide  the  same,  his  wife  shall 
be  a  competent  witness, as  if  the  prosecution  was  for  an  offence  affecting 
her  liberty  or  person. 

I  think  that  this  is  a  very  reasonable  amendment,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  will  be  any  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  YVo  recognise  the  principle 
in  the  Bill,  that  a  wife  shall  not  be  a  competent  witness, 
except  in  certain  cases.  If  tho  wife  should  be  competent  to 
give  evidence  against  her  husband  in  a  case  of  this  kind, 
why  not  in  every  case  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  The  wife  is  competent  now,  and  my 
amendment  is  only  an  extension  of  the  law. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  suggest  that  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  be  made  a  proviso  in  section  2. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  If  there  is  any  difficulty  about  the 
wording  of  the  clause,  I  will  move  it  on  tho  report. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  Bill  with  amendments. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  moved  that  tho  said  amend¬ 
ments  be  now  concurred  in. 

Mr.  AMYOT  moved : 

That  the  said  amendments  be  not  adopted,  but  that  the  said  Bill 
be  referred  back  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  with  instructions  to 
amend  the  same,  so  as  to  take  away  the  right  of  husband  and  wife 
to  be  used  as  witnesses,  the  one  for  or  against  the  other. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  is  no  clauso  providing 
that  the  wife  can  bo  a  witness  against  her  husband  ;  she  can 
be  a  witness,  but  not  against  him. 

Mr.  Blake. 


Mr.  AMYOT.  When  a  witness  is  brought  into  a  box  you 
cannot  tell  beforehand  what  he  is  going  to  say.  It  often  hap¬ 
pens  that  a  witness  who  is  brought  to  help  the  prisoner  turns 
out  to  be  the  strongest  witness  against  him.  There  is  great 
danger  that  a  wife  who  comes  into  the  box  to  help  her  hus¬ 
band  may  become  the  cause  of  his  conviction,  and  there  is 
great  danger  that  by  the  interference  of  the  wife  or  husband 
in  the  evidence  you  will  create  trouble  in  families  and  weaken 
tho  tie  that  exists  between  husband  and  wife.  The  per¬ 
mission  given  to  a  wife  or  husband  to  be  a  witness  against 
the  other  is  immoral  ;  it  is  against  the  law  that  makes  man 
and  wife  but  one,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  permit  such 
evidence  to  be  admitted. 


The  House  divided  on  amendment  (Mr.  Amyot)  to  recom¬ 
mit. 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Amyot. 

Dodd, 

Dupont, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Bain  (Sonlanges), 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Bergin, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Blondeau, 

Grandbois, 

Bourbeau, 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Guillet, 

Ouimet, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Pope, 

Carling, 

Sproule, 

Caron, 

Jenkins, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Temple, 

Chapleau, 

Tupper, 

Curran, 

Lesage, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Daly, 

Desjardins, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Nats  : 

Messieurs 

White  (Hastings). — 34. 

Allen, 

Harley, 

Mulock, 

A  rmstrong, 

Baker  (Miasisquoi), 

Hay, 

O’Brien. 

Hesson, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Hickey, 

Platt, 

Bowell, 

Hilliard, 

Ray, 

Burnham, 

Irvine, 

Rinfret, 

Burpee, 

Jamieson, 

Robertson  (Hamilton,) 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Kaulbach, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

King, 

Rykert, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Kirk, 

Scriver, 

Casgrain, 

Kranz, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Charlton, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cochrane, 

Springer, 

Cockburn, 

Langevin, 

Taylor, 

Colby, 

Laurier, 

Livingstone, 

Townskend, 

Davies, 

Vail, 

Wallace  (York), 

Fairbauk, 

Macmaster, 

Farrow, 

Macmillan  (Middlesex), Watson, 

Fisher, 

McCarthy, 

Weldon, 

Fleming, 

McCraney, 

W  ells 

White  (Cardwell), 

Forbes, 

Mclsaae, 

Foster, 

McMullen, 

Wigle, 

GeofFrion, 

McNeill, 

Wilson, 

Gillmor, 

Mills, 

Woodworth, 

Gordon, 

Gunn, 

Mitchell, 

Yeo.— 76. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  amendment  concurred  in. 


INCOMPLETE  RETURNS. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  been  accused  of  putting  a 
report  belore  this  House  knowing  that  it  was  incomplete. 
If  the  hon.  member  for  Guysboro’  (Mr.  Kirk)  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  read  the  first  page  of  the  report,  he  would  have 
seen  that  it  is  a  complete  return,  as  the  return  furnished  is 
the  only  return  that  has  been  made  of  tho  Canada  Temper¬ 
ance  Act  from  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  I  repeated  the  hon.  member  for  Guys- 
boro’s  question,  I  know  that  his  statement  was  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  not  brought  down  a  completo  return, 
but  he  did  not  say  that  he  had  brought  down  an  incomplete 
return  knowingly. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  mean  it  as  maliciously; 
that  would  be  like  the  verdict  rondered  lately  in  Montreal 
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Mr.  KIRK.  The  Order  of  the  House  was  for  a  return 
for  the  year  1884.  This  return  is  for  the  year  1881 ;  there¬ 
fore,  it  did  not  follow  the  Order  at  all,  and  there  was  no 
necessity  to  bring-  it  down .  The  Secretary  of  State  says 
that  is  all  that  is  in  the  Gffiee.  Well,  the  law  requires  that 
an  annual  return  be  made,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Minister 
to  see  that  these  returns  are  sent  to  the  Department. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Nemo  dat  non  qaem  habet.  There  is 
none  and  can  be  none  in  my  Department.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Inland  Revenue  has  given  us  the  only  report  made. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  number  of  tree  passes  or  reduced  fare  tickets 
granted  to  parties  to  travel  on  or  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  from 
the  1st  of  January,  1884,  to  the  1st  of  February,  1885  ;  the  names  of  ihe 
parties  to  whom  granted  ;  the  date  of  issue  ;  the  length  of  time  to  re¬ 
main  in  force,  and  in  case  of  a  reduced  fare,  the  reduction  made. — (Mr, 
McMullen.) 

Return  showing  amount  of  money  paid  for  injuries  to  parties  in  the 
Mounted  Police  since  1878 ;  specifying  the  names  of  the  parties  injured, 
the  nature  of  the  injuries,  the  amount  of  money  paid,  and  to  whom  paid. 
— (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  oi 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12  p.m. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  12th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PRIVATE  BILLS— EXTENSION  OF  TIME. 

Mr.  ABBOTT  moved  : 

That  as  the  time  for  the  reception  of  reports  from  the  Committee 
on  Private  Bills  expires  to-day,  the  same  be  extended  to  Thursday,  2nd 
April  next,  in  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Stand¬ 
ing  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

AMERICAN  GOLD. 

Sir  RICHARD  CAR  r WRIGHT  asked,  Whether  the  at¬ 
tention  of  Government  had  been  called  to  the  fact  that  by 
substituting  American  gold  for  sovereigns  in  the  gold  held 
by  them  a  material  reduction  in  the  average  rate  of  exchange 
upon  New  York  may  be  secured  to  the  great  advantage  of 
the  community  at  large  ?  And  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  arrange  for  holding  sufficient  quanti¬ 
ties  of  American  gold  to  secure  this  object  henceforward  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  We  hold  our  reserve  both  in 
English  sovereigns  and  in  American  gold,  and  it  is  optional 
with  the  Department  to  pay  it  out  with  one  or  with  the 
other. 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  soon  the  measure  on  the  subject 
of  Chinese  immigration,  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
declared  in  Victoria  would  be  proposed  this  Session,  will  be 
introduced  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  do  not  know  that  any  measure  was 
promised  on  the  subject,  but  I  suppose  the  Government  will 
take  the  matter  in  hand  when  they  are  ready  to  put  it  be¬ 
fore  the  House. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— CONTRACTORS’ 
CLAIMS. 

Mr.  WELDON  asked,  Have  any  claims  been  preferred 
by  the  contractors,  or  any  of  them,  of  section  sixteen  (16) 


of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ?  Have  the  same  boen  adjudi¬ 
cated  upon  by  the  Railway  Commission  ?  If  so,  has  any 
award  been  made  thereon ;  and  has  any  money  been  paid 
to  J.  B.  Gough,  or  any  other  person,  on  account  thereof  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No  claims  have  been  presented  to  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  consequently  no  action  has  been  taken  on  them 
and  no  money  paid. 

CANADA  AND  JAMAICA. 

Mr.  BURPEE  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  correspondeace  between  the  Government  of  Canada  and 
the  Government  of  the  Island  of  Jamaica  concerning  the  confederation 
of  the  same  with  Canada,  or  with  Mr.  Solomon  or  any  other  party  on 
behalf  of  Jamaica,  upon  the  subject.  Also  all  correspondence  with  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain  upon  the  same  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  may  inform  the  hon. 
gentleman,  there  is  no  correspondence. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley,  for  the  House  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways 
pnd  Moans. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  desire  to  troublo 
the  House  at  any  great  length  on  this  occasion,  and  I  hope 
I  shall  not  do  so.  But  there  seems  to  be  a  great  desire  on 
the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  discuss  the  National 
Policy,  and  to  emphasise  and  repeat  for  the  hundredth  time 
their  admiration  for  a  policy  of  free  trade,  and  their  belief 
that  every  man  ought  to  be  free,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  expressed  it  at  Toronto,  to  pur¬ 
chase  whatever  he  requires  in  whatever  market  ho  chooses. 
It  seems  no  matter  to  those  hon.  gentlemen  whether  the 
mechanic,  who  makes  the  articles  that  we  require  for  use, 
shall  reside  in  our  own  country  or  in  a  foreign.  We, 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  entertain  different  views  from 
those.  We  have  no  desire  to  shorten  discussion  on  this 
question ;  we  desire  that  it  shall  be  discussed  in  the  fullest 
manner  possible  as  far  as  it  can  be  done  consistently  with  the 
despatch  of  public  business.  All  we  object  to  is  the  tone  and 
manner  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  for  five 
years  discussed  this  question.  When  the  tariff  aud  the 
policy  of  the  Government  were  first  laid  upon  the  Table,  we 
remember  how  bitterly  that  policy  and  that  tariff  were 
assailed.  We  remember  well  that  the  manufacturers  under 
that  policy  were  styled  public  robbers,  and  we  were  told  it 
was  the  intention  of  this  Government  to  legalise  the  rob¬ 
bery  of  the  people  by  the  manufacturers.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  the  ex- Finance  Minister,  lavished  all  his  wealth  of 
bitter  invective  upon  the  manufacturers  of  this  country, 
denouncing  them  and  the  purpose  they  had  in  view.  He 
has  to  some  extent  since  then  moderated  his  tone,  and  we 
do  not  hear  so  much  of  robbery  by  the  manufacturers  now. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  they  have  assumed  a  tone  of  sadness  and 
depression  ;  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  opposite  seem  to 
be  acting  in  a  spirit  of  rivalry  as  to  who  shall  present  the 
condition  of  this  country  in  the  most  sad  and  doleful  colors 
possible.  There  seems  to  be  a  rivalry  among  them ;  cer¬ 
tainly  not  a  holy  rivalry,  but  more  in  the  spirit  of  that 
which  may  be  supposed  to  exist  amongst  undertakers  as  to 
who  shall  do  their  work  in  the  most  solemn  and  grief 
stricken  manner.  They  appear  to  have  been  studying  the 
philosophy  of  sorrow  and  to  have  been  acting  with  some 
slight  amendment  in  the  words  of  Thomson’s  “  Philosophy 
of  Sorrow  ”  : 

“  For  party  sake  let  us  gather  around 
And  invent  sad  and  doleful  stories  about  everything, 

To  see  who  among  us  shall  do  the  worst 
la  tangling  the  skein  of  circumstances, 

And  in  weaving  a  web  of  dreariest  argument, 

To  make  us  comfortably  miserable.” 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  they  seem  to  be  exerting  themselvos  to  be 
comfortably  miserable,  Whenever  they  can  point  to  a 
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bankruptcy,  whenever  they  can  point  to  an  industry  that  j 
is  broken  down,  to  a  workshop  whose  fires  have  gone  out, 
and  whose  workmen  are  idle,  they  seem  to  be  com¬ 
fortably  miserable  and  happy  in  publishing  those  facts 
abroad  to  the  world.  Sometimes  they  get  miserably  jolly 
■ — we  had  an  instance  of  that  the  other  night,  when  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  presented  to  the 
House  a  picture  of  a  city  laid  in  ashes.  He  brought  up  to 
our  minds  the  destruction  of  the  City  of  St.  John 
and  the  calamities  connected  with  it.  Wo  had  pic¬ 
tured  before  us  all  those  thousands  of  men  who  had  for 
years  previously  been  providing  homes  for  themselves, 
and  families— all  suddoniy  swopt  away,  and  nothing  but 
blackened  walls  and  smouldering  ashes  left  to  mark  the 
spot  where  once  their  homos  had  stood.  And  while  ho  was 
dwelling  upon  that  picture  the  hon.  gentleman’s  wit 
sparkled  and  shone  as  a  fire,  his  oratory  flamed  up,  and  the 
hon.  gentlemen  beside  him  and  behind  him  grew  uproarious 
in  their  mirth,  with  this  picture  of  desolation  before  us.  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  are  some  things  which  come  down  to  us  in 
history  that  are  hard  to  believe,  but  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  his  friends  grew  so  joyous  and  uproarious,  in  view  of 
that  picture,  I  felt,  Sir,  that  the  incident  which  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  alluded  to  the 
other  night  was  possible,  and  that  it  was  oven  probable,  that 
Nero  fiddled  while  Home  was  burning.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
they  must  choose  their  own  course,  and  wo  do  not  so  greatly 
complain  of  the  effects  their  speeches  may  have'in  this  coun¬ 
try  ;  our  only  concern  is  as  to  the  effects  upon  this  country 
which  their  speeches  and  utterances  may  have  abroad. 
But  to  refer  for  a  few  moments  to  the  utterances  of 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk.  The  hon. 
gentleman  summarised  his  indictment  against  the 

Government  by  declaring  that  we  met  Parliament  with  a 
large  debt,  with  heavy  expenses,  with  over  production,  the 
North-West  blighted,  the  tide  of  immigration  reduced  to  a 
driblet,  and  the  North-West  people  told  that  they  shall  not 
use  their  own  moneys  to  build  their  own  railways.  For  a 
moment  let  us  refer  to  this  indictment.  He  says  wo  have  J 
met  Parliament  with  a  large  debt.  It  is  true  that  our  debt 
is  respectably  large.  It  is  true  too  that,  as  has  been  shown 
by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance,  it  is  by  no  means  so 
large  as  the  debts  of  many  other  colonies  which  have  less 
resources  and  less  abilities  to  meet  those  debts  than  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  But,  so  far  at  least  as  this  Govern¬ 
ment  is  concerned,  both  during  the  time  it  has  occupied  the 
Government  benches  since  1878  and  in  the  period  up  to 
1873,  no  part  of  that  public  debt  was  created  to  meet  the 
ordinary  expenses  of  Government.  We  cannot  say  so  much 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  for  a  considerable  portion, 
not  a  very  large  percentage,  but  a  very  large  sum  at  least, 
was  added  to  that  debt  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
meet  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government  of  the  coun¬ 
try  which  could  not  be  met  out  cf  the  current  revenue.  On 
the  contrary,  the  present  Government  can  turn  to  this  fact 
that,  but  for  the  surpluses  which  they  have  had  previous  to 
1873  and  since,  the  public  debt  of  the  country,  with  the  works 
that  have  been  constructed,  would  have  been  very  much  larger 
by  some  $30,000,000  than  it  is  at  present.  It  was  expected 
in  the  confectration  of  these  Provinces  that  we  should  incur 
considerable  debt.  It  was  anticipated,  in  forming  this 
Confederation,  that  in  order  to  its  success  and  to  the 
prosperity,  and  to  the  stability  of  the  Dominion,  there 
should  be  large  public  works  undertaken  ou  capital  account 
and  carried  to  completion.  It  was  specially  provided  that 
the  Intercolonial  Hallway  should  be  constructed  in  order  to 
afford  means  of  communication  between  the  Lower  Pro¬ 
vinces  and  the  Upper.  It  was  provided  that  the  canals 
should  be  enlarged  and  deepened ;  and  subsequently,  when 
the  North-West  was  acquired  and  British  Columbia  was 
added  to  the  other  Provinces  and  made  part  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada,  it  was  admitted  by  both  parties  that  there 
Mr,  McLelan, 
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should  be  a  very  large  capital  expended  in  the  construction 
and  completion  of  a  highway  from  ocean  to  ocean. 
What  would  this  Confederation  have  been  worth  if  there 
had  been  no  means  of  communication  from  one  Pro¬ 
vince  to  the  other  ?  What  would  it  have  been  worth  if  we 
in  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  had,  every  year,  or 
whenever  we  wished  to  visit  Ottawa  or  any  portion  of  the 
Upper  Province,  to  take  passage  to  Maine  or  to  Boston  — 
in  the  winter  season  especially — or  to  New  York,  and  then 
travel  through  American  territory  in  order  to  reach  the 
capital  of  the  Dominion  ?  I  say  it  would  hardly  have 
been  worth  the  paper  on  which  the  British  North 
America  Act  was  printed  had  there  not  been  means 
of  communication  provided  from  one  Province  to  the  other. 
The  bon.  gentleman  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
made  a  comparison  of  the  debt  of  the  United  States  with 
the  debt  per  head  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I  shall  not 
doal  specially  with  that  branch  of  the  subject,  because  I 
understand  that  a  gentleman  near  mo  will  take  it  up  and  go 
into  it  at  large,  but  I  may  refer  to  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  the  reason  he  gave  for  the  debt  of  the  Unitod 
States.  He  told  ns  that  twenty  years  ago  there  was  aa 
enormous  debt  rolled  up  in  the  United  States  to  preserve 
the  nation,  to  proserve  the  life  of  the  nation.  Why,  wc 
have  incurred  a  debt  to  create  a  nation,  wo  have  rolled  up 
this  debt  in  order  to  create  a  nationality,  to  consolidate  and 
bind  together  a  Dominion  which  at  some  time  shall  be 
regarded  as  one  of  the  proudest  nations  of  the  world.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  in  the  United  States  that  debt 
was  created  to  preserve  the  national  life.  Ours  has  boen 
caused  in  order  to  create  a  national  life.  I  have  said  that 
the  Confederation  Act  would  not  be  worth  the  paper  upon 
which  it  is  written  if  there  were  no  intercourse  between 
the  various  Provinces  from  the  east  to  the  west.  Sentiment 
is  all  very  well,  but  you  must  bind  the  people  together,  you 
must  create  a  self-interest,  and,  without  the  means  of  com¬ 
munication,  there  is  no  way  in  which  the  people  of  one 
Province  can  trade  with  the  people  of  another  and  create 
i  an  interest  which  will  bind  them  together  stronger  than 
any  paper  Act  of  Confederation.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
West  Durham  (  Mr.  Blake)  went  down  to  No va  Scotia  and  told 
us  that  the  proper  market  for  us  was  in  the  United  States. 
If  we  had  all  followed  his  advice,  if  the  Provinces  of  Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  had  all 
their  intercourse  with  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
none  with  the  people  of  western  Canada,  and  the  people  of 
western  Canada  had  none  with  the  people  of  the  east, 
there  would  be  wanting  that  strong  commercial  bond  which 
binds  people,  and  sometimes  is  stronger  and  more  effec¬ 
tive  than  any  other  that  can  bo  formed.  The  Intercolonial 
Eailway  was  built  and  trade  has  been  had  between  the 
eastern  Provinces  and  the  middle  Provinces  here,  and,  since 
that  trado  has  been  opened,  and  year  by  year  is  growing 
and  enlarging,  the  feeling  of  sympathy  between  the  eastern 
and  the  middle  Provinces  grows  with  it,  and  year  by  year 
becomes  stronger  and  more  binding ;  and  soon,  from  a  large 
portion  of  this  expenditure  which  has  been  incurred,  this 
debt  with  which  we  are  charged,  wo  shall  have  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  extreme  west,  we  shall  have  the  great 
Pacific  Eailway  opened  up,  and  communication  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  and  that  communication  will 
give  the  people  of  the  extreme  west  and  the  extreme 
east  an  intercourse  and  a  trade  and  a  traffic  which  will 
grow  up  and  strengthen  and  bind  them  together  from  the 
oast  to  the  west.  Without  incurring  this  debt  and  this 
expenditure,  that  communication  could  not  have  been  made. 
We  anticipated  it  years  ago;  both  parties  were  prepared  for 
it.  It  is  true  that  the  debt  in  1885  is  larger  than  we  antici¬ 
pated.  Wo  expected  that  in  1891  the  whole  expenditure 
necessary  to  complete  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  would 
be  laid  upon  our  backs  as  a  portion  of  the  public  debt,  but 
it  has  been  found  possible,  and  good  reasons  have  been 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


507 


given,  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  complete  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  an  earlier  date,  and  it  was 
decided  in  the  interests  of  the  public  at  largo  to  mako 
that  expenditure  in  order  to  effect  that  completion,  six 
years  earlier  than  was  originally  contemplated,  in  1891. 
But,  Sir,  if  that  debt  is  now  larger  than  it  was  anticipated, 
if  it  has  reached  the  sum  we  expected  it  to  be  in  1891,  we 
believe  that  the  results  of  the  opening  of  that  railway,  the 
benefits  of  having  communication  between  the  extreme 
west  and  the  east,  will  compensate  for  the  outlay,  and  en¬ 
able  us  fully  to  bear  any  burthen  that  may  be  imposed  on 
us.  The  hon.  gentloman  said  that  the  United  States  has 
rolled  up  an  enormous  debt  in  the  war  which  was 
concluded  in  1865;  and  he  told  us  how  that  country 
had  reduced  their  indebtedness  and  were  year  by  year 
paying  it  off.  And  he  says  to  the  House  that  while  we 
are  increasing  our  indebtedness  that  fact  is  a  matter 
for  grave  thought.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  look  at  that 
circumstance,  and  instead  of  its  being  matter  for  grave 
thought,  I  say  it  is  matter  for  happy  thought,  that  the 
United  States  have  been  able  to  reduce  their  large  indebted¬ 
ness  by  so  many  millions,  in  the  twenty  years  which  have 
followed  the  war.  Why,  Sir,  what  have  they  for  that  debt  ? 
What  caused  that  debt  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  was  to 
preserve  the  national  life  and  all  that  was  left  of  it  was  hun¬ 
dreds  and  thousands  of  men  slain  and  an  immense  amount  of 
property  destroyed.  Sir,  all  that  was  left  to  the  United 
States  for  that  great  expenditure  were  the  graves  that 
covered  the  slain,  and  the  tombstones  that  were  erected  to 
their  memory— -works  that  will  never  yield  any  return 
until  the  last  trump  is  sounded  and  the  graves  give  up  their 
dead.  How  different  it  is  with  our  expenditure  and  that  for 
which  our  indebtedness  has  been  created — not  for  any  dead 
works,  but  for  works  that  tend  to  the  development  and  pros¬ 
perity  of  this  country,  and  that  will,  year  by  year,  as  the 
years  roll  on  and  as  the  country  becomes  more  developed, 
show  that  they  have  been  good  investments  and  will  be  no 
burden  to  this  great  and  prosperous  country.  If  the  United 
States,  with  their  great  diversity  of  soil  and  climate,  if  they, 
under  their  protective  policy,  were  able,  in  twenty  year’s,  so 
largely  to  reduce  their  indebtedness,  having  no  works  that 
are  productive  caused  by  that  special  indebtedness,  how 
much  more  hope  have  we  that  in  our  great  Dominion,  with 
its  great  diversity  of  soil  and  the  inexhaustible  resources 
we  have  in  our  mines,  our  fisheries  and  in  agriculture,  and 
our  protective  policy— how  much  greater  hope  have  we  that 
our  debt  shall  be  reduced  in  duo  time— in  comparatively  less 
time,  and  the  burthen  be  entirely  wiped  out.  1  But,  Sir,  if  it 
were  not  wiped  out  I  maintain  that  it  is  a  necessary  expend¬ 
iture,  and  although  these  public  works,  as  the  hon,  member 
for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  said,  were  not  wholly 
productive  directly,  yet  indirectly  they  are  of  the  greatest 
of  benefit.  They  were  necessary  to  our  national  existence, 
they  are  necessary  to  our  national  life,  and  thoy  will  form 
the  greatest  bond  that  will  keop  together  this  great  Domin¬ 
ion  from  the  east  to  the  west.  \Then  this  great  high¬ 
way  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  is  opened,  and 
when  trade  from  the  extreme  east  shall  be  had 
with  the  extreme  west,  and  when  it  shall  be  borne 
over  that  railway,  then  wo  shall  feel  that  we 
are  one  people  indeed,  and  that  we  have  one  common 
interest.  If  I  may  he  allowed  to  borrow  an  illustration,  I 
would  say  that  the  trains  which  shall  pass  to  and  fro  from 
the  west  to  the  east  and  from  the  east  to  the  west,  bearing 
the  products  of  one  Province  to  the  others,  s*~all  be  as 
the  shuttle  in  the  loom,  weaviDg  a  web  of  common  interest 
that  shall  hind  these  Provinces  together  in  one  great 
brotherhood.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  expenses 
are  heavy.  Well,  Sir,  they  are  large,  but  the  Finance 
Minister  has  shown  that  they  are  not  heavy,  that  they  do 
not  bear  unduly  upon  the  people.  The  non,  gentleman 


says  that  the  Finance  Minister  had  to  shin  around  the 
streets  in  order  to  got  money  to  meet  his  expenses.  Sir, 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  to  secure  money  it  was  only 
for  temporary  purposes  and  to  moet  the  obligations  incurred 
in  the  construction  of  these  great  public  works.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  during  the  fivo  years  they  were  in 
power,  had  to  shin  round  and  borrow  money  in  order  to 
meet  the  current  expenses  of  the  country  to  the  extent  of 
seven  or  eight  millions  of  dollars.  I  need  not  dwell 
further  upon  that  point  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
indictment.  The  hon,  the  Finance  Minister,  has 
given  the  figures  to  show  how  the  expenditure,  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  calls  heavy,  has  been  met,  and  how 
lightly  it  bears  upon  the  people  of  this  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  is  a  plethora  of  production, 
and  he  regrets  that  there  are  so  many  manufacturers  in  this 
country.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  himself  to  blame 
for  that,  to  a  large  extent.  We  remember  that  three  or 
four  years  ago,  after  the  National  Policy  was  intro* 
duced,  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  rose  and  announced  to 
the  world  that,  in  the  manufacture  of  cotton,  in  the  refining 
of  sugars,  and  in  various  other  industries,  the  manufacturers 
were  reaping  enormous  profits  of  twenty,  forty  or  fifty  per 
cent.,  and  in  some  cases  more.  With  such  statements  made 
to  the  country,  is  it  any  wonder  that  an  undue  stimulus  was 
given  to  manufactures,  and  that  a  larger  number  of  people 
went  into  the  manufacture  of  cotton  than,  perhaps,  the 
wants  of  the  country  just  at  that  time  called  for  ?  I  repeat, 
hon.  gentlemen  have  themselves  to  blame  largely — if  there  be 
a  plethora  of  production,  if  there  be  too  many  manufactures 
— for  havingincreased  the  number  of  people  engaged  in  them, 
Hon,  gentlemen  opposite  would  not  have  it  said  that 
no  man  in  the  Dominion  believed  them — that  upon  this 
great  public  question  their  word  was  not  to  be  taken < 
Their  word  was  taken  in  many  cases ;  and  it  had  its  influ« 
ence  in  bringing  more  manufactories  into  existence  in  these 
particular  branches  than  were  for  the  time  desirable.  But 
the  Customs  returns  show  that  in  those  articles,  the  manu* 
facture  of  which  the  National  Policy  is  specially  designed 
to  oncourage — cotton  goods,  and  iron  and  steel  manufac¬ 
tures— the  importations  have  diminished.  Take  the  six- 
months  from  1st  of  July,  1884,  and  compare  them  with  the 
corresponding  six  months  of  1883,  and  you  find  that  there 
is  a  considerable  decrease  in  the  importation  of  these  arti¬ 
cles.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
tried  to  alarm  us  by  the  announcement  that  we  have  as 
shrinking  revenue.  The  falling  off  in  the  revenue 
during  the  past  six  months  has  been  occasioned  by 
the  diminution  in  the  importation  of  cotton  goods  and 
of  iron  and  steel  manufactures;  and  why,  Sir?  Because 
the  men  who  distribute  these  goods,  the  merchants 
throughout  the  country,  find  that  they  can  be  purchased  on 
better  terms  at  home  than  they  can  be  imported.  Daring 
the  last  six  months  there  has  been  a  decrease  of  8805, 15  i 
in  the  revenue.  There  has  been  a  decrease  in  the  revenue 
from  cotton  goods  of  $347,109,  and  from  iron  and  steel 
manufactures,  which  are  specially  protected  and  encouraged 
by  the  National  Policy,  $420,738,  making  together  $767,847; 
and  in  the  revenue  from  spirits  and  wines,  which  are  no 
doubt  affected  by  the  adoption  of  the  Scott  Act  iu  the  vari¬ 
ous  counties,  there  has  been  a  decrease  of  $78,418 ;  making 
a  total  decrease  in  the  revenue  from  these  three  classes  of 
articles  of  $846,265,  or  $41,112  more  than  the  entire 
decrease  in  the  whole  Customs  revenue  for  the  six  months. 
So  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  instead  of  there  being 
a  general  decline  all  through  the  importations,  the  decline 
has  only  been  in  such  articles  as  we  are  specially  fitted  to 
manufacture,  and  which  are  specially  encouraged  by  the 
I  National  Policy.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
North-West  has  been  blighted  and  the  tide  of  immigration 
1  has  been  reduced  to  driblets.  Why,  Sir,  if  there  be  any 
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blight  or  any  diminution  in  the  tide  of  immigration, 
who  is  responsible  for  it  but  the  hon.  gentlemen 
who  occupy  the  Opposition  benches.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  smiles, 
feut  I  want  to  ask  those  hon.  gentlemen  what  they  did 
during  the  five  years  that  the  North-West  was  under  their 
control,  to  increase  the  tide  of  immigration.  I  want  to  ask 
them  if  they  had  not  control  of  the  North-West  for  five  long 
dreary  years,  and  what  they  did  to  induce  immigration  to 
that  country.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  said  in 
Montreal  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  mismanagement  of 
these  people,  we  should  have  500,000  or  600,000  people  in 
the  North-West,  and  20,000,000  bushels  of  grain  would  have 
been  exported  from  the  country  this  year.  Why,  after 
spending  $15,000,000  or  $20,000,000  in  that  country,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  went  out  of  power  acknowledging  that 
thero  were  only  30,000  people  in  the  North-West;  and  yot 
they  get  up  now  and  tell  us  that  but  for  mismanagement 
there  would  be  a  population  there  of  500,000  or  600,000. 
Under  their  policy  what  inducement  was  there  for  people 
to  go  into  the  North-West  ?  What  facilities  did  they  pro¬ 
vide  for  going  into  the  country  ? 

Mz*.  LANBERKIN.  Railroads. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Railroads  where? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  From  Emerson  to  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  You  had  not  a  single  mile. 

Mr,  MACKENZIE.  We  had  50  miles. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  was  not  a  single  rail  laid. 

Mr,  MACKENZIE.  It  was  all  ^dd, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  was  graded  for  three  or  four  years, 
and  you  had  piles  of  rails  rusting  in  the  North-West,  but  not 
a  single  rail  laid. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  was  in  operation. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  informed  by  the  Department  of 
Railways  that  there  was  not  a  rail  laid  when  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  went  out  of  power,  and  during  the  autumn  following 
every  rail  was  laid  and  the  cars  were  running  into  Winni¬ 
peg,  providing  for  the  first  time  railway  connection  with 
the  rest  of  the  Continent  of  America.  Hon.  gentlemen  have 
boasted  time  and  again  that  they  built  the  railway. 
They  started  a  railway  at  Selkirk  to  run  114  miles  into  the 
woods,  and  another  from  Port  Arthur  into  the  woods  114 
miles,  and  then  they  went  away  100  miles  south  of  that  and 
spent  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars  in  constructing  the  Fort 
Frances  locks.  And  yet  they  contend  that  with  such  a 
system  they  could  have  brought  out  from  the  North-West 
20,000,000  bushels  of  grain.  It  would  have  been  im¬ 
possible,  if  they  had  completed  the  Fort  Frances  locks, 
and  all  the  other  means  of  communication  they  were 
arranging  to  have,  to  have  brought  out  this  year’s  surplus 
crop  of  the  North-West  in  less  than  three  or  four  years. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  the  people  of  the  North-West 
have  been  told  that  they  shall  not  use  their  money  to  con¬ 
struct  their  own  railways.  Why,  Sir,  they  forget  the 
action  they  took.  They  forget  that  they  either  passed  or 
submitted  to  Parliament  a  Bill,  one  of  the  provisions  of 
which  was  that  no  railway  should  be  constructed  in  the 
North-West  nearer  to  the  Pacific  Railway  than  40  miles. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Parallel  with  it. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  you  are  not  to  tap  the  main  line 
nor  to  construct  any  railway  nearer  to  it  than  40  miles. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  no  such  provision. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  And  so  it  hardly  lies  in  the  mouth  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  charge  us  with  having  prevented  the 
construction  of  railways  in  the  North-West,  or  with  having 
prevented  the  people  of  the  North-West  from  using  thoir  own 
Mr.  McLelan. 


money  in  the  construction  of  railways.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  says  that  under  the  National 
Policy  we  have  not  benefitted  the  farmer,  yet  in  almost  the 
same  breath  he  says  there  has  not  been  a  day  since  the  National 
Policy  was  adopted  by  Parliament  when  agricultural  pro¬ 
duce  has  not  been  quoted  higher  in  the  United  States  than 
it  has  been  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  he  also  claims 
that  it  is  the  markets  abroad  that  regulate  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produco.  Well,  if  it  be  the  markets  abroad 
that  regulate  the  price  of  agricultural  products  on  this  con¬ 
tinent,  the  United  States  export  largely  their  produce  and 
we  largely  export  ours.  Why  therefore  should  the  markets 
abroad  keep  the  prices  at  higher  rates  in  the  United  States 
than  in  the  Dominion  ?  And  why  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
dosire  so  much  that  there  should  be  reciprocity  in  agricul¬ 
tural  products  between  the  United  States  and  Canada? 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  go  back  to  the  celebrated  speoch 
that  he  delivered  some  years  ago,  he  will  find  from  his  own 
utterances  that  the  farmers  are  benefitted  by  a  protective 
policy.  He  knows  that  it  is  a  very  small  percentage  of  the 
agricultural  products  of  the  United  States  and  the  Dominion 
which  is  exported.  He  knows  that  nine-tenths  of  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  farm  are  consumed  in  the  country,  and  that  if 
we  have  a  large  population,  not  producers  of  agricultural 
products,  if  we  have  a  large  body  of  manufacturing  people 
who  are  the  consumers  of  agricultural  products,  we  enhance 
the  value  of  those  products  to  a  very  appreciable  extent ; 
and  that  is  the  reason,  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statements 
be  true,  why  agricultural  products  are  quoted  higher  in  the 
United  States  than  in  the  Dominion — the  reason  being  that 
in  the  United  States  there  is  a  larger  manufacturing  popu¬ 
lation,  a  very  much  larger  population  of  consumers  for 
whom  the  farmers  must  cater,  than  proportionately  exists  in 
the  Dominion.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  are  doing 
nothing  to  get  reciprocity.  As  I  have  said  before,  why  does 
he  desire  reciprocity  so  much,  if  our  markets  are  only 
affected  by  the  foreign  markets  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  went 
farther  than  he  should  have  gone,  in  stating  to  the  House 
that  we  are  pledged  not  to  accept  a  fair  treaty. 
Why,  we  have  for  years  announced  our  readiness  to 
accept  a  reciprocity  treaty  negotiated  on  fair  terms  with 
the  United  States.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  must 
give  up  something,  and  first  of  all  he  wants  us  to  go  back 
to  a  free  trade  tariff;  he  wants  to  have  free  flour,  free 
grain,  free  coal,  everything  free,  and  then,  he  says,  we  will 
be  in  a  position  to  negotiate  a  treaty  by  giving  up  something 
in  return  to  the  United  States.  There  is  but  one  desire 
in  the  Government  and  in  Parliament,  and  that  is,  to  have 
a  fair  commercial  treaty  with  the  United  States,  a  treaty 
on  fair  and  equal  terms,  in  which  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  Canada  will  be  maintained,  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States  not  have  everything  their  own  way.  We  dosire  to 
live.  The  hon.  gentleman  smiles.  Well,  we  have  had 
treaties  with  the  United  States,  we  have  had  general  reci¬ 
procity  with  them,  we  have  had  treaties  in  connection 
with  our  fisheries,  and  we  found  that  even  these 
treaties  required  to  be  closely  watched.  We  found 
that  when  our  fish  were  allowed  into  the  United 
States  free,  the  packages  or  cans  of  the  lobsters 
were  taxed.  Our  desire  is  that  there  should  be  no  mis¬ 
understandings,  but  that  we  should  have  a  broad  treaty 
negotiated,  based  upon  equal  rights.  Our  desire  is  to  live 
in  commercial  concord  and  amity  with  the  great  people 
that  dwell  opposite  to  us ;  that  the  beaver  and  the  eagle 
may  dwell  together  in  commercial  concord  and  amity;  that 
if  the  lion  and  the  lamb  should  lie  down  together,  that 
the  little  child  shall  be  able  to  place  his  hand  upon  an  un¬ 
taxed  lobster  can.  But  the  hon  member  for  North  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton)  would  have  us  first  give  up  every¬ 
thing  ;  he  would  have  us  first  make  free  trade,  and  then  he 
would  have  us  negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty,  and  give  up 
something  more.  What  more  could  we  give  up?  No,  the 
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true  policy  is  tc  go  on  as  we  are  doing,  and  when  the  timo 
comes,  when  the  people  of  the  United  States  will  bo  in  the 
humor,  we  will  meet  them  face  to  face,  discuss  the  whole 
question  with  them,  and  negotiate  a  treaty  on  fair  and 
equitable  terms  to  the  people  of  Canada  as  well  a.3  to  tho 
people  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me 
to  correct  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Well,  he  can  do  so  after  I  get  through; 
as  I  want  to  finish  before  recess. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  have  merely  to  say  that  every 
rail  was  laid  before  1st  July,  1878,  and  the  road  was  finishod 
to  Selkirk,  22  miles  beyond  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  is  from  Selkirk  to  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  was  completed,  and  from  the 
boundary  to  Winnipeg  every  rail  was  laid.  Here  is  the 
report. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  went  specially  to  the  Kailway  Depart¬ 
ment  to  enquire  and  was  informed  that  every  rail  was  laid 
from  Selkirk  to  Winnipeg,  but  between  Winnipeg  and  Emer¬ 
son  not  a  rail  was  laid. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  shows  how  well  informed  the 
present  railway  management  must  be. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  If  I  am  wrongly  informed,  tho  fault  is 
with  the  Doparimont  and  there  is  an  oversight  on  their  part 

Mr,  MACKENZIE.  The  Minister  ought  to  know. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  wili  not  claim  that 
the  railway  was  opened  ? 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  will. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  And  running  ? 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Yes. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Why,  it  was  not  opened  and  running 
until  the  winter,  if  my  memory  serves  me  at  all.  However, 
it  is  better  that  we  should  not  enter  into  a  discussion  now, 
before  we  have  the  papers  from  the  Railway  Department. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  This  is  from  tho  Railway  Depart¬ 
ment.  1 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  not  of  very  serious  importance. 
The  hon.  gentleman  had  not  opened  it  for  traffic,  ho  had  not 
commenced  the  running  of  trains— I  am  satisfied  on  that  at 
least— and  there  was  no  communication  or  traffic  when  the 
Government  went  out  of  power. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  You  said  there  was  not£a  railway. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  is  what  I  was  informed;  There 
was  no  traffic  at  all  events. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Yes,  there  was  traffic. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  North  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton)  made  the  announcement  to  tho  world 
that  we  are  growing  poorer  every  day,  and  that  people  are 
leaving  the  Dominion.  What  an  announcement  to  make  in 
Parliament,  and  to  make  to  tho  world,  that  this  Dominion 
of  Canada  every  day  is  growing  poorer  and  poorer,  and  that 
the  popu  ation  is  rushing  out  of  it  as  fast  as  it  possibly  can  ! 
If  the  holn.  gentleman  believed  that  himself,  if  he  believed 
that  this  country  is  going  to  rack  and  ruin,  and  that  the 
people  are  leaving  it,  why  does  he  not  go  out  of  it  himself? 
If  he  believes  that  this  country  is  going  to  rack  and  ruin, 
he  has  no  right  to  stay  in  it.  No  man  is  justified  in  either 
going  to  a  country  or  living  in  a  country,  unless  he  believes 
that  country  will  afford  to  himself  and  his  children  tho 
means  of  a  living  and  of  prosperity;  and  I  say  that  the  best 
denial  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement  that  the 
country  is  going  to  rack  and  ruin  is  that  he  remains  here, 
and  I  believe  that  he  is  prospering,  with  the  great  mass  of 


the  people  that  remain  in  the  country.  What  indication 
does  the  hon.  gentloman  t.ive?  Tho  Finance  Minister 
referred  to  the  returns  of  the  savings  bank  and  of  various 
institutions,  all  proving  that  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
are  prospering,  and  that  wealth  is  accumulating  in  the 
country.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  tried  to  elaborate  the 
argument  that  people  are  going  out  of  the  country  in  vast 
numbers.  They  have  some  figures  to  sustain  their  case 
that  people  have  gone  out.  They  have  the  census  returns 
of  tho  United  States  from  1870  to  1880,  and  from  these 
census  returns  they  show  that  there  has  been  a  large  out¬ 
going  of  Canadians  to  the  United  States,  some  400,000 
people. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Add  2,000  moro. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  outdo 
Uncle  Sam.  He  would  outdo  the  Census  Commissioners. 
On  that  side  of  the  House,  they  are  continually  complain¬ 
ing  that  our  census  is  a  fraud.  He  seeks  to  make  out  that 
the  census  of  the  United  States,  that  they  admire  so  much, 
is  a  fraud  and  has  not  done  justice  to  the  United  States, 
But,  suppose  that  a  large  number  of  people  have  gone  out 
between  1870  and  1880,  do  we  not  know  and  remember 
that  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  the  Government 
for  five  years  of  that  period  ?  Do  we  not  know  how  they 
managed  the  affairs  of  the  country  ?  Do  we  not  know  the 
depression  that  existed  from  1875  to  1878-70  and  which  only 
ended  after  the  change  of  Government  and  after  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  the  National  Policy  ?  And  do  they  not  see,  in  that 
depression  and  in  that  condition  of  the  country  during  the 
five  years  that  they  held  office,  that  there  was  just  reason 
why  there  should  be  an  outgo  of  the  people  of  this  country  ? 
But  these  gentlemen  argue  and  they  reiterate  the  fact  that 
people  have  gone  out  since,  forgetting  that  their  own  leader, 
the  member  for  West  Durham,  last  year  showed  to  the 
House  conclusively,  endorsed  the  statement  that  almost  all 
that  outgo  that  is  stated  in  tho  United  States  census 
was  during  the  years  1876  and  1877.  Let  me  refer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  speech  to  prove  what  I  state,  that  they,  in 
making  this  statement,  are  giving  a  flat  contradiction  to 
the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  tho  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who  admitted  here  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  that  nearly 
all  that  outgo  of  people  between  1870  and  1880  was  during 
the  time  that  they  hold  office  and  in  the  years  1876  and 
1877. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Not  at  all,  it  is  a  mistake, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  his  leader 
makes  mistakes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No,  it  is  yours. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  know  he  makes  mistakes,  and  from 
the  time  he  took  the  leadership,  seized  the  reins  of  the 
party,  it  has  been  one  succession  of  mistakes  down  to  the 
present.  I  know  that  in  the  particular  party  view  the  hon. 
gentleman  takes,  it  was  perhaps  a  mistake  for  him  to  make 
this  admission,  but  here  it  is,  he  was  making  a  long  and 
elaborate  speech]  upon  the  emigration — long  and  elaborate 
as  his  speeches  always  are,  and  able  as  they  always  are — - 
but  here  is  the  mistake  the  hon.  gentleman  committed, 
according  to  the  views  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell, 
He  says : 

“  It  is  proved  bv  a  very  thorough  examination  that  took  place  in  the 
year  1882  under  the  instruction  of  the  Legislature  of  Massachusetts  into 
the  question” - 

That  is  the  question  of  tho  immigration  into  the  United 
States  of  French  Canadians - 

“that  it  has  only  been  within  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years  that  this 
immigration  has  assumed  such  large  proportion  in  that  part  of  the 
country  Is  is  only  within  a  much  shorter  period,  five  or  six  years 
before  1882,  that  it  began  to  assume  the  character  of  a  permanent  set- 
lement  in  the  country  to  which  these  people  went.” 

These  are  the  words,  this  is  the  mistake,  according  to  the 
hon.  gentleman,  which  his  leader  made,  The  hon.  gentle- 
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man  was  referring  to  an  investigation  made  by  the  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Legislature  into  this  question  of  the  immigration 
into  their  country  of  the  French  Canadians,  and  then  he 
refers  to  a  meeting  of  the  French  Canadians,  themselves, 
and  the  resolutions  which  they  passed  at  that  time,  and  he 
goes  on  to  road  one  of  the  resolutions  which  was  passed  by 
a  gathering  of  the  French  Canadians  of  Lowell,  as  follows 

“Whereas,  since  the  French  Canadians  have  come  to  this  section, 
they  have  reached  a  population  of  400,000  in  New  England,  and  whereas 
a  large  number  have  become  proprietors,  paying  large  taxes,  and 
whereas,  for  the  most  part,  the  young  men  propose  to  make  their  homes 
here,— Resolved,  that  we  protest  against  the  portion  of  the  report  which 
says  we  are  a  horde  of  industrial  invaders  ;  whereas  we  have  to  live  live 
years  in  this  country  before  we  can  become  citizens  of  this  glorious  Re¬ 
public,  and  the  French  Canadians  have  been  here  in  large  numbers 
only  for  five  or  six  years.” 

Take  the  first  resolution,  where  they  say  they  are  400,000 
strong,  and  take  the  next,  that  they  have  been  there  only 
five  or  six  years,  and  take  the  date,  1882,  and  you  have 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  proving  that  all  this 
outgo  was  during  the  years  18*76  and  187*7.  And  yet  the 
gentlemen  opposite,  forgetting  what  their  leader  has  done, 
overlooking  the  mistake,  as  they  call  it,  that  he  has  made  in 
making  this  admission,  still  harp  upon  this  statement  that 
there  is  a  great  outgo  of  the  people  from  this  country.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  the  other  day  gave 
us  the  proof  that,  even  from  the  railway  returns,  there  are 
more  people  comiDg  into  the  country  than  going  out  of  it. 
We  refer  to  our  census  and  we  find  we  have  a  very  large 
number  of  people  here,  once  American  citizens,  residing  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  prospering;  and  that,  compared 
to  our  population,  there  is  a  larger  proportion  of  American 
born  subjects  residing  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  than, 
compared  to  the  population  of  the  United  States,  is  the 
percentage  of  Canadians  residing  in  the  United  States.  The 
hon.  gentleman  will  persist,  I  suppose,  in  telling  us  they 
are  going  there;  and  why  are  they  goiDg  there?  What 
should  there  bo  in  the  United  States  to  draw  people  away 
from  Canada?  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  will  6ay 
there  is  more  employment  there,  that  wages  are  better, 
and  that  there  are  prnirio  lands  to  be  settled.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  policy  of  the  bon.  gentleman  were 
carried  out  and  if  we  were  reduced  to  a  revenue  tariff,  if  the 
doctrines  laid  down  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
were  adopted  by  the  Government  that  men  should  be 
free  to  purchase  whatever  article  they  require  in  what¬ 
ever  market  they  choose,  and  on  the  lowest  terms,  then 
there  would  be  less  employment  tor  our  own  people  in  our 
own  countiy,  wages  would  be  reduced,  and  there  would  be 
greater  inducements  for  our  people  to  leave  this  country 
and  join  the  great  multitude  of  the  manufacturing  classes 
employed  in  the  United  States.  But  the  lion,  gentleman 
referred  to  the  balance  of  trade,  and  he  says  that  it  has 
been  claimed  by  the  Finance  Minister  that  the  nearer  he 
can  approach  to  equalizing  it  the  better  for  us.  I  endorse 
that  doctrine.  The  hon.  gentleman  referred  us  to  the  case 
of  England,  and  he  told  us  there  was  an  enormous  balance 
of  trade  against  England  in  the  eight  or  ten  years  past. 
And  he  told  the  House  how  that  balance  of  trade  was  made 
up  ?  By  the  earnings  of  their  ships  abroad,  by  the  interest 
on  the  investments  that  they  had  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
But  he  did  not  go  back  and  tell  us  that  England  had, 
under  a  protective  policy,  grown  enormously  wealthy 
and  earned  the  money  which  she  had  to  loan  all 
over  the  world  ;  that  she  was  receiving  the  interest 
upon  investments  which  she  had  abroad,  and  out  of  that  she 
met  tho  adverse  balance  of  trade.  Nor  did  he  attempt  to  show 
how  much  better  off  England  would  be  if  she  had  not  to  ex¬ 
pend  that  1,290  million  pounds  sterling  which  he  mentioned 
in  purchasing  foreign  goods.  He  did  not  tell  us  how  much 
better  off  England  would  be  if  that  enormous  balanco  of 
trade  was|not  against  her,  which  she  now  has  to  meet  out 
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of  tho  earnings  of  her  ships,  and  out  of  the  interest  of  her 
investments  abroad.  He  did  not  tell  us  how  much  employ¬ 
ment  that  money,  if  spent  at  home,  would  give  to  the  people 
of  England,  Ireland  and  Scotland.  He  did  not  tell  us,  either, 
that  because  of  this  large  adverse  balance  of  trade,  and  this 
enormous  amount  of  money  sent  away  to  foreign  countries, 
how  much  misery  and  suffering  there  is  among  the  unem¬ 
ployed  people  of  Great  Britain.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  they 
talk  about  the  burdens  that  are  laid  upon  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  and  the  taxes  that  are  gathered  by  my  hon.  fnend 
Ihe  Finance  Minister.  Sir,  if  my  hon.  friend  only  had  tho 
poor  rates  of  Great  Britain  at  his  command,  if  he  had  the 
amount  annually  collected  to  maintain  the  paupers  of  thrt 
country,  he  would  bo  able  to  run  the  Federal  Government 
and  every  Local  Government  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and 
still  have  a  larger  surplus  than  he  has  ever  had  yet.  And 
yet  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  want  us  to  adopt  a  policy 
that  would  take  away  employment  from  our  poople. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  will  just  ask  him.  Suppose  a  por¬ 
tion  of  that  1,290  millions  of  pounds  sterling  went  to  Ire¬ 
land  to  start  manufactures  and  give  employment  to  the 
poople  there,  would  it  not  conduco  to  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  of  that  country  ?  One  of  tho  great  grievancos 
complained  of  in  Ireland  is  that  there  is  a  constant  drain 
upon  that  poople  and  upon  that  country  by  absent  land¬ 
lords  ;  it  is  said  that  absentee  landlordism  is  a  curse  to 
Ireland.  If  that  is  admitted,  and  it  seems  to  be  generally 
admitted  tho  world  over,  where  is  the  difference  between 
absent  landlords  and  absent  mechanics?  The  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  would  have  our  mechanics  go  to  the  United  States, 
to  Great  Britain  or  any  other  country,  and  in  that 
portion  of  the  country  to  withdraw  from  us  the  money  that 
they  earn  from  day  to  day  to  maintain  and  support  them¬ 
selves  and  families.  The  laboring  classes  of  Canada  would 
soon  recognise  a  grievance  like  that,  and  would  not  be  slow 
to  complain  of  it,  just  as  the  people  of  Ireland 
are  not  slow  to  complain  of  the  grievance  of  their 
being  subjected  to  a  constant  drain  to  maintain  absent 
landlord?.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  gentleman  next  re¬ 
ferred  to  assisted  immigration,  which  he  condemns.  I  have  a 
word  to  say  upon  that.  I  think  I  made  the  statement  here 
last  year,  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture 
— and  if  I  did  not  make  that  statement  the  public  records  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario  will  show  the  fact — that  the  assisted 
immigration  which  was  so  much  complained  of  was  induced 
by  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  ;  that  an 
arrangement  was  made  by  the  commissioners  from  Ireland 
with  tho  Government  of  Ontario  to  receive  such  immigrants 
as  they  should  send  out,  and  give  them  employment.  Under 
that  arrangement  they  camo  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
and  said  :  The  Government  of  Ontario  will  receive  all  the 
people  we  send  out,  will  you  give  some  assistance  in  order 
to  bring  these  people  where  the  Ontario  Government  can 
care  for  them.  That  was  done,  and  that  policy  was  thus 
inaugurated,  or  very  much  enlarged.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  pretend  to  be  tho  friends  of 
the  workingman  and  have  his  interests  very  deeply  at 
heart.  I  ask  them  how  they  propose  to  benefit  the  work¬ 
ingman  by  the  adoption  of  a  policy  of  having  all  the  various 
articles  that  we  require  for  domestic  and  public 
purposes,  manufactured  in  a  foreign  country  ?  How 
are  they  to  benefit  the  laboring  classes  in  this  Domin¬ 
ion  if  they  are  to  break  down  tho  barriers  and  allow  an 
influx  of  foreign  goods.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
it  is  just  at  a  time  when  there  is  a  plethora  of  pro¬ 
duction  the  world  over,  as  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  calls  it,  that  a  protective  policy  is 
specially  advantageous  to  us.  It  is  then,  if  ever,  advan¬ 
tageous,  because  that  is  the  time  when  the  productions  of 
foreign  manufacturers  and  mechanics  will  be  sent  in  to 
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overwhelm  tho  markets  of  the  countries  that  have  free  trade 
and  no  protection.  And,  therefore,  I  say  that  when  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  take  to  heart  tho  workingman  and  want 
to  improve  his  position  so  much,  it  is  not  by  sending  abroad 
for  labor  and  giving  encouragement  to  foreign  mechanics 
that  they  will  better  his  position  very  much,  but  rather  by 
having  mechanics  in  the  country,  employing  them  here 
and  maintaining  them  by  the  produce  raised  by  our  farm¬ 
ing  population.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper) 
reminded  me  the  other  day  of  an  incident  which  shows 
clearly,  to  my  mind,  how  largely  the  whole  community,  and 
more  especially  tho  agricultural  class,  can  be  benefitted 
by  the  employment  of  mechanics.  Why,  if  you  take 
all  the  mechanics  out  of  Montreal  and  Toronto  and 
send  them  to  tho  United  States,  the  markets  of 
thoao  cities  will  not  be  one-half  what  they  are  at  present. 
The  incident  of  which  the  hon.  member  reminds  me  was 
this  :  When  I  was  in  Scotland,  a  gentleman  took  me  to  see 
various  towns  of  the  country.  We  came  to  a  town  which 
seemed  to  be  all  prosperity.  I  walked  through  the  streets 
and  looked  at  the  shop  windows,  and  saw  there  every 
article  of  luxury  and  comfort  possible  for  the  hands  of  man 
to  manufacture  and  display  for  sale.  I  saw  large  public 
halls,  schools,  churches,  and  I  asked  my  friend,  what  is  tho 
population  of  this  town  ?  He  said  :  about  60,000.  I  went 
through  the  markets  and  saw  them  crowded  with  agricul¬ 
tural  produce  for  the  maintenance  of  these  60,000  inhabi¬ 
tants.  I  turned  to  my  friend  and  said,  What  is  the  trade  of 
this  town  ?  How  is  it  sustained  ?  He  said,  It  is  just 
manufacturing  thread  ;  the  whole  prosperity  of  tho  town 
and  its  inhabitants  depends  upon  the  manufacture  of 
little  spools  of  thread  that  are  sent  all  over  the  world 
In  all  my  travels  through  that  town  I  did  not  see  a 
single  spool  of  thread,  but  everything  for  the  comfort 
and  luxury  of  the  60,000  inhabitants,  all  maintained  by  that 
little  manufacture  of  which  the  hon.  member  reminded  me 
the  other  day.  Is  it  possible  that  such  a  town  can  be  in 
existence  and  not  benefit  the  agricultural  portion  of  the 
community  ?  If  you  establish  in  the  Dominion  one 
industry  or  a  dozen  industries  that  will  support  a 
population  of  60,000  people,  it  is  an  impossibility 
that  such  shall  not  largely  benefit  the  agricultural 
as  well  as  all  other  classes  of  the  population.  But  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  say  that  laborers  shouid  have  protec¬ 
tion  as  well  as  other  classes.  Wo  feel  we  have  given  labor¬ 
ers  protection,  and  that  protection  is  in  giving  them  em¬ 
ployment.  It  may  be  that  there  are  a  tew  industries  which 
are  depressed  ;  it  may  be  that  there  are  a  few  people  who 
are  not  so  fully  employed  as  they  once  were ;  but  compare 
their  position  with  that  during  the  years  1876-77-78.  Those 
people  then  were  either  not  in  the  country  or  were  idle, 
begging  from  door  to  door.  But  the  figures  given  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  the  other  night, 
are  conclusive  upon  this  point.  He  gave  a  table  of  rates  of 
wages,  and  said  that  the  rate  of  wages  paid  to  a  laboring 
man,  in  1877,  was  80  cents  a  day.  It  is  from  $1.25  to  $1.50 
now,  and,  I  say,  in  that  increase  of  wages  we  havo  given 
protection  to  the  laboring  classes.  It  does  not  lie  in  the 
mouth  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  talk  of  not  protecting 
tho  laboring  class.  That  is  our  aim  and  our  desire,  and  rve 
have  tho  interest  of  the  workingman  deeply  at  heart, 
and  wo  are  watching  carefully  in  what  way  we  can 
improve  his  condition.  But  hon.  gontlemen  opposite  in 
1876-77  and  78  were  not  so  careful.  They  did  not  manifest 
such  interest  in  the  laborers  as  they  do  now.  Sir,  I  have 
been  for  twenty-seven  years  in  Parliament,  and  during  that 
time  I  have  heard  many  speeches  that  wore  wise  and  many 
that  were  otherwise;  butot  all  the  speeches  I  have  heard  none 
do  I  remember  so  distinctly  and  clearly  as  a  speech  made 
by  a  member  of  the  late  Government  in  the  other  House, 
the  leader  of  the  Government  in  the  other  House.  Speaking 
of  public  works  and  what  had  been  done  in  the  country, 


that  hon.  gentleman  boasted  that  they  had  saved  $3,000,000 
at  least  by  tho  lowness  of  wages  paid  to  tho  laboring  people ; 
that  they  had  saved  $3,000,000  on  canals  and  railways, 
$3,000,000  ground  out  of  the  muscle  and  blood  of  the  labor¬ 
ing  class  of  the  community.  That  speech  fell  upon  my  ears 
harshly,  it  was  “ graven”  on  my  memory  as  if  “  with  a  pen 
of  iron  and  lead  in  the  rock  forever,”  and  I  could  not 
help  taking  advantage  of  the  occasion  to  condemn  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  the  insulting  mannor  in  which  he  had  boasted 
that  tho  Government  had  saved  $3,000,000  by  tho  lowness  of 
wages,  when  the  people  were  begging  from  door  to  door,  and 
even  from  Parliament.  Yet,  now  when  wages  have  advanced 
and  employment  is  given  to  the  people,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  come  forward  and  say  wo  are  neglecting  the  work¬ 
ing  man.  Sir,  the  Government  to  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
belong  has  the  interests  of  the  workingman  at  heart, 
although  we  may  not  be  able  to  do  all  we  desire  to  im¬ 
prove  his  condition.  God  forbid,  that  I  should  ever  bo  a 
member  of  a  Government  which  would  boast  of  saving 
$3,000,000,  wrung  out  of  tho  blood  and  muscle  of  tho  labor¬ 
ing  people,  and  out  of  their  starving  wives  and  children. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  1  desire  to  refer.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  hon.  gentleman  who  will  next  address  the  House 
will  tell  us  what  enormous  taxation  we  have  placed  on  tho 
poor  man  ;  he  will  pretend  that  while  we  have  increased  his 
wages— and  they  wilt  not  presume  to  deny  that  the  wages 
of  the  working  class  have  been  increased  since  1877-78  — 
we  are  taking  more  than  that  out  of  them  in  taxation,  and 
that  tho  grievous  taxation  we  are  imposing  on  tho  poor  man 
is  driving  him  out  of  the  country  and  making  his  condition 
woi’se  than  what  it  was  in  1877-78  on  the  80  cents  a  day  rate 
of  wages.  I  should  havo  referred  to  this  matter  when  I  was 
dealing  with  tho  North-West ;  I  should  have  shown  tho  hon. 
gentleman  that  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  the  percentage  of  taxation  which  they  imposed  on  the 
people  was  higher  than  the  taxation  under  the  present 
tariff.  I  have  said  before,  and  I  repeat,  that  in  a  purely 
agricultural  country  the  present  tariff  does  not  impose  so 
heavy  a  degree  of  taxation  as  the  tariff  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  When  we  passed  over 
the  North-West  to  them  the  rate  of  taxation  was  about  5J 
per  cent. ;  when  they  gave  it  back  in  1878  the  rate  of  tax¬ 
ation  upon  all  goods  entering  into  tho  Province  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  was  19  per  cent.,  and  during  the  past 
year  under  this  tariff,  which  they  say  is  driving  the  people 
out  of  this  country,  the  percentage  has  only  been  17J,  so 
that  there  has  actually  been  a  less  percentage  of  taxation 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  under  the  present  tariff 
than  was  under  the  old  tariff  of  the  hon.  the  ex-Finance 
Ministor.  Before  passing  from  that  subject  I  want 
to  refer  to  one  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton).  He  said,  You  had 
prosperous  times,  you  had  a  surplus,  you  had  plenty  of 
money,  and  if  you  had  only  left  the  tariff  alone  you  would 
have  had  just  as  good  times,  and  you  would  have  had  just  as 
much  prosperity,  and  the  taxation  then  would  havo  been 
comparatively  as  much.  What  we  maintain  is  that  under 
this  tariff,  under  this  modification,  with  the  duties  on  tea 
and  coffee  and  many  other  articles  reduced,  with  a  largo  list 
of  free  goods,  poor  men  and  men  in  middle  life  can  purchase 
their  goods  as  low,  and  live  as  cheaply  as,  and  more  cheaply 
than,  they  could  when  the  old  tariff  was  in  existence,  and 
the  taxation  distributed  as  it  was  under  that  tariff.  Now, 
let  me  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  of  one  or  two  points  in 
illustration  of  this  fact.  What  we  claim  is  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  money  collected  under  this  tariff,  now  that 
manufactures  have  got  started,  is  collected  on  the  luxuries 
of  life  and  from  that  class  of  people  who  are  best  able  to 
pay.  I  take  spirits  and  wines,  and  I  suppose  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  think  these  are  luxuries;  I  take  silks  and  satins,  and  I 
dare  say  hon.  gentlemen  will  admit  that  these  are  luxuries. 
I  ascertain  the  amount  of  duty  collected  by  hon,  gentlemen 


512 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


March  12, 


opposite  during  the  five  years  they  Avere  in  office  upon  silks 
and  satins,  and  1  take  the  five  years  my  hon.  friend  the 
Finance  Minister  has  been  collecting  the  duty,  and  I 
find  that  in  these  latter  five  yoars  we  have  collected 
$2,555,977  more  on  silks  and  satins  than  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  did  under  his  tariff.  That  is  one  illustration  of  the 
fact  that  this  tariff  is  designed  to  press  most  heavily  upon 
the  class  Avho  are  best  able  to  pay.  Let  me  say  this,  that 
while  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
claims  that  we  are  growing  poorer  every  day,  is  not  the 
fact  that  people  are  importing  and  wearing  more  silks  and 
satins  a  proof  that  they  are  growing  richer  and  more 
luxurious  in  their  tastes  ?  1  take  those  two  things, wines  and 
spirits  on  the  one  hand,  and  silks  and  satins  on  the  other, 
and  I  find  that  my  hon.  friend  the  Finance  Minister  in  those 
five  yoars  has  collected  $3,848,860  more  than  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  collected  during  the  five  years  he 
Avas  in  office.  While  they  are  talking  about  our 
distressing  the  poor  man  and  grinding  him  down, 
and  taking  a  surplus  of  money,  we  show  that  a  large 
proportion  comes  from  the  class  who  are  best  able  to  bear 
it.  The  hon.  mombor  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
has  referred  to  the  condition  of  the  United  States  manufac¬ 
turers  undor  a  revenue  tariff  and  under  a  protective  tariff. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  deals  entirely  with  percentages. 
He  says  that  under  the  revonue  tariff,  from  1850  to  1360, 
there  was  a  large  percentage  of  increaso,  and  then  he  goes 
on  to  the  protective  tariff  period  and  ho  says  there  has  been 
an  increase  but  there  is  not  so  much  percentage.  Now, 
the  House  will  perceive  the  fallacy  of  this  statemeat.  Let 
me  illustrate  it.  If  you  start  with  a  basis  of  100,000,  and 
you  have  100  per  cent,  incroase  in  a  year,  you  have  200,000 
but  in  the  next  year  if  you  have  100,000  increase  you  have 
only  50  per  cont.,  and  so  on ;  and  as  tho  hon.  gentleman 
came  down  from  1850  to  1880,  the  percentage  diminished, 
although  the  volume  of  increase  there  had  been  very  much 
larger  than  in  the  other  periods  referred  to. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Four  times  larger. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  No. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  give  this  as  an  illustration  of  how  the 
hon.  gentleman  conducts  his  arguments  in  order  to  deceive 
tho  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gontloman  doos  not 
do  it  to  deceive,  but  it  does  deceive  the  country  in  the  first 
flush,  but  not  those  who  have  time  to  oxamino  the  case  and 
understand  it,  and  understand  the  motives  and  facts  he  may 
present.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thank  the  House  for  the  patience 
with  which  they  have  heard  me.  There  are  some  other 
points  to  be  refuted  in  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  long  and  elabo- 
ate  speech,  but  I  know  that  there  are  several  other  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  prepared  to  deal  with  them,  and  with  tho  ar¬ 
guments  and  lallacies  which  the  hon.  gentlomaa  has  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  House. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  is 
not  at  all  pleased  with  this  side  of  the  House.  He  says  we 
speak  in  lugubrious  tones — that  one  would  think  wo  were 
engaged  in  the  business  of  undertakers.  But  it  seemed  to 
mo  from  the  tones  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  that  he 
was  much  more  likely  to  engage  in  tho  business  to  which 
he  referred  than  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  He  spoke  very  much  more  like  one  having  upon 
him  the  weeds  of  mourning  than  tho  garments  of  rejoicing. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  reference  to  tho  business  of  under- 
Mr,  McLelan. 


taking  reminds  me  of  a  story  that  was  told  of  a  very  ardent 
supporter  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  residing  in  this  city, 
who  after  1873  declared  that  he  had  not  had  a  customer  for 
three  months ;  so  that  it  would  seem  that  if  any  particular 
business  was  injured  by  a  change  of  Administration 
at  that  time  it  was  tho  very  business  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  referred. 
The  hon.  Minister  told  us  that  the  United  States 
debt  was  incurred  in  consequence  of  a  great  war,  but  that 
by  the  policy  of  protection  they  had  been  enabled  to  pay 
off  a  great  portion  of  that  debt,  and  that  in  fact  they  had 
nothing  to  show  for  the  immense  expense  which  had  result¬ 
ed  from  that  war  other  than  tombstones  and  the  inscrip¬ 
tions  upon  them.  He  quite  forgot  that  six  millions  of  tho 
population  of  that  country  were  turned  from  slaves  to  free 
men  ;  and  unless  the  hon.  gentleman  supposes  that  freedom 
adds  nothing  to  the  intellectual  power  and  force  of  a  people, 
he  can  hardly  suppose  that  so  extraordinary  a  revolution  as 
that  could  be  of  no  possible  consequence.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  quite  forgets,  too,  that  the  circumstances  of  population 
have  something  to  do  with  progress.  The  civil  war  of  tho 
United  States  was  a  great  event.  It  stirred  the  feelings  of 
the  nation  to  their  profoundest  depths.  There  was  in  many 
parts  of  the  country  a  great  demand,  a  real  necessity, 
for  labor.  Tho  inventive  faculties  of  the  peoplo  were 
taxed  to  their  utmost,  and  it  is  a  remarkable  fact  that 
most  of  the  progress  made  in  tho  application  of  machin¬ 
ery  to  agricultural  pursuits  was  in  a  large  degreo  the 
outcome  of  that  particular  period.  I  might  mention  a 
fact  which  will  perhaps  show  more  than  anything  else  the. 
absurdity  of  tho  fiscal  policy  which  the  Government  are  at 
present  upholding,  and  which  the  hon.  gentleman  advo¬ 
cated — I  think  I  mentioned  it  once  before  in  this  House — a 
fact  stated  in  the  Scientific  American  some  three  or  four 
years  ago,  that  in  the  business  of  boots  and  shoes  a  single 
invention  that  took  place  in  1872  or  1873  had  added  55  per 
cent,  to  the  laboring  power  of  those  engaged  in  that  par¬ 
ticular  business.  In  other  words,  the  production  of  a  given 
number  of  hands  was  55  per  cent,  greater  after  the  inven¬ 
tion  than  it  was  before ;  and  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  a 
tax,  unless  it  exceeded  55  per  cent.,  could  not  serve  as  a 
barrier  to  the  importation  of  that  particular  commodity. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  told  the  House  what  extraordin¬ 
ary  progress  tho  country  had  made  under  the  present 
Administration,  and  what  very  iittle  progress  it  had  made 
under  their  predecessors.  He  said  there  wore  only  30,000 
people  in  the  North-West  Territories  and  Manitoba  when 
this  Government  came  into  office  in  1878.  The  Government 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  been  in  power  for  five  years,  and 
during  that  time  there  had  been  only  30,000  added  to  tho 
population  of  that  country.  Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  First  Minis¬ 
ter  has  been  in  power  for  many  years,  and  there  is  no  greater 
population  in  the  vicinity  of  Hudson  Bay  or  the  Labrador 
coast  than  there  was  when  the  hon.  gentleman  took  his  seat 
in  Parliament  for  tho  first  time.  Now,  I  do  not  think  very 
much  can  be  established  in  that  way.  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
say  that  up  to  the  time  that  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie 
retired  from  office,  there  was  no  railway  communication 
established  with  the  North-West  Territories.  The  railway 
from  Pembina  to  Selkirk,  a  distance  of  84  miles,  was  com¬ 
pleted,  a  feAV  weeks  before  the  defeat  of  the  Administration, 
except  ballasting,  which  I  think  was  completed  some  time 
in  tho  month  of  December,  1878,  but  as  no  American  railway 
was  at  that  time  built  up  to  the  border,  railway  communi¬ 
cation  was  not  established,  and  until  facilities  were  afforded 
to  enablo  population  to  get  into  the  country  with  some 
degree  of  ease,  we  could  not  expect  that  there  would  be  any 
very  large  numbor  of  people  who  would  go  to  settle  there. 
Tho  Government  of  hon.  gentleman  opposite  obtained  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  country  in  1869.  In  that  year  they  provided  by  a 
Bill  for  the  establishment  of  government  in  the  territory;  in 
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1871  they  admitted  Manitoba  into  the  Union  ;  nearly  three 
years  afterwards  they  retired  from  office ;  and  what  popula¬ 
tion  was  added  to  Manitoba  during  those  two  years  and 
nine  months  ?  Very  few  people  went  thero,  because  there 
were  no  facilities  for  going  into  the  country  :  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  might  with  just  as  much  propriety  refer 
to  the  fact  that  these  hon.  gentleman '  had  been  a 
long  time  in  power,  that  they  had  been  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  country  for  at  least  three  years,  and 
that  they  had  established  a  province  there  nearly  three 
years  before  they  retired  from  office,  and  yet  before  their 
retirement  thero  were  not  5,000  people  in  the  country  in 
addition  to  the  aborigines.  Well,  Sir,  nothing  can  be  estab¬ 
lished  in  that  way  ;  there  is  no  propriety  in  such  a  line  of 
argument;  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  but 
30,000  people  had  gone  into  the  country,  he  proved  nothing 
against -the  policy  or  the  conduct  of  the  late  Administration. 
Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  my  hon.  friend  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  who  was  Premier 
at  that  time  and  was  in  charge  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  had  commenced  the  construction  of  a  railway  from 
Red  River  to  Lake  Superior,  and  that  the  two  ends  were 
built  while  there  was  a  large  section  of  the  centre  portion  of 
the  railway  for  which  the  contract  was  not  let.  Well,  Sir, 
that  is  true,  and  I  think  it  was  proper ,  it  was  a  wise  and 
prudent  course  to  pursue  in  the  public  interest.  The  hon. 
gentleman  complains  that  we  had  not  begun  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  this  road  at  an  inaccessible  point — in  the  centre. 
Where  was  the  propriety  of  letting  contracts  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  portion  of  a  road  which  was  inac¬ 
cessible,  and  which  could  not  bo  reached  until  the 
two  ends  were  completed?  It  was  by  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  two  extremities  that'  it  was  made  possible 
to  construct  the  centre  portion,  and  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  the  terms  on  which  the  Government  could  make  a  con¬ 
tract  for  the  construction  of  that  centre  portion  would  bG 
much  more  favorable  after  the  two  ends  were  completed 
than  before.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  since  he  has 
come  into  office  the  Government  paid  as  much  as  15  cts.  a 
pound  fyr  sending  Indian  supplies  into  that  country.  Now, 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  thit  we  also  proposed  to  create 
railway  monopolies  in  that  country — that  we  proposed  a 
system  of  colonisation  railways,  and  provided  that  no  rail¬ 
ways  should  be  constructed  within  40  miles  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  Now,  that  statement  is  not  correct.  It 
is  only  necessary  to  examine  the  Bill  that  was  introduced 
on  that  subject  to  see  that  it  is  not  an  accurate  statement. 
The  fact  is  that  we  proposed  that  no  line  running  parallel 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  be  constructed 
within  40  miles  of  that  road ;  but  any  number  of  tributary 
lines  radiating  out  from  that  line  might  be  built.  The  pro¬ 
posal  we  made  was  a  wise  proposal ;  it  was  a  proposal  in 
the  public  interest,  and  one  which,  if  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  had  carried  it  out,  would  have  supplied  the 
whole  Nor Ih- West  with  a  network  of  railways  without 
any  charge  on  the  public  treasury,  and  with  im¬ 
mense  advantage  to  the  settlement  of  that  country. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he  is  in  favor  of  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty,  but  he  wants  reciprocity  upon  fair  terms: 
he  wishes  to  have  something  to  offer  the  people  of  the 
United  States  when  the  time  comes  for  the  negotiation  of 
a  reciprocity  treaty.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  his 
opinions  as  to  the  best  means  of  securing  reciprocity,  but  I 
can  tell  him  that  when  the  Government  adopted  a  high 
protective  tariff,  when  they  abandoned  the  policy  of  a 
revenue  tariff,  they  did  that  which  was  the  very  worst 
thing  that  could  be  done  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  It  is  not  by  imitating  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  it  is  not  by  adopting  the  policy  they  have  adopted, 
and  which  has  proved  detrimental  to  their  interests,  that 
we  will  succeed  in  convincing  them  that  they  are  wrong. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  be  right  in  his  views,  it  is  the  best 
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thing  in  the  world  for  us  not  to  have  a  reciprocity  treaty 
at  all ;  if  he  be  right,  a  reciprocity  treaty  would  be  a  mis¬ 
fortune  to  us  and  to  the  United  States  as  well.  It  is, 
according  to  him,  by  a  policy  of  exclusion  that  the  two 
countries  are  to  prosper.  Was  the  hon.  gentleman  to  go 
to  the  United  States  and  propose  to  negotiate  a  treaty, 
what  would  the  Americans  say  to  him  ?  Why  they  would 
say :  There  are  many  people  in  this  country  who  hold  that 
the  less  free  trade  we  have  with  others  the  better ;  who 
claim  that  it  is  important  to  keep  the  United  States  for 
the  people  of  the  U nited  States ;  you  have  adopted  the 
doctrine  of  Canada  for  the  Canadians;  why,  then,  do 
you  come  here  and  ask  to  have  the  banders 
thrown  down  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada,  if  by  removing  them  each  country  will  be 
injured  ?  What  reason  can  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
assign  for  establishing  free  trade  between  the  United  States 
and  this  country  that  will  not  apply  to  oveiy  other  country 
as  well  as  to  Canada  ?  There  may  be  a  difference  in  de¬ 
gree,  but  there  can  be  no  difference  in  kind,  and  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  in  adopting  the  policy  they  have  adopted, 
have  delayed,  instead  of  hastening,  the  period  when  a  treaty 
of  reciprocity  might  be  negotiated  with  some  hope  of  suc¬ 
cess.  Let  me  take  an  instance  in  point.  The  colony  of 
Yictoria,  in  Australia,  adopted  in  1883  a  protective  policy ; 
and  the  colony  of  New  South  Wales  continued  the  policy  of 
free  trade.  The  two  colonies  lie  side  by  side,  precisely  as 
do  Canada  and  the  United  States.  There  were  a  few  in  the 
colony  of  New  South  Wales  who  advocated  the  doctrine  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  doctrine  of  retaliation  ;  who 
said  :  “  If  the  people  of  Yictoria  will  not  admit  our  products 
into  their  country  on  fair  terms,  we  should  not  admit  their 
products  into  ours  on  fair  terms.”  But  the  majority 
of  the  poople  of  New  South  Wale3  took  a  different 
view,  they  believed  in  tho  policy  of  a  revenue  tariff, 
they  believed  that  the  system  of  free  trade  was  better  than 
the  system  of  protection  ;  they  acted  on  that  belief  and 
have  adhered  to  free  trade  ever  since.  And  what  has  been 
the  result  of  each  system  during  the  11  years  in  which, 
both  have  been  in  operation  side  by  side  ?  To  day  the  Colony 
of  New  South  Wales  has  an  extensive  commerce,  to-day  it 
is  the  maritime  colony  of  that  portion  of  the  British  Em¬ 
pire.  Tho  shipping  interests  of  New  South  Wales  have 
prospered,  the  shipping  interests  of  Victoria  have  lan¬ 
guished  ;  the  shipping  interests  of  New  South  Wales  have 
increased,  the  shipping  interests  of  Y ictoria  have  diminished. 
In  1873,  the  imports  and  exports  of  the  two  were  very 
nearly  equal;  to-day  the  imports  and  exports  of  New  South 
Wales  are  millions  in  excess  of  those  of  Yictoria;  s  that, 
in  fact,  of  the  two  provinces  situated  towards  each0  other 
relatively  as  are  Canada  and  the  United  States,  t  he  one 
adhering  to  a  policy  of  high  duties  and  the  other  to  the 
policy  of  a  revenue  tariff,  the  colony  that  adopted  the 
revenue  tariff  has  far  outstripped  in  commercial  prosperity 
the  colony  that  followed  the  opposite  doctrine.  Now  I  say 
that  New  South  Wales  has  at  this  moment  an  opportunity 
of  securing  free  trade  or  reciprocal  trade  relations, 
based  upon  the  principle  of  free  trade,  with  Yictoria, 
very  much  better  than  she  would  have  had  if  she  had 
imitated  Yictoria  and  adopted  her  fiscal  policy.  And  I  say 
too  that  we  would  be  in  a  position  to  secure  more  favorable 
trade  relations  with  the  United  States  had  we  adhered  to  the 
policy  which  we  had  pursued  for  many  years  before, 
than  by  following  the  policy  we  have  since  adopted. 
The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  also  that  the  Government 
have  not  imposed  taxation  in  the  interests  of  the  rich 
and  against  the  poor,  that  they  have  not  favored  the 
manufacturer  at  the  expense  of  the  ordinary  laborer  ;  in 
fact  he  says,  we  have  collected  three  million  dollars  more 
duty  upon  silks  during  the  past  five  years  than  was  collected 
by  the  Govei’nment  that  preceded  us.  Well,  what  of  that  ? 
I  remember  when  the  First  Minister,  addressing  an  audience 
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in  Toronto  somo  time  in  1878,  told  them  he  was  going  to 
admit  silks  free  of  duty  ;  he  told  them  it  was  very  impor¬ 
tant  that  they  should  be  admitted  free  of  duty,  that  the 
poor  people  ought  to  have  their  silks  cheap,  and  that  if  he 
succeeded  in  obtaining  office  he  would  see  that  that  was 
done.  1  have  before  me  a  statement  of  another  tax  that 
these  hon.  gentlemen  have  imposed  and  to  which  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  has  not  alluded 
—the  tax  on  bread  stuffs  and  coal.  Now  bread 
stuffs  and  coal  were  admitted  free  under  the 
previous  Administration.  I  suppose  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  will  say  that  this  duty  imposed  no  bur¬ 
den  on  the  population,  that  in  fact  they  are  duties 
which  are  paid  by  the  producer;  that  the  people  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  do  not  really  pay  any  duty  upon  bread- 
stuffs,  but  that  these  are  paid  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States ;  and  that  the  people  of  Ontario  do  not  pay  any  duty 
upon  coal,  but  that  this  duty  is  paid  by  the  peoplo  across 
the  line.  I  do  not  think  that  there  are  many  who  subscribe 
to  that  view.  If  that  view  bo  correct,  I  am  unable  to 
understand  why  the  hon .  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the 
fiscal  policy  of  this  Administration  has  permitted  the  ras¬ 
cally  Chinese  to  escape  a  tax  on  tea.  Now  I  find  that  there 
have  been  duties  collected  duiing  the  last  five  j?ears 
on  breadstuff's  and  coal  amounting  to  $5,791,152.  The 
tax  on  coal  during  the  past  year  amounted  to  $1,113,611. 
This  tax  has  more  than  doubled  during  the  past  five  years, 
not  because  coal  is  more  largely  consumed  by  manufactur¬ 
ers,  although,  no  doubt,  there  has  been  an  increase  in  that 
particular,  and  by  railways,  but  because  coal  is  largely 
entering  into  consumption  amongst  the  population.  The 
people  are  using  it  in  their  houses  instead  of  wood ;  many 
people  who  during  former  periods  used  no  coal  at  all  are 
now  consuming  it,  and  a  very  large  quantity  of  coal  is  being 
consumed  for  domestic  purposes  by  our  population.  It  is 
worth  while  saying  something  with  regard  to  the  history 
of  this  policy.  The  hon.  gentlemen  began  to  preach  the 
doctrine  of  protection  in  1877  and  1878,  and  after  they  came 
into  power  in  1879  this  protective  policy  was  adopted,  but 
all  the  Conservative  party  was  not  committed  to  the 
doctrine  of  protection  in  this  House.  The  hon.  the  First 
Minister  sat  for  many  years  on  the  fence.  He  said  it  was 
not  a  protective  policy  he  was  imposing,  that  be  was  not 
proposing  to  increase  the  tariff,  but  only  to  equalise  the  tax¬ 
ation.  He  also  said  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  retaliation. 
The  people  of  the  United  States  had  kept  out  the  products  of 
Canada  from  their  markets,  and  wo  ought  to  retaliate  and 
keep  their  products  out  of  our  market.  In  fact,  it  is  only 
necessary  to  read  the  resolution  to  see  that  the  policy  of 
high  tariffs  when  first  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
not  proposed  as  a  protective  policy  at  all,  but  a  means  of 
coercing  the  United  States  to  adopt  towards  this  country  a 
more  liberal  policy.  In  fact  he  admitted  that  protection 
was  a  bad  thing,  that  it  was  not  in  the  public  interest,  but  he 
said  it  was  bettor  than  a  system  of  one-  sided  free  trade,  and 
it  was  important  to  adopt  a  policy  of  protection  until  the 
Americans  were  forced  to  give  us  more  favorable  trade  re¬ 
lations  than  we  had,  since  the  repeal  of  the  reciprocity 
treaty,  been  enabled  to  secure  from  them.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposed  this  resolution  in  1878  : 

“  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  welfare  of  Canada  requires 
the  adoption  of  a  National  Policy  which,  by  a  judicious  readjustment  of 
the  tariff,  will  benefit  the  agricultural,  the  mining,  the  manufacturing 
and  other  interests  of  the  Dominion  ;  that  such  a  policy  will  retain  in 
Canada  thousands  of  our  countrymen  obliged  to  expatriate  themselves 
in  search  of  employment  denied  them  at  home,  will  restore  prosperity 
to  our  struggling  industries,  now  so  sadly  depressed— ” 

Mr.  EYKERT,  True — every  word  of  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  saying 
something  about  that — 

“  will  prevent  Canada  being  made  a  sacrifice  market,  will  encourage 
and  develop  an  active  interproviacial  trade,  and  moving,  as  it  ought  to 
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do,  in  the  direction  of  a  reciprocity  of  tariffs  with  our  neighbors,  so  far 
as  the  varied  interests  of  Canada  may  demand,  will  gradually  tend  to 
procure  for  this  country  eventually  a  reciprocity  of  trade.” 

Mr.  EYKERT.  Hear,  hear— every  word  true. 

Mr.  MILLS.  One  hon.  gentleman  says  every  word  of 
this  is  true.  Was  it  true  that  thousands  of  our  people  had 
gone  out  of  the  country  lor  want  of  employment  ?  Was  it 
true  that  our  manufacturing  industries  were  badly  de¬ 
pressed  ?  Was  it  true  that  by  adopting  this  policy  we  are 
likely  to  secure  eventually  a  reciprocity  of  trade  with  the 
United  States?  This  resolution  is  worth  some  little  con¬ 
sideration  from  the  House,  for,  although  many  years  have 
passed,  it  is  the  starting  point  of  the  present  fiscal  policy  of 
the  Administration.  There  are  here  three  propositions,  no 
two  of  which  can  stand  together.  If  it  be  true  that  inter¬ 
provincial  trade  is  necessary,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
reciprocity  would,  in  a  large  degree,  put  an  end  to  that  in¬ 
terprovincial  trade.  The  bon .  gentleman  knows  that  he 
cannot  have  interprovincial  trade  to  any  large  extent  and 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  The  people  of  Nova 
Scotia  do  not  want  Ontario  as  a  coal  market ;  they  would 
prefer  the  New  England  States;  and,  if  we  were  to  get 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States  there  is  no  doubt  what¬ 
ever  that  Nova  Scotia  coal  would  cease  to  find  its  way 
up  the  St.  Lawrence.  It  would  find  its  way  to  the 
New  England  States,  and  the  breadstuff's  of  Ontario  would 
not  to  the  same  extent  be  carried  to  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
The  hon.  gentleman  proclaims  that  this  interprovincial 
trade  is  a  necessary  bond  of  union,  that  without  it  we  have 
only  a  union  on  paper,  that  without  this  interprovincial 
trade  our  union  was  not  likely  to  ondure,  that  by  trading 
with  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  we  were  likely 
to  consolidate  the  union  between  those  Provinces  and 
Ontario  and  the  Provinces  of  the  west.  When  I  look  at  the 
reports  of  the  condition  of  affairs  and  of  public  feeling  in 
the  city  of  Halifax  and  the  city  of  St.  John,  after  a  trial  of 
this  policy  since  1879.  It  does  not  appear  that  it  has  done 
very  much  in  either  of  those  places  to  consolidate  union. 
It  does  not  seem  that  the  people  of  Halifax  are  more  devoted 
to  the  union  to-day  than  they  were  when  the  union  was 
established,  and  it  is  quite  obvious  that  the  city  represented 
by  the  Finance  Minister  himself  is,  at  this  moment,  far  more 
disaffectei  towards  union  than  at  the  time  the  union  was 
carried.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  this  reciprocity  of 
tariffs  is  ultimately  to  secure  recipi’ocal  free  trade.  He 
admits  then  that  reciprocal  free  trade  is  a  better  thing  than 
protection.  He  admits  that  the  interests  of  Canada 
would  be  promoted  by  reciprocal  free  trade  with  the  United 
States.  The  reason  be  gives  for  a  continuance  in  the  policy 
of  protection  is  that  it  is  the  best  thing  we  can  do  until 
reciprocal  free  trade  with  the  United  States  is  established. 
If  that  be  so,  then  it  follows  that  all  we  have  hoard 
about  struggling  industries,  all  we  have  about  Canada 
being  a  slaughter  market,  all  we  have  been  told  about  the 
necessity  of  protecting  the  smaller  manufactures  of  Canada 
against  the  hostile  policy  of  the  larger  establishments  ou 
the  other  side,  is  unfounded.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  in 
that  view  hon.  gentlemen  are  right.  I  see  cotton  mills 
springing  up  at  St.  Louis  and  rolling  mills  at  Chicago,  and 
I  know  they  are  not  protected  against  the  hostile  policy  of 
the  cotton  mills  of  Lowell  or  the  rolling  mills  of  Pittsburg. 
There  is  no  tariff  to  protect  these  manufactures  in  a  new 
state.  How  then  do  they  come  into  existence,  if  the  argu¬ 
ments  which  hon.  gentlemen  put  forward  are  well  founded  ? 
It  is  perfectly  clear  that  an  establishment  in  Canada  can 
live  quite  as  well  as  an  establishment  in  Kansas  against  an 
American  establishment  of  the  same  kind  ;  but,  if  that  be 
so,  if  reciprocal  free  trade  with  the  United  States  is 
an  advantage,  then  all  we  have  heard  about  the  dangers 
of  competition  from  the  larger  establishments  is  quite 
unfounded.  These  gentlemen  have  told  us  that  the 
trade  was  very  much  depressed  in  1878,  that  what 
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the  hon.  First  Minister  said  about  thousands  leaving  Canada 
then  was  quite  true.  They  tell  us,  and  he  told  us  in  a  speech 
in  Toronto  at  the  time,  that  500,000  people  had  been  driven 
out  of  Canada  by  the  policy  of  the  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion.  He  said  it  was  a  crying  shame  that  so  large  a  num¬ 
ber  of  our  population  should  be  obliged  to  go  away  for  want 
of  employment.  Well,  I  look  at  the  Trade  and  Navigation 
returns,  and  I  do  not  find  that  they  sustain  the  statements 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  find  that  in  1873  we  imported 
into  Canada  3,514,387  lbs.  of  raw  cotton  for  the  purpose  of 
being  manufactured,  and  that  in  1878  the  cotton  mills 
had  increased  to  such  an  extent  thaj  we  manufactured 
7,243,418  pounds  of  raw  cotton,  that  in  fact  the  quantity  of 
raw  cotton  had  more  than  doubled  during  those  five  years. 
The  cotton  mills  increased  their  capacity.  If  I  look  at 
the  woollen  mills,  the  boot  and  shoe  business,  no  matter  to 
what  particular  industry  I  turn  my  attention,  as  disclosed 
in  the  trade  and  navigation  returns  and  the  census.  I  find 
that  we  have  made  a  constant  progress  in  these  particulars. 
Now,  Sir,  those  gentlemen  told  us  at  that  time  stories  about 
soup  kitchens.  They  said  the  soup  kitchen  was  the  only 
establishment  that  prospered  during  the  Mackenzie  regime. 
I  remember  that  the  hon.  member  for  Kent,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia,  went  to  the  mills  at  the  Chau- 
diere  and  brought  about  a  hundred  men  who  were  employed 
in  those  mills,  to  the  House  here,  demanding  employment 
from  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  Premier  Minister  of 
the  day — and  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  this.  Here  were 
men  who  were  crying  for  work,  men  who  were  not  seeking 
favors  at  the  hands  of  the  Administration, but  were  only  seek¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  for  toil :  and  he  said  that  if  you  were  to  go 
to  the  cities  of  Pittsburgh,  Baltimore,  and  New  York,  where- 
ever  you  might  go  where  there  were  manufacturing  estab¬ 
lishments,  there  you  would  find  Canadians  employed.  Now, 
Sir,  at  that  time  we  heard  nothing  about  a  want  of  patriotism 
in  those  who  decried  the  country  and  spoke  against  the  ex¬ 
odus  of  the  population.  Now  we  are  told  that  it  is  little  short 
of  treason  to  say  that  any  portion  of  our  population  are  not 
employed  ;  now  it  is  little  short  of  treason  to  say  that  large 
numbers  are  being  expatriated  to  the  States  ;  now  it  is  quite 
improper  to  make  any  representation  of  this  sort.  We  are 
told  that  the  agents  of  American  railways  abroad  are  publish¬ 
ing  those  statements  that  we  make  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
country,  and  using  them  to  prevent  people  coming  here, 
with  a  viow  of  attracting  European  immigration  to  the 
United  States.  Well,  Sir,  how  was  it  that  those  gentlemen 
did  not  say  the  same  in  1878  ?  How  was  that  when  the 
First  Minister  proclaimed  from  the  hustings — I  think  at  the 
Amphitheatre  in  Toronto — that  500,000  Canadians  had  gone 
to  the  States,  there  was  nothing  improper  in  that  state¬ 
ment  ?  How  was  it  that  when  the  First  Minister  declared 
there  were  thousands  of  people  anxious  to  obtain  employ¬ 
ment  and.  were  obliged  to  emigrate  because  they  could  not 
obtain  employment,  that  there  was  nothing  unpatriotic  in 
that  ?  Were  not  these  statements  sent  abroad  ?  Were 
they  not  employed  by  emigration  agents  of  the  United 
States  ? 

Mr.  EYKEKT.  They  were  true  then. 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  were  not  true,  and  I  have  before  me 
facts  which  will  show  they  were  not  true,  I  have  before 
me  facts  which  will  show  that  the  emigration  from  Canada 
during  the  Administration  of  the  hon.  gentleman  down  to 
1873,  averaged  nearly  44,000  a  year,  that  during  the 
Mackenzie  Administration  it  was  22,000  a  year,  and  that 
during  the  present  Administration  it  has  been  88,500  a  year. 
And  yet  when  these  facts  are  accessible  to  all  and  are  as 
well  established  as  any  other  matter  of  fact  can  be,  hon. 
gentlemen  continue  to  repeat  that  the  people  of  Canada 
were  expatriated  at  a  time  when  the  peoplo  left  the  country 
at  the  rate  of  22,000  a  year,  and  that  they  are  not  expa¬ 
triated  during  the  Administration  of  the^resent  Government 


although  88,500  have  left  the  country  each  year  for  the 
past  five  years.  Let  mo  give  to  the  hon.  gentleman  a  few 
facts  from  the  Hamilton  Spectator  of  1877 .  That  was  a  year 
of  as  great  depression  as  any  year  during  the  regime  of 
the  Mackenzie  Administration.  The  Hamilton  Spectator 
is  the  organ  of  the  Tory  party.  It  is  a  paper 
friendly  to  the  Administration  ;  it  advocates  the  doctrino 
of  protection,  and  it  describes  the  condition  of  the  manu¬ 
factures  in  Hamilton  at  that  timo.  It  says  :  “The  Empiro 
foundry  of  Copp  &  Co.  had  been  enormously  increased  in 
capacity,  and  its  business  has  increased.”  It  mentions  the 
facts  that  the  Wanzer  Sewing  Machine  Co.  had  greatly 
extended  their  business,  and  were  employing  a  much 
larger  number  of  hands  than  before.  It  mentions  that  the 
Gurney  Co.  had  also  greatly  increased  the  capacity  of  their 
factory,  and  were  giving  employment  to  a  greater  number 
of  men  than  before.  It  also  describes  the  manufacturing 
establishments  of  Sawyer  &  Co.  and  of  Burrows,  Stewart  & 
Milne.  It  describes  several  other  establisments  in  Hamil¬ 
ton  that  had  enlarged  their  capacity,  and  employed  an  in¬ 
creased  number  of  hands.  And,  sir,  it  is  well  known  that 
the  progress  of  manufactures  in  Hamilton  was  greater 
between  1873  and  1878,  notwithstanding  there  was  a  de¬ 
pression  existing,  than  it  has  been  between  1879  and  the 
present  hour.  Now,  Sir,  these  hon.  gentlemen  seem  to 
think  that  they  are  the  only  parties  who  are  privileged  to 
discuss  the  state  of  the  nation.  Tom  Moore  describes  a 
pagan  country  in  which  he  says  that 

“  None  but  priests  are  privileged  to  trade 
In  the  best  marble  of  which  gods  are  made.” 

So  it  is  with  theso  hon.  gentlemen.  While  they  think  they 
are  entitled  to  discuss  the  state  of  the  country  and  its  indus¬ 
trial  condition,  it  is  little  less  than  treason  for  any  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  point  out  the  actual 
condition  of  things  while  the  present  Government  holds 
power.  It  is  quite  proper  to  exaggerate  the  distress,  to 
misrepresent  the  industrial  position  of  the  country  when 
they  are  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  it  is  improper  to 
state  the  real  condition  of  the  country  when  they  are  upon 
that  side  of  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  there  has  been  a  very 
large  emigration  from  Canada,  and  I  wish  to  give  a  state¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  the  exodus.  I  shall  ascertain  by  dif- 
rent  methods  the  extent  of  that  exodus,  which,  I  think,  will 
show  that  the  representations  mado  from  this  side  of  the 
House  are  not  exaggerations,  but  that  they  are  borne  out  by 
the  facts.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  charges 
my  hon.  friend  from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
with  quoting  school  statistics  to  show  the  exodus  from 
Ontario,  which,  he  says,  are  notoriously  inaccurate.  Now, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  we  have  no  returns  more  to  be 
relied  on  than  the  report  of  school  attendance  which  tho 
hon.  member  for  Huron  quoted.  How  did  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  substantiate  his  declaration  that  these  statistics 
were  not  to  be  relied  on  ?  Did  he  show  that  they  were  inac¬ 
curate  ;  that  they  were,  in  any  way,  self-contradictory  ?  Not 
at  all :  he  did  not  even  attack  them.  He  attacked  a  wholly 
different  return,  and  one  which  no  one  claims  to  be  reliable. 
The  member  for  Cardwell  referred,  not  to  the  school  attend¬ 
ance,  but  to  the  population  between  five  and  sixteen  years 
of  age,  whether  at  school  or  not.  The  statistics  of  school 
population  is  often  estimated,  and  is  known  not  to  be  per¬ 
fectly  accurate.  But  about  the  school  attendance  there  can 
be  no  mistake.  The  teacher  keeps  a  daily  register. 
The  name  and  age  of  every  pupil  is  entered  upon 
the  register;  and  a  copy  of  these  names  and  ages  is 
transmitted,  half  yearly,  to  the  school  inspector.  It  is  a 
part  of  his  duty  to  examine  the  registers  when  he  visits  the 
schools  and  to  see  that  the  numbers  have  been  properly 
reported.  The  school  registers  of  1873  showed  an  attend¬ 
ance  of  471,918  ;  of  1878  an  attendance  of  499,589,  and 
in  1884  of  476,212,  that  is,  an  increase  in  the 
school  attendance  of  27,500  from  1873  to  1878, 
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and  a  decrease  of  23.300  from  1878  to  1884. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  these  statistics  show  a  diminu¬ 
tion  of  the  population  during  the  last  five  years  within 
the  school  area  of  the  Province.  Some  of  the  inhabitants 
may  have  removed  to  Algoma  and  Muskoka,  some  to  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West;  but  by  far  the  greater  number 
have  gone  to  the  United  States,  and  I  am  confident  that  I 
am  quite  within  the  mark  when  I  say  that  there  are  to-day 
200,000  Canadians  in  the  State  of  Michigan  alone.  There 
is  no  denying  the  fact  that,  according  to  the  United  States 
consus,  in  1880,  one-sixth  of  the  native  population  of 
Canada  was  resident  in  the  United  States.  This  is  a 
very  serious  matter,  and  when  we  examine  these  statis¬ 
tics  wo  will  find  that  since  1880  the  emigration  from 
Canada  to  the  United  States  has  been  unprecedentedly 
large,  larger  than  at  any  previous  period  of  our  history. 
The  number  of  Canadians  in  the  United  States  in  1870  was 
400,000,  and  in  1880  712,000.  The  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  showed  last  year  that  the  death  rate  was  21*27  per 
cent,  for  the  decade,  which  would  show  123,000  deaths  dur¬ 
ing  the  decade;  so  that  the  actual  emigration  from  Canada 
between  1870  and  1880  was  343,000,  or  34,300  a  year,  which 
would  be  a  little  larger  number  than  that  shown  by  the 
Bureau  of  Statistics.  The  number  of  immigrants  to  Canada 
between  1871  and  1881  was  333,700,  and  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  had  claimed  these  as  Canadian  settlei’s.  But 
when  we  look  at  the  census  of  1871  wo  find  the  foreign-born 
population  of  Canada  was  489,500;  and  in  1881  the  number 
was  487,600,  or  1,900  less  than  it  had  been  ten  years  before 
W o  were  told  that,  according  to  the  returns  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  from  time  to  time  to  this  House, 
there  were,  during  that  same  period,  333,700  immigrants 
settled  in  Canada.  But  that  is  quite  impossible,  because  if 
wo  make  allowance  for  the  usual  number  of  deaths,  it  is  too 
plain  to  admit  of  denial  that  only  about  100,000  people  came 
from  abroad  and  settled  in  the  ^Provinces  of  Canada  during 
the  ten  years  between  1871  and  1881.  If  we  take  the  natural 
increase  of  population  and  the  same  percentage  of  increase 
as  is  shown  by  the  census  of  the  United  States,  there  ought 
to  have  been  an  increase  of  783.380.  There  was,  according 
to  the  census,  558,300,  or  225,500  less  than  than  there  should 
have  been.  If  we  add  to  this  the  decreace  from  death,  which 
vacuum  must  have  been  supplied  from  abroad,  we  have 
348,000  as  the  emigration  from  Cadadato  the  United  States 
during  the  period  between  1871  and  1881,  and  we  have, 
according  to  the  census  of  the  United  States,  343,000  as  the 
number  which  emigrated  to  the  United  States  between 
1870  and  1880.  These  figures  are  sufficiently  near  to  show 
that  this  is  a  fairly  accurate  representation  of  the  exodus 
from  Canada  to  the  United  States.  If  we  take  the  returns 
of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics,  we  get  very  nearly  the  same 
numbers  that  we  get  from  the  census  of  the  United  States 
and  from  the  census  of  Canada.  According  to  the 
census  of  the  United  States,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  emigrants  from  Canada  to  the  United  Statos,  between 
1870  and  1880,  was  343,000,  and  between  1871  and  1881, 
according  to  the  census  of  Canada,  348,000.  The  number 
was  about  340,000,  according  to  the  census  returns  of  the 
Bureau  of  Statistics.  So  we  have  three  independent  sources 
of  information,  all  giving  very  nearly  the  same  number  as 
those  who  expatriated  themselves  from  Canada  and  took  up 
their  abode  in  the  United  Statos  during  those  ten  years.  I 
find  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  gives  the  number  of  those  who 
settled  in  the  States  from  Canada,  as  follows:  1880,  89,4)6  ; 
1881,  125,000;  1882,  98,109;  1883,  09,354;  1884,60,406. 
So  that  we  have  during  those  five  years  a  population  leaving 
Canada  larger  in  number  than  the  population  of  any  one  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  If  we  were  to  lose  the  entire  popu¬ 
lation  of  Nova  Scotia  we  would  be  appalled  at  tba  tremen¬ 
dous  lossthatthe  country  would  sustain,  yet  during  the  five 
years  those  hon.  gentlemen  have  been  in  office,  since  1880, 
the  population  which  this  country  has  lost  by  emigration 
Mr.  Mills. 


to  the  United  States  is  far  in  excess  of  the  population  of 
any  one  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  find  that  during  tie 
five  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration  the  emigration 
from  Canada  to  the  United  States  was  about  123,000,  and 
yet  by  the  returns  of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  1881, 
no  less  than  1.25,000  people  left  this  Dominion  for  the 
States.  In  other  words,  a  larger  number  of  people  left  Canada 
in  1881  than  left  this  country  between  1874  and 
1879.  The  hon.  gentlemen  proposed  to  keep  the  people  in 
Canada,  to  adopt  a  policy  that  would  put  an  end  to  the 
exodus.  They  pi'opoeed  to  put  an  end  to  the  emigration  of 
22,000  Canadians  yearly  to  the  United  States.  They  came 
into  office.  They  have  had  seven  years  in  which  to  try 
their  experiment.  What  is  the  result  ?  That  there  are 
88,500  people  loaving  Canada  etery  year.  If  any  one  in 
any  ordinary  pursuit  were  to  promise  to  do  certain  things 
and  failed  as  egregriously  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
done,  he  would  not  have  been  retained  in  his  position  for 
an  hour  ;  and  yet  those  hon.  gentlemen  have  not  in  a  single 
particular  fulfilled  the  pledges  they  made  to  the  country. 
They  were  to  be  the  great  State  physicians  ;  they  were  to 
perform  extraordinary  feats ;  they  were  to  give  employment 
to  our  entire  population  ;  foreign  markets  for  our  goods 
would  be  unnecessary ;  every  village  was  to  be  converted 
into  a  town,  every  town  into  a  city,  and  all  the  cities  were 
to  become  great  markets,  such  as  New  York  and  London 
are  at  the  present  time.  Those  were  the  representations 
that  hon.  gentlemen  made.  They  said  wo  must  have  a  home 
market — Canada  for  the  Canadians—- and  we  will  not  only 
secure  a  large  immigration  of  people  to  this  country,  but 
also  a  large  amount  of  capital,  which  would  serve  to 
build  mills  and  give  employment  to  our  people. 
Whore  are  thoso  groat  mills  ?  Where  are  those  millions 
of  capital  that  were  to  be  invested  ?  Where 
are  those  hundreds  of  thousands  of  artisans  of 
Europe  who  were  living  in  comparative  penury  there,  but 
who  were  to  bo  employed  in  this  country  ?  At  the  present 
time  we  have  a  larger  export  trade  than  we  had  before, 
but  not  one  of  those  things  which  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
mised  has  been  fulfilled.  I  look,  Sir,  at  this  tariff  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  tinkered  year  by  year  for  the  last  five 
years,  which  ho  informs  us  that  he  has  made  better  every 
year,  and  I  observe  that  he  does  not  exactly  adhere  to  the 
orthodox  doctrines  laid  down  by  the  First  Minister.  Tho 
First  Minister  told  us  that  the  producer  always  paid  the 
taxation.  He  told  us  a  story  about  two  barley  farms,  and 
he  told  it  so  often  and  so  well  that  all  his  supporters 
learned  it  and  we  heard  it  everywhere.  Ho  assured  us  that 
if  he  was  in  power  the  farmers  would  receive  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  just  as  good  prices  for  the  products  of  their  industry 
as  were  received  in  the  United  States.  The  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  does  not  adhore  to  these  doctrines.  He  admits  wool 
into  the  country  free  of  duty,  but  if  the  duty  is  paid  by  the 
persons  who  produce  the  wool  why  should  he  admit  it  free  ? 
Then  the  hoD.  gentleman  promised  to  allow  drawback?  on 
wheat  and  other  breadstuffs  which  are  imported  into  Canada, 
and  are  to  be  manufactured  and  reshipped  again;  but  if 
these  taxes  are  paid  by  the  producer  ,  why  does  he  allow 
the  miller  to  put  his  hand  in  the  public  Treasury 
and  receive  so  much  for  every  bushel  of  wheat  which  is 
imported  into  the  country.  We  find,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  proclaiming  one  doctrine  when  ho  is 
seeking  protective  duties,  and  is  professing  wholly  different 
doctrines  when  ho  is  professing  to  help  the  manufacturers. 
He  admits  wool  free  from  duty,  raw  cotton  and  many  other 
articles  used  by  the  manufacturers  of  the  country,  on  the 
theory  that  the  duties  he  imposes  will  be  paid  by  tho 
person  who  imports  the  article.  Sir,  last  year  we  called 
the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  impro¬ 
priety  of  importing  a  large  number  of  artisan  immigrants. 
We  pointed  out  that  these  people  could  not  find  employment ; 
that  they  were  idle  in  our  cities  ;  that  they  became  a 
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burden  to  the  rest  of  our  population,  and  were  seriously 
interfering  with  those  artisans  who  were  already  in  the 
country,  and  who  found  it  sufficiently  difficult  to  get  em¬ 
ployment.  The  bon.  gentlemen  denied  this.  It  did  not 
comport  with  the  theory  they  advocated  in  this  House  to 
admit  that  wo  had  more  of  this  class  of  people  in  this 
country  than  could  now  be  profitable  employed.  Now, 
Sir,  when  my  bon.  friend  from  South  Brant  (Mr. 
Paterson )  proposed  a  motion  against  assisted  passages 
for  this  particuar  class  of  people,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  resisted  it,  and  they  voted  it  down.  But 
this  year  they  proclaimed  to  the  House  that  they 
had  adopted  the  very  policy  which  they  thought  it  was  not 
in  the  public  interest  to  favor.  In  fact,  they  have  been 
forced  to  do  so.  They  have  had  loud  remonstrances  from  the 
unemployed  artisans  in  the  cities  of  the  country,  and  they 
knew  they  could  rot  disregard  those  remonstrances  and 
complaints ;  they  knew  that  if  they  did  not  4discourage  fur¬ 
ther  immigration  of  this  particular  class  they  would  not 
be  very  likely  to  secure  the  support  of  those  people.  Now, 
Sir,  I  recently  observed  a  statement  in  a  New  York  paper 
about  two  Hanes  who  applied  there  to  some  charitable  in¬ 
stitution  for  relief.  They  said  they  had  been  brought  out 
to  Canada  as  assisted  passengers  ;  that  they  had  been  taken 
to  Toronto  ;  that  they  could  not  get  employment,  although 
they  had  sought  for  employment  for  some  time,  and  not 
being  able  to  find  any,  they  had  left  the  country  and  had 
gone  to  New  York.  They  also  gave  this  further  piece  of 
information.  They  said  they  had  served  for  some  years  in 
a  Danish  penitentiary,  that  they  had  served  out  their  time 
and  had  been  discharged,  and  they  had  been  told  that  they 
had  better  goto  Canada, because  people  going  to  Canada  were 
assisted  in  their  passage.  How  many  of  this  class  came  here 
I  do  not  know ;  I  hope  the  large  majority  of  those  who 
are  brought  here  are  of  a  very  different  class;  but  we  do 
know  that  people  have  been  taken  out  of  the  poor  houses ; 
that  waifs  have  been  taken  off  the  streets  of  London  and 
brought  to  this  country,  and  that  the  only  advantage  that 
the  country  has  in  the  matter  is  from  the  fact  that  we  know 
that  they  very  speedily  find  their  way  across  the  border. 
If  they  prove  to  be  not  a  very  desirable  class  of  people,  we 
have  at  all  events  this  consolation,  that  we  do  not  retain 
them  very  long  in  the  country.  The  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  informed  us  that  the  Government 
were  very  economical  ;  that  there  had  been  no  unnecessary 
waste  ol  public  money  ;  that  the  affairs  of  the  country  were 
now  as  economically  administered  as  they  had  been  formerly. 
Well,  Sir,  I  find,  at  all  events,  from  the  statement  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  that  there  is  nearly  $33,000,000  of 
expenditure  during  the  current  year,  and  that  this  is  very 
nearly  $  10,000,000  more  than  it  was  when  these  hon.  gontle- 
men  took  office.  I  find,  Sir,  by  the  Estimates  which  are 
brought  down,  that  we  have  an  enormously  groater 
expenditure  now  than  we  had  five  years  ago.  In  1878  the 
expenditure  on  Indian  affairs  was  $421,521;  in  1882, 
$1,183,000;  and  in  1883,  $1,116,000,  or  an  increase  of 
nearly  threefold.  1  say  there  is  nothing  to  justify  this  in¬ 
crease — hothing  to  warrant  so  largo  an  expenditure  on  the 
management  of  our  Indians.  In  1 878  we  were  put  to  a  large 
cost,  in  negotiating  the  treaties,  and  in  carrying  supplies  to 
various  points  during  the  period  we  wero  paying  the 
Indians  for  their  annuities.  They  were  not  settle!  on 
their  reservations,  and  they  had  to  be  kept  together 
for  several  days  before  payment  was  made,  and  a  large 
incidental  expenditure  was  incurred  during  the  making 
of  these  payments.  Everyone  expected  that  when  the 
Indians  were  settled  on  (heir  reservations  this  expenditure 
would  c'ome  loan  end.  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  complained 
that  there  was  any  expenditure  at  ail  in  this  particular,  and 
still  this  expenditure  has  not  only  been  continued  but  been 
iuci  eased  ;  and  there  is  a  much  larger  sum  paid  to-day  and, 
in  my  opinion,  unnecessarily,  than  in  1878.  In  fact,  the 


policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  has  served  to  pauperise 
the  Indian.  These  people,  if  they  wero  pttt  under  careful 
management,  under  the  supervision  of  competent  agents, 
might  have  been  made  self-sustaining,  but  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  been  more  anxious  to  provide  places  for  their 
friends  than  to  provide  competent  men  to  take  charge  of  the 
various  Indian  bands,  and  the  result  is,  that  the  Indians  are 
less  industrious  and  do  less  for  themselves  than  lormerly. 
They  have  not  game  to  depend  on,  they  will  not 
work,  and  the  result  is,  that  they  are,  year  by  year, 
becoming  a  more  heavy  charge  on  the  public  Treasury. 
Then,  Sir,  I  observe  that  thoro  is  an  immense  increase  in 
the  expenditure  of  almost  every  Department.  In  1878  the 
expenditure  for  clerks  and  officials  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  was  $42,760  ;  in  1883  it  was  $175,422,  an  increase 
of  upwards  of  $133,000.  There  is  nothing  to  warrant 
this  increased  expenditure,  and  the  Government,  them¬ 
selves,  felt  that  it  could  not  be  justified  ;  for  we  find 
that  $30,000  of  the  expenditure  for  the  officials  of  the 
Department  here  in  Ottawa  is  charged  to  capital 
account.  Then,  in  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  in 
1878,  there  was  an  expenditure  of  $48,884,  and  in  1883  an 
expenditure  of  $87,790 — and  when  I  say  the  Department 
of  Public  Works,  1  am  including  the  Department  of 
JRailways  and  Canals,  because  this  Department  was  part 
of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  in  1878.  Now,  Sir, 
some  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  have 
said,  in  reference  to  the  Washington  treaty,  that  we  were 
opposed  to  it  at  the  time  it  was  negotiated,  but  that  now  we 
are  in  favor  of  it ;  that  then  we  condemned  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  for  the  course  which  he  took ;  and  that  now  we  exhibit 
an  undue  anxiety  for  its  perpetuation.  This,  Sir,  is  a  mis¬ 
representation  of  the  facts.  Of  what  we  then  did  not  ap¬ 
prove,  we  still  oppose.  We  did  not  approve  of  the  policy 
of  giving  the  go-by  to  the  subject  of  tne  Fenian  raids.  We 
thought  that  to  allow  a  part  of  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  to  arm  and  drill  and  collect  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
invading  this  country,  was  a  flagrant  violation  of  interna¬ 
tional  duty.  We  think  so  still.  We  thought  that  to  allow 
those  men  to  invade  this  country  was  a  still  more  flagrant 
violation  of  that  duty.  We  thought  that  this,  no  loss  than 
tho  Alabama  claims,  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with.  We 
thought  the  United  States  could  not  reasonably  resist  our 
claims  in  face  of  the  demand  they  were  urging  upon  Great 
Britain  for  allowing  vessels  to  be  fitted  out  in  Eng¬ 
land  to  prey  on  the  commerce  of  the  Unitod 
States.  Ministers  at  tho  time  concurred  in  this 
opinion.  Their  minute  of  Council  conclusively  established 
this  fact.  But  at  this  point  they  played  a  shabby  part. 
They  qsked  for  and  obtained  an  Imperial  guarantee  for  a 
loan  of  £2,500,000,  towards  the  construction  of  a  transconti¬ 
nental  railway,  as  a  condition  of  acquiescence  in  what  had 
been  done.  Of  this  we  did  not  approve.  If  it  were  neces¬ 
sary  to  abandon  our  claim  in  the  interest  of  the  Empire,  it 
ought  to  have  been  done  with  becoming  public  spirit,  and 
not  for  a  bribo.  We  were  opposed  to  tho  provisions  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  canals.  Wo  conceded  tho 
navigation  of  tho  river  for  all  time,  and  we  secured  the 
right  to  navigato  Lake  Michigan  for  ten  years.  We  did  not 
obtain  the  right  to  navigate  the  Columbia.  A  right  which  wo 
had  to  tho  navigation  of  the  rivers  of  Alaska  was  limited  to 
three  rivers.  We  wore  opposed  to  a  monetary  compensa¬ 
tion  for  the  use  of  our  fisheries,  believing  that  certain  trade 
relations  ought  to  have  been  made  with  the  United  States; 
and  wo  were  in  favor  of  tho  settlement  of  the  head¬ 
land  question.  So  far  as  I  know,  tho  views  of  this  side 
of  the  House  on  all  those  matters  remain  unchanged. 
What  we  opposed  then  wo  do  not  approve  of  now,  and  what 
has  since  transpired  has  not  served  to  show  that  our  views 
were  unsound.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  has 

1'  laid  on  the  Table  a.  report  on  tho  progress  of  manufacturing 
industries  in  Canada  since  1878,  which,  by  the  way,  I  believe 
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has  not  yet  been  distributed,  and  has  not  yet|been  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  members.  In  that  report  there  is  a  great 
show  of  material  and  industrial  progress,  and  1  observe, 
after  looking  at  it  while  it  was  on  the  table  of  the  House, 
that  it  reports  ten  new  industries  in  the  city  of  London. 
The  names  of  these  industries  and  the  time  they  are  stated 
in  the  report  to  have  been  published  are  as  follows  :  — 

When 

New  Factories.  Purpose.  Established. 

1  Essex,  Dunn  &  Co. .......... Brass  works. .............1880 

2  J.  Gouinlock  &  Co,  .......Hats  and  caps  .........1883 

3  Bom.  Baby  Carriage  Co.. .Baby  carriages.  ........1881 

4  J.  M.  Dufton. .................  Woollen  factory . .1881 

5  J.  Fox. ........  ..................Scales  ........  .  ...........1882 

6  Joseph  Groves  ........  .......Safes  and  locks.. .......1884 

7  London  Machine  Tool  Co. .Machinery . . . 1882 

8  John  Elliott  &  Sons . .  Ploughs.  . . ....1882 

9  Wortman  &  Ward......  .....Iron  pumps,  etc . ...1882 

10  Oil  Cloth  Co. . . . . . . . .1884 

Now,  I  have  made  inquiries  with  reference  to  the  above, 
and  I  will  read  the  information  I  have  obtained  : 

“  1.  Essex,  Dunn  &  Co.  were  the  purchasers  of  the  Essex,  Murray  & 
Jolliffe  business,  and  Essex,  Murray  &  Jolliffe  bought  out,  I  think,  the 
London  Steam  Supply  Co.,  who  bought  out  the  Stevens,  Turner  & 
Burns  Co.  Stevens,  Turner  &  Burns  were  in  business,  and  because  the 
contractors  for  the  London  water  works,  and  there  had  been  a  plumbers’ 
shop  in  the  premises  for  many  years  before. 

.“2.  J.  Gouinlock,  bats  and  caps.  J.  Gouinlock  was  -in  partnership 
with  John  Marshall — Marshall  &  Gouinlock.  They  dissolved  and  divided 
into  two  businesses.  Marshall  is  alone  with  his  share  ;  J.  Gouinlock  took 
a  young  man,  Hastings,  in  with  him. 

“3.  Dominion  Baby  Carriage  Co.  bought  out  Hourd’s  insolvent  Baby 
Carriage  Co.  Hourd  &  Go.  conducted  the  business  now  conducted  by 
that  company  in  existence  ten  or  twelve  years. 

“4.  J.  M.  Dufton  is  a  removal  from  Byron,  about  five  miles  down  the 
river,  near  the  waterworks — twenty  years  in  business. 

“5.  J.  Fox,  scales,  is  on  York  street.  House  and  factory  combined ; 
father  and  son  constitute  the  staff. 

‘‘ 6-  Joseph  Groves,  safes  and  locks.  He  failed,  and  the  Advertiser  and 
Fairgrieve  took  a  safe  in  partnership  for  their  accounts. 

“7.  London  Machine  Tool  Company.  This  is  Wm.  Yates.  When 
Mahon's  bank  failed,  Fates  failed  or  compromised.  The  company  was 
then  formed  and  is  the  Yates  Company. 

“8.  John  Elliott  &  Sons,  ploughs.  The  business  they  bought  is  the 
old  George  Jackson  business.  Jackson  failed,  Elliott  &  Co.  bought  the 
plough  works.  Of  course  you  are  aware  that  John  Elliott  made-  bis 
wealth  long  before  the  National  Policy  was  thought  of 

“9.  Wortman  &  Ward.  I  don’t  know  whether  th  s  is  running  now 
or  not.  It  is  the _ place  on  York  street,  a  little  west  of  William  street. 

“10.  I  made  diligent  enquiries  in  every  part  of  the  city,  and  have  not 
been  able  to  find  the  Oilcloth  Co.  In  fact,  I  have  not  b  sen  able  to  meet 
any  person  who  knows  anything  about  it.” 

These  are  all  the  industries  mentioned  in  the  city  of  London 
as  the  outcome  of  this  National  Policy. 

Sir  EICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  What  did  that  report 
cost — $6,000  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  I  find  that  he  has  reported  four 
establishments  in  the  town  of  Chatham,  and  it  was  reported 
that  since  then  two  now  ones  have  been  established,  mak¬ 
ing  six  altogether.  I  sent  this  statement  to  a  gentleman  in 
Chatham,  and  he  reported  that  there  were  fifiy-three  there  in 
1878  instead  of  four,  that  some  of  those  mentioned  are 
closed,  and  certainly  we  know  that  the  waggon  factory,  in 
which  a  large  number  of  the  hands  mentioned  as  being 
employed  are  ongaged,  has  not  been  doing  a  prosperous  busi¬ 
ness  for  the  last  two  years,  i  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  the  condition  of  private  firms,  but  certainly  the 
report  which  the  hon,  gentleman  has  laid  on  the  Table  is 
one  that  presents  very  strong  temptations  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  those  establishments.  A  more  untrustworthy 
document  was  never  submitted  to  a  Legislature ;  in  no  par¬ 
ticular  can  it  be  relied  on.  It  does  not  give  tko  condition 
of  tko  manufacturing  industries,  either  in  1878  or 
at  the  present  time;  it  is  thoroughly  misleading, 
utterly  untrustworthy.  It  may  have  served  the  purposes 
of  the  Finance  Minister  of  making  a  show  of  prosperity,  but 
a  largo  number  of  those  establisments  mentioned  in  various 
places  are  in  a  far  lees  prosperous  condition  to-day  than  that 
in  which  they  were  in  1878,  and  many  of  those  reported  as 
Mr.  Mills. 


being  in  operation  are  insolvent  institutions.  Now,  I  have 
in  my  hand  a  report  of  the  condition  of  the  manufacturing 
establishments  in  Hamilton.  I  learn  from  it  that  many  of 
them  are  far  less  prosperous  now  than  they  were  in  1878. 
Take  the  Wanzer  Sewing  Machine  Company.  I  have  a 
report  in  which  it  is  said  that  they  to-day  employ  one-third 
the  number  of  hands  that  they  employed  in  1877,  and  so 
with  many  other  establishments ;  and  the  writer  says  that 
if  the  Government  are  anxious  to  know  the  views  of  the 
people  of  Hamilton  on  the  National  Policy,  they  have  only 
to  appoint  the  one  member  collector  and  the  other  a  judge, 
and  they  will  have  an  opportunity  of  discovering  what  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Hamilton  is  at  the  present  time.  I 
am  inclined  to  think  that  the  wholly  untrustworthy  char¬ 
acter  of  these  reports  will  fully  account  for  its  not  being  in 
the  hands  of  members  at  the  present  time.  It  will  not  bear 
inspection;  it  will  not  bear  scrutiny,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Finance  Minister  has  pursued  a  very  prudent  course 
in  withholding  it  from  the  supervision  of  hon.  membexs. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  did  not  withhold  it  in  any 
shape  or  form.  It  was  submitted  the  very  day  it  was  pre¬ 
pared,  and  so  far  as  the  Government  are  concerned,  they 
have  not  interfered  in  any  way,  except  to  have  it  printed  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  have  this  report  printed  and  laid  on  the  Table  when 
the  House  met ;  and,  what  is  more,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it 
is  scarcely  fair  in  the  Minister  to  refer  to  this  report  and 
herald  its  contents  while,  at  the  same  time,  the  House  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  examining  it  fully  and  considering  it. 
There  is  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  the  report  is  not 
in  our  hands;  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  it  is 
utterly  worthless ;  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  fapt  that  its 
untrustworthy  character  could  he  established,  not  only 
in  the  city  of  London  and  the  town  of  Chatham,  but 
in  every  town  and  city  of  Canada  to  which  reference 
has  been  made,  and  the  Finance  Minister  ought  not 
to  have  discussed  its  contents  until  the  House  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  the  report.  Let  me  look  at  some 
of  the  industries  mentioned.  High  taxes  have  been  imposed, 
and  for  what  ?  Why,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say,  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  away  foreign  products,  and  making 
Canada  a  close  preserve  for  the  manufacturers  of  Canada. 
We  want  to  have  Canada  for  the  Canadians  ;  but  has  that 
been  the  result  of  the  policy  ?  Take  the  case  of  importa¬ 
tions.  The  following  table  shows  the  importations  in  187il 
and  1883  of  a  number  of  leading  articles  : 


Carriages.. . . 

1879. 

.  106,946 

1883. 

202,606 

Clocks  .  ... — ..... 

136,345 

Brooms............  .  ....... 

112,359 

Boots  and  shoes.......... 

216,205 

Blankets...  . . . 

265,956 

Furniture.......... ......... 

264,361 

Pianos............  .......... 

371,323 

Stoves  . . . . 

49,043 

323,197 

Sewing  machines . 

Hats  and  caps............ 

1,364,558 

Files  and  rasps........... 

106,341 

56,237 

Whips,  etc ...  ..  . . 

So  that,  as  regards  a  large  number  of  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries,  the  importations  have  increased,  under  the  operation 
of  the  National  Policy.  The  hon.  gentleman,  after  doubling 
the  taxation  of  tko  country,  assured  us  that  Canada 
was  still  the  most  lightly  taxed  country  in  the  world, 
or  very  nearly  so,  and  he  referred  to  the  amount  of 
revenue  and  expenditure  in  the  Australian  colonies,  and 
showed  how  very  heavily  they  were  taxed  as  compared 
with  Canada.  That  was,  in  my  opinion,  a  most  disin¬ 
genuous  comparison.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
no  comparison  can  be  instituted  between  Canada  and  the 
Australian  colonies  in  the  way  he  suggested.  He  knows 
that  there  the  railways  and  the  telegraphs  are  public  prop- 
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erty ;  he  knows  that  the  cost  of  running  those  railways  is 
charged  as  ordinary  expenditure,  and  that  every  dollar  paid 
for  freight  and  passenger  tickets  on  a  road  is  marked  as 
revenue.  He  also  knows  that  in  those  colonies  they  have 
no  such  thing  as  capital  account,  that  the  whole  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  Government  for  the  year  is  charged  as  ordinary 
expenditure.  He  knows  that  he  himself  has  expended 
during  the  past  year  $(17,000,000  instead  of  $31,000,000 ; 
that,  by  keeping  a  capital  account, he  has  charged  $37,000,000 
of  expenditure  during  the  past  year  to  that  account 
which,  in  the  Australian  colonies,  would  be  charged  as 
ordinary  expenditure.  In  order  to  institute  a  comparison  it  is 
necessary  not  only  to  see  what  has  been  expended  on  capital 
account  and  what  has  been  charged  as  ordinary J  expenditure, 
but  also  what  has  been  expended  in  operating  every  railway 
and  telegraph  in  the  country  ;  and  to  charge  that  as  Gov¬ 
ernment  expenditure.  It  would  be  necessary  to  ascertain  the 
exact  expenditure  of  every  Province  of  the  Dominion  for 
municipal  and  local  purposes  as  well  as  for  ordinary  provin¬ 
cial  purposes,  and  to  charge  that  as  the  ordinary  expenses 
of  the  Dominion.  I  will  hastily  run  over  some  of  the 
receipts  and  expenditures  of  these  Australian  colonies.  I 
find  that  in  New  Zealand  they  have  a  population  of  510,000  ; 
that  their  revenue  is  £3,700,000  and  their  expenditure 
£3,800,000  ;  that  they  own  1,370  miles  of  railway,  and  that 
£888,000  of  the  expenditure  is  expended  in  operating  this 
railway.  Their  expenditure  on  telegraphs  is  over  £40,000, 
and  their  earnings  from  railways,  which  appear  as  part  of 
the  revenue,  is  £1,260,000,  and  their  income  from  tele¬ 
graphs  nearly  £93,000 ;  that  from  registration  fees  they 
have  an  income  of  £37,000,  from  land  sales  £320,000,  and 
their  postal  revenue  is  £177,000  ;  that  their  Customs  duties 
amount  to  £1,396,000,  and  their  Excise  to  £57,000.  In  fact, 
a  large  portion  of  their  expenditures  are  not  expenditures 
upon  works  that  would  here  be  regarded  as  ordinary  Gov¬ 
ernment  expenditure,  and  that  a  large  part  of  their  income 
is  derived  from  other  sources  than  that  of  taxation. 
Let  me  take  some  of  the  expenses  of  that  colony 
which  are  not  expenditures  with  us  at  all,  but 
are  expended  by  the  Provinces.  Education,  £313,000 ; 
railway  surveys,  £13,000  ;  ordinary  roads,  £202,000  ;  gold 
field  roads,  £26,000;  water  works,  £16,000;  gaols  and 
other  public  buildings,  £165,000.  Here  is  a  total  of  local 
expenditures  of  nearly  £800,000,  besides  the  large  ex¬ 
penditure  of  nearly  £900,000  on  railways.  Now  it  is 
clear  that,  if  we  deduct  those  expenditures  from  the 
ordinary  expenditures  of  Government,  the  expenditure  of 
Government  in  New  Zealand  is  reduced  to  very  nearly  the 
same  proportions  as  in  Canada.  The  hon,  gentleman  gave 
us  a  statement  of  the  revenue  and  expenditure  in  the  colony 
of  Victoria.  I  find  that  Victoria  has  a  population  of  915,000, 
a  revenue  of  £5,600,000,  an  expenditure  of  £5,600,000, 
imports  of  £18,700,000,  exports  of  £16,100,000  ;  that  it  has 
1,400  miles  of  railway  built,  and  7,000  miles  of  telegraph  in 
operation.  It  expends  on  railways  £1,098,000  a  year,  and 
has  a  revenue  from  railways  of  £1,781,000.  In  fact,  its 
railway  pays  expenses  and  affords  a  revenue  of  £600,000 
in  addition.  It  has  from  post  offices  and  telegraphs  a  reve¬ 
nue  of  £311,000;  a  territorial  revenue  from  land  sales  of 
£100,000;  its  Customs  duties  are  £1,871,000,  and  its  Excise 
£552, 000.  The  Customs  duties  are  almost  exactly  10  per 
cent,  on  the  importations,  so  that,  although  Victoria  is  a 
protective  colony,  its  taxation  from  Customs  duties  is  very 
much  less  than  the  taxation  of  Canada. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Oh. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  oh.” 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  gross  amount  is  far 
ahead. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  imports  amount  to  £18,74S,000,  and 
the  Customs  duties  to  £1,871,000,  ora10  per  cent,  as  nearly 


as  may  bo.  Now,  look  at  the  expenditures  of  Victoria.  It 
expends  annually  on  railways  £1,209,000 ;  £55,000  on 
agriculture;  telegraphs,  £39,000;  charitable  institutions, 
£110,000;  municipal  subsidies,  £310,000;  education, 
£578,000 ;  gaols,  £57,000;  reformatory  schools,  £52,000, 
insane  hospitals,  £99,000,  and  irrigation,  £27,000.  Here  is 
an  expenditure  of  more  than  half  the  total  expenditure  of 
Victoria  for  operating  railways  and  for  expenditures  that  are 
here  assumed  by  the  Provinces,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman, 
in  the  statement  he  made  to  the  House,  included  the  railway 
expenditures,  the  telegraph  expenditures,  the  expenditures 
that  here  would  be  charged  to  capital  account,  and  the 
expenditures  that  hero  would  fall  to  the  lot  of  the  Provinces, 
and  tie  compares  the  gross  revenue  of  that  Province  with 
the  Customs  duties  and  the  ordinary  taxation  of  this 
Dominion.  Then,  if  we  take  New  South  Wales,  we  find 
it  has  a  population  of  840,000;  imports,  £21,000,000; 
exports,  £16,750,000  ;  that  it  has  1,400  miles  of  rail¬ 
way  completed  and  504  miles  partly  completed, 
and  16,000  miles  of  telegraph,  that  cost  £524,000. 
It  has  a  revenue  of  £7,000,000  sterling.  It  has  an  expendi¬ 
ture  of  £6,350,000.  Now,  when  I  look  at  its  taxation,  I  find 
the  Customs  duties  are  £1,632,000,  and  the  Excise  duties 
£5,000.  In  fact,  New  South  Wales  has  a  tax  on  its  imports 
of  8  per  cent.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  informed  the 
House  that  these  people  were  more  highly  taxed  than  wo 
are,  yet  we  find  that  the  larger  portion  of  their  revenues  is 
not  a  tax  at  all.  They  have  a  revenue  from  land  of 
£1,480,000  ;  from  land  sales  and  occupation  rents  of 
£723,350;  income  from  railways,  telegraphs  and  other 
sources  of  service,  £2,720,000.  Now,  I  find  that,  when  I 
look  at  their  expenses,  they  expend  on  public  instruction, 
£530,000  ;  for  operating  railways,  £750,000  ;  for  operating 
telegraphs,  £130,000,  yearly.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
institutes  a  comparison  between  the  expenses  of  those  Pro¬ 
vinces,  which  have  these  extraordinary  sources  of  income, 
and  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I  might  go  over  Queensland. 
I  find  that  the  taxation  on  its  imports  is  10  per  cent.,  and 
there  is  just  the  same  concealment  of  facts.  Did  the  hon. 
gentleman  tell  tho  House  that  a  large  portion  of  this  expen¬ 
diture  was  expenditure  that  falls  to  tho  Provinces  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  practically  did. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Did  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  their  expenditure  was  for  railways,  such  as  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  the  Great  Western,  the  Canada 
Southern  and  other  roads  of  that  sort  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if  he  wero 
to  charge  the  expenditure  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to 
the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  country,  he  would' add 
$16,000,000  on  that  one  item  alone.  If  he  were  to  add  all 
tho  railway  and  telegraph  expenditures  of  the  Dominion  to 
that  of  the  Government,  and  add  the  Local  Legislatures 
also,  then  he  might  institute  a  comparison.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  comparison  was  not  a  candid  comparison ;  it  was 
one  calculated  to  mislead  the  House  and  the  country.  Sir, 
it  has  had  that  effect  already,  for  we  find  the  press  which 
supports  the  hon.  gentleman  is  already  declaring  that 
Canada  is  one  of  the  most  lightly  taxed  countries  in  the 
world. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Hear,  hear.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear  hear,”  and 
yet  the  facts  from  every  one  of  those  Provinces,  with  the 
single  exceptions  of  Tasmania  and  New  Zealand,  are  against 
his  statement.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  deducts  the  expendi¬ 
ture  on  railways  and  telegraphs,  which  more  than  pay 
expenses;  if  he  deducts  the  income  from  the  ordinary 
charges  of  the  Government  ;  if  he  deducts  the  charges  for 
education,  public  works,  gaols  and  things  of  this  sort,  that 
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here  fall  to  the  Provinces,  he  will  find  that  there  is  a  very 
much  smaller  expenditure  both  in  Victoria,  in  New  South 
Wales,  in  Queensland,  and  in  South  Australia,  than  we 
have  here  in  Canada,  The  hon.  gentleman  also  instituted  a 
comparison  between  Norway  and  Sweden  and  Canada.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  deduct  the  expenditure  in  those 
countries  for  the  diplomatic  service,  for  the  navies  and  the 
armies,  he  will  then  have  a  very  much  larger  expend¬ 
iture-— 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Are  they  not  taxes  on  that 
country  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Certainly  they  are  taxes,  and  I  am  not  dis¬ 
puting  the  fact  that  they  are  taxes.  But  I  am  pointing  out 
the  fact  that,  so  lar  as  these  countries  are  concerned,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  instituted  an  unfair  comparison.  They 
are  not  situated  as  we  are  ;  they  are  not  seeking  for  immi¬ 
gration. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  was  answering  the  charge 
made  by  a  gentleman  opposite. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  was  doiDg  a  good  deal 
more  than  that.  He  was  conveying  an  impression  that  was 
not  consistent  with  the  facts.  The  impression  which  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  speech  was  calculated  to  make,  and  which 
it  did  make,  is  at  variance  with  the  facts. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Not  at  all.  I  will  prove  the 
contrary. 

MILLS.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
this  policy  of  his  has  not  affected  the  carrying  trade  from 
the  western  States  through  Canada  to  Europe.  I  contest 
that  statement ;  I  say  that  it  has.  I  say  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  returns  show  that  the  trade  of  Canada  in  that 
particular  has  been  seriously  affected  by  the  policy  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  pursued.  I  take  the  wheat,  corn  and 
oats  that  have  been  imported  into  Canada  and  in  part 
exported  to  Europe,  and  I  find  that  in  1876  there  were 
10,000,000  bushels  carried ;  in  1877,  14,800,000;  in  1878, 
15,331,919;  in  1882,  6,900,000.  Now,  if  the  carrying  trade 
had  increased  in  the  same  proportion  as  the  total  American 
trade  in  breadstuffa,  it  would  have  been  16,000,000.  In 
lfc-83  it  was  7,600,000  instead  of  57,30Q,Go0,  and  in  1884  it 
was  9,630,000  instead  of  15,000,000.  So  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  see  that  the  carrying  of  grain  through  the  canals 
and  waterways  of  Canada  from  the  west  to  Europe,  has 
been  very  seriously  affected  by  his  tariff  policy,  that  it  was 
not  at  all  as  large  as  it  was  formerly,  and  that  it  is  much 
less  than  it  ought  to  have  been  if  the  same  percentage 
had  been  preserved.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  that  the  industries  had  been  diversified.  The  hon, 
member  for  Cardwell  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  that 
side  have  spoken  of  tbe  necessity  of  diversifying  our 
industries— that  we  ought  not  to  be  hewers  of  wood  and 
drawers  of  water,  and  that  we  ought  to  engage 
in...  manufacturing  pur-uits,  and  furnish  oth  .  employ 
meat  to  our  population  than  that  of  cult)  aiing  la*  ras 
and  clearing  forests.  The  hon  gentleman  quite  forgets  the 
condition  of  things  that  existed  in  this  country  even  as  early 
as  1871.  Now,  I  find,  by  the  census  of  l«7l,  that  we  manu¬ 
factured,  of  the  woollen  goods  consumed  in  Canada,  84  per 
cent.;  of  Canadian  cotton  goods,  28  per  cent. ;  of  boots  and 
shoes,  99- 1  per  cent.;  of  rubber  goods,  81  per  cent.;  of 
harnesses  and  saddles,  99  per  cent. ;  of  carriages,  98°9 1  per 
cent. ;  of  furniture,  97  per  cent. ;  of  agricultural  implements, 
95'1  per  cent. ;  of  hardware  and  nails,  99’5  per  cent.  Now, 
in  all  these  respects,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  cotton 
manufactures,  we  are  to-day  manufacturing  no  greater  per¬ 
centage  of  the  goods  consumed  in  the  country  than  we  were 
manfacturing  at  that  particular  time.  It  is  not  a  fact,  as 
stated  by  the  report  which  the  hon.  gentleman  laid  on  the 
Mr.  Mills. 


Table,  that  we  are  manufacturing  to-day  $5,200,000  worth 
more  goods  in  the  country  than  we  were  manufacturing 
in  1876.  The  hon.  gentleman  increased  that  amount  by 
50  per  cent.;  he  made  it  $79,561,125.  I  deny,  Sir,  that 
there  is  any  such  increase  in  the  product  and  manufac¬ 
tured  goods  in  this  country.  Let  us  look  at  the  facts  : 
In  1870  we  imported  $70,415,000  worth  of  goods ;  in 
1873-74,  when  our  importations  were  very  large,  we 
imported  $128,213,000  worth  of  goods.  There  was  a  varia¬ 
tion  between  the  lowest  point  of  importation  and  the  high¬ 
est  point  of  $57,750,000.  In  1878  there  were  $91,000,000 
worth  of  goods  imported;  in  1882  there  were  $132,000,000 
worth  imported.  There  was  a  variation  between  the  two 
periods  of  $41,000,000.  Now,  if  there  had  been  a  corres¬ 
ponding  increase  of  importation  since  1878  there  ought  to 
have  been  $157,000,000  worth  of  importations,  making 
allowance  for  the  growth  of  wealth  and  population  in  the 
country,  instead  of  $132,000,000.  Now,  that  would  indicate 
a  displacement,  not  of  $79,000,000,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  but  of  $25,000,000  worth  of  goods.  So  that  would 
indicate  the  increase  was  not  very  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
natural  increase,  allowing  the  same  percentage  of  growth 
that  prevailed  between  1871  and  1878.  Now,  according  to 
the  hon.  gentleman's  mode  of  calculation,  that  would  repre¬ 
sent  an  increase  of  industrial  population,  not  of  51,800,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  reports  to  the  House,  but  of  15,125. 
But  this  increase  of  15,125  and  the  persons  dependent  upon 
it  was  secured  by  the  expulsion  from  the  country  of 
upwards  of  200,000  of  our  population  in  excess  of  what  the 
ordinary  exodus  from  the  country  had  been.  The  hou. 
Finance  Minister  admitted  that  he  had  taxed  the  country 
largely  in  excess  of  the  actual  requirements  of  tho  State  ; 
but  he  said  this,  that  it  should  not  be  counted  as  taxation 
on  the  people  because  it  was  unnecessary  taxation.  The 
Government  did  not  require  it  for  public  purposes,  and  it 
should,  therefore,  be  left  out  of  account  altogether.  The 
argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  reminded  me  of  an  anec¬ 
dote  told  of  Curran,  when  engaged  in  a  duel  with  a  rival  at 
the  bar,  who  was  very  much  larger  than  himself,  and  who 
'complained  that  because  of  his  large  size  he  was  more  likely 
to  be  hit.  Said  Curran  “  I  will  chalk  out  my  size  upon  you, 
and  all  shots  that  hit  outside  the  chalk  mark  I  will  not 
count.”  The  Finance  Minister  adopted  very  much  the 
same  policy.  He  collects  an  amount  of  taxes  largely  in 
excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  State,  and  says  that  be¬ 
cause  he  did  not  require  it,  we  should  not  count  that  as 
taxation  at  all.  It  is  outside  the  chalk  mark.  The 
present  condition  of  the  country  shows  very  clearly 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  accomplished  by  his  tariff. 
He  has  neither  attracted  thousands  of  emigrants  from  abroad 
nor  millions  of  money.  But  he  has  misdirected  a  large 
amount  of  capital  already  in  the  country.  He  has  with¬ 
drawn  capital  from  one  industry  to  be  invested  in  aoo  her, 
and  there  are  to-day  millions  of  dollars  inve-ted  in  manu¬ 
facturing  oBO-blis'iinent*  that  are  standing  file  ;  «nd  if  those 
who  have  spent  their  money  could  get  n  agan,  they  w  uld 
not  invest  it  in  the  enterprises  in  whi  -h  it  is  now 
locked  up  The  h  >a  gentleman  knows  that  the  c  >tton  miils 
of  Canada  to-duy  could  produce,  by  working  three  days  and 
a-half,  as  much  cotton  as  Cauada  could  consume,  and  during 
two  days  and  a-half  the  mills  must  stand  idle  or  a  foreign 
trade  must  be  had.  It  is  plain,  therefore,  that  one-third 
of  the  entire  capital  invested  in  cotton  mills  is  wasted ; 
that  it  is  invested  in  a  business  which  cannot  pay,  in  a 
manner  in  which  it  cannot  be  profitably  employed.  If 
it  had  not  been  for  the  tarriff  this  capital  might  have  been 
profitably  turned  to  some  other  business.  But  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  high  profits  which  the  hon.  Finance  Minister 
was  able  to  secure  for  the  investors  during  a  very  short 
time,  a  large  amount  of  capital  has  been  invested ;  and 
there  are  to-day  in  Hamilton,  I  am  informed,  establish¬ 
ments  now  standing  idle  which  are  in  the  market  for 
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sale  and  for  which  no  purchasor  can  bo  found. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  then,  has  disarranged  industries. 
He  has.  rendered  employment  in  those  various  industries 
uncertain;  ho  has  introduced  into  the  cities  a  large  population 
whose  moans  of  subsistence  is  extremely  precarious,  and  who 
may,  for  a  considerable  portion  of  the  year,  be  obliged  to 
depend  on  another  portion  of  the  population  for  means  of 
subsistence.  This  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  accom¬ 
plished  ;  and  he  has  accomplished  nothing  more.  We  never 
said  that  a  17A-  per  cent,  tariff  was  just  enough  and  that  no 
more  ought  to  be  imposed.  All  wo  ever  contended  for  was 
this :  That  the  ra<  e  of  taxation  should  be  such  as  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  State;  that  it  should  be  imposed  in  such 
a  way  as  to  interfere  with  commerce  and  industry  as  little 
as  possible;,  that  it  should  bo  fairly  distributed  over  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces,  in  the  proportion  of  their  ability  to  pay  it, 
and  among  the  population  of  the  country  on  precisely  the 
same  principle.  I  am  perfectly  aware  that  we  cannot  got 
back  to  precisely  the  position  wo  occupied  in  1878.  Our 
liabilities  have  been  enormously  increased  ;  a  high  rato  of 
taxation  is  necessary  to  meet  our  obligations ;  but  this 
we  do  know,  that  the  taxation  during  the  past  five  or 
six  years  has  been  far  beyond  the  requirements  of  the  State. 
The  Finance  Minister  knows  right  well,  according  to  his 
own  statement,  that  he  has  taken  from  the  people  of  this 
country  $20,000,000  which  ho  did  not  require.  Ho  has 
assumed  that  this  money,  in  the  pockets  of  those  to  whom 
it  rightly  belonged,  would  not  be  so  wisely  and  well  employed 
as  if  it  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Government.  We 
know  how  the  hon.  gentleman  expended  the  public  money. 
We  know  what  income  the  country  is  deriving  from  that 
expenditure  ;  we  know  right  well  that  if  the  people  of  the 
country  could  not  have  made  a  better  use  of  those  $20,000,000 
tnan  the  Government  have  done  during  the  past  six  years 
then  there  is  very  little  hope  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
m  time  to  come.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  accom¬ 
plished  none  of  the  things  they  promised.  They  said  they 
would  prevent  the  exodus  from  continuing.  We  have  seen 
it  increase  fourfold. 

Sir  JOHN"  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  oh, 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  laughs,  but  I  say  it  is 
fo.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  had  no  warrant  for  the 
statement  he  made  in  1878.  Not  only  has  the  expenditure 
of  the  country  been  enormously  increased,  but  the  progress 
of  the  country  has  been  seriously  retarded.  The  country  is 
less  prosperous  than  it  otherwise  would  have  been.  The 
hon.  gentleman  promised  he  would  introduce  millions  of 
money  into  this  country.  Those  millions  had  not  been 
forthcoming.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  there  was  no  limit 
to  the  number  of  skilled  laborers  that  might  find  employ¬ 
ment  here;  that  the  capital  of  tho  world  was  to  flow  into 
Canada,  and  the  laborers  of  tho  world  were  to  come  hero,  in 
order  that  that  capital  might  find  profitable  employment. 
Farmers  were  to  find  a  home  market  for  what  they  produced. 
There  has  not  been  established  a  home  market.  They 
export  more  largely  than  they  did  before.  They  get  lower 
prices.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  there  would  always 
be  good  wages  for  the  laborers.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
dared  not  meet  the  laborers  in  Montreal.  The  First  Minister 
in  1878,  met  those  men  ;  but  in  Montreal,  when  they  were 
anxious  for  employment  and  wanted  to  know  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  going  to  do,  he  could  not  see  them  ;  he 
was  not  quite  prepared  to  answer  that  difficult  question. 
How  is  the  hon.  gentleman  going  to  give  employ¬ 
ment  to  the  hundred  thousands  of  our  population 
out  of  employment  now  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
right  well  that  at  no  distant  day  those  people  will  not 
trouble  him  ;  300,000  have  crossed  the  border  already  ; 
200,000  are  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  We  read  accounts 
during  the  past  summer  of  people  in  the  cities  of  southern 
Europe  fleeing  on  account  of  the  pestilence ;  and  our  popu¬ 


lation  is  fleeing  in  much  the  same  way  from  the  country 
since  it  has  fallen  into  the  hands  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
There  is  a  pestilence  in  tho  country ;  the  disease  is  on  the 
Treasury  benches,  and  it  is  most  desirablo  that  the  country 
should  get  rid  of  it.  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  when 
tho  time  comes,  when  the  consequences  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men’s  policy  becomes  fully  known,  when  the  depression  has 
reached  its  lowest  point,  the  public  will  realise  fully  tho 
blessings  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  been  able  to  confer 
on  them.  They  are  like  the  blessings  conferred  in  the 
story  told  by  the  Duchess  of  Orleans  upon  her  favorite  child 
— they  mingle  a  curse  with  all  their  blessings.  The  popu¬ 
lation  of  our  towns  and  cities  has  been  reduced,  factories  are 
closed,  and  many  of  them  have  gone  into  insolvency,  and  a 
large  number  of  the  cotton  mills  have  never  been  opened, 
and  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  increased  the  cost  of  govern¬ 
ment  by  $10,000,000.  These  are  the  things  which  those  hon. 
gentlemen  have  accomplished  since  they  have  taken  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  Treasury  benches. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  do  not  rise  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  a  speech.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  repeated 
what  I  had  heal’d  before ;  he  says  I  was  afraid  to  meet  the 
workingmen  of  Montreal.  Now,  no  workingman  ever  asked 
to  see  me,  ever  came  to  see  me,  ever  sent  a  letter  asking  to 
see  me,  nor  did  they  go  to  see  my  secretary.  It  is  an  ul  ter 
falsehood.  The  day  I  left— -an  hour  before  I  left  Montreal, 
I  found  some  resolutions  enclosed  in  some  blank  envelopes, 
just  before  I  took  my  passage  back  to  Ottawa, 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  debate  has  been  going  on  for  some 
days  past  and  has  extended  to  such  a  length  that,  for  my 
part,  I  shall  endeavor  to  confine  my  remarks  to  a  very  few 
points.  I  think  what  has  transpired  since  the  opening  of 
the  discussion,  especially  by  tho  non.  member  for  South  Brant 
(Mr.  Paterson),  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  reason  to 
feel  exceedingly  proud  of  the  position  he  occupies  at  the 
present  moment.  We  were  told  by  that  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Paterson)  that  it  had  been  understood  and  arranged 
that  each  in  succession  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  would  choose  a  certain  section  from  the  Finance 
Minister’s  most  admirable  speech,  which  they  intended  to  dis¬ 
sect,  thereby  admitting  that  it  required  the  whole  phalanx 
of  the  party  to  meet  the  statements  he  had  made.  I  cannot, 
however,  congratulate  hon.  gentlemen  themselves  upon 
manner  in  which  they  have  subdivided  the  work, 
because,  like  the  last  speaker  on  their  side — who,  no 
doubt,  enjoys  a  very  high  reputation  among  his 
friends,  and  perhaps  deservedly  so — they  do  not 
appear  to  havo  been  able  to  confine  themselves  to  any 
one  branch.  Like  him  they  havo  spoken  de  omnibus  rebus ; 
we  havo  heard  of  everything  concerning,  and  what  does  not 
concern,  the  debate  just  now  going  on,  from  the  Reciprocity 
Treaty  down  to  tho  Washington  Treaty,  and  the  statements 
which  are  said  to  appear  in  the  report  of  tho  commissioners 
upon  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the  country.  There 
are  matters  said  to  appear  there  which  do  not  appear  there, 
and  it  is  stated  that  allegations  are  made  in  that  report 
when  no  such  allegations  appear  in  it.  We  have,  moreover, 
the  concluding  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon,  gentleman, 
which  I  will  undertake  to  show,  before  I  get  through,  is 
wholly  unfounded,  as  has  been  truthfully  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  the  Prime  Ministor  of  the  Dominion,  with  regard 
to  the— I  may  say— infamous  falsehoods  telegraphed  over 
tho  length  and  breadth  of  the  Dominion,  with  regard  to 
public  meetings,  said  to  have  been  held  in  tho  city  of 
Montreal,  by  the  workingmen.  1  say  there  was  no  meet¬ 
ing  held  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of  Montreal  by  any 
workingmen,  or  by  any  body  whatsoever,  having  any 
claim  or  right  to  represeat  them  ;  just  as  there  never  was, 
at  tho  dinner  or  the  magnificent  demonstration  given 
in  that  city,  a  single  man  who  either  approached  the 
president  who  occupied  tho  chair,  or  any  of 
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the  city  members,  or  any  officers  of  the  Junior  Conservative 
Club — not  one  man  -who  showed  himself  on  the  night  of 
that  magnificent  banquet  on  behalf  of  any  organisation 
of  workingmen.  And  yet  these  people,  after  being 
convicted,  as  they  have  been  by  the  press  of  the  country, 
endeavor  to  repeat  and  reiterate  what  they  know  is  not 
true ;  they  have  the  audacity  to  come  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  and  endeavor  once  more  to  disseminate  these  false¬ 
hoods  throughout  this  country.  And  there  is  something 
more  upon  which  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  has  reason  to 
feel  proud  and  to  congratulate  himself.  We  havo  heard, 
not  only  in  the  beginning  of  this  debate,  but  from  the  last 
speaker,  of  the  enviable  position  held  by  New  South  Wales 
as  compared  with  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  it  is 
not  often  that  while  a  debate  is  going  on,  while  a  subject  is 
still  under  consideration,  a  gentleman  occupying  the  position 
of  the  Finance  Minister  finds  himself  sustained  by  the  lead¬ 
ing  organ  of  the  party  opposed  to  him ;  nevertheless,  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  are  actually  convicted  out  of  the  very 
publication  that  appears  in  that  organ.  I  shall  now  read  an 
extract  which  confirms  in  every  particular  tho  statement 
made  by  the  Finance  Minister  a  few  eveniDgs  ago,  taken 
from  the  Toronto  Globe  of  to-day.  SpeakiDg  of  the  floating 
of  the  loan, that  paper  says : 

“We  stated,  soon  after  the  Canadian  Finance  Minister  put  the  last 
loan  on  the  market,  that  the  greater  part  of  it  was  taken  up  by  the  finan¬ 
cial  agents  and  persons  acting  for  them  or  with  them.” 

That  has  been  shown  not  to  be  true.  The  articles  goes  on  : 

“  It  is  scarcely  pretended  now  that  the  public  subscriptions  amounted 
to  more  than  two  million  pounds  of  the  five  millions  offered.” 

The  Finance  Minister  has  shown,  and  the  Public  Accounts 
show,  that  £800,000  were  held  by  these  agents,  and  not  one 
cent  more.  It  goes  on  : 

“  A  quarrel  between  the  Government  of  New  South  Wales  and  the 
Bank  of  New  South  Wales,  in  London,  respecting  the  issue  of  new  loans, 
caused  the  bank  to  reveal  how  such  matters  are  manipulated.  The  last 
New  South  Wales  loan  seemed  to  have  been  very  successfully 
negotiated.  The  price  obtained  for  the  3$  per  cent,  debentures  was 
much  higher  than  that  obtained  for  the  Canadian  securities  of  the  same 
denomination  a  few  months  before.  In  one  of  the  letters  written  by  the 
bank  directors  to  the  Government,  they  say: 

“  ‘  More  than  one  of  the  recent  loans  of  the  colony,  as  you  are  aware, 
must  have  been  publicly  declared  as  marked  failures,  had  we  not,  at 
your  request,  and  to  the  extent  of  millions  of  money,  directly  and 
indirectly,  upheld  the  credit  of  your  securities.’  And  in  another  letter 
the  bank  directors  assert  that  they  were  instrumental  in  ‘  absolutely 
saving  two  of  your  (the  Government’s)  loans  from  absolute  failure.’  ” 

Here  is  the  confirmation  almost  verbatim  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  Finance  Minister  a  few  evenings  ago,  in  reply 
to  the  strictures  of  the  other  side,  wherein  he  said  that  a 
sy  ndicate  of  bankers  had  bolstered  and  protected  and  thrown 
their  mantle  over  New  South  Wales,  and  it  was  on  that 
account  that  New  South  Wales  had  ranked  so  high  as  com¬ 
pared  with  Canada.  But  here  we  have,  published  in  the 
organ  of  the  Opposition,  the  confirmation  of  the  words  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  we  have  the  utter  condemna¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  not  my  intention,  at  this  hour  of  the  night, 
to  follow  the  hon.  gentleman  through  hxs  remarks  regarding 
the  question  of  reciprocity.  I  do  not  think,  if  the  public  do 
any  of  us  the  honor  of  perusing  the  speeches  we  are  making 
in  this  debate,  thatwhat  he  has  stated  with  reference  to  the 
policy  of  this  Government  on  the  question  of  reciprocity, 
and  more  particularly  what  he  has  urged  with  regard  to 
protection  in  this  country  being  a  barrier  to  reciprocity, 
will  receive  the  acceptance  of  one  sensible  man  in  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  Dominion.  There  is  no 
Canadian,  at  all  events,  who  has  a  manly  heart  in  his 
breast,  there  is  no  man  who  feels  the  dignity  of  his 
position  as  a  citizen  of  this  Dominion,  who  will  concur  in 
the  suggestion  that  we  should  show  ourselves  tho  humble, 
obsequious  beseechers  of  the  Government  on  the  other  side  of 
the  line ;  that  we  should  exhibit  [our  thorough  self- 
abasement;  that  we  must  not  for  one  moment  think  of  pro¬ 
tecting  ourselves  or  of  erecting  any  kind  of  barrier;  that 
Mr.  Cubban. 


we  should  not  dream  of  giving  them  the  slightest  offence ; 
because,  if  we  are  sufficiently  humble,  if  we  are  sufficiently 
servile,  if  we  sufficiently  forget  our  manhood,  some  fine  day, 
perhaps,  they  may  extend  to  us  a  benevolent  and  a  merciful 
hand.  Now,  we  have  had  also  a  reference  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  question  of  the  Washington  Treaty.  I 
must  say,  for  my  part,  that  I  am  not  sufficiently  bright, 
intellectually,  to  see  exactly  how  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
wedged  that  question  into  this  discussion ;  and  not  being  able 
to  discover  the  precise  connecting  link,  I  shall  leave  that 
subject,  with  several  others  of  a  similar  nature,  altogether 
untouched  on  this  occasion.  There  was  one  subject, 
however,  upon  which  the  hon.  gentleman  was  particularly 
unhappy.  He  tried  to  be  very  funny.  He  tells  us  he 
sent  out  a  man  to  scour  the  country  and  to  find  out  the 
value  of  the  report  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  by  the  Government,  with  regai-d  to  the  manufacturing 
industries  of  the  country.  It  would  seem  to  me,  from  the 
results  obtained  by  that  gentleman,  whoever  he  may  be, 
that  he  was  more  bent  on  finding  the  best  moans  of  turning 
a  pun  or  making  a  joke  than  on  learning  the  truth  regard¬ 
ing  the  accuracy  of  this  report.  I  hold  in  my  hand  at  this 
moment  this  report  with  regard  to  the  city  of  London, 
which  my  hon.  friend  opposite  solemnly  asserted  was 
worthless,  because  therein  it  was  alleged,  amongst  other 
things,  that  there  was  an  oil-cloth  factory  in  that  city;  and, 
said  ho,  I  find,  after  rambling  about,  that  I  could  not  stumble 
on  any  such  institution.  Well,  I  will  allow  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  if  he  wishes,  to  accompany  his  friend  and  go  pari 
passu  with  him  through  that  report,  and  he  will  not  stumble 
upon  that  oil-cloth  factory  there  either.  There  is  no  sucn 
mention  of  any  such  manufactory.  Here  is  the  report, 
which  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  send  across  the  floor. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  saw  the  report  here  in  manuscript ;  I 
copied  the  statement  myself;  and  if  it  is  not  in  the  report 
now,  then  the  report  as  printed  is  not  the  report  as  laid  on 
the  Table. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  All  I  can  say  is,  here  is  the  report.  I 
am  afraid  there  must  be  some  cause  for  the  difficulty  about 
this  original  gentleman  whom  he  sent  out  to  discover  these 
particular  institutions.  I  will  not  say  what  it  was  or  what 
it  was  not— whether  he  saw  two  institutions  where  there 
was  but  one,  or  whether  ho  was  so  blind  that  he  could  not 
see  anything  at  all.  At  all  events,  here  is  the  document, 
and  I  send  my  statement  to  the  country,  along  with  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman;  and  I  say,  if  all  he  has 
said  to  night  is  to  be  judged  by  the  standard  of  this  ■'mis¬ 
representation,  his  speech  will  not  be  of  much  avail. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  no  misrepresentation. 

Mr.  DOWELL.  You  copied  too  far  ;  that  is  all.  You 
took  the  oil-cloth  factory  in  the  city  of  Kingston  at  the  end 
of  the  London  list. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Minister. 
I  was  going  to  reserve  that  until  the  end  of  my  speech.  I 
thought  I  would  leave  the  hon.  gentleman  in  suspense  for 
a  little  while,  and  then  bring  him  around  again.  Really, 
Mr.  Speaker,  one  would  naturally  have  expected,  from  the 
experience  we  have  had  for  some  years  past,  that  these 
hon.  gentlemen  would  have  come  beforo  this  House  rather 
as  making  an  act  of  contrition  than  in  the  attitude  in 
which  they  appear  before  us  to-night.  However,  there  are 
some  people  who  cannot  realise  accomplished  facts.  The 
enemies  of  the  old  Bourbons  used  1o  say  that  they  never 
forgot  anything  because  they  never  could  learn  anything, 
and  it  would  appear  that  the  affliction  which  befell  that 
unfortunate  dynasty  is  really  the  one  which  has  befallen 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Now,  we  have  been  told 
to-night  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last,  that  we 
falsely  assert  that  they  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
maligning  the  policy  ol  the  .Government.  I  say  we  never 


1885 


COMMON'S  DEBATES 


523 


have  indulged  in  any  such  assertion.  It  is  their  right  to  attack 
the  policy  of  the  Government ;  they  may  slander  the  policy 
of  the  Government  if  they  like ;  but  what  we  have  com¬ 
plained  of,  what  we  complain  of  now,  and  what,  no  doubt, 
we  shall  be  called  upon  to  complain  of  in  the  future,  is  not 
that  they  have  slandered  the  policy  of  the  Government,  but 
that  they  have  slandered  the  people  of  this  country  and  the 
country  itself.  I  have  no  desire  to  utter  one  sentence  here 
which  I  cannot  substantiate.  Allow  me,  Sir,  to  quote  the 
following  woi’ds  ;  and  I  trust  that  such  of  the  people  of  this 
country  as  will  do  me  the  honor  of  perusing  these  remarks, 
will  ask  themselves  can  this  be  possible? 

“  The  parties  who  are  to  blame,  to  say  the  truth,  are  no  doubt  the 
majority  of  the  electors  of  the  people  of  Canada,  who  were  ill-advised 
enough,  knowing  the  antecedents  of  the  First  Minister,  to  elect  him  to 
the  important  office  which  he  now  holds,  and  to  confirm  him  again  in  1882. 
That  these  unfortunate  people  are  likely  to  pay  a  most  heavy  penalty 
for  their  folly  will  be,  I  am  afraid,  only  too  clearly  shown  when  wo  have 
an  opportunity  of  perusing  the  Public  Accounts,  and  holding  some 
further  discussion  on  the  result  of  the  follies  they  themselves  have  com¬ 
mitted.  But  if  we  are  to  blush  for  anybody,  it  is  not  for  Her  Majesty’s 
officers,  but  for  that  portion  of  the  people  of  Canada  who  had  so  little 
sense  of  public  honor  and  self-respect  as,  after  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  done,  to  again  intrust  him  with  further  powers  of  injuring  his 
country.” 

That  is  a  part  of  the  hon.  ex-Finance  Minister’s  speech,  a 
speech  not  delivered  in  the  heat  of  argument,  not  uttered 
under  the  excitement  of  the  moment,  not  caused  by  some 
sudden  outburst,  but  spoken  in  cold  blood,  with  calm  deliber¬ 
ation  and  premeditation,  when  the  debate  was  first  opened 
here  this  Session,  in  reply  to  the  Address.  There  was  no 
occasion  then  for  any  such  outburst,  there  was  no  provocation 
given  then,  but  he  hurled  this  insult,  not  at  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  not  at  the  officers  of  the  Government,  not  at 
any  member  of  the  Government,  but  at  the  people ;  for  he 
tells  us  we  have  to  blush  for  the  people  of  Canada,  who  are 
lost  to  honor  and  self-respect.  Flow,  Sir,  in  the  course  of  a 
speech  delivered  a  few  evenings  ago  by  the  ex-Minister  of 
Finance,  he  referred,  amongst  other  things,  to  a  number  of 
tests  by  which  to  establish  the  state  of  the  country.  He 
took  the  school  statistics  as  one  means  of  showing  that  the 
country  was  going  to  the  dogs.  Well,  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  I  think,  established  pretty  clearly 
the  accuracy  of  the  statistical  reports  upon  which  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  was  based.  He  showed  that  they 
were  of  no  value ;  he  showed  that  they  had  not  changed  in 
certain  localities,  year  after  year  ;  he  showed  that  precisely 
the  same  number  of  pupils  were  supposed  to  be  at  school, 
year  after  year — an  absolute  impossibility.  And  my  opinion 
is,  that  these  reports  were  gotten  up  very  much  like  the  old 
sedentary  militia  reports  that  were  sent  in,  year  alter  year, 
in  former  times ;  when  if  we  had,  at  any  moment,  wished  to 
call  on  these  brave  defenders  of  their  country,  who  were 
returned  to  the  Government  as  being  ready  to  die  for  the 
land,  the  response  to  be  given  by  many  of  those  who  were 
marked  in  the  list  would  not  have  been  given  to  any  other 
sound  than  that  of  the  trumpet  of  the  archangel.  One-half 
of  them,  no  doubt,  were  in  their  graves,  and  had  been  there 
for  years.  Just  as  these  sedentary  militia  reports  were 
valueless,  so  these  school  reports,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  has  pointed  [out,  are  incorrect  on 
the  face  of  them.  Bat  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  he 
was  perfectly  willing  to  take  the  statistics  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  He  suddenly  discovered  it  himself,  and  I  hope 
it  will  be  his  permanent  state,  a  reverence  and  love  and 
affection  for  the  clergy  of  Lower  Canada.  He  was  anxious 
to  see  their  statistics  ;  upon  them  he  would  place  the  most 
implicit  reliance,  and  he  hoped  that  some  gentleman  would 
take  upon  himself  the  duty  of  procuring  from  that  source 
of  infalibility  the  documents  that  would  show  exactly  in 
what  condition  the  Province  of  Quebec  found  itself ;  and 
with  that  prophetic  spell  which  was  upon  him,  with  that 
insight  into  the  future  which  characterises  him  generally, 
he  had  no  doubt,  not  even  the  slightest  doubt,  but  that  the 


same  state  of  affairs,  the  same,  blue  ruin,  and  the  same 
decay  ho  professed  to  have  found  in  Ontario  would  also  be 
found  to  exist  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Well,  Sir,  I  sent 
down  to  the  city  of  Montreal,  that  great  centre  of  the 
National  Policy,  that  point  which  must  suffer  from  it  more 
than  any  other,  because  that  is  the  place  in  which  it  comes 
more  actively  into  play,  and  in  which  its  results  must 
be  manifest— -I  sent  down  to  Montreal  and  procured 
the  report  of  the  Catholic  school  commissioners.  I  asked 
for  that  report,  not  only  for  the  past  two  years,  but  from 
the  year  1877.  Those  reports  contain  those  schools  which  are 
directly  under  the  control  of  the  Catholic  school  commis¬ 
sioners  in  Montreal.  There  are  numerous  Catholic  schools 
just  as  there  are  numex’ous  Protestant  schools  which  are  not 
under  the  control  of  the  one  board  or  the  other;  there  are 
there  as  many  schools  outside,  perhaps,  as  there  are  in  this 
particular  class;  but  as  a  matter  of  statistics,  as  going 
straight  to  the  class  wo  desire  to  roach  and  finding  out  what 
is  the  actual  state  of  prosperity  or  ruin  ofthe  people,  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  a  more  faithful  record  to  be  had  in  the  Dom¬ 
inion  than  the  paper  I  am  about  to  read,  I  have  these  re¬ 
ports,  and  they  are  for  the  consideration  of  any  gentleman 
who  may  wish  to  take  communication  of  them,  My  friend 
Mr.  Edward  Murphy,  one  of  the  school  commissioners,  who 
acts  jointly  with  the  clergy,  because  there  are  both  laymen 
and  clergymen  on  the  board,  sends  me  this  statement : 

“  I  send  this  statement  to  show  the  progressive  school  increase  in 
school  attendance.  From  6,405,  in  1877,  itincreased  to  7,005,  in  1881; 
from  7,316,  in  1882,  it  increased  to  9,932,  in  1884.  This  is  the  attendance 
at  the  commissioners’  schools  and  those  assisted  by  them.  There  are,  of 
course,  a  great  many  others  independent  of  the  commissioners,  but  the 
report  of  the  commissioners  shows  an  increase  in  school  attendance 
from  6,405,  in  1877,  to  9,932,  in  1884,  or  55  per  cent,  in  seven  years.” 

Now  I  shall  go  a  little  further.  I  was  anxious  to  find  some¬ 
thing  about  the  independent  schools,  I  could  not  be  sup¬ 
posed  to  go  to  each  school,  although  I  might  point  out  here 
some  of  the  establishments  that  would  really  strengthen 
this,  such  as  the  St.  Ann’s  school,  in  the  St.  Ann’s  ward,  in 
my  own  district  where  tho  pupils  have  doubled.  But  I  went 
to  the  Christian  Brothers,  a  body  of  teachers  who  have 
schools  all  over  the  Province.  I  said  to  them :  I  would 
like  to  find  out  what  is  the  exact  state  of  the  various 
schools  under  your  control  at  present,  and  what  was  their 
condition  in  1877.  I  found  that  in  1880 — that  was  the 
report  that  the  reverend  gentleman  could  lay  his  hands 
upon  at  that  moment,  and  1  was  coming  away,  and  had  to 
take  what  I  could  get — there  were  10,000  pupils  in  tho 
schools  in  different  parts  of  the  Province,  controlled  by  the 
Christian  Brothers.  Since  that  time  these  gentlemen  have 
had  to  close  their  establishments  at  Chambly,  Cote  des 
Neiges,  Beauharnois,  and  St.  Thomas  de  Montmagny,  on 
account  of  the  rapidly  increasing  attendance  in  the  other 
establishments  under  their  control.  They  had  not  the 
teachers  necessary  to  maintain  those  schools,  as  they  had 
to  devote  them  to  the  rapidly  increasing  establishments 
in  other  parte.  These  four  establishments  had  1,200 
pupils  when  they  gave  them  up  to  lay  teachers ;  and 
yet,  although  they  had  four  schools  less  than  in  1880, 
they  have  10,300  pupils  in  1884.  The  same  gentleman  who 
furnished  me  with  statistical  information  regarding  commis¬ 
sioners’  schools  also  directed  my  attention  to  our  own  City 
and  District  Savings  Bank.  W©  have  had  a  good  deal  of 
discussion  as  to  the  value  of  statistics  with  regard  to  the 
Dominion  Post  Office  Savings  Bank.  We  have  been  told  that 
these  Dominion  savings  banks  are  a  cause  of  drawing  away 
money  from  the  commerce  of  the  country.  Well,  let  us,  first 
of  all,  take  a  bird’s-eye  view  of  this  institution,  see  what  pro¬ 
gress  has  attended  it  or  what  ruin  and  decay  has  over¬ 
taken  it.  The  depositors  in  the  City  and  District 
Savings  Bank  have  steadily  increased  from  1877  to  the 
present  date.  On  the  31st  December,  1877,  the  amount 
of  deposits  was  $3,385,765,  and  the  number  of  depositors 
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1 7,203.  On  the  31st  December,  1883,  the  amount  of 
deposits  had  gone  up  to  $6,212,635,  and  the  number  of 
depositors  had  increased  to  29,756.  On  the  31st  Decem¬ 
ber,  1884,  tho  amount  of  deposits  had  gone  on  still 
lurther,  and  the  amount  was  $6,328,093,  and  tho  number  of 
depositors  had  increased  to  31,241  ;  and,  as  the  report  comes 
still  farther  down,  as  we  have  still  to  show,  now,  in  the 
middle  of  winter,  what  is  the  state  of  affairs,  we  find  that 
on  the  28th  of  Februrary  last  the  deposits  had  increased  to 
$6,596,000,  and  the  number  of  depositors  had  risen  from 
31,241,  in  the  space  of  two  months,  to  31,906.  These  are 
figures  which  are  utterly  uncontrovertible,  but  it  may  be 
well  to  ask  what  is  the  interest  paid  upon  the  deposits  ? 
What  is  it  that  induces  people  to  take  tho  money  out  of 
commerce  and  put  it  there  ?  Is  it  the  large  and  over¬ 
whelming  interest  paid,  which  induces  people  to 
lodge  their  money  on  deposit,  in  order  to  make  more 
than  they  could  in  any  legitimate  undertaking  ?  Why, 
the  interest  is  3  per  cent.  The  average  deposit  is  $200, 
or  less.  It  is  the  money  of  the  mechanic,  of  the  servant,  of 
the  small  trader,  of  those  who  value  that  institution  perhaps 
even  more  than  the  Government  institutions.  They  have 
learned  to  know  it  and  to  love  it ;  they  have  confidence  in 
it;  it  is  a  standing  monument  of  what  an  institution  can 
grow  to  when  it  has  the  confidence  of  the  people,  and  it  is 
for  that  reason  we  find  people  depositing  their  money  there 
and  not  because  they  are  induced  to  draw  it  out  of  trade  or 
commerce.  Here  we  have  this  magnificent  exhibit ;  we  have 
this  school  attendance  ;  we  have  this  evidence  of  thrift,  of 
industry,  of  sobriety,  of  the  love  of  learning,  of  everything 
that  contributes  to  make  a  people  good,  and  that,  in  time, 
will  make  a  people  great.  I  ask  you,  Sir,  in  the  face  of 
these  facts,  need  we  blush  for  these  poople  ?  Are  they  people 
without  self-respect,  people  without  honor,  people  for  whom 
tho  members  of  this  House  need  have  a  blush  of  shame  upon 
their  faces  ?  If  it  were  parliamentary  to  say  so,  if  I  dared 
say  so  here,  might  I  not  rather  retort  and  say  that  the 
people  who  have  thus  been  maligned  and  elandored  might 
well  stand  up  and  say,  that  if  there  was  any  cause  for 
ehame,  any  cause  for  blushing,  or  any  cause  for 
feeling  a  sentiment  of  degradation  in  our  land,  it  was 
that  a  constituency  could  be  found  in  this  Dominion  to  I’eturn 
a  man  to  this  House  who  would  use  such  language.  But  there 
*8  more  than  all  that.  These  figures  answer  an  argument 
that  has  been  used  here.  We  were  told  the  other  night,  by 
a  gentleman  who  felt  the  prophetic  spirit  moving  him, 
exactly  the  time  and  the  date  when  this  country  was  to  fall 
to  pieces.  We  were  told  the  number  of  years  it  was  to  take. 
Well,  wo  know  that  it  is  stated  that  as  two  suns  cannot 
shino  in  the  firmament  at  the  same  time,  so  two  equally 
great  men  cannot  figure  in  the  same  sphere  in  the  same 
country  at  the  same  moment.  It  was  a  dangerous  thing, 
now  that  we  havo  Wiggins,  the  weather  prophet,  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  that  we  should  have  this  other  prophet  springing  up. 
It  is  a  terrible  thing.  But  there  is  the  fact.  What  becomes 
of  this  prophecy  that  in  eighteen  years  the  workingmen  and 
women  in  this  Dominion  are  going  to  be  wiped  out  of  exist¬ 
ence,  are  going  to  be  taxed  out  of  existance  ;  are  going  to 
bo  ground  literally  out  of  existence  by  the  exactions  of  this 
terrible  Government  with  this  terrible  National  Policy? 
With  the  progression  which  is  going  on  in  the  school  attend¬ 
ance  and  the  doubling  up  of  the  millions  in  tho  savings  banks 
of  the  workers,  what  is  going  to  become  of  this  prophecy  ? 
Now,  Sir,  we  had  a  statement  made  that  the  workingmen  of 
Montreal  had  shown  that  they  did  not  appreciate  the  right 
hon.  Premier.  I  have  said,  in  my  opening  remarks,  that 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side  had  made  an 
allusion  to  this  statement,  he  alleged  what  he  ought,  at  all 
events,  to  havo  known  was  utterly  untrue.  I  say,  Sir,  that 
I  know  full  well  that  sometimo  before  that  great  demonstra¬ 
tion  took  place  there  was  a  movement  sought  to  be  put  on 
foot  by  a  small  number  of  people  in  the  city  of  Montreal, 
Mr,  Curran, 


to  counteract  that  magnificent  demonstration.  But,  Sir,  a 
gentleman  who  is  now  in  his  gmave,  who  was  an  honor  to  his 
country,  whose  loss  was  a  terrible  loss  to  the  party  opposite 
— the  late  Thomas  Cramp,  of  Montreal — said  :  “  Don’t 
attempt  it,  gentlemen  ;  don’t  do  it.  The  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  may  not  all  follow  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  but 
every  man  in  the  country,  with  the  exception  of  a 
few,  love  and  admire  and  respect  him.”  Sir,  that 
little  movement  was  crushed,  that  was  nipped  in  the  bud. 
The  ward  politicians  who  thought  they  could  bring  it 
to  a  focus,  were  told  :  The  indignation  of  the  people  will 
wipe  you  out  of  existence.  You  may  cause  a  few  broken 
heads  of  your  victims ;  perhaps  you  will  interfere  with  tho 
demonstration,  but  that  demonstration  will  tako  place.  Sir, 

I  do  not  speak  merely  of  the  magnificent  banquet  at  that 
celebration,  where  were  met  together  the  citizens  of  Mon¬ 
treal,  the  delegations  from  different  parts  of  tho  Province, 
and  people  from  other  Provinces — not  the  rich  men  alone, 
not  the  great  manufacturers  alone,  not  the  great  merchants 
and  bankers  and  others,  but  men  whom  I  know  are  hard¬ 
working  men,  men  who  earn  their  bread  by  the  sweat  of 
their  brow,  went  there  to  do  honor  to  the  old  chieftain 
whom  they  were  proud  to  hail  as  the  father  of  his  country. 
I  say  not  merely  at  that  great  dinner  but  in  that  grand 
celebration  that  was  held  in  tho  streets  of  Montreal,  where 
all  took  part,  where  the  city  turned  out  as  one  man,  where 
the  streets  were  one  blaze  of  light,  where  no  effort  could 
resist  the  grand  outburst  of  enthusiastic  demonstration— -I 
say  that  on  that  occasion  there  was  an  attempt  made  to 
belittle  the  meaning  and  significance  of  that  great  uprising, 
for  whilst  that  was  going  on  tho  agent  of  the  Toronto 
Globe  met  in  solemn  conclave  with  some  persons 
whose  characters  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  dissecting 
on  another  occasion,  and  these  parties,  professing  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  workingmen  of  the  city  of  Montreal,  and  meeting  in 
the  municipality  of  St.  Cunegonde,  outside  the  city  limits, 
undertook  to  put  up  a  little  job  of  sending  a  deputation  to 
wait  on  the  Premier — not  at  the  Windsor  Hotel,  however; 
they  dare  not  show  themselves  there ;  there  was  not  a  work¬ 
ingman  in  Montreal  who  would  not  have  been  insulted  by  one 
of  these  men  calling  themselves  his  representative.  They 
did  not  venture  to  go  to  the  Windsor,  but  they  sent  a  report 
broadcast  that  they  had  done  so.  Then  they  had  a  meeting 
a  few  nights  afterwards,  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  attend¬ 
ing  myself,  in  which  they  sought  to  ventilate  this  matter 
still  further.  Then  it  was  announced  in  the  Globe  that  tho 
largest  hall  in  tho  city  of  Montreal  had  been  engaged.  But 
it  was  the  little  hall  of  St.  G’unegonde,  a  place  that  had  been 
used  as  a  small  chapel  a  few  years  ago  and  had  been  con¬ 
verted  into  a  public  hall;  it  was  outside  the  city  limits. 
Who  were  there?  How  many  workingmen  were  there? 
Look  at  the  names  of  tho  men  on  the  platform.  Work¬ 
ingmen  !  Why,  Sir,  the  thing  is  absurd.  There  was, 
however,  one  gentleman  there,  a  personal  friend  of 
mine,  although  a  political  opponent.  And  what  did  he 
state  at  that  public  meeting,  and  in  presence  of  those 
who  were  assembled  there  ?  I  speak  of  Mr.  L.  O. 
David,  a  gent'eman  at  all  events  on  whose  statements  we 
can  rely.  He  stood  up  in  that  meeting  and  he  said : 
“  Gentlemen,  if  this  party  now  in  power  goes  to  the  people 
again,  with  protection  as  their  policy,  and  my  party  goes 
to  the  polls  again  with  their  old  flag,  I  cannot  go  back 
upon  my  own  party,  I  cannot  work  against  them,  but  I 
am  a  protectionest  in  principle  and  I  will  stay  at  home. 
I  shall  ba  neutral,  for  I  could  not  embark  in  that  contest,  I 
could  not  throw  my  voice  and  influence  against  tho  policy 
which  I  consider  to  bo  for  the  best  interests  of  the  country.” 
I  spoke  to  those  poople  there ;  tho  audience  was  not  very 
numerous,  and  I  said  :  Here,  in  this  place,  outside  the  city 
of  Montreal,  we  know  there  may  be,  we  know  there  is,  a 
certain  amount  of  depression. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 
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Mr.  CURRAN.  Yes,  you  will  hear  a  good  deal  before  I 
get  through.  I  said  :  What  about  those  factories  ?  What 
about  these  foundries  ?  What  about  these  industrial  estab¬ 
lishments  on  the  very  ground  wo  stand  upon  ?  I  say  there 
is  not  one  of  them  that  is  not  open  and  in  full  blast  at  this 
very  moment.  That  statement  remained  unchallenged. 
And,  Sir,  what  did  I  find  the  Saturday  before  wo  opened 
the  present  Session  ?  I  happened  to  look  at  the  Montreal 
Witness,  the  Free  Trade  paper  par  excellence  of  this  Dominion, 
the  paper  that  has  never  hauled  down  its  Free  Trade  flag, 
the  paper  that  has  complained  of  the  vascilJating  policy  of 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  paper  that  has  told  them 
they  wore  trying  to  sail  under  false  colors,  that  they  ought 
to  come  out  and  take  their  stand  boldly — and  1  am  glad  to 
see  they  are  taking  it  now — what  did  that  paper  state,  with 
reference  to  this  very  locality  where  that  meeting  was  held  ? 
Under  the  heading  “  St.  Cunegonde  News,”  it  said  : 

“  Considerable  building  improvements  are  contemplated  in  the 
spring.  More  house  accommodation  is  urgently  needed.  The  several 
industries  of  the  municipality  are  on  full  time,  and  there  is  no  scar¬ 
city  of  employment.  The  Dominion  tin  factory  employs  100  hands.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  testimony  of  this  kind  is  really  of  some 
value  in  a  discussion  such  as  the  present  one,  for  we  are  now 
appealing  far  more  directly  to  the  hearts  and  minds  of  the 
people  of  this  Dominion  than  we  could  do  in  reference  to  any 
speculation  on  the  question  of  reciprocity  or  in  the  resur¬ 
rection  of  speculations  upon  the  Washington  Treaty.  How¬ 
ever,  we  were  favored  some  time  ago  by  a  visit  of  the  ex- 
Finance  Minister  to  the  city  of  Montreal.  He  wont  there 
to  air  his  grievances,  and  amongst  other  things  he  said  : 

“I  am,  I  admit,  these  men’s  determined  enemy,  and  I  am  not  so  by 
reason  of  their  assaults  upon  myself,  though  they  have  been  uninter¬ 
rupted  since  the  time  I  took  office.  Providence  sometimes  tempers  the 
wind  to  the  shorn  lamb,  and  having  inheiitcd  an  Irish  constitution  and 
an  Irish  temperament,  and  it  may  be  some  sense  of  humor,  I  must  con¬ 
fess  I  rather  enjoy  the  attacks  made  upon  me.” 

This  is  from  the  Globe  report  of  the  speech  of  the  ex-Fin- 
ance  Minister,  delivered  at  Queen’s  Hall.  He  says  he  rather 
enjoyed  those  attacks.  Well,  I  rather  enjoy  a  part  of  that 
speech.  It  reminded  me  of  what  1  have  often  seen  before. 
Now,  if  there  is  one  thing  more  than  another  that  I  hold  in 
contempt,  it  is  this  particular  snivelling  about  the  Irish 
peculiarities  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  they  never  have 
the  fit  when  they  are  in  the  hey-day  of  their  prosperity — it 
suits  when  they  happen  to  be  in  the  cold  shades.  Then  those 
people  always  discover  that  they  have  some  Irish  humor  about 
them,  some  Irish  blood  in  their  veins  ;  that  their  mother  or 
step-mother  was  Irish,  or  something  of  that  kind.  And  this 
hon.  gentleman,  no  doubt,  imagined  he  was  making  a  deep 
impression  upon  the  tender  hearts  of  the  Irish-Canadian 
people  in  this  Dominion  when  he  told  them  it  was  his  Irish 
constitution,  his  Irish  temperament,  and  his  Irish  humor 
that  made  him  withstand  and  enjoy  those  attacks.  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  an  hon.  gentleman  who  makes  an  appeal  of  that 
kind  must,  at  all  events,  be  following  the  course  of  public 
events  in  Ireland  and  elsewhere,  wherever  the  people  that 
he  claims  to  be  allied  with  are  concerned.  I  will  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  that  I  imagine  out  of  the  mouths  of 
those  who  are  considered  by  the  majority  of  the  people  to 
be  the  best  judges  of  the  best  interests  of  Ireland  1  can  con¬ 
vince  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  is  mistaken,  in  so  far  as 
that  people  goes.  I  am  perfectly  aware  that  very  many 
hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House  do  not  entertain 
the  same  views  as  I  do  with  respect  to  the  value  of  the 
opinions  of  the  gentlemen  I  am  about  to  quote.  But,  at 
any  rate,  so  far  as  regards  Irish  interests,  as  compared  with 
the  interests  of  the  adjoining  country,  England,  a  people  of 
five  millions  lying  alongside  a  people  of  thirty  millions, 
as  we  occupy  the  position  of  a  people  of  five  millions  lying 
alongside  a  people  of  fifty-five  millions,  there  is  a  consider¬ 
able  parallel  between  the  two  cases,  and  some  value  must 
attach  to  the  opinions  of  those  who  have  studied  out  the 
question.  I  think  no  man  in  this  country  will  dis¬ 


pute  that  ’Justin  McCarthy,  the  member  for  Long¬ 
ford,  in  the  Imperial  Parliament,  the  brilliant  writer, 
the  author  of  “Tho  History  of  Our  Own  Times,”  and  of 
many  other  works  of  great  merit,  himself  a  free  trader  in 
principle,  is  a  pretty  good  judge  of  the  matter  in  question. 
I  happen  to  havo  here  under  my  hand  a  letter  addressed, 
during  tho  course  of  last  summer,  by  him,  to  the  editor  of 
tho  New  fork  Tribune  on  this  very  question  of  free  trade 
and  protection,  as  regards  this  five  million  country  along  side 
of  a  thirty  million  country.  I  will  merely  draw  this  differ¬ 
ence  in  favor  of  the  position  of  Ireland,  that  it  is  lying  along¬ 
side  of  a  free  trade  country,  while  we  are  placed  alongside 
a  country  which  has  double  the  protection  we  have.  After 
reciting  the  story  of  how  the  different  industries  woro  wiped 
out,  by  what  statutes  and  soon,  JuBtin  McCarthy  says: 

“  Now,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  free  trade  question  as  an  eco" 
nomic  doctrine  here.  I  am,  myself,  a  free  trader — that  is  to  say,  I 
believe  the  economic  doctrine  of  free  trade  is  sound,  and  is  destined  to 
prevail  everywhere.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  state  what  is  the  peculiar  position  of 
Ireland,  which  we  all  know.  This  was  touched  upon  by  tho 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  this  afternoon  to  some 
extent,  and  I  need  not  again  go  over  tho  ground,  but  will 
satisfy  myself  by  making  a  singlo  quotation.  J ustin 
McCarthy  further  says : 

“  That  is  the  position  which  Ireland  occupies  with  regard  to  free 
trade  and  English  economics  generally.  I  believe  there  are  some  lead¬ 
ing  Irishmen  who  go  further  than  this,  and  have  convinced  themselves 
that  protection  would  be  for  a  long  time  the  fitting  policy  for  Ireland. 

I  believe  this  is  Mr.  Parnell’s  opinion,  although  I  do  not  remember  that 
I  have  ever  had  much  talk  with  him  on  the  subject.  He  is  a  man  who 
prefers,  as  a  rule,  to  talk  of  what  is  actually  going  on,  and  does  not 
much  care  to  anticipate  controversies.  Mr.  Juhn  Dillon,  I  know,  is  in 
favor  of  a  policy  of  protection— for  a  time  at  least.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  have  among  prominent  Irish  politicians  many  men  who,  like  myeelf, 
are  free  traders  on  principle  ;  that  is,  who  legard  free  trade  as  the  prin¬ 
ciple  which  will  ultimately  prevail.  But  I  do  not  know  of  one  single 
Irishman  who  is  pledged  to  free  trade  as  the  English  doctrinaire  is 
pledged  to  it,  or  who  would  not  be  quite  willing  to  consider  the  effects 
of  a  different  policy  upon  the  Ireland  of  to-day.” 

We  have,  moreover,  an  interview,  dated  London,  2nd  De¬ 
cember,  between  Mr.  Parnell  and  a  reporter  of  a  public 
journal,  which  was  telegraphed  to  this  side,  in  the  course  of 
which  Mr.  Parnell  says : 

“  England’s  unfair  competition  in  trade  is  a  great  difficuly.  Let  me 
give  an  iastance  :  Messrs,  Lane,  of  Cork,  started  a  staren  manufac¬ 
tory.  Co  eman,  the  great  English  manufacturer,  forthwith  sent  an 
agent  over  to  Ireland,  offering  to  sell  starch  30  shillings  per  ton  less 
than  Lane’s  prices — in  fact,  under  cost.  Messrs.  Lane  retaliated  by 
advertising  their  starch  in  England  under  Coleman’s  prices,  who  was 
ultimately  glad  to  compromise.” 

This  firm  was  strong  and  able  to  meet  the  enemy  in  his  own 
country,  and  able  to  triumph.  But  what  about  struggling 
industries  ?  He  further  says  : 

“  With  regard  to  tariffs,  my  opinion  is  that  a  certain  measure  of 
protection  against  foreign  manufactures  would  benefit  Ireland.” 

I  do  not  think  that  any  man  on  this  side  of  the  House,  or 
any  man  in  this  country,  who  has  either  advocated  or 
struggled  for  the  introduction  and  maintenance  of  this 
tariff,  believes  that  this  protective  tariff  is  perfection  itself. 
No  man  has  ever  contended  that  this  doctrine  of  protection 
for  Canada  was  going  to  cure  this  country  of  all  the  evils 
which  arc  attendant  upon  human  affairs.  There  is  no  policy 
that  can  bo  promulgated  that  will  not  havo  such  effects. 
But,  all  in  all,  it  is  the  best  policy,  and  the  people  believe  it 
to  bo  the  best  policy  that  could  possibly  havo  been  inaugu¬ 
rated  to  take  the  country  out  of  the  slough  of  despair  into 
which  it  was  plunged,  and  raise  it  to  the  position  which  it 
has  since  occupied.  The  results  prove  it,  and  in  the  words 
of  John  Boyle  O’Reilly  : 

“  From  soul  to  soul  the  shortest  line, 

At  best  will  bended  be  ; 

The  ship  that  sails  the  straightest  course, 

Still  sails  tne  convex  sea.” 

No  matter  what  you  may  effect,  no  matter  what  tho  human 
mind  may  conceive,  there  will  be  something  about  it  that 
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will  leave  traces  of  the  want  of  perfection  in  our  nature. 
But  to  say — for  any  man  who  knows  anything  about  the 
condition  of  this  country  for  the  past  lew  years — to  say 
that  this  policy  has  ruined  the  people,  that  this  policy  has 
left  us  in  a  worse  position  than  we  were  in  in  1877,  that  it 
is  calculated  in  eighteen  years  to  wipe  us  off  the  face  of  the 
earth,  to  make  such  a  statement,  and  accompany  it  by  the 
slanders  which  are  cast  in  the  face  of  the  people,  because 
they  have  supported  this  policy  and  the  men  who  promul¬ 
gated  it— I  say  is  unworthy  of  any  man  who  considers 
himself  sane — is  unworthy  of  any  man  who  would  wish  to 
enjoy  the  confidence  of  his  fellow-countrymen  in  any  ques¬ 
tion  which  he  may  put  before  the  them.  Wo  have  had 
several  statements  here  with  regard  to  different  industries. 
We  have  had  statements,  for  instance,  with  regard  to  the 
sugar  industry.  We  have  had  statements  with  regard  to 
certain  importations  which  could  have  been  made.  We 
have  have  had  statements  with  regard  to  the  prices  at 
which  sugar  could  have  been  brought  here  from  Greenock, 
in  Scotland,  and  other  points  in  that  country 
and  laid  down  here.  Well,  really  .it  is  too  bad  to 
think  that  these  questions,  which  are  so  complex  in  their 
nature,  which  involve  not  only  protection  in  our  own  country 
but  protection  in  Germany  and  other  lands,  should  be  dis¬ 
cussed  upon  such  a  basis  as  to  say — to  show  how  thoroughly 
the  people  of  this  country  are  imposed  upon, we  will  bring  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  the  platform  who  will  tell  you  that  they  could  have 
imported  sugar  at  1  or  b  a  cent  per  lb.  less  than  it  was  sold 
by  the  manufacturers.  We  know  that  the  reason  why  cer¬ 
tain  qualities  of  sugar  are  to  be  found  in  the  markets  of  Scot¬ 
land  is  on  account  of  the  protective  policy  of  Germany, 
where  there  is  a  bounty  of  cents  per  lb.  on  all  beet 
sugar  exported.  That  is  the  actual  bounty.  This  sugar, 
on  the  other  hand,  which  is  referred  to,  is  nearly  all  of  the 
kind  which  is  equal  No.  9  Butch  standard  ;  it  is  the  refuse 
of  the  refineries,  and  it  is  of  so  low  a  grade  as  to  be  unsaleable 
in  the  Scotch  market ;  and  I  am  told,  on  an  authority  which 
cannot  be  contradicted — that  of  a  gentleman  in  Montreal, 
who  has  been  engaged  for  years  in  the  grocery  trade,  who 
has  given  great  attention  to  the  subject,  who  has  written  to 
the  newspapers  about  if,  but  who  is  now  out  of  politics  and 
does  not  wish  his  name  mentioned — that  if  we  take  the 
prices  of  both  whites  and  yellows,  for  the  last  two  years, 
wo  will  find  that  the  refiners  of  Ganada  have  been  selling 
at  a  less  price  than  the  same  grades  have  been  sold  for  in 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Take  the  quotations. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  Take  the  quotations  of  the  past  two 
years,  and  I  am  informed,  on  this  authority,  that  the  prices 
have  ranged  in  Canada  lower  for  the  same  grades  than  in 
the  United  States.  Sir,  this  sort  of  argumentation,  as  was 
pointed  out  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  which  is  employed 
m  certain  places,  where  the  people  have  to  bo  told  you  are 
not  suffering  quite  so  much  as  your  neighbors,  this  kind  of 
argument  will  not  go  down  in  Montreal.  It  will  not  go 
down  in  Halifax,  or  in  Moncton,  or  in  any  place  where  the 
true  state  of  affairs  is  known.  I  know  it,  because  I  was 
there  in  Montreal ;  I  was  there  arguing  the  cause  of  this 
policy,  when  $1,000,000  worth  of  the  finest  machinery 
in  this  country  was  lying  idle  in  Point  St.  Charles ;  I 
was  there  when  every  third  house  in  that  place  had  “  To 
Let”  upon  it;  I  was  there  when  I  said  to  these  people : 
Brive  these  men  out,  who  have  eyes  to  see  and  will  not  see, 
who  have  ears  to  hear  and  will  not  hear  ;  drive  these  men 
out ;  they  will  not  listen  to  the  voice  of  the  people ;  you 
have  rung  it  into  their  ears,  but  they  will  not  listen  ;  drive 
them  out,  and  in  twelve  months  that  factory  will  be  going 
and  giving  employment,  not  only  within  but  without,  to  the 
carter,  to  the  cooper,  to  a  host  of  people  outside,  besides  the 
two  hundred  or  three  hundi’ed  or  tour  hundred  men  who  will 
be  employed,  not  merely  in  Bedpath’s  great  refinery,  but  in 
Mr,  Curran. 


the  St.  Lawrence  refinery ;  you  will  have  the  smoke  curling- 
out  of  tall  chimneys,  and  you  will  not  be,  as  you  have  been 
during  the  present  winter,  you  will  not  have  but  one 
industry,  and  that  the  industry  of  the  soup  kitchen. 
The  results  proved  my  assertions.  I  go  still  further. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  in  his 
effort  here  the  other  night,  told  us  that  the  agricultural  inter¬ 
ests  of  Ontario  are  suffering.  We  were  told  by  one  that 
the  refiners  were  being  destroyed,  and  now  we  have  another 
coming  forward,  as  most  of  them  did,  with  a  jeremiad  about 
the  agricultural  industries.  We  were  told  that  the  statistics 
were  there,  and  naturally,  coming  from  that  source,  we 
thought  it  was  all  right ;  but  to  speak  candidly,  when  I 
heard  that  creamery  butter  could  be  bought  in  the  city  of 
Montreal  at  from  lb  to  18  cents  a  pound,  when  I  have  been 
paying  for  butter  for  some  years  back,  and  know  something 
about  it — I  said  the  man  who  can  say  that  can  say  any¬ 
thing.  But  what  are  the  statistics  taken  from  the  annual 
report  of  the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Industries  for  1883,  volume 
lb,  part  7,  of  the  Sessional  Papers  for  1884,  No.  55,  page  35  ? 
Here  they  are : 

1883.  1882.  Increase. 

Farm  Lands . $654,793,025  $632,342,500  $22,450,525 

Buildings .  163,030,675  132,711,575  30,319,100 

Implements....  43,522,530  37,029,815  6,492,715 

Livestock .  99,882,365  80,640,720  19,341,645 

Total  for  Province. .  $961,228,595  $882,624,610  $78,604,985 
Now,  Sir,  the  fact  is,  that  however  we  view  the  stand  taken 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  are  not  laboring  in  the  interest  of  the  country  in 
the  course  they  aro  now  pursuing.  I  have  some  notes  before 
me  with  reference  to  the  immigration  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  am  happy  to  know  that  the  policy,  as  now  announced, 
is  that  no  attempt  is  to  be  made  to  induce  men  of  the  class 
of  mechanics  to  come  to  this  country  at  all;  and  I  see  by 
tho  documents  I  have  in  my  hand  that  nearly  all  the  state¬ 
ments  thrown  broadcast  by  the  Opposition  press,  with  regard 
to  the  immigration  policy  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
and  the  result  of  that  policy,  were  entirely  erroneous.  I  do 
not  believe  at  this  hour  that  that  I  should  be  justified,  after 
tho  exhaustive  speeches  that  have  been  made,  and  having 
spoken  myself  longer  than  I  had  any  intention  of  doing  in  mak- 
iogaoy  further  allusiouto  this  point.  But  I  will  say  that  there 
was  one  thing  in  connection  with  this  debate  that  made  mo 
feel  sad,  that  made  me  feel  indignant,  and  that  (was  that, 
not  content  with  this  system  of  vituperation  of  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  country,  of  the  country  itself,  and  of  the 
people,  these  hon.  gentlemen  should  have  made  the  state¬ 
ment  in  this  very  debato,  accompanying  all  the  damaging 
statements  and  calculations,  and  miscalculations  and  mis¬ 
representations,  that  have  been  sent  broadcoast  by  theso 
hon.  gentlemen,  especially  by  the  ex-Minister  of  Finance — 
the  statement,  Sir,  that  to-day  the  people  of  Canada  are  a 
more  disunited  people,  or  a  less  united  people,  than  they 
were  tvvelvo  years  ago.  That,  Sir,  coming  from  a  gentleman 
who  tolls  us  that  he  is  not  afraid  or  ashamed  to  stand  up 
and  talk  in  favor  of  Canadian  independence — that,  coming 
from  a  man  who  professes  that  this  country  is  ripe  to  take 
care  of  its  own  affairs— -what,  Sir,  must  we  think  of  it  ?  If 
we  are  a  disunited  people,  if  we  are  dragging,  one  in  one 
direction  and  another  in  another,  it  we  are 

people  against  people,  race  against  race,  Province 

against  Province,  if  overy  interest  in  this  country  is 
dragging  in  a  different  direction,  what  becomes  of  the 
argument  of  that  hon.  gentleman  and  of  the  friends  around 
him?  But  I  say  that  is  another  slander  on  the  country; 
that  is  another  untruthful  statement.  I  know  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  I  know  them  well.  As  a  native  of  this 
country,  myself  born  and  broughtj  up  here,  brought  up 
amongst  a  race  different  from  my  own,  but  with  whom  I 
have  become  identified  by  every  interest  that  can  identify  a 
man  with  a  people,  I  know  and  I  feel,  appreciating  the  differ- 
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ent  races  of  whom  this  country  is  composed,  that  thoro  is 
going  on  amongst  the  people  of  Canada  a  comentation  of 
interest,  as  well  as  a  linking  of  hearts,  that  no  man,  especi¬ 
ally  no  young  man  in  this  country,  can  realise.  No  man  in 
this  country  can  roalise  how  thoroughly  and  deeply 
and  sincerely  there  is  in  his  heart  the  feeling 
that  this  great  Canada  of  ours  is  our  country, 
that  the  interest  of  ono  Province  is  the  interest  of  all  the 
Provinces,  that  the  interest  of  one  people  is  the  interest  of 
all  the  people.  I  believe  no  man  has  yet  realised  it,  and  no 
man  will  realise  it  until  the  matter  is  put  to  the  test  by 
one  of  those  emergencies  to  which  every  country  is  subject 
at  some  time  or  other.  Then,  these  men  will  find — then, 
those  who  glory  in  the  disunion  of  the  people  will  find — 
that  this  country  is  peopled  by  a  brave,  a  united  and 
harmonious  people.  I  send  that  out  to-night,  and  I  hope 
my  words  will  bo  quoted  ;  and  I  hope  that  long  after  the 
names  of  the  growlers  and  grumblers  and  those  who  seek 
to  sew  discontent  and  disunion  among  the  people  shall  have 
beon  forgotten,  a  great  and  united  people  will  live  and 
flourish  here,  and  love  the  land  even  more  patriotically  than 
we  love  it  now, 

Mr.  RINFRET.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  whatever 
may  be  the^opinions  entertained  on  the  best  system  of  tariff, 
viewed  from  a  purely  abstract  or  theoretical  standpoint; 
whatever  may  be  the  opinions  heretofore  upheld,  either  in 
favor  of  a  protective  tariff,  or  freo  trade  or  a  revenue  tariff, 
from  the  general  standpoint  of  the  science  of  political 
economy,  there  is  one  essential  and  practical  point  towards 
which  all  ideas  should  converge  to-day,  and  on  which  it  has 
become  impossible  to  differ  ;  and  that  is  the  fact  that  pro¬ 
tection  has  not  been  useful  here,  and  is  not  the  system  of 
tariff  which  is  suited  to  Canadai 

During  the  first  few  years  after  the  establishment  of  the 
tariff,  it  was  quite  proper  to  discuss  the  question  from  a 
theoretical  point  of  view,  and  to  compare  the  opinions  of  the 
several  economists  who  have  judged  from  absolutely  contra¬ 
dictory  standpoints,  according  to  the  influence  of  the  places 
where  they  lived,  according  to  the  population  and  resources 
of  the  countries  for  which  they  have  written.  But  tc-day, 
Mr.  Speaker,  after  an  experience  of  several  years,  of  which 
some  were  prosperous  while  other  years  were  not,  wo  aro 
enabled  to  judge,  not  upon  theory  put  upon  facts.  We  aro 
called  upon  not  merely  to  give  our  opinions  or  to  make  sup¬ 
positions  ;  we  are  to  give  a  judgment  upon  facts  and  results, 
compared  to  previous  estimates.  It  may  not  be  out  of  place 
at  this  juncture,  to  make  a  reviewal  of  the  opinions  which 
have  been  put  forward  until  now  by  both  political  parties 
now  contending  for  power  in  order  to  judge  which  of  the  two 
has  been  borne  out  by  the  facts.  I  have  already  had  occasion 
to  state  in  this  House  that  it  is  possible  that  absolute  free 
trade  may  be  the  most  useful  system  for  England,  who 
holds  an  exceptional  position  in  the  world  at  large  owing  to 
her  geographical  position  and  to  her  almost  boundless  com¬ 
mercial  relations.  It  is  possible,  although  it  is  not  my  own 
private  opinion,  that  the  protective  tariff  has  not  been 
injurious  to  the  neighboring  Republic,  because  that  rich  and 
immense  country  can,  in  a  great  measure,  dispense  with 
foreign  trade,  and  can  be  self-sufficient  owing  to  the  great 
variety  of  its  productions.  The  United  States  have  all  that 
is  required  from  an  agricultural,  mining  and  manufacturing 
point  of  view.  Besides  they  have  a  population  of  50,000,000 
of  souls,  distributed  in  several  States, who  have  between  them 
the  most  absolute  free  trade.  I  am  inclined  to  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  by  reason  of  their  peculiar  position,  it  ought 
to  have  been  immaterial  to  the  United  States,  as  far  as  their 
general  prosperity  was  concerned,  whether  they  adopted 
protection  or  free  trade.  No  fiscal  law  could  crush  out  or 
even  delay,  to  any  appreciable  extent,  a  prosperity  which  was 
inevitable  in  a  country  having  so  much  wealth  and  natural 
resources,  As  far  as  Canada  is  concerned,  its  position  is 


quite  different  from  that  of  those  two  countries.  It  is 
obvious  to  any  one  that  neither  of  these  two  systems  can 
suit  Canada  if  carried  as  far  as  their  most  extreme  limits 
will  allow.  Canada  is  an  agricultural  country  and 
does  not  possess  what  would  be  necessary  to  make  it  a 
manufacturing  country.  I  do  not  infer  from  that 
that  it  would  bo  good  policy  to  have  no  manufao- 
tures  at  all.  On  the  contrary,  I  hold  and  I  have 
always  held,  that  although  Canada  is  not  essentially 
a  manufacturing  country  a  great  deal  can  bo  gained  by 
having  a  sufficient  number  of  manufactures,  provided  that 
the  establishment  of  these  manufactures  does  not  become  a 
burden  on  the  farming  community  or  the  country  at  large, 
and  provided  the  goods  manufactured  are  not  much  higher 
to  the  consumers  than  the  goods  which  may  be  imported 
from  abroad.  I  havo  always  said— and  the  facts  boar  me 
out  to-day — that  no  manufacture  created  here  through  arti¬ 
ficial  means,  maintained  by  means  of  a  high  tariff,  can  be 
useful  in  any  way  whatever ;  first,  because  such  manufac¬ 
tures  are  a  burden  to  the  country,  and  secondly,  because  it 
will  only  be  able  to  stand  while  there  is  general  prosperity, 
and  in  years  of  depression  will  accelerate  general  ruin  and 
accumulate  on  our  markets  goods  that  are  useless  and  conse¬ 
quently  injurious  to  trade  genei’ally. 

During  a  few  years,  Mr,  Speaker,  owing  to  the  enormous 
amounts  invested  in  the  various  industries  of  the  country, 
owing  to  certain  special  circumstances,  such  as  abundant 
crops,  the  general  revival  of  business,  which  have  existed 
throughout  the  whole  world,  there  has  been  real  prosperity 
among  a  few  manufacturers,  and  factitious  and  transitory 
prosperity  among  others.  The  real  and  even  legitimate 
prosperity  has  existed  among  that  class  of  industry  which 
had  no  need  of  protection  to  stand  their  ground  and 
to  which  protection  has  been  given,  at  the  expense  of 
the  people,  an  increase  of  wealth-such  aro  the  cotton 
manufactures,  sugar  refiners,  and  certain  iron  manufactures. 
That  kind  of  industry  existed  before  protection  was  adopted, 
and  might  have  lived  without  protection.  But  manufac¬ 
tures  which  have  been  started  here  in  spite  of  natural 
obstacles,  which  have  only  lived  through  governmental 
favor,  could  not  expect  any  bettor  than  a  factitious  and 
transitory  prosperity.  What  do  wo  find  to-day  ?  After  one 
year  only  of  depression  all  these  manufactures  which  had 
been  fostered  by  the  protective  tariff,  and  whose  existence 
was  an  economical  nonsense,  are  disappearing,  one  after 
another,  after  having  glutted  the  market.  True,  some  of 
them  are  still  alive,  but  they  aro  dragging  their  wings ; 
they  have  thrown  half  of  their  operatives  in  the  street,  and 
they  are  only  paying  reduced  and  inadequate  salaries  to 
those  whom  they  still  employ.  The  disaster  would  have 
been  still  greater  had  not  the  commercial  world  been  fore¬ 
warned  by  the  crisis  of  1876,  which  had  rendered  trade 
more  timorous.  The  price  of  goods  has  been  maintained  to 
a  certain  extent,  as  was  said  some  time  ago  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance,  but  the  prices  have  only  been  main¬ 
tained  by  means  of  a  special  agreement  between  the  manu¬ 
facturers.  Any  ono  can  see  to-day  that  our  markets  are  fairly 
glutted,  that  there  is  too  great  a  number  of  manufactures 
in  our  country  for  the  consumption  and  wants  of  Canada, 
and  that  we  are  unable  to  find  a  mai’ket  abroad  for  the  sale 
of  our  manufactured  goods.  I  believe  the  revenue  tariff 
would  have  afforded  sufficient  protection,  and  under  that 
system  we  might  have  had  a  sufficient  number  of  manufac¬ 
tures,  but  none  too  many.  The  number  of  manufactures  would 
have  increased  slowly  but  surely.  There  would  have  been  no 
effervescence  during  the  first  years;  the  overcrowding  of  the 
market,  which  is  to  be  seen  to-day,  would  have  been  pre¬ 
vented  as  well  as  the  crisis  which  threatens  to  extend  to  all 
the  industries  of  the  country.  This  is  on<*  of  the  cases  in 
which  the  injustice  consummated  by  the  legislation  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament  has  been  detrimental,  not  only  to 
the  consumers  who  have  been  victimised,  but  even  tq 
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those  who,  from  the  outset,  appeared  to  be  gorged  with 
Ministerial  favors.  In  1879  the  hon.  member  for  East  York 
promoted  what  has  happened  since— that  the  protective 
arm  would  increase  the  price  of  manufactured  goods  and 
would  therefore  impose  a  heavy  tax  on  the  consumers 
wnne  making  the  fortune  of  those  who  would  invest 
capital  in  manufactures.  That  is  precisely  what  has 
appened.  It  is  useless  to  recall  here  what  has  already 
been  said  about  the  enormous  dividends  which  have  been 
paid  by  the  cotton  manufacturers  of  Montreal,  Valleyfield 
and  other  parts  of  the  country,  by  Messrs.  Redpath’s  sugar 
refinery  and  by  some  of  the  iron  manufacturers.  The 
«econd  result  predicted  by  the  Liberal  party,  as  a  con¬ 
sequence  of  these  uncommon  profits,  is  the  increase  of  the 
number  of  manufactures  and  the  creation  of  monopolies  or 
special  agreements  between  the  manufacturers,  in  order  to 
ceep  up  the  prices.  The  third,  which  has  not  been  slow  in 
coming,  is  the.  overcrowding  of  the  market  and  the  manu¬ 
facturing  crisis  which  must  necessarily  ensue  from  over-pro¬ 
duction.  All  this  has  been  realised  with  a  degree  of 
accuracy  which  is  most  discouraging.  What  do  wo  see  to-day? 
Manufactures  which  are  closing  their  doors,  operatives  who 
aie  left  without  work  ;  people  who  have  given  up  farming 
to  work  in  manufactories  and  who  are  now  either 
working  at  a  reduced  salary,  or  working  only  three  or  four 
days  in  each  week.  Tho  manufacturing  cities  of  Canada, 
such  as  Montreal,  Hamilton,  St.  John,  Halifax,  are  suffering 
more  from  tho  present  depression  than  any  other  part  of  the 
country,  and.  it  is  quite  clear,  to  any  man  who  does  not 
willingly  shut  his  oyos,  that  their  position  must  still,  neces¬ 
sarily,  be  aggravated  within  a  few  yoat’S  to  come.  One  thing 
is  certain  ;  the  crisis  is  felt  more  or  less  everywhere,  but 
manufacturing  cities  are  suffering  more  than  others  from  it. 
All  that  which  happens  to-day  has  been  foreseen  by  the 
Liberal  party,  and  the  prediction  had  been  realised  even 
sooner  than  had  been  expected.  Facts  are  most  emphati- 
ca  y  giving  tho  lie  to  the  false  representations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Conservative  party  in  order  to  court  public  con¬ 
fidence.  Let  us  now  examine  what  has  been  the  effect  of 
the  tariff  on  the  agricultural  class.  Tho  promisos  made  to 
fiirmers,  during  the  election  of  1878,  were  such  as  to  induco 
^PP01^  candidates  who  were  in  favor  of  protection. 
They  had  the  promises  of  a  national  market,  of  good  prices 
for  breadstuff,  coarse  grains  and  farm  produce,  in  exchange 
for  the  enormous  taxos  which  are  imposed  by  the  present 
tariff.  We  said  that  the  tariff  could  not  increase  the  price 
of  theso  products,  because  we  have  a  surplus  of  almost 
every  kind  of  farm  produce,  and  we  are  obliged  to  export 
and  sell  them  at  whatever  prices  they  will  bring  on  the 
Liverpool  market ;  that  under  those  circumstance,  tho  crea¬ 
tion  of  a  national  market  was  physically  impossible  ;  and 
that  the  only  result  of  protection  would  be  to  compel 
farmers  to  pay  a  higher  price  for  what  they  buy, 
without  giving  them  any  benefit  whatever  on  what 
they  have  to  sell.  What  has  happened?  Since  the 
adoption  of  the  tariff  tho  price  of  grain  has  been, 
as  heretofore,  regulated  by  the  laws  of  offer  and  demand. 
If  wo  take  the  average  of  the  six  last  years  as  compared  to 
the  six  years  next  preceding  we  find  that  these  products 
have  not  brought  a  higher  price.  Neither  have  they  been 
sold  much  cheaper  ;  it  has  been  about  the  same  thing  in 
spite  of  the  three  years  of  commercial  prosperity  which  we 
have  had  out  of  these  six  years.  I  will  say  even  more;  if 
we  compare  the  prices  of  1873-74-75,  which  were  years  of 
prosperity,  although  we  had  no  protection  then,  to  the 
years  1880-81-82,  which  were  also  years  of  prosperity,  we 
find  that  grain  and  other  produce  were  then  sold  from  10  to 
20  per  cent,  higher  under  the  revenue  tariff  than  under  the 
protective  tariff.  All  that  the  present  tariff  has  been  able 
to  do  was  to  extort  from  the  farmers,  by  means  of  the  enor¬ 
mous  taxes  which  wore  imposed,  an  average  of  $6,000,000 
to  $8,000,000  for  each  year  more  than  the  old  tariff  on 
Mr.  Rinfret. 


goods  imported  from  abroad,  and  another  amount  of  from 
$8,000,000  to  $10,000,000,  perhaps  $12,000,000,  on  goods 
manufactured  in  Canada.  This  increase  is  equal  to  $1  per 
head  of  the  population,  or  $40  for  an  ordinary  family  of  ten 
persons.  This  is  a  serious  affair,  if  we  bear  in  mind  the 
general  condition  of  Canadian  farmers,  who  are  obliged  to 
live  with  tho  strictest  economy.  I  do  not  think  I  am  liable 
to  the  charge  of  exaggeration  when  I  state  that  this  unjust 
subtraction  of  $40  per  annum  out  of  tho  income  of  each  family 
has  sent  a  great  number  of  families  to  the  United  States. 
Those  representatives  of  the  people  who  live  in  the  country 
places  know  that  <o  the  average  farmer  an  annual  deficit  of 
about  $  10  is  a  very  serious  affair, which  must  be  a  cause  of  ruin 
in  the  courso  of  a  very  few  years.  It  is  a  striking  circumstance 
that  the  emigration  of  farmers  to  the  United  States  has 
increased  in  the  same  proportion  as  the  wealth  of  the  tariff’s 
favorites — for  the  good  reason  they  were  impoverished  by  the 
unjust  contributions  which  the  law  of  tho  country  compelled 
them  to  pay  out  each  year  in  order  to  enrich  manufacturers. 
While  dealing  with  th#s  subject  it  might  be  proper  to  say  a 
word  about  the  famous  theory  set  forth  by  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance  on  the  balance  of  our  importations  and  export¬ 
ations,  or  the  balance  of  trade,  of  which  so  much  has  been 
said  during  the  elections  of  1878.  To  hear  the  hon.  gentlemen 
in  1878,  we  were  to  be  ruined,  irretrievably  ruined,  if  we  did 
not  find  means  to  balance  our  importationsjwith  our  exporta¬ 
tions.  They  represented  the  excess  of  our  importations  over 
our  exportations  as  being  so  many  millions,  vanished,  wrench¬ 
ed  from  the  national  wealth.  It  is  useless  to  repeat  to  day 
tho  explanations  which  wore  given  then  and  which  were 
based  on  the  science  of  political  economy.  I  shall  only  give 
tho  conclusion;  it  is  that  the  balance  of  trade  is  invariably 
against  us  during  tho  years  of  prosperity,  and  that  it  seems 
to  be  in  our  favor  in  years  when  a  crisis  prevails. 
Facts  have  proved  that  the  ideas  of  the  Liberal  party  were 
right.  The  following  took  place  since  the  adoption  of  the 
tariff  in  1879.  In  It 79  thero  was  an  excess  of  the  exporta¬ 
tions  over  the  importations,  but  it  will  be  remembered  that 
we  were  then  undergoing  the  most  acute  period  of  the 
crisis  and  wo  had  during  that  year,  the  first  of  the  operation 
of  the  present  tariff,  a  deficiency  of  nearly  $2,000,000.  In 
1880,  our  importations  and  exportations  were  balanced, 
but  since  then  our  importations  have  greatly  exceeded  our 
exportations.  The  following  is  a  comparative  statement  of 
our  importations  and  exportations  from  1878  to  1884,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  tables  of  the  Trade  and  Navigation  returns  : 

Importations.  Exportations. 

1878  .  $79,323,667  $93,081,787 

1879  .  71,491,255  81,964,427 

1880  .  87,911,458  86,489,747 

1881  98,290,823  .....  . .  105,330,840 

1882  102,137,203  119,419,500 

1883  .  93,085,804  132,251,022 

1884  .  91,406,496  116,397,043 

The  above  statement  shows  that  the  tariff  has  not  had  the 
desired  effect  of  reestablishing  the  balance  of  trade.  Its 
most  direct  result  was  to  increase  in  an  enormous  propor¬ 
tion  the  taxes  which  bear  so  heavily  on  the  people.  Tho 
following  is  a  comparative  statement  of  the  receipts  from 
taxes  during  these  few  last  years:  In  1867,  $11,700,000; 
when  the  Mackenzie  Government  came  into  power  in 
1874-75,  $20,664,878;  in  1878-79,  when  Mr.  Mackenzie  went 
out  of  power,  $18,476,613;  in  1882-83,  $29,269,698;  in 
1883-84,  $25,483, 199.  In  1874-75,  with  $20,664,178  of  taxa¬ 
tion,  the  Mackenzie  Government  had  a  surplus.  In  1878, 
with  a  taxation  of  $18,476,613,  they  had  a  deficit  of  nearly 
one  million,  thus  clearly  establishing  the  fact  that  an  average 
taxation  of  $19,000,000  or  $19,500,000  was  sufficient  to 
cover  the  expenses  of  the  Government  of  the  country.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  fact  that  in  1883  the  Minister  of  Finance 
had  a  large  surplus  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  when  it  is  borne 
inmind  that  the  taxes  levied  on  tho  people  amounted  to  nearly 
$11,000,000  more  than  in  1878-79.  The  surplus  for  the  year 
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ending  in  June  last  has  hardly  oxceeded  #700,000  in  round 
numbers,  in  spite  of  the  enormous  taxes  payed  by  the  people, 
by  reason  of  the  large  increase  of  public  expenditure.  The  era  ' 
of  deficits  will  probably  begin  next  June ;  and  if  the  present 
system  of  extravagance  is  continued,  if  the  Ministers  con¬ 
tinue  to  add  millions  to  the  public  debt  and  to  public 
expenditure,  I  think  I  am  justifiable  in  predicting  for  next 
year  still  larger  deficiencies,  deficits  which  will  probably 
amount  to  millions  of  dollars.  Mr.  Speaker,  good  Govern¬ 
ments  are  those  who  economise  the  people’s  money,  and  who 
levy  the  least  amount  of  taxation  on  the  country.  It  mat¬ 
ters  very  little  whether  they  are  called  protection,  National 
Policy  or  such  other  euphonious  name,  they  are  still  a 
burden  to  the  ratepayer.  The  present  Government,  which 
are  a  bad  Government,  have  not  only  overtaxed  the  people, 
but  they  have  also  used  their  surpluses,  the  receipts  of  an 
unjust  taxation,  as  an  argument  to  justify  their  extrava¬ 
gance  and  their  shameful  waste  of  public  money.  The  year 
which  has  just  passed  has  been  really  disastrous  for  the 
country,  not  only  on  account  of  the  commercial  crisis  and 
of  the  evil  results  of  the  tariff,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
increase  of  public  expenditure,  of  the  charges  assumed  by 
the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and  of  the  enormous  increase  of 
the  public  debt.  It  may  be  useful  to  increase  the  debt  of  a 
country,  provided  there  should  be  an  equivalent  received  in 
the  way  of  public  works  for  the  general  interest  of  the 
country,  provided  the  sacrifices  imposed  on  the 
people  should  increase  the  importance  of  the  country, 
its  resources,  its  navigation,  its  territory.  In  this 
manner  it  is  often  possible  to  receive  more  than 
one  has  given.  Therefore,  it  is  not  the  amount  of  the 
debt  itself  which  I  intend  to  discuss  to-day  ;  it  is  only  the 
manner  in  which  the  borrowed  millions  have  been  used. 
But  the  increase  of  the  debt  is  a  bad  thing  in  itself,  if  it  is 
not  justified  by  reasons  of  necessity  or  of  public  interest. 
It  is  a  pleasure  for  me  to  believe  that  part  of  the  amounts 
which  make  up  our  public  debt  have  been  legitimately 
employod  for  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  and  that  this 
expenditure  has  been  profitable  to  the  country ;  but  I  cannot 
help  regretting  the  improvident  policy  of  the  Government 
as  regards  t  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Bailway,  and 
whose  evil  results  are  daily  becoming  more  apparent,  until 
they  will  lead,  in  a  few  years  hence,  to  actual  disaster.  I 
think  I  may  remark  here  that  a  great  portion  of  this  debt 
should  not  have  been  contracted.  I  shall  endeavor  to  prove 
that  we  have  unnecessarily  expended  large  sums  for  these 
purposes,  and  that  the  policy  ot  the  Government,  as  regards 
the  construction  of  that  railway,  is  an  absurd  policy.  If 
the  policy  propounded  by  the  Liberal  party  had  been 
adopted  the  road  might  havo  been  built  without 
increasing  the  public  debt  to  any  great  extent. 
The  question  of  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Kail¬ 
way  was  first  raised  in  1871.  Between  1871  and 
1880  both  parties  repeatedly  had  to  alter  their  views,  their 
opinions  and  their  mode  of  construction,  before  they  adopted 
a  well-defined  line  of  policy.  This  is  not  to  be  wondered 
at ;  their  ideas  had  necessarily  to  be  modified  as  the 
North-West  became  better  known.  It  is  not  my  inten¬ 
tion  to  make  a  review  of  the  different  policies  followed 
since  the  last  nine  years.  It  was  only  in  1880  that  both 
parties  adopted  a  well-defined  line  of  policy  as  regards  the 
construction  of  the  Pacific  Bailway.  In  1880,  when  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  proposed  to  the  House  that  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  road  should  begin  in  British  Columbia,  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  now  leader  of  the  Opposition  made  a 
speech,  which  was  echoed  all  through  the  countiy,  and 
which  defined  the  policy  of  the  party  on  this  important 
question.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  predicted  on 
that  day,  with  mathematical  accuracy,  that  which  is  taking 
place  tc-day.  His  eloquent  utterances  did  not  fail  to  make 
a  deep  impression  on  the  whole  House.  But  as  usual  the 
whole  thing  ended  by  a  straight  party  vote.  The  hon, 


member  for  West  Durham  then  made  the  following  pro¬ 
position  :  Not  to  build  for  the  time  being  the  British 
Columbia  section,  which  was  to  bo  somo  600  miles  in  length, 
through  a  sea  of  mountains,  a  country  not  very  well 
suited  for  agriculture,  to  build  the  Pacific  Bailway  through 
the  fertile  prairies  of  the  North-West,  but  to  build  that 
section  slowly,  only  as  fast  as  emigration  flowed  to  the 
North-West,  and  as  fast  as  the  resources  of  the  country 
would  allow ;  to  build  at  the  same  time  branch  railways  to 
be  used  as  feeders  to  the  main  line.  In  the  following  year 
the  Liberal  party  objected  to  the  immediate  construction  of 
the  line  north  of  Lake  Superior1,  because  that  line  being  600 
miles  in  length  was  to  be  built  through  a  country  in  which 
there  are  no  inhabitants,  and  which,  in  fact,  is  unin¬ 
habitable.  They  proposed  at  the  same  time  to  subsidise  a 
company  for  the  construction  of  the  Sault  Ste.  Mario 
branch  line  which  was  to  connect  with  the  American  lines 
on  the  south  shore  of  Lake  Superior.  The  rest  is  well 
known .  The  syndicate  was  then  making  proposals  which 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  by  his  great  eloquence  and  by  a  skillful 
exaggeration  of  the  advantages  offered  by  the  syndicate, 
has  made  popular  among  his  friends.  Let  us  see  what  has 
been  the  result  of  that  disastrous  policy.  During  the  first 
two  years  we  have  seen  what  can  be  produced  by  the  host 
organised  puff  of  any  puff  that  has  ever  been  organised  in 
Canada.  The  railway  was  making  giant  strides  in  the 
prairies  of  the  North-West.  The  construction  of  the  railway 
was  drawing  thousands  of  immigrants.  The  great  North- 
West  has  become  a  great  field  of  speculation  freely  opened 
to  all.  Colonisation  companies  have  been  organised.  Certain 
lands  were  acquiring  great  value  as  if  by  magic.  During 
two  years  we  have  seen  there  something  which  had  all  tho 
appearance  of  prosperity.  But  there  was  wanting  a  basis 
to  this  scaffolding;  it  was  a  policy  of  colonisation  for  tho 
North-West,  a  system  which  would  have  made  life  more 
agreeable  to  the  settlers  and  would  have  facilitated  to  them 
the  baying  of  lands.  All  of  that  was  wanting.  The  settlers 
have  begun  to  emigrate  and  all  the  scaffolding  has  gone  to 
pieces.  A  great  number  of  those  who  came  to  settle  in  tho 
North-West  have  emigrated  to  the  United  States.  People 
who  had  made  a  little  money  by  speculation  at  the  outset 
have  lost  it,  and  some  of  them  have  become  very  poor.  To-day 
we  are  face  to  face  with  a  crisis  in  the  North-West  and  we  aro 
left  with  the  Pacific  elephant  on  our  hands,  a  road  whose 
management  will  sooner  or  later  be  the  ruin  of  the 
country,  whether  it  is  returned  to  us  or  whether  we  pay 
subsidies  upon  subsidies  to  make  it  go  on.  Those  who  are 
not  totally  blind  are  now  beginning  to  see  that  that  section 
of  British  Columbia  which  was  to  give  us  an  immense 
'  trade  with  China  and  Japan,  will  be  a  road  on  which  but 
very  little  traffic  will  pass.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell, 

•  who  is,  undoubtedly,  one  of  ablest  men  in  his  party,  candidly 
admitted  in  this  House,  on  the  13th  of  February  last, 

■  that  for  several  years  to  come  there  would  necessarily  be 
.  but  very  little  traffic  on  the  British  Columbia  section.  As 
i  regards  the  section  situated  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake 
>  Superior  it  was  certainly  very  unwise  to  build  it.  It  is 

■  becoming  more  and  more  evident  that,  during  the  winter 
1  season,  it  will  be  utterly  impossible  to  work  this  line, owing  to 
l  the  dangers  arising  from  cold  weather  and  the  total  want 

of  settlements  along  the  line.  If  engineers  are  to  be  found 
’  who  will  run  trains,  very  few,  indeed,  will  be  the  passengers 
-  who  will  have  the  rashness  to  travel  on  them,  passengers 
,  who  will  run  the  risk  of  being  buried  under  snow  storms,  with 
i  the  thermometer  mai’king  30°  or  40°  below  zero,  when  there 
l  will  be  no  possibility  of  receiving  assistance  from  any  body, 
t  The  summer  traffic  might  pass  through  it,  but  it  will  have 
l  to  compete  with  the  navigation  of  Lake  Superior  and  with 
j  the  lines  of  railway  running  on  the  south  shore  of  that  lake, 
3  which  have  for  them  the  advantage  of  running  easily  in  all 
3  seasons  of  the  year.  The  British  Columbia  and  Lake 
,  Superior  sections  have  unnecessarily  added  millions  upon 
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millions  to  our  debt.  The  Ministers  should  be  the  first  to 
perceive  the  great  mistake  they  have  made  in  building  those 
two  sections  immediately.  Another  objection  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  the  almost  vertiginous 
rapidity  with  which  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
has  been  carried  on.  I  believe  I  am  not  exaggerating  when 
I  say  that  this  rapidity  must  have  added  from  20  to  25  per 
cent,  to  the  cost  of  construction.  A  higher  price  must  bo 
paid  for  men,  materials,  transportation,  and  the  work  must 
be  pushed  forward  during  seasons  which  are  the  least  favor¬ 
able.  All  these  drawbacks,  put  together,  hav8  a  great  deal 
of  influence  on  the  price  of  construction.  I  would  not  recall 
these  facts  had  not  the  people  of  Canada  been  called  upon 
to  pay  for  this  as  well  as  for  the  rest.  It  is  a  well  known  fact 
that  in  order  to  build  the  road  rapidly  the  company  has 
been  obliged  to  take  thousands  of  foreigners  from  the 
United  States  and  from  Europe  to  do  this  work,  which  for 
years  to  come  might  have  given  employment  to  Canadian 
laborer’s,  as  it  would  have  done  if  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
party  had  boon  adopted.  By  building  the  road  slowly 
through  the  prairies  of  the  North-West;  by  building  branch 
lines,  according  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  the  following  would  have  been  brought  about  : 
The  Government  lands  which  are  at  a  distance  from  the  line 
would  have  had  a  far  greater  value  than  what  they  have 
to-day ;  we  would  have  sold  them  to  settlers  instead  of  giv¬ 
ing  them  away  to  colonisation  societies.  We  would  not 
havo  had  the  monopolies  granted  to  the  PacificCompany ,  and 
which  have  been  so  injurious  to  the  colonisation  of  the 
North-West.  The  sale  of  these  lands  would  have  fully 
covered  the  cost  of  construction.  The  road  which  we  would 
have  built  would  have  been  a  paying  road — a  road  which 
would  have  ultimately  become  a  great  source  of  revenue, 
owing  to  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  North-West,  and  owing  to 
the  receipts  of  the  railway  itself.  As  it  is  constructed 
today,  with  the  two  lines  of  British  Columbia  and 
of  Lake  Superior,  the  road  cannot  be  anything  else  but  a 
burden,  either  to  the  Government  if  they  take  it  back,  or  to 
the  company,  which  will  probably  come  to  the  same  thing, 
if  we  are  to  judge  by  the  intimate  connections  existing 
between  them.  We  will  have  to  pay  subsidies  every  year, 
both  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  road.  The 
consequences  of  the  evil  policy  of  the  Government  are,  as  I 
have  said,  an  immense  increase  of  the  debt,  an  increase  of 
two  or  three  millions  yearly  on  the  interest  of  this  same 
debt,  an  increase  of  public  expenditure  lor  running  expenses 
in  the  future,  the  too  great  absorption  of  the  capital  of  the 
country,  owing  to  the  too  rapid  construction  which  has 
obtained  in  the  North-West,  a  crisis  whose  effects  must 
have  had  something  to  do  with  the  financial  crisis  which 
now  prevails.  I  shall  venture  to  make  a  calculation  estab¬ 
lishing  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  construction  under  the 
two  systems.  In  1880  there  was,  under  contract  or  actually 
constructed,  all  that  part  of  the  road  between  Port  Arthur 
and  Winnipeg.  The  construction  of  that  part  of  the  line 
which  is  to  connect  Winnipeg  to  Lake  Superior  being 
equally  binding  to  both  parties,  I  leave  aside  all  that  has 
been  expended  on  this  line,  as  well  as  on  surveys  and  tele- 
graps  lines.  By  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  the  construction  through  the  prairies 
of  a  couple  ot  hundred  miles  of  railway  each  year,  including 
the  branch  railways,  would  have  costa  couple  of  millions  of 
dollars  yearly ;  adding  a  subsidy  of  two  millions  and  a  half 
for  the  Sault  bite.  Marie  Branch,  we  arrive  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  during  the  last  five  years  we  should  havo  expended 
in  all  a  little  over  a  dozen  of  millions.  The  sale  of  lands 
alone  would  have  been  sufficient  to  pay  this  expenditure  to 
the  last  cent ;  at  all  events  this  only  represents  at  most  the 
amount  of  interest  on  the  present  amount  of  the  capital  of 
the  Pacific  Railway.  Besides  we  would  have  a  paying  road 
representing  in  value  at  least  the  amount  which  it  would 
havo  cost  us.  But  it  may  be  said :  You  would  have  spent 
Mr.  Rinfjret. 
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no  money,  but  you  would  only  have  a  part  of  the  road. 
That  is  true  ;  we  would  not  have  the  British  Columbia  and 
Lake  Superior  sections — but  it  would  be  tho  greatest  pos¬ 
sible  advantage  not  to  have  them;  it  would  have  saved  us  a 
heavy  burden,  that  is  all.  Let  us  now  see  what  we  have 
paid  in  money  since  1880,  exclusive  of  land  grants.  The 
Government  has  expended  in  British  Columbia  for  the 
sections  from  Yale  to  Kamloops  and  from  Kamloop3  to 
Port  Moody  about  $15,000,000.  Besides  that,  we  have 
given  $25,000,000  to  the  syndicate  under  the  contract  of 
1880 ;  last  year  wehave  made  them  an  advance  of  $30,000,000, 
which  makes  $55,000,000 ;  if  we  add  the  $15,000,000 
expended  in  British  Columbia,  we  have  a  total  of  $70,000,000, 
And  that  is  not  all ;  everybody  knows  that  new  demands  for 
money,  which  we  will  have  to  consider  at  a  more  advanced 
stage  of  the  Session,  are  now  before  the  Government.  Ono 
thing  is  certain  ;  it  is,  that,  when  the  road  is  built  we  will 
have  paid  out  in  cash,  from  1880  only,  over  and  above  the 
land  grants,  between  $85,000,000  and  $90,000,000,  or  $20 
per  head  of  the  population,  or  $200  for  every  ordinary  family 
of  ten  persons.  This  amount,  high  as  it  is,  represents  the 
exact  difference  between  the  policy  of  the  Conservative 
party  and  that  of  the  Liberal  party,  as  regards  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Pacific  Railway.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  I 
have  shown  that  tho  policy  followed  by  the  Government  in 
the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway  has  been  an  absurd 
policy.  What  did  we  gain  by  it?  I  must  say  that  this  is 
just  the  question  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  are 
now  asking  themselves.  We  will  now  examine  what  has 
been  promised  when  this  enormous  amount  was  asked,  in 
order  to  make  the  people  consent  to  vote  in  favor  of  tho 
supporters  of  the  Government.  First  of  all,  general  pros¬ 
perity  for  the  country  at  large  was  promised  as  a  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  increase  of  trade  generally.  Besides  that,  there 
were  special  promises  made  by  Sir  Charles  Tapper.  He 
promised  to  give  the  railway  terminus  to  several  important 
cities  in  the  country,  such  as  Montreal,  Quebec,  St.  John 
and  Halifax — in  short,  to  every  part  of  the  country  where 
difficulties  might  have  arisen  if  it  had  not  been  for  these 
promises.  One  thing  is  certain,  and  that  is,  that  none  of 
the  cities  to  which  the  terminus  was  promised  will  have  the 
terminus.  Another  fact  is  very  certain,  and  that  is,  that  the 
Pacific  Railway  Company  has  one  great  object  in  view — and 
we  have  repeatedly  warned  tho  hon.  members  opposite  of  that 
fact — they  want  to  establish  a  connection  with  New  York  and 
Portland.  All  that  is  wanted  to  complete  that  connection 
is  the  construction  of  a  bridge  atLachine.  The  moment  that 
bridge  is  built,  ono  thing  is  inevitable,  and  that  is  the  ter¬ 
minus  of  the  Pacific  must  be  at  Portland,  because  the  dis¬ 
tance  between  Montreal  and  Portland  is  about  300  miles, while 
the  distance  between  Montreal  and  Halfax  is  750  miles, 
either  by  way  of  Sherbrooke  or  by  way  of  Quebec.  It  seems 
to  mo  very  evident  that  if  the  Lachine  bridge  is  built  the 
terminus  of  tho  Pacific  Railway  cannot  be  elsewhere  than 
at  Portland.  Therefore,  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment — if  they  wish  to  fulfil  the  promises  they  have  made 
to  the  Province  and  district  of  Quebec — to  prevent  the 
construction  of  the  Lachine  bridge  ;  otherwise,  they  would 
have  to  admit  that  all  their  promises  were  delusive  and  that 
the  electors  of  that  part  of  the  country  will  receive  nothing 
to  compensate  them  for  tho  enormous  sacrifices  which  they 
have  made  for  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway.  Mr, 
Speaker,  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  tho  House  much  longer,  as 
the  hour  is  late,  but  I  do  not  think  I  can  close  my  remarks 
without  saying  a  few  words  on  public  expenditure.  In  1878, 
when  tho  Liberal  party  went  out  of  power,  tho  public 
expenditure  amounted  to  $23,503^000.  In  1884  it  was 
$31,107,000,  or  an  increase  of  $7,500,000.  In  the  first 
estimates  of  1885-86  we  find  a  demand  for  $31,757,000.  No 
doubt  by  the  time  the  other  estimates  are  introduced  the 
expenditure  will  amount  to  $33,000,000.  It  is  easy  to 
understand  that  there  should  be  an  increase  of  the  public 


1885. 


COMMON'S  DEBATES. 


531 


expenditure  to  a  certain  extent,  owing  to  the  increase  of  the 
population  and  to  the  additional  amount  to  be  paid  for 
interest  on  the  public  debt.  There  are  many  reasons  why 
public  expenditure  should  increase,  but  I  think  it  has  been 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  that  there  was  a 
possibility  to  increase  the  expenditure  much  less  rapidly, 
and  that  it  is  impossible  to  justify  the  extravagance  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  occupying  the  Treasury  benches.  I  will 
give  a  statement  of  the  ordinary  expenses  under  tho  con¬ 
trol  of  the  administration  for  the  period  which  has  elapsed 
between  1878  and  1884  : 


Civil  service  . . . . . 

Administration  of  Justice . . 

Police . . . ........ . 

Penitentiaries . . . 

Legislation  . . . . . 

Geological  Surveys . . . 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics... 

Census . . . . . 

Immigration  and  Quarantine . 

Marine  Hospitals . . . .. 

Pensions . . . . 

Superannuation . 

Militia  and  Defence . 

Subsidies  for  Mail  Carrying . . 

Public  Works . . . . 

Railways  and  Canals...... . . 

Oceanic  Service . . . 

Lighthouses . . 

Fisheries . 

Iuspection  of  Steamboats . . 

Insurances . .  ...... 

Miscellaneous  Expenses . 

Indian  grants...... . 

Dominion  Lands . . 

Dominion  Forces  .... . . . 

North-West  Mounted  Police.... . 

Survey  of  the  United  States  Bound¬ 
ary  line  .....  .........  . . . 


1878 

1883-84, 

$8 ’3, 369 

86 

$1,084,4' 7 

79 

564  920 

11 

615,044 

90 

10,616 

44 

20,124 

49 

308,101 

69 

296,996 

32 

618,035 

38 

662,767 

23 

96,049 

74 

115,929 

92 

92,365 

62 

38,187 

55 

1,053 

66 

29,579 

88 

180,691 

44 

575,326 

72 

57,484 

60 

51,312 

62 

106,842 

05 

95,542 

72 

106,588 

91 

192,692 

70 

618,136 

58 

989,498 

22 

238,054 

01 

998,694 

70 

2,908,851 

65 

204,090 

12 

402,371 

90 

231,519 

23 

461,967 

71 

520,524 

38 

93,262 

28 

286,700 

14 

14,315 

82 

21,893 

28 

8  577 

48 

9,854 

56 

81,167 

81 

336,370 

00 

421,503 

66 

1,116,158 

87 

87,623 

52 

166,898 

69 

11,210 

12 

337,749 

50 

485,983 

66 

43,905 

69 

$6,542,510  27  $11,294,314  63 


Ido  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  commenting 
on  each  of  the  comparative  items  which  I  have  just  given. 
If  I  did  so  I  would  only  be  repeating  what  has  already  been 
said  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  spoke  before  me.  I  shall 
only  insist  on  some  of  them.  I  have  already  had  occasion, 
daring  last  Session,  in  answer  to  the  hon,  Minister  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Works,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  the  Emigration  Department.  Over  half  a  million 
was  spent  last  year  for  immigration.  I  think  that  the 
Houso  will  agree  with  me  that  we  do  not  receive  the  value 
of  our  money.  I  will  go  further;  a  large  part  of  the  amounts 
expended  under  that  head  is  used  in  direct  opposition  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  country.  It  has  been  proved  that  the 
enormous  expenditure  made  to  draw  into  this  country  immi¬ 
grants  belonging  to  the  laboring  class  has  been  made  in  a 
worse  than  useless  manner ;  the  result  has  been  detrimental, 
because  people  have  been  brought  here  to  compete  with  the 
laborers  of  the  country,  and  the  consequence  has  been  the 
increase  of  the  flow  of  Canadian  emigration  to  the  United 
States.  It  seems  also  that  there  has  been  real  abuses  in  that 
Department.  Public  moneys  have  been  distributed  right 
and  left,  without  economy,  for  appointments  to  offices  more 
or  less  unnecessary ;  for  printing  and  advertisements  of  all 
kinds.  In  this  respect  we  find  a  large  increase  on  previous 
years.  The  printing  accounts  are  numerous  and  generally 
pretty  high.  There  are  numbers  of  officers,  paid  agents, 
travelling  expenses,  accounts  of  all  sorts.  All  these  itoms, 
taken  as  a  whole,  cannot  but  convey  to  the  public  and  to 
hon.  members  tho  most  unfavorable  impression  on  the 
administration  of  that  Department.  What  has  been  the 
result,  as  far  a3  the  settlement  of  tho  North-West  is  con¬ 
cerned  ?  Nobody  knows.  The  Gfovernment  did  not  even 
take  the  trouble  to  find  out  what  has  been  the  result  obtained 
by  that  immense  sacrifice  of  public  money.  How 
many  immigrants  settled  in  the  North-West  ?  How  many 
came  here  and  went  right  through  to  the  United  States? 
How  many  Canadians  emigrated  to  the  United  States  ?  Is  the 


number  of  those  who  left  larger  than  the  numbor  of  those 
who  came?  Nobody  knows.  One  thing  is  certain,  and 
that  is,  that  the  system  is  defective  and  ought  to  be  changed. 
What  is  perfectly  known  is,  that  the  policy  of  mon¬ 
opoly  and  of  favoritism  adopted  by  the  Government,  the 
bad  system  of  sales  of  lands,  the  bad  system  adopted  as 
regards  settlement, has  succeeded  in  discouragingthe  settlers, 
in  deterring  them  from  going  to  the  North-West,  in  spite  of 
the  enormous  sums  expended  yearly  to  bring  them  here. 
Lot  us  adopt  a  good  policy  of  colonisation ;  let  the  Govern¬ 
ment  give  justice  to  the  settlers,  and  they  will  come  of  their 
own  accord  without  any  expenses  for  immigration.  Last 
Session  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  to  the  repatriation  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen  who  emigrated  to  the  United  States.  I  re¬ 
minded  him  of  the  speech  he  made  at  Montreal,  and  to  which 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  alluded  in  the  motion 
ho  made  this  afternoon,  asking  that  the  papers  concerning 
the  repatriation  of  our  fellow-countrymen  be  brought  down. 
Are  we  still  to  hope  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
will  make  it  his  duty  to  carry  out  his  promise  and  that  he 
will,  during  the  present  Session,  introduce  a  measure  to  aid 
repatriation.  The  question  of  the  repatriation  of  Canadians 
was  mooted  not  only  in  the  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  Minister  eighteen  months  ago,  but  it  was 
one  of  the  planks  of  the  platform  of  1878.  There¬ 
fore  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the  hon  Minister  of 
Public  Works  will  soon  fulfil  his  promises  on  that  point.  I 
will  venture  to  make  a  few  remarks  as  regards  the  militia 
expenditure.  In  1878  that  expenditure  amounted  to  $618,000; 
it  amounted  to  $989,498  in  1884.  In  the  Estimates  of 
this  year  there  is  a  demand  for  $1,135,000.  Prom  a  military 
point  of  view,  Canada  occupies  a  very  peculiar  position.  Our 
possessions  are  immense  and  our  population  is  really  small, 
The  boundary  line  which  separates  us  from  the  United  States 
is  hundreds  of  leagues  in  length.  In  case  of  war  with  our 
neighbors  a  powerful  army  and  a  large  amount  of  money 
would  be  needed.  Fortunately,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  within 
the  raDge  of  possible  events  that  we  may  have  war  some 
day  or  other,  it  may  be  said  that  it  is  highly  improbable. 
There  is  at  the  bottom  of  almost  every  war  a  general  reason, 
which  is  often  hidden  under  pretences  ;  it  is  the  desire  of 
acquiring  and  the  hope  of  extending  the  limits  of  States 
which  have  become  too  small  for  the  population  by  which 
they  are  inhabited.  One  fact  which. is  perfectly  established  is, 
that  the  general  causes  for  war,  which  exist  in  Europe  and 
in  other  countries,  do  not  exist  here  in  Canada.  Indeed,  I 
think  we  have  absolutely  nothing  to  fear  from  our  Ameri¬ 
can  neighbors,  who  are  noted  as  being  the  reverse  of  a  war¬ 
like  people,  so  much  so,  that  they  have  been  spoken  of  as  a 
model  people  by  philosophers  and  humanitarians  of  Europe, 
who  consider  them  as  a  peaceful  people,  as  people  who  only 
care  for  the  material  progress  of  their  country,  without 
thinking  for  a  moment  to  invade  the  neighboring 
countries.  Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  we  bear  in 
mind  the  fact  that  we  have  very  little  to  fear  from  our 
neighbors  or  from  other  nations,  it  seems  evident  tome  that 
tho  maintenance  of  an  army  would  be  quite  useless  to  the 
country  and  that  all  we  want  is  a  few  troops,  in  view  of  the 
internal  difficulties  which  might  arise,  and  in  order  to 
maintain  authority  within  the  limits  of  the  country  itself. 
To  attain  this  object  the  forces  at  our  disposal  are  far  too 
numerous  and  involve  unnecessary  expenditures.  We  have 
now  a  force  of  36,000,  at  least  on  paper.  Our  active  militia 
does  not  probably  exceed  18,000  or  20,000  men  ;  it  is  not 
numerous  enough  to  resist  an  attack  from  outside,  but  it 
is  by  far  too  numerous  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  and 
authority  in  Canada.  There  is  another  consideration  to 
which  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia, 
and  that  is,  if  we  see  fit  to  have  soldiers  we  must  also  have 
arms.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  Canadian  soldiers  have 
not  the  kind  of  arms  that  they  should  have.  For  instance,  our 
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volunteers  are  still  armed  with  the  old  Enfield  rifle  and  the 
soldiers  of  “  A  ”  and  “B  ”  batteries  with  Snider  rifles.  There¬ 
fore,  if  we  were  to  send  our  soldiers  to  battle  with  these 
arms  to  oppose  modern  arms,  we  would  he  sending  them  to 
certain  death.  I  might  add,  that  we  should  have  less  soldiers 
and  have  the  necessary  arms.  To-day,  war  is  not  only  a 
question  of  bravery,  it  is  also  a  question  of  arms  and 
strategy.  I  will  now  say  a  few  words  about  the  military 
college  at  Kingston,  another  platform  of  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  in  1878.  There  was  a  great  deal 
of  noise  made  then  about  this  college.  Still,  that 
institution  is  alive  yet,  and  besides  we  are  expending  to¬ 
day  for  its  maintenance  double  the  amount  which  was 
expended  in  1878.  Here  are  two  planks  of  the  platform  of 
1878,  of  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  reminding  the  House — 
the  repatriation  of  our  fellow  countrymen  and  the  abolition 
of  the  Kingston  military  college.  In  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  during  the  elections  of  1»78,  these  are  the  two  ques¬ 
tions  on  which  we  have  been  the  most  fiercely  attacked  ; 
the  abolition  of  the  Supreme  Court  was  also  spoken  of.  The 
bon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  made  it  one  of  his  strongest 
arguments  in  the  county  of  Eimouski.  He  was  to  abolish 
the  Supreme  Court  as  soon  as  he  would  come  to  power. 
Well,  instead  of  abolishing  it,  we  have  been  greatly  sur¬ 
prised  when  we  saw  him  the  other  day  voting  against  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry),  which 
only  asked  to  limit  the  jurisdiction  ot  that  court.  Another 
plank  in  their  platform  was  the  reduction  of  public  expendi¬ 
tures.  It  is  unnecessary  for  mo  to  repeat  that  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  had  promised  to  govern  the  country  with 
an  expenditure  of  $22,500,000.  To-day  the  expenditure 
amounts  to  $32,000,000,  and,  no  doubt,  next  year  it 
will  reach  $33,000,000.  There  was  also  a  great  deal  said 
during  the  elections  of  1878  about  the  increase  of  the  public 
debt.  The  fact  that  tho  debt  had  been  increased  to  the 
amount  of  $32,000,000  was  considered  as  an  enormous  crime 
on  the  part  of  the  Mackenzie  Government.  Well,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  believe  that  on  the  1st  of  July  next  the  liabili¬ 
ties  of  the  country  will  be  increased  to  the  amount  of 
nearly  $100,000,000,  and  for  the  jast  eighteen  months, 
from  1st  January,  1884,  to  1st  July,  1885,  the  Government 
have  contracted  engagements  which  will  amount  to  not  less 
than  $05,000,000  or  $70,000,000.  Another  complaint  made 
against  U3  in  1878  was  the  increase  in  the  number  of  public 
employees.  The  Liberal  party  was  charged  with  overcrowd¬ 
ing  the  public  offices.  However,  the  Civil  Service  expen¬ 
diture  only  amounted  then  to  $823,000 ;  in  June  last  it 
amounted  to  $1,084,417,  and  in  this  year’s  estimates  there  is 
a  demand  for  no  less  an  amount  than  $1,200,000.  Thus  it 
will  be  seen,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  far  from  reducing  the 
expenditure  of  the  Civil  Service,  it  has  been  increased  by  30 
to  35  per  cent.  Another  plank  of  the  Conservative  platform 
was  the  re-adjustment  of  the  tariff  without  increasing  taxa¬ 
tion.  I  have  proved  a  while  ago  that  the  taxes  have  been 
increased,  on  an  average,  by  $6,000,000  to  $8,000,000 
yearly.  There  are  other  articles  of  the  programme  on 
which  I  would  have  desired  to  say  a  word,  but  I  shall  leave 
them  aside  in  order  not  to  take  an  unfair  advantage  of  the 
attention  of  hon.  members.  I  believo,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it 
is  far  better  not  to  have  any  programme  at  all  than  to  have 
one  of  that  kind,  and  not  follow  it  at  all.  The  electors 
must  see  to-day  that  their  votes  have  been  extorted  through 
false  promises  and  under  false  pretences.  Tho  programme 
of  the  party  in  power  is  to  expend  the  greatest  possible 
amount,  and  to  waste  the  public  money.  It  is  extravagance 
erected  into  a  political  system.  It  is  to  favor  the  wealthy 
and  influential  classes  which  may  be  useful  in  election  time, 
to  the  detriment  of  the  farming  and  laboring  classes.  Add  to 
that  the  fomentation  of  prejudices  of  all  kinds  and  you  will 
have  the  whole  programme  complete.  We  are  charged  with 
having  no  programme.  It  is  a  very  vague  charge,  and  it  is, 
above  all,  a  very  false  accusation.  Is  it  possible,  Mr,  Speaker, 
Mr.  Rinfret. 
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for  anyone  to  set  forth  their  opinions  or  views  with  more 
frankness  than  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  done 
on  every  question  that  has  been  discussed  in  this  House? 
What  we  ask  is  this:  The  equitable  apportionment  of  taxes, 
without  any  piivilege  to  manufacturers.  No  privileges  for 
the  wealthy  and  influential  classes  at  the  expense  of  the 
farmers  and  laborers  of  Canada.  The  abolition  of  monopo¬ 
lies  and  favoritism  of  all  kinds.  The  abolition  of  the  duties 
on  light,  fuel  and  bread.  A  good  policy  of  colonisation  for 
the  North-West.  Economy  in  the  administration  of  public 
affairs.  In  this  respect  we  have  shown  what  we  could  do 
when  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  in  power.  We  desire  that  in  the 
Dominion  all  Canadians,  whatever  their  nationality,  what¬ 
ever  their  creed,  may  work  together  to  insure  the  greatness 
and  prosperity  of  Canada.  To  attain  this  end  we  must  res¬ 
pect  every  creed  while  claiming  our  religious  and  national 
rights.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  we  have  resisted  the  en¬ 
croachments  of  the  secret  societies,  whatever  may  be  their 
nationalities.  It  is  for  that  reason  we  have  resisted,  espe¬ 
cially,  the  encroachments  of  the  Orange  lodges  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  We  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  our 
religious  and  national  rights  are  intimately  bound  with  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Provinces  in  their  relation  with 
the  Dominion  Parliament.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  the 
Liberal  party  have  made  themselves  the  champions  of  the 
Provinces  with  regard  to  the  granting  of  licenses,  and  in  all 
cases  when  the  Dominion  Government  interfered  with  our 
provincial  affairs.  What  we  ask  is  to  do  away  with  all  bar¬ 
riers  which  stand  in  the  way  of  our  trade ;  we  ask  for  reci¬ 
procity  with  tho  United  States,  and,  if  possible,  commercial 
treaties  with  all  the  nations  of  the  world.  What  is  wanted, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  a  market  for  our  agricultural  produce  and 
the  immense  products  of  our  mines  and  forest,  if  we  wish  to 
make  Canada  a  wealthy  and  prosperous  country. 

Mr.  TASSE  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  memorials,  communications,  representations  and  state¬ 
ments  made  or  presented  to  the  Government  respecting  the  duties  on 
wheat  and  flour.— (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

Statement  showing  the  number  of  seizures  made  at  each  port  of  entry 
in  Nova  Scotia,  during  the  last  fiscal  year  ;  also  during  the  six  months 
ending  the  31st  December  last ;  and  the  names  of  the  parties  from  whom 
such  seizures  were  made,  the  amount  of  fines  exacted  at  each  pert 
during  each  of  the  said  periods,  and  the  manner  in  which  the  said  fines 
were  disposed  of,  giving  the  names  of  the  officers  receiving  any  portion 
thereof,  and  the  amount  received  by  each  of  such  officers  out  of  the  said 
fund.— (Mr.  Stairs.) 

Return  showing : — 1st.  Copy  of  form  of  tender  for  Indian  sup¬ 
plies  in  the  North-West,  for  the  year  1884.  2nd.  Copies  of  all  tenders 
received  by  the  Government  for  such  supplies  in  1884.  3rd.  The  action 
or  decision  of  the  Government  on  such  tenders  and  the  reasons  therefor. 
4th.  Copies  of  all  contracts  made  by  the  Government  with  parties  whose 
tenders  have  been  accepted.  5th.  All  correspondence  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  respecting  all  tenders  and  contracts. — (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

Copies  of  petitions  or  correspondence  in  reference  to  making  Ridge- 
town  a  port  of  entry. — (Mr.  Casey.) 

Copy  of  all  offers  made  to  the  Government  for  the  construction  of  a 
railway  connecting  the  Ontario  railway  system  at  or  near  to  Graven- 
hurst  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.— (Mr.  Mulock.) 

Return  of  all  contracts  made  by  the  Government  for  the  erection  of 
wire  fences  on  the  line  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  the  names  of 
the  contractors  and  the  number  of  miles  put  under  contract.  — 
(Mr.  Weldon.) 

Return  of  the  wharfage  collected  at  the  Digby  pier  from  the  1st 
January,  1884,  to  the  31st  of  December,  1884.  Also,  a  return  of  the 
wharfage  collected  at  the  Metaghan  River  pier,  in  the  county  of  Digby, 
for  the  same  period. — (Mr.  Vail.) 

Copies  of  the  report  of  Mr.  Clovis  Caron,  fishery  overseer,  and  all 
details  therewith  connected,  for  the  year  1884  ;  also  copies  of  the  report 
of  Mr.  Jules  Gauvreau,  fishery  overseer,  and  all  details  relating  thereto, 
for  the  year  1884  j  also  copies  of  the  reoortof  the  enquiry  made  by  J.  U. 
Gregory,  against  Mr.  Clovis  Caron,  fi  hery  overseer,  and  of  all  docu¬ 
ments  relating  thereto  ;  also  copies  of  all  documents,  plans  and  reports 
furnished  to  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  by  J.  U.  Gregory, 
in  relation  to  the  porpoise  fishery  of  St.  Anne  de  la  Pocatidre. — (Mr. 
Blondeau.) 
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Copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council,  agreements  and  correspondence  in  the 
possession  of  the  Government,  since  1872,  respecting  the  Windsor  Branch 
Railway;  also  copies  of  pleadings  and  verdicts  in  the  various  suits  at 
law  respecting  the  same  branch  — (Mr.  Kinney.) 

Copies  of  all  memorials,  letters  and  other  representations,  in  writing, 
received  by  the  Government  on  the  subject  of  the  non-payment  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  of  amounts  due  to  contractors,  sub¬ 
contractors,  or  laborers,  engaged  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway. — (Mr.  CbarltoD.) 

Copies  of  all  judgments  rendered  by  the  Supreme  Court,  from  the 
period  when  it  was  first  established  up  to  thi3  date,  reversing  decisions 
of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  with  a  succinct 
summary  of  the  reasons  given  by  the  judges. — (Mr.  Landry,  Mont* 
magny.) 

All  correspondence  with  reference  to  the  making  of  a  road  on  the 
Indian  reserve  at  Fort  William,  Ontario  ;  and  the  expenditure  thereon  of 
funds  belonging  to  the  Indians,  and  particularly  with  reference _  to  the 
payments  to  be  made  to  the  licensees,  for  stump'age  or  otherwise,  for 
the  timber  required  in  the  construction  of  the  bridges  on  the  road. — 
(Mr.  Blake.) 

All  correspondence  which  has  taken  place  between  the  Dominion 
Government  and  Local  Government  of  New  Brunswick,  with  reference 
to  the  Northern  and  Western  Railway,  since  May,  1884,  up  to  February, 
1885. — (Mr.  Temple  ) 

Return  showing  all  properties  or  rooms  leased  by  the  various  branches 
of  the  public  service  from  private  parties  or  companies  in  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  stating  the  amount  of  rental  paid  in  each  case  ;  also,  the  pur 
poses  for  which  such  properties  or  rooms  are  used.— (Mr.  Somerville, 
Bran\) 

Return  showing  : — 1.  Total  number  of  depositors  in  the  savings  banks 
(post  office  or  other)  holding  deposits  of  $1,000  or  upwards;  also  the 
total  amount  so  held  ;  2.  Total  number  of  depositors  having  deposits  of 
less  than  $1,000  and  more  than  $500  each  ;  also  the  total  amount  so 
held;  3.  Total  number  of  said  depositors  holding  less  than  $500  each  ; 
also  total  amount  so  held. — (Sir  Richard  Cartwright.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  with  the  Government  of  British  Columbia 
in  relation  to  the  eastern  boundary  of  that  Province;  also,  correspon¬ 
dence  with  the  Imperial  Government  on  the  same  subject,  if  theie  be 
any.— (Mr.  Mills.) 

Statement  showing  the  names  and  addresses  of  all  shareholders  in  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  with  the  amount  of  stock  held  by 
each,  as  of  the  date  of  16th  February,  1885. — (Mr.  Blake.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  D.  M.  Fraser  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  in  reference  to  the  sale  of  6,000  pamphlets  of  “  A 
Trip  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada,’  ’  by  Hugh  Fraser ;  all  vouchers  for  the 
payment  of  the  sum  of  $600  to  D.  M.  Fraser,  and  copies  of  receipts 
showing  to  whom  said  pamphlets  were  delivered  by  D.  M.  Fraser,  and 
all  information  in  the  Department  showing  where  said  pamphlets  were 
distributed. — (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne.) 

Copy  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  of  Quebec  and 
the  Government  of  Canada,  concerning  the  application  of  the  sum 
of  $960,000,  reserved  by  the  statute  47  Victoria,  chapter  8,  for  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  its  terminus  at  St.  Mar¬ 
tin’s  Junction  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec. — (Mr.  Laurier.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Government  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  the  Government  of  the  Dominion,  since  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  relating  to  the  claim  made  by  the  former  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  moneys  expendad  by  them  in  the  construction  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  piers  and  wharves  from  1st  July,  1873,  to  January,  1883  ;  also 
of  all  reports  made  to  the  Minister  of  PublicWorks  or  any  of  his  officials, 
since  last  Session,  upon  such  claims,  together  with  all  Orders  in  Council 
made  thereon.— (Mr.  Davies.) 

Return  of  the  amount  of  duty  collected  on  wheat  flour,  cornmeal  and 
corn,  in  the  several  ports  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  between  the 
30th  June,  1884,  and  the  31st  December,  1884.— (Mr.  Vail.) 

Return  of  all  animal  charcoal  imported  into  the  Dominion,  whether  as 
fertilisers  or  for  manufacturing  purposes,  the  value  of  each  kind,  and 
the  duties  collected  thereon  at  the  respective  ports  of  the  Dominion,  for 
the  last  fiscal  year,  ending  30th  June,  1884. — (Mr.  Stairs.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  reports,  Orders  in  Council  and  papers 
relating  to  the  scheme  for  immigration  mentioned  tv  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  in  a  public  speech  at  Montreal,  in  November,  1883,  in 
which  he  is  reported  to  have  used  the  following  language  : — 

“  And,  gentlemen,  this  demonstration  is  also  an  approbation  of  the 
great  measures  which  have  been  adopted  by  the  Administration  of  which 
I  am  a  member.  First,  there  was  the  Confederation  Act,  and  since  we 
returned  to  power  we  have  adopted  the  National  Policy,  and  the  great 
Pacific  Railway  measure,  and  finally  we  have  adopted  another  measure, 
scarcely  less  important,  in  respect  to  the  encouragement  of  immigration 
into  this  country,  ”  *  *  *  *  *  *  *  * 

“  But,  gentlemen,  our  mission  would  be  but  half  accomplished  if  we 
forgot  that  we  have  on  the  other  side  of  latitude  45  a  great  number  of 
our  fellow-countrymen  who  would  like  nothing  better  than  to  return 
home  and  sit  down  to  the  family  table  and  eat  with  us,  and  to  earn 
their  living  under  the  institutions  now  existing  in  Canada.  (Loud 
cheers.)  I  need  not  say,  gentlemen,  that  it  is  with  the  greatest  satisfac¬ 
tion  and  pleasure  that  I  am  able  to  announce  to  you  this  evening  that  the 
Government  of  Canada  intend  to  take  measures,  and  energetic  measures, 


to  recall  into  the  limits  of  our  own  territory  all  our  fellow-countrymen 
in  the  United  States  who  desire  to  return  and  live  with  us.  Vou  will 
understand,  gentlemen,  that  in  e.  banquet  like  this  I  must  be  excused  if 
l  do  not  give  all  details  of  the  Ministerial  measure  that  we  propose  to 
bring  down  next  Session.  But  in  any  case,  it  is  well  you  should  know 
that  our  compatriots  in  the  United  States,  whether  they  be  of  French 
origin  or  of  any  other  origin,  they  are  not  forgotten,  and  all  that  can  be 
done  to  bring  them  back  to  this  country  we  shall  do  most  heartily.”-™ 
(Mr.  Blake.) 

Copies  of  all  notices  asking  for  tenders  for  supplying  the  fog-whistles 
and  lighthouses  in  the  Bay  of  Fundy  and  on  the  south  shore  of  Nova 
Scotia  with  coal  ;  copies  of  tenders  submitted,  names  of  party  or  parties 
whose  tenders  were  accepted  ;  copies  of  all  vouchers,  bills  of  lading  and 
receipts,  upon  which  moneys  were  paid,  and  all  other  information  in  the 
Department  in  reference  to  this  service. — (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne.) 

Copy  of  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  of  the 
soundings  taken  during  the  summer  of  188 1,  the  plottings  and  cross- 
sections  made,  showing  the  present  conformation  of  the  bottom  of  the 
said  canal,  together  with  a  statement  showing  the  depths  on  both  sides, 
as  well  as  all  plans  giving  information  in  reference  to  said  soundings  -— 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

Return  from  all  official  assignees  in  the  district  of  Montreal  under 
the  Bankrupt  Act  of  1869,  and  subsequent  Acrs  in  amendment  thereof, 
for  a  list  of  all  estates  of  which  they  were  assignees.  The  estimated 
value  of  the  several  estates  when  taken  possession  of  by  the  assignee. 
The  amount  realised  from  each  estate.  A  list  of  creditors  of  each  estate 
severally,  and  the  amount  of  dividends  severally  paid  to  each  of  the 
said  creditors.  The  several  amounts  in  detail  retained  by  the  said 
assignees  in  each  estate  for  their  charges  for  management  thereof. 
The  amounts  severally  held  by  the  several  assignees  which  they  have 
neglected  or  declined  to  pay  over  to  such  creditors  as  are  entitled 
thereto,  on  each  and  every  estate.  Also,  a  copy,  severally,  from  each  and 
every  assignee  on  each  estate,  of  the  certificate  of  his  discharge  from 
the  court,  as  laid  down  by  said  Act  and  the  amendments  thereof. — (Mr. 
Mitchell.) 

Detailed  list  of  all  the  unsold  Indian  lands  in  the  township  of  Trafnl* 
gar,  in  the  county  of  Halton. — (Mr.  McCraney.) 

Statement  showing  : — 1st.  The  names  of  all  persons  who  tendered  for 
the  construction  of  the  drill  shed  at  Quebec;  2nd.  The  amount  asked 
by  each  person  so  tendering  ;  3rd.  The  amc  unt  of  the  cheque  deposited 
by  each  such  person  in  support  of  his  tender,  with  the  names  of  the 
signers  and  endorsers  of  each  cheque,  and  the  names  of  the  several 
banks  by  which  6uch  cheques  were  accepted. — (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny.) 

Copies  of  all  reports,  Orders  in  Couueil  and  corrsspendence  not 
already  ordered,  on  the  subject  of  the  effect  of  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  as  to  the  License  Act  cf  1883,  and  of  the  steps  to  be 
taken  to  review  the  same,  and  of  the  steps  to  be  taken  under  the  Act 
meanwhile,  with  copies  of  all  letters  or  telegrams  to  the  commissioners 
or  inspectors,  giving  them  instructions  as  to  their  conduct  or  action  or 
information  as  to  the  intentions  or  action  of  the  Government- — (Mr, 
Blake:) 

Return  showing  the  number  of  the  members  of  the  active  militift 
authorized  to  perfom  the  annual  drill  ffir  the  year  1884-85.  The  number 
who  did  perform  such  drill,  the  amount  of  money  placed  in  the  Estimates 
and  voted  for  such  purpose,  and  the  amount  actually  paid  out  for  such 
annual  drill,  as  performed  iu  the  year  1881-85  — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

Return  of  all  hardware  purchased  at  Halifax  by  the  Department  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  from  1st  July,  1978,  to  31st  December,  1884;  the 
names  of  the  firms  who  furnished  the  supplies  ;  amount  supplied  by  each 
firm  in  each  year;  the  names  of  firms  who  supplied  stoves,  galvanized 
iron  and  tinware  in  each  year,  from  1st  October,  1878,  to  31st  Decem¬ 
ber  1884  ;  showing,  if  by  tender,  whose  tender  was  accepted,  and  if 
tenders  were  asked  for  each  year.  —  (Mr.  Forbes.) 

Copies  of  all  reports,  correspondence,  petitions,  etc.,  in  reference  to 
the  seizure  of  the  schooner  Lion ,  of  the  port  of  Barrington,  in  Nova 
Scotia,  in  December,  1883.— (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne.) 

Return  of  all  leases  or  licenses  issued  by  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  to  fish  on  non-tidal  waters  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  the  names  of  the  lessees  or  licensees,  and  the  respective  territories 
and  streams  leased  or  licensed,  and  the  respective  amounts  of  rent  paid 
by  each  lessee  or  licensee  annually. — (Mr.  Weldon.) 

Return  of  the  quantity  of  coal  carried  from  the  Spring  Hill  coal 
mines  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  from  the  1st  of  January,  1884,  to 
31st  of  December,  1884,  showing  the  distance  carried,  the  several  places 
delivered,  and  the  rate  per  ton  or  per  car  for  the  carriage  thereof  from 
the  mine3  to  the  several  points  of  delivery. — (Mr.  McMullen.) 

Return  showing  the  number  of  petitions  presented  during  the  present 
Session,  severally  praying  that  no  change  be  made  in  the  Temperance 
Act  of  1878,  and  for  the  passing  of  a  prohibitory  liquor  law;  indicat¬ 
ing  also  in  the  same  ietu;  n  the  Provinces  from  which  the  petitions 
coma  and  the  aggregate  number  of  signatures  attached  thereto. — (Mr. 
Foster.) 

Sir  HECTOK  LANGEYIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  1 2:30  a.m., 
Friday, 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Friday,  13th  February,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  94)  to  incorporate  the  Western  Ontario  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McCallum.) 

ENQUIRY  FOR  RETURN. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I 
would  again  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
the  fact  that  a  report  brought  down  a  few  days  ago,  ordered 
by  this  House,  is  in  an  incomplete  condition.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  stated  that  all  the  return  that  was  in  tho  office 
of  Inland  Revenue  was  brought  down,  and  that  ho  could  not 
bring  down  anything  which  was  not  there.  Now,  I  am 
very  anxious  to  have  the  return,  and  I  know  of  no  other 
means  of  obtaining  it  than  through  the  Government.  Tho 
officer  appointed  by  the  Local  Government  to  look  after 
this  matter  is  required  to  make  a  return  to  the  collector  of 
Inland  Revenue,  whose  duty  it  is,  of  course,  to  make  a 
return  to  the  Department.  Unless  this  return  is  made  to 
the  House  through  tho  Department  I  do  not  know  how  we 
are  to  obtain  it  at  all,  and  I  am  desirous  that  the  Secretary 
of  State,  tho  Government,  or  any  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  whose  duty  it  is  to  perform  this  business,  will  see  that 
the  return  is  obtained  from  the  Inland  Revenue  officer  in 
Nova  Scotia  and  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I  wish 
further  to  correct  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  said,  the 
other  night,  that  I  had  accused  him  of  knowingly  placing 
an  incomplete  return  on  the  Table.  I  accused  him  of 
nothing  of  the  kind ;  I  used  no  such  words, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  said  the  other  night  that  the  House 
was  given  to  understand  that  the  report  I  put  before  the 
House  was  not  a  complete  report.  I  said  I  had  been  accused 
< — and  I  added,  jokingly,  that  the  accused  had  the  right  to 
give  evidence  in  his  own  favor — by  the  statement  that  the 
report  was  not  complete,  and  I  said  that  it  was  complete, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  given  the  whole  report  as 
made  by  tho  officers  in  Nova  Scotia.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  read  the  law  which  says,  that  druggists  selling  liquor 
should  send  a  report  every  six  months,  or  every  year,  of 
the  quantities  sold,  and  for  what  purposes.  That  is  true. 
I  have  not,  however,  found  in  the  law  by  what  process  those 
persons  can  bo  forced  to  make  a  report.  I  only  stated  that 
the  report  was  not  in  the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  that 
I  had  received  all  that  was  there,  and  that  there  ended  my 
duties. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Before  the  debate  be  resumed,  I  desire 
to  make  an  explanation  to  the  House  in  connection  with 
the  remarks  I  made  yesterday.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
a  statement  I  made  was  flatly  contradicted  by  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin),  and  as  positively 
contradicted  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  ;  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  for  East  York, 
at  a  subsequent  period  of  my  remarks,  rose  with  the  report 
of  the  Railway  Department  for  1878  in  his  hand,  and  from 
that  report  stated  to  the  House  that  I  was  entirely  in  error 
and  was  making  a  misstatement,  I  felt  that  the  House 
expected  me  immediately  to  apologise  for  having  attempted 
to  deceive  the  House  and  the  country.  If  you  will  allow 
Mr.  Kirk. 
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me,  I  will  just  read  the  report  of  yesterday’s  remarks  in 
order  to  give  the  House  a  better  idea  of  what  took  place.  I 
asked : 

“  What  facilities  did  they  provide  for  going  into  the  country  ? 

“  Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Railroads. 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  Railroads  where  ? 

“  Mr.  LANDERKIN.  From  Emerson  to  Winnipeg. 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  You  had  not  a  single  mile. 

“Mr.  MACKENZIE.  We  had  50  miles. 

“  Mr,  McLEL  AN.  There  was  not  a  single  rail  laid. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  It  was  all  laid. 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  It  was  graded  for  three  or  four  year3,  and  you  had 
piles  of  rails  rusting  in  the  North-West,  but  not  a  single  rail  laid.  ” 

Subsequently  the  bon.  member  for  East  York,  rose,  with  a 
volume  of  the  Sessional  Papers  in  his  hand,  containing  the 
railway  report  to  the  30th  of  June,  1878,  when  the  following 
took  place : — 

“Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to  correct 
his  statement  ? 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  Well,  he  can  do  so  after  I  get  through,  as  I  want  to 
finish  before  recess. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  have  merely  to  say  that  every  rail  was  laid  be¬ 
fore  1st  July,  1878,  and  the  road  was  finished  to  Selkirk,  22  miles  beyond 
Winnipeg. 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  That  is  from  Selkirk  to  Winnipeg. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  was  completed,  and  from  the  boundary  to 
Winnipeg  every  rail  was  laid.  Here  is  the  report. 

“Mr.  McLELAN.  I  went  specially  to  the  Railway  Department  to 
enquire  and  was  informed  that  every  rail  was  laid  from  Selkirk  to 
Winnipeg,  but  betweeu  Winnipeg  and  Emerson  not  a  rail  was  laid. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  That  shows  how  well  informed  the  present 
railway  management  must  be. 

“  Mr.  MoLELAN.  If  lam  wrongly  informed,  the  fault  is  with  the 
Department  and  there  is  an  oversight  on  their  part. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  Minister  ought  to  know. 

“Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  claim  that  the  railway 
was  opened  ? 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  will. 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  And  running? 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Yes. 

“Mr.  McLELAN.  Why,  it  was  not  opened  and  running  until  the 
winter,  if  my  memory  serves  me  at  all.  However,  it  is  better  that  we 
should  not  enter  into  a  discussion  now,  before  we  have  the  papers  from 
the  Railway  Department. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  This  [holding  up  his  book]  is  from  the  Railway 
Department. 

“Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  not  of  very  serious  importance.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  not  opened  it  for  traffic,  he  had  not  commenced  the  running  of 
trains — I  am  satisfied  on  that  at  least — and  there  was  no  communication 
or  traffic  when  the  Government  went  out  of  power. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  You  said  there  was  not  a  railway. 

“  Mr.  McLELAN.  That  is  what  I  was  informed.  There  was  no  traffic 
at  all  events. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Yes,  there  was  traffic.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  went  to  the  Railway  Department  this 
morning  and  procured  the  original  estimates,  which  I  have 
here.  By  them  I  find  that  on  the  30th  September,  1878, 
the  return  for  track-laying  is  a  blank — that  there  was  not  a 
rail  laid  on  that  date;  I  have  the  returns  to  tho  31st 
October,  1878,  after  the  present  Government  took  power, 
and  they  show  that  there  were  24  miles  laid  on  the  line 
between  Emerson  and  Winnipeg;  I  have  the  original  esti¬ 
mates  for  November,  1878,  showing  that  the  amount  of 
work  done  to  the  30th  November,  1818,  ran  up  to  58-^g- 
miles ;  and  I  have  the  original  estimates  for  the  month  of 
December,  showing  that  the  whole  line  was  completed  by 
the  31st  December,  1878.  Now,  the  House  may,  perhaps, 
enquire  how  it  was  possible  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bast 
York  could  have  been  so  mistaken,  and  could  have  so  posi¬ 
tively  contradicted  me,  and  could  have  shown  to  the  House 
this  book  containing  the  report,  in  order  to  put  me  in  the 
position  of  having  attempted  to  deceive  this  House  and  the 
country  by  such  a  statement.  The  explanation  is  plain. 
This  report  of  the  progress  of  the  railway  up  to  the  30th 
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June,  1878,  was  written  on  tho  31st  of  December,  1878,  and 
at  that  date  it  says  : 

“  On  the  Pembina  branch,  between  Selkirk  and  St.  B6niface,  22 
miles  have  been  completed,  including  track-laying  and  ballasting,  and 
from  St.  Boniface  to  Emerson  (62  miles)  the  gradisg  has  been  com¬ 
pleted  and  the  track  laid.” 

But  in  brackets  here,  which  escaped  the  eyes  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York,  are  the  words,  “  31st  December, 
1878.”  The  hon.  gentleman  overlooked  those  words,  and 
therefore  he  was  in  the  position  of  contradicting  mo  and 
conveying  to  the  House  the  impression  that  I  had  made  a 
false  statement.  I  endeavor  to  be  as  careful  as  possiblo  in 
the  statements  of  fact  I  make  to  tho  House  and  the  country, 
and  it  would  bo  a  matter  of  great  regret  to  me  if  I  should 
even  give  the  appearance  of  having  made  a  misstatement, 
and  it  would  cause  me  great  pain  if  an  hon.  member  should 
convict  me  out  of  the  books  of  making  a  deliberate  false¬ 
hood  to  the  House  and  the  country.  I  lay  these  papers  and 
the  report  on  the  Table,  and  any  hon.  gentleman  interested 
in  the  matter  can  see  how  tho  error,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
arose  yosterday. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  have  merely  to  say  that  I  accepted 
the  report  as  correct,  and  my  impression  still  is  that  the 
rails  were  laid  at  the  beginning  of  1878,  not  in  the  fall  of 
1878. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  place  the  papers  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Well,  the  papers  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  read  do  not  prove  anything  at  all.  There  was  a  contract 
entered  into  in  the  fall  signed  by  myself,  I  think  some  time 
in  September,  for  finishing  the  road,  that  is,  ballasting  it 
and  rebuilding  bridges,  and  various  matters  of  that  sort  ; 
but  I  still  maintain  that  the  rails  had  been  laid  long  before 
that. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  just  wish  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Marine,  that  I  went  to  Winnipeg  in  July,  1878, 
and  the  road  was  then  open — — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  LISTER — and  then  running ;  no  “  oh  ”  about  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  After  the  many  able  speeches  we  have 
had  in  the  present  discussion  upon  the  finances  and  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  country,  and  especially  after  the  elaborate 
statistical  statements  which  have  been  made  by  the  Finance 
Minister  and  the  hon.  gentleman  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White) 
upon  this  side  of  the  House,  and  the  statistical  statements 
that  have  been  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant 
(Mr.  Paterson)  and  the  hon.  memberfor  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  on  the  other  side,  I  do  not  intend  to  go  at  any 
length  into  further  statistical  statements  in  reference  to 
this  matter.  As  we  listen  to  the  statements  which  are 
made  and  which  are  backed  by  figures  brought  from 
different  standpoints,  on  different  sides  of  tho  House, 
it  may  very  well  be  that  we  find  our  minds  a 
little  unsettled,  especially  if  we  have  not  an  ac¬ 
curate  knowledge  of  the  real  state  of  the  case  and  of  the 
condition  of  the  country  in  its  broad  and  general  aspects. 
However,  there  is  one  tribunal  to  which  wo  may  appeal, 
and  that  is  the  common  sense,  the  common  experience,  not 
only  of  members  of  this  House,  but  as  well  of  the  intelligent 
business  men  and  thinking  men  of  the  country  at  large  ; 
and  very  often  when  statistical  statements  and 
arguments  seem  to  lead  to  different  conclusions  or 
cause  confusion  in  the  mind,  ono  may  como  to  a 
proper  conclusion  simply  by  referring  the  matter  to 
the  tribunal  of  common  sense  and  common  experience. 
In  this  House  we  have  some  200  members  or  more  who  come 
from  diffierent  constituencies  of  Canada,  every  one  of  us 
having  more  or  less  intimate  knowledge  of  the  condition  of 
his  constituents,  and  I  think  we  can  very  well,  in  this 


matter,  bring  our  experience  and  knowledge  together,  and 
come  to  a  pretty  fair  conclusion  with  reference  to  the  broad 
aspects  of  the  condition  of  the  country  and  the  state  of  the 
people  who  live  in  it,  and  it  is  to  that  tribunal  that  1  propose 
to  address  my  remarks  more  especially  to-day.  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  although  enemies  of 
monopoly,  seem  disposed  to  get  up  a  little  corner  for  them¬ 
selves  and  have  a  monopoly  of  their  own  in  respect  to 
two  or  throe  different  things.  If  we  look  over  tho  state¬ 
ments  of  their  press  outside,  and  take  the  statements  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  inside,  we  will  find  that  the  three 
articles  in  which  they  are  disposed  to  form  a  monopoly  and 
have  a  corner,  aro :  firstly,  independence ;  in  tho  socond 
place,  integrity ;  and  in  the  third  place,  truth-telling.  If 
you  go  through  their  press,  and  watch  its  different  phases 
from  year’s  end  to  year’s  end,  if  you  listen  to  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  this  House,  you 
will  find  nothing  more  common  nor  more  prominent 
than  the  idea  that,  on  their  side  and  belonging 
to  their  .  party  is  all  the  independence,  all  tho 
the  integrity,  all  the  truth-telling  that  is  worth  anything  in 
this  Dominion.  Why,  it  crops  out  so  far,  that  once  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  brought  himself  under 
the  rules  of  this  House  when  he  stated  that  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  were  hore  merely  to  register  the  wishes  of  the 
Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  plumes  himself  upon  his 
independence,  and  talks  to  us  of  our  lack  of  that  quality. 
I  remember  a  circumstance  which  took  place  not  a  thousand 
years  ago  nor  a  thousand  miles  from  this  House  when  that 
same  hon.  gentleman,  upon  a  certain  occasion,  made  his  exit 
from  this  House  in  double  quick  time,  and  gave  a  vote 
neither  for  nor  against  a  certain  railway  resolution  which 
was  introduced  and  ably  spoken  to  by  his  leader.  If  he  has 
so  much  of  that  article  he  talks  so  much  about,  why  was  he 
not  independent  enough  to  face  the  music  and  give  his  vote 
one  way  or  the  other  ?  Last  night  I  noticed  another  speci¬ 
men  of  that  same  independence.  The  hon.  gentleman  in 
the  beginning  of  his  remarks  came  full  tilt  against  that 
most  monstrous  tax  on  coal  and  flour,  and  was  just  launch¬ 
ing  out  into  a  wholesale  denunciation  of  it  when  a  thought 
struck  his  mind,  and,  contenting  himself  with  mentioning 
the  total  sum  of  the  tax,  he  referred  no  more  to  the  matter. 
Was  it  possible  that  when  he  struck  the  item  of 
flour,  he  began  to  think  of  some  flour  mills  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  ?  Was  it  possible  that  the  idea  came 
into  his  mird  just  then  that  a  great  number  of  influential 
millers  were  hore  in  Ottawa,  the  seat  of  Government,  hav¬ 
ing  something  to  say  in  refei’ence  to  that  same  duty,  and 
he  let  that  subject  drop  as  if  it  were  a  hot  bullet  from  his 
hand.  Now  before  hon.  gentlemen  talk  so  much  about  a 
lack  of  independence  in  others,  thoy  should  show  more 
independence  in  themselves.  I  am  told  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  philosophically  inclined.  If  so,  I  think  I  can  give  him 
something  upon  which  to  exert  a  little  of  his  philosophy. 
Let  him  go  down  to  Bothwell  in  tho  early  summer  months 
after  the  Session,  let  him  visit  one  of  his  supporters  thero, 
let  him  visit  a  farmer,  and  in  the  morning  let  him  go  to 
the  farmer’s  barnyard  and  there  he  will  probably  see  some¬ 
thing  like  this.  He  may  see  a  fine  looking  motherly  old 
hen  with  eight,  ten  or  twelvo  chickens,  nicely  grown  up  ; 
he  may  see  that  old  hen,  proud  in  her  consciousness  of 
motherhood  and  in  the  strength  and  progress  of  her  flock, 
walking  along  as  peacefully  and  as  self-possessed  as  possible, 
for  she  has  a  strong  brood  and  knows  it,  without  making 
any  noise  or  clucking.  He  may  see  another  hen  who,  after 
having  sat  a  fortnight  or  thereabouts,  brought  out  two  or 
three  little  scraggy  chickens,  and  he  will  find  that  hen 
strutting  about  and  clucking  far  more  than  the 
other.  And  of  all  the  hens  thero,  he  will  find  that 
tho  ono  that  clucks  most  fiercly  and  bristles  up  most 
defiantly,  is  the  one  that  the  farmer  had  that  morning 
thrown  off  from  a  nest  of  addled  eggs,  and  the  one  which 


536 


COMMONS  DEBATES.  March  13, 


has  no  chickens  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  bring  that 
comparison  as  near  to  his  own  case  as  he  chooses.  His 
boasted  independence  may  be  compared  to  the  addled  eggs  ; 
a  wholesome  regard  for  the  rules  of  the  House  prevents  me 
carrying  the  parallel  any  further.  They  claim  also  the  mo- 
noply  of  integrity,  and  the  mild  mannered  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  went  so  far,  in  the  opening  of  the 
Session,  as  to  declare  that  the  Government  were  the  tools 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  .Railway.  The  evident  deduction 
being  that  the  supporters  of  the  Government  are  the  tools 
of  the  tools  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  And,  on  a 
later  occasion,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  not  the 
very  good  taste,  in  replying  to  an  argument  from 
my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives), 
to  say  that  that  hon.  gentleman  gave  his  vote  ser- 
vilely — in  a  selfish  way — because  he  was  looking  after 
a  vacant  portfolio,  or  one  that  would  soon  bo  vacant. 
And  the  member  for  Norfolk,  in  the  ending  of  his  speech, 
turned  to  this  side  of  the  House  and  characterized  us  as 
ignorant  and  reckless  and  indifferent  supporters  of  a  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Sir,  I  think  we  had  better  keep  to  ai’gument  and 
leave  insinuation.  It  is  a  pretty  good  test  that  a  man  has 
run  out  of  rocks  when  he  commences  to  throw  mud,  and,  if 
argument  cannot  be  found,  insinuation  will  not  do  the  work. 
But  it  is  when  they  come  to  that  third  article  of  the  cher¬ 
ished  monopoly,  truth-telling,  that  we  find  these  gentlemen 
on  their  strongest  point.  They  are  truth-tellers  ;  they 
cannot  do  anything  else  than  tell  the  truth  ;  a  woe  is  upon 
them  if  they  do  not  stand  up  in  this  House  and  tell  the 
truth  ;  so  they  make  it  a  point  to  state  that  they  must  tell 
the  truth,  and  that,  damage  whom  it  will,  the  truth  shall  be 
told  by  them.  There  are  some  cases  in  which  it  may  be 
contended  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  tell  the  truth.  There 
are  a  great  many  things  that  occur  in  the  family  circle,  but 
we  do  not  think  they  will  be  mended  or  helped  much  by 
one  member  of  the  family  getting  up  on  the  stroet  and 
publishing  them  to  every  passer-by.  There  may  bo  many 
things  which  occur  in  a  business  concern,  but  it  will  not 
help  that  business  much  to  have  one  prominent  momber 
publish  them  to  the  world  ;  and  I  say,  with  the  assent,  I 
believe,  of  every  member  of  this  House,  that,  by  persons  who 
occupy  a  high  and  representative  position  in  the  Legislature 
of  the  country  the  greatest  care  should  be  taken,  when  state¬ 
ments  ai’e  made  with  reference  to  the  condition  of  the  country 
that  these  statements  are  the  truth,  that  they  are  the  whole 
truth,  and  that  there  is  not  so  much  left  out  that  what  is 
stated  will  convey  a  false  and  erroneous  impression  to  the 
world  at  large.  The  first  speaker  after  the  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  commenced  with  an  apology.  He  reiterated  the  strong 
desire  and  the  strong  necessity  that  was  upon  him  to  speak 
the  truth.  He  says  he  wishes  he  could  have  been  relieved 
from  the  necessity  of  telling  the  ti’uth,  but  he  feels  it  must 
be  done  and  the  facts  with  inference  to  the  country  brought 
out.  I  desire  to  bring,  out  of  many  that  might  be  brought, 
some  few  of  those  facts  that  wei'e  alleged  by  the  member  for 
South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) — the  facts  which 
he  stated  he  did  not  want  to  publish,  but  which  duty  com¬ 
pelled  him  to  publish,  in  order  to  eeo  how  much  they  are 
worth,  Tho  first  of  these  facts  that  he  published  was  this, 
that  the  outlying  Provinces  of  this  Dominion  are  clamoring 
for  annexation.  Now,  that  comes  from  a  representative 
man  standing  in  this  Parliament,  speaking  where  those  words 
can  go  to  all  parts  of  the  country  and  to  all  parts  of  the 
world  that  are  interested  in  Canada,  and  he  states  here  in 
his  representative  position  that  the  Provinces  of  this  Domi¬ 
nion  ai’e  clamoring  for  annexation.  I  leave  it  to  the  good 
sense  and  common  experience  of  the  membei’S  of  this  House 
if  there  is  one  word  of  ti’uth  in  that  statement,  and  I  want 
to  call  the  attention  of  tho  House  to  the  mischief  that  such 
a  statement  is  apt  to  create.  Do  we  not  know  that  a  great 
many  people  inside  and  outside  of  this  country  looked  upon 
the  Confederation  of  these  Provinces  as  an  experiment  ? 
Mr.  Foster, 


They  said :  There  are  Provinces  different  and  distinct  from 
each  other  in  many  inspects  ;  they  lie  along  side  a  great 
republic  with  a  population  of  forty  or  fifty  millions  ;  is  it 
possible  that  they  will  stand  by  themselves,  is  it  possible 
that  they  will  keep  their  independence,  or  is  it  not  a  great 
pi’obability  that  they  will  go  over  to  that  greater  republic 
to  the  south  of  them  and  cast  in  their  fortunes  with  it  ? 
And,  while  that  is  the  thought  in  the  minds  of  a  gi-eat  many 
people  in  this  country  and  moi’e  out  of  it,  a  man  in  a 
representative  position  stands  up  hei’e  and  publishes  to  the 
whole  woi’ld  what  he  says  is  a  fact,  that  the  Provinces  of 
this  Dominion  are  clamoring  for  annexation.  I  say 
thei’e  is  mischief  in  a  statement  like  that,  and  tho 
mischief  is  just  proportioned  to  the  standing  and  position  of 
the  person  who  gives  it  publication .  I  defy  any  gentleman 
in  this  House  to  pf-ove  that.  Clamoring  for  annexation  ? 
Can  any  gentleman  point  out  a  single  public  man  who  has 
appeared  upon  the  hustings  of  this  country  and  has  advo¬ 
cated  annexation  to  the  United  States  of  America  ?  Can 
you  point  out  any  Legislature  in  which  any  resolution  has 
been  passed  asking  for  annexation  ?  Can  you  find  any 
prominent  paper  on  either  side  of  politics  which  makes 
annexation  its  watchword  and  advocates  it  in  its  columns  ? 
I  say  you  cannot  ;  and,  in  these  years  past  that  I  have  had 
experience  of,  I  know  of  no  single  public  meeting  from  Cape 
Breton  to  British  Columbia  that  has  ever  been  called  any¬ 
where,  the  object  of  which  was  to  urge  the  annexation  of 
these  Provinces  to  the  United  States  of  America.  The 
second  statement  this  hon.  gentleman  made  which  I  will 
take  up  is  this,  that  there  is  less  real  union  among  the 
peoplo  of  Canada  than  there  was  twelve  years  ago.  Let  us 
look  at  the  mischief  that  may  be  caused  by  a  statemen  t  of  that 
kind  coming  from  the  source  it  does.  Do  we  not  know,  as 
I  said  before,  that  the  Dominion  of  Canada  was  looked  upon 
by  a  great  many  as  an  experiment,  because  they  said  the 
Provinces  are  different,  they  have  different  interests,  they 
have  different  races,  they  have  different  religions,  is  it 
possible  that  Confederation  can  ever  be  successful, 
that  these  diverse  elements  can  ever  be  amalga¬ 
mated  and  that  out  of  them  can  be  built 
a  great,  a  united,  and  a  prosperous  people,  or  will  it  not 
come  to  pass  in  the  wear  and  tear  of  their  political  organiz¬ 
ation,  with  their  diversified  interests,  that  the  rope  of  sand 
will  give  way  and  they  will  become  dismembered  ?  And 
here  wo  have  a  gentleman  who  occupied  a  prominent  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  councils  of  the  nation,  and  who  occupies  a  fore¬ 
most  place  in  the  ranks  of  a  great  party,  who  stands  here  in 
his  representative  capacity  and  publishes  to  the  world 
that  there  is  less  real  union  in  this  Dominion  now  than  there 
was  twolve  years  ago.  I  appeal  to  the  common  sense  and 
experience  of  the  men  who  are  here  to  know  if  that  is  true 
or  not.  Less  real  union  ?  Why,  how  can  it  be  possible 
that  there  is  less  real  union  ?  Havo  we  not  bound  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces  togother  by  a  line  of  railway  stretching 
from  Halifax  and  St.  John  into  tho  very  heart  of  our 
country,  and  is  it  not  as  true  as  truth  can  be,  that  along 
with  the  union  of  commercial  interests  there  goes  the  union 
of  social  and  political  interests  ?  Have  we  not  bound  or 
nearly  bound  the  Provinces  in  the  central  and  eastern  por¬ 
tion  of  our  Dominion  with  the  Pacific  coast  by  a  great  line 
of  railway  which,  when  completed,  as  we  hope  it  will  be  in  a 
fow  months’  time,  will  give  commercial  and  social  and 
political  intercourse  to  every  Province  of  this  Dominion, 
one  with  the  other  ?  Is  it  possible  that  gentlemen  meet 
here  to  transact  tho  business  of  tho  country,  that  they  meet 
in  commercial  lines,  that  they  meet  in  legal  lines,  that  they 
meet  in  political  and  social  lines,  and  have  been  doing  it  for 
twelve  years,  and  yet  that  to-day  there  is  less  real  union  in 
the  country  than  there  was  twelve  years  ago  ?  The  state¬ 
ment  I  do  not  believe  to  be  a  true  statement,  and  the  mis¬ 
chief,  as  I  said  before,  is  just  in  proportion  to  the  standing 
and  position  of  the  man  who  publishes  the  statement, 
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Again,  he  states  that  our  population  remains  stationary. 
That  has  been  dealt  with  by  gentlemen  who  have  preceded 
me,  and  it  has  been  dealt  with  well.  I  hold  that  these 
statistics  that  have  been  given  have  not  been  impugned,  and 
no  gentleman  has  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  House 
or  of  the  country  that  the  population  of  the  greater  Pro¬ 
vinces  of  the  Dominion  is  stationary,  while  all  precedent, 
and  all  calculation,  and  all  experience  that  we  have,  goes  to 
show  that  it  is  not  stationary,  but  that,  taking  all  in  all, 
new  with  old,  it  is  progressing,  and  progressing  satisfac¬ 
torily,  Again,  he  states  that  we  have  handed  over  the 
most  valuable  part  of  the  continent  to  a  monopoly — 
and  mark  the  words — the  like  of  which  was  never 
created  and  never  existed  in  any  country  under  the 
sun.  Sir,  that  marks  the  extravagance  of  a  state¬ 
ment  which  is  a  characteristic  of  the  speeches  of  the 
member  for  South  Huron.  No  country  under  the  sun; 
ever;  that  goes  from  the  earliest  dawn  of  history  to  to-day. 
I  think  history  tells  us  that  there  were  some  pretty  hard 
monopolies  in  the  old  Homan  empire,  when  the  Praetor 
farmed  out  the  Provinces,  giving  a  certain  sum  of  money  to 
the  central  Government  and  taking  everything  for  himself 
which  he  could  wring  out  of  the  poor  people  in  the  Provinces 
— that  was  a  monoply.  Bat  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
monopoly  beats  that  “  higher  than  a  kite,”  as  the  saying  is. 
I  think  there  have  been  great  monopolies  in  the  middle 
ages.  In  England  there  were  great  monopolies  under  the 
Kings  before  representative  Government  was  established, 
but  here  is  a  monoply  worse  than  any  that  ever  existed  in 
the  world.  I  take  up  the  Ottawa  Free  Press  of  last  night, 
and  I  see  a  statement  in  it  which  I  will  read  to  the  House 
and  which  I  will  leave  alongside  of  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite: 

“In  the  Immigration  and  Colonization  Committee  this  morning  Mr. 
McKay,  from  the  vicinity  of  Crystal  City,  Manitoba,  was  examined.  He 
considered  Manitoba®  desirable  field  for  immigration  and  as  an  instance 
of  the  way  settlers  could  succeed,  he  cited  his  own  case.  In  a  year  and 
a  hall  he  had  paid  for  Ms  farm,  and  saved  up  $312.” 

Under  this,  the  greatest  monopoly  that  ever  existed  under 
the  sun. 

“  Railway  communications  are  an  absolute  necessity.  He  said  the 
farmers  were  well  satisfied  with  the  way  they  were  treated  by  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  grain  elevator  companies  at  Port  Arthur. 
The  people  in  the  Canadian  territory  were  treated  much  better  by  the 
railways  than  were  the  Dakota  settlers,  and  some  of  these  were  bringing 
their  wheat  across  into  Canada  and  sell  it  there.  No  objection  could 
possibly  be  made  to  either  the  soil  or  climate  of  the  country,  and  he  said 
that  he  knew  no  place  where,  with  good  farming  and  good  seed,  a  better 
return  could  be  received  for  labor  expended,” 

Is  that  a  monopoly,  the  greatest  and  most  grinding  of 
any  that  was  ever  known  in  any  country  under,  the  sun, 
which  has  opened  up  communication  with  the  great  North- 
West,  and  the  most  valuable  part  of  our  continent,  which 
has  enabled  the  settlers  there  to  get  in  their  effects  for 
almost  a  third  or  a  half  less  than  they  could  a  few  years 
ago,  which  has  opened  up  the  coal  regions  under  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  and  brought  to  Winnipeg  the  comforts  of  coal 
heating  at  one-third  the  price  they  paid  for  their  coal  only 
a  few  years  ago  ?  Is  that  a  monopoly  which  has  opened 
up  the  country,  and  which  takes  the  settlers’  grain  out  and 
tiio  settlers’  goods  in,  on  a  comparison  of  point  after  point, 
at  a  cheaper  and  better  rate  than  either  of  the  great  rail¬ 
ways  that  run  through  the  north  and  centre  of  the  United 
States —  is  that  a  monopoly,  “  The  like  of  which  was  neyer 
created  and  never  existed  under  the  sun  ?  ”  But,  Sir,  there 
is  more.  “As  a  simple  matter  of  fact,”  said  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  “  capable  of  mathematical  demonstration  ’’-—there  are 
no  “  ifs  ”  and '  “  ands  ”  about  that — “which  is  capable  of 
exact  mathematical  demonstration,  this  country  has  lost 
more  in  six  years  of  evil  government  than  the 
whole  of  the  United  States,  in  comparison  with  its 
population  and  resources,  did  in  four  years  of  des¬ 
perate  civil  war.”  That  is  to  say,  the  six  years  of 
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Government  just  past  have  cost  this  country  more, 
according  to  the  chosen  financial  light  of  the  party  opposite 
than  that  desperate  and  devastating  civil  war,  relatively  to 
their  population  and  resources,  cost  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  ever  looked  at  the  cost  of  that 
war  ?  Does  he  know  that  the  individual  States  paid  out  in 
hard  cash  for  bounties  286  million  dollars?  Does  he  know 
that  a  Federal  war  debt  of  2,708  million  dollars  was  incurred  ? 
Does  he  know  that  interest  has  been  paid  on  that  war  debt 
since  amounting  to  2,070  million  dollars  ?  Does  he  know 
that  pensions  for  persons  engaged  in  that  war  and  for  the 
relatives  of  those  who  fell,  amount  to  6-10  million  dollars  ? 
That  taking  these  items  together  5,704  million  dollars  is  the 
cost  of  that  great  American  civil  war?  Now,  then,  I  take 
it  that  by  the  lowest  estimate  the  resources  of  Canada  in 
population  and  wealth  are  surely  one-tenth  that  of  the 
United  States.  That  is,  reduced  to  a  mathematical  demon¬ 
stration  which  he  so  much  talked  about,  this  country,  in  six 
years  of  the  Government  just  passed,  has  lo3t  $600,000,000, 
or  at  the  rate  of  $100,000,000  per  year.  But,  Sir,  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  stated  that  in  this 
war  500,000  brave  men  were  lost  on  the  battle  field,  and  wo 
know  that  the  destruction  that  took  place  north  and 
south,  the  retardation  of  industry,  the  taking  of 
valuable  labor  out  of  the  field,  are  something  that, 
if  counted  up,  would  be  equal  to  the  total  I  have  given. 
Yet  the  hon,  gentleman  opposite,  the  chosen  financial 
mouthpiece  of  their  party,  rises  here  in  Parliament  and 
states  that  in  six  years  this  Dominion  of  Canada  has  lost 
more  proportionately,  than  it  cost  the  people  of  the  United 
States  in  that  desperate  civil  war.  Sir,  he  made  another 
statement.  In  1878,  I  think  it  was,  when  he  made  his  last 
financial  statement,  he  stated  distinctly  that  there  could  be 
no  fair  parallel  as  to  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  Canada  and 
the  United  States  unless  the  municipal  taxation  and  debt 
were  taken  in.  You  have  heard  him  discuss  that  question 
in  this  House.  Did  he  touch  the  matter  of  municipal  debt 
and  taxation  ?  Did  he  do  it  when  he  discussed  the  question 
in  Toronto,  in  Montreal  ?  But  when  a  certain  interruption 
was  made,  I  think  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  this  is  the 
statement  that  the  ex-Minister  of  Finance  made :  “  The 
municipal  taxation  of  Ontario  compares  with  the  state  and 
municipal  taxation  of  the  United  States  of  America.”  Sir, 
in  the  United  States  census  of  1880  we  havq  a  complete 
statement  of  the  per  capita  debt  and  the  per  capita  taxation 
of  all  the  States  of  the  union.  Let  me  read  you  a 
few  figures  to  show  you  how  they  stand.  In  Maine 
the  State  and  municipal  debt  is  $34.50  per  capita  ;  in 
Massachusetts,  $51.19 ;  in  New  York,  $43  ;  in  Wisconsin, 
$9 ;  in  Minnesota,  $11 ;  in  Nebraska,  $15  ;  in  Colorado,  $18  ; 
in  Dakota,  $7.39  ;  in  Montana,  $19.25  ;  in  the  whole  of  the 
United  States,  $21;  in  the  New  Eugland  States,  $41  ;  in 
Ontario,  ia  that  same  year  of  1880,  it  was  but  $8.60  per 
head.  The  authority  I  have  for  the  statement  as  to 
the  municipal  indebtedness  of  Ontario  is  Treasurer 
Wood,  in  his  speech  of  1881,  and  he  based  it  upon  two 
returns  which  had  been  called  for  from  different  parts  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  from  these  returns  he  totalled 
up  his  amount.  Now,  Sir,  what  must  we  think  of  the 
financial  genius,  of  the  financial  ability,  of  a  gentleman  who 
has,  presumably,  studied  this  question— and  if  he  has  not 
he  should  have  done  so  before  he  made  this  statement— but 
who  seems  to  know  so  little  about  it  as  to  venture  the  asser¬ 
tion  that  the  municipal  debt  and  taxation  of  Ontario  com¬ 
pare  with  the  municipal  debt  and  taxation  of  the  United 
States  of  America  ?  And  more  than  that.  If  we  take  the 
state  and  municipal  taxation  in  the  different  States  and 
compare  it  with  that  of  Ontario,  what  do  we  find  ?  In 
Maine  it  is,  per  capita ,  $7.99 ;  Massachusetts,  $13.64  ; 
New  York,  $11.10;  Wisconsin,  $5.77;  Minnesota, 
$5.77;  Nebraska,  $6.17;  Colorado,  $11.07;  Dakota, 
$3.54  ;  Montana,  $9,80  ;  the  whole  United  States,  $6,23  ; 
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the  New  England  States,  110.47  ;  Ontario,  $4  per  head.  And 
yet  the  statement  is  made  that  the  municipal  taxation  of 
Ontario  will  compai’e  with  the  State  and  municipal  taxation 
of  the  United  States  of  America.  I  leave  these  statements 
with  the  House  and  with  the  country.  But  suppose  we 
t  ike  the  towns  and  cities  and  compare  them.  The 
debt  per  capita  of  Bangor,  is  $157.87 ;  of  Portland,  $127.84 ; 
Boston,  $77.84  ;  Detroit,  $19.62  ;  St.  Paul,  $36.81  ;  Buffalo, 
$52.93 ;  New  York,  $ii0  71,  and  of  Toronto,  the  Queen  City  of 
Ontario,  $64.  Thus  all  those  I  have  named,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  two,  are  higher  than  the  per  capita  debt  of  Toronto. 
When  we  come  to  taxation  what  do  we  find  ?  The  taxa¬ 
tion  per  head  in  Bangor  is  $12.11;  Portland,  $22.32;  Boston, 
$21.13;  Detroit, $10.47 ;  St. Paul,  $8.10;  Buffalo, $10.10;  New 
York,  $23.40  ;  in  fifteen  cities  of  Connecticut,  $12.31  ;  in 
2j  cities  in  Illinois,  $9.53 ;  39  cities  of  Massachusetts,  $I4.?4; 
in  32  cities  of  Now  York,  $16.75  ;  and  of  Toronto,  but  $10 
per  capita.  So  much  with  respect  to  this  question  of  muni¬ 
cipal  taxation.  I  leave  it  with  the  House,  and  I  challenge 
hon,  gentlemen  to  disprove  the  statement ;  and  I  say 
again  that  an  hon.  gentleman  who  has  been  a  Finance 
Minister  of  this  country,  who  goes  about  the  country 
declaring  that  relatively  as  compared  with  the  United 
States  we  are  more  heavily  taxed  and  have  heavier  expen¬ 
ditures,  should  either  have  looked  into  the  question  or  should 
not  have  ventured  the  assertions  he  did  with  respect  to  it. 
Sir,  these  hon.  gentlemen  pi’etend  that  in  the  quartz  of  con¬ 
dition  and  circumstance,  which  lies  all  around  us  in  the 
Dominion,  there  is  pure  gold ;  that  they  are  the  men 
who  have  the  hammers  and  mallets  which  alone  can  break 
out  the  nuggets,  and  they  are  the  men  who  alone  can  coin 
them  and  send  them  current  through  the  country. 
And  yet  when  they  break  up  the  quartz  of 
condition  and  circumstance,  this  is  the  kind  of  gold 
they  take  and  coin  and  send  current  through  the  country 
and  world !  I  say  if  there  be  any  man  who  secretly 
strikes  down  his  follow-man  and  the  blood  of  an  individual 
dyes  the  sand,  that  man  is  a  murderer  and  an  assassin.  If 
there  is  a  man  who  does  not  do  that,,  but  attacks  that  which 
is  more  than  life,  reputation  and  character,  he  is 
doing  what  Shakespeare  rightly  described  as  worse  than 
taking  a  man’s  property  for  himself.  What,  then,  shall  we  say 
of  a  man  who  was  horn  under  his  country’s  flag,  of  a  man  who 
was  nurtured  under  its  protection,  admitted  to  its  secret  coun¬ 
cils,  of  a  man  pledged  to  protect  her,  of  a  man  distinguished 
with  her  honors,  and  who  yet  has  nothing  better  to  do  than 
to  stand  up  jn  this  House  and  send  forth  these  state¬ 
ments  to  tarnish  the  fair  name  and  fame  of  his  country. 
Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  look  at  some  other  statements.  Not 
only  is  it  bad  when  a  directly  false  statement  is  made  and 
attempted  to  be  proved,  but  there  is  another  way  by 
which  the  true  is  concealed  and  the  false  is  brought  out, 
when  men  forsake  the  proper  grounds,  the  legitimate 
conditions  of  argument  and  of  discussion ;  when  they 
take  premises  not  true  and  argue  from  them,  when 
they  discuss  things  from  different  premises,  dif¬ 

ferent  conditions  and  circumstances  where  no  proper 
parallel  can  exist.  What  do  we  find  ?  Take  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr,  Charlton).  He  is  fond 
of  playing  the  Don  Quixote.  He  has  a  hobby  horse, 
which  he  mounts  here  year  after  year.  He  tilts  at 
an  imaginary  enemy,  whether  it  be  a  windmill  or 
whether  it  bo  a  flock  of  sheep  it  makes  no  matter.  And 
the  hobby  that  he  mounts  here  every  year  is  the  balance 
of  trade.  Every  year  that  I  have  been  in  this  House  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  has  mounted  that  hobby 
and  ridden  full  tilt  as  if  at  a  real  enemy.  He 
rides  his  hobby  horse  :  he  puts  the  rowels  in  the  side  of  his 
steed,  and  he  gallops  first  over  the  Finance  Minister  of  this 
Dominion  ;  he  gallops  over  him,  and  then  he  gallops  back 
again,  and  then  he  takes  a  third  ride  over  him;  and  then 
he  makes  his  steed  mount  up  on  its  heels,  and  looking  at 
Mr,  Foster, 
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the  prostrate  form  he  says :  I  have  ridden  you  down.  Why 
did  you  ride  me  down  ?  1  have  ridden  you  down  because  you 
could  not  bring  about  equalization  oftheexports  and  imports, 
because  the  balance  of  trade  was  not  made  equal- in  this  coun¬ 
try.  That  is  why  I  have  expended  my  force  upon  you,  that  is 
why  I  have  taken  all  this  trouble  of  giving  you  battle. 
Then  the  hon.  member  spends  a  full  half  hour  in  prov¬ 
ing  to  his  own  satisfaction,  if  not  to  the  satisfaction  of  this 
side  of  the  House,  that  there  never  can  be  a  balance  of 
trade  in  any  well  regulated  and  prosperous  country,  and 
that  there  must  be  more  imports  than  exports  in  order  that 
a  country  may  he  rich  and  prosperous.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  believes  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  a  balance 
between  exports  and  imports  in  order  to  have  a  country 
prosperous,  what  is  the  use  of  spending  one  hour  ever  Sessiou 
in  trying  to  knock  over  what  is  simply  a  straw 
man.  He  believes  it  is  not  necessary,  yet  he  spends  the 
lime  of  the  House  and  his  own  argument  in  condemning  the 
Government  and  condemning  this  party  because  the  proper 
equality  is  not  brought  about  between  imports  and  exports. 
I  want  to  show  to  this  House  a  characteristic  way  of  argu¬ 
ing  adopted  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton).  In  order  to  prove  that  the  balance  of  trade  was 
not  necessary,  he  took  England,  and  compared  England’s 
exports  and  imports.  He  says  that  the  imports  have  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  exports  by  millions  upon  millions,  and  he  states 
that  England  has  been  prosperous  and  is  wealthy;  and  he 
concludes  from  that  fact  that  a  balance  in  these  two  items, 
exports  and  imports,  is  not  necessary.  How  does  he  make 
tha  out  ?  In  this  way :  He  says  that  11  per  cent,  of  the  value 
of  exports  must  be  added  as  profits  of  carriage,  11  per  cent, 
of  tho  value  of  imports  must  be  added,  and  this  11  per  cent, 
of  oach  comes  into  the  coffers  of  the  British  people  ;  therefore 
that  offsets  the  larger  imports.  He  goes  on  to  state  that  Eng¬ 
land  has  a  great  deal  of  money  out  in  different  parts  of  the 
world,  from  which  she  receives  in  interest,  £56,01)0,000  per 
annum, equivalent  to  $  10  per  head  of  the  people, and  that  helps 
to  do  away  with  an  adverse  balance.  Then  he  states  that  Eng¬ 
land  is  a  great  man  ufacturing  and  trading  country , and  that  she 
draws  immense  profits  from  these  sources.  Then  he  concludes 
that  we  do  not  need  a  balance  of  trade  in  Canada,  because 
this  is  the  condition  of  things  in  Great  Britain.  What  he 
should  do  in  order  to  make  his  contention  good,  is  to  prove 
that  Canada  earns  1 1  per  cent,  of  the  value  of  her  exports  by 
her  carrying  trade, and  1 1  per  cent,  of  the  value  of  her  imports 
by  the  carrying  trade;  that  Canada  receives  $10  per  head  of 
her  population  on  account  of  wealth  invested  in  foreign  couu 
tries;  that  Canada  has  this  particular  energy  and  power  all 
over  the  world  to  enable  her  to  make  up  those  profits.  The 
hon.  gentleman  compares  things  not  similar,  and  he  comes  to 
a  conclusion  from  a  comparison  of  inequalities,  I  think  there 
is  no  member  in  this  House  but  will  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  other  things  being  equal,  it  is  a  sign  of  the  prosperity  of 
a  country  when  the  exports  of  a  country  equal  or  go  beyond 
the  imports ;  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  laid  down 
this  queer  law,  this  law  that  an  excess  of  exports  over  imports 
shows  the  indebtedness  of  a  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
states  that  the  United  States  has  enormously  increased  in 
wealth,  and  yet,  taking  his  own  calculation,  the  United 
States,  from  1877  to  1883,  has  run  in  debt  to 
tho  tune  of  $1,320,000,000,  because,  by  exactly  that 
amount  did  her  exports  oxceed  her  imports.  Sir,  I  think 
I  can  give  the  hon.  gentleman  an  illustration  which  will 
convict  him  before  his  own  constituency  any  day.  A  farmer 
goes  out  with  his  produce,  exports  it  to  town  and  sells  it 
for  $100  and  takes  manufactured  produce  from  the  town, 
out  of  the  stores  to  the  value  of  $80.  His  exports  were 
greater  than  his  imports  by  $20,  and  he  goes  home  with 
$20  more  cash  than  when  he  started  out ;  and  yet,  Sir, 
according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  reasoning,  the  farmer  is 
$20  the  poorer— is  that  much  more  in  debt !  Well,  Sir,  it  is 
tho  common  fashiod  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposito  to  con' 
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demn  the  Government  because  they  have  not  done  thus  and 
so.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  represents  South  Brant  (Mr. 
Paterson)  gets  up  and  condemns  the  Government — for 
what?  lie  leans  over  his  desk  in  a  thieatoning  attitude, 
points  his  doxter  finger  at  tho  Financo  Minister,  and 
on  pain  of  almost  instant  death  demands  that  tho  Finance 
Minister  shall  bring  up  the  prices  to  whore  they  were  at  a 
certain  time — shall  bring  up  tho  price  of  wheat  to  where 
it  was  at  a  certain  time,  shall  bring  back  the  old  wooden 
ships  and  the  old  shipping  trade  to  the  city  of  St.  John, 
shall  clear  away  the  depression  and  shall  in  fact  do  away 
with  tho  confusion  of  business  which  exists  over  tho  wide 
world.  He  says,  you  must  do  that ;  I  demand  it  on  pain  of 
instant  execution,  or  I  will  publish  jtou  to  the  country  as 
no  Financo  Minister,  and  as  a  member  of  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  has  no  claims  upon  the  people.  Then  he 
turns  round  and  for  an  hour  or  more  he  sots  himself 
to  the  most  diligent  and  consecutive  argument  he  could  pos¬ 
sibly  make,  to  prove  that  no  Government  in  the  world  could 
keep  up  the  prices,  that  no  legislation  could  prevent  depres¬ 
sion  from  coming,  and  that  it  is  impossible  that  disturb¬ 
ances  in  trade  could  be  prohibited  by  the  action  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  say  again,  What  is  the  use  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
coming  here  and  condemning  the  Government  and  the  party 
because  they  do  not  keep  prices  up  or  keep  the  depression 
away,  because  they  do  not  keep  tho  shipping  trade  on  a 
good  basis,  and  at  the  same  time  believing  and  arguing  that 
it  is  impossible  for  any  Government  or  any  legislation  to  do 
so?  Sir,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  tell  mo  that  they 
condemn  this  Government  and  this  party  because  they  pro¬ 
mised  to  do  this  sort  of  thing.  I  say  to  them,  that  they  can¬ 
not  bring  any  statement,  made  by  any  responsible  member 
of  the  party,  they  cannot  bring  its  platform  of  principles, 
they  cannot  bring  what  was  enunciated  at  its  convention  in 
1878,  they  cannot  bring  any  authoritative  statement  to  show 
that  this  Government  or  party  have  pledged  themselves  to 
keep  prices  always  good,  to  keep  trade  always  level,  to  keep 
depressions  always  back,  or  to  influence  to  the  point  of 
continual  or  absolute  control  the  great  markets  of  the  world. 
So  I  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  pursuing  that  line  of  argu¬ 
ment  are  condemning  us  for  what,  afterwards,  they  take 
time  to  prove  it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to  perform. 
While  I  am  on  that  point  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  to  this  one 
fact ;  he  said  the  balance  of  trade  was  not  kept,  and  he  con¬ 
demned  the  Finance  Minister  for  not  keeping  it.  Now, 
Sir,  I  read  tho  very  statement  he  read,  and  in  that  statement 
the  Finance  Minister  makes  no  pledge  to  bring  the  imports 
and  the  exports  to  a  perfect  equality.  He  makes  no  state¬ 
ment  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  progress  of  the  country 
that  the  imports  should  be  made  equal  with  the  exports, 
but  he  states  that  it  is  well  and  should  be  striven  for,  look¬ 
ing  at  the  immense  excess  of  imports  in  the  Dominion  for 
a  number  of  years,  that  equality  should  be  more  nearly 
approached,  and  that  the  great  excess  of  imports  should  bo 
diminished.  And  this  has  been  done  by  the  Government, 
as  the  figures  taken  from  tho  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns 
will  show.  Since  Confederation  $20, 119,084  is  the  average 
yearly  excess  of  imports  over  exports  for  the  whole  period. 
In  the  period  from  1875  to  1879  the  excess  was  $21,022,213, 
or  nearly  one  million  of  dollars  per  year  over  the  average 
for  tho  whole  period  ;  and  from  1880  to  1884  the  average 
yearly  excess  has  been  but  $10,411,873.  Not  only  does  the 
period  from  1880  to  1884  show  about  $4,500,000  as  a  yearly 
average  less,  as  the  excess  of  imports  over  exports  over 
the  period  from  1875  to  1879,  but  it  shows  as  well 
pretty  nearly  $4,000,000  less  than  the  average  excess  of 
imports  over  exports  since  Confederation.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  last  night  when  he 
was  nearing  the  end  of  his  speech,  and  getting  ready 
for  his  peroration,  said  that  this  Government  were  to  render 
foreign  markets  unnecessary,  that  they  were  to  turn  all 


urban  districts  into  towns,  all  towns  into  cities  and  all  cities 
into  great  marts  and  metropoli  like  New  York  and  other 
great  cities  of  the  United  States.  He  says  the  pledge  of  tho 
party  and  tho  Government  policy  was  to  keep  wages  always 
good,  and  he  says  that  the  policy  is  hollow  and  baseless 
because  it  has  not  done  that.  I  say  it  is  only  necessary  to 
state  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  contention  to  show  that  is  is 
an  absurd  one,  and  that  it  is  not  possible,  as  it  never  was 
contemplated,  that  any  Government  or  legislation  should 
do  this. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  promised. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  not.  I  challenge  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  I  will  give  him  time  now  to  do  it — I 
challenge  him  to  read  a  statement  of  any  responsible 
member  of  this  party  or  Government  which  proves 
that  they  were  to  make  foreign  markets  unnecessary, 
that  they  were  to  turn  all  urban  districts  into 
towns  and  make  all  towns  into  cities  and  turn  all  cities  into 
metropoli.  I  challenge  him  to  show  a  single  written  or 
published  statement  where  it  was  authoritatively  pledged 
that  wages  should  always  be  kept  good.  If  ho  can  do  it  let 
him  do  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  calls  on  me  to  give 
such  a  statement,  I  have  not  the  papers,  but  I  can  refer 
him  to  several  speeches  and  I  can  produce  them.  I  refer 
him  to  a  pamphlet  of  which  it  is  stated  that  80,000  were 
circulated  in  Ontario  by  the  Conservative  Association,  a 
pamphlet  which  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Phipps,  where  those 
very  expressions  were  employed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  as  well  as 
any  person,  with  the  intelligence  he  has,  that  you  never 
could  judge  a  party  from  the  utterances  of  men  who  are  not 
in  sympathy  with  its  policy,  that  you  never  can  judge  a  party 
by  the  utterances  of  stray  persons  here  and  there.  What  I 
challenge  the  hon.  gentleman  to  do  is  this — and  let  him 
laugh  and  say  “  hear,  hear  ”  if  he  chooses,  I  challenge  him  to 
bring  the  platform  of  the  party  as  brought  out  in  conven¬ 
tion,  to  bring  the  resolutions  of  Sir  John  Macdonald,  the 
statements  of  the  second  Minister,  or  of  any  Minister — I 
challenge  him  to  bring  these,  and  to  show  to  this  House  that 
it  was  ever  promised  or  pledged  that  foreign  markets  would 
be  rendered  unnecessary,  that  towns  would  be  turned  into 
cities  and  cities  turned  anto  metropoli,  and  that  wages  would 
always  be  kept  good.  It  is  a  habit  of  exaggeration  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  fallen  into.  They  take  the 
partial  to  include  the  universal,  and  then  boldly  declare  that 
the  general  assertion  was  made. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  for  the  utterance 
of  the  First  Minister,  or  something  of  that  sort.  Would  the 
utterances  of  the  Finance  Minister  do  him  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  one  extract  which  seems  to  claim  a 
great  deal  of  what  is  proclaimed.  He  says : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  imposed  bur¬ 
dens  on  the  people,  but  gave  them  no  food  to  supply  them  with  strength 
to  carry  them.  We  asked  Parliament  to  give  ns  such  changes  in  the 
tariff  as  would  not  only  protect  the  industries  of  the  country,  out  give 
us  an  increased  revenue.  Was  there  a  response  ?  I  stated  at  the  out¬ 
set  that  the  response  was  ample,  provided  the  money  had  been  paid  in 
for  the  year  1879  that  belonged  to  that  3  ear.  And  the  year  that  fol¬ 
lowed  what  was  the  response?  They  gave  us  a  surplus  of  $4,000,000 
and  upwards,  because  we  found  employment  for  the  people,  because,  by 
obtaining  for  them  employment  and  higher  wages,  they  were  able  to 
buy  more  than  formerly.  Men  who  were  formerly  working  at  half  time 
and  on  low  wages  received  their  higher  wages  and  were  working  over¬ 
time.  Farmers  who  had  low  prices  and  found  sales  difficult  received 
high  prices  and  prompt  cash  sales.” 

“  High  prices  and  prompt  cash,” — that  did  not  mean  70 
cents  a  bushel. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Has  the  bon.  member  for  West  Elgin  the 
least  appreciation  of  the  difference  between  references  to 
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facts  that  have  occurred  and  promises  which  are  to  stretch 
over  an  indefinite  future  ?  The  lion.  Minister  of  Finance 
was  speaking  of  facts  which  have  occurred  ;  he  was  speak¬ 
ing  of  a  certain  year;  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not 
contend  and  cannot  prove  that  his  statements  were  not  true 
of  that  year.  But  that  is  different  from  promising  that 
markets  would  never  fail,  that  good  times  would  never  pass 
away,  that  confusion  and  distress  would  never  come,  that 
all  towns  should  be  turned  into  cities,  and  all  cities  into 
marts.  Sir,  the  kind  of  argument  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  depends  upon  is  shown  by  the 
reasoning  he  used  last  night,  lie  wished  to  condemn  the 
immigration  policy  of  the  Government,  and  how  did  ho  do 
it?  He  cited  a  newspaper  extract  stating  that 
two  poor  Danes  had  got  into  trouble  some¬ 

where  in  the  United  States.  He  said  that  these  were 
scalliwags,  and  therefore  the  immigration  policy  was  bad — 
that  they  were  a  sample  of  the  whole.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  know  that  it  takes  more  than  one  swallow  to  make  a 
summer?  Does  he  know  that  the  condition  of  two  Danes 
out  of  100,000  immigrants,  is  not  a  good  proof  as  to  the  con¬ 
dition  and  quality  of  the  immigration  as  a  whole.  Now, 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  com¬ 
pared  Canada  with  the  United  States;  but  with  the  United 
States  of  what  period?  With  the  United  States  of  1800, 
1801  and  1802.  Why  did  not  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he 
was  at  it,  go  back  further  ?  Why  did  he  not  go  away  back 
to  the  patriarchs  of  Palestine  who  lived  very  economically  ? 
Why  did  he  not  go  back  to  the  Germans  of  the  time  of 
Tacitus,  and  read  from  the  history  of  Tacitus  to  show  how 
cheaply  and  how  well  they  fared  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
not  know  that  in  order  to  come  to  any  reasonable  conclu¬ 
sion,  he  has  to  compare  things  similar  in  kind  and  equal  in 
time  and  circumstances?  He  compared  the  United  States 
of  1800  with  the  Canada  of  to  day  to  our  disadvantage. 
Sir,  what  was  left  out  in  that  comparison?  He  left  out  in 
the  first  place  the  difference  in  the  scope  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  United  States  then  and  that  of  Canada  now.  He  will  find 
if  he  looks  into  the  matter,  that  the  scope  of  the  expenditure 
is  very  different  in  the  two  countries.  They  have  no  sub¬ 
sidies  in  the  United  States  to  the  different  States^  The 
States  have  to  take  care  of  their  Governors,  of  all  their 
legislation,  of  their  whole  judiciary,  of  their  savings  banks, 
their  fisheries,  their  prisons,  their  militia,  their  canals,  their 
railroads,  their  immigration,  and  to  a  large  extent  their 
harbors  and  rivers,  and  quarantine.  And  so  I  say  the  paral¬ 
lel  does  not  hold.  Neither  do  the  times  nor  the  circum¬ 
stances  make  the  comparison  at  all  reasonable.  1800  and 
1884  are  very -different  times  in  the  world's  history,  to 
afford  the  basis  of  a  comparison  of  oxnense  of  family  living, 
of  the  world’s  work,  of  the  world’s  government.  If  I  were 
to  take  a  farmer  of  1884  and  attempt  to  compare  his 
scale  of  expenses  to  that  of  a  farmer  of  1800,  he  would  very 
quickly  tell  me  that  he  did  not  admit  any  such  parallel  or 
comparison  as  that.  To-day  the  farmer  has  to  have  his  im¬ 
proved  implements,  and  to  pay  for  his  municipal  advantages 
and  for  all  those  improvements  which  result  from  develop¬ 
ment  and  advancement.  The  same  is  true  with 
reference  to  states  and  countries.  Railroads  abound 
now;  they  did  not  then.  All  those  improvements 
in  the  development  of  the  world  and  in  the  transport  of  its 
commodities,  have  come  in  and  have  added  to  the  expense. 
Therefore,  Sir,  there  is  no  parallel  between  the  United 
States  of  1800  and  Canada  of  to  day  on  the  scale  of  expendi¬ 
ture.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  time  was  solving 
the  protection  question.  Yes,  I  think  he  is  right.  Time  is 
solving  it  in  Europe,  and  the  legislation  of  the  last  fpw  weeks 
has  shown  in  what  direction  it  is  solving  it.  It  is  solving  it 
in  the  lines  of  increased  protection  among  the  great 
powers  of  Europe,  so  that  the  Cobden  Club,  instead  of  conver¬ 
ting  Europe  and  the  world  to  their  principles  in  the  short 
space  of  ten  or  twenty  years,  find  themselves  very  nearly  in 
Mr,  Foster. 
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the  line  of  being  themselves  convinced  by  the  stern  logic  of 
events,  and  the  necessities  of  the  commercial  situation  around 
them.  Sir,  time  is  solving  the  question  in  Canada,  and  each 
year  that  the  people  look  more  thoroughly  into  it,  and  see 
what  we  are  doing  and  what  we  must  do  in  order  to  preserve 
our  commercial  autonomy,  they  must  see  that  it  is  solving 
it  in  the  line  of  a  settled  conviction  that  a  moderate  protec¬ 
tion  cannot  be  dispensed  with  in  this  country  so  long  as  we 
are  alongside  of  and  have  to  dealwith  countries  that  have  high 
protective  tariffs.  I  think  I  see  two  indications  that  time  is 
solving  the  question  also  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  What 
are  these  ?  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Bichard 
Cartwright),  says  : 

11  What  is  really  damaging  to  our  position  is  not  the  effect  of  thepro- 
tective  system  so  much  as  the  effect  of  the  enormous  extravagance  of 
the  Administration.” 

Is  that  the  beginning  of  a  road  which  shall  lead  them  out  to 
the  next  elections,  to  go  on  the  hustings  upon  the  line  of 
not  attacking  the  protective  policy  in  its  principle  ?  It 
seems  so.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  gave 
it  an  additional  lift  last  night  when  he  said :  We  never 
declared  that  a  per  cent,  tariff  was  all  that  was  sufficient ; 
we  contended  for  what  was  necessary.  That  is  an  elastic 
provision.  He  may  stretch  it  to  take  in  the  National 
Policy  itself ;  and  the  fact  that  we  have  not  now  many 
resolutions  or  speeches  in  the  direction  of  free  trade  is 
additional  proof  that  time  is  solving  the  question  for  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr,  MILLS.  The  public  debt  is  solving  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Sir,  it  is  well  to  contrast  the  opinions  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  when  they  come  to  speak  of  the 
condition  of  the  country  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
preceded  me  did,  especially  in  the  few  last  sentences  of  his 
speech.  What  do  they  think  of  this  country  ?  Why,  Sir, 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright) 
thinks  that  the  last  six  years  of.  Government  have  been 
more  disastrous  to  this  country  than  the  civil  war  was  to  the 
United  States.  The  end  is  near  in  this  prophetic  deliverance. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  says  in  the  concluding 
sentence  of  his  speech,  or  nearly  so  :  What  is  the  state  of 
our  country?  What  have  we  to  show  for  our  expendi¬ 
ture  ?  This  is  his  opinion  of  the  condition  of  Canada: 
Public  Works  paying  of  1  per  cent ;  $40,000,000  sunk 
in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ;  assets  comparatively 
worthless  ;  $40,000,000  sunk  in  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
which  ultimately  will  have  to  be  closed;  in  eighteen  years 
the  goal  of  ruin  will  be  reached  at  the  present  rate  of  pro¬ 
gress.  Can  you  imagine  a  more  doleful  picture  of  the  con¬ 
dition  of  Canada,  to  be  sent  broadcast  throughout  the 
world,  coming  from,  one  who  lives  in  the  Dominion  and 
occupies  a  leading  position  in  the  Liberal  party,  than  that  ? 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  is  not  more 
cheerful  or  happy  for  he  says  :  What  is  the  condition  of 
Canada  ?  Hundreds  of  thousands  of  unemployed ;  Canadians 
leave  at  the  rate  of  88,000  per  year— not  one  less,  not  one 
more,  mathematically  demonstrated ;  people  fleeing  from 
the  country  as  if  a  pestilence  were  upon  it,  and  then 
declaring  that  there  is  a  pestilence  upon  the  country. 
That  is  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  and  I 
leave  the  admirers  of  that  hon.  gentleman  to  make  the  most 
they  can  out  of  it.  But  I  am  certain  that  the  young  men 
of  Canada,  the  men  who  are  growing  up  in  its  various  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  who  have  hopefulness  in  their  hearts  and  energy 
in  their  physical  frames,  who  look  forward  to  the  time  when 
their  country  shall  be  made  great  and  strong  with  the 
resources  it  has  and  the  energy  and  intellect  its  sons  pos¬ 
sess  —I  am  certain  that  such  utterances  as  these  will  only 
have  the  effect  of  weaning  from  the  party  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  any  young  men  who  may  have  a  leaning  to 
it,  and  of  binding  the  young  men  of  this  country  in  a  com¬ 
mon  bond,  stretching  from  ocean  to  ocean,  of  cementing 
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them  in  the  common  determination  to  keep  this  country 
united,  and  to  make  it  prosperous,  and  to  relegate  growlers 
and  grumblers  to  the  background.  Then  the  hon.  membor 
for  Bothwell  has  outlined  a  little  plan  of  reciprocity,  in 
which  he  has  followed  in  the  wake  of  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk.  We  have  often  wanted  to  know  what  par¬ 
ticular  stand  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  took  on  this  question, 
and  we  have  obtained  at  last  an  inkling  of  what  they  may 
possibly  do,  and  of  what  line  they  propose  to  take. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  declared  that  we  could 
not  get  a  reciprocity  treaty  such  as  we  have  had  before  ; 
He  declared  that  if  the  Government  get  reciprocity,  it  will 
not  bo  the  one-sided  reciprocity  that"  we  had  years  ago,  but 
it  will  have  to  be  a  reciprocity  which  will  include  manufac¬ 
tures  as  well  as  natural  products.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  outlined  practically,  the  same  plan.  Is  that  to  be 
the  platform  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ?  Is  their  platform 
to  bo  that  they  pledge  themselves,  in  order  to  get  certain 
advantages  from  the  commerce  gnd  trade  of  the  United 
States,  to  throw  down  all  barriers  and  leave  our  manufac¬ 
turing  industries  open  to  the  in-sweeping  tide  of  American 
manufactures  ?  Will  they  allow  our  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries,  which  have  been  established  and  which  have  prospered 
by  means  of  the  protected  skill  and  accumulated  capital,  to 
be  swept  away  the  very  moment  these  harriers  are  broken 
down  ?  Do  they  intend  to  leave  our  mills  without  opera¬ 
tives  and  our  industries  in  the  condition  in  which  they  were 
3’ears  ago,  when  necessity  compelled  us  to  adopt  a  change 
in  our  fiscal  system  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  very  doleful. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  very  doleful,  and  it  is  doleful  for  a 
purpose.  It  is  so  doleful  that  when  hoa.  gentlemen  opposite 
go  to  the  country  and  enunicate  that  as  their  platform,  they 
will  find  that  the  people  will  tell  them  :  We  are  willing  to 
have  a  reciprocity  treaty  on  fair  terms,  bufrwe  do  not  propose 
to  give  up  everything  for  the  sake  of  having  a  commercial 
treaty  even  with  the  United  States.  It  has  been  noticed  in 
this  debate  that  more  has  been  said  about  the  condition  of  the 
country  than  about  the  tariff,  and  there  are  certain  statements 
which  have  been  formulated  by  the  Opposition.  One  of  these 
is  that  there  is  discontent  everywhere  in  the  Dominion.  Let  us 
analyse  that  statement,  and  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  who 
represent  the  different  counties  and  interests  of  Canada  to  say 
whether  that  be  true  or  not.  Is  there  great  discontent  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  ?  Of  what  kind  is  it?  Is  it  that  discon¬ 
tent  which,  unhappily,  is  rife  in  some  countries  where  labor  is 
arrayed  against  capital  in  a  stern,  strong  fight  against  mono¬ 
poly  and  privilege  ?  Is  that  kind  of  contest,  which  shows 
itself  in  breakinge-out  like  the  Pittsburg  riots  and  the  Hock¬ 
ing  Valley  riots  in  the  United  States,  and  the  disturbances 
which  are  taking  place  in  Great  Britain,  going  on  here  ? 
Does  any  hon.  gentleman  hold  that  such  discontent  as  that 
is  rife  in  the  Dominion  ?  No,  Sir.  Is  there  discontent 
here  of  class  against  class,  or  sect  against  sect,  as  there  is 
in  some  of  the  older  countries  of  Europe,  where  the 
privileged  autocratic  classes  above  are  being  upheaved 
by  the  outbursting  force  of  free  impulses  of  the 
classes  which  have  been  trampled  down  ?  No,  Sir. 
This  is  a  free  country ;  this  is  a  country  in  which  the  plough- 
mao’s  son  may  come  from  following  the  plough  and  after- 
Avards  step  into  the  high  position  of  Premier,  if  he  has  tal¬ 
ent  and  character  and  energy  sufficient  to  work  bis  way. 
Is  there  any  widespread  political  discontent  in  Canada  ?  I 
deny  it.  But  I  will  tell  you  what  discontent  there  is  ;  there 
is  a  discontent  in  this  country— and  here  again  I  have  to 
utter  a  dolorous  and  mournful  strain — there  is  discontent  in 
the  party  that  is  not  in  power  and  in  such  a  case  there  al¬ 
ways  will  be  discontent.  The  man  who  has  made  a  bee 
line  for  an  open  door  and  finds  that  another  has  stepped  in 
just  before  him  and  closed  it  will  always  be  discontented  ; 
his  discontent  wfll  bo  chronic  until  the  door  is  reoponed, 


until  the  man  inside  is  put  out  and  the  man  outside  gets  in 
and  warms  himself.  That  is  the  only .  kind  of  dip- 
content  there  is  in  this  country ;  and  it  is  that  dis¬ 
content  of  party  which  is  engineered  by  its  members,  her¬ 
alded  by  its  press,  and  brought  by  its  leaders  as  a  piece  of 
machinery  into  this  House.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say 
that  annexation  is  clamored  for  in  this  country.  I  ask 
from  which  party  comes  the  clamor  ?  I  ask  them  to  point  out 
a  Liberal  Conservative  newspaper,  a  Liberal  Conservative 
politician,  or  any  gentleman  prominent  in  the  Liberal  Con¬ 
servative  party,  who  has,  during  this  past  year,  uttered  one 
word  in  favor  of  annexation  ;  but  I  take  them  to  the  only 
annexation  organ  I  know  of  in  this  country,  the  Si.  John 
Globe ,  which  belongs  to  the  party  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  the  proprietor  of  which  sunned  himself  for  a  few 
years  in  the  comfortable  position  of  postmaster  given 
to  him  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  who  has  been 
terribly  discontented  ever  since  be  had  occasion  to  leave 
that  snug  position  and  attend  to  his  newspaper  work.  Is 
thero  any  talk  about  dismemberment?  Do  you  find  it  in 
the  Liberal  Conservative  newspapers,  in  the  Liberal  Con¬ 
servative  party  or  from  any  member  of  prominence  in  the 
Conservative  ranks?  No,  Sir,  and  the  resolution 
moved  in  the  Nova  Scotia  House  of  Assembly  Avas 
not  moved  by  a  member  of  the  Liberal  Conservative  party. 
You  find  it  in  the  press  and  you  find  it  amongst  the  politi¬ 
cians  that  belong  to  the  gentlemen  opposite.  So  I  say  you 
may  take  everything,  the  secession  trouble  in  the  North- 
West,  annexation,  dismemberment,  independence,  commer¬ 
cial  treaties,  whatever  look  to  the  unsettling  of  the  present 
stable  condition  of  affairs  in  this  country,  and  you  find  it 
always  voiced  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  their 
press ;  that  is  where  the  discontent  is.  So  long  as  it  remains 
there  and  is  a  party  discontent,  it  wiil  not  sink  very  deep 
into  the  vitals  of  tiie  country  and  wiil  not  produce  either 
dismemberment  or  disruption.  It  will  all  be  cured  in  that 
happy  day — we  know  not  when  it  may  arrive — when  they 
step  to  this  side  of  the  House,  Then  discontent  will  disap¬ 
pear  and  happy  smiles  will  take  their  place  on  the  counten¬ 
ances  of  those  gentlemen.  The  next  thing  they  state  as  a 
general  proposition  is  that  the  Liberal  Conservatives  are 
trying  to  make  the  country  prosperous  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  That  has  been  partly  touched  upon  by  remarks  I 
have  already  made.  I  will  simply  refer  to  it.  Everywhere 
through  the  press  and  through  the  country  that  epigram  is 
used,  and  you  know  what  power  there  is  in  an  epigram,  and 
most  gentlemen  who  have  looked  into  the  matter  know  what 
untruth  there  is  in  an  epigram.  An  epigram  may  be  the 
most  taking  thing  at  first  sight,  and  yet  when  you  look  into 
it  the  most  deceptive  of  any  in  the  English  language.  And 
this  is  put  through  the  country.  These  men  are 
going  to  make  you  prosperous  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  and 
ridicule  folloAvs  upon  that.  That  was  not  the  pledge,  that 
is  not  the  platform  of  this  party,  but  I  Avill  tell  you  what  is 
the  pledge  and  what  is  the  platform  of  the  party,  as  far  as 
I  understand  it,  and  what,  speaking  for  myself;  is  at  all 
events  my  platform  and  my  position.  It  is  that  you  cannot 
pass  a  single  Act  of  Parliament  without  in  some  respects 
affecting  the  fortunes  and  prosperity  of  the  country,  that 
you  must  assume  that  legislation  at  any  given  time  is  per¬ 
fect  if  you  do  not  hold  the  proposition  that  it  may  be  made 
more  perfect,  and  that  consequently  things  may  be  made 
better  by  legislation.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  it  is  not 
possible  to  help  a  country  by  legislation  ?  Look  at  the  con¬ 
verse  of  the  proposition.  Is  it  possible  to  harm  a  country 
by  legislation  ?  There  is  no  doubt  that  it  is.  Then  it  is 
possible  to  remedy  the  barm  by  legislation,  and,  unless 
you  assert  that  laws  are  perfect  now,  it  is  a  proposition 
to  be  contended  for  and  sustained  that  it  is  possible 
to  make  things  more  prosperous  by  judicious 
legislation.  It  was  judicious  legislation  which 
brought  about  the  abolition  of  the  corn  laws. 
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It  was  judicious  legislation  which  laid  the  foundation 
of  those  great  railways  in  New  South  Wales  and  the  other 
Australian  colonies,  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  spoke  of  last  night  as  such  a  great  source  of 
revenue  in  those  countries.  I  can  imagine  the  counterpart 
of  the  member  for  Bothwell  in  those  Legislatures,  when 
they  proposed  to  make  a  loan  and  build  those  railways, 
asking:  Are  you  going  to  make  tho  country  prosperous 
by  Act  of  Parliament  ?  And  yet  tho  Act  was  passed,  the 
loan  was  made,  and  the  railways  were  built,  with  tho  great 
amount  of  traffic  which  goes  ovor  them  and  the  great 
revenues  which  are  brought  into  those  countries  by  them. 
If  ever  legislation  Avas  necessary  to  the  protection  of  the 
great  interests  of  this  country,  that  time  is  to-day,  when 
over-production  is  rife  as  never  before  iu  tho  producing 
centres  of  the  world  ;  to  day,  when  there  is  a  greater  facili¬ 
ty  for  the  manufacture  of  goods  at  short  notice  than  at  any 
previous  time  in  the  world’s  history ;  to  day,  when  tho 
means  of  transport  are  so  great  that  commodities  from 
the  most  distant  parts  of  the  world  can  bo  thrown 
into  any  market  which  offers  an  opportunity  for  them; 
to-day,  when  tho  groat  commercial  interests  in  tho 
world  are  merging  together  in  common  cause 
and  for  common  purposes.  I  say  it  is  now,  when 
such  a  conjuncture  of  circumstances  has  taken  place 
as  that,  that  legislation  steps  in  at  its  best,  and  protects  the 
people  of  this  country  in  their  manufacturing  interests,  in 
their  markets,  and  in  all  that  pertams  to  a  moderate  pro¬ 
tective  policy.  They  say :  Get  markets  in  foreign  parts. 
I  say  so  too,  but  it  is  a  fact  that  cannot  be  gainsaid 
that  you  must  first  establish  yourselves  in  homo  markets 
before  you  can  go  out  to  conquer  foreign  markets.  Here 
is  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  tho  Treasury  for  1884. 
Mark  the  parallel  between  what  he  speaks  of  and  our  own 
country  of  Canada.  Ho  shows  the  immense  expenditure 
made  in  the  Western  States  for  railways  and  canals  and  the 
like,  and  says : 

“  What  this  vast  region  needed  was  a  market  and  facilities  for  reach¬ 
ing  it,  with  both  of  which  it  was  soon  supplied.  It  is  now  penetrated  in 
all  directions  by  railroads,  and  the  cost  of  transportation  has  been  so 
cheapened  that  farming  lands  far  west  of  the  Mississippi  have  become 
nearly  as  valuable  as  the  lands  in  the  seaboard  States.  To  the  rise  in  the 
value  of  lands  resulting  in  the  construction  of  railroads,  the  wonderful 
increase  of  the  national  wealth  is  very  largely  attributable.” 

Our  great  west  lies  here.  We  must  penetrate  it  and  inter¬ 
penetrate  it  with  facilities  for  ti'ansportation  before  we  can 
expect  our  lands  to  rise  in  value  or  expect  to  share  the  rich 
increase  from  our  fertile  country.  The  next  thiDg  that  is 
stated  by  these  hon.  gentlemen  is  that  we  are  trying  to 
make  the  country  rich  by  taxing  it,  or,  as  the  member  for 
South  Huron  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright)  says  : 

“  The  force  of  folly  can  no  further  go 
Than  taxing  men  that  they  may  richer  grow.” 

That  is  another  epigram.  They  say  :  What!  You  makoa 
country  richer  by  piling  up  taxation  ?  That,  of  course,  at 
first  sight,  seems  very  absurd,  but  let  us  look  into  it.  It 
appears  to  me  that  there  are  two  kinds  of  taxation.  One 
you  may  call  productive  taxation,  and  another  you  may  call 
unproductive  taxation  ;  or,  more  closely,  there  is  one  which 
is  the  result  of  productive  expenditures,  and  tho  othorwhich 
is  the  result  of  unproductive  expenditures,  and  the  first 
thing  to  get  at  in  any  discussion  of  the  matter  of  taxation 
is  to  find  whether  the  expenditures  were  wise  and  produc¬ 
tive,  and,  if  so,  it  is  a  question  which  cannot  be  doubted  that, 
through  this  expenditure  and  the  taxation  consequent  upon 
it,  the  country  is  made  rich  and  prosperous,  and  so  helped 
in  all  its  material  interests.  But  1  wish  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  members  of  this  House  to  the  comparison  between  the 
United  States,  which  is  so  much  referred  to,  and  this  country 
of  Canada  with  reference  to  its  exy  enditures.  In  the  United 
States,  in  1883-84,  Customs  and  Bevenue  taxation 
amounted  to  $316,653,561.  Watch  the  expenditures 
out  of  that:  Pensions  for  tho  Avar,  $55,429,228,  : 
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military  expenditures,  $39,420,603  ;  naval  expend¬ 
iture,  $11,292,601  ;  interest  on  public  debt  caused  by  tho 
war,  $54,578,368;  sinking  fund,  $16,790,229;  redemption 
of  war  debt,  $54,120,000;  or  a  total  of  $267,640,039,  as 
taxation  for  an  expenditure  which  was  not  only  unproduc¬ 
tive,  but  destructive  in  every  point.  The  per  capita  ex¬ 
penditure  of  customs  and  internal  revenue  of  the  United 
States  was  $5.75,  and  $4.85  of  that  was  spent  for  those  un¬ 
productive  purposes.  Otherwise  put,  85  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  revenue  from  Customs  and  Internal  Bevenue  was 
spent  to  pay  the  interest  and  cost  which  came  from  the 
expenses  of  war  and  the  waste  of  war  in  tho  United 
States  of  America.  The  Canadian  income  from  Customs 
and  Bevenuo  last  year  was  $25,483,199,  and  for  military 
purposes,  corresponding  to  those  above,  what  did  we  spend  ? 
On  Dominion  police,  $20,124;  militia  pensions,  $27,268; 
mounted  police,  $185,983;  then  there  is  militia,  if  you 
choose  to  put  that  in,  though  you  should  not,  because  that 
expenditure  by  tho  Dominion  corresponds  to  the  expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  United  States  for  militia  by  the  States  themselves. 
If  you  do  not  put  that  in,  which  you  have  no  right  to  do,  the 
per  capita  taxation  of  Canada  spent  on  unproductive  expen¬ 
ditures  like  those  1  have  mentioned  in  tho  United  States, 
is  only  14  cents  por  head  out  of  a  total  of  $5.66  per  head 
collected.  So  it  is  plain,  that  compared  with  the  United 
States,  the  revenue  Which  we  have  collected  is  expended — - 
not  for  war,  as  an  hon.  member  stated  the  other  day,  but 
for  the  development  of  our  Provinces  and  the  debts  incurred 
therefor?  They  were  expended  for  the  opening  up  and 
improvement  of  the  country,  for  the  construction  of  rail¬ 
ways,  for  waterways  and  canals,  and  for  the  great  public 
works  of  the  country,  which  alone  can  make  a  country 
prosperous.  Now,  1  Avish  briefly  to  approach  what  is  really 
the  most  important  question  I  shall  have  to  deal  with  on 
this  occasion,  and  that  is  the  comparison  of  the  United 
States  of  to-day  with  the  Canada  of  to-day.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  in  and  out  of  Parliament,  have  compared  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  and  have  come  to  a  conclusion  dis¬ 
advantageous,  as  they  say,  to  Canada.  I  ask  hon. 
gentlemen  present,  could  they  not  have  taken  a  more  fair 
comparison  for  a  country  like  Canada,  than  to  compare  it 
with  the  United  States  ?  Is  it  fair  to  compare  a  grown,  in¬ 
tellectually  and  physically  developed  man,  Avith  a  child  of 
tender  age,  and  because  the  one  has  not  the  strength  of 
tho  other,  to  make  it  disadvantageous  to  that  one? 
Surely  not.  But  in  comparing  Canada  with  the  United 
States  of  America  much  like  that  is  done.  The  United 
States  have  been  more  than  one  hundred  years  on  their 
national  course.  They  had  provincial  prejudices  the  same 
as  wo  have,  they  had  provincial  differences  as  we  have  now. 
They  had  to  merge  those,  to  outgrow  them ;  they  have  had 
one  hundred  years  to  do  that  and  to  become  a  great  and 
united  nation.  I  think  it  may  be  fairly  said  that  Canada 
cannot  be  fairly  compared  with  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  That  country  has  been  over  one  hundred  years 
on  its  national  progress,  it  has  vast  and  varied  resources, 
climatic  and  otherwise,  it  bad  a  reputation  as  a  nation 
extended  all  over  the  world  when  Canada  was  little  heard  of, 
it  has  received  by  immigration  twelve  milions  of  people  in 
addition  to  its  own  population,  from  1820  to  1883;  it  has  a 
vast  heritage  of  accumulated  skill  and  accumulated  capital, 
and  a  population  of  55,000,000  of  people  ;  and  I  say  it  is  not 
quite  fair  to  compare  Canada  with  such  a  country ;  if  we 
expect  to  make  Canada  show  equal  it  is  not  a  fair  expecta¬ 
tion.  But,  Sir,  let  us  look  at  this  question  of  comparative 
debt.  Now  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  will  agree  with  me 
when  I  say  that  if  you  are  going  to  talk  about  the  incidence 
of  debt  or  taxation  relatively  in  the  two  countries,  you 
must  take  the  whole  debt  and  the  whole  taxation.  You 
must  take  in  the  United  States  the  federal  debt,  the 
state  debt,  and  the  municipal  debt ;  and  you  must  take  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  equally  its  federal  debt,  its  pro- 
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vincial  debt,  and  its  municipal  debt.  There  is  no  other  fair 
way,  because  the  functions  and  scope  of  the  federal  powers 
in  the  two  cases  are  as  diverse  as  they  can  well  bo,  as  also 
are  the  functions  and  scope  of  the  States  as  compared 
with  tho  Provinces.  Now,  Sir,  what  do  we  iind  ?  The 
federal  debt  of  tho  United  States  on  November  1st,  1884, 
was  $1,408,482,984;  the  net  federal  debt  of  Canada  last  year 
was  $182,161,850.  Now,  Sir,  I  deduct  from  the  net  federal 
debt  of  Canada  the  debts  which  have  been  assumed  from 
the  Provinces,  because  they  represented  what  would  be 
represented  by  the  State  debts  in  the  United  States.  The 
provincial  debts  which  have  been  assumed  by  this  Domi¬ 
nion  amount  to  $106,815,214.  Subtracting  that  sum  from 
the  whole  net  debt  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  correspond¬ 
ing  to  the  United  States  federal  debt,  and  we  have  left 
$75,346,636.  Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  that  method  of  comparison 
cannot  be  gainsaid.  The  federal  debt  of  $1,408,482,984  in 
the  United  States  corresponds  with  what  is  the  real  federal 
debt  of  Canada,  amounting  to  $75,346,636.  Eeducing  them 
to  per  capita  we  find  the  federal  debt  of  the  United  States 
is  $25.60  ;  while  tho  corresponding  federal  debt  of  Canada 
is,  per  cajnta,  but  $  16.40.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  take  the  state 
and  provincial  debts.  In  the  United  States,  by  the 
official  statistics  for  1883,  the  State  debt  amounted  to 
$267,762,175;  and  the  corresponding  provincial  debts  of 
Canada,  that  is  the  debts  which  are  either  now  held  by  the 
Provinces  or  have  been  taken  over  by  the  Dominion,  amounts 
to  $112,815,214.  Eeducing  these  to  per  capita,  we  find  the 
state  debt  in  the  United  States  is  $4.83,  and  the  corres¬ 
ponding  provincial  debt  of  Canada  is  $24.30  per  head — only 
$4.83  per  head  in  the  United  States,  but  $24.30  per  head  in 
Canada.  That  shows  a  great  disparity  against  Canada,  but 
but  let  us  look  into  it  for  a  moment.  What  have  the  differ¬ 
ent  States  ef  the  United  States  done  with  reference  to  meet¬ 
ing  their  indebtedness  from  year  to  year  ?  They  have  met 
it  by  diroct  taxation  upon  the  people  of  each  State.  Last 
year  Massachusetts  paid  $1,500,000  in  direct  State  taxation; 
while  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion  have  never  taxed 
themselves  ono  cent  as  direct  taxation,  but  have  rather  put 
their  expenditure  in  the  form  of  loans  and  have  preferred 
to  carry  it  as  interest.  So  that  if  wo  go  back  for  ton,  twelve 
or  fifteen  years,  tho  States  of  the  American  republic  have 
paid  by  direct  taxation  that  which  has  prevented  their 
debts  from  being  much  higher,  per  capita ,  than  the  debts 
of  tho  Provinces  of  Canada.  Then  .  Sir,  we  come  to  tho  mun¬ 
icipal  indebtedness,  and  that  is  the  most  important  point. 
The  United  States  municipal  debt  in  1880  was  $822,147,888  ; 
the  increase  during  the  last  decade  was  about  22  per 
cent.  Adding  that  percentage  of  increase,  tho  municipal 
debt  of  the  United  States  at  the  prosent  time  is  $904,362,676, 
or  a  per  capita  municipal  debt  of  $16.40.  What  is  Canada’s 
municipal  debt  ?  Well,  Sir,  I  take  tbo  municipal  debt  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  which  1  believe  is  a  high  average. 
In  the  Provinces  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  it  is 
comparatively  small,  the  municipal  taxation  is  compara¬ 
tively  small.  The  same  is  true,  I  think,  with  regard  to 
Quebec,  while  in  Ontario  we  have  the  highest  municipal 
debt.  The  municipal  debt  of  Ontario  is  $17,000,000  or 
about  $8.60  per  head.  The  municipal  debt  of  Canada,  I 
have  estimated  at  $6  per  head.  The  municipal  debt  ol 
Ontario  being  $8.60  per  head,  and  that  being  by  far  the 
highest,  I  have  taken  the  average  as  $6  for  the  whole 
Dominion,  which  I  am  certain  is  a  high  average  to  take. 
That  makes  $27,600,000  as  the  municipal  debt  of  Canada, 
being  a  per  capita  municipal  debt  of  $6  per  head.  Taking 
these  totals  over,  what  do  we  have  ?  The  United  States  has 
a  l'odei’al  debt  of  $25.60  per  head.  Canada  has  a  federal 
debt  of  $16.40  per  head.  The  United  States  has  a  state 
debt  of  $4.83  per  head.  Canada  has  a  pi’ovincial  debt,  cor¬ 
responding  to  that  State  debt,  equal  to  $24  30  per  head.  The 
United  States  has  a  municipal  debt  equal  to  $16.40  per  head, 
while  the  municipal  debt  of  Canada  is  not  more  than  |6  per 


head.  Adding  these  together  we  have  the  total  debt,  federal, 
state  and  municipal,  of  tho  United  States  as  $46.83  per  head, 
and  we  have  the  total  debt  of  Canada  in  tho  same  way,  $16.70 
per  head;  or  a  balance  in  favor  of  Canada  on  the  score  of 
indebtedness  of  just  18  cents  per  bead.  So  much  with 
respect  to  debt.  But  the  strongest  point  is  when  you  come 
to  the  taxation  which  is  paid,  and  which  is  a  better  measure 
of  the  burden  than  the  debt  which  has  been  calculated  per 
head.  The  United  States  federal  taxation  last  year  for 
Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue  was  $316,651,561,  a  per  capita 
tax  of  $5.75.  The  state  tax  in  the  United  States  was 
$61,434,095,  or  $1.11  per  capita.  The  municipal  tax  in  1884 
was  $282,591,694,  or  a  per  capita  tax  of  $5  14.  making  a  total 
taxation  in  the  United  States  under  those  heads  of  $660,679,- 
350,  or  $12  per  capita.  Lot  us  take  Canada.  The  federal 
taxes,  taking  Custom  and  Inland  Revenue  the  same  as  in 
the  United  States,  amounted  to  $25,483,590,  or  $5.66 
per  capita.  The  provincial  tax  is  nothing.  Tho  municipal  tax 
is  $2.60  per  head,  cr  $12,000,000  for  the  whole,  which  gives 
$8  25  per  head  as  the  taxation  paid,  federal,  provincial  and 
municipal  in  Canada,  corresponding  with  $L2  per  head  paid 
in  the  United  States.  So  that  in  the  matter  of  total  debt, 
Canada  has  18  cents  per  capita  of  advantage,  while  in  tho 
matter  of  its  taxes  Canada  has  $3.74  per  head,  which  is  a 
yearly  saving  on  taxes  alone  of  $16,204,000  for  the  whole 
Dominion,  I  lea^e  these  figures  and  these  calculations  to 
be  looked  into  by  bon.  gentlemen  and  by  the  country,  and 
I  believe  they  will  stand  the  test  in  all  important  particulars. 
There  is  a  little  question  as  to  the  estimate  for  Canada’s 
municipal  debt,  but  I  have  made  the  estimate  high  so  as  to 
be  sure  I  did  not  err  in  favor  of  my  country.  It  is 
said  by  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  tho  people  are 
being  driven  out  of  the  country.  I  want  to  put 
one  practical  question.  If  they  are  driven  out  of 
Canada,  by  wliat  are  they  being  driven  out  ?  Wo  will 
throw  statistics  all  aside.  We  will  leave  these  clashing  and 
clanging  statistics  of  the  United  States,  school  and  other 
statistics  all  aside,  and  now  appeal  to  common  sense  and 
common  experience.  Our  people  are  being  driven  from 
Canada,  say  they.  What  drives  them  out  ?  The  answor 
comes  :  Debt,  taxes,  tariff — those  are  the  three  things  that 
are  driving  Canadians  fro'm  Canada.  Where  are  they 
driven  to  ?  The  answer  comes  :  To  the  United  States.  I 
am  going  to  put  this  question  in  such  a  form  that  wo 
must  either  conclude  that  the  people  of  Canada  are 

almost  born  fools  or  else  that  they  are  not  being  driven 
out  to  tbo  United  States  by  debt,  taxes  and  tariff. 

Driven  out  to  the  United  States  !  Driven  out  by 

debt,  taxes,  tariff!  Whero  do  they  go?  Take  the 

metropolis  of  my  own  Province.  They  are  driven  from  St. 
John,  are  they  ?  On  account  of  debt,  taxes,  tariff  ?  And 
whero  do  they  go  ?  We  will  say  that  they  go  to  Bangor 
or  Portland,  the  txvo  largest  cities  in  Maine.  They  aro,  of 
course,  going  to  a  city  and  not  to  the  country.  The  debt  of 
St.  John  is  $  1,009,048,  or  $36  per  capita.  The  debt  of  Bangor 
is  $2,661,000,  or  $157.87  per  capita.  Any  sensible  man,  if 
he  is  driven  out  owing  to  the  heavy  city  debt,  would  go 
directly  from  a  city  in  which  the  per  capita  debt  is  $36  to  a 
city  where  tho  hebt  is  $157  per  head.  No  doubt  about 
that.  But  perhaps  the  individul  might  go  to  Portland  ; 
and  if  he  did  so,  he  would  find  a  city  with  a  debt  of  $4,322,  i5  4, 
or  $127. 84  per  capita.  Driven  from  St.  John,  be  would  goto  a 
place  where  the  debt  is  three  ani  a  half  times  as  great ! 
But  let  us  look  at  the  taxation. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Give  us  tho  figures  for  Baltimore. 

Mr.  POSTED.  I  do  not  choose  to  go  to  Baltimore.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  go  there,  he  can  do  so.  If 
he  will,  however,  wait  for  a  moment  I  will  give  him  as 
many  cities  as  he  can  travel  over  between  this  time  and 
to-morrow.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  suit 
my  own  convenience  in  making  this  address  I  shall  feel 
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obliged.  Tho  taxes  in  St.  John  last  year  amounted  to 
$223,681,  or  $8  per  capita.  In  Bangor  they  reached 
8204,166,  or  $12.11  per  capita.  Iu  Portland  they  were 
$754,623,  or  $22.32  per  capita.  But  you  will  say  that  the 
individual  will  probably  choose  to  go,  not  to  a  city,  but  to 
the  rural  parts.  Let  us  see  how  the  taxation  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  compares  with  Maine.  The  provincial  debt  in  New 
Brunswick  is  $750,000,  or  $2.25  per  capita.  The  state  debt 
of  Maine  is  $4,682,741,  or  $7  per  head.  The  individual  will, 
of  course,  go  direct  from  New  Brunswick,  where  the 
provincial  debt  is  only  $2.25  per  head,  to  Maine,  where 
the  state  debt  is  $7  per  head.  Or  if  it  is  taxation  from 
which  he  is  fleeing,  it  is,  of  course,  likely  that  he  will 
leave  New  Brunswick,  where  the  provincial  taxation  is 
nil,  to  go  to  Maine  where  it  is  $1.63  per  head.  Or  if  it  is 
municipal  debt  he  is  ffleeing  from  he  will,  of  course, 
leave  New  Brunswick  where  tho  municipal  debt  is  $1,660,- 
000  or  $5  per  hoad,  and  go  to  Maine  where  the  municipal 
debt  is  $17,644,075,  or  $27.50  per  head.  Or  if  it  is  taxation 
he  is  afraid  of,  he  will  go  to  Maine  where  there  is  a  muni¬ 
cipal  tax  of  $4,118,6.5,  or  $6.26  per  head,  when  the  muni¬ 
cipal  taxation  in  New  Brunswick  is  estimated  at  about  $3 
per  head.  There  is  a  practical  answer.  Suppose  we  take, 
for  New  Brunswick,  the  federal  per  capita  taxation  at  $5.66 
per  head,  the  provincial  at  nothing  and  the  municipal  at  $3 
per  head,  the  total  is  $8  66.  In  Maine  thmfederal  per  capita 
taxation  is  $5.75,  state  $1.63,  municipal  $6.36,  being  a  total 
of  $13.74.  That  is  to  say  that  in  New  Brunswick  the 
people  have  to  pay  only  $8.66  per  head  as  against 
$13.74  in  Maine.  We  come  now  to  Ontario,  and  if  an 
individual  goes  from  Toronto  to  Boston,  what  does  he  find  ? 
Ho  goes  from  a  city  having  a  debt  of  $5,800,000  or  $65  per 
capita  to  a  city  which  has  $28,244,018  of  a  debt,  or  $77.84 
per  capita.  He  will  go  from  Toronto  which  has  a  yearly 
taxation  of  $901,376  or  $10  per  capita,  to  Boston,  which  has 
a  yearly  impost  of  $7,666,534  or  $21.13  per  head.  And  now 
as  my  hon.  friend  on  the  bkck  seat  wanted  to  have  a  few 
more  cities,  if  ho  should  take  all  the  thirty-nine  cities  of 
Massachusetts  and  lumped  them  together  he  would  find 
that  the  taxation  per  capita  is  $14.24,  whilst  in  the  City  of 
Toronto  it  is  but  $10  per  head.  Perhaps,  however,  your 
fugitive  citizen  will  not  care  to  go  from  Toronto  to 
Boston,  but  will  go  to  the  country  places.  He  will 
leave  Ontario  and  go  to  Massachusetts.  He  will  leave 
a  provincial  debt  of  nothing  at  all,  but  instead  a  surplus 
in  tho  treasury  which  is  variously  estimated  at  from 
$2,000,000  to  $5,000,000,  and  he  will  go  to  Massachusetts 
where  the  state  debt  is  $20,159,478,  or  $11.30  per  hoad.  He 
will  leave  Ontario,  which  has  a  municipal  debt  of  $8.60  per 
capita  and  go  to  Massachusetts,  which  has  a  municipal  debt 
of  $40  per  head.  Or  if  you  take  the  taxation  he  will  leave 
Ontario,  which  has  a  municipal  taxation  of  $4  per  head, 
and  go  to  Massachusetts,  which  has  a  municipal  taxation  of 
$13.64  per  head.  That,  Sir,  is  why  people  leave  this 
country,  because  of  the  debt  and  taxation ;  and 
what  is  more  reasonable  and  common  sense  than 
to  believe  that  they  will  leave  a  country  like 
this  for  its  debt  and  taxation,  and  go  to  a  country  where  the 
debt  and  taxation  are  very  much  higher  ?  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  wanted  some  States  and  I  am  going  to  give  him 
some ;  and  you  will  recollect  that  I  have  tried  to  be  fair  in 
this  comparison  in  not  taking  the  older  States  entirely, 
because  they  say  the  people  leave  our  Provinces  and  go  to 
the  new  territories.  What  do  we  find  ?  Bear  in  mind  that 
Ontario’s  provincial  and  municipal  debt  is  $8.60  per  head. 
He  will  find  that  the  State  and  municipal  debt  of  Wisconsin 
is  $9;  Minnesota,  $11;  Nebraska,  $15;  Colorado,  $18;  Da¬ 
kota,  $7.39,  or  21  cents  less  than  Ontario — enough  to  buy 
some  bread  to  keep  them  on  the  way;  Montana,  $19.25. 
The  same  holds  good  with  reference  to  State  and  muni¬ 
cipal  taxation.  In  Maine  it  is  $7.39 ;  Wisconsin,  $3.77; 
Minnesota,  $5.77;  Nebraska,  $6.17;  Colorado,  $11.07; 
Mr,  Fostbp. 


Montana,  $9.80,  while  that  of  Ontario  is  $4.  Now,  my 
hon.  friend  will  listen  to  the  figures  for  tho  cities.  In  15 
cities  in  Connecticut  the  per  capita  taxation  was  $12.31 ;  in 
10  Iowa  cities,  $9.24;  in  23  Illinois  cities,  $9.53;  in  8 
Maine  cities,  $15.39  ;  in  39  Massachusetts  cities,  $14.24  ;  in 
42  New  York  cities,  $16.75  ;  and  in  10  Wisconsin  cities, 
$3.47,  whilst  in  Ontario,  in  Toronto  it  is  but  $10  per  head, 
and  taking  the  Province  as  a  whole,  it  is  but  $4  per  head. 
I  have  not  got  as  far  as  Baltimore  yet,  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  we  took  Baltimore  with  the  other  cities,  they  would 
be  on  the  average  about  the  same.  As  to  whether  these  peo¬ 
ple  leave  for  debt  and  the  taxation,  we  must  settle  that 
question  on  the  basis  of  common  sense.  But  hon.  gentlemen 
say  the  tariff  drives  them  out  of  Canada  and  they  go  to  the 
United  States.  In  Canada  the  tariff  on  all  imports,  dutia¬ 
ble  and  free,  is  17‘32  per  cent. ;  in  the  United  States  it  is 
30"05  per  cent.,  while  on  dutiable  imports  in  the  United 
States,  the  percentage  is  42.64.  So  that  by  their  reason¬ 
ing,  the  tariff  drives  them  from  a  country  which  has  a 
certain  tariff  into  another  country  with  a  tariff  from 
two  to  two  and  a  half  times  as  great.  I  leave  that 
subject  with  the  House  and  the  country  for  further  con¬ 
sideration.  Mention  has  been  made  of  my  Province  and  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills')  made  allusion  last  night  to  the  discontent  which 
existed  in  Halifax  and  St.  John,  and  he  made  allusion  to  tho 
annexation  boom  which  was  sent  through  the  country  with 
reference  to  something  which  occurred  in  St.  John  not  long 
ago.  I  have  simply  this  remark  to  make,  that  I  lay  it  down 
as  a  rule  that  wherever  you  find  a  man  who  talks  or 
advocates  annexation  you  will  find  that  he  belongs  to  the 
party  of  hon  gentlemen  opposite ;  and  as  to  the  annexation 
boom  in  the  City  of  St.  John,  I  know  it — I  was  there  and  I 
know  ali  about  it— -there  is  not  a  man  in  this  House  who  can 
toll  me  anything  that  I  do  not  know  about  that  so-callei 
annexation  movement. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Or  anything  else. 

Mr.  FOSTE  R.  I  did  not  say  that.  That  is  a  sample  of  tho 
way  which  hon.  gentlemen  have  of  exagerratingall  the  way 
through.  I  stated  that  I  knew  as  much  about  this  particu¬ 
lar  matter  as  any  one  else,  and  he  says  I  stated  that  I  knew 
as  much  about  everything  as  anybody  elso.  That  is  the  way 
that  they  act  with  their  tariff  arguments.  Ou  this  side  it 
is  said  that  legislation  will  so  improve  the  country  that 
laborers  will  be  employed  and  better  wages  paid.  Thoy  go 
out  aud  say  that  we  state  that  by  legislation  for  a  country 
we  will  always  keep  wages  up.  So  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Halton.  When  i  said  I  knew  as  much  about  the  annex¬ 
ation  boom  in  St.  John  as  anyone  else,  he  says  I  stated  that 
I  knew  as  much  about  anything  as  anjrnne  else. 

Mr.  McCRANEY,  I  did  not  say  that.  When  tho  hon. 
gentleman  said  that  there  was  no  man  in  this  House  could 
tell  him  anything  he  did  not  know  about  that  question.  I 
said:  “  Yes,  and  I  suppose  about  anything  else.” 

Mr.  FOSTER.  As  to  this  annexation  talk  which  took 
place  in  St.  John,  or  as  to  the  meeting  which  was  subse¬ 
quently  held,  Jhore  is  only  one  man,  if  there  was  one,  that 
did  not  rise  up  in  the  meeting  and  either  openly  denounce  any 
sentiment  of  annexation,  or  who  was  not  loud  in  his  state¬ 
ments  and  his  demonstrations  of  loyalty  to  the  flag  under 
which  we  l.ve.  I  say  the  people  of  St.  John  are  loyal,  that 
they  are  descendants  of  men  who  were  loyal.  They  came  to 
the  country,  and  to  the  city,  which,  when  they  landed,  had 
little  to  recommend  it ;  they  carved  out  homes  and  fortunes 
for  themselves,  and  against  disadvantages  which  probably 
no  city  in  this  continent  has  had  to  contend  with,  the  mer¬ 
chants,  business  men  and  people  of  St.  John  have  held  their 
own,  and  have  striven  manfully  for  their  social,  political 
and  commercial  position.  And  I  say  it  is  wrong  to  spread 
through  this  country  on  the  wings  of  the  newspaper  press 
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the  statement  that  there  is  annexation  or  disloyal  sentiment 
in  the  city  of  St.  John  or  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick. 
With  reference  to  St.  John,  it  made  largo  gains  by  its 
shipping  trade  which  has  gone  down  ;  it  depended  largely  on 
the  building  of  wooden  ships  and  this  industry  has  declined, 
and  the  people  of  St,  John  have  hsd  to  contend  with 
that  drawback.  They  depended  largely  on  lumber,  and  the 
depressed  state  of  the  lumber  trade,  due  to  no  National 
Policy,  but  following  the  general  over-stocking  of  the  great 
lumber  market  and  the  supply  necessary  for  it  in  the  world, 
and  they  have  lost  on  that.  They  lost  in  one  day  and 
night  more  than  $10,000,000,  of  hard  earnings,  the  accu¬ 
mulation  of  years  of  patient  industry  and  hard  toil, 
yet,  under  all  these  circumstances,  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick  stands  to-day  in  the  proud  position  of  having 
doubled  its  trade  from  1867  to  1884.  In  1868  the  exports 
of  New  Brunswick  were  $4,626,727,  and  the  imports 
$6,523,393,  a  total  trade  of  $11,150,122.  That  makes  as 
near  as  can  be  the  whole  of  the  export  and  import  trade  of 
the  Province  at  that  time.  In  1874,  we  find  that  the  exports 
increased  to  $6,503,934  and  the  imports  to  $10,233,871,  a 
total  trado  of  $16,727,805.  In  other  words,  the  exports 
increased  from  1868  to  1874  40  per  cent.,  the  imports 
increased  56  per  cent,  and  the  total  trade  increased  50  per 
cent.  When  we  come  to  1879,  we  find  that  the  export  trade 
had  decreased  17  per  cent.,  that  the  import  trade  had 
decreased  48  per  cent.,  and  that  the  total  trade  had  decreased 
37  per  cent.  ComiDg  to  the  year  1884,  however,  we  find 
that  the  export  trade  has  increased  again  28  per  cent.,  the 
import  trade  has  increased  34  per  cent.,  and  the  total  trade 
has  increased  38  per  cent.  These  are  the  figures  taken  simply 
from  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Keturns.  Now,  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  to  one  fact.  Whereas  in 
1868  the  imports  and  exports  represent  what  was  about  the 
actual  trade,  to-day  the  exports  and  imports  do  not  show 
the  total  trade.  There  is  the  interprovincial  trade  with 
Nova  Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  with  the  Upper 
Provinces.  Sir,  1  am  in  a  position  to  state,  and  I  do  not 
believe  I  can  be  truthfully  contradicted,  that,  adding  the 
total  interprovincial  trade  of  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  on  a  fair  estimate  such  as  has  been  made  by  some  of 
the  leading  business  men  of  St.  John,  the  total  trade  of  the 
Province  has  doubled  since  1868.  Various  great  chauges 
have  taken  place  since  then.  Then  the  city  ot  St.  John  was 
almost  the  only  outport  and  in-port  of  the  Province;  but 
since  then  other  ports  have  taken  trade  ;  railroads  have 
been  built,  and  various  lines  of  communication  established  ; 
and  trade  has  taken  different  channels  from  what  it  had  in 
1868.  In  that  respect  the  course  of  trade  has  worked  some¬ 
what  to  the  detriment  of  the  city  of  St.  JohD,  although  the 
total  trade  of  New  Brunswick  has  increased  in  the  ratio  I 
have  stated.  I  say,  moreover,  speaking  from  my  own 
knowledge,  that  I  believe  the  people  of  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick  now  raise  more  agricultural  produce  and  meat 
produce  on  their  farms  and  get  more  for  if,  and  that  they 
live  better  and  are  worth  more,  then  in  any  preceding  year 
in  the  history  of  the  Province.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
in  closing,  only  to  ask  the  attention  of  tho  House 
to  a  matter  which  has  been  noted  in  this  debate. 
We  have  had  the  medical  men  sitting  in  council ; 
we  have  had  the  diseased  diagnosed  from  every  possible 
standpoint;  we  have  had  theory  alter  theory  stated;  we 
have  had  fear  after  fear  expressed  ;  but  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  to  look  at  the  whole  course  of  this  debate  and 
say  if  they  can  what  single  nostrum  has  been  prescribed  for 
the  diseases  of  the  body  politic.  Everybody  knows  that  it  is 
far  easier  to  destroy  than  to  build  up,  but  after  all  we 
might  suppose  that  they  would  put  something  in  the  place 
of  what  they  destroy,. propose  a  substitute  for  what  they 
condemn.  They  ask  us  to  throw  aside  what  wo  have 
at  present,  but  what  do  they  give  as  a  plank  to  step  on  ? 
They  ask  us  to  go  aside  from  the  plain  beaten  road  we  have 


been  travelling  on  since  1878,  and  they  givo  us  nothing  to 
travel  on  in  its  place.  So  long  as  tho  Dominion  of  Canada 
progresses  as  it  has  done,  so  long  as  it  possesses  a  people  so 
strong  and  hopeful  and  resources  so  wide  and  rich  as  it  is 
every  day  finding  that  it  possesses,  so  long  as  it  looks  for¬ 
ward  to  a  career,  alongside  and  independent  of  the  countries 
that  border  it — a  career  that  involves  in  itself  difficulties 
which  have  to  be  met  by  hard  toil — it  is  the  determination 
of  the  young  men  of  this  country,  and  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  hold  their  fortune  in  their  own  hands,  to  keep 
their  own  country  together,  and  make  it  stronger  and 
stronger  by  the  bonds  of  common  intercourse  and  com¬ 
mercial  ties,  and  in  a  hopeful  spirit  to  go  on  in  the  develop* 
ment  of  our  great  heritage,  as  men  who  believe  they  have 
a  country  which  has  a  present  as  it  has  a  past,  and  which 
will  have  a  future  more  grand  and  glorious  by  far  than 
either  past  or  the  present  give  us  any  indication  of. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  95)  respecting  explosive  substances— (/row  the 
Senate.') — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  tho  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  83)  to  incorporate  the  Kootenay  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  British  Columbia.— -(Mr.  Small.) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Pictou  (Mr, 
Tupper)  who  addressed  the  House  the  other  day  eongratu= 
lated  the  House  and  the  country  upon  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Finance  Minister  was  able  to  draw  a  picture  of  the  com* 
mercial  sky  tinged  with  blue.  I  am  sure  that  he  must 
have  been  much  more  gratified  at  hearing  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.  B.,  (Mr.  Fostor),  because  that  hon. 
gentleman  was  not  content  with  putting  inhabit  of  blue  sky 
but  painted  the  whole  sky  cerulean  blue,  undecked  by  a 
single  cloud.,  Ono  would  imagine  from  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  there  was  no  such  thing  as  depression, 
that  the  country  was  satisfied  with  the  existing  Admin* 
istration  from  one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other,  that  the 
people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  the  people  ot  the 
North-West,  the  people  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  were  all 
satisfied  with  the  existing  condition  of  things ;  but  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster)  had  heard  the  Finance  Minis* 
ter  on  previous  occasions  and  had  compared  his  speeches 
on  those  occasions  with  his  last  utterances,  ho  would  have 
found  the  style  in  each  very  different,  Oa  former  occasions 
his  style  was  one  of  attack  and  of  glorification ;  to-day  he 
adopts  the  style  of  defence  and  of  apology.  He  was  sorry 
that  this  and  the  othor  thing  had  happened,  he  was  sorry 
that  matters  were  not  as  bright  commercially  as  ho  would 
wish ;  but  towards  the  close  he  rose  very  patriotically,  pic* 
tured  a  bright  future  for  the  country,  and  declared  that 
there  was  not  an  annexationist  to  be  found  in  the  whole  of 
Canada  unless  in  the  ranks  of  the  Grits.  I  shall  have  a 
word  or  two  to  say  about  this  later.  The  hon.  member  for 
King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  asked  what  particular  nostrum  had  been 
proposed  by  the  Opposition  to  relieve  the  country.  But 
that  is  not  the  question  at  issue.  The  question  arises  out  of 
the  fact  that  the  particular  nostrum  proposed  by  the  Finance 
Minister  ar.d  supported  by  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr. 
Foster)  and  all  his  friends,  has  brought  this  country  to  the 
condition  in  which  it  is,  and  it  remains  for  them  to  give 
explanations  as  to  how  they  are  going  to  x*emedy  that  con¬ 
dition.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be  a  crime  if  a  man 
honestly  believed  that  annexation  was  preferable  to  the 
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existing  state  of  things  in  this  country.  I  do  not  believe 
in  annexation  myself. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  would  only  be  high 
treason. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  may  be  high  treason.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  statute  of  limitations  runs  against 
that  crime,  and  if  it  does  not  it  is  time  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  prosecute  some  of  his  colleagues. 
Our  memories  are  not  so  bad  after  all,  and  I  think  it  is 
within  the  recollection  of  more  than  one  bon.  gehtleman  of 
this  House  that  not  many  years  ago  certain  gentlemen  pub¬ 
lished  a  manifesto  to  the  people  of  Canada,  in  which  they 
declared  that  annexation  was  the  one  nostrum,  as  the  bon. 
member  for  King’s  calls  it,  which  would  save  this  country. 
Who  were  these  gentlemen  who  went  about  proclaiming 
that  annexation  should  be  accomplished  by  any  and  all 
means?  Were  they  Grits?  When  I  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  the  Premier,  the  names,  I  hope  he  will  make  a  memo¬ 
randum  of  them,  and  if  he  will  not  prosecute  them  I  hope,  at 
any  rate,  he  will  not  associate  with  them.  The  first  name 
I  find  on  the  list  is  no  less  than  that  of  Sir  John 
Eose,  who  formerly  held  a  high  financial  position  in 
this  country,  who  was  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  who  is  now  in  England,  where  at 
times  he  assists  us  in  our  financial  operations ;  then  there  is 
the  name  of  an  hon.  gentleman  who  often  beams  on  us  from 
the  opposite  side,  the  hon.  member  from  Argenteuil  (Mr. 
Abbott).  His  name,  if  I  mistake  not,  is  appended  to  that 
memorial.  Then  there  is  the  name  of  a  gentleman  who  for 
some  years  back  has,  by  the  good  will  and  votes  of  the 
Conservative  party,  occupied  the  high  position  of  mayor  of 
Montreal,  no  less  a  person  than  Jean  Louis  Beaudry,  ex¬ 
mayor  of  Montreal,  a  Tory  of  the  Tories,  a  Tory  incarnate  ; 
he  signed  the  manifesto,  and  through  occupying  the  high 
position  of  mayor  of  Montreal,  he  has  had  occasion  to  come 
before  the  Prime  Minister  again  and  again,  and  though  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows  Mr.  Beaudry  is  guilty  of  the  crime 
of  high  treason,  though  he  knows  he  can  be  convicted  because 
his  name  has  been  fixed  to  this  manifesto,  yet  there  has  been 
no  prosecution.  I  fear  the  First  Minister  has  been  derelict 
in  his  duty  in  this  matter.  The  name  of  another  gentleman, 
a  gentleman  occupying  a  high  position  in  the  country  and  in 
the  council  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  appears  on  this 
treasonable  document.  The  old  adage  says,  “  a  man  is  known 
by  the  company  he  keeps.”  Would  it  be  believed  that  an 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  had  the  accolade  laid  across  both 
shoulders  by  Her  Majesty,  who  is  associated  with  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  at  this  moment  as  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
affixed  his  name  to  this  manifesto  ?  He,  too,  is  guilty  of  high 
treason,  and  yet  the  First  Minister  associates  with  him, 
although  ho  knows  be  is  a  man  disloyal  to  Her  Majesty 
whose  subject  the  right  hon.  gentleman  so  proudly  pro¬ 
fesses  to  be.  And  that  is  not  all.  High  in  the  councils  of 
his  country  and  standing  high  in  the  confidence  of  the  Prime 
Minister  is  the  Finance  Minister,  and  I  am  told  there  exists 
a  document  signed  by  S.  L.  Tilley — whether  he  be  the 
Finance  Minister  or  not  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  able  to 
state — declaring  in  favor  of  this  high  treason,  and  pro¬ 
nouncing  himself  an  annexationist.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
proclamation  from  which  the  following  is  an  extract: — 

“  The  time  has  come  for  this  Province  to  address  the  Sovereign  with  an 
explicit  declaration  that  unless  relief  be  obtained,  separation  from  the 
Empire  and  the  independence  of  the  North  American  colonies  will  be 
desirable  and  inevitable.” 

(Signed)  S.  L.  TILLEY, 

Secretary  and  Treasurer. 

He  held  all  the  offices  in  the  society.  My  hon.  friend  beside 
me  says  that  he  always  does  hold  all  the  offices.  He  was 
then  in  high  repute  as  a  financier.  He  was  treasurer  of  the 
society  for  the  annexation  of  this  Dominion  to  the 
United  States,  he  was  guilty  of  high  treason : 

Mr,  Davies. 
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he  afterwards  received  the  honors  of  knighthood  from  Her 
Majesty  and  sits  in  the  councils  of  the  right  hon.  the  First 
Minister,  and  I  have  never  heard  him  retract  his  disloyalty 
yet  or  regret  his  high  treason.  Now  I  want  to  know  what 
the  Prime  Minister  is  going  to  do  about  it  ?  It  is  an  import¬ 
ant  question.  It  deserves  his  serious  consideration,  for  we  find 
that  hon.  gentlemen  in  the  year  of  grace  1885  associating 
and  consorting  with,  and  daily  taking  into  his  confidence, 
these  gentlemen  who  have  declared  themselves  in  favor  of 
annexation  and  who,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self,  are  guilty  of  high  treason.  Will  the  member  for 
King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  say  whether  they  are  Grits  or  not  ?  I 
have  a  suspicion  that  he  follows  their  lead,  and  I  say  that, 
until  they  retract  their  high  treason,  he  is  an  accomplice  in 
the  crime. 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  echoing  the  cry  which  comes 
from  many  of  his  colleagues,  that  the  truth  shall  not  bo  told 
in  this  matter  of  the  real  condition  of  Canada,  or  rather 
that  it  is  desirable  as  far  as  possible  to  conceal  the  truth 
provided  the  statement  of  that  truth  prejudicially  affects  the 
country  in  which  you  live.  That  £  understand  to  be  the 
result  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  whole  truth. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  He  says  that  proclaiming  that  there  is 
such  a  thing  as  an  exodus  to  the  States  it  is  calculated  to 
injure  the  country,  and  that  it  should  not  be  stated  though 
it  is  the  truth.  He  has  gone  further  than  anyone  else  and 
has  denied  the  exodus,  and,  with  his  logical  mind,  he  has 
laid  beforo  the  House  the  reasons  which  have  induced  him 
to  come  to  that  conclusion.  He  says  this  country  is  more 
lightly  taxed,  that  this  is  a  better  country  for  farmers  to 
live  in,  that  it  is  a  Letter  country  for  merchants  to  make 
their  living  in,  and  that  it  is  absurd  to  imagine 
that  people  would  leave  this  country  and  go  to  the  United 
States,  where  there  is  more  debt,  more  taxation,  and  less 
opportunity  to  make  a  livelihood  than  here.  Therefore, 
having  proved  that  this  is  a  better  country,  having  proved 
that  thoro  is  less  debt  and  that  there  is  less  taxation  hero, 
the  statement  that  there  is  an  exodus  cannot  be  true,  because 
the  people  would  be  fools  to  go  away.  No  donbt  he  has 
satisfied  his  own  mind  that  the  logic  is  good  ;  but  what  are 
the  facts  ?  I  would  re-echo  the  statement  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Brant  has  made  historical,  quoting  from  the 
elaborate  report  of  the  gentlemen  appointed  to  enquire  into 
our  manufacturing  interests,  and  1  would  say  to  my  hon. 
friends :  A  truce  to  sentiment,  let  us  have  facts.  What  are 
the  facts?  It  is  a  fact  contained  in  the  census  report,  a 
fact  well  known  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  a  fact  which 
he  could  not  shut  his  eyes  to,  a  fact  which  he 
has  heard  repeated  and  has  never  heard  challenged 
in  this  House,  that  in  the  United  States  there  are 
712,000  Canadians  to-day,  and  yet  he  says  there  is  no 
exodus.  If  that  is  so,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the  language 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  used  the  other  day.  He  is 
not  a  gent  leman  who  usually  indulges  in  any  gasconade.  I 
have  found  him  a  pretty  practical  gentleman,  one  who  talks 
about  practical  subjects  in  a  pretty  practical  way,  but  a 
short  time  ago  he  was  lamenting  in  the  most  eloquent 
language  that  so  many  of  his  compatriots  had  left  this 
country  and  gone  to  the  United  States.  What  did  ho  say? 

“But,  gentlemen,  our  mission  would  be  but  half  accomplished  if  we 
forgot  that  we  have  on  the  other  side  of  latitude  45  a  great  number  of 
our  fellow  countrymen  who  would  like  nothing  better  than  to  return 
home  and  sit  down  to  the  family  table  and  eat  with  us,  and  to  earn  their 
living  under  the  institutions  now  existing  in  Canada.” 

The  member  for  King’s  has  proved  to  a  demonstration  that, 
ifthey  could  have  earned  their  living  here  they  never  would 
have  gone  away.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  says  they 
have  gone.  The  member  for  King  s  has  proved  with  his 
inexorable  logic  that  they  could  not  have  gone.  There  must 
be  something  wrong  in  the  logic  or  about  the  facts.  Prob- 
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ably  it  is  so  much  tho  worse  for  the  facts.  The  Minister  of 
Public  Works  continues  : 

“  I  need  not  say,  gentlemen,  that  it  is  with  the  greatest  satisfaction 
and  pleasure  that  I  am  able  jto  announce  to  you  this  evening  that  the 
Government  of  Canada  intend  to  take  measures,  and  energetic  measures, 
to  recall  into  the  limits  of  our  own  territory  all  onr  fellow  countrymen 
in  the  United  States  who  desire  to  return  and  live  with  us.  You  will 
understand,  gentlemen,  that  in  a  banquet  like  this  I  must  be  excused  if 
I  do  not  give  all  details  of  the  ministerial  measures  that  we  propose  to 
bring  down  next  Sessioa.  But  in  any  case,  it  is  well  you  should  know 
that  our  compatriots  in  the  United  States,  whether  they  be  of  French 
origin  or  of  any  other  origin,  they  are  not  forgotten,  and  all  that  can  be 
done  to  bring  them  back  to  this  country  we  shall  do  most  heartily.” 

What  position  will  tho  hon.  member  for  King’s  take  when 
this  Government  measure  comes  down  to  spend  the  money 
of  the  country  and  bring  back  the  people  from  the  States 
who,  according  to  his  logic,  never  went  there  at  all  ?  Will 
he  back  up  the  Government  measure,  or  will  he  have  the 
independence  to  act  up  to  his  convictions  and  say  :  I  have 
proved  that  it  is  impossible  that  these  people  can  have 
gone,  and  therefore  I  must  vote  against  the  expenditure  ? 
But  in  addition  to  those  712,000  Canadians,  who,  according 
to  the  census  of  the  United  States  were  living  there  in 
1880,  it  has  been  proved  beyond  doubt,  it  has  been  admit¬ 
ted  by  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  that  over  400,000 
of  our  population  have  gone  to  the  United  States 
since.  There  is  over  a  million  of  people  who  should 
have  been  in  Canada,  who  are  in  Canada  according  to  the 
hon.  member  for  King’s,  for  it  is  only  a  figment  of  the 
imagination  to  suppose  that  they  are  not  here ;  but  the 
trouble  is  they  do  not  pay  their  taxes  here  and  do  not  earn 
their  living  here ;  an  ungrateful  country  has  turned  them 
off  and  they  are  now  in  the  United  States.  But,  if  he 
wants  more  authority,  I  would  call  his  attention  to 
a  paragraph  which  appeared  in  the  organ  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Montreal  who,  in  a  very  loud  and 
very  eloquent  speech  addressed  the  House  last 
night.  I  believe  this  is  known  as  his  organ,  and  at  all 
events  it  endorses  the  views  the  hon.  gentleman  is  pleased 
to  enunciate,  and  holds  him  up,  I  believe,  as  a  man  of  very 
high  authority  in  this  House.  I  find  in  the  issue  of  that 
paper  of  March  the  12th,  no  longer  ago  than  yesterday , 
a  paragraph  headed  “  Departure  of  French  Canadians.” 
And  this  in  the  year  of  grace  1885,  under  the  regime  of  the 
hon,  gentleman,  assisted  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
and  supported  by  the  member  for  King’s — 

“During the  last  week  more  than  100  Canadian  families” - 

That  is  500  people— — 

“  have  left  from  the  different  districts  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
have  gone  to  establish  themselves  in  the  United  States  or  in  the  North- 
West.” 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  “Hear,  hear,”  says  the  hon.  member 
from  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson).  Never  sing  out  till  you 
are  out  of  the  woods.  Just  wait  till  you  hear  the  remainder 
of  the  paragraph,  which  is  either  penned  by  the  member  for 
Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  or  published  with  his  ap¬ 
proval. 

“Most  of  them,  however,  have  gone  to  the  United  States,  mostly  to 
Illinois  and  Wisconsin.” 

And,  worse  and  worse : 

“Lots  more  are  preparing  to  emigrate.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  cheer  that  statement.  Well, 
Sir,  is  it  wise,  I  ask  seriously,  is  it  prudent,  is  it  right,  for 
tho  representatives  of  the  people,  with  these  facts  staring 
them  in  tho  face,  from  all  sources,  from  tho  census  of  the 
United  Slates,  from  our  own  census,  from  tho  organs  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  to  shut  their  eyes  to  them  and  say : 
We  do  not  believe  them ;  or  to  indulge  in  some  thoorios  such 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  before  dinner  indulged  in, 
to  prove  that  they  do  not  exist  ?  No,  Sir ;  our  part  as  repre¬ 


sentatives  of  tho  people  and  as  statesmen  will  be  to  acknow¬ 
ledge  the  facts  and  try  to  find  some  romedy  for  thorn.  I 
remember  that  in  1878  hon.  gentlemen  went  on  pilgrimages 
through  this  country  from  one  end  to  tho  other,  proclaiming 
that  the  country  was  being  ruined  because  there  was  an 
emigration  to  the  United  States.  Oh,  it  was  right  enough 
then ;  it  was  their  duty  to  do  it ;  honest  souls,  they  could 
not  shut  their  eyes  to  what  was  before  them.  Their  hearts 
were  bursting  and  bleeding  for  their  poor  country,  and  they 
were  bound  to  tell  the  truth.  But  now  that  they  are  in 
power,  now  that  the  exodus  is  going  on  worse  than  ever 
bofore — fourfold  greater  than  ever  in  the  history  Qf  Canada, 
those  gentlemen  say  :  Hush !  not  a  word.  Don’t  injure  your 
country.  Don’t  be  unpatriotic.  Keep  perfectly  quiet ;  perhaps 
things  will  right  themselves.  No,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  not 
the  way.  We  meet  hon.  gentlemen  now  with  the  statements 
that  they  made  then.  When  they  introduced  their  political 
nostrum,  their  National  Policy,  and  made  Canada  a  dearer 
country  to  live  in  than  it  used  to  be,  we  told  them  the 
result  would  be  to  drive  the  poor  man  out  of  this  country  to 
another  country  which  was  cheaper  to  live  in.  I  am  sorry 
to  say,  I  regret  it  as  a  Canadian,  I  deeply  regret  that  the 
financial  positions  of  the  two  countries  now,  as  compared 
with  what  they  were  sixteen  or  seventeen  years  ago, 
are  such  as  to  justify,  to  a  great  extent,  the  exodus  of 
our  people.  Now,  Sir,  my  hon.  friend  from  King’s, 
N.B.  (Mr.  Foster)  says  there  is  no  such  thing  in 
the  country  as  discontent ;  that  it  is  all  one  beautiful 
harmony  from  the  east  to  the  west,  cemented  by  the 
iron  rails  that  run  from  Halifax  away  to  the  Rocky 
Mountains  ;  that  everybody  is  happy,  everybody  is  con¬ 
tented  ;  that  there  is  no  truth  in  the  statement  that  there 
is  discontent ;  that  it  is  simply  the  outs  trying  to  get  in , 
and  there  is  no  principle  in  it.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  believe  that  the  whole  of  his  opponents  are  actuated  by 
motives  of  the  worst  kind.  He  may  choose  to  believe  that 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  principle  in  public  life— he  may  know 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  principle,  for  aught  I  know.  He  may 
know  his  own  mind,  but  he  cannot  know  the  minds  of  those 
who  sit  opposite  to  him.  I  say  there  is  such  a  thing  as 
principle.  I  say  the  members  of  tho  Opposition  in  this 
House  and  their  supporters  out  of  it  have  as  great  a  stake 
in  this  country  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  they 
know  it  right  well.  This  is  our  home,  it  is  where  our  fami¬ 
lies  are,  whore  our  all  is,  and  we  desire  to  make  it  a  fine 
country  in  the  future.  But  it  is  madness,  it  would  be  folly, 
the  height  of  folly,  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the  facts  staring  us 
on  every  side.  Why,  Sir,  take  the  very  city  of  St.  John, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  lives  in.  What  did  I  see 
the  other  day  ?  I  find  the  business  men  of  St.  John  meeting 
in  that  commercial  centre  as  a  board  of  trade.  I  have  the 
names,  but  I  am  not  going  to  weary  the  House  by  reading 
them— the  names  of  the  leading  men  of  St.  John,  the  lead¬ 
ing  commercial  magnates  of  the  commercial  emporium  of 
New  Brunswick,  the  men  who  form  public  opinion  there, 
who  control  the  commerce  of  New  Brunswick,  I  may  say. 
I  find  them  meeting  in  solemn  conclave  and  formulating 
their  views  in  a  resolution  expressing  very  different  ideas 
from  those  which  tho  hon.  member  wishes  us  to  believe 
exist  in  their  minds.  1  would  take  tho  liberty  to  quote  that 
resolution : 

“  Resolved,  That  the  boards  of  trade  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and 
the  Local  Legislatures  and  Governments  of  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  New  Brunswick  be  requested  to  take  such  steps  as  to  them 
may  seem  right  for  the  pressing  upon  Parliament  and  the  Government 
at  Ottawa  the  need  there  is  that  the  foreign  and  intercolonial  trade  of 
these  Provinces  should  not  be  allowed  to  be  injured  by  such  adverse 
action  as  can  be  avoided,  and  that  such  steps  should  be  taken  by  the 
Maritime  Provinces  as  may  enable  them  to  exercise  more  influence  at 
Ottawa  upon  the  course  of  legislation  and  executive  aetion  than  hither¬ 
to  we  have  been  able  to  ;  and  that  as  far  as  this  board  has  power  to 
express  its  opinion,  it  declares,  irrespective  of  political  parties,  that  since 
the  union  of  these  Provinces  the  just  expectations  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  have  not  been  realized,  and  dissatisfaction  with  the  union  has 
become  a  general  sentiment  among  the  people,  who  desire  a  remedy 
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under,  rather  than  against,  the  constitution,  and  whose  loyalty  to  the 
Crown  and  respect  for  the  laws  of  the  country  is  the  only  reason  why 
stronger  and  more  unmistakeable  action  has  not  been  taken  in  the 
matter.” 

Sir,  that  language  is  strong  and  to  the  point,  and  I  think  it 
is  true. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  many  signed  it  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  has  not 
reflected  in  any  sense  the  opinion  of  the  commercial  public 
of  St.  John,  or  of  the  peoplo  of  New  Brunswick. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  many  signed  it  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  asked  me 
the  question,  because  my  answer  will  enable  the  House  to 
gauge  exactly  the  public  opinion  of  St.  John.  There  wore 
twenty-four  merchants  present;  sixteen  voted  in  favor  of 
the  resolution  I  have  road,  and  eight  voted  against  it.  What 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  to  that  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  All  Grits,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr,  DAVIES.  Well,  I  have  looked  over  the  names  ;  I 
happen  to  know  some  ot  the  gentlemen.  I  do  not  live  so 
far  away  that  I  do  not  know  the  leading  merchants  there, 
and  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  some  of  the  strongest 
Conservatives  in  St.  John  voted  for  that  resolution,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows  it  well. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Who? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  will  hand  tho  paper  across  the  floor,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  see  it.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
take  up  the  time  of  tho  House  by  reading  the  names. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Names,  names. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  member  can  take  the  paper. 
Any  hon.  gentleman  who  wishes  the  names  can  take  the 
paper  and  see  them  for  himself.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  find 
this  resolution  declaring  in  unmistakeable  terms  that  dis¬ 
satisfaction  has  become  a  general  sentiment  among  the 
people,  and  I  find  a  vote  of  two  to  one  in  the  commercial 
centre  of  Now  Brunswick  in  favor  of  that  resolution .  I 
find  these  facts  recorded  in  the  public  press  and 
forwarded  to  the  members  at  Ottawa,  and  yet  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  hesitate  to  stand  up  and 
say  there  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the  whole  state¬ 
ment,  that  the  merchants  of  St.  John  have  been  guilty  of 
deception,  that  they  have  been  guilty  of  more  than  decep¬ 
tion — of  deliberate  lying — that  is  what  it  comes  to ;  that 
they  have  not  expressed  in  any  way  or  sense  the  opinion  of 
the  people.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  show 
further,  that  everything  in  the  sky  was  lovely,  that 
the  prospects  were  delightful,  and  the  existing  state  of 
things  were  everything  that  could  be  desired.  I  have  had 
handed  to  me  to-day  a  copy  of  Bradstreet’s  report,  issued  in 
the  month  of  January,  giving  the  report  of  tho  failures  in 
the  United  States  and  Canada  during  tho  past  year — I  may 
say  during  the  past  five  years,  1  would  like  hon.  gentlemen 
to  take  note  of  the  figures,  for  they  speak  louder  than  any 
mere  words  can  speak,  and  they  point  to  a  conclusion  very 
different  from  that  which  the  hon.  member’s  rosy  speech 
would  lead  us  to  believe  exists,  I  find  that  in  1880,  in  this 
Dominion,  there  were  907  failures,  with  liabilities  of 
$7,900,000  ;  in  1881,  635  lailures,  with  liabilities  of 
$5,751,000  ;  in  1882,  797  failures,  with  liabilities  of 
$8,587,000;  in  1883,  1,384  failures,  with  liabilities  of 
$15,940,000;  and  in  the  last  year,  1884,  1,327  failures,  with 
liabilities  approaching  $20,000,000. 

Mr.  HESSON.  What  were  the''  failures  in  the  Grit 
regime  f 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends  have 
given  them  often  enough.  They  have  been  read  from  every 
platform  in  the  Dominion ;  thoy  have  been  tho  political 
stock-in-trade,  and  the  only  political  stock-in-trade,  of  some 
Mr,  Davies, 


hon.  gentlemen  for  years.  Why,  Sir,  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
dispute.  Wc  know  that  in  1877-78  there  was  a  great 
depression,  r.ot  only  in  Canada,  but  over  the  whole  commer¬ 
cial  world.  Wc  admit  there  were  failures  in  Canada,  as  thero 
were  failures  in  the  United  States,  and  as  there  were  failures 
in  Great  Britain.  We  never  sought  to  deny  it.  But  our” 
position  at  that  time  was  this :  We  said  that  commercial 
depression  was  the  result  of  natural  causes,  which  wero 
pointed  out  from  time  to  time,  and  that  mere  Acts  of  Par¬ 
liament,  mere  resolutions  of  the  people’s  representatives, 
could  not  remedy  that  state  of  affairs,  and  that  time  was 
the  only  remedy  for  it.  But  they  said,  no  ;  we  can  remedy 
it  by  Acts  of  Parliament.  The  hon.  gentleman  opposito 
denied  to-night  that  they  had  said  so.  He  issued  a  challenge, 
and  assuming  a  theatrical  position  and  raising  his  voice,  he 
challenged  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  to  come  forward 
and  give  one  single  statement  from  any  authorised  leader  of 
the  party  to  the  effect  that  they  had  declared  they  could 
remedy  the  then  depression  by  Acts  of  Parliament,  could 
make  a  country  by  Acts  of  Parliament  more  prospei’ous  than 
it  was.  He  issued  that  challenge  not  once,  but  two  or  three 
times.  I  accept  the  challenge,  and  I  tell  him  we  can  do  it.  I 
tell  him  more,  that  they  carried  this  country,  not  only  by  pro¬ 
mises  of  the  kind  to  which  I  have  referred,  but  by  other 
promises,  which  they  have  not  kept  and  have  not  attempted 
to  keep,  but  which  they  are  to-day  repudiating.  I  remem¬ 
ber  when  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  will  be  acknowledged 
to  have  held  as  high  a  status  in  the  party  at  least  as  the 
hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster),  who  had  as  much  to 
do  with  the  formulation  of  the  National  Policy  as  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  or  any  non.  member  on  that 
side — I  remember  when  Sir  Charles  Tupper  went  through 
the  country,  previous  to  the  elections  of  1878,  and  declared 
what  the  policy  was  and  what  remedies  were  to  be  proposed, 
in  case  the  party  were  elected,  to  remove  tho  dis¬ 
tress.  I  remember  his  coming  to  Charlottetown  and  speak¬ 
ing  there  for  a  length  of  time.  I  remember,  among  other 
promises  he  mado  to  catch  tho  peoplo  of  tho 
Maritime  Provinces  and  induce  them  to  vote  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Policy,  was,  that  within  two  years  they  would  give  us 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States  ;  and  I  say,  and  I  say  it 
deliberately  and  with  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  views  of 
a  large  section  of  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  that 
these  promises,  reiterated  as  they  were  on  every  hustings, 
with  all  the  solemnity  and  force  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
could  give  to  his  words,  had  as  much  to  do,  if  not  more  to 
do,  with  returning  the  party  to  power  than  anything  elso 
which  occurred.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  came  into 
power  on  the  strength  of  those  promises,  and  they 
have  repudiated  them.  They  have  betrayed  the  people  who 
placed  trust  in  their  promises,  and  to-day,  with  this  policy, 
we  are  further  away  from  reciprocal  trade  with  the  United 
States,  and  they  wish  us  to  be  further  away  than  our  people 
were  in  1878.  I  quoted  this  language,  which  I  shall  read, 
in  the  presence  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  this  House,  and  he 
accepted  it  as  correct.  On  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer, 
that  gentleman  said  : 

“  All  you  have  to  do  to-day  is  to  support  the  protective  National 
Policy  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  in  order  to  obtain  a  reciprocity  treaty 
with  the  United  States  within  two  years.” 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  What  year  was  that  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  In  1878,  in  the  drill  shed  at  Charlottetown, 
when  there  were  between  two  and  three  thousand  peoplo 
present.  That  declaration  and  certain  telegrams  which 
came  down  from  the  leader  of  the  Government,  to  the  effect 
that  taxation  would  not  be  increased,  had  much  to  do  with 
their  success  at  the  polls. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  What  carried  tho  last  election  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Tho  colonisation 
companies  and  the  Gerrymandering  Bill, 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  Wo  will  see  whether  any  leader  of  the 
party  was  guilty  of  the  offence  which  the  hon.  member  for 
King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  declared  no  leader  was  guilty  of, 
namely-,  that  of  making  what  he  called  a  puerile  declara¬ 
tion.  I  hope  some  of  the  friends  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  will 
defend  Ihe  character  of  that  gentleman.  The  hon.  member 
for  King’s  said  it  would  be  puerile  to  declare  that  by  Act  of 
Parliament  a  Government  could  bring  about  commercial 
prosperity  or  commercial  distress.  We  havo  been  teaching 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  for  years  that  doctrine  ;  it  has  been 
one  of  the  political  platforms  of  the  party,  that  mere  Acts  of 
Parliament  cannot  bring  about  commercial  prosperity. 
What  said  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  1878,  and  I  would  uot 
repeat  it  if  we  had  not  been  challenged  by  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said,  as  reported  in 
Hansard  : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know  that  if  Governments  are  good 
for  anything,  they  are  good  to  increase  the  prosperityrof  the  country  by 
Acts  of  Parliament.” 

Why  do  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  not  do  it?  There  is  dis” 
tress  now,  there  is  depression  now,  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other;  whero  is  the  Act  of  Parliament? 
Bring  it  along  ;  let  us  see  it.  But  hon.  gentlemon  opposite 
know  they  are  powerless,  that  they  are  flies  on  the  wheel. 
They  have  to-day  to  accept  the  political  axiom  laid  down  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Centre  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  ;  they  have  to  adopt  that  in  the  sense  of  which  he 
used  the  words,  that  Parliaments  are  powerless  to  remove 
great  depressions  of  trade ;  Parliaments  are  powerless  by 
means  of  Acts  of  Paxdiament  to  bring  about  commercial 
prosperity.  Talk  about  political  planks  in  a  platform.  What 
plank  could  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  have  laid  down 
iirmer  and  stronger  than  tho  declaration  of  the  gentleman 
who  was  second  in  command  in  the  Government,  a  declara¬ 
tion  given  in  his  vigorous  language,  which  cannot  be  mis¬ 
understood  and  which  has  no  double  meaning.  He  goes  on 
to  say,  at  page  556  of  Hansard  : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  [myeelf,  I  suppose]  says  that  the  prosperity  o^ 
the  country  cannot  be  obtained  and  promoted  by  Acts  of  Parliament- 
We  deny  it.  We  say  that  you  may  make  the  very  taxation  necessary  to 
sustain  the  public  credit  by  meeting  the  interest  on  the  public  debt  and 
discharging  the  ordinary  administration  of  public  affairs,  a  means  of  so 
fostering  our  industries  as  to  give  to  the  people  the  money  that  is  re¬ 
quired  in  order  to  pay  the  taxes.” 

Let  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  admit  they  have  changed  their 
views  ;  let  them  say  that  those  declarations  were  puerile,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  calls  them,  and 
then  we  meet  on  common  ground.  Perhaps  we  may  even 
pardon  some  of  their  past  transgressions  if  they  come 
acknowledging  their  sins.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  further  said  : 

“  The  policy  the  Government  has  pursued  has  had  the  effect  of  depopu 
lating  the  country.” 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear,  hoar.’’ 
Then  why  do  you  continue  it  ?  Here  is  a  document  issued  by 
the  Finance  Minister,  a  report  of  gentlemen  who  visited  every 
town  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  who  say  there  is  great 
depression,  depression  in  this  branch  of  trade  and  in  the 
other.  Why  do  hon.  gentlemen  not  bring  in  an  Act  to 
rostore  prosperity  ?  What  is  the  use  of  a  platform  if  you 
do  not  act  on  it,  and  when  you  bring  part  of  it  forward  it  is 
so  musty  as  not  to  be  worth  anything  ?  Either  acknow¬ 
ledge  you  are  wrong  and  say  you  deceived  the  country,  or 
bring  in  an  Act  and  fulfil  your  pledges.  These  remarks 
had  to  be  made  in  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  challenge. 
If  they  had  not  been  mado,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would 
have  risen  in  their  seats  and  said  that  although  the  challenge 
has  been  given,  we  had  refused  to  accept  it.  Then,  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  goes  on  to  say  : 

11  It  has  sent  away  the  most  skilled  and  intelligent  labor,  tho  finest 
sons  of  Canada,  to  a  foreign  country,  to  obtain  the  employment  their 
own  country  denies  them,” 


Ho  said,  in  effect,  that  the  then  Government  did  not  do  any¬ 
thing  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  country  was  depressed.  Apply  the  same  reasoning 
now.  The  country  is  being  depopulated  in  a  ratio  four 
times  as  great  as  then  ;  and  by  your  own  showing  you  are 
the  cause  of  it.  Hon.  gentlemon  opposite  are  directly  re¬ 
sponsible,  by  their  own  reasoning,  for  tho  work  of  depopula¬ 
tion  that  is  now  going  on.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  : 

“  That  is  a  fatal  policy,  and  ona  which  must  induce  us  to  forego  all 
our  aspirations  for  anything  like  a  rapidly  increased  greatness  for  this 
country  in  the  future,  and  to  consent  to  become  hewers  of  wood  and 
drawers  of  water  for  our  friends  across  the  line  in  the  great  Republic  of 
the  United  States.” 

This  is  a  fatal  policy,  and  still  you  are  going  to  pursue  it. 
Hon.  gentlemen,  so  far  as  Acts  of  Parliament  are  concerned, 
are  to  remain  inactive  when  they  should  fulfil  their 
pledges ;  they  called  for  Acts  of  Parliament  then.  It 
did  very  well  in  opposition  to  make  that  declaration;  but 
now  the  member  for  King’s  declares  that  no  responsible 
person  ever  used  such  language,  and  that  if  he  did,  it  was 
puerile.  It  is  too  late  to  make  that  declaration  now,  for  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  rode  into  power  on  the  strength  of  their 
promises,  and  they  must  either  fulfil  them  or  retract  them. 

Now,  Sir,  I  will  make  one  further  remark  on  the  argument 
of  that  hon.  gentleman,  and  one  only — an  argument  to  which 
the  Finance  Minister  has  given  his  imprimatur  and  which  he 
has  endorsed  several  times — that  the  best  evidence  that 
there  is  prosperity  exists  in  the  figures  respecting  the  sav¬ 
ings  banks.  I  do  not  accept  that  as  conclusive  evidenco 
that  the  country  is  prosperous ;  I  do  not  accept  it 
as  very  cogent  evidence  that  the  country  is  prosperous. 
I  contend,  Sir,  that  the  fact  that  money  is  being  hoarded  up 
in  the  savings  banks  at  4  per  cent,  to  the  extent  and  in  the 
mode  in  which  it  is  hoarded  up,  is  evidence,  not  of  prosperity, 
but  of  depression  in  commercial  circles.  It  is  an  evidenco 
that  there  is  not  that  demand  for  money  in  paying  chan, 
nels  which  justifies  the  people  in  taking  it  out  of  the 
savings  banks.  The  hon.  member  may  laugh,  but  it  would 
be  better  for  him  to  answer  the  argument  instead  of  laugh¬ 
ing.  I  have  great  respect  for  the  hon.  gentleman,  although 
I  think  he  is  somewhat  bigoted  in  his  views,  but  I  call 
attention  to  one  period,  and  I  think  they  will  not  deny  that 
if,  in  the  most  prosperous  period  in  this  country’s  history, 
there  were  not  increased  deposits  in  the  saving  banks,  it 
will  show  that  they  are  not  correct  in  arguing  that  large 
deposits  are  a  sign  of  prosperity.  What  are  tho  facts  ? 
Take  the  years  1872-73-74,  and  1  think  it  will  bo  acknow¬ 
ledged  that  we  never  had  such  prosperous  times.  It  is  uni¬ 
versally  acknowledged  that  we  Were  on  the  wave  of  pros¬ 
perity,  that  a  boom  existed  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other.  Were  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks,  at4per 
cent.,  increased  during  those  years?  No,  they  were 
not ;  and  the  reason  was  that  money  was  in  demand 
for  profitable  use  in  commercial  circles,  and  men 
would  not  put  their  money  in  the  banks  at  4 
per  cent,  if  they  could  make  6,  7,  and  8  per  cent,  in 
reasonable  commercial  ventures.  In  1872  the  deposits  in 
the  savings  banks  were  $3,096,000;  in  1873,  $3,207,000, 
and  in  1874,  $3,204,000.  Those  are  the  figures  and  those 
are  the  years,  and  if  hon.  gentlemon  are  correct  in  stating 
that  increased  deposits  in  savings  banks  are  evidence  of 
prosperity,  then  they  will  have  to  ignore  or  repudiate  the 
fact  that  the  three  years  I  have  named,  when  the  deposits 
did  not  increase,  wero  prosperous  years.  They  wero  pros¬ 
perous  yeax*s,  and  the  amount  in  the  banks  did  not  inci’ease, 
and  therefore  the  fact  that  they  have  increased  since  is  no 
evidence  that  the  times  are  good.  But  I  give  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  another  evidence.  Does  he  remember,  a  few  years 
ago,  when  tho  leader  of  the  Irish  party  rose  in  tho  House 
of  Commons  and,  backed  by  a  number  of  his  fxnends,  told 
the  Government  of  the  day  that  Ireland  was  in  gi’eat  dis¬ 
tress  ?  Does  he  remember  that  the  leader  of  the  Govera- 
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ment  told  them  that  starvation  and  famine  were  imminent, 
and  does  he  remember  the  reply  that  came  from  the  minis¬ 
terial  benches  ?  It  was  said :  That  statement  cannot  be  true, 
because  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  are  increasing. 
The  very  same  evidence  was  pointed  out,  but  the  facts  that 
depression  and  starvation  were  impending  were  true 
nevertheless,  and  before  another  year  rolled  by  gaunt  famine 
stared  the  people  of  Ireland  in  the  face,  and  this  Parliament 
rose  to  the  occasion  and  sent  a  contribution  of  $100,000,  I 
believe,  to  assist  in  getting  bread  for  that  starving  people. 
At  that  time  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  had  run  up 
to  an  unprecedented  amount.  What  was  the  cause  of  it  ? 
The  simple  cause  was,  that  there  was  not  that  confidence  in 
the  commerce  of  the  country  which  justified  the  people  in 
going  into  commercial  ventures,  and  they  preferred  to  hoard 
their  money  in  the  savings  banks  at  3  or  4  per  cent, 
interest.  I  say  this,  that  speaking  my  own  mind,  it  is  not 
conclusive  evidence,  it  is  not  cogent  evidence  of  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  prosperity,  that  these  sums  on  deposit  are  mounting 
up  as  they  are.  I  tell  hon.  gentlemen,  those  of  them  that 
come  from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  at  any  rate,  that  we 
know,  every  one  of  us  knows,  it  to  be  a  fact  that  these 
savings  banks  deposits  are  not  the  savings  of  the  laboring 
classes  at  all,  to  any  appreciable  extent.  They  are  the 
moneys  belonging  to  trustees,  to  well-to-do  farmers  and 
others,  to  lawyers  and  those  kinds  of  people.  We  know  that 
the  laboring  classes  do  not,  to  any  appreciable  extent, 
deposit  in  them.  Peoplo  can  get  4  per  cent,  there,  and  avo 
know  that  money  has  been  withdrawn  from  the  ordinary 
banks  of  the  country,  when  they  reduced  the  interest  to  3 
per  cent.,  and  put  into  the  savings  banks,  which  allow  them 
1  per  cent,  higher.  Any  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  no  man 
would  be  foolish  enough  to  leave  his  money  in  the  ordinary 
chartered  banks  at  3  per  cent,  when  he  can  get  4  per  cent., 
with  a  Government  guarantee,  in  the  savings  banks.  I  say 
that  the  savings  banks  returns  do  not  bear  out  the  conclu¬ 
sions  which  hon.  gentlemen  have  urged  they  do. 

Now,  I  propose  to  say  a  word  or  two  with  reference  to  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  That  hon.  gentleman  complained  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  very  seriously.  He  says  a  few  years  ago  you  denounced 
the  Government  because  by  their  policy  those  who  invested 
money  in  manufactories  were  drawing  enormous  dividends, 
and  to-day  you  denounce  them  because  they  are  not  getting 
any  dividends  at  all.  He  says  you  are  inconsistent.  Surely 
that  hon.  gentleman  cannot  have  forgotten  that  the  very 
effects  that  have  followed  the  carrying  out  of  this  policy 
wore  foretold  by  the  leaders  of  the  Reform  party,  by  the 
free  traders  of  this  country.  They  told  him,  time  and  time 
again,  if  you  offer  a  premium  to  place  capital  in  certain 
lines  of  business  you  will  draw  to  those  lines  of  business  a 
larger  amount  than  should  legitimately  go  there,  and  the 
result  will  bo  that  the  first-comers  who  go  into  the  business 
will  derive  large  profits,  and  when  more  money  is  invested 
in  those  lines  of  business  than  they  will  justify,  and  when 
tho  result  is  over-production,  the  profits  will  bo 
dissipated.  Thoso  who  went  in  first  will,  perhaps, 
make  large  fortunes,  and  those  who  go  in  afterwards 
will  get  nothing  at  all,  and  so  it  has  been.  It  is  always  the 
case.  If  you  offer  a  high  premium  to  induce  capital  to  go 
into  a  certain  line  of  business  you  are  sure  to  get  more 
capital  into  that  business  than  it  will  justify.  And  so  it  has 
followed  here.  We  have  had  two  results.  Capital  went  into 
cotton  mills  and  sugar  mills,  and  at  first  they  were  making 
10,  20,  30,  40  and  50  per  cent.,  but  now  thore  has  been  over¬ 
production  when  more  capital  went  in  than  the  business 
would  justify,  more  spindles  havo  been  putin  the  mills  than 
they  required,  more  cotton  was  produced  than  could  be 
consumed,  and  the  results  are  depression,  stagnation,  the  next 
thing  to  ruin — no  dividends ;  and  to-day  many  who  have  in¬ 
vested  their  money  in  cotton  mills  find  that  the  fine  promises 
made  to  them  have  not  been  kept,  and  while  those  who  went 
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in  first  got  40  per  cent.,  to-day  they  cannot  get  5.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  not  conclude  from  that  that  there  is 
any  inconsistency  in  our  argument.  I  say  that  the  two 
things  follow  each  other  as  the  natural  consequence  of  their 
policy.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  on  to  say  that  over¬ 
production  has  not  been  caused  by  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  by  the  speeches  of  the  Opposition.  Well,  Sir,  I 
never  heard  such  nonsense  uttered  in  my  life.  How  can 
the  speeches  of  the  Opposition  cause  over-production  ? 
Over-production  has  been  caused  by  having  more  capital  in 
business  than  the  consumption  of  the  country  justified. 
You  cannot  compete  with  foreign  markets;  it  has  been 
proved  here  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
and  others,  that  your  exports  of  manufactures  are  not  increas¬ 
ing  ;  you  cannot  compete  abroad.  It  costs  too  much,  under 
your  policy,  to  make  the  goods;  you  are  confined  to  the 
home  market;  you  have  over-stocked  the  home  market,  and 
the  result  is  ruin — unemployed  or  unremunorative  capital 
locked  up.  The  tall  chimneys  which  once  emitted  volumes  of 
smoke  are  no  longer  active;  the  hum  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  found  from  one  end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other  is 
silent ;  ho  takes  no  pilgrimages  to-day  to  find  out  the  truth 
for  himself ;  his  ear  does  not  listen  to  the  sweet  hum  of 
industry  now,  but  he  sends  his  friend,  Mr.  Willis,  down  to  the 
Provinces,  and  he  finds  stagnation  and  depression.  He  thinks 
trade  will  revive.  People,  ho  says,  are  foolish  to  imagine,  like 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,that  Acts  of  Parliament  can  build  up  bus¬ 
iness;  they  were  very  foolish  to  put  so  much  capital  into  the 
business,  and  they  are  now  reaping  the  reward  of  their  folly. 
No,  Sir ;  they  are  reaping  the  reward  of  the  folly  of  the 
Government,  who  induced  them  to  put  faith  in  a  policy  that 
offered  a  premium  to  those  who  invested  their  money  in 
these  manufactories.  The  result  is,  as  I  say,  that  many  of  tho 
factories  are  shut  up,  and  others  are  working  at  half  or  two- 
thirds  time.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  go  through  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  New  Brunswick  to-day,  and  what  will  he  find? 
Take  his  own  report.  His  agent  was  sent  out  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  seeing  if  he  could  not  find  the  hum.  He  found  it 
only  in  a  few  instances;  he  found  it  very  weak — only  a 
little  squeak,  in  some  places.  But  tho  hon.  Minister  of 
Marine  waxed  indignant  over  the  remark  that  was  made  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  his  Government  were  not  the 
friends  of  the  workingmen.  The  best  evidence  he  said 
that  could  be  given  that  they  were,  was  that  they  continued 
to  pay  4  per  cent,  interest  on  deposits  in  tho  savings  banks. 
That  is  assuming  that  the  deposits  are  those  of  workingmen. 
I  say  that  is  not  so,  as  regards  the  Maritime  Provinces  at 
any  rate.  But  what  was  the  policy  of  these  hon.  gentlemen 
towards  the  workingmen  when  they  got  into  power  ?  They 
had  hardly  got  themselves  safely  and  snugly  ensconced 
into  their  seats  on  tho  Treasury  benches  before  they  issued 
an  edict  cutting  down  the  salary  of  every  workingman  on 
tho  Intercolonial  Railway  and  on  the  Prince  Edward  Island 
Railway.  For  fear  that  any  man  would  get  paid  for  bur¬ 
nishing  the  brass  on  the  engines,  they  actually  sent  out  an 
order  that  it  should  be  painted  with  tar.  That  is  the  kind¬ 
ness  they  exhibited  towards  the  workingman.  The  work¬ 
ingman  may  well  say :  Save  me  from  such  friends  as  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  his  colleagues.  Sir,  the  hon.  Minis¬ 
ter  waxed  very  eloquent — he  does  not  speak  often,  but  when 
he  does  he  always  waxes  eloquent— over  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  large  debt  in  the  United  States  after  the  civil  war,  and 
that  there  was  nothing  left  to  show  for  it  but  the  dead  soldiers 
and  tho  white  tombstones  that  marked  their  last  resting- 
places.  I  hope,  Sir,  that  his  remarks  will  be  read  not  only 
in  this  country  but  across  the  border,  so  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States  may  see  what  an  intelligent  appreciation 
some  of  our  public  men  have  of  that  brave  struggle  in  which 
they  engaged  for  so  many  years  and  out  of  which  they  came 
triumphant.  I  think  most  of  the  people  in  the  United  States 
believe  that  there  was  more  left  to  them  than  the 
bodies  of  the  dead  soldiers  and  the  white  tombstones  over 
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their  graves.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  a 
great  country  arose  out  of  that  war — the  greatest  republic 
of  ancient  or  modern  times.  I  think  he  will  find  that  one 
of  the  results  of  that  war  was  the  blotting  out  of  the  groat 
curse  of  slavery,  which  was  for  many  years  such  a  drag  on 
that  great  country.  Yes,  Sir,  if  that  war  did  nothing  else 
than  to  make  all  men,  as  their  Declaration  of  Independence 
says,  free  and  equal  before  the  law;  if  it  did  nothing  else 
than  abolish  the  curse  of  slavery,  and  weld  all  those  great 
States  into  one  groat  nation,  it  would  be  worth  double  tho 
money  they  spent  on  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  very  narrow- 
sighted  or  weak-sighted,  or  he  must  have  read  history  back¬ 
wards,  to  speak  in  the  way  he  did  of  that  great  struggle. 
I  do  not  propose  to  deal  further  with  any  of  the  remarks  of 
that  hon.  gentleman. 

I  will,  for  a  few  moments,  call  the  attention  of  tho  House 
to  some  facts  and  figures~and  I  shall  be  very  short  in  doing 
so — which  make  me,  Sir,  at  any  rato,  consider  the  situation 
in  this  country  as  a  very  grave  situation — a  situation 
so  grave  and  so  serious  that  a  mere  speech  is  not  going  to 
dissipate  the  gloom  which  hangs  over  it— a  situation  so 
grave  and  serious,  Sir,  as  to  call  for  the  thoughtful  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  best  men  on  both  sides  of  the  House  and  in 
the  country.  I  remember  that  tho  hon.  member  for  Pictou 
(Hr.  Tupper)  the  other  day  rose  and  said  that  after  hear¬ 
ing  the  speech  of  the  Finance  Minister  he  felt  as  if  a  weight 
had  been  taken  off  his  shoulders  —  that  he  felt  somewhat 
reassured ;  and  why  ?  Because,  he  said,  he,  in  common  with 
a  great  many  people  in  this  country,  after  reading  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Eichard 
Cartwright)  and  tho  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake),  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  country  was  in 
a  very  bad  plight — had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we  were 
doubling  our  taxation  and  debt  at  a  rate  unprecedented  in  the 
history  of  any  other  colony — had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  in  the  brief  language  used  the  other  day  by  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White),  the  time  had  come 
when  we  should  call  halt.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the 
facts  and  figures  which  so  startled  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou,  and  as  he  tells  us,  a  large  number  of  his  constituents. 
The  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
was  so  serious  that  I  repeat  it.  It  was  that  this 
country  could  only  thrive  and  becomo  prosperous  and  great 
if  it  could  succeed  in  inducing  a  large  portion  of  the 
emigration  from  the  old  country  to  como  and  settle  here 
permanently;  that  it  could  only  do  so  by  showing  to  them 
that  this  was  a  cheap  country  to  live  in,  where  a  man  could 
get  an  honest  day’s  wage  for  an  honest  day’s  toil ;  and  he 
said  that  was  the  kind  of  country  it  was  some  years  ago. 
He  said  that  seventeen  years  ago,  as  compared  with  the 
country  to  the  south,  which  is  absorbing  so  much  immigra¬ 
tion,  Canada  occupied  a  splendid  position.  In  1867  the 
United  States  emerged  from  the  civil  war  with  a  debt  of 
$2,500,000,000  upon  its  shoulders— a  debt  of  $69  per  head, 
with  36,000,000  of  a  population  in  tho  country — a  debt 
great  enough  to  make  the  strongest  mind  almost  despair  of 
the  future  of  his  country ;  while  at  that  very  time  Canada, 
young,  buoyant,  hopeful,  was  bounding  forward  on  the  path 
of  progress  with  the  comparatively  small  debt  of  $75, 000, 000, 
or  $22.50  per  head,  with  a  population  of  3,400,000 ;  and  he 
pointed  to  the  fact  that  the  balance  was  so  much  in  our 
favor  that  wherever  it  was  known,  those  who  were 
seeking  new  homes,  where  they  and  their  children  after 
them  might  live  permanently,  preferred  to  come  to  a  low- 
taxed  country  and  one  cheap  to  live  in,  and  with  a  debt  so 
much  less  than  that  of  the  country  to  the  south.  He  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  year  1884  all  that  has 
been  reversed,  and  that  while  they  have  reduced  their 
$2,500,000,000  debt  to  $1,438,000,000,  or  $25.39  per  head, 
Canada,  by  the  1st  of  next  July,  will  have  a  debt  of  at 
least  $240,000,000,  or  nearly  $50  a  head. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Did  they  raise  it  by  free  trade  ? 


Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  understand 
that  there  is  free  trade  over  a  greater  area  of  country  in 
that  great  confederacy  of  nations  than  almost  anywhere 
else  in  the  world.  From  tho  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  and 
from  the  border  line  of  Canada  down  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
there  is  not  a  Custom  house  existing.  Tho  trade  between 
one  State  and  another  is  freo  and  untrammelled,  and  wore 
it  not  so,  that  country  could  never  have  attained  to  the 
pitch  of  greatness  which  it  has  attained.  We  are 
not  now  entering  into  an  investigation  of  that  subject. 
In  discussing  tho  serious  fact  which  I  have  just  stated,  that 
the  relative  positions  of  Canada  and  the  United  States  have 
been  entirely  reversed  within  the  last  seventeen  years,  and 
that  this  country  has  now  a  debt  per  head  nearly  double 
that  of  the  United  States,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
member  this  question :  If  he  were  an  intelligent  artisan  or 
farmer  going  to  make  a  home  for  himself  in  the  west, 
would  he  choose  the  country  that  is  rapidly  reducing  its 
debt  or  go  to  the  country  that  has  trebled  its  debt  in  the 
space  of  seventeen  years  ? 

Mr.  HESSON.  Do  you  want  an  answer? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  A  million  of  Canadians 
have,  unhappily,  already  given  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  suppose  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
answer  would  be  that  he  remains  here ;  but  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  pertinently 
remarks,  a  million  of  Canadians  have  taken  the  opposite 
view,  and  have  gone  over  to  the  States  in  that  time.  Yes, 
a  million;  I  will  repeat  it;  these  facts  cannot  be  repeated 
too  often  ;  it  takes  a  good  deal  of  repetition  to  get  a  fact 
into  some  people’s  heads :  720,000  Canadians  are  in  the 
United  States,  according  to  the  census  of  1830;  400,000  of 
our  population  have  gone  over  since;  that  makes  a  total  of 
1,100,000.  Those  facts  call  for  serious  attention.  It  will  not 
do  to  brush  them  away  with  a  waive  of  the  hand;  and  there 
are  othor  facts  in  that  connection  that  requiro  to  be 
considered.  A  few  years  ago  evoiybody  hoped  that  our  pro¬ 
gress  would  be  steadily  forward.  We  had  every  reason  to 
hope  so.  The  statement  was  made,  and  I  believe  it  to  be 
correct,  that  we  have  a  great  heritage,  that  we  have  a  glori¬ 
ous  future  before  us  ;  and  I  believe  there  would  be  millions 
more  people  in  the  country  now  but  for  the  mismanage¬ 
ment  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  were  told  that  we  had 
a  great  heritage  in  the  .North-West,  we  were  told  that 
millions  of  acres  were  waiting  the  plough  of  the  immigrant ; 
we  were  told  that  our  country  must  go  ahead.  I  must  say 
that  I  believo  those  gentlemen  had  faith  at  the  time  ;  I 
believe  that  they  were  in  earnest ;  I  bolieve,  although  their 
predictions  turned  out  to  be  incorrect,  that  they  were  con¬ 
fident  there  were  going  to  be  millions  of  people  in  the 
country  ;  and  one  secret  oF  the  reckless  extravagance  that 
has  marked  the  expenditure  of  this  country  during  the  past 
five  years  is  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  five  years  ago, 
expected  that  by  to-day  there  would  be  millions  more  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  North-West.  They  unfortunately  have  been  dis¬ 
appointed,  their  extravagance  was  not  checked,  the  people 
did  not  come  in  to  make  up  for  it;  and  the  result  is  depres¬ 
sion  and  gloom,  not  only  throughout  the  North-West,  but 
throughout  all  parts  of  Canada.  What  has  been  the  increase 
of  tfie  population  of  the  country  ?  Are  we  going  on,  not 
only  adding  our  natural  increase  to  our  population,  but 
bringing  in  fresh  immigration  ?  The  outlook  is  a  sad  one, 
but  it  is  true  that  we  are  relatively  going  back.  What  are 
the  facts?  In  1871  we  had  3,481,000  people  in 
the  Dominion,  according  to  the  census;  in  1881  we  had 
4,041,000  or  an  increase  of  558,000.  Lot  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  take  the  percentage  of  natural  increase  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  2  per  cent,  per 
year,  and  he  will  find  that  in  that  decade  this  country, 
instead  of  increasing  only  558,000,  should  have  increased 
697,000,  by  the  ordinary  natural  increase  j  so  that,  as  a  mat- 
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ter  of  fact,  during  thedecade  from  1811  to  1881,  as  was  shown 
by  the  hon,  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  we  have  lost 
actually  138,553  people  from  the  natural  increase  we  should 
have  had.  And,  this  remember,  is  altogether  irrespective  of 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  immigrants  whom  we  paid  to 
come  to  this  country.  That  is  a  very  serious  fact.  When 
wo  oome  to  examine  the  census  of  each  country,  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  we  find  that  one  man  out  of  every  six 
boro  in  Canada  is  now  in  the  United  States.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  said  we  had  as  many 
Americans  on  this  side,  relatively  to  their  population.  That 
is  not  so.  We  have  only  ofie  out  of  every  5*70  people  born 
in  the  United  Stales;  wo  have  77,753  Americans 
in  this  country,  or  ono  out  of  every  570,  while  in  the 
United  States  they  have  one  out  of  six  of  our  population. 
We  find  our  population  not  only  stationary  but  going  back; 
we  find  our  people  not  only  not  remaining  in  this  country 
but  emigrating  to  the  United  States;  we  find  that  after  an 
expenditure  of  millions  and  millions  of  dollars  to  open  up 
the  North-West,  with  its  large  areas  of  land  to  be  brought 
into  cultivation,  with  the  millions  of  bushels  of  grain  to  be 
grown  or  about  to  be  grown  there — we  find  that  the  volume 
of  our  trade  to-day  is  not  as  great  as  it  was  in  1873.  In 
1873  the  volume  of  our  trade  was  $217,800,000;  to-day, 
instead  of  its  having  advanced  by  leaps  and  bounds,  as  we 
had  a  right  to  expect,  and  as  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  it  would 
have,  had  there  been  ordinary  prudence  exercised  in  the 
management  of  affairs  in  the  North-West,  had  there  not 
been  reckless  extravagance  shown  in  the  administration  of 
our  affairs,  the  volume  of  our  trade  is  but  $207,873,000. 
More  than  that ;  not  only  has  the  volume  of  our  trade  not 
increased,  not  only  is  our  population  decreasing  in  the 
sense  that  we  are  not  keeping  our  natural  increase, 
but  we  find  also  that  the  exports  of  our  own  products 
have  remained  stationary,  when  they  should  have  gone  on 
almost  doubling  in  this  period.  Do  hon.  members  remember 
that  last  Sossion,  when  we  were  asked  to  sanction  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  some  $22,000,000  as  a  gift  to  the  huge  monoply  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  that  the  hon.  gentleman, 
the  Minister  of  Bailways,  who  proposed  the  grant,  made  a 
startling  calculation,  by  which  he  proved  that — I  don’t  know 
how  many  millions  ou  millions  of  bushels  of  grain  would  be 
grown  in  the  North-West — if  we  could  only  get  a  certain 
number  of  immigrants  into  the  country  who  would  cultivate 
each  so  many  acres  — 610,000,000  bushels  was  the  figure  he 
gave.  The  number  was  so  great  that  I  don’t  think  one  man 
in  a  thousand  could  appreciate  it.  What  are  tho  facts  to-day  ? 
The  Government  tied  up  the  country ;  they  refused  to  let 
immigrants  go  on  the  land  ;  they  tied  up  the  best  homestead 
land;  they  harassed  the  people  with  regulations  on  regula¬ 
tions  ;  they  drove  the  people  out  of  the  country  to  a  poorer 
country,  I  believe  to  the  south,  where  they  are  not  harassed 
by  these  regulations,  and  the  result  is,  to-day  our  exports 
have  remained  stationary  when  they  should  have  increased 
by  leaps  and  bounds. 

I  heard  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  and  must  ask  pardon  of 
the  reading  men  of  the  House  for  referring  to  the  fact,  point 
out  that  England,  the  great  commercial  emporium  of  the 
world,  is  not  progressing  in  the  same  ratio  as  other  countries ; 
that,  as  the  result  of  her  free  ti’ade  policy,  poor  England  is 
becoming  crippled ;  and  the  paupers  of  England  are  increasing, 
says  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper),  and  there 
is  dire  distress  in  Clerkenwell  and  Marylebone  and  other 
districts  in  London.  I  was  surprised  at  such  an  argument 
from  a  member  of  a  learned  profession.  It  would  be  bad 
enough  coming  from  an  ignorant  man,  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ought  to  know  better.  Let  him  take  up  any  of  the 
statistics  published  in  England  and  ho  will  find  that  pauper¬ 
ism  is  decreasing,  that  crime  is  decreasing,  that  tho  mass  of 
the  people  are  better  fed,  better  clothed,  and  better  paid '' 
to-day  than  they  ever  were  in  the  past  history  of  Great  j 
Britain.  He  will  find  figures  which  will  almost  startle  him, 
Mr.  Davies. 


He  will  find  that  the  total  trade  of  that  country  has  not 
remained  stationary,  as  perhaps  it  might  be  supposed  in  an 
old  country  like  England  to  have  remained;  ho  will  find 
that,  instead  of  remaining  stationary,  as  Canada  has,  she  has 
gone  forward  by  steady  bounds  until  to  day  the  statements 
of  her  total  trade  can  hardly  be  understood  when  it  is  men¬ 
tioned.  I' find  that  in  1867  the  total  trade  of  England  was 
£501,000,000,  or  $2,505,000,000.  In  1882,  instead  of 
remaining  stationary,  as  ours  has  done,  the  total  trade  had 
gone  up  to  £720,000,000,  or  $3,600,000,000;  and  I  call  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attention  to  this  important  fact  that,  of  the  total 
imports  of  that  country,  91  per  cent,  consists  of  raw 
materials,  and  barely  9  per  cent. of  manufactured  articles  ; 
while,  in  contrast  with  that,  92  per  cent,  of  her  exports 
consists  of  manufactured  goods,  and  only  8  per  cent,  of  raw 
material,  and  that  raw  material  is  chiefly  coke,  coal  and  pig 
iron.  These  figures  speak  volumes.  All  the  talk  in  the  world 
will  not  lead  to  conclusions  as  clear  as  these  facts  and  figures, 
which  show  that, while  this  young  country,  possessing  mil¬ 
lions  of  acres  awaiting  the  plough  of  the  imigrant  endowed 
with  youth  and  hope  and  energy,  and  with  a  finer  popula¬ 
tion,  I  believe,  than  England  is  endowed  with,  is  remaining 
almost  stationary,  the  old  conntry  is  going  ahead,  until  she 
is  mistress  of  tho  seas,  not  only  in  a  naval  sense,  bat  com¬ 
mercially.  Her  flag  floats  on  every  sea;  she  enjoys  a 
monopoly  of  the  carrying  trade  of  the  world,  andjias  swept 
the  flag  of  protective  nations  almost  off  the  seas. 
They  talk  about  the  protective  tariff  in  the  United  States. 
What  are  the  facts?  The  facts  are  that,  in  spite  of  a  tariff 
which  is  almost  prohibitory,  they  imported  last  year 
£31,000,000,  or  $155,000,000  worth  of  the  manufactured 
goods  of  England.  They  may  put  on  their  tariff  as  much 
as  they  like,  but  the  free  trade  country,  that  has  cheap 
food  and  enables  its  products  to  be  manufactured 
cheaply,  can  send  $155,000,000  worth  of  her  manu¬ 
factures  and  undersell  the  people  of  the  United 
States  in  their  own  markets.  The  hon.  member 
for  Pictou  says  that  the  poor  people  in  England  are  getting 
poorer.  I  will  recommend  to  his  attention  a  little  pamphlet 
which  I  wish  he  and  other  members  on  the  other  side  would 
read,  written  by  a  distinguished  political  economist,  Mr. 
Mongredien .  It  is  a  small  pamphlet  of  only  a  hundred 
pages,  but  you  will  find  from  it  that  the  poor  people  in 
England  have  better  food  and  that  the  purchasing  power  of 
their  wages  enables  them  to  buy  double  the  quantity  of 
food  they  did  ten  years  ago.  I  may  be  pardoned  for  read¬ 
ing  the  figures  in  regard  to  five  articles.  In  1871  they  con¬ 
sumed  per  head  of  bacon  1*38  lbs.,  and  in  1877  8  lbs.;  of 
wheat  and  flour  they  consumed  per  head  150  lbs.  in 
1871,  and  203  lbs.  in  1877 ;  of  raw  sugar  they  consumed 
per  head  41  lbs.  in  1871,  and  54  lbs  in  1877; 
of  tea  per  head  3'92  lbs.  in  1871,  and  4J  lbs.  in  1877 ; 
and  of  tobacco  1‘36  lbs.  in  1871,  and  1*49  lbs.  in  1877.  Here 
we  see  that  this  coarse,  good  food — leaving  out  the  article  of 
tobacco — bacon,  and  wheat.and  flour, and  sugar,  are  consumed 
per  head  in  double  the  quantities  in  England  to-day  that 
they  were  ten  years  ago.  The  wages  of  the  English  work¬ 
man  enable  him  to  buy  better  and  more  food  lor  himself 
and  his  family  than  he  could  ten  years  ago.  Can  you  say 
as  much  for  Canada  to-day  ?  I  say  you  cannot.  You  can¬ 
not  show  me  another  country  where  such  results  have 
been  produced  in  the  same  space  of  time.  Then  we 
remember  very  well  that  before  1860  the  United  States,  in 
her  shipping,  competed  with  England  on  every  sea,  that  the 
Union  Jack  and  the  Stars  and  Stripes  were  rivals  for  the 
carrying  trade  of  the  world.  The  war  came,  and  after  the 
war  came  the  protective  tariff,  and  by  whom  is  the  carrying 
Hade  done  now?  Where  is  the  Stars  and  Stripes  now?  It 
is  almost  confined  to  tho  coasting  trade  and  the  inland 
waters  of  that  great  country,  and  the  millions  and  millions 
I  of  profits  belonging  to  that  traffic  are  flowing  into  that 
little  isle,  that  gem  of  the  sea,  that  free  trade  England. 
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Before  I  close,  I  want  to  express  my  regret  that  a  very 
important  industry  in  this  country  has  been  overlooked  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  did  not  expect,  perhaps,  when 
the  Finance  Minister  addressed  the  House,  that  he  would 
have  deemed  it  his  duty  to  refer  to  it ;  but  I  thought,  when 
some  of  the  maritime  gentlemen  rose,  representing  shippi  ng 
ports  and  the  shipping  interest,  that  then  we  should  have  had 
some  reference  to  it.  A  year  or  two  ago,  before  the  National 
Policy  had  developed  itself,  I  remember  that  reference 
was  made  to  the  shipping  interest.  They  were  not  ashamed 
of  it  then,  but  to  day  they  are  ashamed  to  refer  to  the  sta¬ 
tistics  of  one  of  the  largest  interests  of  this  Dominion 
— the  shipping  interest.  As  they  have  not  done  it, 
I  will  remind  them  of  it.  I  have  extracted  some  figures 
from  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns.  When  the  Minister 
of  Marine,  the  gentleman  who  controls  that  Department 
of  Government,  who  should  be  cognisant  of  the  facts,  and 
who,  through  his  Deputy,  has  sent  us  a  report  of  the  shipping, 
rose  in  his  place  to  address  the  House,  and,  through  the 
House,  to  address  the  country,  I  thought  we  should  have 
heard  from  him  something  about  the  great  shipping  industry 
of  this  country.  Is  it  increasing  in  volume,  or  not  ?  What 
remedy  was  he  going  to  propose  to  stop  its  decay  ?  They  had 
an  Act  of  Parliament  for  everything  a  year  or  two  ago ;  where 
is  their  Act  now  ?  Hon.  members  will  remember  how  proud, 
and  how  justly  proud,  every  Canadian  was,  a  few  years  ago,  of 
the  fact  that  Canada  stood  fourth  in  the  commercial  world  as 
the  owner  of  shipping-fourth  among  all  the  nations  of  the 
world.  We  were  proud  of  it  and  we  were  never  weary  of  pro¬ 
claiming  it  at  home  and  abroad.  What  is  the  fact  to-day  ?  I 
find  that,  in  1873,  we  had  6,783  vessels,  of  a  tonnage  of  1,073- 
718  tons.  I  find  that,  from  that  year,  when  that  dreadful 
Grit  Government,  led  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie),  was  in  power,  that  tonnage  continued  to  steadily 
increase  year  by  year  until,  ini  the  year  1878,  it  reached  the 
enormous  figures  of  7,469  vessels  and  1,333,015  tons,  an 
increase  in  that  period  of  time  of  686  vessels  and  259,297 
tons.  Now  I  find,  by  the  report  the  Minister  of  Marine 
brings  down,  that  the  value  of  that  tonnage  is  $30  per  ton. 
I  find  that  that  industry  alone,  in  the  years  between  1873 
and  1878,  increased  in  value  $7,778,000.  It  was  something 
to  be  proud  of.  It  was  a  steady  increase  that  went  on  from 
year  to  year.  Sir,  what  is  the  tale  that  we  have  to  tell 
to  day  ?  Has  that  increase  and  that  prosperity  continued  ? 
Has  it  remained  even  stationary  ?  Are  we  to-day,  so  far  as 
our  shipping  interests  are  concerned,  holding  the  same 
position  relatively  to  the  other  nations  that  we  held  when 
the  abominable  Grit  Government  went  out  of  power  ?  I 
am  sorry  to  say  it  is  not  the  case.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
since  the  National  Policy  came  in  that  industry  has  been 
steadily  decreasing  from  year  to  year,  until,  in  1884,  we  find 
the  number  of  vessels  have  decreased  to  7,254,  and  the 
tonnage  to  1,253,747,  or  a  decrease  of  215  vessels  and  of 
79,270  tons,  of  a  value  of  $2,378,100.  We  went  on  increas¬ 
ing  by  259,000  tons  and  nearly  $8,000,000  in  value  between 
1873  and  1878,  and  we  have  been  steadily  decreasing  since 
1879  down  to  the  present  time.  We  find  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries  making  a  report  which  the  Minister 
himself  was  very  glad  to  shy  clear  of  when  he  rose  in  his 
place,  and  for  fear  he  did  not  read  his  own  Deputy’s  report  I 
will  read  an  extract  from  it: 

“The  total  number  of  vessels  remaining  on  register  books  of  the 
Dominion,  on  31st  December,  1884,  including  old  and  new  vessels,  sail¬ 
ing  vessels,  steamers  and  barks,  was  7,254,  measuring  1,263,747  tons 
register  tonnage,  being  a  decrease  of  120  vessels  and  13,647  tons  register 
as  compared  with  1883.  The  number  of  steamers  on  register  books  on 
same  date  was  1,073,  with  a  gross  tonnage  of  207,669.  Assuming  the 
average  value  to  be  $30  per  ton,  the  value  of  the  registered  tonnage  of 
Canada,  on  30th  December  last,  would  be  $37,612,410.” 

If  it  had  gone  on  progressing  at  the  same  ratio  as  it  did 
previous  to  1878,  instead  of  the  value  being  $30,000,000,  as 
it  is  to-day,  it  would  have  really  been  $40,000,000.  Now, 
Sir,  still  looking  at  the  ship  building  industries,  we  find  that 


in  1874  wo  built  496  vessels,  with  a  tonnage  of  190,756.  I  will 
not  read  the  figures  for  each  year,  but  there  was  a  steady 
increaso  up  to  1878,  marking  a  steady  business,  a  business 
built  upon  a  good  foundation,  and  at  the  end  of  1878  I  find 
we  had  2,168  vessels  built  during  the  five  years;  making 
an  average  per  year — as  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  is  fond 
of  averages,  I  will  give  him  the  average  for  these  five  years 
— of  433  vessels,  or  139,000  tons  per  year,  or  an 
average  yearly  value  of  $5,560,000,  and  a  total  value  of 
$28,000,000  for  the  five  years.  Well,  Sir,  since  they  came 
into  power,  what  have  they  done  ?  The  country  has  only 
built  1,922  vessels,  or  320  per  year,  as  against  433  per  year 
in  the  previous  term;  and  70,228  tons,  as  against  139,000 
tons  each  year  in  the  previous  term  ;  an  average  value  per 
year  of  $2,800,000,  as  against  an  average  value  of  $5,560,000 
in  the  years  preceding.  Now,  it  must  be  l’cmembered  that 
this  industry  was  in  the  main  an  industry  of  the  Maritimo 
Provinces,  an  investment  for  the  money  of  the  poople  of 
these  Provinces.  The  National  Policy  asked  them  to  do— 
what  ?  It  asked  them  to  withdraw  their  money  from  the 
shipping  and  invest  it  in  the  cotton  interest  and  in  the  sugar 
interest.  They  did  so,  and  to-day  they  find  themselves 
deceived  Instead  of  earning  the  profits  they  once  did  in 
their  shipping,  to-day  they  see  their  cotton  mills  are  idle, 
their  sugar  refineries  are  idle,  and  tbeir  money  invested  is 
making  no  return. 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  another  thing  I  would  mention.  I 
wanted  to  hear  from  the  Government  what  progress  thoy 
were  making  on  the  great  question  which  is  agitating  the 
Maritime  Provinces — the  question  of  reciprocity.  I  find  them 
silent  as  the  grave.  The  hon.  gentleman  repeated  the  state¬ 
ment- — I  suppose  he  spoke  oa  the  authority  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance — that  the  policy  they  were  going  to  pursue  was  a 
do-nothing  policy.  Well,  Sir,  they  are  going  to  be  flies  on  the 
wheel  as  regards  reciprocity.  But,  he  asks, why  did  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  require  it  so  much  ?  I  will  tell  him,  Sir. 
Because,  under  reciprocity  the  commerce  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  flourished  as  it  never  flourished  since ;  because 
under  that  reciprocity  treaty  the  Maritime  Provinces  grew 
comparatively  rich ;  because  they  found  a  ready  market  for 
their  produce ;  and  because  to-day  they  have  not  got  such  a 
market.  And  more  than  that,  Sir  :  because  the  existence  of 
these  trade  relations  cemented  the  bonds  of  union,  amity 
and  good  feeling  which  existed,  and  ought  to  exist, 
and  which  I  hope  will  long  continue  to  exist,  botween 
this  country  and  our  great  neighbors  to  the  south.  Wo 
want  it  because  it  removed  the  causes  of  discord,  bocauso  it 
put  us  in  a  position  where  we  were  reasonably  assured  there 
never  would  be  any  breach  of  the  peace  between 
us  and  our  neighbors  to  the  south.  I  will  tell  you  another 
reason  why  we  want  this  Government  to  act.  We  say  it  is 
treason  to  the  people  of  the  Maritimo  Provinces  to  remain 
inactive  now,  because  at  the  present  time,  of  all  others,  we 
have  a  better  prospect  of  obtaining  reciprocity;  because  the 
fishery  treaty  is  about  expiring,  and  because  we  know  that 
complications  must  inevitably  ensue  unless  some  new  treaty 
is  negotiated.  Do  you  tell  me,  Sir,  that  100,  or  200,  or,  as  in 
old  times  I  have  seen  myself,  300  American  vessels  can  go 
down  fishing  upon  the  shores  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  and 
that  you  are  going  to  keep  them  beyond  the  three-mile  limit  ? 
You  may  do  it  ?  You  may  do  what  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  asked  you  to  do ;  you  may  carry  out  as  vigorous  a 
policy  as  you  like,  and  spend  as  much  money  as  you  like, 
but  you  will  only  keep  out  the  Americans  from  those  fishing 
grounds  by  the  expenditure  of  a  great  deal  of  money 
and  after  creating  a  great  deal  of  discord  and  a  great 
deal  of  ill-feeling  and  animosity.  Sir,  a  vigorous 
policy  will  be  necesssary,  I  do  not  deny  it,  if  you  do  not 
negotiate  a  new  treaty.  But  we  are  willing  to  share  with 
them  and  give  them  our  waters,  provided  we  can  get  proper 
commercial  relations  with  them.  That  is  what  I  believe 
nine-tenchs  of  the  intelligent  men  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
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want.  We  want  a  market  for  our  fish  ;  we  want  a  market 
for  our  natural  productions,  and  we  must  have  it,  or  we 
become  poorer  every  year  ;  and,  I  am  sorry  to  eay,  we  are 
becoming  poorer  in  the  cities  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
The  markets  of  the  United  States  are  our  natural  markets. 
We  want  those  markets  for  our  potatoes,  our  fish,  our 
pelts,  our  timber,  our  produce,  our  animals,  and  for  our 
coal  too.  For  everything  we  grow  and  are  prepared  to  sell, 
we  find  our  natural  markets  in  the  United  States,  and  we 
do  not  want  to  be  told,  in  language  which,  I  say,  amounts  to 
an  insult  to  the  people,  that  this  Government  are  prepared 
to  act  as  flies  on  the  wheel,  in  regard  to  this  vital  question  ; 
that  they  propose  to  do  nothing  at  all,  because,  forsooth, 
they  are  afraid  of  their  dignity.  What  nonsense.  The 
people  to  the  south  of  us  in  the  United  States  are  a  commer¬ 
cial  people,  they  are  a  sensible  people.  Why,  such  action  is 
worthy  of  one  of  those  petty  German  princes  who  will  not 
go  into  a  room  until  he  has  studied  a  certain  amount  of 
etiquette,  least  he  should  make  a  mistake  as  to  the  number 
of  bows  he  ought  t©  make.  The  people  of  Canada  are  not 
afraid  of  their  dignity.  We  can  lose  nothing  of  dignity  if 
we  go  to  the  United  States  and  say:  The  old  commercial 
treaty  was  advantageous  to  you  and  to  us ;  the  erection  of 
barriers  has  been  disadvantageous  to  both.  Take  down,  as 
far  as  you  reasonably  can,  those  barriors ;  let  us  trade  with 
you  and  we  will  make  a  profit,  and  you  trade 
with  us,  and  the  profit  will  be  on  your  side,  mutual 
profits  will  result  from  mutual  trade  and  both  sides  will 
reap  a  benefit.  Is  there  any  loss  of  dignity  in  making  that 
declaration  ?  Do  you  suppose  you  will  insult  the  hard 
headed  business  man  of  the  United  States  by  telling  him  that 
you  want  to  trade  with  him.  It  is  an  insult  to  the  people 
who  feel  that  this  reciprocal  trade  is  mutually  beneficial.  I 
hope  our  people  will  repeat  what  I  say,  and  will  tell  this 
Government  that  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces  that  tb$y  should  get  reciprocal  trade 
relations  of  some  kind.  It  is  no  use  mincing  matters.  The 
Americans  know  it,  and  we  know  it.  We  are  not,  of  course, 
going  to  be  ruined,  but  we  shall  be  very  much  poorer  if  we 
do  not  secure  them.  .Reciprocal  trade  made  us  much  richer 
before,  and  it  will  do  so  again.  The  United  States  is  our 
natural  market,  and  we  ought  to  have  it,  if  it  can  be 
obtained  by  fair  negotiation,  for  I  should  be  sorry  to  sur¬ 
render  our  honor  and  dignity ;  but  such  will  not  be  necessary 
to  do,  if  we  go  like  sensible  business  men  and  ask  the 
Americans  if  they  are  prepared  to  negotiate  a  treaty.  Have 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  secured  anything  in  this  direction  ? 
Nothing.  If  we  attempt,  and  fail,  to  increase  trade  with  the 
Americans,  who  are  our  neighbors  and  our  natural  commer¬ 
cial  dealers,  we  will  be  thought  more  of  than  if 
we  should  sit  still  and  do  nothing.  I  charge  upon 
this  Government  that  they  are  not  only  neglecting 
the  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  in  regard 
to  trade  with  the  United  States,  but  they  are  neglectful  of 
the  trade  of  those  Provinces  with  other  countries  to  which 
we  export.  It  is  only  a  day  or  two  ago  the  hon.  member 
for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact,  that  owing  to  the  neglect  and  indifference  of  the 
Government, — and  I  charge  it  all  upon  them— we  have  lost 
advantages  which  would  have  accrued  to  us  from  the  nego¬ 
tiation  of  a  treaty  on  similar  terms  to  those  secured  by  the 
United  States  Government  with  Spain.  We  export  largely 
to  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  and  to-day,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  said,  we  are  placed  at  a  disadvantage,  because  we 
were  not  in  time  in  asking  to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  United  States.  I  suppose  dignity  stood  in  the  way ; 
and,  at  all  events,  the  result  is,  that  the  people  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  are  to  sustain  a  loss  of  some  thousands  and 
thousands  of  dollars.  Why,  we  were  told  that  we  should 
not  say  anything  about  it,  that  we  should  speak  with  bated 
breath,  we  should  have  such  a  strong  feeling  of  the  dignity 
of  the  country,  of  the  greatness  of  the  country,  and  a  fear 
Mr.  Davies. 


of  injuring  the  country,  that  we  should  say  nothing.  In 
modern  times,  the  interests  of  a  country  are  not  sacrificed 
by  the  truth  being  known.  It  is  an  age  of  telegraphs  and 
newspapers,  an  age  when  what  is  known  in  one  country 
one  day  is  flashed  over  the  wires  thousands  and  thousands 
of  miles,  and  will  be  read  in  another  country  next 
morning.  So  we  find  that  on  this  very  subject  on  which 
the  First  Minister  said  it  was  so  essential  to  keep  quiet  the 
facts  have  been  published  in  a  circular,  and  the  gentlemen 
issuing  it  want  the  world  to  know  the  particulars,  and  they 
want  members  of  this  House  to  know,  and  this  Government 
to  know.  The  Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Halifax  have 
forwarded  a  circular  in  which  all  the  facts  stated  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  are  embodied  and  set 
out,  even  more  strongly  than  the  hon.  member  placed  them 
before  the  House,  and  the  chamber  calls  on  this  Government 
to  do  something.  They  call  upon  them  not  to  be  false  to 
their  trust,  but  to  use  their  position  and  the  trust  which  the 
people  have  placed  in  their  hands  to  enable  us,  at  least,  to  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  our  neighbors  in  the  United 
States.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  resolution. 
It  was  passed  by  the  Halifax  Chamber  of  Commerce  only 
nine  days  ago.  It  presents  the  facts,  and  I  may  be  pardoned 
for  reading  a  portion  of  it.  The  resolution  passed  on  4th 
March  says  : 


“  Your  committee  learn  that  a  treaty  has  lately  been  made  between 
the  United  States  and  Spain,  whereby  the  flag  of  the  United  States  is 
placed  on  the  same  terms  regarding  Customs  duties  as  that  of  the  latter 
country,  the  conditions  of  this  treaty  do  not  apply  to  British  ship¬ 
ping,  and  we  are  consequently  placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  Cuba 
and  >  orto  Rico,  to  which  the  treaty  more  particularly  applies,  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  favor  of  the  American  flag,  so  far  as  we  can  learn,  being  equal 
to  an  average  of  about  20  per  cent,  on  the  whole  tariff.  On  our  tish, 
which  is  our  chief  export  to  the  islands,  it  amounts  to  considerable 
more.  By  calculations  made  on  date  received,  it  would  appear  Porto 
Rico  fish  by  British  flag  pays  about  12  cents  per  quintal  more  than  by 
American  vessels;  and  that  the  tonnage  duty  for  landing  and  loading 
cargoes  is  100  per  cent.,  or  just  double,  on  our  vessels,  to  what  is  exacted 
from  the  Americans.  In  Cuba  the  differential  duty  in  favor  of  the 
Americans  is  still  larger,  amounting  to  about  27  cents  per  quintal.  Cuba 
and  Porto  Rico  are  among  our  best  customers,  shipments  to  the  latter 
having  some  years  reached  nearly  150,000  quintals,  while  to  Cuba  the 
demand  is  steady  and  increasing.  It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that  if  the 
Americans  continue  to  enjoy  those  great  advantages,  and  we  excluded, 
that  it  will  be  a  heavy  blow  to  our  trade,  and  calls  for  prompt  and  ener¬ 
getic  remonstrance  from  our  Government.” 

Has  that  been  made  ?  Has  there  been  a  whisper,  a  word 
spoken  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  to  remedy  the  grievances 
under  which  the  Halifax  commercial  mon  are  laboring,  and 
which  they  say  are  about  to  destroy  their  trade  ?  Not  a 
whisper,  not  a  word.  The  resolution  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  charges  made  by  the  Spanish  Government  through  the  consu¬ 
lates,  of  10  cents  per  ton  on  securing  Spanish  clearances,  is  also  very  bur¬ 
densome,  and  has  been  objected  to  by  the  United  States,  who  claim  that 
no  foreign  Government  has  a  right  to  impose  such  a  charge,  which  is 
equal  to  an  import  tax  on  the  product  of  their  country.  We  have  reason 
to  belie  ye  that  this  unfair  tax  will  be  abolished  in  the  United  States,  and 
our  Government  should  take  immediate  steps  to  place  us  in  the  same 
position.” 

Then  follows  a  copy  of  the  resolution  of  4th  March  : 

"  Your  committee  regret  to  learn  that  discriminating  duties  in  favor 
of  American  fish  and  other  products  still  exist  in  the  islands  of  Cuba 
and  Porto  Rico,  and  that  representations  of  the  chamber  to  the  Dominion 
Government  last  year  on  the  subject  do  not  appear  to  have  produced 
any  effect.1' 

They  are  not  sinning  in  ignorance.  This  subject  a  year  ago 
was  brought  before  them  on  the  representations  of  these 
commercial  men,  just  as  we  have  brought  it  before  them, 
urging  the  necessity  of  opening  negotiations  for  a  recipro¬ 
city  treaty  with  the  United  States.  They  have  done  nothing 
in  the  matter.  They  are  willing  that  the  commerce  of  the 
country  should  suffer.  The  resolution  goes  on  to  say : 

“  In  the  present  depressed  condition  of  the  West  India  trade,  these  dis¬ 
criminating  duties  on  our  staple  products  is  a  very  heavy  burden,  and 
calls  for  a  prompt  and  energetic  representation  by  the  Dominion  Gov- 
vet  nment,  who  can  alone  deal  with  this  matter.” 

I  have  been  asked  in  the  circular,  as  others  have  been  asked, 
to  read  it  and  reflect  on  the  facts  it  contains.  I  have  done 
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nothing  more  than  my  duty  in  bringing  these  facts  before 
the  House.  What  answer  has  the  Government  to  make  to 
these  complaints,  which  are  not  confined  to  Halifax  but  are 
re-echoed  in  St.  John  and  all  the  ports  at  which  there  are 
fishing  interests  in  the  Maritime  Provinces?  This  is  a  very 
serious  matter.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  promised  the 
people  when  they  came  into  power,  that  they  would  secure 
reciprocity  with  tho  United  States.  They  have  broken 
faith  with  them  :  they  have  not  secured  it.  But  the  most 
serious  charge  I  have  to  make  is  that,  while  they  were 
asked  and  urged,  and  tho  importance  of  tho  action  pointed 
out,  to  take  preliminary  steps  last  year  with  respect  to  nego¬ 
tiations,  so  far  as  we  can  leai-n  they  have  not  taken  any  steps, 
and  they  are  deaf  to  the  remonstrances  of  the  maritime 
people ;  they  are  deaf  to  the  remonstrances  of  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  at  Halifax — as  deaf  as  they  are  to  the  remon¬ 
strances  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  St.  John.  Sir, 
these  are  matters  which,  from  the  maritime  standpoint,  I 
can  tell  hon.  gentlemen  are  very  serious,  and  instead 
of  energetic  and  prompt  action  by  the  Government 
upon  them,  we  have  a  report  issued  upon  the  manu¬ 
facturing  interests  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  a 
precious  report  it  is.  We  have  heard  from  gentlemen  here 
from  Ontario  how  utterly  wanting  in  credit  that  report  is, 
as  regards  the  manufacturers  of  their  Province,  and  I.  say  it 
is  more  so  as  regards  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Why,  Sir, 
i  n  order  to  show  that  there  was  an  increase  in  the  industries  of 
the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  he  actually  counts  in  the 
fishing  industry  of  lobsters.  What  had  the  National  Policy  to 
do  to  bringabout  that  industry  ?  What  did  it  do  for  it,  except 
to  cause  some  irritation  in  the  minds  of  the  lobster  packers 
last  year,  by  an  order  that  stamps  were  to  be  put  on  the 
cans,  and  after  the  people  had  gone  to  the  expense  of  get¬ 
ting  the  stamps,  down  came  a  notification  from  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  that  they  did  not  require  stamps  at  all. 
Regulations  were  made  one  day  and  broken  the  next. 
The  National  Policy  has  done  nothing  for  the  lobster  trade. 
It  does  not  enable  them  to  catch  more  lobsters ;  it  does  not 
regulate  the  market  price  in  England,  the  only  market 
where  they  are  sold.  But,  Sir,  I  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
members  to  this  fact,  that  in  order  to  make  out  a  case  of 
apparent  prosperity  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  not  only  do 
they  bring  in  the  lobster  interest,  but  they  drag  in  the  ship¬ 
building  interest.  It  is  true  only  one  great  ship-owner  in 
Summerside  is  mentioned,  and  not  another  man  who  builds 
ships,  but  then  he  is  a  great  Tory  and  a  supporter  of  the 
National  Policy.  In  1878  there  was  a  large  ship-building 
interest  in  the  island,  but  nothing  is  said  about  it  at  all ;  and 
when  they  want  to  show  the  number  of  factories,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  pointed  out  last  night, 
where  an  industry  has  changed  hands,  they  give  it  as  a  new 
industry,  and  they  show  the  amount  of  capital  and  the 
number  of  hands  employed  as  a  new  industry.  Why,  Sir, 
there  is  a  large  manufactory  of  furniture  in  Charlottetown, 
and  here  it  is  given  as  a  new  industry,  owned  by  Wright  & 
Co.  That  factory  was  in  existence  almost  before  I  was  born. 
The  late  Mark  Butcher,  by  whom  it  was  carried  on  success¬ 
fully  during  his  life,  employed  almost  as  many  hands  as  are 
employed  in  it  now.  Not  a  word  is  said  about  that.  It  is  a 
new  industry ;  and  so  on,  all  through  the  chapter.  But  when 
he  wants  to  show  how  the  National  Policy  is  working,  he 
goes  to  a  few  of  the  most  double  dyed  Tories 
that  can  be  produced  in  the  Dominion,  and  he 
asks  them  their  opinion.  But  when  he  goes  to  the  stareh 
manufacturers,  most  of  whom  are  Grits,  he  says  these  poor 
people  do  not  appear  to  appreciate  the  situation.  It  is  the 
most  laughable  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  most  lamentable 
report,  I  ever  picked  up.  I  want  to  know  why  this  gentle¬ 
man  has  steered  clear  of  the  places  in  which  the  commercial 
depression  is  deepest  and  the  gloom  is  blackest.  I  want  to 
know  from  the  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  why 
no  report  is  given  of  the  state  of  manufactures  in  that  place  ? 


I  remember  when  it  boasted  the  largest  tannery,  turning 
out  the  largest  quantity  of  leather,  and  employing  the 
largest  amount  of  capital  in  this  Dominion.  Where  is  it 
to-day?  It  has  gone;  its  hum  is  where  tho  woodbino 
twineth  ;  the  place  that  once  knew  it,  knows  it  no  more. 
No;  it  would  not  do  to  go  through  Pictou.  Why  did  they 
keep  clear  of  the  town  from  which  tho  hon.  member  for 
Sydney  comes  ?  Is  there  commercial  prosperity  there,  I 
would  ask  him?  I  want  to  hear  the  hon.  gentlemen  repre¬ 
senting  those  towns  rising  and  saying  that  there  is 
commercial  prosperity  in  them.  The  country  is  not  doing 
so  badly,  because  we  have  been  blessed  with  good  harvests, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  will  ask  to  share  with  Providence 
the  credit  for  that,  or  if  they  do  ask  it,  they  will  not  get  it. 
But  I  say  that  all  those  branches  of  industry  that  the 
National  Policy  was  specially  framed  to  improve  are 
depressed ;  they  are  growing  weaker  and  weaker,  and 
depression  and  gloom  exists  throughout  the  commercial 
centres  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  see  the  junior  mem¬ 
ber  for  Pictou  opposite  me,  and  1  hope  he  will  enlighten 
the  House  as  to  whether  Pictou  is  as  prosperous,  commer¬ 
cially,  as  it  was  in  days  of  yore.  I  tell  hon.  gentlemen  that 
it  is  not  so,  and  the  very  fact  that  this  commissioner 
shunned  and  avoided  the  places  where  the  gloom  was 
deepest  and  the  depression  greatest,  is  the  best  evidence  of 
the  truth  of  my  statement,  I  agree  that  the  situation,  as 
pictured  by  leading  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  is 
grave  and  serious;  that  it  furnishes  cause  for  serious 
thought  on  the  part  of  members  of  this  House  and  the 
people  of  this  Dominion.  I  am  proud  to  think  that  while 
years  ago  wo  could  hardly  catch  their  ears,  to-day  there 
is  a  willingness  to  listen  to  the  truth ;  the  truth  is  now 
being  told  and  listened  to,  and  I  think,  Sir,  the  wretched 
nostrum  offered  to  the  people  a  few  years  ago  has  been  shown 
to  be  the  invention  of  a  quack  ;  that  we  will  soon  have  the 
people  coming  to  their  senses,  and  reverting  to  that  policy 
of  a  revenue  tariff,  under  which,  alone  I  say,  this  country 
can  become  great,  prosperous  and  happy. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  should  not  have  occupied  the 
time  of  tho  House  but  for  a  few  moments,  were  it  not  that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  teemed  with 
statements  that  have  been  refuted  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country  over  and  over  again.  I  think,  Sir,  it  is  a  waste  of 
time  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  after  the  statements 
which  have  been  made  here,  notably  by  the  Finance  Minister 
in  the  admirable  Budget  Speech  which  he  delivered,  and 
secondly  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  in 
answer  to  the  ex-Minister  of  Finance,  and  after  the  exhaus¬ 
tive  and  able  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  this  afternoon,  the 
member  for  King’s,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Foster),  should  again  rehash 
the  old  statements  which  have  been  exploded  over  and  over 
again,  and  shown  to  be  misstatements  of  fact  in  every 
word  and  line.  I  out  down  a  few  notes  on  a  piece  of  paper, 
referring  to  what  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.l.  (Mr. 
Davies)  has  been  saying.  I  have  covered  a  sheet  and  a 
quarter  of  paper,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  every  statement 
made  in  his  place  to-night — and  he  has  taken  up  nearly 
two  hours,  and  has  certainly  spoken  with  great  volubility 
— was  refuted  not  three  months  ago  in  his  own  county,  by 
the  electorate  of  that  county.  He  told  these  people  that 
they  had  lost  their  senses ;  he  has  followed  in  the  footsteps 
of  the  ex-Finance  Minister,  who  told  the  people  they  were 
fools,  who  has  told  them  over  and  over  again  that  they  had 
lost  their  senses.  He  says  that  people  will  come  back  to  their 
senses  by-and-bye.  The  hon.  gentlemen  tried  to  drive 
some  sense  into  them  in  the  county  of  Queen’s,  and  he 
brought  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
there,  and  other  members  from  different  parts  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  and  the  whole  of  them  endeavored  to  enlighten  the 
people  of  Queen’s,  and  they  did  to  them  what  the  peo¬ 
ple  will  reply  to  the  speech  he  has  delivered  to-night. 
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They  will  say  to  him :  We  have  lived  long  enough,  Sir,  to 
know  that  every  statement  that  you.  have  been  making 
on  the  hustings  in  regard  to  the  ^National  Policy,  and 
every  statement  you  have  made  in  the  House  of  Parliament, 
where  we  sent  you  to  represent  the  people  and  not  to 
misrepresent  them,  is  untrue  in  fact,  for  we  have  the 
facts  and  know  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  talked  in  a 
very  loud  voice,  and  he  beat  his  desk  frequently.  I  do 
not  complain ;  it  is  his  desk ;  if  he  breaks  it  in  two,  I  will 
not  complain  ;  but  I  think  he  was  ingenious  in  beating  his 
desk  every  little  while;  In  countries  where  they  have  bat 
ties-— thank  God,  we  do  not  have  them  here — the  drum  is 
beaten  in  order  to  drown  the  cries  of  the  wounded  and 
the  dying ;  and  I  can  fancy  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  who 
has  had  his  ideas,  if  they  bo  his  ideas,  but  at  least  his  state¬ 
ments,  refuted  over  and  over  again  in  this  House,  I  can 
fancy  him  believing  them  to  be  fallacious,  and  beating  his 
desk  in  order  to  make  up  in  sound  what  he  lacks  in  argument. 
He  started  out  with  the  statement  that  the  Liberal-Conserva¬ 
tive  party  in  this  House  had  deceived  the  electorate  of  the 
Dominion  ^of  Canada,  and  had  got  power  under  false  pre¬ 
tences — that  they  had  promised  the  people  a  reciprocity 
treaty,  and  had  failed  to  keep  that  promise.  I  asked  him 
when  the  speech  was  made.  He  said  in  1878.  Well,  Sir,  the 
Liberal-Conservative  party  were  returned  to  power  in  1878  : 
In  the  winter  of  1878  that  speech  was  made  ;  and  in  1879,  as 
soon  as  they  could  do  so,  they  caused  to  be  placed  upon 
the  Statute  Book  of  this  country  an  Act  whereby  they  took 
power  to  remove  the  duty  on  all  products  from  the  United 
States  coming  into  Canada  in  proportion  as  the  United  States 
Government  would  remove  the  duties  on  products  going 
there  from  Canada.  That  is  what  they  did,  and  in  doing  that 
they  kept  their  promise  to  the  people.  But  they  did  not  do 
what  the  hon.  gontleman  wants  them  to  do.  He  said  it 
would  be  no  lack  of  dignity  for  the  Government  of  Canada 
to  go  to  Washington  and  to  tell  the  American  Government 
that  they  could  not  live  without  reciprocity.  Sir,  the  people 
of  this  country  are  little  understood  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
when  he  makes  a  statement  like  that.  When  the  Premier 
stated  in  Toronto,  a  few  months  ago,  that  he  would  not  go 
down  on  his  knees,  and  that  Canada  would  not  go  down  on 
her  knees,  to  ask  for  reciprocity,  he  struck  a  chord  that 
vibrated  in  every  manly  Canadian  heart.  There  is  not  a 
man  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  or  in  the  Upper  Provinces 
who  would  not  scorn  the  idea  of  any  Canadian  Government 
begging  at  the  feet  of  a  foreign  people,  stating  that 
they  were  paupers,  and  could  not  live  without  their  help. 
If  they  did  that  they  would  not  gain  reciprocity  by  doing  so. 
Everybody  knows  that  the  American  financier  or  the  Ame¬ 
rican  statesman  does  not  give  away  a  dollar  for  only  half 
a  dollar  in  return  ;  he  never  gives  a  dollar  unless  he  expects 
a  greater  return  ;  and  when  the  American  people  find  that 
wo  are  working  out  our  destiny,  that  we  are  not  asking 
them  any  favor,  that  we  believe  that  while  reciprocity  would 
be  desirable  on  fair  terms,  yet  finding  that  we  had  asked  in 
vain,  that  we  had  knocked  at  their  doors  and  they  would 
not  listen  to  us,  that  we  are  now  depending  upon  our  own 
resources, which  the  God  of  nature  has  given  us  in  the  half  of 
this  continent.  We  will  get  reciprocity  in  raw  materials 
sooner  in  this  manner  than  in  any  other  way.  Let  the 
hon.  member,  or  anyone,  travel  through  the  United 
States  to-day  and  learn  the  feeling  that  has  existed 
there  since  this  Government  has  come  into  power  and 
inaugurated  our  present  fiscal  policy.  Lot  him  talk 
to  American  merchants,  and  see  how  much  greater 
respect  they  have  for  Canadians  than  they  had  while 
the  late  Government  were  in  power.  Let  any  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  travelled  in  the  United  States  con¬ 
trast  that  feeling  with  the  feeling  that  existed  from 
1874  to  1878,  when  our  industries  were  in  such  a  de¬ 
pressed  Condition,  when  we  were  sending  the  late  and 
lamented  George  Brown  to  Washington  in  vain  to 
Mr,  Woodworth. 


get  a  reciprocity  treaty,  and  when  the  Government 
in  power  had  not  the  nerve,  or  the  courage,  or  the  patience, 
or  the  plodding  industry,  to  place  a  fiscal  policy  on  the 
Statute  Book  which  would  meet  that  of  the  United  States, 
and  then  say  if  we  have  not  taken  a  leaf  out  of  their  book 
to  our  own  profit.  Why,  Sir,  there  is  not  an  American,  be 
he  Democrat  or  Republican,  or  whatever  he  may  be,  and  I 
have  talked  with  hundreds  of  them — they  do  not  know  the 
relations  of  our  parties  ;  they  do  not  know  that  there  is  one 
party  here  trying  to  uphold  the  country  and  another  trying 
to  pull  it  down — there  is  not  one  of  them  that  I  have  known, 
and  I  believe  this  is  the  experience  of  every  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  been  among  them,  but  says  he  wonders  that  we 
did  not  take  that  leaf  out  of  their  book  long  before  we  did. 
One  gentleman  said  to  me  :  “  I  used  to  sell  stoves  in  Mon¬ 
treal  ;  I  do  not  blame  you ;  but  you  have  taken  the  pattern 
from  me  and  you  undersell  me.”  That  is  one  case,  and 
there  are  many  others  I  could  name.  Therefore,  I  say  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  present  Government  has  earned  for  us 
the  respect  of  United  States  statesmen  and  merohants, 
on  account  of  our  pluck,  our  courage,  and  our 
industry.  Now,  I  want  to  say  one  word  in  regard  to 
that  industry.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I."  (Mr. 
Davies)  spoke  of  this  Government  as  flies  on  the  wheel,  and 
as  derelict  in  their  duty.  Why,  it  was  a  very  easy  thing  for 
the  late  Government  to  sit  down  and  make  a  revenue  tariff ; 
they  had  nothing  to  do  but  draw  their  salaries  and  make  the 
tariff.  They  did  it  something  like  this:  We  import 
$100,000,000;  one-fifth  of  $100,000,000  is  20  per  cent.;  and 
that  will  give  us  $20,000,000.  That  is  something  like 
the  way  they  made  up  the  revenue  tariff.  What 
did  the  present  Government  do?  They  went  into  the 
factories  in  the  cities  and  towns  of  this  country  and 
shook  the  workingman  by  the  hand,  and  asked  him 
how  they  could  help  him — the  employer  and  the 
workingman  together.  After  going  through  this  country 
and  seeing  all  the  industries  they  could  see,  they  sat  down 
and  framed  the  tariff ;  and  it  will  be  a  never-dying  honor  to 
the  Finance  Minister  of  this  day,  long  after  he  has  gone  to 
his  rest,  that  he  worked  as  hard  as  he  did,  received  the  dele¬ 
gations  and  the  number  of  persons  interested  io  the  industries 
of  Canada  that  he  did,  and  after  that  framed  a  tariff  that 
departed  from  the  old  rut,  and  that  would  meet  the  United 
States  on  their  own  ground.  That  friction  would  ensue,  that 
there  would  be  complaint  here  and  there,  was  to  be  expected, 
it  was  a  herculean  job  to  sit  down  and  frame  that  tariff  in 
order  to  foster  the  industries  and  to  shut  out  foreign 
competition,  and  at  the  same  time  not  increase  prices 
to  our  people,  and  earn  a  revenue.  It  was  the  work 
of  statesmen,  the  work  of  men,  not  only  of  great 
ideas,  but  also  with  the  heart,  the  head,  and  the  hand, 
to  execute  the  work  they  had  undertaken.  I  sat  as  a 
spectator  in  this  House  when  the  fiscal  policy  came  down, 
and  I  never  saw  such  black  looks  on  the  faces  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  as  I  saw  then.  They  did  not  believe  it 
possible  that  any  body  of  men  could  frame  a  tariff  that 
would  meet  the  position  of  the  United  States,  and  at  the 
same  time  not  unduly  oppress  our  people.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie;,  the  late  leader  of  the 
Government,  said  :  Well,  you  have  kept  your  promise  after 
all ;  I  did  not  believe  you  would  dare  to  do  it,  or  could  do 
it.  It  was  not  a  perfect  tariff.  It  could  not  have  been  a 
perfect  tariff,  for  it  was  then  an  untried  experiment;  it  was 
framed  with  a  view  of  meeting  the  United  States  tariff  and 
the  tariffs  of  other  countries ;  it  was  framed  to  steer  as 
closely  to  the  wind  as  possible,  without  affecting  injuriously 
a  single  interest  in  Canada,  or  oppress  the  people,  while  at 
the  same  time  raising  sufficient  revenue  and  encouraging 
interprovincial  trade.  That  there  were  mistakes  in  it  we 
all  know.  No  Government  is,  no  laws  are,  perfect;  mistakes 
there  were  ;  but  we  had  a  Government  that  were  not  all 
self-sufficient,  that  were  not  above  listening  to  represen- 
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tations,  and  the  tariff  was  altered  occasionally,  so  as 
to  suit,  as  far  as  possible,  the  circumstances  of  the  country ; 
and,  on  tho  whole,  it  was  as  perfect  a  tariff  as  any  fourtoen 
men,  occupying  the  position  of  a  Government,  could  frame 
in  the  same  time.  1  say  I  believe  there  is  no  other  Govern¬ 
ment  that  could  be  formed  in  Canada  who  in  that  time  would 
have  revolutionised  the  fiscal  policy  as  this  Government 
did  and  have  kept  its  relations  intact  with  other  countries 
and  created  the  beneficial  results  they  did.  Then  came 
the  general  elections  of  1882,  and  one  would  have 
thought,  on  listening  to  tho  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  that  there  had  been  no  elections 
since  1878,  that  we  had  none  on  the  20th  June,  1882.  I 
recollect,  previous  to  those  elections,  sitting  as  a  spectator 
in  this  House,  hearing  tho  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  and 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright), 
state  that,  let  the  people  have  an  opportunity  to  decide  on 
this  barbarous,  wretched  policy,  and  thoy  will  scatter 
it  to  the  winds ;  and  as  true  as  the  sun  rises, 
said  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  pointing  his  finger 
at  the  Government,  when  the  people  pass  upon  this  tariff, 
the  Government  will  be  swept  away  and  the  Opposition  take 
their  place.  Well,  the  elections  of  1882  took  place  ;  we  had 
all  these  gontlemen  and  their  press  and  everything  they  could 
circulate  about  the  policy  in  force  during  the  previous  four 
years  before  the  people,  and  what  was  the  result  ?  The 
people  returned  back  to  Parliament  the  men  who 
inaugurated  the  National  Policy,  defeating  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron,  and  the  member  from  Bothwell,  who 
made  that  declaration,  defeating  horse,  foot  and  artillery, 
to  use  an  old  expression,  the  Opposition  cohorts,  all  over 
Canada,  and  restoring  back  to  power  the  men  who  had 
worked  out  this  great  question.  It  is  labor  lost  for 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  or  any  other 
gentleman — in  the  light  of  facts,  in  the  light  of  the  facts  that 
the  people  of  Canada,  as  intelligent  a  people  as  there  is  on 
the  face  of  the  globe  to-day,  who  have  had  all  these  facts 
before  them  and  who  understand  this  question,  who,  having 
sent  these  men  into  office,  returned  them  again  to  power — it 
is  labor  lost  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  1885  to  take  up 
the  tariff  again  and  go  over  all  the  statements  they  went  over 
before,  making  the  same  speeches  they  made  before,  and 
declaring  again  the  people  only  wanted  an  opportunity  to 
pass  on  the  tariff  and  turn  this  Government  out  on  that 
question.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen's  said :  Look  at  the 
Maritime  Provinces !  He  thinks  he  can  sow  a  little  disunion 
down  there.  But  does  not  every  elector  who  has  passed 
upon  this  tariff  understand  the  question  as  well  as 
he  ?  Have  there  not  been  by  e-elections  in  Cumber¬ 
land,  Lunenburg,  Cape  Breton  and  York,  since  1882, 
in  which  we  have  beaten  our  opponents  and  taken 
constituency  after  constituency.  In  his  own  county  he 
made  the  speech  he  made  to  night,  but  the  people  did  not 
believe  him.  The  moment  there  is  a  vacancy  the  Govern¬ 
ment  appeal  to  the  people.  Hon,  gentlemen  opposite  send 
their  orators  and  their  press  to  meet  the  Government,  and 
the  Government  still  wrests  from  them  constituency  after 
constituency.  Why  should  we  be  called  upon  to  listen  for 
hours  this  Session  to  arguments  that  have  been  refuted  over 
and  over  again,  and  on  a  question  on  which  the  people  have 
decisively  passed.  He  wanted  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  to  stand  up,  and  he  wanted  the  hon.  member 
for  Sydney  to  stand  up,  and  say  what  about  this 
National  Policy.  Why,  they  stood  up.  It  was  not  long 
since  the  hon.  gentleman  stood  up  down  at  Sydney. 
One  would  think  that  we  never  had  an  election  since  the 
National  Policy  was  introduced.  One  would  think  that  the 
National  Policy  had  no  defenders  in  the  country  but  a  band 
of  conspirators  led  by  the  veteran,  the  Premier.  One  would 
think  that  all  the  people  wanted  was  an  opportunity  to 
drive  the  Government  out  of  existence  on  account  of 


tho  National  Policy.  Is  it  not  a  little  too  bad  that  we 
should,  for  tho  sake  of  appearances,  on  this  side  of  tho 
House,  have  to  got  up  and  answer  what  had  been  ably 
answered  over  and  over  again  throughout  tho  length  and 
breadth  of  Canada.  With  regard  to  Pictou  and  Capo 
Breton,  let  me  give  the  hon.  gentleman  a  comparative  state¬ 
ment  of  tho  output  of  coal  under  the  lato  regime  and 
under  tho  presont  one.  In  1875,  the  output  amounted 
to  706,795  tons;  in  1876,  it  amounted  to  634,207  tons;  in 
1877,  to  697,065  tons;  1878,  to  693,511;  in  1879,688,626. 
Then  came  in  the  National  Policy  and,  in  1880 — the  Natio¬ 
nal  Policy  then  in  full  sway — it  was  954,659  tons — a  leap  up 
like  that — in  1881,  it  was  1,035,014  tons ;  in  1882,1,250,179 
tons;  and  in  1883  a  similar  amount.  I  have  not  got  the 
figure  for  1884,  but  1  believe  it  is  about  the  same.  It  was 
1,300,000  in  1883  and  about  the  same  in  1884.  That  is  the 
answer  in  regard  to  these  two  places.  That  output  of  coal 
means — what?  It  means  bread  and  butter  to  the  laboring 
men  there,  and  it  means  10  cents  a  ton  royalty  on  every 
ton  of  coal  put  to  the  pit’s  mouth  to  tho  provincial  exche¬ 
quer  of  Nova  Scotia.  And  again,  Nova  Scotia  exported  to 
tho  United  States,  in  1866,  404,252  tons  of  coal.  In  1882, 
when  tho  United  States  had  a  75  cents  tariff  on  every  ton 
of  our  coal,  it  oxported  only  99,302  tons.  Whore  did  tho 
balance  of  this  vast  output,  of  this  increased  output,  go  ?  It 
went  to  the  Upper  Provinces.  Interprovincial  trade  was 
encouraged.  Ah,  but  some  of  them  say,  there  is  tho  hated 
coal  tax.  I  will  undertake  to  say  this,  and  I  have  looked 
into  tho  question  somewhat,  that  the  tax  on  flour  and  tho 
tax  on  coal  have  not  raised  to  us,  where  we  raise  a 
surplus — to  use  tho  declaration  of  the  member  for  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  in  the  drill  shed  at  Halifax— the 
price  by  a  farthing.  It  has  not  raised  the  price  to  the 
consumor  hero.  It  has  encouraged  interprovincial  trade;  it 
has  employed  workmen ;  it  has  made  an  industry  where 
there  would  be  idleness  and  stagnation  ;  it  has  distributed 
money ;  it  has  given  us  a  carrying  power  that  we  had  not 
before  ;  it  has  given  us  an  opportunity  of  carriage  that  wo 
had  not  before.  Coal  at  Ogdensburg  is  $6.50  a  ton,  at  Mon‘- 
real  but  $6 — American  coal;  at  Watertown  it  is  $6.50  a  ton  ; 
at  Brockville  it  is  only  $6.25  a  ton — American  coal ;  at 
Toronto  it  is  $6  a  ton,  at  Chicago,  $8.50 — American  coal. 
And  it  is  a  curious  fact  that,  in  Boston,  Pennsylvania  coal  is 
lower  than  it  is  in  Pennsylvania  itself.  When  you  come  to 
consider  that  the  coal  industry,  those  coal  mines,  are  run  by 
a  ring  generally  of  speculators— it  is  so  in  the  United 
States — and  they  put  the  price  of  coal  just  as  far  as  the 
market  will  bear  every  time,  you  will  see  that,  if  this  duty 
on  coal  was  not  in  existence,  the  price  would  be  that  much 
higher  in  Toronto,  Kingston,  and  all  these  other  places. 
But  they  said  it  will  not  get  further  than  Kingston  at  any 
rate,  I  am  happy  to  say  that  Nova  Scotia  coal  is  used  as  far 
west  as  Galt,  which  I  understand  is  120  miles  west  of 
Toronto,  with  our  present  facilities  for  carrying  ;  and  when 
the  short  line  is  constructed,  I  believe  that  they  will  carry  it 
for  about  half  the  present  rate.  We  used  to  get  laughed  at — 
we  do  not  now — when  we  stood  up  and  said— and  I  remember 
the  Finance  Minister  was  laughed  at  for  saying  it— that  the 
consumer  did  not  pay  the  duty.  Thei’e  was  a  howl  of 
derision  from  the  other  side.  Did  you  ever  hear  such  a 
statement  ?  The  able  and  statesmanlike  member  for  Qaeen’s, 
P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies)  was  loudest  in  the  shout  of  derision. 
•Well,  he  raises  potatoes  on  his  island.  The  duty  in  Boston 
is  15  cents  per  bushel — it  was  20  cents.  Who  paid  the 
duty — the  man  who  raised  the  potatoes  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  or  the  consumer  in  Boston  ?  He  knows — he  almost 
admitted  it  to-night,  for  he  asked  for  reciprocity  to  help  the 
raisers  of  potatoes,  and  so  forth — that  the  consumer  did 
not  pay  the  duty,  but  that  the  raiser  paid  it.  When  they 
got  to  Boston  the  price  was  75  cents  a  bushel ;  a  man  from 
Malden,  or  some  other  place  outside  of  Boston,  would  go  in¬ 
to  the  market  and  get  his  75  cents  from  the  American  con- 
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Sumer ;  the  other  man  from  outside  of  the  United  States 
took  his  55  cents,  20  cents  less,  and  went  away.  Did  the 
consumer  pay  it  where  there  was  a  surplus?  He  knows  he 
did  not,  and  therefore  the  statement  is  correct,  that  the  con¬ 
sumer  does  not  pay  the  duty  in  all  cases.  Who  has  to  pay 
the  duty  on  the  coal  ?  Is  it  the  Toronto  or  the  Kingston 
man  ?  No.  The  Pennsylvania  ring  put  their  coal  up  to 
moet  the  market,  and,  if  the  duty  was  not  there,  the 
price  would  be  just  as  high,  and  the  duty  is  not  felt; 
I  have  stated  the  facts,  which  are  incontrovertible. 
Now,  that  is  international  trade.  Ho  does  not  seem 
to  understand  it;  they  do  not  seem  to  understand  it. 
Those  fools,  as  they  call  them,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  called  them,  on  his  entrance  into  Parliament,  in 
1879,  so  chagrined  and  mortified  was  he  that  the  people  had 
sent  into  the  cold  shades  of  Opposition,  after  five  years  of 
power,  and  after  deficit  after  deficit,  and  after  a  declaration 
by  him  that  he  wished  he  had  an  income  tax,  that  he  could 
not  meet  the  expenses  with  the  revenue  he  had,  after  having 
stood  up,  and,  in  his  bitterness,  writhing  in  mortification 
at  the  people,  after  his  declaring  he  would  be  twenty  years  in 
power,  because  they  brought  back  the  old  guard  and  the 
old  premier  to  tako  once  more  the  holm  of  the  ship  of  state 
which  had  been  going  on  the  rocks  for  five  years — call  the 
people  fools —you  would  think  they  were  all  fools,  to  hear 
the  member  for  Queen’s  and  his  friends  talk,  and  yet,  the 
moment  a  vacancy  occurs,  out  goes  the  writ  from  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  down  to  the  placo  or  up  to  the 
place  where  the  vacancy  occurred,  and  comes  back,  as  sure 
as  tho  sun  rises  to  morrow,  to  uso  the  metaphor  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills),  a  Liberal- 
Conservative  almost  every  time.  And  still  this  debased, 
this  foolish,  this  ignorant  people,  keep  on  electing  a 
Liberal  Conservative  to  support  a  National  Policy  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is  useless  to  talk  to  these  gentlemen.  Tho  only 
placo  to  get  them  is  before  the  electorate,  and  to  talk  to 
them  there,  and  to  see  the  faces  of  the  old  farmers, 
and  to  see  the  faces  of  the  merchants,  and  to  see  the 
faces  of  tho  ship-builders,  and  to  see  tho  faces  of 
the  artisans,  and  to  hear  the  plaudits  they  give  to  the 
Liberal-Conservative,  and  the  votes  they  give  afterwards. 
That  is  the  only  place  to  answer  them.  It  seems  to  me  time 
wasted  in  answering  them  here.  Now,  I  want  to  draw 
attention  for  a  moment  to  anolher  statement  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  The  ship-building  interest,  he  says,  look  at  that ; 
and  he  quoted  the  number  of  tons  there  are  now  less  than 
we  had  when  they  were  in  power.  He  knew  that  the  ship¬ 
building  interest  has  been  in  a  depressed  state  all  the  world 
over  for  years,  everywhere — in  the  carrying  trade — the  iron 
ships  superseding  the  wooden  vessels  for  a  time — I  do 
not  boliovethey  will  for  all  time,  and  our  vessels  could  only 
make  freight  where  the  owners  could  afford  to  insure  them 
themselves.  They  could  not  afford  to  pay  11  per  cent, 
insurance,  and  send  them  to  sea  and  make  money  ;  and  that 
is  the  reason  the  ship-building  interest  has  not  been  as  large. 
Did  he  ever  hear  of  a  man  named  Pope  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  one  who  occupied  a  distinguished  place  in  the  coun¬ 
cils  of  his  country  ?  Did  he  hear  of  his  fortune  being  dis¬ 
sipated  to  tho  winds,  and  two  or  three  ships  being 
allowed  to  rot  on  the  stocks,  while  the  hon.  member 
lor  East  York  and  his  friends  held  office?  He 
knows  that  the  ship-building  interest  was  depressed, 
enough  while  they  were  in  power,  and  what  did  they  do  to 
help  it?  I  was  a  member  of  the  Local  Legislature  of  Nova 
Scotia  at  the  time,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr. 
Vail)  will  remember  what  a  howl  of  execration  went  up 
from  friend  and  foe  against  this  Government  who  had  placed 
upon  ship’s  materials  a  duty  that  the  ship  building  interest 
could  not  bear ;  and,  Sir,  through  the  strenuous  efforts  of 
the  Opposition  of  that  day  the  duties  were  reduced  and  the 
ship-building  interest  was  relieved  and  saved.  Sir,  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  put  the  ship  building  interest  in  a  much  better 
Mr.  Woodworth. 


position  than  it  was  under  the  late  Government.  I  have  the 
fact  even  from  Grit  sources.  I  went  into  a  ship-yard  not  long 
ago,  and  I  met  a  man  opposed  to  me  politically  in  my  own 
county,  I  asked  him  what  about  shipbuilding  ?  And  he  said  : 
I  must  confess  that  your  Government  has  dealt  fairer  with 
us  than  our  own  friends  did.  They  have  given  us  a  bounty 
and  a  drawback,  which  has  helped  us  more  than  the  entire 
reduction  of  duties  made  by  our  Government  while  they 
were  in  power.  So  much  for  the  ship-building  interest.  Yet 
the  hon.  member  pounded  his  desk  and  was  as  voluble  in  his 
remarks  as  if  he  was  making  a  great  point  in  regard  to  ship¬ 
building.  Well,  then  he  spoke  of  the  exodus — four  times  as 
many  people,  he  said,  had  gone  away  from  this  country 
while  we  were  in  power  as  when  they  were  in  power. 
Well,  Sir,  once-and  a  while  we  get  a  little  light  from 
them  through  crevices — not  through  a  window;  a  little 
light  is  let  in  by  hon.  members  opposite.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  not  very  long  ago  had 
a  little  Bill  iu  this  House  to  provide  for  the  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  North-West.  I  was  delighted  to  hear  him  say 
that  in  Assiniboia  there  are  65,000  people,  away  up  there 
towards  the  Rockies,  and  in  Alberta  there  are  40,000 — there 
he  had  105,000  at  once  in  those  two  provisional  districts.  But 
while  they  wore  in  power  there  was  nothing  there  but  the 
wolverine,  the  badger  and  the  bear.  There  was  an  Indian 
or  two,  it  is  true ;  we  were  sending  them  out  blankets,  pipe*, 
a  little  tobacco  and  tea,  once-and-a-while.  But  there  was 
no  white  man  there.  And  yet  wo  had  a  statement  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  we  never  would  have  had  from 
him,  only  he  wanted  to  get  his  Bill  through  the  House. 
He  wanted  us  to  vote  for  tho  Bill,  and  then  we  had  a  little 
light  thrown  on  the  subject  from  a  Grit  source,  and  we  had 
105,000  people  in  two  territories  where  there  was  net  a 
soul  before  while  they  were  in  power.  Yet  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  just  spoke  says,  four  times  more  of 
our  people  have  gone  out  of  Canada  under  the  present 
Government  than  under  the  Mackenzie  Government. 
He  says  tho  regulations  of  the  North-West  have 
been  that  harassing  that  you  have  driven  them  out.  He 
uttered  that  with  the  same  voice  in  which  he  uttered  all  the 
rest.  Does  he  not  read  ?  Does  he  not  know  that  the  people 
of  St.  Vincent  and  tho  farmers  around  Pembina 
have  been  sending  their  grain  to  Emerson,  Manitoba, 
to  get  better  prices  ?  And  yet  this  hon.  gentleman  comes 
hore,  apparently  without  a  knowledge  of  these  facts,  and 
declares  to  this  House  and  the  country  that  the  harassing 
regulations  of  the  Government  in  the  North-West  have 
driven  the  people  out  of  it  and  into  the  United  States. 
Well,  Sir,  we  had  a  little  more  light  upon  the  North-West 
from  the  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  That 
trip  that  he  took  to  the  Rocky  Mountains  last  summer  did 
this  country  incalculable  good.  The  old  gentleman  saw 
the  North-West  for  himself.  We  were. all  glad  that  he 
went  up.  The  leader  of  the  party  did  not  go  up.  He  con¬ 
tented  himself  in  making  speeches  at  Bowmanville  and  other 
places  about  this  wilderness  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  road 
was  running  thi’ough.  But  the  old  leader  went  out  himself, 
and  although  it  is  very  hard  to  turn  a  Scotchman,  of  his  years, 
from  any  beaten  path  he  has  long  trodden,  yet  he  had  the 
manliness,  and  the  patriotism,  and  the  courage  to  say,  in 
the  face  cf  the  largo  audience  in  the  Opera  House  at  Winni¬ 
peg,  that,  like  the  Queen  of  Shoba,  the  half  was  not  told 
him  of  the  natural  wealth  of  that  country  and  its  advantages. 
He  gave  a  rebuke  to  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr. 
Watson),  who  was  applauded  last  winter  when  ho  spoke  of 
the  rigor  of  the  climate,  how  cold  it  was,  aDd  the  poor 
fellows  going  forty  miles  for  wood.  The  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  and  Gronville  (Mr.  Ferguson)  asked  him : 
Where  did  they  go  40  miles  for  wood  ?  He  said  to  Regina. 
And  yet  he  knew  at  the  time  that  coal  was  down  to  $7  per 
ton  at  Regina,  worth  at  least  two  cords  of  wood,  and  he  was 
applauded  to  tho  echo  because  he  did  not  state  the  fact. 
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We  had  also  Sir  Richard  Temple  in  the  Opera  Hoase, 
Winnipeg,  speaking  of  the  advantages  of  the  North-West, 
and  saying  it  had  a  splendid  climate,  and  that  the  people 
of  England,  Scotland  and  Ireland  would  flock  there,  because 
that  is  just  the  kind  of  climate  they  would  like.  We  had 
our  own  Marquis  of  Lome  here,  who  loved  the  climate, with 
his  sturdy  constitution  and  robust  frame,  and  was  sorry  to 
leave  our  shores.  Yet,  Sir,  in  spite  of  all  this  testimony,  in 
spite  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  making  that  state¬ 
ment — which  the  Opposition  are  sorry  for  now,  no 
doubt — we  have  these  men  getting  up  in  the  House 
and  through  their  press  decrying  this  country,  in 
order  to  throw  odium  upon  the  Government.  What 
more,  Sir  ?  I  was  told,  out  in  Brandon,  by  a  man 
named  Smith — and  he  told  me  I  might  use  his  name ; 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  John  Smith  or  not,  but  I  will 
particularise  him  a  little  farther  and  say  he  is  the  emigra¬ 
tion  agent  at  that  place.  He  told  me  that  he  went  to  the 
United  States  last  summer  to  see  if  he  could  not  get  some 
emigrants  that  were  going  out  wost  to  migrate  to  the 
Canadian  North-West,  and  he  went  to  the  meeting,  and  the 
form  of  proceedings  was  something  like  this :  The  chairman 
would  bo  given  a  newspaper  marked  in  pencil.  Mr.  Chairman 
(an  American)  what  paper  is  that  ?  The  Globe  newspaper, 
Toronto,  was  the  answer.  Would  yon  be  bind  enough  to  read 
the  portions  marked  in  pencil  ?  And  he  did  read.  Well,  Sir, 
he  could  not  get  any  emigrants  after  that ;  he  could  not 
get  one.  This  was  told  me  by  our  emigration  agent 
and  he  said  I  might  use  it  wherever  I  liked.  He 
said  that  the  Globe  was  put  into  the  hands  of  United 
States  emigration  agents,  with  the  articles  marked,  and 
they  circulated  them  in  England  to  stop  emigration  to 
Canada.  The  United  States  people  carefully  preserved 
these  papers  and  read  them  at  their  meetings ;  and  this 
agent  said  he  could  not  get  a  man  to  go  into  the  North- 
West.  Then,  Sir,  tbo  hoo.  gentleman  says  this  tariff  has 
been  damaging  to  the  interests  of  the  people  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  Now,  it  is  a  little  singular,  if  this  were  true, 
that  every  time  a  constituency  is  opened  in  those 
Provinces,  as  I  have  already  said,  the  people  return 
a  Liberal  Conservative.  Well,  they  have  got  one  year  that 
they  think  is  pretty  hard — 1384  has  been  a  pretty  hard 
year — not  for  Canada  only,  but  all  over  the  world  there  has 
been  a  depression  of  trade  in  1884.  I  was  curious  to 
know  how  the  country  stood  during  the  five  years 
the  Government  was  in  power,  and  how  we  stood  it  during 
the  five  years  the  other  Government  were  in  power,  and  how 
the  United  States  stood  it,  and  so  I  took  the  failures. 
1  know  there  wore  failures,.  But  you  can  only  argue  this 
question  relatively.  It  is  not  claimed  that  there  is  an  absolute 
perfection  on  the  part  of  any  Government,  or  absolute  wretch¬ 
edness  on  the  part  of  any  othor,  but  it  is  relatively  that  we 
have  to  judge  them.  Now,  Sir,  in  tho  United  States  from  1875 
to  1879,  inclusive,  the  numbor  of  failures  amounted  to  42,840 
and  the  liabilities  $915,378,000.  From  1880  to  1884,  inclusive, 
the  liabilities  of  bankrupts  in  the  United  States  amounted  to 
$647,672,000.  In  Canada,  from  1875  to  1879,  there  were  9,103 
failures,  with  liabilities  of  $132,436,192  ;  or  they  failed  $  1  in 
Canada  while  they  failed  $6  in  the  United  States ;  or,  more 
correctly,  itwas  $1  in  Canada  to  only  $6.93  in  the  United 
States.  While  this  Government  has  been  in  power,  from  1879 
to  1884,  inclusive,  Canada  has  had  5,029  failures,  with  liabili¬ 
ties  amounting  to  $57,146,568.  The  United  States,  during 
that  time,  had  failures  amounting  to  $647,672,000, 
showing  that  when  depression  came  over  the  face  of  the 
globe  in  1884,  the  United  States  people  had 
failed  $11.35,  while  we  had  failed  $1.  What  has  held  this 
country  as  a  bower-anchor  would  hold  a  vessel  from  going 
on  the  shore  ?  It  has  been  the  protective  policy  which  the 
Government  inaugurated  and  which  it  has  so  successfully 
carried  out.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  answer  that 
question.  They  may  say  the  electors  are  ignorant  as  to  the 


effect  of  a  National  Policy,  and  thoy  will  toach  them.  But 
how  is  it  that  when  this  wave  of  depression  swopt  over  tbo 
face  of  tho  globe,  Canada  fails  only  to  tho  extent,  propor¬ 
tionately,  of  $1,  as  compared  with  over  $11  in  the  United 
States;  and  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  wero  in  power 
our  failures  here  stood  as  $1  to  $6.93  in  tho  United  States? 
There  is  some  cause  for  this  discrepancy.  I  say  it  is  tho 
National  Policy  which  has  held  our  ship  of  state  from  going 
on  the  breakers.  Let  me  say  a  word  more  in  regard  to  tho 
United  States.  The  Rev.  He  Witt  Talmage,  speaking  at 
at  Brooklyn,  Now  York,  December  last,  said  : 

“  To-day  there  are  1,000,000  people  out  of  work  in  this  country— 10 
per  cent,  of  the  laboring  classes  with  nothing  to  do  but  suffer,  and  an¬ 
other  20  per  cent,  to-day  on  reduced  wages.” 

If  our  neighbors  have  1,000,000  workmen  with  nolhing 
whatever  to  do,  and  20  per  cent,  more  toiling  on  roduced 
wages,  we  are  entitled,  with  one-tenth  of  their  population, 
to  have  100,000  persons  idle.  Have  we  got  them  ?  Is  there 
any  country  on  the  face  of  the  globe  that  enjoys  more  pros¬ 
perity  than  Canada,  relatively  speaking,  does  to-day  ?  There 
is  not  one.  And  yet  those  hon.  gentlemen  tell  us  ^that  this 
is  a  country  which  our  people  are  leaving  to  go  to  the 
United  States, where  there  are  1,000,U00  people  totally  unem¬ 
ployed.  If  they  go  there,  they  go  there  to  starve. 
I  have  followed  some  of  our  people  who  have  gone  to  the 
United  States;  I  have  seen  them  in  their  homes  in 
New  York  and  Boston,  and  have  asked  them  how  they  were 
getting  along.  If  they  could  pay  their  butcher’s  and  baker’s 
bills  on  Saturday  night  they  considered  they  were  doing 
well,  and  that  they  were  clad  very  poorly  I  know  as  a  fact. 
Having  started  out  for  the  States  with  prospects  of  success, 
having  been  told  that  they  would  get  good  wages  there,  and 
not  thinking  how  far  the  wages  would  go,  they  are  ashamed 
to  come  back  to  Canada, where  they  would  earn  more  wages 
and  work  less  time.  But  the  hon.  member  for  North  No:- 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton)  the  other  night  attempted,  with  tho 
usual  fairness  which  characterises  him,  to  show  that  Presi¬ 
dent  Cleveland  had  boon  elected  as  supporting  a  rovenuo 
tariff.  I  road  from  Debates : 

«'  Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Hear,  hear. 

“  Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yea,  it  is  worth  hearing.  It  is  suggestive.  It 
points  to  a  moral  that  we  would  do  well  to  heed. 

“  Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  language  Mr.  Cleveland  used  was 
just  such  language  as  would  be  used  on  our  side  of  the  House  as  to  this 
policy. 

“  Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  language  he  used,  the  language  his  party 
uses,  the  lauguage  his  supporters  use,  is  that  the  tariff  of  the  United 
States  is  an  unjust  and  an  oppressive  tariff,  and  that  duties  should  be 
levied  for  revenue  purposes  only.” 

I  happened  to  bs  in  tho  United  States  during  two  weeks 
while  the  campaign  was  in  progress.  I  was  stopping  at 
the  Hoffman  House,  which  was  the  headquarters  of  tho 
Democratic  party.  I  conversed  with  some  of  their  leading 
men,  and  they  assured  mo  they  were  not  going  to  adopt 
the  plank  of  a  revenue  tariff;  they  were  ruuning  tho 
election  on  different  issues,  with  which  personal  issues 
wero  largely  mixed.  Mr.  Blaine,  seeing  the  tide  setting 
in  in  favor  of  protection,  issued  his  manifesto  ;  but  it  was 
too  late  to  give  him  the  victory,  and  many  of  his  supporters 
had  deserted  him  on  account  of  his  previous  actions.  Let 
me  road  from  the  New  York  Herald,  which  supported  Mr. 
Cleveland,  might  and  main,  in  order  that  we  may  see  what 
his  platform  was.  This  was  his  platform : 

“  In  making  reduction  in  taxes,  it  is  not  proposed  to  injure  any  domes¬ 
tic  industries,  but  rather  to  promote  their  healthy  growth.  From  the 
foundation  of  this  Government,  taxes  collected  at  the  Custom  house 
have  been  the  chief  source  of  Federal  revenue.  Such  they  most  con¬ 
tinue  to  be.  Moreover,  many  industries  have  come  to  rely  on  legisla¬ 
tion  for  a  successful  continuance,  so  that  any  change  of  law  mast  be  at 
every  step  regardful  of  the  labor  and  capital  thus  involved.  The  pro¬ 
cess  of  reform  must  be  subject  in  the  execution  to  this  plain  dictate  of 
justice.  All  taxation  shall  be  lim  ted  to  the  requirements  of  economical 
government. 
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The  same  bon.  gontleman  (Mr.  Charlton)  stated  with  equal 
accuracy  that  the  Government  laid  $225,000,000  of  debt 
upon  the  neck  of  Canada,  knowing  at  the  time,  rightwell, 
that  $106,000,000  was  given  to  the  Provinces  by  relieving 
thorn  of  their  debts,  the  amount  involving  no  expenditure 
whatever.  The  same  hon.  gentleman  who  cheered  that 
statement  cheered  the  statement  which  I  have  read.  Cleve¬ 
land,  in  his  platform,  says : 

“Alt  taxation  shall  be  limited  to  the  requirements  of  economical 
government.” 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  That  is  the  reason  we  are  elected. 
■That  is  the  reason  why  -we  support  this  Government,  and  if 
they  did  no  act  we  would  not  support  them.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  those  expressions;  we  would  have  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  over  on  this  side  of  the  House, but  there  is  not  room 
for  them.  Mr.  Cleveland’s  platform  is  also  as  follows:  — 

“  The  necessary  reduction  in  taxation  can  and  must  be  effected  without 
depriving  American  labor  of  the  ability  to  compete  successfully  with 
foreign  labor,  and  without  imposing  lower  rates  of  duty  thau  will  be 
ample  to  cover  any  increased  cost  of  production.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Air.  WOODWORTH.  Why  are  there  no  expressions  of 
hear,  hear,  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite?  It  continues  : 

“  Which  may  exist  in  consequence  of  the  higher  rate  of  wages  prevail¬ 
ing  in  this  country.  ” 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  And  his  speeches  are  in  the 
same  way. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  New  York  Herald,  after  giving 
Mr.  Cleveland’s  platform,  says  : 

“  It  is  one  of  Mr.  Blaine’s  favorite  tricks  to  cover  up  the  real  questions 
of  the  canvass.  The  trick  has  been  thoroughly  exposed  by  Republican 
protectionists  of  Pennsylvania,  who  mean  to  vote  against  Mr.  Blaine, 
and  who  say  in  their  address  to  fellow  Republicans  : 

“  1  With  respect  to  the  tariff,  we  in  no  way  recognise  that  protection  is 
at  stake  in  the  present  canvass,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  Republican 
managers  would  have  us  believe.  Many  of  th©  membars  of  this  associa¬ 
tion  are  pronounced  protectionists,  whose  interests  are  largely  depen¬ 
dent,  as  they  believe,  on  the  continued  prosperity  of  the  manufactures 
fostered  by  the  tariff,  and  they  can  recognise  no  danger  to  these 
interests  from  the  success  of  the  candidate  of  a  party  which,  in  ths  last 
Session  of  Congress,  only  showed  in  its  efforts  at  tariff  revision  its  own 
hopeless  division  on  the  subject,  and  was  forced,  at  Chicago,  to  adopt  an 
expression  of  policy  so  nearly  akin  to  that  of  its  rival.’  ” 

And  so  on.  Then  I  tell  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  when  he  makes  statements 
like  these  —  statements  which  are  unequivocal  and 
positive  in  their  character,  and  the  rule  is  that 
a  member  of  Parliament  is  supposed  to  state  that 
which  is  strictly  correct — when  he  made  that  statement 
he  made  a  statement  which  is  inconsistent  with  the  fact, 
and  he  should  have  known  it,  as  he  reads  the  American 
papers,  I  believe,  almost  as  much  as  the  Canadian  papers. 

I  shall  not  go  into  the  ridiculous  figures  he  gave  here,  with 
regard  to  the  progress  of  manufactories  by  percentage. 
He  wants  them  to  increase  100  per  cent,  continuously.  If, 
for  instance,  a  factory  is  started,  and  there  are  fifty  hands, 
the  first  year,  and  the  next  year  there  are  100,  he  thinks 
that  the  next  year  again  thero  should  be  200,  and  so  on, 
and  in  a  few  years  there  would  be  all  hands  and  no  factory 
— all  hands  and  no  place  to  put  them.  If  we  had  been  a 
parcel  of  school  boys  instead  of  men,  who  have  lived  for 
many  years  with  eyes  and  ears  open,  he  would  have  been 
laughed  at  if  he  had  asked  us  to  solve  the  problem,  in 
arith  motic,  which  he  gave  us.  Now  I  do  not  want  to  weary 
the  House,  but  we  have  to  treat  these  hon.  gentlemen  like 
Alexander  treated  his  foes,  as  pictured  by  Dryden,  whore : 

“  Thrice  he  routed  all  his  foes, 

And  thrice  he  slew  the  slain. ” 

We  have  to  kill  them  over  and  over  again,  like  tho  Irish¬ 
man’s  snake,  which  he  killed  once  after  breakfast  and  then 
about  dinner  time,  and  again  just  before  sun  down.  They 
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tell  the  same  story  this  year,  that  they  told  last,  and  wo  will 
have  it  again  next  Session.  No  matter  what  the  elections 
may  declare  or  what  the  electorate  may  say,  if  we  are  in 
our  places  next  year  as  I  hope  we  will  be  every  one  of  us, 
we  will  have  the  same  old  speeches,  varied  a  little,  perhaps, 
by  tho  events  of  the  year,  but  the  same  skeleton  running 
through  them  all.  I  remember  a  story  about  a  physician 
who  was  called  to  see  a  boy  who  was  in  a  comatose  condi¬ 
tion.  An  epidemic  of  measles  had  been  in  the  neighborhood, 
and  the  boy  was  in  that  comatoso  state,  sleeping  gently, 
when  the  doctor  came  up  and  felt  his  pulse  and  said  to  his 
mother  :  “  Your  boy  is  dead.”  The  boy  woke  up  and  said : 
“  I  am  not  dead,”  but  the  mother  replied,  “  You  are  dead  ; 
does  not  the  doctor  know  better  than  you  ?  ”  The  boy 
Canada  is  not  dead  ;  he  is  only  a  little  sleepy ;  the  measles 
have  been  in  the  neighborhood,  but  he  is  not  dead ;  he  is 
only  slightly  touched,  and  no  Act  of  Parliament  can  prevent 
the  epidemic  from  going  through  the  world.  I  have  given 
figures  to  show  that  while  the  measles  were  bad  over  the 
United  States,  we  did  not  have  them  one-fourth  as  bad  here; 
I  think  the  child  Canada  is  able  to  say :  I  am  not  dead,  but 
that  I  feel  the  pulse  of  life  through  my  whole  body  yet. 
I  have  answered  the  hon.  gentleman  in  regard  to  reciprocity. 
He  knew  that  there  was  an  Act  on  the  Statute  Book  allow¬ 
ing  us  to  reciprocate  with  the  United  States, when  they  havo 
shown  their  willingness  to  do  so;  but  he  little  knows  the 
people  of  his  own  country.  Ho  little  knows  the  people  of 
Canada,  if  he  thinks  we  should  go  untruthfully  to  tho 
Americans  on  our  bended  knees,  proclaim  that  we  are  in 
rags  and  poverty,  and  tell  them  that  we  cannot  live  with¬ 
out  them.  We  have  taken  the  manly  course ;  we  have 
earned  their  respect,  and  we  will  have  them  knocking  at 
our  doors,  and  when  they  do  we  will  let  them  in  on  fail- 
terms.  That  was  what  Sir  Charles  Tupper  said  over  and  over 
again  ;  that  was  the  whole  tenor  of  his  speech  :  we  met  them 
before,  and  we  will  meet  them  again,  but  it  would  be  folly 
for  us  to  go  to  them  until  they  are  ready  to  meet  us  fully. 
Now,  I  think  I  have  answered  the  hon.  member  again  fully. 
It  was  not  necessary  that  I  should  rise  and  answer  him,  only 
that  I  suppose  that  some  of  my  constituents  and  some  of  the 
people  outside  of  this  House  would  want  to  know  why  he  was 
not  answered,  and  perhaps  forgot  that  he  had  been  answere  l 
over  and  over  again.  And  when  they  come  to  read  the 
.speeches  of  the  gentlemen  I  have  referred  to — the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine ;  the  splendid  speech 
of  the  hon.  member  who  spoke  this  afternoon;  the  Budget 
Speech,  so  exhaustive  and  fair,  so  accurate — a  speech  upon 
which  we  can  nail  our  colors  every  time ;  when  they  come 
to  read  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwoll  (Mr. 
White)  they  will  not  have  to  read  mine.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  a  man  on  this  side  of  the  House,  sup¬ 
porting  the  Liberal-Conservative  Government  of  this 
country,  who,  after  being  beaten  at  the  polls,  as  they  have 
been  beaten,  after  being  beaten  at  debate,  as  they  have 
been  beaten,  would  rise  every  Session  and  repeat  the  same 
speeches  over  and  over  again,  I  believe  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  sui  generis ;  they  belong  to  a  race  of  their  own  ; 
thore  is  nothing  like  them  that  I  ever  heard  of.  Whore  is 
the  debating  club  in  which,  when  one  side  was  beaten,  tho 
same  speeches  would  be  made  by  them  year  after  year  on 
tho  same  subject  and  renewed  again  with  the  greatest  volu¬ 
bility,  as  if  they  were  new  speeches.  But  we  have  these 
hon.  gentlemen  doing  this  to  the  end  of  tho  chapter.  Why 
could  not  they,  for  once  in  their  lives,  never  mind  about 
power — never  mind  about  triumphing  over  their  opponents 
temporarily,  but  take  hold  of  subjects  interesting  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  They  should  know  how  the  pulse  of  the 
country  beats —in  what  direction  public  opinion  is;  and  why 
have  not  they  enough  political  sagacity  to  watch  the  mistakes 
of  tho  Government,  when  they  make  mistakes, 
but  on  tho  great  questions  upon  which  the  people 
have  pronounced— the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
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the  National  Policy — why  do  not  they  help  to 
build  up  the  country  —  help  to  build  the  road  and  bring 
immigrants  here,  and  show  that  they  a>e  with  the  country 
of  the  country,  and  for  the  country.  If  they  did  this  they 
would  get  power  some  day  almost  before  they  knew  it. 
The  Government  may  make  mistakes.  We,  on  this  side,  are 
not  sent  here— as  was  stated  by  an  hon.  gontleman  oppo¬ 
site,  and  for  which  statement  he  was  properly  called  to 
order — to  registor  tho  decrees  of  the  Government.  We  are 
sent  here  by  independent  constituencies,  after  careful  can¬ 
vass,  after  foeliog  tho  publio  pulse,  and  having  its  views 
on  distinct  questions,  wo  come  and  debate  those  ques 
lions,  and  live  thoso  questions  and  fight  those  questions, 
and  we  assist  the  Government  in  carrying  them  out.  But 
if  we  find  that  the  Government  are  making  mistakes  on  the 
great  linos  in  which  we  were  sent  here  to  support  them  we 
have  the  right  to  remonstrate  and  we  will  do  it.  But  up  to 
this  time  what  Liberal-Conservative  can  say,  after  having 
run  his  election  for  tho  people,  and  with  the 

people,  can  say  that  the  Government  are  not 

following  out,  and  its  supporters  are  not  follow¬ 
ing  out,  the  linos  upon  which  we  wore  sent  here.  The 
North-West  is  the  very  right  arm  of  this  Dominion. 
Every  hon.  member  opposite  is  interested  in  upholding  that 
country  and  populating  it;  and  instead  of  having  their 
speeches  going  over  to  Europe  to  show  how  bad  a  country 
this  is,  if  they  would  only  do  as  the  hon.  member  for  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  has  done,  after  having  seen  it;  or  if 
they  have  not  seen  it,  if  they  would  take  his  experience  and 
circulate  the  truth  about  the  country,  we  would  have 
enough  immigrants  going  into  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  to  pay  in  ten  years  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
twice  over  —if  the  people  of  the  old  world  knew  to-day  what 
they  will  know  in  time — if  they  knew  that  that  country  in 
the  North-West  was  as  fertile  a  country  as  there  is  on  tho 
face  of  the  globe,  and  that  the  climate  was  not  too  rigorous, 
as  it  is  not.  I  passed  two  winters  there,  and  I  know  it  is 
not  too  rigorous,  and  it  is  especially  healthy  for  persons  with 
weak  lungs.  That  country  is  one  of  the  most  healthy  in 
the  world  ;  you  can  pass  a  whole  winter  there  without  a 
wet  foot,  and  in  the  spring  the  snow  goes  off  quickly,  and 
ploughing  is  earlier  than  in  most  portions  of  the  older 
Provinces.  If  people  only  knew  that  country  as  it  exists 
with  its  great  advantages,  where  they  could  obtain  land  on 
favorable  terms,  we  should  have  thousands  of  settlers  where 
we  now  have  not  hundreds.  I  lay  it  to  the  Opposition  of  this 
country  and  to  their  press  that  the  North-West  is  not  filling 
up  more  rapidly  with  settlers  and  happy  homes.  If  they 
joined  us  patriotically,  as  the  Americans  do  among  themselves 
in  order  to  build  up  that  country,  we  should  have  millions 
of  revenue  from  it  where  to-day  we  have  thousands.  I  ask 
hon.  members  opposite  if  they  should  not  cry  halt,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies) — if 
they  should  not  cry  halt  in  using  their  press  in  the  way  they 
do  for  the  purpose  of  getting  power.  I  do  not  know  but  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  to  give  them  power  if  they  would 
carry  out  the  policy  of  this  Government,  and  would  stop 
complaining.  But  wo  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  they 
would  carry  out  that  policy  ;  I  believe  they  would  not.  I 
think  we  should  get  back  to  the  old  days  of  depression,  of  no 
hope,  of  flies  on  the  wheel,  of  a  depressed  people  and  a 
depleted  Treasury,  and  a  country  fast  going  to  ruin  and  into 
the  hands  of  the  United  States.  I  thank  the  House  for 
listening  to  me  ;  I  did  not  know  I  was  going  to  speak  until 
six  o’clock  to-night.  I  had  about  made  up  my  mind 
not  to  speak.  It  was  not  necessary  for  me  to  make  these 
remarks,  for  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  answered  again 
and  again.  I  suppose  there  will  be  other  speeches  made ;  and 
if  so,  there  is  not  a  man  on  this  side  of  the  House  who  cannot 
answer  the  best  arguments  of  their  most  eloquent  speaker 
with  the  facts  and  figures  as  they  exist.  And  when  the 
time  comes  when  we  shall  have  to  go  back  to  the  people  for 
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an  endorsement  of  our  conduct,  if  wo  have  nothing  more  to 
answer  then  than  we  have  now,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
need  not  lay  the  flattering  unction  to  their  s«uls  that  they 
will  be  anywhere  but  in  opposition,  with  even  decimated 
numbers. 

Mr.  KING.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject 
before  the  debate  closes,  and  I  trust  that  I  maf  be  able  to 
do  so  without  resorting  to  abuse  of  those  who  differ  from 
me  in  opinion.  I  see  before  me  hon  members  from  my  own 
Province,  representing  important  constituencies,  and  I  have 
no  doubt,  if  the  remarks  I  make  or  the  figures  I  use  during 
the  course  of  this  debate,  are  not  in  their  opinion  correct, 
that  they  will  do  me  the  honor  to  criticise  them  fairly.  I" 
know,  Sir,  that  I  am  perhaps  subjecting  myself,  by  the 
course  I  intend  to  take,  to  the  treatment  which  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  in  this  House  generally  receive  at  the  hands  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  When  they  attempt  to  tell  the  truth 
with  regard  to  their  own  Province,  or  any  portion  of  this 
Dominion,  they  are  told  that  they  are  unpatriotic  and  are 
decrying  the  country.  I  have  very  little  regard  for  the 
opinion  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  meet  me  in  this 
way.  I  was  surprised  at  the  statements  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Foster),  who  1  see  is  not 
now  in  his  place,  in  the  course  of  the  speech  he  delivered 
this  afternoon.  I  took  down  some  of  the  words  he  uttered 
at  the  close  of  that  speech : 

u  People  in  New  Brunswick  raise  more  and  get  more,  for  their  pro¬ 
ducts  are  wor'h  more  than  ever  they  have  been  at  any  previous  time  in 
the  history  of  the  Province.” 

I  do  not  propose  to  say  one  word  in  reply  to  that  statement. 

I  am  willing  that  it  should  go  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  con¬ 
stituents  and  mino,  and  to  the  people  of  New  Brunswick 
generally,  and  that  they  should  be  the  judges  whether  it  is 
true  or  not.  Six  years  ago  I  was  honored  with  a  seat  in  this 
Parliament.  I  held  views  then  similar  to  those  I  hold  now, 
with  reference  to  the  trade  policy  of  this  Government.  I 
took  occasion,  at  the  first  meeting  of  Parliament,  when  that 
question  was  under  discussion,  to  give  expression  to  my 
views.  Six  years  have  elapsed  since,  a  good  deal  has  trans¬ 
pired,  and  to-night  I  feel  that  I  am  in  a  better  position  to 
pass  judgment  upon  that  policy  than  1  was  at  that  time.  I 
might  call  the  attention  of  ihe  House,  if  it  were  necessary, 
to  the  statements  which  were  put  forth  at  that  time  by  the 
gentlemen  who  now  administer  the  affairs  of  this  country, 
who  were  then  in  opposition  and  were  claiming  the  support 
of  the  people  from  ®ne  end  of  Canada  to  the  other.  I 
know,  Sir,  that  in  my  own  Province  strong  inducements 
were  held  out  and  loud  promises  were  made.  The  people  of 
that  Province  were  told  that  they  were  to  become  a  great 
manufacturing  people  ;  that  they  were  to  manufacture  not 
only  for  the  Maritime  Provinces,  but  for  the  whole  of  Can¬ 
ada,  including  the  North-West — that  the  Province  was  to 
be,  as  it  were,  the  Birmingham  and  the  Manchester  of  this 
Dominion.  I  confess,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  people  of  New 
Brunswick,  notwithstanding  that  they  sent  a  majority  of 
gentlemen  to  this  Parliament  to  oppose  that  policy,  did, 
when  it  became  the  law  of  the  land,  go  to  work  manfully 
to  try  if  it  were  possible  to  avail  themselves  of  the  benefits 
j  which  it  was  promised  they  were  likely  to  derive  from 
it.  It  is  true,  Sir,  that  almost  immediately  the  people 
set  to  work  to  erect  cotton  manufactories,  sugar  re¬ 
fineries  and  other  industries  of  a  like  character,  in  St.  John 
and  in  other  places  throughout  that  Province.  Considerable 
progress  was  made  during  the  first  three  years.  An 
election  was  sprung  upon  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  feeling 
in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  at  that  time 
favored  somewhat  the  National  Policy.  I  am  free  to 
admit,  Sir,  that  the  faith  of  even  of  some  of  my  sup¬ 
porters  was  shaken  by  what  they  saw  going  on  around  them. 
There  was  a  boom.  There  is  no  doubt  but  the  amount  of 
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money  that  was  put  into  circulation  at  that  time  by  the 
erection  of  these  factories  assisted  very  materially  in 
helping  many^of  our  people;  but  it  is  equally  true  that 
about  the  same  time  an  improvement  took  place  in  the 
lumber  industry,  which  is  the  staple  industry  in  that 
Province.  These  two  things  occurring  together  promoted 
largely  the  prosperity  of  New  Brunswick,  and  I  dare  say 
of  the  other  Provinces  by  the  sea.  It  is  true  that  at  that 
election  a  majority  of  gentlemen  were  elected  in  New 
Brunswick  who  favored  the  policy  we  are  now  discussing, 
but  a  change  has  taken  place  since  then,  and  it  is  to  that 
change  I  wish  to  allude  more  particularly  to-night.  It  is 
true  that  a  number  of  factories  exist  at  present  in  New 
Brunswick;  but  I  think  he  would  be  a  bold  man  who 
would  claim  that,  at  present,  the  large  majority  of  them  are 
in  any  way  beneficial  to  the  people  of  New  Brunswick. 
This  policy  has  had  a  six  years’  trial.  The  Government 
have  taken  what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  proper  step  in 
dealing  with  this  matter.  A  couple  of  gentlemen,  Messrs. 
Blackeby  and  Willis,  were  appointed  to  examine  into 
the  progress  and  working  of  the  manufacturing  industries 
of  this  Dominion,  and  I  have  the  report  which  was  laid 
upon  the  Table.  I  purpose  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  some  statements  contained  in  it.  I  propose  to  present  the 
condition  of  affairs  of  New  Brunswick,  more  especially  that 
of  St.  John  city  and  suburbs,  to-day,  with  the  condition  of 
affairs  that  existed  there  prior  to  the  introduction  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Policy.  I  hold  that,  in  all  fairness,  a  year  other  than 
1878  should  have  been  selected  to  institute  a  comparison. 
Everybody  knows  that  six  months  prior  to  1878  two-thirds 
of  the  city  of  St.  John  was  laid  in  ashes,  and  it  must  be 
admitted  that,  in  the  case  of  such  a  large  and  devastating 
fire  as  took  place  then,  a  large  number  of  the  manufacturing 
industries  of  St.  John  must  have  suffered  in  common 
with  others.  That  was,  therefore,  not  the  proper  time  to 
choose.  I  think  the  comparison  was  altogether  more 
favorable  than  the  Government  have  a  right  to  de 
mand.  In  1875  the  manufacturers  of  St.  John  held  what 
is  known  as  the  manufacturers’  exhibition.  A  few  weeks 
prior  to  that  the  secretary  of  the  association  was 
employed  in  preparing  statistics  of  the  manufac¬ 
turing  done  in  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John. 
I  have  not  the  pamphlet  before  me,  but  I  have  the 
statistics,  as  taken  from  a  speech  in  Hansard ,  and  I 
now  propose  to  show  the  condition  in  which  the  manufac¬ 
turing  industries  were,  in  1875,  as  compared  with  the  year 
1884.  I  may  say  also  that  in  making  that  report  the  secre¬ 
tary  of  that  association,  understanding  better  than  the  gen¬ 
tleman  who  is  employed  to  prepare  the  statistics  now  before 
us,  what  was  properly  called  a  manufacturing  industry,  did 
not  include  other  than  manufacturing  industries  in  his 
report.  That  report  shows  that  in' the  year  of  1875  there 
were,  in  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John— I  leave  out 
Musquash  and  St.  Martin,  outlying  parishes — I  find  that  in 
1875,  9,418  hands  were  engaged  in  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries  in  St.  John  and  suburbs.  These  include  2,225  men 
engaged  in  working  in  the  saw  mills.  Deducting  that 
number  we  still  find  7,193  men  employed.  It  may  be  said 
that  at  that  time  the  country  was  prosperous ;  that  there 
was  no  depression  in  ship-building,  or  in  lumbering  ; 
that  money  circulated  very  freely.  Well,  I  have  a 
recollection  of  the  circumstances  myself,  but  I  do  not  ask 
the  House  to  take  my  word.  I  submit  an  extract  from  an 
address  which  was  presented  on  the  occasion  of  the  opening 
of  that  manufacturing  exposition  to  the  then  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  the  Province,  our  present  Finance  Minister, 
which  reads  as  follows 

“  The  present  is,  for  many  reasons,  a  fitting  time  for  this  demonstra¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturers  and  mechanics  of  New  Brunswick, 
and  this  display  of  the  wide  scope  and  great  magnitude  of  the  industries 
they  have  built  up  and  are  successfully  conducting. 

“  When  saw  mills  are  idle,  in  consequence  of  the  stagnation  in  the 
foreign  markets,  ships  hardly  paying  expenses,  on  account  of  the  low- 

Mr,  King. 


ness  of  the  freight,  and  the  commercial  classes  threatened  with  finan¬ 
cial  ruiD,  as  the  result  of  the  dullness  that  affect3  every  branch  of 
business.” 


This  was  the  condition  of  affairs  in  St.  John  city  and 
county  at  the  time  to  which  I  allude,  when  9,418  persons 
were  carrying  on  manufacturing  successfully.  Before 
going  further,  I  will  read  another  extract.  On  the  pre¬ 
sentation  of  that  address  to  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  New 
Brunswick,  he,  in  his  reply,  states  as  follows  : — 


“In  1860  our  manufactures  only  reached,  in  value,  $1,130,000,  but 
according  to  the  census  of  1881,  which  was  virtually  a  statement  of  our 
position  in  1870,  while  our  agricultural  products  had  only  advanced  25 
percent.,  our  fisheries  60  per  cent.,  and  lumber  80  per  cent.,  this  branch  of 
industry  has  increased  160  per  cent.,  and  I  learn,  that  in  the  five  years, 
from  1870  to  1875,  it  was  nearly  doubled.  It  is  marvellous  to  me,  our 
progress  has  been  so  rapid  as  it  has  been,  that  the  value  of  this  branch 
of  industry  has  increased  to  $8,000,000.” 


That  was  not  a  bad  showing  for  the  Finance  Minister  in 
1874-75.  I  wish  I  could  point  to  a  condition  of  affairs 
to-day  which  could  at  all  compare  with  that  period.  1 
regret  I  cannot.  I  shall  now  examine  the  copy  of  the  valu¬ 
able  document  which  is  placed  in  our  hands.  I  have  gone 
carefully  over  the  list,  and  I  have  placed  besides,  under  the 
heading  of  each  sort  of  industry,  the  number  that  was 
employed  and  the  number  to-day  employed  in  the  same 
industry.  This  statement  refers  to  the  city  of  St.  John, 
Portland,  Carleton,  the  parish  of  Simonds,  Indiantown,  which 
is  part  of  Portland,  and  Lancaster: 


Boot  and  shoe  makers,  and  operatives 

in  shoe  factory..... . . . 

Boat  builders. .......  . . . . 

Brush  and  broom  manufacturers.. . . 

Builders,  carpenters  and  masons,  in¬ 
cluding  shipbuilders  and  stonecutters 

Bakers  and  biscuit  makers . 

Brass  founders . . . . . . 

Blacksmiths . . . . . 

Blockmakers . . . .  ... 

Brewers . .  . . 

Bookbinders  . . . . 

Tailors  and  clothiers . 

Confectioners . -  . . . 

Carriage  and  sleigh  makers  . . 

Cordage  and  rope  makers . 

Carvers . . . .  . . 

Coopers . . . . . 

Coffee  and  spice . - . . 

Cotton  operatives . . . 

Engravers . . . 

Furniture  manufacturers,... . .  ...... 

File  makers  . . . . . . . 

Fishing  tackle . . . . .  . . 

Foundrvmen . . . . . . . . 

H&rnessmakers . . .  . . 

Hattera  and  furriers  . .. . 

Iron  knee  manufacturers  . . 

Last  manufacturers.. . . . 

Milliners  and  dressmakers . 

Marble  workers.........  . . 

Nail  and  tack  manufacturers  ........  ... 

Organ  and  piano  manufacturers.. . 

Painters . . . . . . . 

Paint  manufacturers . . . . .  . . 

Printers  . . . .  . . 

Potteries . .  ........  . 

Patent  medicines . . . . . 

Paper  bags.  ....  . . . „ . 

Riggers  . . . .  . ........ 

Soapmakers . . . . 

Shipsmiths . . . . . 

Saw  factories . 

Sash,  door  and  blind  manufacturers... 

Sailmakers  ........  . . . 

Springs,  axles  and  edge-tools . . 

Steam  hot  water  fitters...... . . 

Tinsmiths  and  stove  manufacturers... 

Trunks . .  . . .  ... 

Tanners  and  curriers... . . . 

Undertakers... . . . 

Watchmakers . . . . . . . . 


Add  men  working  in  saw  mills. 

Total.. . . . 


1875. 

1881. 

1,071 

383 

28 

22 

50 

42 

1,320 

748 

160 

105 

50 

64 

100 

45 

80 

21 

20 

8 

20 

51 

800 

775 

40 

43 

120 

69 

60 

85 

72 

3 

10 

8 

13 

8 

215 

360 

60 

9 

150 

79 

5 

6 

2 

7 

426 

318 

63 

33 

70 

39 

60 

11 

5 

5 

750 

180 

70 

17 

272 

119 

24 

9 

100 

93 

13 

4 

150 

150 

15 

38 

6 

8 

17 

71 

70 

37 

25 

21 

35 

23 

24 

23 

210 

68 

60 

7 

27 

15 

20 

4 

71 

85 

20 

19 

75 

39 

27 

11 

42 

47 

7,193 

4,422 

2,225 

1,693 

9.418 

6,115 
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With  regard  to  the  cotton  operatives,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that,  if  things  had  been  stated  as  they  actually  were, 
at  the  time  the  report  was  made,  the  account  would  not  have 
been  as  favorable  as  it  is ;  for  one  of  the  factories,  I  am  satis¬ 
fied,  was  shut  down  when  that  report  was  made,  though  it 
is  trne  that  it  started  up  shortly  after  and  is  running  now. 
Furniture  manufacture  was  one  of  the  trades  which  was  to 
bo  specially  benefitted  by  the  National  Policy,  and  perhaps 
there  were  no  more  ardent  supporters  of  that  policy  than 
those  who  were  engaged  in  that  business.  I  know  myself 
that  one  of  them  went  out  of  his  way  to  assist  in  defeating 
me  in  my  county  and  came  nearly  50  miles  from  St.  John 
to  attend  a  demonstration  of  the  Liberal  Conservative  party, 
and  to  day  his  factory  is  closed.  He  is  still  in  the  furniture 
business,  but  he  is  selling  furniture  made  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  and  has  discovered  that  others  know  how  to  make 
a  slaughter  market  of  St.  John  as  well  as  the  manufacturers 
across  the  lino.  I  may  say  that  I  will  not  vouch  for  the 
number  of  *750  milliners  and  dressmakers  in  1875. 1  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  there  over  were  so  many  in  St.  John.  I  only  give  the 
figures  as  I  have  got  them.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  to  the  fact  that  this  was  not  the  year 
after  the  St.  John  fire,  when  so  many  persons 
wore  employed  in  the  sash  and  door  factories, 
but  three  years  before  the  St.  John  fire.  I  am 
surprised  that  there  is  not  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  trunk  manufacturers,  because,  if  anything  has  been 
helped  by  the  National  Policy,  it  is  that  industry,  for  the 
exodus  from  that  Province  has  to  my  knowledge  created  a 
great  demand  for  trunks.  In  order  to  complete  the  list  I 
add  to  the  4,422  shown  in  Mr.  Willis’  report,  1,693  persons 
employed  in  the  saw  mills,  making  6,115.  Still  we  have 
1,846  hands  to  account  for.  It  is  true  that  this  report 
furnishes  us  with  the  means  of  information  which  we 
require  to  find  out  where  they  are.  One  would  naturally 
suppose  that  a  considerable  number  of  them  would  be  found 
in  industries  created  or  fostered  by  the  National  Policy. 
We  find  in  the  blind  factories,  the  rubber-stamp  factory, 
soap  powders,  fish  curers — I  am  not  aware  that  fish  curing 
is  a  new  industry  in  St.John — cigar  factories,  hair  workers, 
the  nut  and  bolt  factory — this  is  put  down  here  as  a  new 
industry,  though  to  my  own  knowledge  it  was  there  for 
years  before  the  National  Policy,  though  it  is  true 
that  it  is  prospering  to-day  more  than  it  was  before 
the  introduction  of  that  policy — the  vinegar  factory — 
though  it  does  not  mention  that  since  the  introduction  of 
the  National  Policy  a  larger  vinegar  factory  has  gone  out 
— tho  woollen  factory— I  do  not  know  where  it  is, 
but  it  is  mentioned  m  the  report  — and  then  we  have 
the  increase  in  the  cotton  manufactures,  making  a 
total  of  about  300  hands,  leaving  1,500  still  lacking. 
We  find  128  granite  workers.  I  do  not  think  anybody  will 
contend  that  the  granite  workers  of  St.  John  owe  anything 
to  the  National  Policy.  I  believe  their  principal  market  is 
found  in  the  United  States.  I  know  that  a  considerable 
quantity  of  granite  is  sold  in  Canada,  but  the  largest  portion 
manufactured  in  St.  John  finds  a  market  in  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  I  take  it  that  the  National  Policy  has 
nothing  to  do  with  that  industry,  or,  at  all  events,  in  the 
quantity  of  granite  exported  to  a  foreign  country.  Then  we 
have  twenty -five  wharf  builders.  This  is  an  industry  I  do 
not  think,  in  all  fairness,  can  be  characterised  as  a  manufac¬ 
turing  industry.  Then  we  have  thirty-three  brickmakers. 
Well,  I  cannot  deny  that  making  bricks  might  be  called 
manufacturing;  but  I  do  say,  in  1874,  they  were  not  called 
manufacturers  in  the  list  prepared  at  that  time.  Then  we  have 
ninety-nine  lime  burners.  Nobody  ever  thought  of  classing 
lime  burners  with  manufacturers.  That  gives  329.  But  there 
is  something  more  ridiculous  still.  I  believe  Mr.  Willis  has 
acted  honestly  in  the  matter.  He  is  taking  everything,  large 
or  small,  and  so  he  has  included  the  bar  bers.  He  includes 
the  butchers,  ho  includes  the  dentists,  be  includes  the 


florists,  and  the  laundry  men,  and  the  photographers,  and 
the  buck-saw  filers,  and  the  sausage  makers,  and  tho  tax- 
didermists,  and  the  tobacconists,  and  the  umbrella  repairers, 
and  the  chemists,  and  such  like.  But  there  is  still  a 
deficiency.  Mr.  Willis  is  equal  to  the  occasion,  and  he  adds 
322  fishermen  and  some  thirty  odd  ico  dealers  and  ice  cutters. 
I  have  looked  carefully  over  the  report,  and  I  have  noticed 
that  in  several  cases  Mr.  Willis  has  pointed  out  to  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  cotton  and  the  refiners  of  sugar  the  dangers  of 
over-production,  and  I  am  only  surprised  that  he  did  not 
point  out  to  the  ice  cutters  of  St.  John  the  danger  of  over¬ 
production  also.  We  have  a  splendid  country  to  manufac¬ 
ture  ice  in,  and  I  think  the  warning  applies  as  well  to  people 
in  the  ice  business  as  to  people  in  the  cotton  business.  But,  if 
the  gentleman  who  had  charge  of  this  report  had  still 
required  a  few  new  industries,  we  have  got  half  a  dozen  skat¬ 
ing  rinks  in  St.  John,  roller  rinks  and  ice  rinks.  He  might 
have  gone  into  the  skating  industries.  I  do  not  know  any 
new  industries  better  patronised  or  better  paying,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  ho  would  have  found  a  great  many  people  in 
those  skating  rinks,  and  he  might,  with  just  as  much 
propriety,  put  them  down  as  manufacturers  as  he  did  the 
fishermen  of  St.  John.  Of  course,  he  knew  it  was  a  ridicu¬ 
lous  thing  to  do,  but  the  reason  he  includes  the  fishermen  is, 
because  they  are  engaged  in  fishing  only  a  portion  of  the  year 
and  when  they  are  not  engaged  in  fishing,  they  are 
engaged  in  some  other  mechanical  operation.  Well,  I  think 
that  would  apply  equally  well  to  those  patronising  the 
skating  rink ;  therefore,  I  think  he  ought  to  have  given  us 
the  number  of  people  in  the  skating  rinks  as  well  as  the 
number  of  barbers,  butchers,  ice  cutters,  etc.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  ai’e  not  yet  done  with  this  wonderful  produc¬ 
tion.  Let  us  see  how  much  the  workingmen  of  St.  John 
have  been  benefitted  by  the  operation  of  this  tariff.  In 
1878,  according  to  Mr.  Willis’  own  showing,  there  were 
8,555  hands,  including  all  these  I  have  given  you  as 
employed  in  the  manufacturing  industries  of  St.  John;  they 
received  in  weekly  wages  $63,749.  To-day,  after  six  years, 
trial  of  the  National  Policy,  how  much  of  an  increase  do 
you  think  there  ha3  been  ?  Why,  Sir,  seven  hands,  or  one 
each  year.  But  worse  than  all;  although  there  is  an 
increase  of  seven  hands, there  is  a  decrease  of  $1,769  in  weokly 
wages.  Now,  Sir,  the  workingmen  of  St.  John  were  told 
that  they  were  to  get  a  fair  day’s  pay  for  a  fair  day’s  work, 
They  were  getting  it  then  if  they  are  getting  it  now. 
because  they  were  getting  much  moro  then,  according  to  Mr. 
Willis  himself,  than  they  are  getting  now.  But  if  we  take 
the  yearly  aggregate  of  wages,  wo  find  they  are  receiving 
$99,967  less  than  they  received  six  years  ago.  Now,  Sir,  we 
leave  St.  John,  to  deal  with  the  Province  as  a  whole.  Does  it 
make  a  better  showing  ?  I  am  not  sure  that  it  does.  On  the 
face  of  tho  report  it  would  appear  to.  Examined  criti¬ 
cally,  it  does  not.  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  show,  before  I 
get  through,  that  the  report,  even  in  that  respect,  is  mislead¬ 
ing.  In  1878,  according  to  Mr.  Willis,  we  had  11,975  hands, 
receiving  $4,680,841.  To-day,  according  to  Mr.  Willis,  we 
have  14,036  hands,  receiving  $5,299,754;  or  an  increase  of 
2,061  hands,  including  all  the  barbers,  ice  men,  butchers, 
dentists,  florists  and  such  like ;  and  we  have  an  increase  in 
wages  of  $619,113.  Well,  Sir,  this  would  be  a  better  show¬ 
ing  if  it  were  true  ;  but  I  am  going  to  show  by  this  self¬ 
same  report  that  it  cannot  be  true.  If  the  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  the  report  in  their  possession  will  turn  to  page 
134,  they  will  find  that  the  National  Policy  has  been  pro¬ 
ductive  of  some  benefit  to  one  particular  place  in  New 
Brunswick  ;  they  will  find  in  the  table  under  the  heading, 
“  New  Industries  Started  Since  1878,”  the  town  of  Wood- 
stock  credited  with  fourteen  new  industries,  giving  employ¬ 
ment  to  113  hands,  and  a  yearly  aggregate  of  weekly  wages 
amounting  to  $510,010.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  take  the 
trouble  to  calculate  how  much  these  men  are  receiving  per 
head  in  the  town  of  Woodstock?  I  have  gone  into  the 
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figures' — I  may  not  be  right;  if  I  am  wrong,  I 
hope  someone  will  point  it  out ;  but  it  would 
appear  that  the  new  hands  employed  in  the  new 
industries  in  the  town  of  Woodstock  are  receiving,  on  an 
average,  according  to  this  statement,  $4,513.36  per  man.  It 
cannot  be  said  that  the  National  Policy  has  done  no  good  in 
New  Brunswick.  But  it  may  be  said  this  is  a  typographical 
error,  that  it  is  the  fault  of  the  printer  or  the  proof  reader. 
I  think,  Sir,  I  am  in  a  position  to  deny  that.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  the  business  of  the  type-setter  or  the  proof-reader 
to  correct  additions.  I  find  the  additions  in  this  table  are 
made  correctly.  If  further  proof  were  wantod,  you  have 
only  to  turn  to  another  place  in  the  same  report  and  you 
find  the  same  figures.  Therefore,  I  think  I  may  fairly  claim 
that  it  is  not  a  typographical  error,  but  that  it  is — I  will  not 
say  a  wilful  misrepresentation,  I  will  not  say  a  deliberate 
falsification,  but  1  will  say  it  is  an  unpardonable  blunder, 
on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  employed,  to  force  a  report  ol 
this  kind  on  the  Government.  This  report  shows  that  we 
have  some  $600,000  more  paid  in  yearly  wages  to 
the  number  of  hands  employed  than  we  had  in  1878. 
It  seems  to  mo  that  this  Government  report  should  not  be 
allowed  to  go  to  the  country.  It  is  certainly  misleading, 
and  I  hope  its  statements  will  be  looked  into,  and  if  they 
are  found  to  be  incorrect,  as  I  submit  I  have  shown  them  to 
be,  I  trust  that  at  least  no  more  copies  will  be  issued.  No 
one  has  any  right  to  expect  such  wages  as  those  to  which  I 
have  referred,  and  I  know  of  only  one  new  industry  in  which 
they  would  be  likely  to  be  paid,  and  that  is  in  a  Government 
factory  for  manufacturing  statistics  such  as  the  present 
report.  In  six  years  the  natural  increase  of  our  population, 
if  the  census  be  correct,  would  have  called  for  nearly,  if  not 
quite  as  large,  a  number  of  hands  employed  in  manufactories 
to  meet  the  wants  of  our  people.  It  would  not  be  unreason¬ 
able  to  have  expected  2,000.  We  have  had  some 
good  times,  and  if  the  census  returns  be  correct,  we  would 
have  made  a  considerable  increase  without  any  stimulus 
being  applied.  But  we  have  something  to  console  us.  The 
Finance  Minister  informed  us  the  other  day  that  the  com¬ 
missioners,  not  naming  Mr.  Willis  particularly,  had  not 
time  to  visit  all  the  places  in  which  new  manufactures  had 
been  started  under  the  National  Policy,  and  therefore  he 
took  the  liberty  of  adding  50  per  cent,  to  the  number.  I  am 
pretty  well  acquainted  with  New  Brunswick— -I  do  not 
know  much  of  the  county  of  Gloucester  and  other  northern 
counties,  but  I  know  something  of  the  river  counties,  and  I 
failed  to  see,  on  looking  over  this  report  where  that  gentle¬ 
man  could  have  gone  to  find  anything  to  add.  The  report 
says  : 

“There  are  in  Wood=tock,  and  conducting  business,  besides  the  fore¬ 
going,  some  10  milliners  and  dressmakers,  2  newspaper  offices,  3  under¬ 
takers,  4  painters,  6  watchmakers,  1  edge-tool  maker,  2  gold  and  silve- 
plate  p,  1  or  2  bakers,  6  blacksmiths  and  shoers,  several  (probably  half 
a  dozen)  carpenters  or  btii  ders,  and  3  or  4  masons,  whose  weekly  pay¬ 
roll  would,  at  least,  ran  up  to  $650.  In  the  county  of  Carleton  there 
are,  outside  of  Woodstock,  doing  business— 64  blacksmiths  who  do  g-n- 
eral  worn,  and  most  of  them  horseshoeing,  46  boot  and  shoemakers,  1 
brick  maker,  62  builders,  3  masons,  16  carriage  or  sleigh  builders,  16 
grist  and  cardingr  mills,  9  harnessmakers,  16  tanners  and  curriers. 
These  several  occupations  would  very  probably  afford  employment  to 
some  360  men  and  say  60  boys.  The  wage3  of  the  men  would  sum  up 
weekly,  at  a  moderate  estimate,  $2,500;  and  the  boys  might,  at  a  low 
esumate,  be  expected  to  earn  $i20  per  week.  The  total  weekly  earnings 
of  me  several  industrial  occupations  enumerated  would  reach  $2,620.” 

I  am  satisfied  the  commissioner  never  visited  all  those  per¬ 
sons,  but  most  of  them  were  taken  from  the  census  returns. 
I  am  not  sure,  however,  but  that  they  may  have  been 
there  at  the  time  the  census  was  taken,  yet  were  they  there 
in  18  4  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  there  was  one  place 
in  blew  Brunswick  that  had  made  some  substantial  progress 
under  the  National  Policy,  or  during  the  period  which  the 
National  Policy  has  been  in  existence.  I  refer  to  Moncton. 
But  i  might  safely  say  that  with  the  enterprise  displayed 
by  that  town,  with  the  capital  at  its  command,  with  a  rail- 
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way  built  by  the  Government,  costing,  according  to  returns 
submitted  to  this  House,  $40,000,000,  making  Moncton  the 
most  central  and  best  distributing  point  in  New  Brunswick, 
it  is  not  much  cause  for  wonder  if  new  industries  have 
thrived,  for  they  would  have  thrived  there  without  the 
National  Policy.  But  it  is  true  that  in  the  county  of  York 
a  very  large  cotton  mill  has  been  erected,  and  I 
believe  it  is  nearly  ready  to  commence  operations.  I  do 
not  believe  it  will  become  a  subject  for  criticism  in  this 
House  because  a  stock  list  was  not  opened  for  subscrip¬ 
tions,  the  establishment  is  built  by  one  man.  It  will  not 
be  surprising  if  the  factory  is  a  success.  The  well  known 
energy  and  perseverance  which  the  owner  has  displayed 
throughout  his  career  is  sufficient  to  ensure  the  success  of 
that  factory.  It  is  well  known  that  those  characteristics 
have  served  him  in  times  past  and  enabled  him  to  make  a 
success  in  certain  lines  of  business  when  other  people  had 
utterly  failed.  I  hope  he  may  have  good  success  in  this  the 
same  as  he  has  enjoyed  heretofore  in  the  other  lines  of 
business  in  which  be  has  been  engaged.  I  might  say  it  is 
a  little  remarkable  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  hold  Mr. 
Gibson  in  much  higher  estimation  now  than  they  did 
formerly,  when  he  submitted  a  tender  for  building  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  and  offered  half  a  million  dollars 
deposit.  Ho  did  not  get  the  contract,  but  he  has  since  built 
this  cotton  factory.  I  venture  to  say  to-night  that  no  harder 
task  could  be  given  to  any  person  than  to  send  him 
from  Ottawa  to  St.  John  for  the  purpose  of 
interesting  capitalists  in  manufacturing  enterprises. 
It  is  certain  such  a  mission  would  fail.  The  people  of 
New  Brunswick  have  had  a  bitter  experience.  We  have 
had  Parks’  cotton  factory  enlarged,  agricultural  implement 
works,  worsted  goods,  patent  leather,  lock  and  brass  works, 
knitting  factory,  St.  Croix  cotton  factory,  and  a  number  of 
other  important  industries,  which  were  not  fairly  started 
until  they  were  competed  to  succumb.  If  it  were  right  to 
characterise  any  iudustries  in  New  Brunswick  as  waning 
industries,  it  would  be  those  industries  started  under  the 
National  Policy,  and  not  the  lumber  business.  We  are  told 
ir  the  report  that  shipbuilding  has  been  abandoned  in  St. 
John.  Yet  it  is  remarkable  that,  according  to  the  report 
of  the  commisioner,  $500  more  weekly  wages  are  paid  now 
in  that  business  than  in  1878.  I  do  not  understand  how 
that  agrees  with  the  statement  that  the  industry  is  depressed 
and  is  declining.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  flourishing;  I  give 
the  figures  as  I  find  them  in  this  report.  But,  Sir,  it  is  said 
that  the  hard  times  have  been  caused  by  the  depression  in 
the  lumbering  and  shipbuilding  which  formerly  flourished 
in  St.  John  and  the  Province.  It  is  true  that  at  the 
present  time  the  lumber  business  is  depressed  in  New 
Brunswick,  and  I  believo  elsewhere.  It  would  be  folly 
for  me  or  for  any  person  knowing  anything  about  the 
matter  to  deny  it.  But  it  is  not  true  that  in  the  last 
five  years,  as  compared  with  the  fivo  previous  years, 
the  lumber  industry  has  been  a  waning  industry  iu 
New  Brunswick.  From  1874  to  1879  New  Brunswick 
exported  of  the  products  of  the  forest  $22,319,214  worth; 
from  187  to  1884,  $25,4  06,042,  or  an  increase  in  the  exports 
of  the  products  of  the  forest,  in  those  five  years,  as  compared 
with  the  previous  five  years,  of  $3,086,828.  And  coming 
down  to  deals,  I  find  that  the  increase  has  been  on  that  article 
alone,  $1,204,468.  It  has  been  stated  hero  that  the  prices 
obtained  in  those  five  years  were  not  so  good  as  in  provious 
years.  I  deny  that;  and  I  say  that  taking  five  years, 
from  June,  1879,  to  June,  1884,  and  the  price  will 
compare  favorably  with  the  five  years  previous.  Take 
the  prices  of  saw-logs,  the  raw  material,  and  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  can  place  saw-logs  in 
St.  John  at  an  advance  of  40  per  cent,  on  the  prices 
in  1878,  for  the  reason  that  freights  are  lower  than 
they  were,  so  that  our  manufacturers  are  able  to  pay  better 
prices  than  they  were  heretofore.  Still,  I  do  no  say  that 
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the  lumber  business  is  not  depressed  at  the  present ’’time, 
but  the  remedy  applied  is  not  an  efficient  one.  Sir,  we  are 
having  a  depression  in  New  Brunswick ;  we  are  having 
harder  times  than  wo  had  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  that  fact 
is  not  entirely  due  to  the  depression  in  tho  lumber  busi¬ 
ness,  or  the  declino  in  shipbuilding.  I  shall  endeavor  to 
show,  as  briefly  as  possible,  what,  in  my  opinion,  has  contri¬ 
buted  to  bring  about  the  depression.  In  the  five  years,  from 
1874  to  1879 — and  I  take  those  years  because  they  were  allu¬ 
ded  to  by  the  Finance  Minister — the  imports  ol  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  amounted  to  $36,706,037  ;  in  the  five  years,  from  1879  to 
1884,  the  imports  had  dwindled  to  $30,571,204,  or  a  decline 
of  $6,134,793 ;  and  yet,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Kings  (Mr. 
Foster)  told  us  that  the  volume  of  our  trade  is  rapidly  in¬ 
creasing.  He  took  the  year  lb78  and  he  compared  it  with 
1874.  He  shows  that  there  has  beon  a  great  increase,  but 
he  took  great  pains  not  to  compare,  or,  at  all  events,  he 
carefully  avoided  comparing,  the  year  1874  with  1884, 
which  he  should  have  done  if  he  really  wanted  to  state  the 
matter  fairly.  But  the  comparison  which  1  understood  him 
to  make  was  an  unfair  comparison,  and  one  which  was 
unworthy  of  him.  Well,  Sir,  in  the  first  period  of  five  years 
we  paid  of  duties,  including  Excise,  $7,207,757 ;  but  I  deduct 
from  that  $400,000  paid  on  goods  imported  to  supply  the 
place  of  good  lost  in  the  St.  John  fire.  I  think  it  has 
always  been  conceded  that  those  duties  actually  amounted 
to  that  sum ;  I  think  that  has  been  stated  here  on  good 
authority  on  tho  other  6ide  of  the  House.  Deducting  that 
amount,  the  balance  is  $6,807,757,  the  net  amount  paid 
in  tho  five  years.  The  duties  paid  in  the  last  five  years, 
iucluding  Excise,  amounted  to  $7,877,173,  or  an  increase, 
including  Excise,  of  $1,069,416,  and  that,  Sir, with  a  decreased 
importation  to  the  extent  of  some  six  or  seven  million  dol¬ 
lars.  That  is  one  cause  of  the  hard  times — the  increased 
taxation  imposed  on  us  during  the  last  five  years  by  this 
tariff.  But  thoro  are  other  causes.  There  is  the  capital 
locked  up,  and  the  amount  of  that  capital  I  put  as  follows — 
that  is  on  the  capital  of  factories  either  lost  or  unproduc¬ 
tive.  There  is  tho  St.  Croix  factory,  which  I  estimate  at 
$200,000,  and  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte 
will  correct  if  I  am  wrong  ;  the  St.  John  Cotton  Com¬ 
pany,  $200,000;  Parks  &  Company,  $150000;  Moncton 
lock  works  I  estimate  at  $60,000 ;  and  other  smaller 
industries  closed  down,  $90,000.  This  gives  us  a 
sum  of  $700,000  of  Now  Brunswick  capital,  becauso 
I  do  not  include  in  this  tho  amount  of  American 
capital  invested  in  tho  St.  Croix  factory.  This  is 
exclusively  capital  belonging  to  or  invested  by  the  people 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  a  great  deal  of  it  by  men  who  can 
ill-afford  to  spare  it,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  in  many  cases 
if  the  stock  of  these  enterprises  wore  put  on  the  market  it 
would  not  realise  10  cents  on  the  dollar.  I  propose  now 
to  consider  the  increased  cost  of  goods  we  have  beon  com¬ 
pelled  to  purchase  in  Ontario  and  Quebec.  I  use  the  word 
“compelled,”  because  I  bolieve  it  is  the  proper  word  to  use, 
and  I  get  my  figures  on  this  phase  of  tho  subject  from  a 
paper  which  was  read  before  tho  St,  John  Board  of  Trade 
by  a  prominent  supporter  of  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  Mr. 
C.  H.  Fairweather,  who  states  in  that  paper,  which  has  got 
a  good  deal  of  publicity,  having  been  referred  to  in  the 
Address,  as  well  as  by  the  member  for  Pictou  and  other 
hon.  Members  in  this  House — that  the  Provinces  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  purchase  from  Ontario  and 
Quebec  and  Manitoba  about  $12,000,000  annually  Our  pro¬ 
portion  of  that,  according  to  population,  would  be  about 
$5,000,000.  I  think  I  may  fairly  put  down  $25,000,000  for  the 
five  years,  but  I  will  put  it  at  $20,000,000.  It  may  be  said 
that  we  are  not  paying  any  more  for  goods  we  purchase 
in  Ontario  and  Quebec  than  we  would  have  had  to  pay  under 
tbe  tariff  which  prevailed  before  theNational  Policy.  That  may 
be  true  to-day,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  for  the  first  one  or  two, 
or  three  years  after  the  introduction  of  this  policy,  we  paid 


largely  in  advance  of  the  costs  of  goods  as  they  could  have 
been  laid  down  under  a  revenuo  tariff,  as  it  existed  under 
the  previous  Government.  I  think  I  put  it  at  a  low  figure 
when  I  estimate  the  increased  cost  in.  round  numbers,  on 
goods  purchased,  exclusive  of  flour,  at  $200,000  a  year,  or 
in  five  years  $1,000,000.  Then  we  have  Mr.  Fairwoathor’s 
estimate  for  flour  purchased  in  tho  Upper  Provinces, 
amounting  to  something  liko  400,000  barrels  a  year,  and  wo 
have  the  best  authority  for  saying  that  the  cost  of  that 
flour  has  increased  to  us  under  the  operation  of  the  tariff, 
by  the  amount  of  10  cents  per  barrel.  I  will  give  you  my 
authority.  In  Hansard,  of  1881,  at  page  1024,  the  Minister 
of  Finance  is  reported  as  saying : 

f‘I  know  it  is  a  vexed  question,  and  hon.  members  on  both  sides  of  tbe 
House  argue  it  from  different  standpoints  ;  but  it  is  clear  that  the  effect 
of  the  tariff  has  been  to  increase  the  price  of  Hour,  wheat  and  other  cereals; 
and,  from  the  most  careful  enquiry  that  can  be  made,  I  have  arrived  at 
this  estimate,  that  flour  is  increased  to  the  consumer  in  Canada  10  cents 
per  barrel.” 

Now,  I  add  $200,000  duty  on  tho  flour  for  tho  same  period, 
and  I  get  $3,000,000  taken  from  us  in  five  years  undor  the 
operation  of  this  tariff.  This,  I  fancy,  will  account,  in  a 
large  measure,  for  the  depression  that  exists  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  to-day,  quite  as  much,  perhaps,  as  tho  depression  in 
the  shipping  or  the  lumbering  industries.  I  propose  to  refer 
briefly  again  to  this  papor  of  Mr.  Fairweather’s.  We  are 
told  by  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  wo  have  something  to 
offset  this  loss  of  foreign  trade  in  tho  rapid  growth  of 
interprovincial  trade.  Well,  let  us  examine  into  this  for 
a  moment.  Mr.  Fairweather  has  taken  considerable 
pains  to  place  this  matter  before  the  St.  John  Board  of 
Trade.  It  is  quite  evident  that  either  that  gentleman  has  erred 
in  his  calculation,  or  a  committee  of  this  House,  who  were 
appointed  about  two  years  ago,  expressly  to  enquire  into 
this  matter,  were  sadly  astray;  for  I  find,  on  referring  to 
the  report  of  the  select  committee  in  the  Sessional  Papers 
of  that  year,  that  we  are  put  down  as  actually  purchasing, 
including  Newfoundland  and  Prince  Edward  Island, 
$i2, 000,000,  From  that  I  deduct  $4,000,000  for  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  Newfoundland,  which  would  loave  us 
$18,000,000,  or  just  50  per  cent,  more  than  tho  amount 
given  by  Mr.  Fairweather.  Well,  what  are  those  exports, 
taking  his  figures  ?  Flour,  $2,750,000;  oatmeal,  $320,000; 
oats,  $75,000 ;  bran,  barley  and  peas,  $30,000 ;  canned 
meats,  $25,000  ;  preserved  fruits,  $10,000 ;  cbeeso,  $40,000  ; 
butter,  $30,000 ;  malt,  $60,000 ;  mill  feed  $35,000 ;  making 
a  total  of  agricultural  products  exported  from  Ontario 
and  Quebec  to  the  Provinces  of  New  Brunswick  and 
Nova  Scotia  of  $3,375,000,  coming  into  direct  competi¬ 
tion  with  the  products  of  our  own  farmers  in  their  own 
markets.  I  would  not  object  to  ihat  if  there  was  any 
reciprocity  of  trade.  But  let  us  turn  to  the  other  side  of  the 
question,  and  what  do  we  find  ?  What  are  our  farmers  able 
to  find  a  market  for  in  Ontario  ?  $10,000  worth  of  wool 
is  the  only  export  of  agriculteral  produce  to  Ontario  from 
the  Maritimo  Provinces.  Divido  that  among  the  100,000 
farmers  in  Nova  Scotia  and  NewBrunswick,  and  it  just  gives 
them  10  cents  apiece.  Of  tho  remaining  $8,625,000  sold  us  as 
shown  by  Mr.  Fairweather,  over  85  per  cent,  is  goods  manu¬ 
factured  from  materials  produced  in  the  country,  and  there¬ 
fore  it  gives  Ontario  and  Quebec  an  addition  to  their  market 
to  that  extent.  Now,  let  us  for  a  moment  examine  tho 
other  side  of  the  account,  and  do  wo  find  that  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  Nova  Scotia  are  as  favorably  situated.  In  Mr. 
Fairweather’s  statement  we  find  $1,695,722  worth  of  sugar 
as  the  export  from  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  to  the 
Upper  Provinces.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  get 
posted  somewhat  on  this  subject  by  a  gentleman  who  is  con¬ 
sidered  in  this  House  a  pretty  good  authority  on  the  sugar 
question ;  and  he  tells  me  that  that  would  represent  about 
$1,000,000  of  actual  cash  expenditure  on  the  part  of  the 
refineries  for  the  raw  sugar,  and  that  about  $400,000  would 
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be  required  to  pay  the  duty,  leaving  a  balance  of  $295,000 
as  the  amount  which  would  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  people 
of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  for  handling  and  refining 
that  quantity  ot  sugar.  Then  we  have  $750,000  worth  of 
cotton;  but  that,  though  it  is  a  manufacture,  is  not  wholly  a 
product  of  the  Lower  Provinces.  Deduct,  for  the  raw 
materia],  $400,000,  and  you  have  a  balance  of  $'150,000  as 
the  amount  derived  from  the  manufacture  of  that  quantity 
of  cotton.  Then  we  have  coal,  a  Nova  Scotia  product,  valued 
at  $766,000 ;  iron  from  Nova  Scotia,  $474,221 ;  and  a  sum 
total  of  all  other  articles,  $587,339  ;  making,  in  the  way  I 
have  stated,  $2,422,560,  which,  divided  by  our  800,000  popu¬ 
lation,  gives  us  a  market  in  theUpper  Provinces  for  our  own 
products,  to  the  extent  of  $3  a  head,  against  a  market  in  the 
Maritime  Provinnces  for  theUpper  Provinces  to  the  extent  of 
of  $15  a  head.  I  think  it  may  be  fairly  said  that  if  there  is 
an  interprovincial  trade,  it  is  almost  or  entirely  one-sided.  In 
saying  this,  I  may,  perhaps,  be  putting  an  argument  in 
the  mouths  of  some  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  in  favor  of  continuing  to  impose  upon  us  this 
policy.  If  I  do,  I  cannot  help  it.  But  I  now  propose  to 
show  what  this  interprovincial  trade  is  worth  to  New 
Brunswick.  I  am  surprised  that  Mr.  Fair  weather,  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  St.  John,  did  not  deal 
with  the  matter  from  that  standpoint,  but  was  so  willing  to 
group  Nova  Sootia  and  New  Brunswick  together.  He 
must  have  had  a  purpose  in  doing  so  ;  for  the  feeling  that 
exists  between  St.  John  and  Halifax  is  not  such  as  to  in¬ 
duce  him  to  deal  with  the  question  in  that  way.  Take 
sugar,  $295,000;  cotton,  $300,000;  cars  and  car  wheels, 
$38,000;  canned  goods,  $35,000;  wool,  $10,000;  skates, 
tacks,  nails, etc.,  $30,000 ;  fish,  $150,000 ;  and  leather, $84, 000 ; 
making  a  total  of  $942,000,  furnished  partly  by  Nova 
Scotia  and  partly  by  New  Brunswick.  New  Brunswick’s 
proportion  of  this,  according  to  population,  would 
bo  $400,000.  Add  to  that  $53,899  for  red  granite, 
$6,000  for  grindstones,  and  $10,000  for  finnan  had- 
dios,  wholly  New  Brunswick  products,  or  $82,899  for  these 
three  items,  which  gives  $482,899  as  our  .  proportion, 
or  less  than  half  a  million  dollars  sold  by  New  Brunswick 
to  Ontario  and  Quebec,  while  our  proportion  of  the 
$12,000,000  amounts  to  over  $5,000,000.  Now,  I  think  I 
have  proved  conclusively  that  the  lumber  industry  during 
the  past  five  years,  whatever  it  may  be  in  the  future,  has 
not  been  a  waning  one ;  and  if  it  were,  the  tariff  has  not 
supplied  other  industries  to  take  its  place.  I  think  I  have 
demonstrated,  also,  that  manufacturing  made  greater  and 
more  permanent  advances  under  a  revenue  tariff  than  under 
the  National  Policy.  I  think  I  have  satisfied  a  good  many 
gentlemen  that  the  report  of  the  factory  commission  is 
valuless  and  misleading.  I  have  pointed  out  how  taxation 
has  been  increased  without  giving  us  corresponding  benefits, 
I  have  pointed  out  that  depression  does  exist  and  that  it  is 
due,  in  a  large  measure,  to  the  causes  I  have  stated,  and  not 
to  the  causes  assigned  in  the  report.  Before  taking  my  seat, 
I  would  ask  the  Government  to  make  a  sacrifice,  in  order  to 
secure  for  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  what  they  demand. 
They  wish  to  have  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States 
and  the  countries  further  south,  if  possible.  As  the  hon. 
member  for  Queens  (Mr.  Davies)  said,  we  do  not  ask  the 
Government  to  go  down  on  their  knees  to  our  American 
neighbors;  we  simply  ask  that  the  Government  should 
approach,  in  a  business-like  manner,  a  practical  business 
people,  with  whom  we  are  trading  continuously.  If  the 
Americans  resent  our  approach,  we  will  have  no  further 
reason  to  complain  of  the  Government;  but  until  some  fur¬ 
ther  attempt  be  made,  you  may  rest  assured,  Sir,  that  the 
people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  will  insist  upon  something 
being  done.  It  is  not  too  much  to  remind  the  Government 
there  is  an  east  as  well  as  a  west  in  this  Dominion  ;  it  is 
not  too  much  to  remind  them  that  in  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick  we  have  undeveloped  resources  quite 
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as  great  as  those  in  the  North-West,  and  the  day  may  not 
be  long  distant  when  the  Government  will  discover 
that  they  have  a  better  heritage  in  the  east  than  they  have 
in  the  west.  The  day  may  not  be  far  off  when  the  spell 
cast  over  the  people  of  this  country,  with  regard  to  the 
North-West,  will  bo  broken  ;  and  I  hope,  when  it  is,  justice 
may  be  meted  out  to  the  older  Provinces  in  the  east. 

Mr.  BURNS  moved  the  adjouimmont  of  the  debate. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreod  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12.15  a.m., 
Saturday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  16th  March,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  tho  Chair  at  Throe  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  aro  called 
I  wish  to  refer  to  an  article  which  appeared  in  Friday’s 
Free  Press,  under  the  heading,  “  Dividing  tho  Spoils.”  It 
states  that  a  number  of  Conservative  members  of  Parliament 
were  interested  in  timber  limits  in  the  North-West,  and, 
amoDgst  others,  mentions  the  name  of  P.  S.  Sproule,  M.P., 
w’hich,  I  presume,  is  intended  for  mine.  Some  time  ago  a 
list  appeared  in  the  Globe ,  called  the  “  Black  List,”  in  which, 
amongst  a  number  of  names,  I  saw  mine  figuring.  I  only 
rise  to  say  that  I  never  have  had,  either  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  any  interest  in  timber  lands,  mining  lands,  agricul- 
tui*al  lands;  or  any  other  lands  in  Manitoba  or  the  North- 
West,  with  the  exception  of  some  few  village  lots  which  I 
bought  al  private  sale  and  at  auction.  I  have  had  to  do  as 
many  other  members  of  this  House,  I  presume,  have  done. 
When  parties  have  written  to  me  asking  me  to  put  in  ap¬ 
plications  for  timber  limits  for  them,  I  have,  out  of  courtesy, 
dono  it.  And  that  is  how  my  name  appeared  in  that  list. 
I  may  say  that  seven  out  of  the  ten  or  twelve  I  have  ap¬ 
plied  for  are  Reformers,  who  happened  to  live,  previously, 
in  my  riding,  or  who  were  acquainted  with  me  in  some  way 
or  othei\  I  have  only  applied  in  their  behalf  when  they 
have  written  to  me,  and  further  than  that  I  have  had  no  in¬ 
terest  at  all. 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Premier  if  he  can 
give  me  any  information  as  to  the  time  I  am  likely  to 
receive  that  list  of  stockholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way,  which  was  oi’dered  last  Session  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  explained  to  tho 
hon.  gentleman  the  unfortunate  error  by  which  tho  return 
for  last  year  was  not  transmitted  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Com¬ 
pany.  I  understand,  however,  that  it,  as  well  as  the  return 
moved  for  by  my  hon.  friend  this  year,  have  been  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  board  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
in  England  for  the  purpose  of  their  obeying  the  command 
of  my  hon.  friend  and  this  House. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Would  my  hon.  friend  state,  if  he  can, 
at  what  time  it  is  probable  that  these  returns  will  come 
before  the  Session  closes  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  not  the  most 
distant  idea.  I  am  told  they  will  involve  the  copying  of 
several  volumes. 
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CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE-THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  51)  for  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Inter¬ 
national  Coal  Company  (Limited).— (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

Bill  (No.  59)  to  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Waterloo  and 
Lake  Erie  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

DAVIS  DIVORCE  BILL. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  Moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  84)  lor  tho  relief  of  Amanda  Esther  Davis — 
(From  the  Senate.) 

Motion  agreed  to,  on  a  division,  and  Bill  read  the  socond 
timo. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  91)  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 

HOMESTEADS— CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  many  homesteads  have  been 
entered  within  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  belt  up  to  31st 
December  last,  between, — -1.  Tho  first  and  second  principal 
meridians;  2.  Tho  second  and  third;  3.  The  third  and 
fourth  ;  4.  The  fourth  and  fifth. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  first  and  socond 
principal  meridians,  7,919 ;  the  socond  and  third,  3,917 ;  the 
third,  fourth,  nil;  fourth  ancl  fifth,  23;  total  11,889. 

INCREASED  SUBSIDY  TO  NOVA  SCOTIA. 

Mr.  KIRK  asked,  Has  the  Government  yet  decided  on 
the  claims  of  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia  for  increased 
subsidy  ?  If  so  has  the  Nova  Scotia  Government  been 
notified  of  the  decision  ?  What  was  the  decision  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Th©  matter  has  been  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  sub-commitiee  of  the  Privy  Council,  who,  I 
hope,  will  report  in  a  day  or  two,  and  the  whole  question, 
I  hope,  may  be  settled  by  the  end  of  the  week. 

ALLAN  LINE— ASSISTED  PASSAGES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  (for  Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  asked,  Total 
amount  paid  by  Government  to  the  Allan  Line  from  1st 
July,  1878,  to  1st  July,  1883,  for  assisted  passages  and  for 
all  other  purposes,  except  sums  paid  on  account  of  mail  ser¬ 
vice. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  not  the  information,  blit  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  put  a  notice  on  the  paper  and  move  for  a 
return  I  will  bring  it  down.  I  would  like  him  to  move  for 
a  return  since  1873. 

STEAM  COMMUNICATION  WITH  PRANCE. 

Mr.  AMYOT  asked,  Whether  the  Government  have  mad© 
with  any  steamship  company  a  contract  awarding  to  such 
company  the  annual  subsidy  of  $50,000  voted  by  Parliament 
for  a  line  of  steamers  between  Prance  and  Canada  ? 
If  such  contract  exists,  has  Mr.  J.  X.  Perrault,  of  Montreal, 
at  present  in  Prance,  been  delegated  by  th©  Government  to 
negotiate  with  the  Government  of  Prance  with  a  view  to 
obtain  for  such  Company  a  subsidy  equivalent  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  subsidy,  or  some  other  pecuniary  advantage  ? 
Is  Mr.  Perrault  accredited  to  the  Canadian  Government  as 
tho  representative  of  the  Company  to  which  the  contract 
has  been  awarded  ;  and  has  he,  in  that  capacity  or  otherwise, 
been  entrusted  with  any  mission  whatever  to  th©  French 
Government  or  to  the  High  Commissioner  in  London  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  1st.  Th©  Government  has 
passed  an  Order  in  Council  authorising  the  execution  of  a 
contract  with  the  Halifax  Steamship  Company.  2nd.  The 
Government  has  not  delegated  Mr.  J.  X.  Perrault,  of 
Montreal,  to  the  effect  mentioned  in  the  question  or  for  any 
other  purpose.  3rd.  The  company  has  not  accredited  Mr. 
Perrault  to  this  Government,  and  therefore  that  gentleman 
could  not  be  intrusted  with  any  mission  in  that  respect. 


MONTREAL  TURNPIKE  TRUST. 

Mr.  AMYOT  asked,  At  whoso  roquest,  and  in  virtuo  of 
what  authority,  order  or  statute,  was  the  sum  of  $7,200  paid 
and  entored  to  the  debit  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  as  on 
tho  “30th  June,  1884,  for  one  year’s  interest  on  Montreal 
Turnpike  Trust  Debentures,”  as  it  appears  on  page  4  of  part 
IV.,  of  tho  Public  Accounts  of  Canada  for  the  year  1884? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  By  the  3rd  section  of 
the  award  tho  arbitrators  appointed' to  adjust  the  debts 
and  assets  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  the  Montreal  Turn¬ 
pike  Trust  was  declared  to  bo  tho  property  of  Quebec. 
By  the  4th  section  of  tho  award  tho  arbitrators  adjudged 
that  as  tho  sum  of  $188,000  (representing  the  Trust) 
was  secured  by  debentures  issued  upon  tho  credit  of  tho 
Trust  and  guaranteed  by  tho  late  Province  of  Canada, 
and  the  Trust  had  hitherto  met  tho  payments  upon  such 
debentures,  and  the  payment  thereof  had  therefore  not  boon 
assumed  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  nor  had  the  said  sum 
of  $188,000  been  charged  by  the  Dominion  in  the  debt  of 
the  late  Province  of  Canada  and  the  said  arbitrators  had 
assigned  tho  Trust  as  an  asset  of  tho  Province  of  Quebec, 
that  Province  should  thereafter  indemnify,  protect  and  leave 
harmless  the  Dominion  and  tho  Province  of  Ontario  against 
any  charge  upon,  or  payment  by  the  Dominion  in  respect 
of  the  said  debentures  or  tho  said  guarantee  or  in  respect 
in  any  way  of  the  said  Trust.  Of  this  $188,000  of  deben¬ 
tures  $120,000  are  in  the  hands  of  tho  public  and  interest 
thereon  at  6  per  cent.  $7,200  have  for  some  years  past 
been  paid  half-yearly  by  tho  Dominion,  the  Province  of 
Quebec  having  for  some  timo  made  periodical  remittances 
to  cover  the  amounts  so  paid.  Tho  whole  matter  is  now 
being  investigated  and  I  trust  will  soon  be  closed. 

CHINESE  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  At  what  date,  for  what  term,  and  at 
what  rent  were  premises  rented  for  the  use  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  the  Chinese  question  ?  Is  the  Secretary  still  under 
pay  ?  If  not,  when  did  his  pay  cease  ? 

Mr.  OH  A  PLEA  IT.  Rooms  were  rented  in  the  Senate 
until  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  when  a  room  was  rented 
outside  for  a  few  weeks.  I  have  not  the  price  of  the  rental 
at  hand.  The  secretary  was  under  pay  until  the  Commission 
closed  its  labors  on  tho  28th  February. 

THE  BOUNDARY  QUESTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Has  the  Government  yet  decided  on 
any  proposals  to  be  made  to  Parliament  with  reference  to 
the  boundary  question?  When  will  such  proposals  be 
made  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  it  right  to 
communicate  first  with  the  Government  of  Manitoba  on  the 
subject,  and  I  have  just  received  their  answer.  I  find  from 
it  that  they  would  desire  Imperial  legislation,  so  far  as  they 
are  concerned.  Therefore  this  matter  will  be  dealt  with 
without  any  delay. 

SHORT  LINE  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  When  will  the  plans  and  reports  of 
the  engineers  respecting  the  Short  Line  be  laid  on  tho  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Soon. 

STEAM  COMMUNICATION  WITH  FRANCE. 

Mr.  AMYOT  asked,  Have  the  Government  of  Canada 
taken  steps  to  inform  the  French  Government  that  they 
have  already  treated  with  a  Transatlantic  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany  between  France  and  Canada  ?  Are  the  Government 
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prepared  to  stale  what  steps  the  said  company  have  taken 
towards  their  undertaking,  and  how  many  steamships  they 
will  have  at  their  disposal  in  the  spring  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Government  has  asked 
the  High  Commissioner  to  inform  the  French  authorities 
that  the  subsidy  of  $50,000  voted  by  Canada  has  been 
granted  to  the  Halifax  Steamship  Company,  represented  in 
Europe  by  Mr.  Wood.  One  of  the  members  of  the  company 
is  obliged  to  commence  a  fortnightly  service  next  spring. 
The  Government  understand  that  the  company  are  making 
satisfactory  arrangements  for  placing  their  steamers  on  at 
that  time. 

PRECAUTIONS  AGAINST  ASIASTrC  CHOLERA. 

Mr.  AMYOT  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has  taken 
or  intends  to  take  any  and  what  preventive  measures  against 
the  attacks  of  Asiatic  cholera,  and  other  epidemic  diseases  ? 
Has  a  special  system  for  the  inspection  of  vessels,  coming 
up  the  River  St.  Lawrence  boon  established  for  this  pur¬ 
pose?  Will  the  rags  imported  for  the  manufacture  of  paper 
be  specially  inspected  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  A  proclamation  containing  regulations 
was  issued  on  the  28th  June,  1884,  and  was  sent  to  quar¬ 
antine  officers  and  Customs  officers.  The  Customs  officers 
at  the  several  ports  where  there  are  no  quarantine  officers 
are  the  quarantine  officers  for  those  places.  A  proclama¬ 
tion  dealing  with  vessels  coming  up  the  St.  Lawrence  was 
issued^on  the  9th  August,  1884,  and  sent  to  quarantine  offi¬ 
cers  and  Customs  officers.  Every  vessel  coming  into  the  St. 
Lawrence  to  Quebec,  excepting  steamers,  which  are  examin¬ 
ed  at  Rimouski,  is  examined  at  Grosso  Isle.  The  proclama¬ 
tion  of  tho  9th  August  deals  with  rags  from  infectod  ports. 
They  are  entirely  prohibited  now. 

(  V  »  NEW  BRUNSWICK  JUDGES. 

Mr.  DAVIES  asked,  Has  the  attention  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  appointment  of 
judges  for  the  year’s  circuit  in  New  Brunswick  has  not 
been  made  in  Hilary  term  past  as  usual  ?  Has  the  vacancy 
on  the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  that  Province  been 
filled  up  ?  If  not,  when  will  the  appointment  be  made  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  attention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  not  called  till  the  other  day.  The  appoint¬ 
ment  will  be  made  within  a  few  days. 

CANADIAN  CONTINGENT  FOR  THE  SOUDAN. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  offer  has  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  Canada,  or  whether  any  offer  has  been 
made  by  any  individuals  through  the  Government  of  Canada, 
to  equip  and  send  a  military  contingent  to  the  Soudan  at 
the  cost  of  Canada  or  of  individual  Canadians  ?  Whether  any 
offer  of  military  assistance  at  the  cost  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  has  been  made  by  the  Government  or  by  individuals  ? 
Whether  any  reply  has  been  received  to  any  such  offers  ? 
And  whether  the  correspondence  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  offer  has  been  made 
by  the  Government  of  Canada  to  equip  and  send  a  military 
contingent  to  the  Soudan  at  the  cost  of  Canada  or  of  indi¬ 
vidual  Canadians.  It  is  understood  that  some  offers  have 
been  made  by  individuals.  Some  were  sent  directly 
to  England,  I  believe;  some  were  sent  to  the  Governor 
General  as  an  Imperial  officer;  and  some  came  to  the 
Department  of  Militia — these  were  sent  to  the  Governor 
General  for  his  information.  I  am  not  aware  that  any  offer 
of  military  assistance  at  the  cost  of  the  British  Government 
has  been  made  by  the  Government  or  by  individuals.  I 

Mr.  Amyot, 


INDIAN  SCHOOLS  IN  THE  NORTH  WEST. 

Mr.  KIRK  rose  to  ask  : 

(I.)  How  many  Industrial  schools  for  the  instruction  of  Indian  youth 
have  been  established  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
Territories  respectively,  under  the  au  hority  and  by  permission  of  the 
Government  of  Canada,  and  where  are  they  located  ? 

(2.)  At  what  places  have  lands  been  surveyed  and  set  apart  for  Indian 
schools  in  1884,  and  what  quantity  at  each  place  ? 

(3.)  Through  whose  representations  and  recommendations  are  these 
schools  established  from  time  to  time  ?  Is  any  request  from  the  Indians 
themselves  required  for  the  establishment  of  a  school  ? 

(4  )  What  subjects  of  instruction  are  provided  for  these  schools  in 
regard  to  industrial  pursuits,  moral  and  religious  ?  Are  both  sexes 
included  in  the  general  school  provisions? 

(5.)  Are  any  of  the  Indian  schools  placed  under  the  care  or  supervision 
of  any  religious  body  or  denomination  ?  If  so,  what  are  the  conditions 
upon  which  control  is  granted,  and  what  is  the  extent  of  the  denomina¬ 
tional  control,  and  is  it  to  the  extent  granted,  a  temporary  or  permanent 
control  ?  If  there  are  denominational  schools,  what  is  the  number 
belonging  to  each  denomination,  where  are  they  located,  and  what 
quantity  of  land  is  owned  or  controlled  by  each,  and  what  is  the  number 
jo  pupils  ? 

(6.)  When  the  moral  and  religious  instruction  of  an  Indian  school  is 
placed  under  the  supervision  or  control  of  any  denomination,  does  it 
give  to  the  denomination  the  control  of  the  land  and  buildings  of  such 
school  ? 

( 7. )  A t  whose  cost  are  the  Indian  school  buildings  erected  and  furnished 
and  under  whose  directions  are  the  text  books  selected  or  compiled  ?  By 
whom  are  they  paid  for  ? 

(8.)  What  standing  of  attainment  is  required  of  teachers  in  these 
schools  ?  How  and  from  whom  do  they  receive  certificates  of  qualifica¬ 
tion  ?  Is  there  a  system  of  governmental  inspection  of  these  Indian 
schools  ? 

(9.)  Are  the  teachers  and  trustees  or  managers  of  these  schools 
required  to  make  any  periodical  returns  to  the  Government  of  the  attend¬ 
ance,  general  condition,  progress  and  expenditure  of  each  ? 

(10.)  Have  any  of  the  religious  denominations  obtained  lands  for 
church  or  school  purposes  from  the  Government  or  from  any  Indian 
reservation  by  treaty  or  otherwise  ? 

(11.)  Have  any  of  the  religious  bodies  on  their  own  responsibility 
established  schools  among  the  Indians,  and  if  they  have  did  they  receive 
any  assistance  directly  or  indirectly  by  land  grants  or  otherwise  for  the 
support  of  such  schools,  from  the  Government  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  give  notice  of  that  and  move  in  the  ordinary 
way.  It  is  not  a  question. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  STATUTES. 

Mr.  TROW  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  send  the  statutes  of  Canada  to  Coroners  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  it  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  BELT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  many  acres  of  their  land  grant 
have  been  finally  accepted  and  taken  over  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  within  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  belt :  1,  between  the  first  and  second  principal  meri¬ 
dians;  2,  between  the  second  and  third;  3,  between  the 
third  and  fourth  ;  4,  between  the  fourth  and  fifth ;  5,  in 
Southern  Manitoba  outside  the  railway  belt  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  very  sorry  I  cannot 
give  an  answer  at  present,  but  I  hope  to  be  able  to  furnish 
the  bon.  gentleman  with  that  return  in  a  few  days. 

ANTIGONISH  AND  SHERBROOKE— MAIL  SER¬ 
VICE. 

Mr.  McISAAC  asked,  Is  the  contract  for  carrying  the 
mails  between  Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  given  ?  If  so, 
to  whom,  and  for  what  amount  ?  Were  tenders  asked,  if 
not,  why  not  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  contract  has  been  renewed  with 
Mr.  McGrath,  the  former  contractor,  for  $1,092,  that  being 
the  price  at  which  Mr.  McGrath  performed  the  work  prior 
to  1885. 
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CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  —  CONNECTION 
WITH  THE  ONTARIO  SYSTEM. 

Mr.  MULOCK  asked,  Wbat  is  the  lowest  price  per  mile 
by  way  of  bonus  from  the  Dominion  Government  at  which 
any  person  or  corporation  offered  to  construct  a  railway 
connecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  tho  Ontario 
l'ailway  system  at  or  near  Gravenhurst  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  1  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  move 
that  in  the  usual  way  by  an  address. 

ST.  JOHN  BRIDGE  AND  RAILWAY  EXTENSION  CO. 

Mr.  WELDON  asked,  What  amount  has  been  advanced 
by  the  Government  to  the  St.  John  Bridge  and  Railway 
Extension  Company,  on  account  of  work  done  by  them  to 
February  1st,  1885  ?  What  is  the  estimated  value  of  the 
work  done  by  the  company  to  that  date  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  chief  engineer’s  estimate  of  8th  Janu¬ 
ary,  1885,  was  $338,567  ;  the  first  payment  made  thereon, 
on  February  1st,  1885,  was  $270,800. 

REFUND  OF  RAILWAY  BONUSES  TO  ONTARIO. 

Mr.  COOK  moved  for : 

Copy  of  the  memorial  presented  to  the  Government  by  the  County 
Council  of  the  County  of  Simcoe,  Ontario, praying  for  a  refund  of  bonuses 
granted  by  the  different  municipalities  of  that  county  to  railways  that 
have  been  declared  by  this  Parliament  to  be  works  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada,  together  with  copies  of  all  correspondence  and 
other  papers  relating  thereto. 

He  said  :  After  Confederation  the  railway  era  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  began.  The  Government  of  the  day 
passed  an  Act  by  which  railways  were  to  be  granted  a  cer¬ 
tain  amount  of  money,  I  think  $1,500,000,  for  their  con¬ 
struction  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  That  stimulated 
municipalities,  who  had  the  power  under  a  general  Act  to 
grant  bonuses  to  roads  that  were  being  constructed  in  their 
midst.  The  people,  smarting  under  the  monopolies  of  the 
different  railways  then  in  existence,  endeavored  to  relieve 
themselves  by  the  construction  of  rival  roads  which  were 
promoted  by  individuals  and  bonused  by  the  Provincial 
Government  and  the  municipalities.  The  county  of  Simcoe 
formed  no  exception  to  this  rule.  The  Northern  Railway, 
it  is  well  known,  was  constructed  years  ago  from  Colling- 
wood,  on  the  Georgian  Bay,  to  the  city  of  Toronto.  That 
railway  had  no  competition,  and  therefore  it  charged  what¬ 
ever  rates  it  saw  fit.  The  people  of  the  county  of  Simcoe, 
desiring  to  break  tho  monopoly,  decided  to  assist  a  number 
of  gentlemen  to  construct  a  road  from  tho  village  of  Allan- 
dale,  near  the  town  of  Barrie,  to  tho  city  of  Hamilton,  con¬ 
necting  there  with  the  Great  Westei'n  Railway  and  the  water 
communication  of  Lake  Ontario.  On  that  occasion 
tho  county  of  Simcoe,  or  the  municipalities  in  the  south 
riding  of  it,  contributed  very  largely  to  the  line,  their 
object  being  to  do  away  with  the  monopoly  of  the  Northern 
Railway.  The  county  solicitor  was  called  upon  by  the  dif¬ 
ferent  municipalities  to  draw  up  an  agreement  between 
them  and  the  gentlemen  who  were  to  construct  the  road, 
but  it  appears  that  the  document  was  so  loosely  drawn  that 
a  coach  and  four  could  have  been  driven  through  it.  The 
Hamilton  and  North-Western,  of  which  I  am  now  speak¬ 
ing,  received  from  the  municipalities  altogether  in 
the  way  of  bonuses  $719,000,  and  it  also  received  Gov¬ 
ernment  aid  to  the  extent  of  $428,852.22.  It  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  mention  the  amounts  each  municipality  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  fund,  but  I  have  gone  through  the  figures 
and  can  give  them  in  detail  if  necessary.  Well,  Sir,  as  I 
said  before,  owing  to  the  looseness  with  which  the  agree¬ 
ment  had  been  drawn,  soon  as  this  road  was  con¬ 
structed,  it  amalgamated  with  the  Northern  Railway,  and 
the  consequence  was  that,  instead  of  weakening  the  monop¬ 


oly,  it  was  intensified  and  rendered  more  burdensome. 
The  result  is  that  last  summer  the  company  charged  eight 
cents  a  bushel  for  carrying  wheat  from  tho  village  of  Allan- 
dale,  or  tho  town  of  Barrie,  to  the  city  of  Toronto,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  sixty  miles,  while  they  carried  wheat  for  two 
cents  a  bushel  from  the  town  of  Collingwood  over  the  whole 
road,  some  thirty-five  miles  farther  than  from  the  town  of 
Barrie.  You  will,  therefore,  see  at  a  glance  how  unfairly  the 
people  of  that  county  are  being  treated  by  this  great  monop¬ 
oly.  Well,  Sir,  then  the  Midland  Railway  was  constructed, 
it  was  constructed  largely  by  loans  from  the  Government 
and  from  the  municipalities  through  which  it  runs.  The 
municipalities  gave  tho  Midland  Railway  $142,500,  and  the 
Government  gave  them  $  155, 798.14, enabling  the  company  to 
build  their  line.  Towards  the  portion  running  through  the 
county  of  Simcoe  the  municipalities  of  that  county  contri¬ 
buted  $46,370.85.  But  that  did  not  do  away  with  the  diffi¬ 
culties  the  people  of  that  section  of  the  country  were  laboring 
under.  Then,  Sir,  we  had  the  Northern  Extension,  costing  a 
large  amount  of  money.  This  road  ran  through  the  county  of 
Simcoe  tapping  the  district  of  Muskoka,  where  the  people 
of  this  section  got  the  advantage  of  it.  I  must  not  overlook 
the  North  Simcoe  Railway,  to  which  the  municipalities 
rendered  assistance  to  the  amount  of  $75,000,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  gave  $46,874.52.  Now,  Sir,  we  find  in  the  whole 
Province  of  Ontario,  that  the  amount  of  money  granted  in 
bonuses  by  the  Provincial  Government  amounted  to 
$6,520,240.80,  while  the  municipalities  gave  $6,385,980, 
Municipalities  of  the  Province  and  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment  have  contributed  a  total  amount  of  $12,806,220.80. 
You  will  see  therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  a  large  sum  of 
money  has  been  expended  by  Ontario  on  the  construction 
of  railways  from  which  no  doubt  benefit  has  been  de¬ 
rived.  But  those  roads  have  been  taken  from  the  Province 
by  the  Dominion  Act  of  1883,  by  which  they  were  declared 
to  be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  Neither  the 
Provincial  Government  nor  the  municipalities  have  any 
control  over  these  railways — although  they  put  their  money 
into  them — because  of  the  action  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  which  has  taken  them  without  leave  or  license.  I 
may  say  that  the  memorial  presented  to  the  Government  was 
from  the  County  Council  of  the  county  of  Simcoe,  a  memorial 
passed  unanimously  by  that  body,  which  is  one  of  the  largest 
of  the  kind  in  Ontario,  about  two-thirds  of  the  members 
of  which  are  Conservatives.  It  cannot,  therefore,  be  said 
that  this  is  a  party  question  or  a  party  movement.  I  am 
sure,  moreover,  that  there  are  as  zealous  Tories  in  that 
Municipal  Council  as  can  be  found  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  beg  tho  First  Minister’s  pardon,  for  I  remember 
that  at  the  last  convention,  held  in  Toronto  by  his  friends 
the  name  of  the  party  was  changed  ;  they  are  no  longer 
called  Tories  or  Conservatives,  because  the  First  Minister 
said  they  were  Conservative-Liberals.  I  remember 
during  my  campaign  in  1872  holding  a  meeting  in  a 
part  of  the  country  where  the  people  were  largely  Highland 
Scotch.  My  opponent,  Mr.  McCarthy,  did  not  happen  to 
be  there,  but  ho  sent  a  Highland  Scotchman  from 
Collingwood,  Mr.  Dudgeon,  at  present  mayor  of  that  town. 
Knowing  that  the  place  in  question  was  one  of  my  strong- 
I  holds  he  commenced  very  mildly,  and  after  he  had  spoken 
|  about  twenty  minutes,  one  of  the  electors  asked  him  :  On 
which  side  are  you  ?  what  are  your  politics  ?  you  have  been 
speaking  twenty  minutes  and  have  not  indicated  what  your 
politics  are  ?  Well,  said  the  speaker,  I  belong  to  tho  party 
which  was  once  called  the  Tory  party  ;  we  then  changed  our 
name  to  the  Conservative  party,  but  we  are  now  called  the 
party  of  union  and  progress.  While  making  that  state¬ 
ment  an  elector  rose  and  said  :  Thieves  like  to  change  their 
names.  On  looking  at  Webster  I  find  that  Tory  is  said  to 
be  an  Irish  word  meaning  robbers  and  savages.  The  party 
has  changed  the  name,  but  the  members  of  it  appear  not  to 
have  abandoned  their  predatory  instincts.  I  notice  that 
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in  a  speech  made  bj  the  hon.  Premier  to  a  deputation  that 
waited  on  him  some  time  ago  he  stated  : 

“  The  words  of  the  Act  of  1883,  declaring  certain  roads  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada,  are  of  no  consequence.  They  are  put  into  every 
railway  Bill  granted  by  the  Dominion  Parliament  in  cases  where  a  rail¬ 
way  or  railways  affected  are  considered  within  one  Province,  in  order  to 
show  that  the  Federal  Parliament  had  a  right  to  deal  with  the  subject. 
The  words  ‘for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada”  are  merely  a 
phrase.’  ” 

That  phrase,  to  my  mind,  means  that  the  railways  taken 
from  the  Government  and  the  municipalities  are  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Dominion  Government,  and  there  are  pre¬ 
cedents  by  which  they  can  refund  the  cost  of  their  construc¬ 
tion  not  only  to  the  Provincial  Government  but  also  to  the 
municipalities.  We  have  a  precedent  in  the  refund  given 
to  the  town  of  Pembroke.  In  1882  a  bonus  had  beon  given 
by  that  town  to  the  extent  of  $75,000,  and  at  the  time  the 
election  campaign  was  going  on,  the  present  member  (Mr. 
White)  received  a  telegram  from  the  leader  of  the 
Government  saying  that  the  Dominion  Government 
would  recoup  the  town  the  amount  of  that  bonus, 
which,  together  with  the  interest  added,  say  $10,000, 
would  make  the  sum  of  $85,000.  We  have,  therefore,  a  pre¬ 
cedent  in  Ontario  itself.  If  we  go  to  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  we  find  another  precedent  in  the  case  of  the  North  Shore 
Eailway.  I  am  confident  that  if  an  attempt  were  made  to 
deprive  the  Province  of  Quebec  of  their  railways,  as  has 
been  done  in  the  case  of  Ontario,  there  is  not  a  Blue  in  this 
House  who  would  not  rise  with  indignation.  I  call  on  the 
Conservatives  or  the  Liberal-Conservatives  or  the  Conserva¬ 
tive-Liberals,  if  they  prefer  the  last  name,  to  insist  on  the 
Government  handing  back  to  the  municipalities  and  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Government  that  which  rightly  belongs  to  them. 
There  is  not,  I  repeat,  a  Conservative  member  from  Quebec 
who  would  allow  the  Government  to  do  anything  of  this 
kind.  We  have  had  instances  in  which  the  Quebec  Conser¬ 
vatives  have  shown  how  they  make  the  Government  accede 
to  their  wishes.  Not  long  since  you  heard  a  speech  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Laval  (Mr.  Ouimet)  in  which  he  stated 
that  last  Session  they  drove  the  Government  to  do  certain 
things  in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  vote.  On  that  occasion,  I  understand— I  was 
not  present,  but  I  read  the  report — the  Secretary 
of  State  also  made  statements  to  the  effect  that  they, 
the  Quebec  Conservatives,  in  their  Mahon  Bleue  last  Session 
in  No.  8  had  driven  the  Government  into  doing  that  which 
they  wanted  them  to  do.  I  call  on  Conservative  members 
from  Ontario— and  I  believe  there  are  some  honest  ones 
among  them— to  stand  up  for  the  rights  of  their  Province, 
and  not  allow  the  Dominion  Government  to  take  that  which 
rightly  belongs  to  the  Provincial  Government.  I  consider 
this  act  of  the  Federal  Government  a  gross  breach  of  faith 
to  the  municipalities  and  Provinces,  and  not  conducive  to 
the  well  being  of  the  autonomy  of  the  Provinces  forming 
this  Confederation.  They  should  not  now  hesitate  to 
pay  the  small  sum  of  $12,80(3,000 — it  is  nothing  to  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  pay — when  even  on  a  single  corpora¬ 
tion  coming  to  them  and  asking  for  $30,000,000,  they 
immediately  put  their  hands  into  the  Treasury  and  hand  in 
the  money.  They  should  not,  therefore,  I  repeat,  hesitate  to 
pay  the  small  sum  of  $12,808,000  to  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment  and  those  municipalities  who  form  part  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  My  hon.  friend  from  Simcoe  (Mr. 
Cook)  in  discussing  this  question  said  that  it  was  not  a 
political  one,  but  I  know  very  well  that  when  this  question 
of  railway  aid  came  up  in  another  place,  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  it  was  a  very  strong  political  question  ;  and  as  a 
member  coming  from  the  Province  of  Ontario  I  do  not  like 
the  threat  which  has  been  thrown  across  the  floor  of  this 
House  that  if  we  do  not  help  the  Province  of  Ontario  in 
this  matter  we  shall  not  come  back  to  this  House.  As  one 
Mr,  Cook. 


who  has  the  honor  of  representing  a  constituency  in  Ontario, 

I  desire  to  do  my  duty  by  my  county  and  by  my  Province, 
but  at  the  same  time  I  wish  to  do  my  duty  by  the  whole 
Dominion.  There  are  over  <00  municipalities  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  and  out  of  this  number  there  are  162 
which  have  granted  aid  to  railways,  and  these  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  come  here  and  they  wish  to  tax  the  balance  of  the 
people  of  Ontario  to  enrich  them— to  enrich  the  municipali¬ 
ties  who  gave  the  aid  to  the  railways  and  thereby  improved 
their  property.  As  a  representative  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario  I  strongly  object  to  that.  It  is  stated  that  we  should 
re-imburse  the  Province  because  certain  grants  have  been 
made  on  account  of  railways  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
The  hon.  gentleman  forgets  to  look  at  the  advantage 
which  the  Province  of  Ontario  has  gained  by  the 
construction  of  the  Pacific  Eailway  through  largo 
portions  of  that  Province — the  Canada  Central,  the  line 
from  Gravenhurst  to  Callander.  Will  they  say  that  these 
roads  have  not  been  of  great  benefit  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario  ?  They  say  they  do  not  want  to  make  this  a 
political  question,  but  it  certainly  looks  very  much  as  if 
they  did  ;  but  at  any  rate  I  repeat  that  when  I  held  a  seat 
in  another  place  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  it  was  made  a 
political  question,  and  a  very  extravagant  political  ques¬ 
tion.  I  know  that  in  that  Legislature  every  man  who  sup¬ 
ported  the  Government  of  that  day,  if  he  had  a  railway  to 
build,  could  obtain  the  help  of  that  Government,  and  the 
Province  of  Ontario  was  so  much  embarrassed  that  if  they 
had  not  the  money  in  the  treasury  they  mortgaged  the 
Province  to  the  extent  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
a  year  for  twenty  years,  making  two  millons  of  dollars 
for  that  purpose,  and  to-day  the  Province  of  Ontario  is 
borrowing  money,  or  it  did  last  year,  because  of  these  grants 
to  railways.  I  will  not  be  allowed  to  refer  to  a  previous 
debate,  but  I  may  have  something  more  to  say  when  this 
question  comes  up  again.  I  may  have  something  to  say 
about  the  city  of  St.  Thomas,  which  wishes  to  fasten  on 
this  House  the  amount  which  was  given  by  the  people  of 
that  city  and  the  county  of  Elgin  in  aid  of  the  Canada 
Southern  Eailway  to  provide  them  with  railway  accommo¬ 
dation.  I  would  ask  them  if  they  are  any  worse  off  now 
than  they  were  before  ?  They  say  that  that  road  was  made 
part  of  the  Pacific  Eailway,  but  I  would  point  out  that  that 
very  fact  makes  the  road  of  far  more  service  than  it  was 
before,  and  they  would  be  willing  to  pay  double  the  bonus 
they  have  paid  rather  than  the  road  should  not  bo  part  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  system. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  are  some  features  of  this  question 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  left  out  of  consideration 
altogether.  The  various  railway  corporations  created  by 
the  Local  Legislature  were  under  the  control  of  that  Legis¬ 
lature  and  the  municipalities  created  by  that  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  had  their  interests  protected  by  the  Local  Legislature, 
Now  the  hon.  gentleman  was  one  of  the  person?  who  voted 
to  declare  these  various  roads  for  the  general  advantage  of 
Canada.  They  were  taken  from  under  the  control  of  the 
Local  Legislature  and  placed  under  the  control  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  The  interests  which  the  Local 
Legislature  had  at  their  creation  has  been  taken  away,  aud 
it  has  no  longer  the  power  to  protect  provincial  interests  as 
it  had  before.  Here  we  have  representatives  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  the  Maritime  Provinces,  Manitoba  and 
British  Columbia,  who  are  wholly  beyond  the  control  of  the 
people  and  the  Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  changed  the  right  of  property.  He 
has  taken  what  was  a  valuable  interest  that  the  Province 
of  Ontario  had. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  he  has,  I  say  the  Local  Legislature 
has  no  longer  the  power  to  control  these  corporations  which 
they  created;  they  have  no  longer  the  special  power  of 
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protecting  the  interests  of  their  Province.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  voted  to  take  away  those  roads  from  the  control  of  the 
Local  Legislature  and  place  them  under  the  control  of  the 
Parliament  of  Canada,  and  he  is  bound  to  compensate  the 
Province  for  the  interest  he  has  destroyed.  Why,  Sir,  it  is 
not  many  Sessions  since  the  First  Minister  charged-— — - 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  pro¬ 
perty  being  destroyed.  I  would  ask  him  where  is  the 
destruction  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Local  Legislature  thought  they  had  a 
public  interest  in  those  roads,  or  these  grants  would  not 
have  been  made.  They  have  aided  the  institutions  they 
created,  which  were  under  their  control,  which  were  gov¬ 
erned  by  provincial  policy,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
taken  those  roads  away  from  their  control  and  placod  them 
under  the  control  of  another  body.  What  is  the  difference 
between  doing  this  and  the  cession  of  territory  ?  If  the 
hon.  gentleman,  if  he  had  such  a  power,  were  to  take  a 
portion  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  hand  it  over  to  the 
United  States,  would  not  the  Province  demand  some  com¬ 
pensation  ?  Yet  he  has  ceded  or  taken  violent  possession 
of  provincial  property — for  all  property  is  the  creation  of 
law,  the  creature  of  some  legislative  body  or  other — he  has 
taken  this  property  away  which  owes  its  existence  to  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario,  and  placed  it  under  the  control  of 
the  Government  of  the  Dominion.  The  Legislature  is  no 
longer  capable  of  protecting  those  interests  for  which  it 
paid  ;  it  has  been  deprived  of  them  without  compensation. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  Why  the  hon.  gentleman  does  the 
very  thing  he  accuses  this  Government  of  doing.  By  the 
Act  of  1874,  passed  by  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  East  York  was  Prime  Minister,  it 
was  declared  that  the  Canada  Southern  Railway,  one  of  the 
very  roads  which  has  been  brought  up  in  this  House,  was 
for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  and  now  the  hon. 
member  for  Elgin  the  other  day  claimed  that  this  was  done 
by  the  act  of  this  Government. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  My  hon.  friend  will  remember  that 
the  Canada  Southern  was  placed  in  that  position  on  account 
of  its  crossing  the  two  boundaries  ;  that  was  the  sole 
reason.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  look  in  vain  for  any 
statute  passed  during  my  administration  of  the  kind  which 
has  recently  been  passod  in  this  House. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  As  this  question  will  come  up  again  it 
is  hardly  worth  while  to  discuss  it  at  any  length  at  this 
moment.  I  would  simply  remark  in  reply  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Simcoe  (Mr.  Cook)  that  the  great  injury  really 
done  to  the  county  of  Simcoe  by  the  amalgamation  ot  the 
Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway  with  the  Northern 
Railway,  in  the  road  which  is  now  called  the  Northern  and 
North-Western,  was  a  result  which,  if  the  Legislature  of 
Ontario  had  chosen  to  interfere,  they  might  have  prevented, 
if  any  legislative  power  could  have  prevented  it.  It  is 
absurd  to  charge  that  upon  tho  Dominion  Government,  for 
the  thing  was  done  before  this  legislation  at  all,  and  it  might 
have  been  prevented  by  the  Provincial  Legislature,  and  not 
by  any  possibility  by  the  Dominion  Government. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Could  not  they  have  done  it  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  say  that  it  was  under  the  control  of  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario,  which  might  undoubtedy  have  passed 
an  Act  as  effectually  as  this  Parliament,  or  any  other  Govern¬ 
ment,  with  reference  to  railways  which  were  wholly  under 
its  control.  If  anybody  had  the  right  to  interfere  to  provent 
the  injury  it  would  be  the  Legislature  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  not  the  Dominion  Government.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  will  have  to  argue  for  a 
very  long  time  before  he  will  convince  the  people  of  Ontario 
that  they  have  been  really,  in  any  degree  or  any  respect, 
injured  by  the  legislation  which  took  place  in  this  House  to 


which  he  refers.  I  know  that  the  county  of  Simcoe  has 
been  very  largely  benefited  by  the  fact  that  the  Northern 
Railway  has  become  virtually  a  portion  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway;  because  it  is  now  part  of  a  great 
through  line  by  which  the  whole  oountry  will  be  supplied 
with  better  railway  service  in  every  respect.  There¬ 
fore,  I  think  that  the  mere  theoretical  value  which  is 
attached  to  this  matter  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  raising 
this  sectional  cry  is  one  which  the  people  at  large  will  not 
pay  tho  slightest  attention  to.  The  County  Councils,  who 
have  been  stirred  up  for  sectional  and  political  purposes,  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  by  their  friends  in  Ontario, 
when  they  come  to  reflect  seriously  on  the  question,  will  see 
that  they  have  been  brought  down  here  on  a  fool’s  errand, 
to  ask  things  which  no  Government  would  grant  them,  and 
which  I  think  thoy  have  no  equitable  right  to  ask.  I  say 
that,  because  the  county  of  Simcoe  is  deeply  interested  in  this 
question;  but  the  hon.  member  should  remember  that  the 
principal  interest  which  the  county  of  Simcoe  has  in  this 
matter  arose  long  years  ago— even  before  Confederation.  To 
bring  up  matters  of  this  kind,  and  to  seek  to  make  the  whole 
Dominion  answerable,  is  to  ask  that  which  the  country  will 
never  assent  to.  However,  as  this  matter  is  to  come  up 
again,  it  is  not  necessary  to  discuss  it  now,  more  than  to  say 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  have  no  standing 
except  on  sectional  issues,  and  so  long  as  they  cannot  rise 
above  sectional  issues— 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Sectional  issues  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Yes,  it  is  a  sectional  issue,  because  it  is 
an  endeavor  to  raise  a  prejudice  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
against  the  Province  of  Quebec— so  long  as  they  continue 
to  pursue  a  sectional  policy,  so  long  will  they  remain  as  they 
are-~a  helpless,  hopeless  minority. 

Mr.  COOK.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  aware  that  the  mem¬ 
orial  was  passed  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  County  Council 
of  the  county  of  Simcoe  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  What  difference  does  that  make  ? 

Mr.  COOK,  And  will  he  say  that  all  these  men  were 
fools  who  came  here,  or  that  they  came  on  a  fool’s  errand  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  did  not  say  they  were  fools.  I  say 
that  they  were  sent  here  on  a  fool’s  errand. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  rise  to  correct  a  remark  that  fell  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien).  He  stated 
that  the  amalgamation  of  tho  Hamilton  and  Northwestern 
and  the  Northern  Railways  could  have  been  prevented  by 
the  Legistature  of  Ontario,  and  that  therefore  one  might 
properly  argue  that  tho  Legislature  of  Ontario  is  respons¬ 
ible  for  any  evil  consequences  that  flow  from  that  amalga¬ 
mation.  The  amalgamation  in  question  was  consummated 
under  the  provisions  of  tho  Consolidated  Railway  Act  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  county  whioh  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  is  largely  interested  in  the  subject  of  this  memo¬ 
rial.  The  council  of  that  county  have  also  adopted  a 
memorial  and  forwarded  it  to  the  proper  authorities  some¬ 
what  similar  in  terms  to  the  one  forwarded  from  the 
county  of  Simcoe.  The  county  of  Peel  bonused  the  Credit 
Valley  Railway  to  the  amount  of  $70,000,  the  town  of 
Brampton  to  the  amount  of  $20,000,  and  the  Tillage  of 
Streetsville  to  the  amount  of  $20,000;  that  small  county 
and  these  municipalities  together  giving  $110,000  to  that 
railway.  Tho  township  of  Albion  gave  $38,000  and  the 
township  of  Caledon  $45,000  to  the  Toronto,  Grey  and 
Bruce  Railway.  Portions  of  Albion,  Caledon  and  Chingua- 
cousy  gave  $30,000  to  the  Hamilton  and  North-Western 
Railway.  The  total  sum  granted  by  way  of  bonus  by  that 
county  was  $223,000.  Now,  all  these  railways  have  by  the 
Act  of  this  Parliament  been  declared  to  be  for  the  general 
interest  of  Canada,  and  have  passed  out  of  the  control  of 
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the  Local  Legislature.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that 
the  railways  are  there — that  they  have  not  destroyed  the 
property  or  taken  away  any  of  the  rights  of  the  people; 
but  they  have  taken  from  the  people  the  rights  of  the 
Statute  under  which  these  railway  bonuses  were  granted. 
The  Legislature  of  Ontario  in  its  Eailway  Aid  Act  pro¬ 
vided  : 

“  The  Lieut.-Governor  in  Council  may  require  any  railway  company 
so  aided  to  enter  into  an  agreement  or  agreements  with  any  other  rail¬ 
way  company  or  companies  containing  such  terms  and  details  as  the 
Lieut.-Governor  in  Council  may  approve  of,  in  order  to  secure  running 
powers  or  rights  of  user  to  such  company  or  companies  over  the  line  or 
portion  of  line  of  railway  of  the  company  aided  under  this  Act,  or 
under  former  Acts,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Lieut.-Governor  in  Council, 
for  the  haulage  thereover  of  the  cars  and  traffic  of  such  other  company 
or  companies  upon  such  terms  as,  in  default  of  agreement  between  the 
respective  companies,  may  be  settled  by  the  Lieut.-Governor  in 
Council.” 

The  powers  of  the  Local  Government  under  that  section  have 
been  taken  away,  and  these  powers  are  now  assumod  by  the 
Governor-in  Council  of  Canada.  The  Governor  in  Council  of 
Canada  is  not  amenable  to  the  people  of  Ontario  ;  he  does 
not  answer  directly  to  the  people  of  Ontario.  This  Govern¬ 
ment  answers  to  the  people  of  Canada,  and  the  municipalities 
that  have  aided  the  railways  have  by  their  memorials  and 
their  deputations  urged  upon  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  placing  these  municipalities  in  the  position  they  were  in 
before — either  giving  back  the  control  of  the  railways,  or 
giving  back  the  money  that  the  municipalities  have  advanced 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  construction  of  these  rail¬ 
ways.  The  Government  of  Ontario,  under  the  conditions 
which  I  have  read,  granted  aid  to  these  railways.  It  not 
only  granted  them  direct  aid,  but  as  the  bon.  membor  for 
Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  says,  it  mortgaged  the  country  for 
20  years  at  the  rate  of  $100,000  a  year  to  aid  these  railways, 
and  the  aid  is  being  paid  by  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  the 
very  railways  which  are  now  taken  out  of  its  control.  What 
right  has  this  Government  to  take  away  the  control  of  these 
railways  from  the  Provincial  Government  which 
is  still  paying  them  its  aid  ?  The  hon  member 
for  Monck  seems  to  think  that  the  people  of  Ontario  have  no 
rights  at  all  in  this  matter.  He  and  the  hon.  gentlemen 
who  agree  with  him,  seem  to  think  that  the  giving  over  to 
the  people  of  Canada  of  the  control  of  these  railways  and  of 
this  money  which  has  been  advanced  by  the  Province  and 
the  municipalities  to  them,  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
of  Ontario.  The  people  of  Ontario  fail  to  see  it;  the 
county  councils  of  Ontario  fail  to  see  it;  and  although  the 
hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  says  that  the 
county  councils  wore  stimulated  by  the  advice  of  persons 
hostile  to  this  Government  to  make  their  claim  to  re-im- 
bursement,  it  is  not  possible  to  conceive  that  any  intelligent 
man,  knowing  the  intelligence  of  the  members  of  the  county 
councils  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  will  say  for  a  moment 
that  these  men  came  down  here  not  knowing  what 
they  wore  doiDg.  And  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Government  recognised  their  intelligence,  for  he  told  the 
delegation  that  they  could  not  expect  the  aid  they  sought. 
He  told  the  delegation  also,  I  believe,  from  the  report  of  the 
interview  in  the  Mail  newspaper,  that  rather  than  put  the 
municipalities  in  a  false  position  he  would  advise  the  Eouse 
to  repeal  the  Act  of  1883,  and  give  back  to  the  control  of 
the  Provincial  Governments  these  railways  and  refuse  to 
charter  any  local  railways  in  future.  I  do  not  think  he  has 
put  that  last  resolve  into  force,  because  I  observe  several 
local  railway  Bills  have  been  passed  by  this  House.  Had 
the  hon.  gentleman  repealed  the  Act  of  1883  and  given  back 
to  the  Provinces  the  control  of  their  railways  and  refused  to 
aid  local  railways,  he  would  have  adopted  the  principle  that 
was  the  correct  principle  from  the  first.  He  should  never 
have  interfered  with  the  local  railways  at  all.  The  moment 
this  paternal  Government  assumed  control  over  the  affairs 
of  the  municipalities  and  the  provinces,  that  moment  it  de¬ 
parted  from  its  true  position  and  sapped  the  foundations  of 
Mr,  Fleming. 


Confederation.  The  true  basis  of  Confederation,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  is  that  the  Provinces  are  to  have  complete  control 
over  purely  local  affairs,  and  so  long  as  the  Provincial  Gov¬ 
ernments  are  allowed  to  exercise  full  control  within  their 
own  sphere  the  foundations  of  Confederation  will  remain 
secure.  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  says 
that  this  motion  is  an  endeavor  to  set  the  Province  of  Ontario 
against  the  Province  of  Quebec.  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
hon.  gentlemen  from  Quebec  who  are  supporters  of  the 
Government  have  my  entiro  sympathy  and  admiration, 
because  they  stand  up  true  to  the  interests  of  their  Pro¬ 
vince,  and  neither  in  this  House  or  out  of  it  have  I  ever 
endeavored  to  cast  any  stigma  on  the  efforts  of  members 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  obtain  what  they  think  to 
be  their  just  rights  under  Confederation.  I  am  not  surprised 
to  see  some  hon.  members  from  Ontario  becoming  restive 
under  a  motion  of  this  kind.  I  am  not  surprised  to  hear 
some  hon.  gentlemen  from  Ontario,  supporters  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  say  that  they  have  no  interest  in  the  matter  at 
all,  nor  am  1  surprised  that  an  hon.  member  should  say  as 
the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  has  just  said, 
that  although  he  would  stand  up  for  the  rights  of  his  county 
and  the  rights  of  the  Provinces,  yet  the  rights  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  are  to  be  taken  care  of.  The  rights  of  the  Dominion 
are  to  be  served  by  a  conservation  of  the  rights  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  so  long  as  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  are  obser¬ 
ved  the  interests  of  the  Dominion  will  be  satisfied.  Con¬ 
federation  came  into  effect  in  1867  upon  a  purely  financial 
basis.  There  were  fixed  financial  arrangements  among 
the  different  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  and  this 
Parliament  has  no  right,  without  the  consent  of 
the  different  Provinces,  -  to  alter  that  contract. 
This  is  nothing  more  than  a  side  wind  ;  it  is  nothing  more 
than  by  a  side  wind  attempting  to  make  an  alteration  in  the 
financial  terms  of  Confederation  itself.  But  we  are  told  the 
Province  of  Ontario  has  no  right  to  ask  that  these  moneys 
be  returned  ;  and  we  are  told  the  Province  of  Quebec  has 
this  right,  because  the  railway  in  respect  of  which  aid  was 
granted  last  Session  is  one  of  Dominion  interest,  that  it 
has  become  a  part  of  the  great  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway, 
part  of  the  all-rail  route  from  ocean  to  ocean.  To  show  the 
position  of  affairs  I  would  stato  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  control  the  North  Shore  Bailway  as  far  as  Montreal, 
but  beyond  Montreal  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  have  no 
lines  running  over  the  North  Shore  at  all.  The  railway 
from  Montreal  to  Quebec,  to  which  $6,000  a  mile  was  granted 
is  not  a  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  at  all. 
Now  the  Credit  Valley  Bailway  is  a  portion  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway ;  the  Credit  Valley  Bailway  and  the  Toronto, 
Grey  and  Bruce  Bail  way  will  always  bo  a  portion  of  the 
main  line  ;  for  notwithstanding  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake 
Superior,  a  large  part  of  the  traffic  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  will  pass  by  means  of  water  communication 
from  Port  Arthur  to  Owen  Sound  or  over  the  Credit  Valley 
Bailway.  There  is  no  doubt  that  during  a  large  period  of  the 
year  this  railway  will  continue  to  bo  the  main  line  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  for  all  its  traffic,  notwithstanding 
the  construction  of  the  line  is  said  to  be  for  the  benefit  of 
Ontario.  Hon.  gentleman  say  $30,000,000  have  been 
spent  in  Ontario  for  the  benefit  of  Ontario  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  But  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway  is  an  undertaking  for  purely  national  pur¬ 
poses  ;  it  is  not  for  local  purposes  or  for  local  benefit.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  is  a  purely  national  undertaking, 
and  as  a  national  undertaking  the  Government  of  Canada 
undertook  t)  build  it  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
As  an  advantage  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  for  the  purpose 
of  connecting  the  Province  of  Quebec  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway,  the  railway  was  constructed  from  Bon- 
frew  to  Callander.  That  was  for  the  purpose  of  connect¬ 
ing  the  Quebec  system  of  railways  with  the  Canadian 
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Pacific  Eailway  in  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec.  As  an  offset  to  that,  it  was  agreed  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways  that  the  people  of  Ontario  had  the 
right  to  have  communication  by  means  of  Government  aid 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  between  Callander  and 
Gravenhurst,  and  the  bonus  given  by  this  Parliament  for 
the  construction  of  a  railway  from  Gravenhurst  to  Callander 
is  an  offset  for  the  aid  given  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  for 
the  construction  of  the  railway  east  of  Callander  ;  and  it  is 
no  answer  to  the  demands  of  the  Ontario  Government  and 
the  Ontario  municipalities  to  say  that  this  undertaking  ran 
through  a  large  portion  of  their  territory.  If  it  is  an  answer 
we  are  entitled  to  consideration  for  the  construction  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  which  was  largely  built  with  the 
money  of  the  people  of  Ontario  and  which  runs  largely 
through  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  the  Eastern  Provinces. 
The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  says  the 
Government  of  Ontario  had  to  borrow  money  last  year  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  the  aid  to  railways  voted  by  that 
Legislature.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  be  true  to  the  interests 
of  bis  Province  he  will  see  that  the  Ontario  Government  is 
reimbursed  to  a  certain  extent  for  its  outlay.  What  is  the 
condition  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  ?  They  had  sold  their 
railway,  their  finances  were  in  a  condition  that  demanded 
some  assistance  from  the  Government,  it  was  necessary  in 
order  to  the  carrying  out  of  the  Government  of  Quebec  that 
in  some  way  further  aid  should  be  gran'ed  to  them,  and  in 
that  view  this  Parliament  did  grant  further  aid.  Now,  if 
that  is  the  position  in  Ontario,  too,  the  hon.  member  for 
Monok  will  be  recreant  to  his  duty,  as  a  true  patriot,  as  one 
thoroughly  interested  in  Ontario,  if  he  does  not  urge  upon 
the  Government  to  relieve  that  Province  from  the  necessity 
ofbirrowing  money  to  bonus  these  railways.  But  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  the  leader  of  the  Government,  I 
understand,  told  a  delegation  from  the  counties  of  Ontario 
that  these  railways  were  taken  over  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  life  and  property ;  that  the  words  “  in  the 
general  interest  of  Canada”  were  merely  a  phrase,  and  it 
was  simply  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  life  and 
property  at  crossings  that  this  Government  assumed 
the  control.  Why,  if  that  were  the  purpose, 
then  the  Act  taking  over  the  control  is  ultra  vires, 
because  it  is  not  in  the  province  of  this  Parliament  to  take 
any  work  over  simply  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  life  and 
property.  The  declaration  that  a  work  is  for  the  general 
interest  of  Canada  must  be  a  substantial  declaration  and  not 
a  phrase,  otherwise  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  assuming 
control  of  these  railways  without  the  right,  without  having 
the  pretence  of  a  right,  without  even  the  pretence  of  declar¬ 
ing  that  they  are  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  If 
these  words,  as  they  are  used  in  that  Act,  are  only  a  phrase, 
then  that  phrase  has  been  adopted  for  the  very  purpose  of 
depriving  the  Province  of  Ontario  of  the  control  of  the  rail¬ 
ways  she  has  so  largely  aided.  The  Province  of  Ontario 
has  never  knocked  at  the  door  of  this  Parliament  for  aid. 
The  Province  of  Ontario  has  never  asked  that  the  terms  of 
Confederation  either  in  letter  or  in  spirit  should  be  altered. 
The  people  of  that  province  have  been  able  out  of  the  funds 
that  belong  to  themselves  to  develop  the  Province  to  a  very 
large  extent,  they  have  been  enabled  to  spend  large  sums 
of  money  for  the  purpose  of  opening  up  the  new  country, 
granting  aid  to  railways,  establishing  local  works  of  interest 
to  the.  Province,  and  they  have  never  asked  that  in  any 
way  the  financial  terms  of  the  Confederation  should  be 
altered.  They  have  resisted  the  alteration  of  those 
terms.  The  municipalities  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  have  not  asked  aid  from  this  Parliament, 
the  municipalities  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by  their 
delegations  and  by  their  memorials  which  are  now  before 
Parliament,  simply  ask  that,  if  the  funds  of  the  Dominion, 
if  the  moneys  to  which  they  contribute  the  largest  propor¬ 
tion,  are  to  be  expended  in  local  works  and  local  railways, 


and  if  municipalities  and  provinces  are  to  be  reimbursed  for 
the  construction  of  local  railways,  that  general  principle 
being  adopted,  they  too  shall  bo  recognised  and  a  portion  of 
the  money  contributed  by  them  shall  be  refunded  to  them, 
because  they  have  constructed  their  o.wn  local  works.  If 
this  Government  had  taken  the  position  in  1 8GT  that  they 
are  taking  now  of  interfering  with  local  works,  the  pro¬ 
vinces  would  not  have  granted  their  money  to  these  local 
works,  but  would  have  reserved  it  for  other  purposes.  But  the 
Province  of  Ontario  having  so  largely  expended  its  money  in 
this  way,  the  municipalities  of  that  Province  having  so  nobly 
voted  money  for  these  local  railways,  they  now  find  that 
after  having  developed  their  country,  after  having  spread 
over  their  Province  a  network  of  railways  such  as  no  other 
portion  of  the  world  can  boast  of,  they  are  to  be  taxed  in 
order  that  othor  local  railways  in  the  Dominion  may  be 
aided.  That  is  why  the  municipalitiies  are  before  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to-day,  and,  if  no  other  result  flows  from  the  depu¬ 
tation,  I  hope  the  result  indicated  by  the  First  Minister 
will  come  about — that  the  Act  of  1883  will  be  repealed,  and 
the  control  of  these  railways  given  back  to  the  Provincial 
Government,  which  is  amenable  and  answerable  to  tho 
Province  whose  money  has  so  largely  gone  into  the  con¬ 
struction  of  them. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  particular  motion  upon 
which  this  debate  has  arisen  illustrates  to  my  mind  how 
utterly  without  warrant  have  been  tho  general  statements 
male  from  the  Opposition  benches  and  promoted  by  hon. 
gentlemen  of  the  Opposition  in  tho  country  in  relation  to 
this  question.  Tho  complaint  mado  by  tho  hon.  member 
who  introduced  this  motion  was  that,  in  the  county  of  Sim- 
coe,  great  injustice  had  been  dor.e  because  that  county  and 
the  municipalities  in  that  county  had  give  bonuses  to  the 
Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway,  and  that  that  railway, 
thus  constructed  and  thus  aided  in  order  that  it  might  be¬ 
come  an  opposition  line  to  the  Northern  Railway,  had  boon 
absorbed  by  the  Northern  Railway  Company  immediately 
after  its  construction,  and  so  tho  people  lost  the  advantage 
which  they  had  expected  to  gain.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  correctly  stated  tho  case.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  tho  Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway 
Company  was  aided  by  the  municipalities  on  tho  distinct 
understanding  that  it  was  to  be  an  opposition  road  to  tbe 
Northern  Railway  ;  that,  when  tho  gentlemen  went  out  in 
the  interest  of  that  railway  from  Hamilton,  principally,  if  I 
do  not  mistake,  friends  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  such 
men  as  Mr.  John  Stuart  and  Mr  John  Proctor, 
of  Hamilton,  they  made  the  most  distinct  promises  that 
this  was  to  be  an  opposition  railway,  and  upon  that  ground 
they  got  the  assistance  of  those  municipalities.  There  were 
what  purported  to  bo  bonds  between  the  municipalities  and 
the  Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway  Company  which 
it  was  supposed  would  ensuro  tho  opposition  of  that  railway 
company  to  the  Northern  for  all  time ;  but  the  extraordinary 
thing  is  that  it  was  found,  before  the  railway  was  practically 
opened — locomotives  were  running  over  it,  but  it  was  before 
it  was  practically  open  for  traffic — an  arrangement  was 
made  by  which  the  late  Mr.  Cumberland,  then  the  manager 
of  the  Northern  Railway,  became  the  manager  of  the  North- 
Western  as  well,  and  tho  two  railways  practically  became 
one.  That  was  long  before  there  was  any  question  of  declar¬ 
ing  in  this  Parliament  that  tho  Hamilton  and  North-Western 
Railway  was  a  road  for  tho  goneral  benefit  of  Canada  ;  but 
the  curious  point  is  that  this  was  done  under  a  clause  in  the 
Act  incorporating  the  company  passed  by  the  Provincial 
Legislature  which  gave  to  the  company  the  power  to  do  the 
very  thing  which  they  subsequently  did.  If  anyone,  there¬ 
fore,  was  responsible  for  the  powor  which  existed  for  the  amal¬ 
gamation  of  these  two  companies  and  under  which  these  two 
companies  became  amalgamated,  it  was  the  Provincial  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Ontario  which  failed  to  protect  in  any  way  what- 
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ever  the  municipalities  which  had  granted  large  and  liberal 
bonuses  for  the  construction  of  this  railway.  All  the  injury 
that  resulted  to  the  municipalities  in  consequence  of  that 
amalgamation  had  resulted  to  them  long  before  there  was 
any  question  whatever  of  the  Act  passed  by  this  Parliament 
about  whicn  so  much  is  now  made.  That  is  not  the  only 
case  in  which  this  occurred  I  notice,  for  instance,  that,  in 
the  petitions  presented  to  the  First  Minister  by  that  depu¬ 
tation  which  was  here  the  other  day — a  very  large  and  influ¬ 
ential  deputation,  a  thoroughly  representative  deputation  of 
the  different  parts  of  the  Province  of  Ontario— one  of  the  coun¬ 
ties  that  asked  for  assistance  on  the  ground  that  their  road 
had  ceased  to  be  a  purely  local  road  in  consequence  of  the  Act 
of  this  Parliament,  was  the  county  of  Bruce.  It  happens  that 
I  personally  know  as  much  about  the  railway  history  of  the 
county  of  Bruce  as  perhaps  any  other  gentleman  in  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  getting  the  bonuses  for 
the  Wellington,  Grey  and  Bru  ?e  Railway  Company,  for  which 
a  demand  for  return  of  bonuses  was  made,  and  the  remark¬ 
able  thing  is  this,  that  so  far  from  that  being  a  local  road, 
the  special  ground  upon  which  the  company  made  their 
appeal  to  the  people  of  the  county  was,  that  it  was  not  a 
local  road  but  that  it  was  going  to  be  leased  by  the  Great 
Western  Railway  of  Canada  and  would  bocome  one  of  the 
groat  thoroughfares  of  the  country,  and  that  in  direct  oppo¬ 
sition  to  our  opponents  from  the  city  of  Toronto  who  were  in 
favor  of  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  Railway  Company,  and 
who  insisted  that  their  railway,  being  a  narrow  gauge  rail¬ 
way,  must  be,  in  tho  very  nature  of  things,  a  local  railway, 
and  therefore  of  greater  advantage  to  tho  locality.  Wo  beat 
them,  Sir.  Nowhere  in  the  country  where  the  two  railways 
came  into  competition  at  all,  did  the  Toronto,  Grey  and 
Bruce  succeed  in  getting  bonuses;  but  on  the  contrary  tho 
Wellington,  Grey  and  Bruce  obtained  its  bonuses  mainly 
upon  the  ground  that  it  was  not  to  be  a  purely  local  railway, 
but  that,  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Great  Western  Com¬ 
pany,  it  would  be  a  public  railway  and  practically  for  the 
advantage  of  Canada,  inasmuch  as  it  would  form  part  of  one 
of  the  great  thoroughfares  of  the  country.  Now  because  an 
Act  has  been  passed  here  declaring  all  railways  which  are 
through  lines  to  be  for  the  advantage  of  Canada,  they  ask 
that  tho  bonuses  may  be  returned  to  them.  Why,  Sir,  the 
very  ground  upon  which  they  gave  the  bonuses  in  the  first 
instance  was  the  ground  which  I  have  stated.  Then,  Mr. 
Speaker,  take  the  whole  Midland  system,  the  Toronto  and 
Nipissing  Railway,  the  Toronto  and  Port  Perry  Rail  way,  the 
Victoria  Railway,  those  railways  which  have  since  fallen 
into  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  ;  after  having  been  in  the 
first  instance  started  as  local  railways,  built  as  local  railways, 
built  under  the  idea  that  they  were  to  furnish  a  competition 
with  existing  linos  of  railways,  we  find  that  they  were  all 
amalgamated  or  absorbed  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
under  the  powers  of  two  Acts  of  Parliament,  one  passed  by 
the  Local  Legislature,  which  ignored  altogether  the  interests 
of  the  municipalities  in  connection  with  the  matter,  and 
practically  handed  over  the  whole  of  them  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  and  the  other  by  an  Act  passed  in  1878, which 
gave  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  great' powers  of  absorption 
and  amalgamation  of  any  other  railway  that  might  wish  to  be 
united  with  it.  Now,  Sir,  that  was  what  was  done  in  con¬ 
nection  with  that  system  of  local  railways.  No  one  that  I 
ever  beard  of  contended  that  the  municipalities  were  going 
to  be  injured  so  far  as  railway  facilities  were  concerned, 
although  they  were,  I  believe,  seriously  injured  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Midland  system,  seriously  injured  by  the  Local 
Legislature  at  Toronto  undor  Mr.  Mowat’s  control,  which 
handed  over  that  system  of  railways  to  the  Dominion.  Now, 
Sir,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat,  in  rolation  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  having  obtained  a  large  remission  of 
moneys  which  they  had  paid  for  the  building  of  these  rail¬ 
ways  ;  and  the  compliment  has  been  paid  to  the  members 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


from  that  Province  upon  the  ground  that  whenever  they 
want  anything  for  their  Province  they  unite  and  succeed  in 
getting  it.  Indeed,  Mr.  Speaker,  one  of  the  gentlemen  of 
the  deputation  who  addressed  the  First  Minister  the  other 
day  in  the  Railway  Committee  room,  made  a  statement 
there  showing  the  lack  of  correct  information  that  prevails 
in  the  country  in  regard  to  this  matter,  saying  that  the 
municipalities  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  had  obtained  a 
return  of  the  moneys  which  they  had  voted  as  aid  to  their 
railways.  As  a  matter  of  fact  they  got  nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  city  of  Montreal  voted  $1,000,000,  the  city  of  Quebec 
voted  $1,000,000,  and  the  city  of  Three  Rivers  voted  $200,000 
to  railways  which  were  local  railways  at  the  time  they 
gave  the  money.  One  was  the  North  Shore  Railway  and 
the  other  the  Northern  Colonisation  Railway,  both  char¬ 
tered  by  the  Province  of  Quebec  as  provincial  railways. 
Afterwards,  when  it  was  felt  that  these  roadi  were  to  bo 
part  of  a  great  through  system,  tho  companies  came  of  their 
own  motion  to  this  House  and  got  amendments  to  their 
charters,  and  in  order  to  get  these  amendments  they  had 
the  railways  declared  to  bo  for  the  benefit  of  Canada, 
and  from  that  time  they  came  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  laws  passed  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  Did 
the  people  of  Montreal,  or  of  Quebec,  or  of  Three  Rivers, 
or  of  tho  county  of  Ottawa,  or  of  St.  Jerome  and  St. 
Therese,  or  of  any  other  municipality  that  voted  bonuses 
-—did  any  of  them  ever  come  to  the  Government  say¬ 
ing  :  You  have  taken  our  railway  away,  you  have 
declared  it  to  be  for  the  advantage  of  Canada,  although  it 
was  a  local  railway  when  it  was  assisted  by  us,  and  now  we 
want  our  money  back  ?  Not  at  all,  Sir.  Tho  city  of  Montreal 
gave  $700,000  of  the  million  ;  they  wore  relieved  from  paying 
$300,000,  not  because  of  any  action  of  this  Parliament,  but 
because  the  line  from  Montreal  to  Quebeo  was  built  by  a 
northern  route  instead  of  a  river  route.  The  city  of  Quebec, 
by  arrangement  with  the  company,  also  were  relieved  of 
part  of  their  bonus,  paying  only  $700,000  or  $800,000  ;  the 
city  of  Three  Rivers  paid  $100,000  instead  $200,000;  but 
after  these  municipalities  had  paid  their  money  no  one  ever 
dreamed  that  because  these  railways  hid  been 
declared  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  Canada  they  were  there¬ 
fore  entitled  to  get  their  money  back,  although 
when  they  voted  and  gave  their  money  these  railways  were 
local  railways,  chartered  by  the  Legislature  of  th  3  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec.  Even  the  Province  of  Quebec  has  not  got 
back  the  money  which  it  spent  upon  these  roads.  The 
great  railway  from  Quebec  to  Ottawa  cost  the  Provincial 
Government  somewhere  about  $14,000,000  or  $15,000,000. 
What  they  got  back  was  this  :  When  the  whole  policy 
with  relation  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
was  changed ;  when  that  policy  which  originally  contem¬ 
plated  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  start  from 
Callander  and  go  westward  as  a  great  public  work; 
other  railways  desiring  to  secure  the  advantage  of  traffic 
being  required  to  meet  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at 
Callander,  by  extending  the  railway  to  that  point  by  their 
own  resources,  aided  by  such  provincial  and  municipal 
assistance  as  they  could  get — when  that  policy  was  changed, 
and  when  the  Government  of  which  the  hon.  momber  for 
East  York  was  leader,  granted  $12,000  a  mile  for  the  line 
from  Renfrew  to  Callander,  he  upset  the  whole  arrangement 
made  at  that  time.  Then,  Sir,  when  this  Government,  two 
years  ago,  gave  $12,000  a  mile  for  the  railway  from  Graven- 
hurst  to  Callander,  in  order  to  bring  the  traffic  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  down  to  Toronto,  they  altered  the  conditions  alto¬ 
gether.  So  that  what  was  asked  for  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  and  what  alone  was  given  to  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
was  this.  They  said  :  We  have,  in  good  faith,  under  a  policy 
which  contemplated  that  there  should  be  no  assistance  from 
the  public  Treasury  to  any  railways  reaching  tho  Pacific 
Railway  at  Callander,  expended  our  money  in  tho  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  railway,  and  we  are  entitled  to  the  same  treat- 
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ment  to  the  extent  at  least  of  $12,000  a  milo  that  the  other 
parts  of  the  country  have  obtained ;  and  they  got  $12,000  a 
mile — not  what  they  had  spent  on  the  railway ;  because,  as 
it  stands  to-day,  they  have  actually  given  more  money  to 
these  local  railways  which  have  become  part  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  than  the  Province  of  Ontario 
has  given  to  their  local  railways.  That  fact  is  concealed 
when  this  question  is  discussed  in  the  country.  The 
people  are  told  that  the  Province  of  Quebec,  because  the 
members  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  have  united  upon  the 
subject  and  made  a  formal  demand  upon  the  Government 
in  relation  to  it,  have  got  back  from  this  Government  the 
money  they  have  spent  on  these  railways.  Sir,  they  got 
nothing  of  the  kind ;  they  got  back  simply  an  equivalent 
for  the  amounts  granted  to  railways  which  finally  became 
part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  which  were  con¬ 
structed  outside  the  original  charter  of  that  railway,  to 
enable  the  lines  to  go  down  to  Renfrew  on  the  one  side  and 
down  to  Gravenhurst  on  the  other.  Then  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  that  great  injury  has  resulted,  that  a  right  has 
been  taken  away  from  the  municipalities  by  the  Act  which 
declared  these  railways  to  be  for  the  advantage  of  Canada. 
In  what  way  has  any  property  been  taken?  What  did 
these  municipalities  give  their  money  for?  To  get  a  rail¬ 
way.  Now  let  me  illustrate  by  the  Toronto,  Grey  and 
Bruce,  which  the  hon.  member  for  Peel  (Mr.  Fleming)  has 
just  referred  to.  That  railway,  as  he  knows,  was  a  local 
railway;  when  it  was  constructed  it  was  a  narrow  gauge 
railway;  and  as  he  knows,  when  it  was  a  narrow  gauge 
railway,  such  as  the  municipalities  had  contributed  to,  ic 
was  so  wretched  a  road  that,  instead  of  being  an  advantage 
to  tho  country  through  which  it  passed,  it  was  almost — if 
one  may  say  that  of  any  railway  at  all — a  disadvantage, 
with  but  little  rolling  stock,  a  bad  roadway,  and  the  whole 
system  practically  in  a  condition  which  indicated  ruin  and 
decay.  I  remember  myself  when  a  deputation  came  from 
Owen  Sound  to  the  city  of  Montreal  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  if  possible,  to 
take  possession  of  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce,  so 
as  to  put  it  in  a  condition  that  would  make  it 
of  value  to  the  country  through  which  it  passsed. 
Will  that  hon.  gentleman  pretend  to  tell  me  that  as  regards 
the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  tho  country  served  by  that 
railway  is  not  infinitely  better  off  under  the  railway  as  it 
exists  at  present,  with  a  magnificent  service  upon  that 
road,  with  the  number  of  trains  passing  over  it,  with  the 
accommodation  afforded  to  the  people  along  tho  lino,  than 
it  was  when  the  road  was  a  narrow  gauge  local  railway, 
to  which,  in  the  first  instance,  in  their  anxiety  to  get  a 
railway  at  all,  the  people  had  consented  to  contribute. 
They  have  to-day  a  railway  which  they  never  dreamed  of 
getting  when  that  money  was  given.  It  may  bo,  and  I  am 
told  it  is,  with  respect  to  the  town  of  Orangeville,  that  the 
effect  of  this  law,  in  the  opinion  of  some  lawyer—at  least 
that  is  the  representation  made  by  the  municipal  council  of 
that  town — is  to  destroy  some  agreement  in  regard  to 
station  accommodation  between  the  Credit  Yalley  and  tho 
Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  in  that  town.  All  I  can  say  is 
this  :  If  any  such  interpretation  can  possibly  be  placed  on 
that  Act  it  is  desirable  there  should  be  an  amending  Act, 
for  the  purpose  of  declaring  that  nothing  in  this  Act  should 
interfere  in  any  way  with  arrangements  entered  into  between 
municipalities  and  railway  companies.  But  I  cannot  see 
how  any  such  result  can  follow  ;  and  we  know,  in 
the  case  of  the  Hamilton  and  North-Western — because 
we  have  it  from  the  lips  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought 
up  this  motion — that  the  agreements  which  they  made  of 
a  similar  kind,  those  particular  bonds  which  they  entered 
into,  were  found  to  be  so  loosely  drawn  when  the  time  came, 
that,  to  use  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  expressive  words, 
you  might  drive  a  coachand-four  through  them,  and  so 
practically  they  were  of  no  value  whatever.  To  say  that 


injury  is  done  is  to  say  that  which — I  cannot  say  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  do  not  believe  it,  because  they  state  they  do,  and  by 
courtesy  we  assume  they  believe  it ;  but  I  am  quite  certain 
that  people  outside,  who  seriously  consider  this  matter,  can¬ 
not  for  a  singlo  moment  believe.  What  has  been  done  by 
this  Act  ?  Simply  this  :  that  one  condition  with  rospect  to 
contracts  should  obtain  on  the  railway,  For  instance,  a 
man  puts  goods  on  a  railway  at  Orangeville,  on  tho  Toronto, 
Grey  and  Bruce  or  the  Credit  Yalley,  to  be  sent  to  Mon¬ 
treal  ;  the  Act  provides  that  the  whole  lino  shall  be  under 
the  same  jurisdiction,  under  the  same  laws  and  open  to  the 
same  arrangements.  In  cases  whero  a  railway  crosses 
another  railway — and  it  is  only  in  such  cases  that  these  rail¬ 
ways  have  been  declared  to  be  for  the  advantage  of  Canada, 
inasmuch  as  the  provincial  law  cannot  possibly  control  the 
Dominion  lines,  inasmuch  as  by  the  constitution  it  is  provided 
that  the  Dominion  may,  under  certain  conditions,  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  think  fit,  control  provincial  lines,  we  therefore 
placed  them  under  the  same  jurisdiction  in  regard  to  matters 
connected  with  crossings,  high  or  low  lovel  crossings,  so  that 
they  may  be  placed  under  one  jurisdiction  and  dealt  with 
by  one  competent  authority.  That  is  all  there  is  in  the 
Act — neither  more  nor  less  than  simply  a  provision  that 
thoso  railways  which,  in  their  practical  operation,  are  parts 
of  great  through  lines,  whether  they  are  united  by  terms  of 
amalgamation  or  otherwise,  shall  be  under  one  common 
law,  and  that  a  man  living  near  any  part  of  them  shall  know 
that  the  law  which  regulates  the  railway  at  different  parts 
of  it  is  precisely  the  same.  We  have  made  two  or  three 
amendments  to  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act — one  a  rather 
remarkable  one,  that  in  relation  to  line  fencing.  The  amend¬ 
ment  was  brought  up  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Ren¬ 
frew  (Mr.  White)  because  under  an  o!d  judgment  of  tho 
court  it  was  found  that  where  a  railway  passed  through  a 
farm  and  did  damage  to  some  cattle,  there  being  no  fences, 
the  court  held  that  the  farmer  should  have  given  notice  to 
the  railway  company  in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of  a  right  of 
action  against  the  company.  We  passed  an  amendment  to 
declare  that  the  railway  company  is  bound  to  keep  up  tho 
fences,  and  that  no  such  notice  is  required  to  be  given  by  a 
farmer.  We  have  simply  applied  that  law  to  provincial  as 
well  as  Dominion  lines.  That  is  one  of  the  effects  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  Act.  In  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act,  which  wo 
are  improving  from  year  to  year,  in  the  direction  of  afford¬ 
ing  better  protection  to  life  and  property  and  for  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  people  served  by  such  railways,  improvements 
which  have  been  accepted  by  Ministers  at  the  suggestion  of 
independent  members,  with  a  view  to  rendering  the  Act  as 
perfect  as  possible,  we  have  simply  declared  that  those  par¬ 
ticular  provisions  shall  apply  to  local  railways,  or  what 
hitherto  have  been  local  railways,  as  well  as  to  Dominion 
railways. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  Ontario  Act  contains  such  pro¬ 
visions. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  Ontario  Act  may  or  may 
not  contain  such  provisions— and  we  have  no  control 
over  provincial  legislation — and  wo  had  therefore  no 
uniform  law  controling  those  railways.  I  venture 
to  say  there  is  not  a  farmer  living  upon  the  lino  of 
one  of  thoso  railways  which  has  boon  --declared  to  be 
for  tho  advantage  ot  Canada,  on  one  of  those  lateral 
roads  taken  possession  of  by  a  great  through  trunk  line,  and 
worked  by  it,  and  in  that  way  affording  far  greater  accomo¬ 
dation  and  advantage  to  those  localities  than  they  were 
having  under  an  independent  and  necessarily  moro 
impoverished  local  railway  company,  who  will  not  realise, 
when  the  matter  is  fairly  discussed,  that  the  Act 
declaring  those  railways  to  be  for  the  advantage  of  Canada 
has  not  destroyed  any  property  in  them,  has  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  interfered  with  what  the  municipalities 
wanted  when  they  gave  bonuses  to  the  railway;  but  that 
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the  Government  have  secured  for  them  a  very  much  better 
railway,  a  much  more  thorough  and  efficiently  equipped 
railway,  and  a  better  worked  and  operated  railway  than  they 
could  possibly  have  had  so  long  as  the  lines  were  merely 
local  works.  The  particular  case  which  has  given  rise  to 
this  debate,  and  which  occurred  before  there  was  any 
clause  placed  in  our  Consolidated  Eailway  Act  declaring 
those  local  railways  to  be  for  the  advantage  of  Canada, 
proves  to  us  how  utterly,  I  was  going  to  say  dishonest,  but 
how  utterly  unworthy  is  tho  whole  agitation  attempted 
to  be  raised  in  Ontario  with  a  view,  if  possible,  of  giving 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  they  are  bankrupt  in  every¬ 
thing  else,  some  local  cry  to  enable  them  to  get  hold  of 
the  sympathies  of  the  people,  which  they  have  so  utterly 
lost. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Wo  have  evidently  made  a  mistake  as 
regards  some  of  our  ideas  with  respect  to  coming  Cabinet 
changes.  We  have  had  the  idea  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat  was  the  “  man  on  deck,”  if  I  may 
use  a  somewhat  slang  phrase,  for  tho  position  of  Minister  of 
Finance  when  the  present  occupant  of  that  position  shall  be 
promoted  to  a  higher  sphere.  But  now  it  seems  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  must  be  tho  coming  Minister  of 
Railways.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  is  Acting  Minister  of 
Railways  has  been  sitting  there  evidently  wearied  with  the 
discussion,  with  his  head  on  his  hand,  as  if  the  whole  matter 
did  not  concern  him  but  belonged  to  some  other  Depart¬ 
ment,  or  as  if  it  was  a  little  squabble  between  Ontario 
members — at  all  event,  as  if  it  was  a  matter  of  no  interest 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  while  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White),  has  made  the  official  defence  of  tho  Govern¬ 
ment,  although  hon.  members  had,  of  course,  expected  to 
have  heard  from  the  Acting  Minister  of  Railways  on  tho 
question  under  discussion. 

Mr.  POPE.  You  will,  if  you  give  me  a  chance. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  been  sitting  here  in  my  seat  for  two 
hours  waiting  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  speak.  Half  a 
dozen  other  members  have  spoken,  but  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways  seemed  to  be  asleep,  and  I  therefore  felt  com¬ 
pelled  to  do  something  to  awaken  him.  I,  therefore,  call  on 
him  to  awake,  arise,  speak  on  this  subject,  and  not  leave 
the  whole  matter  to  be  explained  by  the  pros¬ 
pective  Minister  of  Railways.  Tho  prospective  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Railways — there  are  three  or  four  Ministers 
for  that  department — goes  off  on  the  old  tack, 
that  the  only  ground  on  which  wo  asked  to  have  these 
bonuses  recouped  was  the  grasping  action  of  the  Dominion 
in  taking  control  of  the  local  roads.  Well,  Sir,  it  must  be 
repeated,  because  we  have  got  a  little  away  from  it  to-day, 
that  although  that  is  a  ground  for  asking  such  a 
recompense,  it  is  not  the  only,  it  is  not  the  first  ground 
for  asking  such  aid.  The  special  ground  for  asking  this 
repayment  is,  that  the  Government  have  instituted  a  gen¬ 
eral  policy  of  railway  aid  through  the  Dominion,  not  only 
to  through  lines  but  to  local  lines  ;  and  it  will  bo  admitted 
by  all  to  be  a  just  and  fair  principle  that  when  they  take 
taxes  from  one  part  of  the  country  to  build  roads  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  some  consideration  should  be  given  to  the 
people  of  those  localities  who  have  put  their  hands  in  their 
pockets  and  built  their  own  local  roads.  The  act  of  injustice 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  taking  of  those  roads  under  the 
control  of  the  Dominion  Government,  an  act  which  it  has 
been  hinted  is  ultra  vires  and  may  be  found  to  be  so,  like 
many  of  the  Acts  of  this  Government,  aggravates  the  injus¬ 
tice  and  intensifies  the  claim  ;  but  if  that  Act  had 
not  been  passed,  still  less,  if  it  were  now  repealed, 
would  it  destroy  the  claim  held  by  the  municipali¬ 
ties  which  have  assisted  these  roads.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  recited  to  us  a  short 
history  of  a  railway  campaign  in  which  he  took  part  on 
behalf  of  the  Wellington,  Grey  and  Bruce.  I  believe  that  road 
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was  bonused  by  parts  of  some  townships  forming  part  of 
his  present  constituency.  I  believe  that  parts  of  Cliinga- 
cousy  and  Caledon  and  Albion  together  gave  $30,000  to  the 
Wellington,  Grey  and  Bruce,  at  the  instance  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  the  others  who  went  from  the  city  of  Hamil¬ 
ton  to  carry  on  the  campaign  for  that  road,  and  to-day  he 
tells  his  constituents,  those  who  were  urged  by  himself  and 
by  others  to  grant  a  bonus  to  that  road,  that  they  have  no 
right  to  be  reimbursed. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mis¬ 
taken.  No  township  in  my  county  gave  a  bonus  to  the 
Wellington,  Grey  and  Bruce. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  said  parts  of  three  townships  grouped 
together  did. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  No  ;  they  did  not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  was  informed  so,  but  if  not  it  was  to  the 
Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce.  The  township  of  Caledon  gave 
$45,600;  Albion,  $38,000 ;  and  Chingacousy,  $30,000;  and 
I  think  those  townships  are  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  consti¬ 
tuency.  Together,  they  gave  $133,000  to  the  Toronto, 
Grey  and  Bruce  Railway,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  comes 
here  and  he  tells  the  people  of  those  townships  that  “he  was 
going  to  say  it  was  dishonest  ”  to  assert  that  they  had  any 
claim,  but  he  says  he  cannot  say  that  because  he  is  in  the 
House.  But  that  is  his  thought;  and  it  will  go  to  his  con¬ 
stituents  and  to  the  people  along  the  line  of  the  Wellington, 
Grey  and  Bruce,  who  were  induced  to  bonus  that  road  by 
his  representation,  that  it  is  his  opinion  that  it  is  “  almost  dis¬ 
honest  ”  to  ask  that  they  shall  be  recouped  for  these  moneys. 
He  says  the  municipalities  who  bonused  roads  in  Quebec  do 
not  complain,  because  the  control  of  those  roads  was  taken 
by  the  Dominion  Government.  Why  should  they  com¬ 
plain?  Nearly  every  one  of  those  roads  which  was  thus 
assumed  was  assisted  by  this  Government;  Grants 
were  given  to  the  Gatineau  Valley  Railway,  to  the 
Lake  St.  John  Railway,  and  half  a  dozen  others,  which  I 
need  not  mention  now.  They  received  grants  when  they 
were  taken  under  the  control  of  the  Dominion  Government; 
Why  should  these  municipalities  grumble  when  they  were 
getting  money  in  consideration  of  the  Government  taking 
over  the  roads  ?  It  is  we  in  western  Ontario  who  have 
paid  out  our  own  money  for  building  roads,  and  who  have 
had  the  control  of  them  taken  from  a  Government  which 
was  directly  responsible  to  us,  and  put  in  the  hands  of  a 
Government  which  is  responsible  to  all  parts  of  the  Dominion 
as  well  as  to  Ontario ;  it  is  we  who  have  reason  to  grumble. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  complaint 
will  not  only  be  found  in  his  own  constituency,  and 
along  the  line  of  road  for  which  he  assisted  in  getting 
bonuses,  but  that  it  will  be  widespread  throughout  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  We  have  seldom  seen — I  think  few 
members  have  often  seen — a  larger,  more  respec¬ 
table  or  more  earnest  delegation  than  the  one 
which  met  the  First  Minister  and  the  first  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways  in  tho  Railway  Committee  room  the  other 
day  on  this  question;  and  the  very  composition  of  that 
delegation  and  tho  names  of  the  gentlemen  who  were  its 
spokesmen  is  sufficient  to  show  that  it  was  not  a  political 
demonstration.  Who  was  the  first  to  speak  on  that 
momorial  ?  It  was  Mayor  Smith,  of  Kingston ;  is  he  a 
Grit?  The  next  was  Mr.  Cowan,  of  Galt ;  is  he  an  Opposi¬ 
tionist?  Ho  is  the  man  who  has  been  exhibited  through  the 
country  as  the  special  trophy  of  tho  National  Policy — the 
captivo  of  its  bow  and  spear — the  man  who  was  taken  away 
from  the  Grits  on  account  of  the  National  Policy.  Then  we 
had  Mr.  Joseph  Gibson,  of  Ingersoll,  who  certainly  is  not  an 
Oppositionist,  who  has  been  a  Conservative  candidate  on 
several  occasions.  I  do  not  think  anybody  will  pretend  that 
this  visit  to  Ottawa  was  a  political  act  on  the  part  of  these 
gentlemen.  They  oame  no  doubt  against  their  will, 
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feeling  that  probably  this  was  a  matter  which  would 
embarrass  the  Government  more  or  less,  that  they 
would  not  be  welcomo  to  the  Government,  perhaps,  but 
because  they  they  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  as  reeves 
and  deputy  reeves  and  delegates,  they  came  down  and 
risked  embarrassment  to  the  Government,  and  risked 
everything  to  fulfil  their  duty  to  their  municipalities 
and  the  people.  They  did  their  duty  nobly  and  manfully, 
and  what  reception  did  they  meet  with  ?  I  do  not  know 
that  they  might  have  expected  a  great  deal  of  taffy  from 
the  Minister  of  Railways,  but  I  believe  they  did  expect  a 
courteous  recoption,  a  full  hearing  and  a  pleasant  reply 
from  the  First  Minister.  But  I  am  afraid  they  were  disap¬ 
pointed  in  that  respect.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  correctly 
reported  in  his  own  newspapers — I  was  not  present 
myself  when  he  made  his  reply — he  told  them  very 
bluntly  that  the  thing  could  not  be  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration,  that  there  was  no  precedent  for  it,  that  no 
municipality  in  Quebec  had  been  recouped  for  bonuses 
given  to  railway  companies,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  the 
thing  was  to  be  pooh-poohed  and  treated  with  contempt. 
That  was  the  impression  to  be  derived  from  his  remarks. 
In  fact,  one  of  the  members  of  that  delegation,  a 
leading  Conservative,  was  heard  to  say,  in  a  public  place, 
and  without  any  pretence  of  speaking  privately,  that  he  had 
been  on  a  large  number  of  delegations  and  had  been 
refused  many  a  time,  but  that  heretofore  they  had 
always  “  been  slid  out  on  a  greased  plank,”  but  that 
on  this  occasion  the  plank  was  in  such  a  condition  that 
he  did  not  enjoy  that  kind  of  toboganning  at  all.  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  will  find  that 
this  is  a  cry  which  cannot  be  pooh-poohed.  They  may 
treat  leading  Conservatives  who  come  to  them  with  this 
sort  of  discourtesy,  and  give  them  short  answers,  but  there 
are  at  the  back  of  those  gentlemen  those  who  cannot  be 
treated  in  that  way.  At  the  back  of  them  are  the  farmers 
of  Ontario,  who,  together,  form  a  body  which  even  the  pre¬ 
sent  Government,  with  their  tremendous  majority,  cannot 
afford  to  pooh-pooh,  to  treat  with  contempt,  or  to  “  slide  out 
on  a  rough  plank.”  In  that  case  I  think  it  would  be  the 
Government  themselves  who  will  be  slid  out  in  that  way, 
rather  than  the  farmers.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr. 
McCallum)  has  told  us  that  we  in  St.  Thomas,  in  particular, 
are  a  very  grasping  and  greedy  lot  of  people ;  that 
we  in  the  county  of  Elgin,  wanted  the  other 
parts  of  Canada  to  subscribe  1o  make  us  rich.  That 
does  sound  to  me  rich,  coming  from  an  hon.  member 
who  represents  the  neighborhood  watered  or  drained,  I  do 
not  know  which  I  should  say,  by  the  Welland  Canal.  To 
what  extent  has  the  rest  of  the  country  subscribed  for  the 
benefit  conferred  on  the  constituency  of  Monck  and  the  rest 
of  the  district  through  which  the  Welland  Canal  passes? 
Many  millions  have  been  expended  on  it.  We  are  not 
asking  to  be  recouped  for  the  expenditure ;  but  it  does 
seem  to  us  rich  that  that  hon.  gentleman  representing  that 
distinct  should  raise  such  an  objection  to  this  claim. 
Perhaps  he  will  say  that  is  a  work  for  the  general  benefit 
of  Canada.  Well,  that  is  the  ground  on  which  aid  was 
given  to  it,  and  for  that  reason  we  do  not  ask  to  be  recouped 
for  it,  although  it  does  confer  benefit  on  the  district  through 
which  it  runs.  But  will  any  one  contend  that  the  Napanee 
and  Tamworth  Railway,  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John 
Railway,  and  Gatineau  Valley  Railway,  are  works  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Welland  Canal?  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr. 
O’Brien)  also  affected  to  pooh-pooh  this  whole  affair.  He 
thought  that  delegation  had  been  sent  down  here  on  a  fool’s 
errand.  He  explained  that  he  did  not  say  they  were  fools, 
but  were  made  to  look  foolish  by  the  errand  on  which  they 
were  sent.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  that  that  was  the  right 
language  to  use  with  regard  to  a  body  of  men  delegated 
by  their  county  councils  to  come  on  this  mission.  I  believe 
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the  hon.  gentleman,  knowing  him  as  I  do,  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  to  speak  discourteously  of  these  men ; 
but  he  had  the  intention  to  speak  discourteously  of  the 
errand  on  which  they  were  sent,  and  to  make  the  whole 
affair  look  as  ridiculous  as  possible.  Probably  he  will  find 
that  these  gentlemen  do  not  think  the  matter  a  ridiculous 
or  foolish  one ;  and  any  irritation  they  may  feel  in  con¬ 
nection  with  it  may  possibly  be  on  account  of  the  reception 
they  had  from  the  authorities  here  when  they  came  down. 
He  said  his  own  constituents  were  satisfied.  Well,  his  own 
constituents  are,  to  some  extent,  interested  in  the  Graven- 
hurst  and  Callander  Railway.  They  may  have  reason  to 
be  contented;  but  there  aro  other  municipalities  in  Canada 
which  have  given  bonuses  to  railways,  which  have  no 
Gravenhurst  and  Callander  Railway  passing  through  them, 
and  which  have  as  much  right  to  the  railway  aid  which  is 
being  scattered  about  as  the  constituents  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Muskoka.  I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  for  those  gentlemen 
whose  counties  happen  to  have  received  aid  under  this 
general  railway  policy  to  oppose  the  demand  of  other 
municipalities  who  have  not  received  any  such  aid. 
I  think,  too,  that  there  are  in  this  House  some  Conserva¬ 
tive  members,  representing  constituencies  through  which 
bonused  railways  run,  who  have  not  yet  been  heard  from, 
and  who  ought  to  be  heard  from  before  this  debate  closes.  I 
believe  the  constituents  of  the  hon.  members  for  North  and 
South  Essex  (Mr.  Patterson  and  Mr.  Wigle)  have  some 
interest  in  this  matter,  and  will  require  some  account  from 
their  representatives  when  they  return  home.  I  believe 
the  constituents  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Smyth) 
will  require  some  account  from  him,  in  regard  to  his  action 
on  this  matter,  when  he  goes  home.  I  have  special  ground 
for  my  expectation  in  the  latter  case,  because  I  see  by  the 
proceedings  of  the  council  of  the  county  of  Kent  that  it 
was  proposed  to  petition  the  Government  on  this  matter ; 
but  the  majority,  who  wore  good  Conservatives,  I  suppose, 
declared  that  they  had  perfect  confidence  in  their  member, 
that  he  would  do  what  he  could,  and  that  they  would  leave 
the  matter  in  his  hands,  without  troubling  him  with  a 
memorial  or  asking  him  officially  to  act.  He  will,  no 
doubt,  therefore,  show  them  that  he  has  done  his 
utmost  to  obtain  justice  for  the  county  of  Kent 
in  that  respect.  The  other  gentlemen,  who  will, 
no  doubt,  be  heard  in  the  debate.  I  need  not  particu¬ 
larise  ;  but  I  think  every  member  whose  constituents  have 
bonused  railways  will  feel  it  his  duty  to  stand  up  and  give 
a  deliverance  on  this  question.  Of  course,  we  hardly 
expected  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  to  take 
the  Ontario  view  of  the  matter,  with  regard  to  recouping 
either  the  Government  or  the  municipalities.  But  I  think 
he  ought  not  to  have  raised  the  sectional  cry,  that  this  was 
an  attempt  to  arouse  Province  against  Province.  We  have 
never  done  anything  of  the  kind,  and  justice  has  been  done 
to  us  in  this  respect  by  the  French  Canadian  newspapers. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  when  this  question  was  up  last 
Session  our  contention  was,  if  you  give  Quebec  what  she 
claims  to  be  just  you  should  do  for  Ontario  as  you  have 
done  for  Quebec.  We  did  not  say,  you  are  swindling 
Ontario  for  the  benefit  of  Quebec.  We  said,  if  this  be  the 
established  policy  of  the  country,  you  must  do  justice  all 
around.  The  deputation  were  told  the  other  day  by  the  two 
Ministers-  who  met  them  that  no  municipalities  in  Ontario 
had  ever  been  recouped  for  bonuses.  Now,  we  have  a  pre¬ 
cedent,  and  I  am  thankful  to  the  hon.  member  for  Peel  (Mr. 
Fleming)  for  having  called  it  to  mind.  One  Ontario  muni¬ 
cipality  at  least  was  recouped,  and  at  a  time  when  the 
recouping  was  likely  to  have  the  best  effect,  namely,  on  the 
eve  of  an  election.  Perhaps  before  the  next  election  we 
shall  hear  of  more  of  such  recouping.  Perhaps  it  will  be 
necessary,  in  order  to  secure  the  reolection  of  some  hon. 
members  to  this  House,  and  I  throw  out  this  hint  to  them, 
that  to  have  bonuses  recouped  to  them,  as  the  bonus  wag 
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granted  to  the  municipality  of  Pembroke.  If  I  wanted  to 
make  political  capital  I  would  not  make  this  suggestion,  but 
I  hope  they  will  carry  it  out,  and  so  have  justice  done  to 
Ontario. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  I  have  listened  attentively  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey), 
and  to  those  of  the  pieceding  speakers  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  I  have  failed  to  hear  of  one  injury  which  has 
been  inflicted  on  any  municipality  or  any  railway  by  the 
Dominion  Government  declaring  these  lines  to  be  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada ;  but  I  can  see  many  benefits 
which  have  resulted  from  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
so  doing.  I  will  give  one  instance.  In  the  West  Riding  of 
York,  which  adjoins  the  city  of  Toronto,  there  are  four 
lines  of  railway  crossing  two  important  streets.  For  a  long 
time  they  created  great  difficulty,  and  it  was  felt  that  a 
sub-way  or  overhead  bridge  should  be  constructed  at  that 
point.  Well,  we  called  on  the  Ministry  for  several  years  in 
the  endeavor  to  have  this  matter  remedied.  But  two  of  the 
lines,  the  Credit  Yalley  and  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce, 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Local  Legislature,  while  the 
two  others,  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the  Northern, were  under  the 
co'ntrol  of  the  Dominion  Parliament.  It  was  felt  that  one 
sub-way  should  be  made  to  answer  for  the  whole  four  lines. 
Until  the  Dominion  Government  assumed  all  these  lines, 
and  declared  them  to  be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada, 
we  were  helpless,  and  the  lives  of  people  were  endangered 
at  that  point ;  but  as  soon  as  that  policy  was  adopted  wo 
had  no  difficulty.  The  Dominion  Government  at  once  made 
an  order,  by  which  the  companies  controlling  those  four- 
lines  built  a  sub-way,  which  has  been  found  an  enormous 
benefit  to  the  citizens  of  Toronto  and  all  who  travel  at  that 
point.  The  hon.  member  for  Peel  (Mr.  Fleming)  has  told 
us  what  a  great  injury  has  been  done  to  the  town  of  Bramp¬ 
ton,  which  gave  $20,000  to  the  Credit  Yalley  Railway,  the 
control  of  which  was  taken  away  from  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  and  handed  over  to  the  Dominion  Government. 
In  my  opinion,  Orangeville  never  made  a  better  investment 
than  when  they  gave  $20,000  towards  the  construction  of 
the  Credit  Yalley  Railway.  They  gave  that  $20,000  bonus 
in  order  to  have  a  competing  line ;  they  have  that  com¬ 
peting  line  and  a  more  advantageous  market  to-day  than 
has  any  other  town  in  that  part  of  the  country,  outside  of 
Toronto.  Their  $20,000  is  being  returned  to  them  many 
times  over,  and  that  is  principally  due  to  the  fact,  not  that 
they  have  the  Credit  Valley  only,  but  that  it  became  part 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  by  which  means  they 
have  connections  eastward  and  westward,  and  have  thus 
facilities  for  shipping  grain  eastward  to  Montreal  or  west¬ 
ward  to  Chicago.  We  have  been  told  what  the  Province  of 
Quebec  received  bonuses,  last  year,  and  that  therefore  the 
Province  of  Ontario  should  receive  bonuses  also.  If  we 
received  our  money  back,  if  tho  municipalities  in  Ontario 
were  returned  the  bonuses  they  gave,  what  argument  could 
be  used  in  that  case  which  would  not  apply  to  all  the  other 
Provinces  ?  Why  would  not  every  municipality  in  every 
Province  of  the  Dominion  be  entitled  to  receive  back  any 
bonus  it  may  have  granted  to  railways  ?  Why  even  stop 
there  ?  Why  not  return  all  the  bonuses  given  by  the  different 
Local  Parliaments  of  theDominion  ?  Because,  if  the  argument 
is  correct,  that  you  must  hand  back  the  moneys  voted  by 
the  municipalities,  you  must  also  return  the  moneys  voted 
by  the  Legislatures.  What  is  the  amount  we  would  have 
to  pay  back,  and  would  it  be  a  fair  tax  upon  the  people  ?  I 
say  it  would  be  a  most  unjust  tax  upon  the  people.  We 
were  told  the  other  day,  and  have  again  been  told  to-day, 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  any  member  of  this  side 
who  would  dare  to  vote  against  this  motion  would  not  dare 
to  go  back  to  his  constituents.  I  will  dare  to  give  my  vote 
against  it,  I  will  have  great  pleasure  in  giving  my  vote 
Mr,  Casey, 
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against  it;  and  I  will  have  still  more  pleasure  in  going  back 
to  my  constituents  and  justifying  to  them  my  vote.  But  I 
have  not  found  out  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  had 
the  courage  to  move  a  resolution.  All  that  they  do  is  to  ask 
for  the  papers,  correspondence  and  memorials,  but  they 
have  not  yet  formulated  a  resolution.  They  are  trying  to 
make  a  little  capital  in  some  localities,  but  they  will  find 
their  course  to  be  a  boomerang  that  will  hurt  most,  on  the 
rebound,  the  men  who  hurled  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  wish  to  correct  a  statement  or  two 
made  by  the  bon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  with 
regard  to  the  history  of  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  Rail¬ 
way.  He  said  that  at  the  time  this  Act  was  passed  the 
Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  was  a  narrow-gauge  railway,  and 
when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  leased  and  became, 
virtually,  owners  of  that  line,  it  was  converted  into  a  wide 
gauge  road. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  made  no  such  statement.  I 
said  that  when  the  bonuses  were  voted  by  the  municipalities 
it  was  a  narrow  gauge  railway,  but  that  it  was  changed 
before  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  got  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Then  it  was  abroad  gauge  road  in 
full  operation  at  the  time  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
became  the  owners  of  it.  With  regard  to  the  unfortunate 
position  in  which  the  town  of  Orangeville  stands,  and  that 
portion  of  the  county  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  the 
honor  to  represent,  L  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  few  facts.  The  town  of  Orangeville  contributed  money 
towards  the  construction  of  the  Credit  Valley  Railway  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  competing  roads.  The  Credit 
Yalley  Railway  Company  built  their  line  iu  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  one  of  which  was  that 
they  were  under  no  circumstances  to  amalgamate  or  onter 
into  running  powers  with  any  other  line  without  the  consent 
of  the  corporation  and  of  the  Ontario  Government.  The 
Ontario  Government  was  to  be  called  on  before  any  agree¬ 
ment  that  might  be  contemplated  could  be  concluded ; 
consequently,  the  Credit  Yalley  Railway  Company  had  not 
the  power  to  enter  into  any  running  arrangements  with 
the  Ontario  and  Quebec  Railway  Company  or  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  without  the  consent  of 
the  Ontario  Government.  But  by  the  Act  of  this 
House  the  Government  declared  the  Credit  Valley  line 
to  be  one  for  the  general  interest  of  Canada.  The  company 
took  advantage  of  the  change  in  its  position  and  entered 
into  a  permanent  agreement  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  thus  bringing  both  lines  under  the  one  control ; 
and  the  result  was,  the  people  of  Orangeville  were  deprived 
of  the  competition  they  anticipated  when  they  gave  a  bonus 
towards  the  construction  of  the  Credit  Valley  road.  I  was 
rather  struck  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
York  (Mr.  Wallace).  He  said  that  he  did  not  know  of  any 
instance  of  injustice  along  the  line  of  that  road,  but  let  any 
man  who  has  any  doubt  with  regard  to  the  feeling  of  that 
particular  section,  in  and  around  the  town  of  Orangeville, 
make  enquiries,  and  he  will  find  that  a  very  strong  feeling 
of  opposition  exists  against  the  continuation  of  matters  as 
they  now  stand.  It  matters  not  what  action  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  the  House  may  take  with  regard  to  putting  these 
roads  in  the  position  they  occupied  before  the  Govern¬ 
ment  assumed  control,  they  cannot  possibly  be  placed 
in  the  position  in  which  the  people  would  obtain 
all  the  advantages  that  they  would  be  now  enjoying, 
had  the  Government  not  interfered;  because  to-day  the 
contract  between  the  two  companies  is  signed  and  sealed, 
the  two  roads  are,  beyond  doubt,  one,  and  I  cannot  see  by 
what  action  the  Government  or  this  House  can  undo  that 
arrangement.  The  people  of  that  section  have  an  undoubted 
claim  for  compensation.  Of  course  it  is  said  not  a  mile  of 
road  has  been  taken  from  them.  The  hon.  member  for 
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Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  says  they  have  been  deprived  of  none 
of  the  privileges  they  anticipated  enjoying  through  the 
construction  of  this  road ;  he  says  they  gave  their  money 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  railway  accommodation, 
and  they  have  got  the  railway  accommodation  they 
desired.  That  may  be  very  well  in  a  sense,  but 
I  contend  that  there  is  another  side  to  the  story.  Sup¬ 
pose  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  arranged  to  build  a 
commodious  dwelling  house  for  himself,  and  after  it  was 
erected  another  gentleman  were  to  step  in  and  say :  I  will 
occupy  it  along  with  you  ;  it  is  plenty  large  enough 
for  you  and  me ;  I  will  not  take  away  a  stone  of  the 
building  or  deprive  you  of  any  accommodation  you 
would  otherwise  enjoy ;  I  am  willing  you  should 
have  all  the  advantages  you  anticipated  from  the 
erection  of  the  House,  but  I  am  going  to  enjoy 
possession  with  you.  I  rather  fancy  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  say  :  If  you  wish  to  enjoy  the  advantages  you  must 
contribute  towards  the  cost.”  I  say  that  this  Government, 
by  their  acts,  have  virtually  declared  the  Toronto,  Grey  and 
Bruce  to  be  a  road  for  the  general  advantages  of  Canada, 
and  the  townships  which  bonused  the  road  are  perfectly 
entitled  to  be  recouped  their  money ;  I  hold  that  the  muni¬ 
cipalities  along  the  route  of  that  line  have  a  special  claim 
for  compensation,  because  the  line  is  virtually  a  link  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  You  leave  Toronto,  go  to  Owen 
Sound,  take  the  steamer  to  Port  Arthur  and  proceed  on 
your  journey  over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  It  would 
be,  therefore,  impossible  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  \ 
without  this  liae,  to  carry  on  the  extensive  trade  now 
carried  on  by  them  in  supplies  and  in  many  other  ways. 
The  county  of  Dufferin  granted  towards  the  construction  of 
the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  something  like  $211,01)0. 
But,  we  find  that,  after  giving  this  money  and  getting  these 
road  for  themselves,  in  the  first  place  one  railway  and  after¬ 
wards  another,  the  Act  of  the  Government  places  them  in 
such  a  position  that  they  are  completely  robbed  of  the 
advantages  they  anticipated  from  competing  roads.  To-day 
these  people  are  paying  from  the  -town  of  Orangeville  in 
excess  of  the  amount  paid  from  thirty  miles  west  of  that. 

I  ask  if  they  have  not  the  right  to  complain  of  that  state  of 
things  ?  I  say  they  have,  and  that  they  have  a  right  to 
some  compensation  from  the  Government  and  the  people  of 
this  country.  I  hope  this  will  not  be  made  a  party  ques¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  desire  to  see  it  made  a  party  question.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  it  stated  by  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
that  it  had  been  got  up  by  members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
for  party  purposes.  Nine-tenths  of  the  men  who  came 
and  represented  that  constituency  were  Conservatives. 
In  one  township,  where  they  have  an  entire  Con¬ 
servative  council,  they  moved  in  the  matter  themselves. 
They  have  strong  views,  and  I  am  satisfied  they  feel  sincere 
and  think  they  have  a  right  to  be  heard  and  to  have  some 
recoupment  of  the  money  they  have  advanced.  It  is  very 
well  to  talk  about  their  not  being  deprived  of  the  advan¬ 
tages  they  anticipated,  I  know  that  the  statement  that 
they  have  not  the  railway  accommodation  taken  from  them 
appears  to  have  considerable  force,  but  when  you  pry  into  the 
matter  there  is  not  so  much  in  it.  You  may  say  that  before 
Confederation  these  buildings  stood  here  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  The  Confederacy  has  not  taken  away  any¬ 
thing  from  the  Province,  and  the  people  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  might  say  :  We  shall  not  allow  you  anything  for 
these  buildings ;  you  are  going  to  enjoy  them,  and  we  are 
going  to  enjoy  them  along  with  you.  Was  that  the  answer 
the  Maritime  Provinces  gave?  No ;  they  contributed  their 
share  towards  the  expense  connected  with  these  buildings, 
and  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  all  the  benefits,  comforts 
aDd  privileges  connected  with  them. 

Jt  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 


After  Recess. 

Mr.  McMULLBN.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  stated  that  he  did  not  think  those  townships  would 
undo  what  had  been  done  if  they  had  the  opportunity.  If 
he  enquired  carefully  into  the  feelings  of  the  people  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  Orangeville,  or  of  that  section  which 
he  has  the  honor  to  represent,  he  would  form  a  different 
opinion,  and  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  are 
honestly  sincere  in  the  approach  they  have  made  to  the 
Government  and  are  making  to  this  House  in  the  matter  of 
these  bonuses*  I  do  not  know  that  every  other  section  of 
the  Dominion  can  present  as  strong  a  case  as  the  county  of 
Dufferin  can  present.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  place, 
even  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  that  has  dropped  into  the 
same  unfortunate  position  that  that  section  has  dropped 
into,  in  consequence  of  the  Government  declaring  these 
roads  to  be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  If  those 
two  roads  had  remained  independent,  and  they  had  got  the 
benefits  of  competition  that  they  then  enjoyed,  I  do  not 
know  that  they  would  have  very  much  to  complain  of, 
further  than  this,  that  they  undoubtedly  feel  that,  since  the 
roads  have  been  used  so  extensively  in  the  interest  of 
the  entire  Dominion,  since  they  are  now  being 
used  by  the  Canada  Pacific  as  one  of  its  main  connecting 
lines  from  east  to  west,  some  reasonable  justice  should  be 
done  to  them  by  the  Dominion  contributing  to  the  service 
they  are  undoubtedly  reaping  by  the  construction  of  these 
roads  some  years  ago.  If  they  had  not  been  built  some 
other  road  would  have  had  to  be  built,  and  these  people 
feel  very  seriously  the  responsibilities  they  have  under¬ 
taken  in  regard  to  this  matter.  There  has  been  something 
said  with  regard  to  the  petitions  which  have  been  pre¬ 
sented.  I  might  be  permitted  to  read  one  clause  of  the 
petition  presented  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton) — and  I  am  sorry  he  is  not 
in  his  place — to  show  the  feeling  of  these  people  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  I  do  not  think  that  any  gentleman  who  had 
tbo  privilege  of  talking  to  those  men  who  appeared  here 
would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a  political  move¬ 
ment  on  the  part  of  those  delegates  or  on  the  part  of  anyone 
residing  in  the  county.  I  am  satisfied  that  they  feel 
honestly  and  anxiously  sincere  in  this  matter  and  have  no 
desire  to  harrass  or  annoy  or  bother  the  Government.  They 
feel  they  have  a  claim  and  they  are  anxious  that  it  should 
be  considered.  This  is  the  paragraph  of  the  petition  : 

“  Your  petitioner  would  call  your  attention  to  the  changed  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  above  mentioned  railroads,  as  also  of  the  country,  since 
the  above  grants  were  made.  The  roads  were  chartered  and  aided  as 
local  roads,  to  serve  local  purposes,  and  so  long  as  they  continued 
amenable  to  the  provincial  legislation,  and  maintained  inviolate  all 
agreements  entered  into  with  municipalities,  your  petitioner  did  not 
complain.  But,  under  the  changed  circumstances,  your  petitioner  feels 
it  a  great  hardship,  that  townships,  towns  and  villages  which  comprise 
its  county  should  be  compelled  to  contribute  so  largely  to  railways,  of 
equal  benefit  to  other  municipalities  which  have  in  nowise  contributed  to 
their  construction.  Your  petitioner  would  mo3t  respectfully  submit  that 
the  municipalities  that  now  form  the  county  of  Dufferin  can,  with  every 
justice,  ask  your  honorable  body  to  assume  their  debenture  issued  in 
respect  of  the  railways  mentioned,  and  place  the  burden  upon  the 
Dominion,  in  whose  interests  your  legislation  has  declared  that  the 
several  lines  of  road  exist.” 

I  think  that  fully  sets  out  the  claim  those  people  make  to  a 
refund  of  the  money  they  have  invested  in  those  roads. 
There  was  something  said  with  regard  to  the  money  that 
was  granted  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  we  were  told 
that  it  was  to  recoup  that  Province  for  the  money  they  had 
spent  on  lines  that  became  a  portion  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway.  I  think  that  any  person  who  heard  that 
question  discussed  in  this  House  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favor  of  the  refund 
of  that  money  was  the  fact  that  the  financial  position  of 
that  Province  was  such  that  it  was  necessary  that  some 
relief  should  be  extended  to  it.  The  Province  of  Quebec 
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pressed  their  claim  from  that  standpoint.  Now,  I  contend 
that  the  people  of  the  section  of  the  county  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  are  suffering  severely  from  the  burdens 
they  have  been  compelled  to  undertake  in  order  to  get  rail¬ 
way  accomodation.  When  they  went  into  that  section  of 
the  country  they  built  gravel  roads  which  they  had  to  pay 
for  out  of  their  own  municipal  tx*easury,  and  these  roads 
rendered  them  important  service  for  a  number  of  years. 
When  the  project  of  the  construction  of  a  broad  gauge  road 
was  first  presented  to  them,  they  felt  that  if  it  was  as 
fully  equipped  and  built  as  the  Grand  Trunk  Bail  way  or 
Great  Western  is  built,  they  were  not  able  to  give  a 
sufficient  sum  of  money  to  build  a  road  of  that  kind. 
In  their  struggling  efforts  they  accepted,  from  the  city  of 
Toronto,  a  narrow  gauge  line,  and  they  granted  bonuses 
towards  its  construction.  After  that  road  had  been  in 
operation  for  some  time,  they  found  it  did  not  give  that  con¬ 
nection  with  the  wide  gauge  roads  which  was  necessary, 
and  in  order  to  help  themselves  out  of  the  difficulty  they 
went  to  work,  and  in  some  cases  contributed  second 
bonuses,  in  order  to  enable  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce 
Company,  to  widen  their  gauge  and  make  an  efficient  line. 
After  doing  all  that  they  felt,  in  this  particular  section  of 
the  country  I  represent,  that  the  rates  that  were  charged 
were  somewhat  excessive,  and  that  they  must  have  compe- 
tion.  In  order  to  accomplish  that  they  submitted  further 
bonuses  and  granted  further  aid  to  the  Credit  Valley  Bail 
way,  and  the  town  I  have-  the  honor  to  represent  got  a 
branch  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Bailway.  We  got  these  roads 
for  the  purposes  of  securing  the  advantages  of  competition. 
Now  the  county  of  Dufferin  is  once  more,  unfortunately, 
placed,  as  I  said  before,  in  the  position  where  they  were 
before  they  granted  a  dollar  towards  the  construction  of  a 
second  road.  It  is  very  well  for  the  Government  to  say 
that  this  House  might  give  back  to  the  Ontario  Legislature 
the  power  that  we  took  from  them  by  the  action  of  this 
House,  by  giving  to  them  the  right  to  deal  with  these 
roads.  I  must  say  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  becoming 
action  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  take  control  of  a 
road  one  year  and  the  next  year  pitchfork  it  back  again 
to  the  Ontario  Legislature.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
right,  after  the  Government  have  assumed  the  responsibility 
of  the  control  of  these  lines,  rather  than  meet  the  question 
fairly  by  compromising  with  the  localities  and  making  a 
refund,  for  them  to  say :  We  will  give  back  the  roads, 
seeing  that  we  have  got  into  a  difficulty  by  the  action  we 
have  taken.  If  we  are  not  entitled  to  a  refund  of  all  the 
money  we  have  invested,  I  think  at  least  the  Government 
should  enter  into  some  arrangement  whereby  a  reasonable 
sum  should  be  refunded.  I  think  they  should  compromise 
the  case,  and  if  they  are  not  disposed  to  pay  back  the  full 
amount  let  them  pay  back  a  certain  percentage  of  the 
money  the  municipalities  have  contributed  towards  the  con¬ 
struction  of  these  roads.  When  the  Government  declared 
that  these  roads  were  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada 
they  surely  meant  that  they  were  really  so.  Well,  if  they 
are  really  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada  ought  not 
Canada  to  pay  for  the  general  advantage  ?  I  think  this 
position  cannot  be  denied.  The  member  for  York  made, 
some  remark  with  regard  to  all  the  other  Provinces  asking 
a  refund  for  the  lines  of  railway  they  had  built.  Now  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  fair  argument,  under  the  present 
circumstances.  The  fact  is  that  none  of  the  other 
Provinces  have  been  placed  in  the  position  in  which 
Ontario  has  been  placed.  There  is  no  other  Province 
in  which  the  Government  have  virtually  declared 
all  their  lines  to  be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada 
but  the  Province  of  Ontario,  so  far  as  I  know.  If  the  other 
Provinces  have  lines  that  are  declared  to  be  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  do  not 
object  to  justice  being  done  to  them,  and  to  their  being 
refunded  the  money  that  they  spent  on  roads  that  are 
Mr,  McMullen, 


d  eclared  to  be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada.  I 
believe,  Sir,  if  the  First  Minister  would  make  it  his  duty  to 
go  through  that  section  of  the  country,  and  if  he  saw  the 
hardships  and  the  struggles  of  these  people  to  get  along  in 
life,  I  believe  he  would  have  some  sympathy  with  them.  I 
I  believe,  if  he  had  been  disposed  to  take  into  consideration 
the  question  that  these  people  have  pressed  upon  him,  he 
would  consider  it  his  duty  to  propose  a  scheme  whereby 
some  reasonable  relief  should  be  granted  to  them.  Now,  I 
was  present  at  the  time  that  the  railway  deputation  met 
the  First  Minister  and  the  Minister  of  Bailways ;  I  was 
amongst  that  deputation.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think 
any  discourtesy  was  shown  to  them  by  the  First  Minister. 
I  heard  some  remark  of  that  kind,  but  I  cannot  agree  with 
it.  I  must  say  that  the  First  Minister  properly  explained 
to  the  deputation  that  the  House  was  in  Session  and  their 
time  was  very  limited,  and  if  his  remarks  were  short  he 
explained  why  they  were  short.  I  do  not  think  that  he 
intended  to  offer  any  insult ;  I  am  quite  sure  he  did  not. 
But  I  believe  if  more  time  had  been  given  in  which  to  talk 
this  whole  question  over,  if  the  thing  had  been  fully  gone 
into  and  he  had  come  to  realise  fully  the  extent  of  the  feel¬ 
ing  that  these  people  have  on  this  question,  I  believe  he 
would  consider,  and  that  the  House  would  consider,  that  no 
section  of  country  in  this  Dominion  can  present  a  stronger 
claim,  a  claim  backed  by  so  many  strong  and  reasonable 
arguments,  as  the  section  of  country  from  which  I  come. 
Now,  we  all  admit  that  the  Intercolonial  Bailway  was  built 
at  the  expense  of  this  entire  Dominion.  It  has,  undoubtedly, 
been  of  great  advantage  to  these  Provinces  through 
which  it  runs.  But  they  did  not  contribute  anything  in  the 
way  of  municipal  aid  ;  they  were  not  asked,  as  Provinces, 
to  contribute  specially  to  the  construction  of  that  road.  It 
would  hardly  be  fair  to  say  to  them  that  we  should  charge 
them  with  the  entire  cost  involved  in  that  line,  because  it 
was  built  through  that  part  of  the  country,  when  it  is  really 
used  for  Dominion  purposes.  On  the  same  ground  I  contend 
that  the  roads  to  which  I  have  referred  are  in  the  interest  of 
the  entire  Dominion.  Suppose  the  Government  should  decide 
to  have  the  Short  Line  Bailway  carried  through  the  State 
of  Maine,  would  it  be  right  and  proper  for  them  to  go  to 
the  State  of  Maine  and  ask  it  to  contribute  towards  the 
construction  of  the  road.  That  State  would  not  consider 
such  an  application.  It  is  obviously  for  the  accommoda¬ 
tion  of  the  whole  Dominion,  and  for  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway,  that  these  linos  have  been  declared  to  be  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada.  It  has  been  argued  that 
Parliament  should  not  aid  the  municipalities,  because  the 
Dominion  is  spending  a.  very  large  amount  of  money,  in 
aiding  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  to  build  a  line  along 
the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior.  Of  course,  the  build¬ 
ing  of  that  road  may  possibly  be  of  some  advantage  to  the 
immediate  section  through  which  it  runs,  but  it  will  not  be 
of  any  direct  advantage  to  the  people  for  whom  I  am 
speaking.  It  is  on  the  other  side  of  a  great  inland  sea,  and 
not  10  per  cent,  of  the  people  will  ever  have  the  pleasure 
of  seeing  it.  The  Callander  branch  may  possibly  be  of 
some  advantage  to  Toronto,  and  we  are  all  glad  to  see 
Toronto  grow  and  prosper ;  and  it  may  be  also  some 
advantage  to  other  portions  of  the  Province.  This  does  not 
apply  to  the  line  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  which 
was  built  largely  in  the  interest  of  the  through  trade,  more  in 
the  interest  of  Quebec  than  of  Ontario.  It  wili  give  the  cities 
of  Montreal  and  Quebec  special  trade  advantages  that  wiil 
not  be  enjoyed  by  other  cities.  In  fact,  Montreal  will  be 
virtually  the  commercial  terminus  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bail  way.  We  in  Ontario  are  not  goiDg  to  derive  such  great 
advantages  from  the  road.  If  the  money  spent  is  charged 
to  Ontario,  simply  'because  the  road  is  carried  through 
the  Province,  you  might  as  well  charge  the  cost  of  the 
Short  Line,  if  it  should  run  through  Maine,  to  that 
State.  I  repeat  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  wili 
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be  of  do  particular  advantage  to  some  parts  of  Ontario. 
If  anything,  it  will  tend  to  reduce  the  price  of  produce,  and 
will  rather  militate  against  the  interests  of  people  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  Province  than  advance  them.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  becoming  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  say 
that  it  will  give  the  people  back  what  has  been  taken  from 
them.  This  cannot  be  done ;  the  people  cannot  be  placed 
in  the  position  in  which  they  were.  Arrangements  have 
been  entered  into  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce,  and  the  Credit  Yalley, 
and  they  cannot  be  revoked,  and  the  companies 
placed  in  the  same  position  which  they  formerly 
occupied.  You  may  as  well  say  that  a  man  who  made  a 
mistake  in  conveying  away  his  property  to  another  indi¬ 
vidual  who,  in  turn,  made  it  subject  to  certain  encumber- 
ances ;  and  when  the  man  found  out  his  mistake,  the  second 
said  he  would  convey  the  property  back  to  him.  But  ho 
convoyed  it  back  with  the  encumberanco  created  whilst  it 
was  in  his  possession.  This  is  the  way  in  which  you  could 
r e-con vey  the  railways ;  they  would  be  subject  to  certain 
agreements  which  would  not  otherwise  have  been  ratified. 
That  is  the  difficulty  which  these  sections  of  country  for 
which  I  speak  have  to  face.  I  cannot  see  how  they  can  be 
got  over.  Perhaps  the  Government  may  devise  some 
method ;  but  the  proper  thing  to  be  done  is  to  refund  to 
the  municipalities  a  portion  of  the  bonuses  they  granted. 
If  the  Government  say  they  cannot  give  all,  let  them  give 
half.  Perhaps,  at  the  present  time,  the  Finance  Minister 
does  not  feel  himself  in  a  position  to  permit  any  extra 
drain  on  the  Dominion  Treasury.  I  do  not  know,  but  I 
believe  the  Government  should  acknowledge  their  indebted¬ 
ness,  and  injustice  they  should  admit,  frankly  and  fully, that 
the  municipalities  were  entitled  to  this  refund ;  that  the  road 
in  question  was  of  great  advantage  to  Canada,  through  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  especially  by  the  large 
amount  of  freight  sent  over  it  to  secure  the  construction  of 
the  national  road.  Last  year  the  volume  of  trade  was  so 
great  that  the  people  along  the  line  were  not  able  to  secure 
all  the  accommodation  they  required.  The  road  is  filled 
with  through  trade  from  Toronto  to  Port  Arthur  by  the 
line  of  steamers.  It  has  been  said  that  twenty -one  trains  a 
day,  day  and  night,  were  run,  carrying  supplies  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  If  this  is  not  a 
link  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  a  Dominion  line, 
I  do  not  understand  what  conditions  would  make  a  railway 
a  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  I  am  very 
sorry  that  aDy  hon.  member  opposite  should  have  per¬ 
mitted  himself  to  make  the  insinuation  that  this  discussion 
was  raised  for  political  purposes.  I  have  no  desire  what¬ 
ever  to  make  a  political  issue  of  it,  and  I  tell  the  First 
Minister  that  if  he  wants  the  constituents  I  represent  to 
send  a  man  here  of  a  different  political  stripe  from  myself, 
the  best  way  he  can  accomplish  that  object  is  to  deal  fairly 
and  honestly  with  the  municipalities  in  this  matter,  and  I 
have  very  grave  doubts  as  to  whether  he  will  be  troubled 
with  my  presence  in  the  next  Parliament.  In  such  an 
event  I  am  satisfied  the  people  will  say  that  the  hon.  gentlo- 
man,  notwithstanding  the  representations  made,  is  prepared 
to  deal  justly  with  Ontario  and  the  section  of  country  in  which 
I  reside,  and  that  the  people  will  grant  the  hon.  gentleman 
their  confidence.  If  he  wants  to  accomplish  any  such  object 
it  can  be  best  achieved  by  refunding  this  money  to  the 
municipalities.  I  am  very  sorry  the  bon.  member  for 
Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton),  is  not  in  his  place,  for  I 
am  sure  he  would  have  deemed  it  his  duty  to  have  said 
something  in  support  of  this  proposition,  and  to  have 
frankly  acknowledged  that  something  should  be  done.  I 
do  not  put  forward  the  claims  of  any  other  section  except 
that  which  I  represent.  We  waited  long  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  railways.  Our  taxes  are  now  up  to  3  cents  on  the 
dollar,  and  our  people  find  it  a  great  strain  to  meet  the 
liabilities  of  our  corporation.  If  the  First  Minister  would 


f  take  a  trip  over  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce,  he  would  bo 
>  satisfied  that  that  line  is  a  link  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  that  our  argument  had  great  force.  With 
respect  to  the  remarks  mado  by  hon. gentlemen  opposite,  as 
to  precedents,  it  appears  that  Pembroke  is  a  case  in  point. 
I  understand  that  when  the  First  Minister  and  tho  Minister 
of  Railways  received  a  deputation,  one  of  them  stated  that 
there  was  no  precedent  in  Canada  for  any  such  action 
as  this  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  It  appears, 
however,  that  Pembroke  has  been  refunded  money. 
There  is  a  precedent — there  is  a  case  in  point ;  the  case  of 
the  town  of  Pembroke.  Owing,  I  presume,  to  the  fact  that 
they  contributed  money  to  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  or  to  a  line  connecting  with  that  road,  or 
that  the  Government  look  upon  it  as  a  part  of  that  line,  they 
granted  a  refund  to  the  town.  Now  if  the  town  of  Pem¬ 
broke  was  entitled  to  a  rofund  I  ask  the  Government  fairly 
to  consider  the  claims  of  the  section  I  represent.  1  believe 
that  if  they  go  into  the  whole  question  they  will  find  that 
that  section  has  just  the  same  claim  that  Pembroke  has  ;  it 
is  a  simple  matter  of  justice,  and  something  should  be  done. 
I  do  not  want  to  take  up  too  much  time,  but  I  feel  strongly 
on  this  question  ;  I  have  oxpi’essed  myself  frankly,  and  I 
hope  and  trust  that  the  Government  will  either  see  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  refund  the  money  or  to  appoint  one  arbitrator 
on  their  behalf  and  let  the  municipalities  appoint  another. 
The  hon.  tho  First  Minister  has  a  large  number  of  friends 
there — more  friends  than  I  would  personally  like  to  see  ; 
they  are  all  admirers  of  his,  and  I  would  say,  let  him 
appoint  one  arbitrator,  let  the  townships  or  county  appoint 
another,  and  let  them  sit  in  judgment  on  the  claims,  and 
after  having  fully  considered  the  whole  matter,  if  that  arbi¬ 
tration  comes  back  and  says  that  the  people  are  entitled  to 
nothing,  I  will  be  satisfied  and  I  think  they  will  be  satisfied. 
But  I  do  not  believe  that  any  two  honest  men  appointed  to 
perform  that  duty,  who  will  consider  tho  whole  matter,  will 
come  back  and  say  that  these  townships  are  not  entitled  to 
some  consideration. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
with  reference  to  this  matter  before  the  debate  closes.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has  decried  the 
introduction  of  politics  into  this  question;  but  if  there  is 
no  political  question  at  issue  I  should  like  to  know  why 
these  hon.  gentlemen  are  raising  this  matter  at  the  present 
moment?  Tho  ground  upon  which  they  assert  their  claims 
for  a  refund  from  the  Dominion  Government,  of  the  bonuses 
contributed  by  the  Local  Government  of  Ontario  and  the 
different  municipalities  of  that  Province,  is  based  upon  the 
legislation  of  1883,  by  which  the  Dominion  Parliament 
assumed  control  over  certain  roads  to  which  charters  have 
been  granted  by  the  Local  Legislature.  As  I  understand 
their  contention,  that  is  the  ground  upon  which  they  apply 
to  the  Dominion  Government  for  a  refund  of  the  bonuses 
about  which  they  are  making  so  much  clamor.  Now,  what 
are  the  facts  ?  Did  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario  confine 
the  bonuses  they  granted  solely  to  roads  which  were  char¬ 
tered  by  the  Local  Legislature  ?  Did  the  municipalities,  in 
granting  those  bonuses,  consider  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  roads  to  which  they  granted  bonuses  were  chartered 
by  tho  Local  Legislature  or  the  Dominion  Government  ? 
I  hold  in  my  hand  the  railway  aid  resolutions  passed 
in  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario  in  1872,  and  I  find  that 
at  that  time  there  were  several  roads  to  which  aid  was 
granted  which  were  chartered  by  this  Parliament.  There 
|  was  the  Kingston  and  Pembroke,  to  which  a  considerable 
i  amount  of  aid  was  granted,  and  of  which  you  yourself,  Mr. 
Speaker,  know  something,  I  dare  say.  That  is  an  enterprise 
the  charter  for  which  was  obtained  from  this  Parliament 
in  1871.  There  was  also  the  Canada  Central  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  chartered  by  the  Dominion  Parliament,  and  to  which 
a  considerable  amount  of  aid  was  granted  by  the  Local 
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Legislature  in  those  resolutions  which  they  submitted  for 
granting  aid  to  railways.  There  was  also  the  Grand  Junc¬ 
tion  Eailway,  and  the  Montreal  and  City  of  Ottawa  J unction 
Company,  which  has  since  taken  the  name  of  the  Canada 
Atlantic.  But  at  that  time  aid  was  granted  to  those  roads 
■ — roads  which  were  chartered  by  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
And  so,  Sir,  I  say  the  contention  these  gentlemen  make, 
that  because  this  Parliament  has  assumed  control  over  cer¬ 
tain  roads  having  connection  with  the  great  leading  line 
of  railway  through  the  whole  Dominion,  they  are  entitled 
to  receive  back  from  this  Parliament  the  bonuses  granted 
by  the  Local  Legislature  or  by  the  municipalities, 
is  a  contention  which  falls  to  the  ground ;  because 
that  distinction  was  not  considered  either  by  the 
Local  Legislature  or  the  municipalities  when  they 
granted  these  bonuses  to  the  several  roads  so  aided.  Before 
I  pass  from  this  point,  let  me  say  that  I  have  no  sympalhy 
with  those  hon.  members  of  this  House  who  are  disposed  to 
repeal  the  legislation  of  1883.  Circumstances  I  think  justi¬ 
fied  the  Government  in  adopting  that  legislation — the  cir¬ 
cumstance  of  having  a  railway  system  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  such  that,  there  being  a  great  net  work  of  roads 
through  the  whole  Dominion,  having  connection  with  each 
other,  having  the  same  gauge,  having  communication  with 
each  other,  being  a  system  over  the  whole  of  which  the 
cars  of  any  one  road  may  pass — in  their  very  nature  it  is 
desirable  that  each  road  should  be  under  one  control  and 
jurisdiction.  Therefore,  I  repeat,  I  have  no  sympathy  with 
the  hon.  members  of  this  House  who  desire  to  see  the  legis¬ 
lation  of  1883,  in  regard  to  the  Dominion  control  ovor  these 
roads,  repealed.  I  do  not  think  it  would  place  these  roads 
in  a  better  position  than  they  are  in  to  day.  Is  there  any 
hon.  gentleman  proscnt  (who  takes  the  ground  which  is 
taken  on  the  other  side  of  the  House)  who  will  say  that 
these  roads  are  less  efficiently  worked  at  the  present  moment 
than  they  were  when  under  the  control  of  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature,  before  the  legislation  of  1883  had  been  passed  ?  Is 
there  any  hon.  gentleman  present  who  will  say  that  the 
rates  have  been  increased;  or,  if  they  have  been  so  in¬ 
creased,  that  it  has  been  done  in  violation  of  ihe  agreements 
made  between  the  municipalities  granting  the  all  anl  the 
roads  themselves.  I  take  it,  if  any  agreement  were  entered 
into  between  the  municipalities  granting  aid  and  the  rail¬ 
ways  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  whom  such  aid  was 
granted,  this  agreement  would  be  incorporated  in  the 
by-laws  which  were  submitted  to  the  ratepayers,  and  upon 
which  the  bonuses  or  aid  was  granted  ;  and  I  would  like  to 
ask  those  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  whether  the  legislation 
of  1883  deprives  them  of  their  remedy  against  the  roads 
which  have  violated,  or  do  violate,  the  contracts  entered  into 
by  the  municipalities  with  those  roads.  Another  ground 
upon  which  those  hon.  gentlemen  base  their  claims  for  a 
refund  of  the  aid  granted  to  those  railways,  is  the  aid  which 
was  granted  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  by  the  legislation  of 
last  Session.  The  amount  which  was  granted  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  was  made  in  return  for  expenditures  made 
on  a  portion  of  the  great  national  line — the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway.  I  should  like  to  ask  my  hon.  friend,  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  who  knows  a  good 
deal  about  the  disputed  territory,  whether  he  considers  that 
the  fact  of  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member  hav¬ 
ing  granted  aid  to  the  extent  of  $1,440,000  to  a  railway 
running  through  the  Province  of  Ontario,  to  form  a  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  at  its  eastern  termi¬ 
nus,  did  not  justify,  to  some  extent,  the  claim  which 
was  made  by  the  Province  of  Quebec  upon  the 
Dominion  Parliament  for  a  refund  of  a  portion  of  the 
money  expended  by  them  on  the  North  Shore  Eailway  ? 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  also  whether  the  fact  that 
the  Dominion  has  largely  contributed — I  think  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  will  say  contributed  the  whole 
amount  of  money  that  was  expended— to  the  construction 
Mr„  White  (Eenfrew). 
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of  nearly  a  thousand  miles  of  railway  from  Callander  to  Eat 
Portage,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  does  not  to  some  extent 
justify  the  ground  taken  by  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  mak¬ 
ing  application  to  the  Dominion  Government  for  a  refund  of 
the  moneys  which  were  expended  on  the  North  Shore  Eail¬ 
way.  I  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  con¬ 
tend  that  the  expenditure  of  the  large  amount  of  money 
which  was  expended  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  pro¬ 
per  and  on  its  connections  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  has 
resulted  in  no  benefit  to  that  Province.  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  hon.  friend,  the  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  who 
understands  this  question  very  well, whether  that  magnificent 
territory  which  he  has  described  as  containing  such  a  large 
amount  of  wealth,  extending  from  Port  Arthur  to  Eat  Port¬ 
age,  has  not  been  benefitted  by  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Your  leader  says  it  all  belongs  to  the 
Dominion* 

Mr.  WHITE  (Eenfrew).  Then  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  does  not  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Eenfrew).  It  is  within  my  own  knowledge 
that  in  that  part  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  about  which  no 
dispute  arose — the  district  lying  between  Callander  and 
Port  Arthur — largo  areas  of  timber  land  have  been  opened 
up  and  developed  by  the  construction  of  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Eailway,  which,  but  for  the  construction  of 
that  road,  would  have  been  a  sealed  book ;  and  the  Province 
of  Ontario  is  at  this  moment  deriving,  by  way  of  timber 
dues,  a  very  large  amount  of  revenue  from  that  district,  I 
contend,  Sir,  that,  inasmuch  as  these  are  indisputable  facts, 
which  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  himself  will 
not  dispute,  the  Province  of  Quebec  was  justified  in  apply¬ 
ing  to  this  Government  last  Session  for  a  refund  of  a  portion 
of  the  money  expended  on  the  North  Shore  Eailway.  Now, 
Sir,  I  have  a  word  or  two  to  say  with  reference  to  a  personal 
matter  which  has  been  referred  to  by  more  than  one  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  It  has  been 
suggested  by  several  speakers  that  a  precedent  had  been 
created  for  the  return  of  those  bonuses,  by  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  refunding  the  bonus  granted  by  the  town  of 
Pembroke  to  the  Canada  Central  Eailway  Company. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Eenfrew).  I  hope  the  hon.  member  who 
says  hear,  hear,  will,  when  I  get  through,  give  his  opinion 
on  the  action  of  the  Government  on  this  matter,  which  I 
urged  upon  their  consideration  with  all  the  power  I  oould 
commaud.  The  hon.  member  who  referred  to  this  matter 
had  not,  I  presume,  read  the  return  which  was  brought 
down  to  Parliament  upon  a  motion  made  by  his  leader,  or 
he  would  havo  learned  that  the  application  of  the  town  of 
Pembroke  was  not  based  upon  a  statement  of  the  case 
parallel  with  that  presented  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  in  reference  to  the  particular  localities 
whose  interests  they  are  advocating.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  who  says  “hear,  hear,”  must  know  (having  been  a 
member  of  the  Government  at  the  time)  that  his  own  leader 
came  down  to  Parliament,  in  1815,  with  a  proposition  to  aid 
the  Canada  Central  Eailway  Company  to  build  a  line  from 
the  vicinity  of  Eenfrew  to  a  point  in  the  vicinity  of  Lake 
Nipissing.  He  must  know  that  this  Horse  voted  the  sum 
of  $12,000  a  mile  for  120  miles  of  road,  going  west¬ 
ward  from  Eenfrew  and  following  the  valley  of  the 
Bonnechere.  He  must  know  that  some  three  years  after¬ 
wards  the  leader  of  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  mem¬ 
ber  came  down  to  Parliament  with  another  proposition — 
a  proposition  to  make  the  portion  of  the  road  which  he  pro¬ 
posed  to  subsidise  commence,  not  at  Eenfrew,  but  at  Pem¬ 
broke,  a  point  some  thirty  miles  westward,  to  which  place 
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the  people  of  Pembroke  had  induced  the  Canada  Central 
Kailway  Company  to  bring  the  road,  by  granting  it  a  bonus 
in  the  interim.  And  what  did  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  state  to  the  House  as  one  of  tho  reasons  to  induce 
them  to  authorise  his  Government  to  make  the  change?  It 
was  that  by  adopting  Pembroke  as  the  starting  point  of  the 
subsidised  portion  of  the  road,  instead  of  Renfrew,  they 
would  bring  the  road  to  a  point  twenty  miles  farther  west 
than  would  be  reached  for  the  same  subsidy  that  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  granted  in  1875,  and  that  they  would  thus — 
according  to  Mr.  Mackenzie's  own  words,  contained  in  the 
Order  in  Council  submitted  to  Parliament  in  1878 — save  to 
the  country  the  construction  of  twenty  miles  of  road.  That, 
Sir,  was  the  ground  upon  which  I  based  the  application  of 
the  town  of  Pembroke  to  the  Government  of  this  country. 
It  was  upon  the  ground  that  by  the  action  of  the  people  of 
Pembroke  we  had  saved  to  the  country,  according  to  the 

statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  leader,  a 

sum  equal  to  the  cost  of  twenty  miles  of  railway, 

which,  I  think,  I  am  not  very  much  astray  in 

putting  at  $20,000  a  mile,  that  we  applied  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  And  I  hold  that  if  there  is  any  municipality  in  the 
same  position  in  which  the  town  of  Pembroke  stood  at  that 
time,  it  is  justly  entitled  to  receive  aid  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Sir,  I  have  been  told  that  an  hon,  member 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House — I  think  the  hon.  member 
for  Simcoe  (Mr.  Cook) — took  occasion,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  to  say  that  the  action  of  the  Government  in  that 
matter  was  taken  for  a  political  purpose.  He  took  occasion 
to  say,  if  I  am  correctly  informed— and  if  I  am  not  I  hope 
he  will  correct  me,  as  I  was  not  in  the  House  when  he  was 
speaking — that  the  leader  of  the  Government  had  sent  a 
telegram,  either  to  me  or  to  some  person  in  my  constituency, 
during  the  progress  of  the  election  in  1882,  to  the  effect 
that  aid  asked  for  would  be  granted.  I  have  to  say 
that  that  statement  is  not  correct.  I  had  no  communica¬ 
tion  from  the  leader  of  the  Government  on  this  subject  at 
all.  It  is  true  a  communication  was  made  to  me  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  whom  I  had  been  pressing  for  some 
time  to  obtain  an  answer  of  some  kind  to 
the  request  that  had  been  preferred  to  grant  aid  to  this 
particular  municipality;  and,  Sir,  I  might,  if  I  chose— but  I 
do  not  want  to  repeat  it  here — retort  upon  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  tell  him  that  his  own  leader  was  not  at  all  chary 
in  sending  telegrams  at  a  more  critical  juncture  than  that 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers.  I  think  the  statement 
was  made — at  all  events  it  was  hinted  broadly — that  but  for 
tho  action  of  the  Government  in  relation  to  that  matter  I 
should  not  have  a  seat  in  this  House  during  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  have  not  the  returns  of  the  election  of  1882  by 
me,  but  I  think  I  am  not  astray  in  saying  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Simcoe  will  find,  if  he  examines  the  returns, 
that  I  was  able  to  secure  a  larger  majority  outside  of  the 
town  of  Pembroke  altogether,  where  that  communication 
could  have  no  effect,  than  the  hon.  gentleman  was  able  to 
obtain  in  his  whole  constituency,  although  he  is,  no  doubt, 
a  very  strong  and  very  popular  gentleman  in  his  locality. 
I  have  referred  to  these  matters  because  they  have  been 
introduced  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  But  to  return  to 
the  main  question — I  say  it  does  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of 
these  hon.  gentlemen  to  say  that  because  the  Government, 
by  the  legislation  of  1883,  have  taken  control  of  certain  roads 
connected  with  the  great  leading  lines  through  the  Provinces 
of  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  there¬ 
fore  they  have  a  just  claim  on  behalf  of  these  municipalities. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last  was  mistaken  in  say¬ 
ing  that  the  roads  which  were  affected  by  that  legislation 
were  in  Ontario  alone.  He  could  not  have  read  the  Act  of 
1883  or  he  would  have  found  that  he  was  mistaken  in  that 
assertion,  because  the  Act  applies  to  other  roads  as  well  as 
to  those  in  Ontario.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  neither  the 
municipalities  nor  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario  took  into 


consideration  the  question  as  to  whether  these  roads  were 
chatored  by  the  Local  Legislature  or  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment,  they  have  no  ground  for  the  application  that  they  now 
make.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  very  solicitous  for  the 
welfare  of  hon.  members  on  this  side.  They  have  warned  us 
that  if  we  do  not  support  tho  applications  which  have  been 
made  by  certain  of  their  municipalities  to  the  Government 
for  aid,  in  regard  to  this  matter,  wo  shall,  after  another 
election,  be  relegated  to  private  life.  No  doubt  it  would  bo 
very  pleasing  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  see  us  occu¬ 
pying  positions  on  tho  other  side  of  the  House ;  but  lot  me 
tell  them  that  if  they  expect  by  a  side  wind  such  as  this 
to  obtain  power,  if  they  expect  to  get  into  office  by 
appealing  to  the  prejudices  of  the  people  of  Ontario,  they 
will  find  thomselves  very  greatly  mistaken.  I,  for  one, 
have  no  fear  to  appeal  to  the  constituency  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent  upon  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and  I 
venture  to  express  the  opinion  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  find  their  solicitude  for  us  entirely  uncalled  for. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Representing  a  constituency  that  is 
served  by  some  of  these  railways  to  which  reference  has 
been  made,  1  may  be  permitted  to  say  something  on  this 
question.  If  it  were  reasonable  and  possible  that  the  muni¬ 
cipalities  and  the  Provincial  Government  could  get  back  the 
money  given  in  aid  of  these  railways,  it  would  be  very 
desirable  to  have  it  returned.  Iam  sure  all  my  constituents 
would  be  pleased  to  get  their  money  back,  but  the  reasons 
given  for  making,  this  demand  seem  to  me  to  be  extremely 
inconsistent.  What  are  the  reasons?  The  hon.  member 
for  Simcoe  (Mr.  Cook)  said  great  injustice  was  done  to  the 
people  of  Simcoe  by  the  amalgamation  of  the  Hamilton  and 
North-Western  with  the  Northern  Railway.  I  am  aware 
that  a  great  amount  of  money  was  given  by  the  munici¬ 
palities  to  have  competition  between  those  two  roads,  but  I 
would  like  to  know  what  the  Act  passed  by  this  House  last 
Session,  declaring  them  to  be  roads  in  the  general  interest 
of  Canada,  had  to  do  with  any  injustice  committed  through 
this  amalgamation.  That  great  injustice  was  consummated 
long  before  this  Act  was  passed,  and  the  municipalities  were 
suffering  under  it  without  being  able  to  obtain  redress  or 
remedy.  They  appealed  to  the  Parliament  at  Toronto,  to 
which  ihey  thought  they  had  the  right  to  appeal,  for  redress, 
and  the  only  answer  they  got  was  that  nothing  could  be  done. 
In  the  charter  which  was  obtained  in  the  Local  Parliament 
there  was  a  clause  giving  power  to  amalgamate,  and  when 
the  municipalities  supposed  that  they  had  so  drawn  up  their 
agreement  as  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  amalgamation, 
they  found  the  agreement  was  so  lax  in  this  respect  that 
they  could  not  prevent  it  nor  obtain  redress  ;  and  to  say 
that  this  House  is  in  any  way  responsible  for  that  is  nothing 
else  than  the  sherest  nonsense.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  Toron’to,  Grey  and  Bruce,  and  the  Credit  Yalley  Railways, 
and  made  by  whom  ?  By  a  gentleman  who  is  now  condemn¬ 
ing  the  very  principle  he  strove  for  years  to  carry  out 
himself.  Tho  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr, 
McMullen), who  was  president  of  the  Palmerston  and  Durham 
road,  now  a  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  did  all  he 
could  to  bring  about  the  amalgamation  of  these  two  com¬ 
panies.  When  municipal  aid  was  given  to  build  that  road, 
even  before  it  was  ready  for  the  rails,  deputations  waited 
upon  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  to  induce  jt  to 
take  over  the  Palmerston  and  Durham  line  and  make 
it  a  part  of  the  great  Dominion  line,  believing  that  that 
would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  people  ;  yet  this  hon. 
gentleman  condemns  the  Government  for  declaring  the 
Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  line  to  be  in  the  general 
interest  of  Canada,  and  therefore  a  Dominion  line.  If 
there  is  an  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  whose  acts 
appear  to  be  entirely  inconsistent  with  the  interests  of  his 
constituents,  in  regard  to  this  question,  it  is  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Wellington.  That  hon.  gentleman  stands  in  a 
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peculiar  position.  When  the  Palmerston  and  Durham  road 
was  built  he  wanted  competition  with  the  Toronto,  Grey 
and  Bruce;  he  appealed  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  for 
assistance.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  came  to  his  aid, 
and  the  result  was  competition  between  the  Palmerston  and 
Durham  road  and  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce.  What  great 
injustice  has  been  done  by  the  amalgamation  of  the  latter 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway?  The  great  injustice 
he  complains  of  is  in  the  fact  that  there  are  as  many  as 
seventeen  trains  a  day  over  the  Toronto  Grey  and  Bruce 
now,  while  previous  to  the  amalgamation  during  one  winter 
it  had  not  a  train  over  for  six  weeks  ;  and  I  remember  one 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  constituents  in  Mount  Forest 
then  stating  that  they  were  out  of  almost  everything  in 
the  groceries  line  for  want  of  railway  accommodation, 
even  out  of  whiskey.  I  only  give  this  as  evidence 
that  the  people  of  that  county  are  much  better 
served  to-day  that  they  ever  were  before.  If  you  travel 
through  that  country  and  a3k  the  people  along  the  line  of 
the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  whether  they  are  better  off 
to-day  than  they  were  previous  to  the  time  it  became  linked 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  they  will  tell  you  they 
are  a  hundred  times  better  off,  because  they  have  anjail-rail 
through  route  to  Montreal,  when  previously  they  had  to 
ship  to  Toronto  and  then  tranship  ;  and  they  can  also  ship 
their  goods  by  Lake  Superior  to  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  at  rates  much  lower  than  ever  before,  and  without 
the  additional  trouble  they  formerly  experienced,  of  having 
to  ship  their  goods,  first  to  Owen  Sound,  where  they  had  to 
remain  a  considerable  time  before  they  could  be  transhipped 
by  the  boats.  Now  the  goods  are  sent  right  through 
without  any  trouble.  The  hon.  gentleman  made  reference 
to  the  condition  of  things  around  Orangeville,  and  he  says 
the  result  of  this  Act  has  been  to  destroy  the  competition 
between  the  Credit  Yalley  Railway — the  branch  which  ex¬ 
tended  to  Orangeville — and  tho  Toronto,  Groy  and  Bruce 
Railway.  He  seems  to  know  very  little  of  the  matter  or  to 
hide  the  information  which  will  lay  it  fairly  before  the  coun¬ 
try.  He  should  know  that  that  was  caused  by  Mr.  Stephen 
buying  up  the  stock  of  the  Credit  Yalley  Railway  and  run¬ 
ning  the  two  roads  under  the  same  management,  before  this 
Act  was  passed  ;  so  there  has  been  no  change  of  circumstances 
since  the  passing  of  this  Act.  If  you  take  any  part  of  the 
country  supplied  by  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  Railway, 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  the  people  will  admit  that  it 
was  a  most  desirable  change,  for’  this  reason,  we  have  the 
Grand  Trunk  to  the  west  and  the  Northern  and  Hamilton 
and  North-Wostern  to  the  east.  We  are  between  these  two 
roads,  and  as  long  as  they  remain  as  they  are  to-day,  we 
have  a  competition  between  three  different  lines;  and  as 
long  as  that  exists,  the  greatest  benefits  must  result  to  the 
country.  The  argument  of  the  hon.  member  /or  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  seemed  to  me  to  be  extremely 
shallow  as  a  whole.  He  started  out  with  the 

contention  that  a  great  injustice  was  done  to  the 
people  by  proclaiming  these  roads  to  be  for  the 
interest  of  Canada,  or,  as  he  was  pleased  to 
call  it,  taking  over  these  roads  ;  and  afterwards,  when  it 
was  intimated  that  this  Act  might  be  repealed  and  the 
roads  given  back,  he  said  that  would  be  no  benefit  at  all. 
If  there  is  reason  in  his  first  contention,  why  would  it  not 
be  a  benefit  if  the  roads  were  given  back  ?  What  injustice 
could  be  done  ?  He  says  that  would  only  be  a  half  way 
measure;  that  it  would  not  satisfy  them.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  like  the  old  story  of  the  wolf  and  the  lamb — it  is 
impossible  to  satisfy  them.  It  is  not  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfaction  that  they  briDg  this  up,  but  in  order  to  make  poli¬ 
tical  capital.  He  says,  in  a  very  calm  voice,  that  he  hopes 
this  will  be  kept  out  of  the  political  arena,  and  he  knows  that 
his  friends  have  no  desire  to  introduce  politics  into  the 
question  at  all.  Either  he  must  have  a  short  memory,  or 
he  must  read  very  few  papers,  or  he  would  recognise  the 
Mr.  Sprouli. 


fact  that  the  papers  which  support  him  and  his  party  have 
almost  invariably,  since  this  question  was  introduced  by  the 
member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin),  been  attacking 
the  Government  in  reference  to  it.  Why  do  we  find  these 
gentlemen — the  hon.  members  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Lander¬ 
kin),  North  Grey  (Mr.  Allen),  Lambton  (Mr.  Lisgar),  two 
of  the  members  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey  and  Mr.  Wilson),  the 
member  for  Peel  (Mr.  Fleming),  the  member  for  North 
Wellington(Mr.  McMullen) — getting  up,  one  after  the  other, 
and  making  an  attack  on  the  Government  in  reference  to  this 
question  ?  Why  do  we  find  the  papers  which  support  them 
also  attacking  the  Government?  Simply  because  they 
believe  it  would  be  good  political  capital  to  use  when  the 
next  general  election  comes  around.  The  sincerity  of  tho 
hon,  gentleman  is  evidenced  by  tho  fact  that  he  is  pleading 
to  get  the  Government  to  give  back  this  money,  contending 
that  a  great  injustice  had  been  done  by  this  Act,  and  yet  the 
same  man,  who  is  the  president  of  the  short  branch  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  from  Palmerston  to  Durham,  used 
the  most  strenuous  efforts  to  get  the  Grand  Trunk  to  take 
over  that  line,  the  Grand  Trunk  being  one  of  the  great 
Dominion  lines.  He  believed  that  in  that  way  he  was 
securing  a  groat  good  to  his  constituents  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  and  I  believe  he  was.  But  if  he  is  sincere  to-night, 
was  he  working  in  the  interest  of  the  people  then?  If  he 
was  sincere  in  believing  that  it  was  a  great  injustice  to  the 
people  that  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce  line  should  be 
attached  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  seems  to  me  a 
strange  kind  of  logic.  When  he  says  that  politics  should 
be  kept  out,  and  adopts  the  course  which  all  these  hon. 
gentlemen  have  adopted,  I  think  it  will  not  go  down 
with  the  country,  I  think  they  will  not  be  inclined 
to  believe  that  they  are  speaking  in  the  way  they  pro¬ 
fess  to  be,  purely  in  ihe  interests  of  their  constituents.  Our 
condition  in  the  county  of  Grey  is  especially  pleasurable, 
in  consequence  of  the  chance  which  has  been  made. 
We  have  much  better  railway  facilities  than  we  had  before. 
Before  this  line  was  taken  over,  when  the  Toronto,  Grey 
and  Bruce  was  so  run  down  that  it  did  not  serve  the  wants 
of  the  country,  we  endeavored  to  get  the  municipalities  to 
give  additional  aid  to  put  it  in  proper  repair.  What  were 
the  advantages  wo  represented  to  the  people  that  they  would 
derive  from  that  ?  The  very  advantages  we  enjoy  to-day  ; 
those  were,  that  we  would  have  a  line  that  would  enable 
us  to  take  our  stuff  past  Toronto  to  Montreal,  to  the  east  or 
to  tho  United  States,  or  to  any  other  part  of  the  country, 
that  produce  could  be  taken  to  any  place  in  or  outside  the 
country  without  transhipment  and  break  of  bulk.  We  wanted 
to  have  a  line  of  the  same  gauge  as  all  the  other  lines,  and 
not  be  handicapped  as  we  were  by  shipping  our  goods  to 
Toronto,  changing  to  other  cars  there,  and  making  fresh 
arrangements  with  other  roads ;  or,  if  we  went  to  Owen 
Sound,  with  the  steamship  lines  which  carried  them  to  their 
destination.  We  are  much  better  off  to  day,  because  we  can 
ship  from  any  station  on  the  line  to  the  east  or  west,  or  to 
any  part  of  the  country  we  like.  We  can  have  the 
advantage  of  a  through  road,  and  can  ship  with  much 
less  trouble.  In  addition  to  that,  wo  have  some  sixteen  or 
seventeen  trains  passing  over  the  road  each  day,  and  I  deny 
that  there  is  any  want  of  accommodation  for  the 
requirements  of  the  local  trade  along  the  line. 
I  believe  it  is  claimed  that  the  rates  are  raised.  I  think 
there  is  nothing  at  all  in  the  declaration  of  this  Act  which 
empowers  either  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  any  other 
road  which  is  declared  to  be  for  the  interest  of  Canada,  that 
gives  them  power  to  impose  additional  rates  over  what 
was  stipulated  and  agreed  with  tho  muncipalities  in  the 
first  place.  I  can  only  say,  as  I  did  in  the  first  instance, 
that  if  this  money  is  to  be  given  back,  we  would  like  very 
much  to  get  it.  I  am  sure  the  people  in  my  constituency 
would  be  pleased  to  receive  it.  But  another  question  is 
involved.  It  means  the  opening  of  a  door,  it  means 
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the  establishment  of  a  precedent  that  may  be  commenced 
here  but  ended — where?  Is  it  not  reasonable  for  hon. 
members  to  suppose  that  if  the  Dominion  of  Canada  comes 
to  the  aid  of  the  municipalities  which  ask  not  only  the  money 
given  by  tho  municipalities,  but  also  that  given  by  the 
Provincial  Government  in  aid  of  railways,  other  Provinces 
would  follow  suit  and  ask  for  the  same  thing?  Provided 
they  did,  what  would  be  the  result  ?  I  find  that 
the  money  given  to  railways  by  the  Provincial 
Governments  and  municipalities  amounts,  in  tho 
aggregate,  to  something  like  $35,850,000.  Would  the 
hon.  gentlemen,  who  advocate  giving  back  this 
money,  be  prepared  to  support  a  measure  to  raise  that 
amount  to  distribute  to  the  various  Provinces  of  this  coun¬ 
try?  I  think  not;  but,  again,  I  apprehend  there  is  an 
injustice  or  an  unfairness  in  this;  the  papers  which  are 
advocating  the  giving  back  of  this  money,  said,  when  we 
voted  money  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  last  year,  that 
Ontario  had  to  bear  the  greatest  share  of  the  burden  ;  that  it 
had  to  raise  at  least  three-fifths  of  the  money  given  to  that 
railway.  If  that  is  correct,  and  the  money  has  to  be  raised 
by  the  Dominion,  we,  as  a  Province,  would  be  taxing  our¬ 
selves  to  raise  three-fifths  of  this  amount  of  $35,850,000, 
which  would  amount  to  $21,310,000.  We  could  not  claim 
that  we  should  get  $21,000,000,  because  tho  highest 
amount  their  own  papers  say  we  are  entitled  to  is  about 
$15,000,000;  if,  in  the  aggregate,  it  would  require 
$35,000,000,  and  Ontario  had  to  raise  three-fifths  of 
that,  as  is  contended,  which  would  be  $21,000,000,  we 
should  be  doing  no  justice  to  Ontario  by  asking  the 
Dominion  Government  to  raise  this  money  and  pay 
$21,310,000  in  order  to  get  $15,000,000.  We  should, 
in  effect,  be  giving  $5,310,000  to  the  other  Provinces. 
Provided  that  were  done,  what  would  be  the  result? 
Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  supporting  that 
motion  in  the  House  to-night  would  go  back  to  the  country 
and  hold  it  up  as  an  evidence  that  we  were  increasing  the 
debt ;  that  we  were  raising  the  taxes.  How  would  these  taxes 
be  raised  ?  Would  it  not  be  by  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  ? 
Then,  if  these  additional  duties  were  imposed,  it  would  be 
used  as  an  argument  in  their  favor.  But  I  claim  their  action 
is  only  in  harmony  with  that  on  the  boundary  question ;  it 
is  for  the  purpose  of  raising  a  political  cry,  that  may  be  used, 
and  used  effectively,  by  these  parties  when  they  go  back  to 
the  country  again.  The  hon.  member  for  Peel  (Mr.  Flem¬ 
ing)  said  that  the  Province  of  Ontario  never  appealed  to 
the  Dominion  for  anything  before.  I  think  he  forgot  that 
the  Minister  of  Education,  in  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  a 
short  time  ago,  declared  that  he  had  secured  between 
two  and  three  millions  to  tho  Province  of  Ontario  by 
applying  to  the  Dominion  Government  for  additional  aid. 
Well,  I  can  only  say  that  he  was  not  in  harmony  with  his 
political  friends  in  the  House  at  Toronto.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  said  there  is  no  political  significance  in  this  question 
seems  to  forget  the  fact  that  tho  Hon.  Attorney-General 
Mowat,  a  few  days  ago,  in  the  Provincial  Legislature,  when 
application  was  made  to  him  for  additional  aid  to  some  local 
road,  made  this  reply:  “Your  friends  at  Ottawa  and 
Quebec  have  taken  these  lines  over,  therefore  I  am  not  dis¬ 
posed  to  give  them  any  aid.”  Was  not  that  of  political 
significance?  I  say  distinctly  it  was  used  for  the  purpose 
of  creating  mistrust  and  prejudicing  the  people  of  Ontario 
against  the  Dominion  Government,  He  endeavored  to  make 
them  believe  that  because  these  roads  had  been  declared  to 
be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada — because  they  are 
not  taken  away  from  the  Provinco — he  endeavored  to  make 
the  jreople  believe  that  a  great  injustice  is  being  done 
them,  and  that  some  benefits  they  would  otherwise  receive 
are  withheld  on  account  of  these  roads  having  been 
declared  to  be  in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion.  Now,  for 
myself,  if  I  could  see  that  the  country  was  less  or  worse 
sorved  by  these  roads  being  declared  to  be  in  the  interest  of 
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Canada,  that  the  people  had  less  railway  facilities,  that  they 
had  not  as  low  traffic  rates,  or  that  they  were  boing  deprived 
of  any  right,  I  say  I,  for  one,  would  be  prepared  at 
any  time  to  stand  up  and  oppose  any  Government, 
no  matter  what  Government  might  be  in  power  hero,  if  I 
thought  such  a  policy  was  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  people.  But  I  believe  that  if  wo  raised  this  money,  it 
would  be  raising  the  duties  which  the  people  of  Ontario 
would  have  to  pay,  and  I  do  not  believe  they  want  us  to 
raise  any  more  money  than  what  is  essentially  necessary. 
I  think,  however,  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  repeal  this  Act.  I  do  not  say  that  it  can  do  any 
good  ;  I  do  not  know  that  it  can  do  any  harm  ;  but  if  it  is 
repealed,  and  there  was  any  injustice  done  by  enacting  it, 
then  that  injustice  is  done  away  with.  But  the  same  com¬ 
plaint  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Welling¬ 
ton  will  still  exist,  and  the  repeal  will  not  satisfy  the 
hon.  gentlemen  of  the  Opposition.  Then,  when  we  go  back 
to  the  country  again,  the  question  will  be  used  on  every 
platform  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  against  the  supporters 
of  the  present  Government,  used  effectively,  used  in  the 
same  way  the  boundary  award  was  used,  as  the  Streams 
Bill  was  used,  by  being  held  up  as  taking  away  provincial 
rights,  and  doing  a  great  injustice  to  the  people.  It  is  for 
that  purpose  I  believe  this  motion  was  made  in  the  House 
to-day,  and  for  that  purpose  it  is  so  strongly  supported  by 
the  large  numbers  of  the  members  of  tho  Opposition  who 
have  spoken  so  forcibly  on  this  question. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  is  certainly  very  refreshing  to  see  hon, 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  so  zealous  in 
opposing  the  Province  of  Ontario  getting  the  same  measure 
of  justice  that  was  accorded  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  last 
Session.  I  can  only  say  that  if  the  members  from  theProv- 
ince  of  Quebec  had  acted  as  the  Ministerial  members  from 
the  Province  of  Ontario  act,  Quebec  would  not  have 
received  at  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  $3,500,000.  Now, 
Sir,  I  can  easily  understand  the  excitable  condition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule).  I  can  easily 
understand  how  he  anticipates  trouble  at  the  next  election. 
He  feels  to-day  that  he  is  false  to  his  county  ;  he  appreciates 
tho  difficulty  he  will  have  at  the  next  election  to  explain  the 
conduct  he  is  guilty  of  to-day.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  spoken  on  this  question  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  have  travelled  out  of  the  record.  They  have 
not  taken  into  consideration  the  real  question  at  issue.  The 
point  is,  not  whether  these  railways  were  batter  worked 
before  they  were  taken  control  of  by  this  Government,  or 
whether  the  people  were  better  satisfied  than  they  are  now ; 
but  the  question  is,  have  this  Government  or  Parliament 
tho  right  to  take  away  from  the  Province  railways  which 
belong  to  the  Px’ovince  ?  These  hon.  gentlemen  can  stand 
up  here  to-day  and  say  that  the  Government  are  justified  in 
doing  what  they  did  do ;  but  they  give  a  different  reason 
from  the  reason  given  by  tho  Government.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  said  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the  whole  Dominion 
that  these  roads  should  become  Dominion  roads,  not  that 
they  were  not  giving  satisfaction  to  the  people,  or  that  they 
were  not  being  properly  worked,  or  that  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Ontario  were  not  being  properly  protected  ;  but 
because  it  was  in  the  interests  of  this  whole  Dominion  that 
these  roads  should  be  Dominion  roads.  That  is  the  question, 
and  looking  at  that  question  we  have  to  consider  the  tacts 
as  they  were  before  the  passage  of  that  Act.  It  is  admitted 
that  these  roads  were,  at  all  events,  aided  by  the  Province, 
that  they  were  aided  by  the  municipalities  through  which 
they  ran.  They  received  their  charters  from  the  Provincial 
Government  of  Ontario,  and  under  that  charter  the  people  of 
Ontario  have  certain  rights  under  the  statutes  of  Ontario.  The 
aid  was  given  under  a  certain  state  of  facts,  under  certain 
rights  which  were  secured  to  the  people  of  Ontario  by  the  laws 
of  their  own  Legislature,  a  Legislature  answerable  to  the 
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people  of  Ontario,  a  Legislature  that  could  be  controlled  by 
the  people  of  Ontario,  and  whose  behests  the  representatives 
in  the  Local  Parliament  were  bound  to  obey.  This  Parlia¬ 
ment,  without  rhyme  or  reason,  without  any  excuse  in  the 
world,  but  the  excuse,  to  my  mind,  of  enabling  these  roads 
to  be  absorbed  by  the  large  roads  running  through  this 
country,  passed  this  Act  into  law.  They  took  away  from 
the  people  of  Ontario  the  rights  which  those  people  had  to 
control  these  roads.  They  deprived  the  people  of  Ontario 
of  the  rights  which  the  statute  law  of  that  Province  gave  to 
them  ;  and  does  it  lie  in  the  mouth  of  any  lion,  gentleman 
to  come  here  to-day  and  say  that  Ontario,  having  spent 
$6,000,000,  and  the  municipalities  $8,000,000,  in  building 
these  roads,  in  building  the  roads  controlled  by  the  Local 
Legislature,  and  controlled  by  themselves,  these  roads 
should  be  taken  possession  of  by  this  Parliament,  and  the 

ower  the  people  have  over  them  should  be  swopt  away  ? 

say  it  is  nonsense.  I  can  understand  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Renfrew  and  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey 
anticipating  difficulties  at  the  next  election.  Now,  then, 
hon.  gentlemen  may  say  what  they  like  as  to  the  service 
of  these  roads ;  the  service  of  some  roads  may  be  bettor 
than  the  others  ;  but,  certainly,  the  service  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  and  Ottawa  road  is  not  as  good  as  it  was  some  years 
ago. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  When  was  that  taken  over?  Was  it 
taken  over  under  the  present  Act  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  Every  road  touching  or  crossing  a  through 
line,  and  it  touches  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  not  the  question  I  asked  the 
hon.  gentleman.  That  road  was  taken  over  years  ago, 
long  before  the  passage  of  this  Act,  and  made  a  Dominion 
road. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Well,  it  was  wrong  then,  and  that  is  no 
justification  for  the  present  Act.  Two  wrongs  do  not 
make  one  right — perhaps  they  do  in  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Customs. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  did  not  object  to  it ;  it  was  your 
party  that  did  it, 

Mr.  LISTER.  Now,  let  us  see  what  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Ontario  were.  As  I  said,  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment  is  responsible  directly  to  the  people  of  Ontario. 
Under  that  statute  which  they  have,  hon.  gentlemen 
say  these  roads  have  amalgamated  with  other  roads,  and 
they  deplore  that,  perhaps.  But  whether  they  amalgamated 
or  not  under  the  lawsot  Ontario,  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in 
Council  had  a  right  to  regulate  the  tolls  so  that  if  the  people 
were  suffering  from  excessive  or  exorbitant  railway  charges 
the  Lieutenant-Governor  had  aright  to  reduce  these  charges. 
You  have  taken  that  right  away  from  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  people,  and  I  say  that  depriving  them  of  that 
right  is  depriving  them  of  a  very  great  advantage  indeed. 
Yet  hon.  gentlemen  venture  to  say  they  hav8  been  deprived 
of  nothing.  Our  law  also  gave  the  Lieutenant-Governor 
in  Council  power  to  grant  running  powers  over  other  rail¬ 
ways.  That  has  been  taken  away  from  the  Provincial 
Government ;  it  may  be  vested  in  this  Government.  But 
I  say  this  Parliament  is  not  so  amenable  to  the  people  of 
Ontario  as  is  the  Ontario  Legislature.  This  Parliament 
consists  of  members  from  different  Provinces  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  and  it  cannot  be  made  to  respond  to  the  wishes  of  any 
one  Province,  as  the  Legislature  of  each  Province  can  be 
made  to  respond.  The  speech  of  the  hon*  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White)  was  very  amusing  if  it  was  not  logical.  He 
justified  the  taking  away  of  those  railways  because,  forsooth, 
the  Province  of  Quebec  or  the  city  of  Montreal  or  some 
other  place  had  asked  the  Government  to  pass  this  Act ; 
because  Montreal  had  asked  the  Government  to  take  over 
these  roads  that  is  held  to  be  a  justification  for  a  violent 
Mr.  Listee. 
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seizure  of  roads  in  Ontario.  That  i3  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  gentleman.  All  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House  say,  is, 
that  our  Province  should  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
Quebec.  This  Government  has  taken  our  railways  without 
the  consent  of  the  people.  The  people  have  protested  as 
strongly  as  it  is  possible  to  protest;  fhe  Local  Government, 
have  protested ;  delegations  consisting  of  the  most 
respectablo  and  leading  men  of  the  different  munici¬ 
palities  which  these  roads  traverse  have  gone  to  Ottawa 
and  protested.  They  have  told  this  Government  that 
these  were  provincial  roads ;  they  have  urged  upon  the 
Government  to  do  an  act  of  justice,  by  recouping  the  people 
the  money  which  they  have  expended  on  those  roads.  If 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion  that  these  roads  should 
be  Dominion  roads,  then  the  Dominion  should  pay  to  the 
Province  and  the  municipalities  the  money  which  they 
expended  on  their  construction.  It  is  not  fair  that  one  Pro- 
vines  should  expend  money  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  coun¬ 
try  and  not  be  recouped.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  lan¬ 
guage  used  by  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCalium). 
No  doubt  that  hon.  member,  like  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Hastings  (Mr.  White),  would  like  to  see  Local  Governments 
abolished,  and  have  one  grand  central  Government  here. 
The  hon.  gentleman  never  loses  an  opportunity  of  rising  in 
the  House  and  denouncing  the  Government  of  Ontario. 
But  if  thei’e  is  one  Government  in  this  whole  vast  Dominion 
which  is  entitled  to  the  admiration  of  the  people  it  is  the 
Ontario  Government.  There  are  no  men  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other  who  have  stood  up  so  manfully 
for  provincial  rights  as  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mowat  and 
his  colleagues.  They  have  fought  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  during  seven  or  eight  years,  and  have  defeated  them 
in  every  fray,  and  the  reputation  which  the  Eirst  Minister 
possessed  as  a  great  constitutional  lawyer  has  beon  driven 
to  the  four  winds.  So  far  as  the  Government  of  this  coun¬ 
try  is  concerned,  there  is  no  Government  that  is  entitled 
to  the  credit,  yes,  the  admiration  of  the  people, 
from  one  end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other,  as 
is  the  Ontario  Government,  which  has  steadfastly  defeuded 
provincial  rights  and  resisted  the  encroachments  of  this 
Government  and  this  Parliament  on  each  and  every 
occasion.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the  Ontario  Government 
the  federal  system  would  be  a  myth  to-day,  form  without 
substance;  but  owing  to  the  defence  of  provincial  rights 
made  by  that  Government,  we  are  bringing  our  country 
into  some  shape,  we  are  bringing  the  people  to  realise  the 
fact,  that  unless  we  stand  np  for  those  rights  first,  last,  and 
every  time,  our  present  system  of  government  stands  the 
chance  of  being  swept  out  of  existence.  I  was  going  on  to 
say  that  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCalium)  takes 
advantage  of  every  opportunity  to  attack  the  Ontario 
Government.  I  desire  to  tell  him  that  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  have  spent  vast 
sums  of  money  in  building  railways  and  in 
constructing  public  institutions,  in  different  parts 
of  the  Province,  at  an  expense  of  millions,  they 
have  millions  in  the  Treasury  to-day ;  and  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  they  have  to  borrow  money  to  meot 
their  railway  liabilities,  he  utters  a  slander  on  the  Local 
Government.  They  are  not  obliged  to  borrow  money,  but 
they  were  obliged  to  sell  securities  which  are  bearing  a 
large  interest,  and  when  the  debt  became  duo  there  would 
bo  a  saving  to  the  Provinco  of  $50,000.  It  does  not  redound 
to  the  credit  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  that  he  should  decry 
his  native  Province.  Perhaps,  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
were  in  power  in  Toi-onto,  he  would  not  be  so  ready 
to  make  such  an  attack.  I  am  sorry  to  see  it.  I  like  to  see 
a  man  loyal  to  his  Province;  but  I  am  afraid  he  is  more 
loyal  to  the  leader  of  the  Government  than  he  is  to  the  good 
old  Province  of  Ontario.  I  repeat  again  that  this  Act  is  a 
confiscation  ;  it  is  unjustifiable  in  every  way  you  look  at  it; 
it  cannot  be  defended,  and  when  hon.  geutlemen  opposite 
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come  to  defend  this  Act  before  the  Province  they  will  be 
told  by  the  people :  Why  have  you  opposed  the  rights  of 
the  Province,  and  stood  up  in  the  House,  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  offering  a  word  in  its  favor,  but  of  refusing  that 
which  is  justly  due.  I  beliovo  the  honest,  sincere  and  true 
people  of  the  Province  will  say  that  hon.  gentlomen  opposite 
who  oppose  this  motion  are  not  worthy  of  occupying  seats 
in  this  House. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  It  seems  to  mo  rather  singular  that 
when  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
rise  to  speak  about  these  great  railways,  they  cannot  avoid 
having  a  fling  at  the  constituency  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington 
(Mr.  McMullen)  said  that  the  lino  running  along  the  north 
shore  would  be  of  no  use  to  Ontario.  We  have  heard  too 
much  of  such  language  in  this  House.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Renfrew  stated  very  properly  that  the  Ontario 
Government  is  deriving  a  large  revenue  from  timber  dues 
and  the  sale  of  timber  berths  in  the  new  territory ;  and  I  may 
say  they  will,  in  the  future,  derive  a  larger  revenue,  owing 
to  the  opening  up  of  that  railway.  I  believe  our  section 
of  the  country,  all  in  all,  is  quite  equal,  as  a  revenue  yielding 
district,  to  any  other  section  of  Ontario.  Moreover,  the 
opening  of  this  line  from  Gravenhurst  northward,  to  connect 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  may  make  Toronto  the 
commercial  capital  of  the  Dominion  in  the  place  of  Montreal. 
But  it  appears  to  mo  that  it  is  a  rather  poor  argument  to 
bring  forward  to  say  that,  because  the  railways,  which  are 
in  fact  extensions  of  the  Pacific  Railway  in  Quebec, 
have  been  bought  up  or  have  been  granted  a  certain  amount 
of  money  from  the  Dominion  Treasury,  Ontario  should  get 
just  as  much.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  its 
branches  within  Ontario  extend  to  at  least  a  length  of 
1,480  miles.  That  is,  if  you  take  the  Canada  Central  line, 
the  line  from  Callander  to  Rat  Portage  and  as  far  west  as 
the  disputed  territory  runs,  you  will  have  a  distance 
of  1,250  miles  within  this  Province.  You  have  with  this  the 
Algoma  Mills  branch,  and  the  Callander  and  Gravenhurst 
branch,  making  in  all  close  on  1,500  miles  which 
have  certainly  cost  more  than  030,000,000,  expended  in 
Ontario  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  But 
the  expenditure  of  a  few  millions  for  a  road  which  is  actu¬ 
ally,  from  its  geographical  position,  a  portion  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway — on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence — is  regarded  as  a  decided  error  by  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men.  But  let  us  take  another  view  of  the  matter.  I  have 
listened  very  carefully  to  all  the  speeches  made  on  this 
subject,  and  I  have  endeavored  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
real  grievance  in  declaring  these  roads  to  be  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada.  It  seems  to  me,  so  far  as  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  explained  it  themselves,  to  be  a  sentimental 
rather  than  a  real  grievance.  The  roads  are  still  there; 
they  are  still  as  useful  as  ever  they  wore  ;  they  have  not 
been  removed  from  their  places,  and  they  are  all  doing  the 
traffic,  as  they  formerly  did,  and  many  of  them  are  much 
improved.  I  was  in  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  when  the 
grants  to  some  of  these  roads  wero  made.  I  was  there 
when  the  grant  was  mado  to  the  Credit  Yalley,  and 
whether  I  was  right  or  wrong,  I  opposed  the  grant  to  that 
road,  because  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  at  that  time  a  some¬ 
what  useless  line,  running,  as  it  did,  parallel  to  and  between 
two  great  lines  of  road.  I  may  have  changed  my  opinion 
now,  to  a  certain  extent ;  but  at  any  rate,  it  was 
urged  in  favor  of  that  road  that  it  would  bo 
to  the  general  advantage,  that  it  would  eventually  be  a 
leading  line  of  road  instead  of  being  a  local  line,  and  it  was 
on  that  ground  that  it  received  the  grant.  Then  there  was 
the  Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway.  I  was  there 
when  aid  was  given  to  that  road.  It  was  urged  that  it 
would  be  of  great  use,  that  it  would  be  a  competing  line  to 
the  Northern,  on  which  it  was  represented  that  the  charges 


were  too  high.  But  it  was  no  sooner  completed  than  the 
two  roads  amalgamated,  to  form  what  is  now  called  the 
Northern  and  North-Western  Railway ;  they  pooled  their 
earnings,  and  are  run  as  one  road,  so  that  the  object  which 
the  Legislature  had  in  building  and  giving  a  grant  to  that 
road  was  completely  frustrated.  Well,  Sir,  the  Toronto, 
Grey  and  Bruce  is  certainly  as  useful  now  as  ever,  and  I 
have  not  heard  that  the  rates  are  higher  on  that  road  than 
they  were.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Ontario  deserves  a  great 
deal  of  credit  for  her  enterprise,  courago  and  spirit  in  aid¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  these  roads  ;  but  I  think  a  great  deal 
more  credit  would  have  been  due  to  Ontario  if  she  had  gone 
hand  in  hand  with  the  Dominion  Government  in  assisting 
to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Why,  Sir,  in  the 
time  of  the  Reform  Government  an  application  was  made 
to  Ontario  to  grant  land  in  aid  of  the  building  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  the  Government  of 
Ontario,  at  that  time,  in  rather  a  memorable  letter, 
written  by  a  member  of  that  Government,  objected 
to  granting  land  to  aid  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
As  to  the  political  aspect  of  the  matter,  the  gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  benches  have  expressed  great  fears  that  the 
result  of  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  Dominion  Government 
will  be  to  render  hon,  members  on  the  Government  side 
unpopular.  I  am  sure  these  hon,  gentlemen  will  be  exceed¬ 
ingly  alarmed ;  I  dare  say  it  would  grieve  them  greatly,  if 
such  were  to  be  the  result.  That,  however,  is  the  manner 
in  which  they  express  themselves ;  but  I  think  that  thoy 
will  meet  with  disappointment  in  that  respect,  and  that  it 
will  not  have  the  tendency  of  rendering  the  Government 
unpopular;  because,  when  the  matter  comes  to  bounder- 
stood  in  the  country,  it  will  be  seen  and  known  that  the 
grievance  is  more  imaginary  than  real ;  that  the  roads  are 
still  there  and  are  being  maintained ;  that  many  of  them  are 
better  than  they  were,  and  that  the  country  has  not  suffered 
loss  by  the  action  of  the  Dominion  Government,  in  declaring 
them  to  be  roads  for  the  general  advantage  of  the  country 

Mr,  DESJARDINS.  The  prominence  which  has  been 
given  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  to  the  Conservative 
members  coming  from  that  Province  will  explain  why  I 
think  it  convenient  to  interfere  at  this  stage  of  the  debate. 
I  would  have  expected  some  of  my  friends  from  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  Rouse,  to  have  come  to  the 
rescue,  and  express  what  they  think  of  the  position  which 
the  Conservative  members  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
have  taken  with  regard  to  the  grants  made  to  railways  dur¬ 
ing  last  Session,  and  to  what  they  have  obtained  from 
Parliament  to  the  benefit  of  their  Province.  They  have 
listened  to  the  eulogies  passed  on  them  by  their  own  allies 
from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  but  I  have  vainly  oxpected 
from  them  an  expression  of  opinion  either  in  approving 
those  eulogies  or  protesting  against  them  on  their  part,  so  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  speaking  a  little,  if  not  for  them  still 
from  them.  The  great  object  of  the  debate,  so  far,  has  been 
to  establish  an  invidious  comparison  between  what  they 
pretend  to  be  the  indifference  of  our  friends  from  Ontario, 
as  compared  with  the  greedy  demands,  the  persistent 
claims,  coming  from  the  Conservatives  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  on  behalf  of  that  Province.  As  I  have  already  said, 
we  have,  so  far,  not  heard  our  friends  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec  express  their  opinion  of  that  matter ;  but  if  they  do 
not  speak  here  their  papers  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  sjreak 
for  them,  and  we  can  easily  understand  that  it  would  be 
really  difficult  for  them  to  interfere,  and  show  how  they 
can  agree  together  and  work  if  not  only  towards  defeating 
the  Government,  if  they  were  able  to  do  so.  But  we  see 
they  are  resorting  to  the  same  kind  of  warfare.  They 
want  to  arouse  the  prejudices  of  one  Province  against 
another,  making  people  believe  that  one  Province  is  not  as 
fairly  treated  as  another,  and  vise  versa,  so  as  to  raise  public 
opinion  against  the  Government,  and  if  they  could  destroy 
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or  ruin  the  Government  at  the  expense  of  the  harmony  or 
peace  of  the  Confederation,  they  would  only  he  too  glad  to  do 
so.  I  happen  to  have  in  my  hand  a  paper  published  during 
this  month,  and  it  is  considered  to  be  the  Quebec  organ  of 
the  Liberal  party.  If  the  House  will  allow  me  I  shall  quote 
and  translate  some  extracts  from  an  editorial  of  that  paper 
— L'Electeur.  It  is  entitled  “  The  Justice  of  our  Claims :  ” 

“  We  publish  elsewhere  figures,  which  give  the  evidence  in  what  an 
odious  manner  we  are  robbed  and  spoliated  by  the  Federal  Government.” 

Of  course  this  speaks  of  the  Provinco  of  Quebec  — 

“  These  figures  which  have  been  transmitted  to  us  by  Mr.  J.  0. 
Langelier”' - 

If  I  mistake  not  this  is  the  brother  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Meg  antic — 

“  will  prove  that  the  Province  of  Quebec  has  thrown  into  the  treasury 
of  the  Confederation,  during  the  first  sixteen  years,  nearly  $20,000,000 
more  than  it  has  received,  whilst  the  other  Provinces  have  received 
several  millions  more  than  they  have  expended  towards  the  Confeder¬ 
ation. 

“After  having  made  so  many  sacrifices,  after  having  furnished,  with¬ 
out  any  compensation  whatever,  the  greatest  part  of  the  millions  that 
the  Government  have  expended  lavishly  in  the  other  Provinces,  we 
should  have  the  right  to  ask  something  in  return,  especially  when 
tve  have  an  incontestable  right  to  obtain  it." 

This  is  quite  different  from  what  has  been  said  by  our 
friends  from  Ontario,  who  pretend  that  all  we  have  exacted, 
all  we  have  obtained,  was  not  because  it  was  just  to  receive 
it,  but  because  the  Government  was  afraid  to  refuse  what  we 
wero  asking.  We  find  the  men  who  are  taking  common 
action  with  the  Opposition  from  Ontario  denouncing  us  for 
not  obtaining  from  the  Government  what  they  say  the  Pro¬ 
vinco  of  Quebec  is  justly  entitled  to.  They  publish  tables  of 
figures  to  show  that  while  the  Province  of  Ontario  has 
received  some  $6,000,000  more  than  she  has  contributed 
towards  the  revenue  of  the  Confederation,  the  Province  of 
Quebec  has  paid  something  like  $19,000,000  in  excess  of  the 
expenditure  ;  and  continuing,  they  show,  by  figures  which, 
of  course,  they  claim  to  bo  correct,  having  been  taken 
from  the  Public  Accounts,  that  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia 
has  received  $18,000,000  more  than  she  has  expended,  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick  $21,000,000  more,  and  so  on. 
So  that  you  see  there  is  a  wide  divergence  between  what  is 
said  here,  with  regard  to  what  the  Provinco  of  Quebec  has 
received,  and  what  it  is  publicly  claimed  by  the  same  party 
in  our  Province  we  are  entitled  to  receive  at  the  hands  of 
the  Government.  But  I  think  it  will  be  interesting  to  con¬ 
tinue  these  quotations.  L'Electeur,  which  is  speaking  for  the 
party,  says  : 

“  The  French  Conservative  members  from  Lower  Canada,  who  give 
their  help  to  such  an  abominable  policy,  cannot  profess  to  be  in  ignor¬ 
ance  ol  the  figures  we  have  been  publishing  in  another  column,  which 
show  too  clearly  that  in  the  absence  of  any  other  reason  the  sacrifices 
the  Province  of  Quebec  has  made  give  us  an  incontestable  right  to  what 
we  are  asking.  They  could  easily  obtain  it  had  they  heart  and  dignity 
enough  to  lay  aside  their  own  personal  interest  and  to  be  satisfied  only 
witn  what  the  interest  of  the  Province  demands.” 

How  such  denunciations  can  be  reconciled  with  what  we 
have  heard  during  this  debate  it  is  not  for  me  to  say. 
And  it  proceeds  to  threaten  that  if  the  Province  of  Quebec 
does  not  receive  the  justice  which  she  has  a  right  to  expect, 
and  if  the  Conservative  members  from  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  are  not  courageous  enough  to  claim  and  exact  that  from 
the  Government,  we  shall  very  soon  see  the  end  of  the  Con¬ 
federation.  So,  we  have  before  us  a  party  united  to  defeat  the 
Government,  and  taking  such  divergent  views  of  what  the 
Government  has  been  doing  in  the  way  of  rendering  justice 
to  the  different  members  of  the  Confederation.  The  con¬ 
clusion  evidently  to  be  drawn  is  this,  that  the  Opposition 
in  raising  this  debate,  are  not  so  anxious  to  obtain  anything 
from  the  Government  as  to  raise  prejudices  in  the  different 
parts  of  the  Confederation,  and  to  build  up  their  own  popu¬ 
larity  at  the  expense  of  peace  and  harmony  in  the  country ; 
and  it  is  well  that  the  public  should  know  it. 

Mr,  Desjardins. 


Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  At  this  late  period  of  the  debate  I 
have  no  intention  of  making  anything  like  a  speech.  I 
simply  wish  to  notice  two  or  three  of  the  arguments  which 
have  been  brought  forward  against  the  contention  of  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Renfrew 
(Mr.  White)  commenced  his  speech  with  the  argument  that 
because  Ontario  had  made  a  grant  in  aid  of  a  road  chartered 
by  the  Dominion  Government,  therefore  the  Dominion 
Government  was  right  in  seizing  the  rest  of  the  railways. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  said  it  did  not  lie  in  the 
mouths  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  now  to  say^that  because 
these  roads  were  taken  under  the  control  of  the  Dominion 
Government,  therefore  they  had  a  claim,  inasmuch  as  the 
Local  Government  did  not  discriminate  in  making  their 
grants  between  roads  chartered  by  the  Local  Legislature 
and  those  chartered  by  this  Government. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  understand  the  full  force  of  the 
argument ;  and  I  ask,  if  one  man  out  of  the  kindness  of  his 
heart  shares  his  goods  with  a  needy  neighbor,  is  that  any 
reason  why  that  neighbor  should  turn  round  and  seize  upon 
the  whole  of  the  other  man’s  property?  In  the  same  way, 
if  the  Province  of  Ontario,  of  its  own  free  will  and  accord, 
seeing  that  is  going  to  be  a  partial  benefit  to  the  Province, 
saw  fit  to  give  a  grant  to  a  road  chartered  by  the  Dominion 
Government,  is  that  any  reason  why  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  should  turn  round  and  seize  the  whole  of  the  railways  ? 
Again,  the  hon.  member  for  North  Renfrew  advanced  the 
argument  that  this  action  is  perfectly  justifiable,  because 
the  Dominion  Government  is  taking  as  good  care  of  the 
roads,  and  is  serving  the  country  as  well  with  them,  as  the 
Local  Government  was  doing.  1  ask  this  hon.  House  if  that 
argument  is  any  stronger  than  the  other.  If  one  neighbor, 
by  force  of  fraud,  seizes  on  the  farm  of  another  neighbor, 
will  any  man  in  his  senses  plead  in  a  court  of  law  that  he 
was  perfectly  justified  in  doiDg  so  because  he  was  taking  as 
good  care  of  the  farm  as  the  other  did.  The  same  hon. 
gentleman,  as  well  as  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White),  brought  up  the  case  of  the  North  Shore 
Railway  as  a  case  in  point.  Now,  I  am  not  very  well 
acquainted  with  the  transactions  relating  to  that  railway ; 
and  in  any  statements  I  make  I  speak  subject  to  correc¬ 
tion.  But  if  I  understand  the  matter  rightly,  there  is  no 
parallel  between  the  two  cases.  The  North  Shore  Railway 
was  built  by  the  Pi’ovince  of  Quebec,  and  the  Province  of 
Quebec  sold  it  and  got  the  money  for  it.  It  may  be  said 
for  that  Province  that  they  did  not  get  all  that  the  road 
cost  them.  That  is  a  matter  entirely  beside  the  question  ; 
that  is  their  own  lookout.  If  they  made  a  bad  bargain 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  other  Provinces  should  he  called 
upon  to  make  it  good  to  them.  But  I  ask,  is  that  any  rea¬ 
son  why  the  roads  in  the  other  Provinces  should  bo  seized 
upon  ?  How  stands  the  matter  with  them  ?  Not  a  single 
dollar  has  been  paid  for  a  road  in  any  one  of  the  Provinces, 
that  I  know  of,  except  for  that  North  Shore  Railway.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  other  Provinces  have  done,  but  1  know 
that  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  has 
granted  at  least  $8,000,000  to  aid  in  the  construction  of 
railways,  and  the  municipalities  throughout  the  Province 
have  supplemented  that  grant  by  $14,000,000  or 
$16,000,000,  and  to  my  knowledge  the  municipalities  have 
never  been  refunded  one  dollar  of  that  money. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Pembroke. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Qh,  yes  ;  I  beg  pardon  ;  there  was 
one,  in  a  critical  moment.  Well,  I  think  one  of  the  strong¬ 
est  arguments  used  to-night  was  used  by  my  friend  the  hon. 
member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum).  He  said  that  there 
was  only  a  cei’tain  portion  of  the  municipalities  where  these 
roads  had  been  built  that  had  taxed  themselves  for  building 
these  roads,  and  that  there  would  be  a  larger  number  of 
these  municipalities  who  would  receive  nothing  back  and 
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who  would  have  to  pay  their  share  of  the  sum  refunded.  At 
first  sight  that  seemed  a  very  strong  argument ;  but  if  you 
examine  it  closely  you  will  find  it  is  no  argument  at  all. 
If  there  is  one  principle  more  firmly  fixed  than  another  in 
the  commercial  mind  it  is  that  every  man  is  bound  by  the 
action  of  his  regularly  appointed  agent.  The  action  of  the 
agent  is  the  action  of  tho  principal,  and  the  same  idea  holds 
good  with  regard  to  the  Government.  For  what  are  Govern¬ 
ments  and  Parliaments  ?  They  are  simply  the  agents  of 
the  people,  responsible  directly  to  the  people,  and  when  the 
people  elect  a  certain  set  of  men  to  conduct  their  business 
they  are  bound  by  the  actions  of  these  men.  It  makes  no 
difference,  in  this  respect,  whether  the  municipalities  have 
contributed  anything  or  are  going  to  receive  anything. 
They  are  bound  by  the  action  of  the  men  they  have 
sent  to  represent  them  in  Parliament.  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  action  of  the  Dominion  Government  is  a  direct 
breach  of  one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  Confederation, 
one  of  the  strongest  reasons  for  entering  into  Confederation. 
It  was  not  very  judicious  on  the  part  of  bon.  gontlemea 
opposite  to  try  to  raise  up  a  feeling  in  this  matter  between 
one  Province  and  the  other.  The  action  contemplated  here 
has  no  reference  to  one  Province  more  than  to  another.  If 
Quebec  has  railways  in  the  same  position  as  those 
instanced  in  Ontario  there  is  not  an  hon.  gentleman  on  this 
side  who  will  not  do  his  best,  by  vote  and  voice,  to  obtain 
for  her  remuneration.  It  is  not  by  setting  up  one  Province 
against  another,  but  by  giving  to  every  Province  the  same 
medo  of  justice,  that  the  Confederation  will  be  held  together. 
This  action  on  the  part  of  the  Government  was  a  breach  of 
one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  Confederation.  You 
are  aware,  Sir,  and  the  House  is  aware,  that  the  chief  reason 
which  prompted  tho  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  to 
contemplate  Confederation  at  all  at  first  was  to  obtain  con¬ 
trol  over  local  matters  and  over  local  property,  and  when 
tho  Provinces  retained  certain  rights  and  certain  powers, 
these  rights  and  powers  should  be  held  sacred  ;  and  1  cannot 
imagine  anything  more  dishonorable  than  to  try  and  snatch 
away  with  a  strong  arm  those  rights.  I  do  not  know  how 
many  roads  there  are  in  the  other  Provinces  in  the  same 
circumstances  as  the  Ontario  roads  mentioned,  but  I  repeat 
wherever  such  a  road  exists,  it  matters  not  in  what  Pro¬ 
vince,  there  are  no  gentlemen  in  this  House  who  will  be 
more  anxious  to  do  justice,  to  do  all  that  lies  in  their 
power  to  obtain  justice  for  them  than  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  had  no  intention  of  making  any  remarks 
upon  this  question,  until  I  heard  the  hon.  member  for  Monck 
(Mr.  McCallum)  remark  that  the  municipalities  in  the 
county  I  represent  were  more  favored  on  account  of  amalga¬ 
mation  and  becoming  Dominion  roads.  He  referred  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  supplied  with  railway 
facilities.  He  said  that  the  people  of  that  locality 
would  not,  on  any  consideration,  exchange  their  position, 
since  the  Credit  Valley  road  had  become  part  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  for  the  position  in  which 
they  stood  previously.  He  also  referred  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  under  the  previous  Government  that  the  Canada 
Southern  was  taken  as  a  work  in  the  interest  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  ;  and  tried  to  draw  the  conclusion  that,  therefore,  the 
arguments  offered  on  this  side,  in  support  of  our  demand  upon 
the  present  Government,  would  bear  no  weight.  I  do  not 
base  the  case  so  strongly  upon  the  fact  that  the  Government 
assumed  control  of  those  roads,  although  I  contend  that  the 
Dominion  Government  ought  not  to  have  assumed  the 
control  of  roads  constructed  by  the  municipalities  and  the 
Local  Government,  as  thereby  tho  Government  encroached 
on  provincial  rights  as  1  do  upon  the  policy  the 
Government  adopted  last  Session  in  granting  aid  to 
roads  already  built.  It  is  the  bounden  duty  of  every 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  the  interest  of  Confederation  at 


heart,  to  show  a  firm  resistance  to  every  act  of  encroach¬ 
ment  by  the  Dominion  Parliament.  If  wo  are  to  remain  a 
part  of  Confederation,  we  should,  on  each  and  every  occasion 
in  which  provincial  rights  are  encroached  upon,  resist  such 
encroachment,  .The  Quebec  Government  having  granted  a 
certain  amount  of  aid  for  the  construction  of  a  road,  that  is 
now  in  the  interests  of  tho  great  International  road, 
they  were  recouped  by  the  Dominion  Government, 
and  the  Dominion  Government  having  adopted  that 
as  their  policy,  we,  in  Ontario,  similarly  situated,  have  a 
right  to  demand  similar  consideration.  I  would  hero  stato 
that  we  have  no  disposition  to  raise  sectional  feelings,  but 
we  believe  that  we  have  a  fair  and  just  claim,  and  we  moroly 
ask  for  our  rights,  in  the  same  manner  as  hon.  gentlemen 
last  Session  felt  disposed  to  demand  thoir  rights,  with  this 
difference,  that  we  merely  ask  what  they  were  in  a  position 
to  demand  from  tho  Government  last  year  under  peculiar 
circumstances.  Had  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  On¬ 
tario  who  supported  tho  Government  had  the  same 
determination  as  the  members  from  Quebec, 
we  would  not  bo  in  the  position  in  which  we  are, 
but  would  have  equal  rights  with  tho  other  Provinces. 
But  I  Avould  give  my  hon.  friend  to  understand  that,  although 
we  may  not  be  deprived  of  railway  facilities  at  the  present 
time,  adequate  perhaps  for  the  wants  of  that  locality,  it  is 
not  from  any  aid  or  assistance  that  we  have  received  from 
the  Dominion  Government,  and  I  further  claim  that  that 
locality  would  have  had  tho  same  railway  facilities 
whether  the  Government  had  assumed,  as  they 
did,  in  183S,  tho  control  of  all  tho  roads  in 
Ontario  or  not.  That  had  nothing  to  do  with 
tho  facilities  wo  are  now  enjoying.  That  was  not  a  part  of 
their  Act,  to  offer  us  any  advantages  or  any  benefits  on 
account  of  their  assuming  those  roads.  Therefore,  if  there 
was  any  argument  in  what  he  said,  though  I  do  not  think 
thero  was,  it  certainly  would  not  apply,  as  far  as  that 
locality  is  concerned,  as  the  people  there  had  all  these  facili¬ 
ties  regardless  of  the  Act  of  1883.  Further,  I  suppose  that 
hardly  anj'  members  on  that  side  of  the  House,  those  who 
were  in  the  House  during  tho  last  Parliament,  would  have 
recorded  their  votes  for  the  agreement  entered  into 
between  the  Government  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way.  I  suppose  tho  members  supporting  that  bargain 
would  not  have  supported  it  if  it  had  been  announced 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  that  not 
only  the  amount  they  wore  then  granting  to  the 
road,  but  millions  afterwards,  would  be  demanded  for 
the  construction  of  that  road,  not  only  through  the  North- 
West  but  through  tho  older  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  If  that  scheme  had  been  presented  to  them,  if  tho 
representatives  from  the  Province  of  Ontario  had  known, 
as  they  now  know,  that  the  Government  would  have  said  : 
We  must  recoup  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  tho  amount  of 
money  it  has  expended,  they  would  have  hesitated  before 
they  recorded  their  votes.  In  the  original  agreement  for  the 
construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  it  was  not 
entertained  that  the  Government  should  assist  that  com¬ 
pany  in  the  construction  of  roads  through  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces.  I  believe,  and  I  have  just  grounds  for  behoving, 
that  it  was  no  more  than  reasonable  and  fair  to  expect  that, 
if  this  company  built  the  road  through  the  North-West 
Territories,  they  should  seek  to  make  connection  with 
existing  lines  to  convey  the  freight  from  the  North-West 
Territory  to  the  seaboard  through  the  older  Provinces. 
I  therefore  feol  that  the  Government  were  not  justified 
in  tho  course  they  took,  of  granting  aid  to  Quebec  last 
Session  ;  but,  if  so,  I  say  their  duty  is  now  to  deal  in 
tho  same  manner  with  the  Pi’ovince  of  Ontario  as  they 
then  dealt  with  Quebec.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  and  many  of  those  Avho  have  spoken  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  seem  to  offer  as  an  excuse,  a  reason  and  justification 
for  the  course  the  Government  has  been  pursuing,  that  we 
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at  the  present  time,  although  the  roads  have  amalgamated, 
although  they  have  been  assumed  by  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  as  good  if  not  better  facilities  are  now  offered  to  the 
municipalities  than  before  that  assumption  by  the  Dominion. 
This  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  under  discussion. 
That  is  no  part  of  the  argument.  No  doubt  those  roads 
could  have  amalgamated ;  very  likely  they  would  have  amal¬ 
gamated,  if  they  had  remained  under  provincial  control,  and 
while  remaining  under  that  control,  we  would  have  had 
perhaps  better  facilities  than  existed  prior  to  that  time, 
on  account  of  the  roads  with  which  they  amalgamated 
offering  better  facilities  for  the  traffic  and  the  conveyance 
of  freight.  Therefore,  that  portion  of  the  argument, 
amounts  to  nothing.  My  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  (Mr. 
Dawson)  seems  to  think  that  he  was  justified  when  he  was 
in  the  Local  Legislature  in  opposing  a  grant  to  the  Credit 
Valley,  on  account  of  its  being  a  local  road,  aid  the  section 
through  which  it  passed  being  well  supplied  with  railway 
facilities.  But  what  was  there  stated  very  explicitly  was  that 
it  was  to  be  a  road  constructed  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
freight  and  traffic  from  Toronto  westward,  to  offer  cheaper 
rates  and  facilities,  that  they  were  not  enjoying  under  the 
existing  railways,  the  Great  Western  and  the  Grand  Trunk. 
That  road  was  serving  a  useful  purpose  ;  it  was  performing 
an  important  service  in  that  section  of  the  country.  It 
may  be  at  present  performing  as  useful  service  under 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail  way.  It  is  now  a  part  and 
parcel  of  that  great  trans-continental  line,  and  must  be  the 
most  important  link  in  the  traffic  between  the  east  and  the 
west ;  because,  I  contend,  as  I  have  stated  before  in  this 
Houso,  that  if  you  build  the  North  Superior  line,  if  you 
construct  the  line  from  Gravenhurst  to  Callander,  and  go 
around  the  north  shore,  the  greater  portion  of  the  traffic 
will  go  by  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  by  tho  Credit 
Valley  westward,  making  its  connection  at  Detroit,  either 
with  the  Michigan  Central  or  the  Wabash  road,  and  so 
getting  to  Chicago,  and  they  will  use  this  road  all  the  year 
round,  and  will  carry  more  traffic  over  it  than  over  the 
main  line.  That  being  the  case  and  the  natural  outcome  of 
the  construction  of  the  road,  I  say  that  part  of  the 
road — the  Credit  Valley — if  no  other  portion,  will  be 
entitled  to  consideration  at  the  bands  of  the  Government, 
similar  to  what  Quebec  received  on  account  of  that 
portion  of  its  road  assumed  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway.  As  an  evidence  of  this,  showing  the  intention 
of  tho  Government,  showing  the  object  they  had  in  view, 
during  last  Session  they  asked  this  House  to  grant  a 
charter  for  the  construction  of  .a  road,  ora  portion  of  a 
road,  so  as  to  leach  Detroit.  What  object  could  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway  have  in  view  ?  Was  it  merely  to  have 
running  arrangements  with  other  roads?  No;  the  object 
was  to  reach  Detroit,  and  there  to  enter  into  an  arrange 
ment  with  tho  Wabash,  or,  very  likely,  to  purchase  it 
(as  it  is  in  difficulties  at  the  present  time),  and  reach 
Chicago  over  that  I’oad.  When  once  there,  they  are 
quite  safe  in  reaching  the  North-West,  and  then  they 
will  have  one  of  the  finest  lines  from  the  seaboard  to 
the  North-West,  in  an  old  section  of  country,  that  will 
always  furnish  them  with  a  very  large  amount  of  freight; 
and  that  portion  of  the  road,  from  Gravenhurst  to  Callander 
and  from  this  point  to  the  North-West,  will,  for  a  portion 
of  the  year  at  least,  be  comparatively  of  little  use.  I 
think  that  my  friend  from  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  should 
have  been  a  little  chary  of  his  opposition  on  tho  present 
occasion.  We  know  he  had  a  seat  in  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature;  he  occupied  a  position  there  at  tho  time  a  large 
amount  of  money  was  voted  by  that  Legislature  for  the 
construction  of  railways ;  and  that  he  supported  the 
Premier  of  the  day  in  granting  01,500,000.  Some  of  that 
money  was  not  expended  until  a  few  years  ago  ;  tho  whole 
of  it  was  not  expended  at  the  time  he  left  the  Local 
Legislature ;  but  he  supported  the  Government  of  John 
Mr.  Wilson. 
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Sandfield  Macdonald ;  he  aided  and  assisted  the  Province  of 
Ontario  in  the  expenditure  of  this  money  ;  ho  gave  his  coun¬ 
tenance  ;  he  gave  his  vote.  True,  when  the  present  leader 
of  the  Opposition  formed  a  Government,  my  hon.  friend 
then  found  he  had  granted  a  million  and  a-half  and  should 
not  grant  any  more  railway  aid.  He  voted  consistently  every 
time  from  that  day  onward,  that  no  more  aid  should  be  given 
to  railways.  Prior  to  that  time  he  was  not  so  careful  of  the 
people’s  money.  He  gave  his  aid  and  his  assistance  to  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General  on  every  vote  that  was  recorded 
on  that  occasion,  and  they  got  the  $1,500,000.  Therefore,  I 
say  that  he  ought  to  have  some  consideration  and  some 
sympathy  for  tho  Province ;  he  should  have  some  consider¬ 
ation  for  the  just  claims  of  the  people  on  whom  ho  helped 
to  impose  the  burden  of  $1,500,000.  Since  this  system  was 
adopted  of  granting  aid  to  railways  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  it  was  found  that  the  time  had  come  when  a  halt  had 
to  be  declared.  I  must  say  that  unless  we  come  to  some 
arrangement  and  settlement  of  this  difficulty,  this  agitation 
will  continue.  I  believe  that  those  who  put  forward  tho 
claim  for  a  recoupment  of  the  aid  they  have  granted  have 
a  just  and  fair  claim,  and  it  ill  becomes  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  to  say  that  we 
make  the  claim  for  a  political  purpose.  If  we  look  at 
the  individuals  who  have  been  down  hero  on  deputations, 
and  the  various  county  councils  who  have  passed  resolutions 
asking  for  recoupment,  and  the  city  councils  who  have  sent 
in  petitions  to  the  same  effect,  wo  shall  find  that  a  majority 
of  them  are  Conservatives  and  friends  of  the  present  Gov- 
ei*nment.  I  therefore  feel  that  they  ought  not,  at  tho  pre¬ 
sent  time,  to  charge  mombers  on  this  side  of  tho  House  with 
having  a  political  object  in  view.  The  hon.  member  for 
Benfrew,  as  an  illustration  showing  that  the  Ontario  Gov¬ 
ernment  made  no  distinction  in  granting  aid  to  roads, 
whether  they  were  Dominion  or  local  roads,  referred  to  the 
Kingston  and  Pembroke  Bailway.  I  believe  that  was 
chartered  under  the  old  Parliament  of  Canada;  and  I  know 
that  when  I  occupied  a  seat  in  the  Local  Legislature, 
amendments  to  that  charter  were  granted  by  that  Legisla¬ 
ture,  and  therefore  it  was  considered  in  every  sense  of  the 
word  as  a  provincial  road,  and  therefore  the  argument  he 
attempted  to  base  upon  that  road  falls  to  the  ground. 

Mr.  ALLAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
to  advocate  tho  wishes  of  the  strongly  Conservative  county 
council  of  tho  county  of  Grey.  At  their  session  in  June 
last  they  passed  resolutions  requesting  this  Government  to 
take  this  matter  into  consideration,  and  to  recoup  those 
municipalities  who  had  paid  large  sums  as  bonuses  to  the 
different  railways.  I  think  this  Houso  will  believe  me  when 
I  say  that,  so  far  as  North  Grey  is  concerned,  this  question 
is  purely  non-political.  That  county  is  more  burdened  with 
railway  debts  than  any  county  in  Ontario,  in  proportion  to 
tho  value  of  the  lands  It  has  given  within  a  trifle  of 
$700,000  in  municipal  bonuses  to  the  various  railways  pass¬ 
ing  through  it.  I  could  mention  one  township  which  gave 
$55,000  in  bonuses  ;  and,  Sir,  to-day,  I  believe,  such  is  tho 
position  of  that  township  that,  if  the  land  were  sold  by  auc¬ 
tion,  it  would  not  bring  an  average  of  $15  per  acre.  Many 
of  the  townships  in  the  country  which  value  their  property 
at  $50,  $d0  or  $75  per  acre,  are  not  indebted  to  tho  same 
extent.  This  county  council,  representing  those  farmers 
who  are  so  heavily  indebted,  believed  that  the 
Government  had  established  a  pi’ecedent  in  recoup¬ 
ing  the  town  of  Pembroke  and  the  Pi’ovince  of  Quebec  last 
Session,  and  that  they  also  had  a  just  claim  in  demanding 
some  remuneration  to  those  farmers  who  had  paid  so  liberally 
to  railway  bonuses  in  the  county  of  Grey.  I  think  the  hon. 
member  for  Cai’dwell  (Mr.  White)  stated  that  it  was  a  great 
advantage  to  us  in  having  the  railway  changed  from  a  nar¬ 
row  to  a  broad  gauge ;  and  I  understood  from  his  remarks 
that  he  insinuated  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  were 
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the  moans  of  that  change  and  of  this  advantage.  Well,  Sir, 
long  before  the  Canadiau  Pacific  Railway  had  an  existence, or 
any  intention  of  taking  over  the  Toronto,  Grey  and  Bruce, 
the  latter  company  had  broadened  the  gauge  to  the  uniform 
gauge  of  tho  country.  And,  Sir,  in  addition  to  tho  bonuses 
•which  the  Ontario  Government  had  given  towards  the 
construction  of  that  road,  the  municipalities  along  tho  line, 
which  had  given  every  dollar  they  could  in  bonuses,  and  in 
many  cases  more  than  they  could  afford,  requested  the 
Ontario  Government  to  advance  a  still  further  amount  to 
enable  that  company  to  broaden  the  gauge  and  place  it  in  a 
position  to  be  worked  with  the  other  railroads  of  the  country; 
and  the  Ontario  Government  gave,  in  addition  to  the  former 
bonuses  the  sum  of  $150,000,  to  enable  that  company  to  re¬ 
build  the  road, before  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
obtained  possesion  of  it.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
mentioned  that  we  were  very  anxious  to  place  that  road 
under  the  control  of  a  Dominion  line,  and  that  we  requested 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  take  possession  of  it. 
We  acknowledge,  Sir,  that  we  were  very  anxious  to  get 
that  road  under  the  management  of  a  large  and  wealthy 
corporation,  and  to-day  we  do  not  deny  the  fact  that  we 
are  in  a  better  position  than  we  were  before.  We  do  not 
deny  the  fact  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
have  added  materially  to  the  advantages  that  road  confers 
upon  the  county.  But,  Sir,  I  endorse  the  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  county  council,  to  the  effect  that  as  the 
Government  had  established  the  precedent  of  recouping 
tho  Provinces  for  the  bonuses  paid  by  municipalities,  we 
were  undoubtedly  entitled  to  a  share  of  the  reimbursements 
thus  made  by  the  Government.  I  hope  tho  Government 
will  take  into  their  consideration  the  reasonable  request  of 
the  county  council,  of  Grey,  and  grant  that  aid  to  the 
farmers  to  wnich  I  believe  they  are  thoroughly  entitled. 
It  was  rather  amusing,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  hear  tho  hon. 
member  for  Mochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins)  advance  the  idea 
that  we  should  be  generous,  and  not  try  to  create  discord 
or  jealousy  between  the  Provinces.  It  is  all  very  well  for 
that  hon.  gentleman,  after  his  Province  has  received  all  the 
loaves  and  fishes  that  have  been  going,  now  to  ask  the 
members  from  Ontario  not  to  create  ill-foeling  by  pressing 
their  claims  for  an  equal  share. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  The  railway  legislation  of  last  Session 
not  only  added  largely  to  the  Dominion  debt,  but  laid  tho 
foundation  to  many  claims.  While  various  municipalities 
are  pressing  their  claims  against  the  Government,  I  wish 
to  file  a  small  claim  on  behalf  of  the  township  in 
which  I  reside.  I  cannot  contend  that  it  is  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  Dominion,  but  it  is  an  important  one,  par¬ 
ticularly  to  those  who  reside  there.  It  is  so  located,  also, 
that  its  highways  were  constructed  at  considerable  expense 
and  are  maintained  at  great  cost.  In  addition  to  its  ordin¬ 
ary  expenses,  it  has  contributed  its  proper  quota  to 
Dominion  works,  also  to  distant  local  railways,  and  has 
been  forced  to  build  its  own  railways  or  largely  contribute 
thereto.  This  has  been  done  to  the  extent  of  $30,000  by  the 
township,  including  its  town  and  village,  and  when  these 
claims  for  recouping  are  being  considered  I  want  the  town¬ 
ship  of  Enniskillen  to  be  remembered.  I  ask  for  this  on 
what  I  believe  to  be  a  sound  principle,  and  if  the  principal 
is  paid  we  will  not  say  anything  about  the  interest.  I  wish 
for  a  moment  to  allude,  although  it  has  been  mentioned 
before,  to  the  manner  in  which  the  railway  account  is  being 
kept  with  relation  to  Ontario,  and  in  this  connection  I  will 
quote  no  less  an  authority  than  the  First  Minister.  During 
last  Session,  when  railway  aid  measures  were  before  the 
House,  a  discussion  took  place,  in  which  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said : 

“  If  we  look  back  for  some  years  to  the  time  when  the  original 
project  of  building  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  initiated,  we 
find  that  Callander  was  selected  as  the  most  easterly  point  of  that 
railway.  tIt  was  chosen  so  long  ago  as  1872.  It  was  then  understood 


that  because  our  ideas  were  not  so  large  and  our  means  were  not  so 
great,  and  the  prospect  of  the  development  of  this  country  was  not  so 
assured  then  as  it  is  now— it  was  understood  that  under  the  terms  of 
the  arrangement  with  British  Columbia  the  railway  should  start  from 
British  Columbia  and  come  east  until  it  joined  the  Canadian  system  of 
railways  ;  and  it  was  held  that  it  the  eastern  terminus  was  fixed  at 
Callander  that  would  be  a  convenient  point,  where  Toronto,  which 
represents  the  great  commercial  portion  of  Ontario,  could  join  it,  and 
that  the  eastern  por  ion  of  Ontario  could  joiu  it,  and  that  the  eastern 
portion  of  Ontario  and  the  Province  of  Quebec  could  work  westward  as 
fast  as  they  could  and  all  join  at  Callander.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  refer  to  the  change  made  by  granting 
aid  to  the  railway  from  Callander  to  Pembroke,  and  says  that 
“  everybody  of  common  sense  must  have  seen  ”  that  the  same 
aid  must  be  given  to  the  line  to  Quebec.  On  a  former 
occasion  I  referred  to  the  location  of  Callander,  and  I  think 
I  shall  be  justified  in  referring  to  it  again.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  forgotton  where  Callander  is;  or,  more 
likely,  they  doubt  that  other  people  understood  where  it  is, 
because  it  is  argued  that  bonuses  having  been  granted  from 
Callander  to  Pembroke  it  became  necessary  to  continue 
that  bonusing  on  as  far  east  as  Quebec.  But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  Callander  is  located  a  few  miles  from 
Ottawa  river,  which  is  the  boundary  between  the  two  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  it  is  continued  down  that  boundary  all  the  way 
to  Pembroke.  In  whose  interest  was  this  done?  Was  it  in 
the  interest  of  Toronto,  which  is  said  to  be  tho  commercial 
centre  of  Ontario ?  Does  it  point  towards  Toronto?  Does 
not  every  mile  take  it  away  from  Toronto  and  lead  direct 
to  Montreal,  the  commei'cial  metropolis  of  Quebec  ?  It  is 
said  that  it  comes  to  Ottawa.  It  is  true  that  Ottawa  is  all 
in  Ontario.  This  argument  is  continually  mentioned  by 
representatives  from  Ontario.  A  somewhat  broader  view 
was  taken  by  the  late  lamented  member  for  Maskinonge 
(Mr.  Houde),  who,  in  referring  to  tho  Pembroke  Railway, 
said : 

“  To  the  Aylmer  a:.d  Pembroke  Railway,  $272,000,  of  which  amount, 
as  that  road  runs  between  the  two  Provinces,  I  will  assign  one-third 
to  Ontario  and  two-thirds  to  Quebec  ” 

This  is  the  manner  in  which  an  hon.  gentleman  from  Quebec 
treated  the  question. 

Mr.  WHLTE  (Renfrew).  The  lact  is,  that  a  portion  oi 
the  road  is  located  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Unquestionably;  but  the  great  pro¬ 
portion  is  so  near  tho  boundary  that  you  can  throw  a  stone 
iDto  Quebec. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  am  speaking  of  the  road  to 
which  Mr.  Houde  referred.  A  part  of  it  is  located  in 
Ontario,  and  the  proportion  is,  as  stated  in  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech,  about  one-third. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  The  whole  is  on  the  boundary  of  Ontario 
which  shows  that  he  was  more  liberal  than  I  have  given  him 
credit  for  being.  Not  only  is  the  extension  from  Callander 
to  Pembroke  charged  entirely  to  Ontario,  although  I  have 
shown  that  it  goes  directly  to  Montreal  and  points  away 
from  the  commercial  metropolis  of  Ontario,  but  when  a 
road  which  is  constructed,  leading  to  Toronto,  that  is,  the 
road  from  Callander  to  Gravenhurst,  it  is  also  charged 
entirely  to  Ontario.  The  two  distances  would  very  nearly 
ballance  each  other,  one  being  120  miles  and  the  other  110. 
But  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  following  their  leader 
and  the  ex-Minister  of  Railways,  charged  the  entire 
amount  of  both  of  them  to  Ontario.  But  the  charging  does 
not  stop  here.  The  whole  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  on 
Ontario’s  soil  and  rock  is  charged  to  Ontario.  I  wish 
the  poople  of  that  Province  to  understand  thoroughly  the 
manner  in  which  this  railway  account  is  kept.  Deputations 
are  not  told  when  they  come  here,  as  they  did  the  other 
day,  that  their  application  is  wrong  in  prinr*;ple,  but  they 
are  told  that  the  Dominion  has  already  given  so  much  to 
Ontario  there  is  no  possible  basis  for  a  further  claim  to  rest 
upon,  It  will  be  interesting  to  know  to  what  is  claimed  the 
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aid  given  it  amounts  to.  We  are  given  an  idea  of  this  in  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  Minister  of  Railways  last  Session  : 

“  Nor  need  I  remind  the  House  that  in  the  carrying  out  of  this  great 
work  of  an  inter-oceanic  railway,  we  have  provided  for  the  rapid  con¬ 
struction  of  no  less  than  650  miles  of  road  from  Port  Arthur  to  Cal¬ 
lander,  involving  the  expenditure  within  the  Province  of  Ontario  of 
over  $20,000,000  in  connection  with  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  also  referred  to  the  construction  of  the 
railway  from  Callander  to  Pembroke,  and  also  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Callander  and  Gravenhurst  Railway.  Add¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  these  together  gavo  a  total  of  $22, *780, 000  as 
the  expenditure  within  the  Province  of  Ontario  at  that 
time.  But  you  will  have  noticed  in  the  discussion  to-day 
that  the  amount  has  grown.  We  have  heard  of  over 
$30,000,000  referred  to.  How  does  this  come  about  ?  The 
reason  is  obvious.  Last  Session  the  calculations  were  only 
made  from  Callander  to  Port  Arthur  or  Thunder  Bay,  but 
now  we  have  the  larger  amount.  The  reason  for  this  may 
be  illustrated  by  a  map  which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  Wo  find 
from  this  map  that  the  boundary  of  Ontario  was  placed  at 
Thunder  Bay,  or  rather  at  a  line  drawn  due  north  from 
Thunder  Bay,  near  Fort  William;  It  is  clear  and  well 
defined,  the  color  is  clearly  shown,  and  the  name  of  Manitoba 
is  clearly  printed  upon  the  map  up  to  that  line.  I  find  this 
map  was  issued  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the 
name  I  find  attached  to  it  is  “  Sir  Hector  L.  Langevin,  K.C. 
M.G.,  C.B.,  18»3.”  I  am  not  an  authority  upon  colors.  I  do  not 
think  the  color  is  “  blue ;  ”  I  think  it  is  more  of  another  color. 
In  speaking  further  upon  the  question  of  railways  and  the 
obligations  of  Ontario,  the  First  Minister  remarked  : 

“  But  we  cannot  forget  that  all  the  advantages  hitherto  have  been  to 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  to  my  own  Province.  Why,  Sir,  the  whole  of 
the  railway  from  Ottawa  to  the  far  North-West,  until  it  strikes  Mani¬ 
toba,  runs  through  Ontario  ;  and  besides  the  subsidies  that  have  been 
given,  the  railway  running  round  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior  has 
opened  up  a  country  magnificent  in  its  future  ;  magnificent  forests  have 
been  found  to  exist  there,  and  its  mineral  wealth  is  enormous;  and, 
Sir,  that  whole  country  has  been  developed  ;  the  $12,000  a  mile  granted 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned,  will 
pour  an  enormous  wealth  into  her  Treasury  by  the  opening  np  of  that 
country ;  good  as  we  know,  for  its  forests ;  good,  as  we  believe,  for  its 
agricultural  capabilities;  good,  as  we  believe,  also,  in  i*s  mineral 
resources;  therefore,  we  are  only  granting  justice  to  the  Province  of 
Quebec  in  paying  them  the  same  amount  that  we  have  done  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario. 

Wo  get  from  this  an  idea  of  the  amount  we  have  still  to 
pay — we  get  an  idea  of  the“  development  ”  of  the  county.  We 
have  some  further  information  upon  the  county  “  devel¬ 
oped  ”  at  a  more  recent  date,  from  the  chief  organ  of  the 
Government  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  read  from  the 
Mail  of  quite  a  recent  date: 

“  If  it  be  said  that  the  mountain  section  of  the  Northern  Railway  was 
more  costly  than  the  mountain  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  that  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  the  heavy  work  on  the 
Pacific  slope  has  been  assumed  by  the  Government,  the  answer  is  that 
the  Northern  Pacific  had  no  rock  division,  650  miles  long,  such  as  that 
which  stretches  in  unbroken  desolation  between  Port  Arthur  and 
Callander.” 

That  is  the  development  which  the  First  Minister  speaks  of- 
Justice  is  referred  to  very  forcibly  in  the  extracts  I  have 
read  ;  and  the  question  suggests  itself,  If  the  claims  of  last 
Session  were  simply  justice,  only  justice,  why  did  the 
Minstry,  as  has  been  said,  “wait  until  the  second  bell  had  rung 
before  they  surrendered?  ”  In  stating  the  railway  indebt¬ 
edness  of  Ontario  last  Session  at  $22,500,000,  and  finding  it 
now  increased  to  over  $30,000,000,  we  have  a  new  showing  of 
the  watchful  parental  care  which  this  Government  exercises 
over  that  Province — a  parental  care  which  I  fear  will  not  be 
fully  appreciated  by  that  Province.  Their  desire  to  prevent 
the  extension  of  the  Province  west  of  Thunder  Bay  seems 
to  have  been  because  they  wished  to  prevent  the  increase  of 
the  railway  debt  of  Ontario — because  the  further  west 
we  went  the  larger  would  our  indebtedness  become.  I 
think  that  there  is  no  doubt  that  out  railway  resolutions  of 
last  Session  were  a  bad  business,  bad  now,  and  bad  in  the 
Mr.  Fairbank, 


future.  We,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  thought  then  it  was  a 
bad  business ;  we  believed  that  “  anybody  of  common  sense  ” 
must  have  understood  it  was  a  bad  business.  And  what  is  the 
summing  up  of  the  whole  matter  ?  The  Government  had 
determined  to  give  a  large  sum  of  money  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  it  became  necessary  for  them  to  give 
subsidies  to  Quebec,  and  also  to  partially  sugar-coat  the  pill 
for  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by  giving  them  certain  sums. 
But  I  think  that  in  this  matter  we  have  got  into  a  difficulty 
which  it  is  hard  to  see  the  end  of. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  would  not  have  risen  to  my  feet — for  I 
am  very  diffident  on  this,  as  on  all  other  occasions — had  it 
not  been  for  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Renfrew  (Mr.  White),  and  the  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga 
(Mr.  Desjardins),  who  apparently  accused  the  mover  of  this 
motion  of  bringing  up  the  resolution  merely  for  some  poli¬ 
tical  purpose.  Now,  I  know  that  was  quite  foreign  to  him, 
and  that  he  brought  it  up  for  no  such  purpose,  but  merely 
in  the  interest  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  It  is  a  matter 
of  indifference  how  long  we  discuss  this  matter  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  for  we  are  unfortunately  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion,  in  point  of  numbers,  to  bring  that  pressure  on  the 
Government  which  supporters  of  the  Government  may  do, 
if  they  feel  inclined,  in  a  similar  manner  to  that  in  which 
the  supporters  of  the  Government  from  Quebec  did  last 
Session.  We  on  this  side  of  the  House  attach  no  blame 
whatever  to  the  supporters  of  the  Government  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec  in  getting  justice  done  to  their  Pro¬ 
vince.  What  we  say  is,  that  the  supporters  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  from  the  Province  of  Ontario  are  silent  in  the  interests 
of  their  own  Province.  It  strikes  me  very  forcibly  that 
those  hon.  gentlemen,  even  in  the  arguments  they  have 
used,  have  stood  diametrically  opposed  to  the  interests  of 
their  own  Province.  It  seems  to  mo  it  would  be  better  for 
them  to  take  a  leaf  out  of  the  hooks  of  the  hon.  members  for 
Quebec,  even  if  they  had  to  retire  for  a  few  days  or  hours  to 
No.  8,  and  deliberate  calmly  over  the  matter.  It  might  hap¬ 
pen  that  the  leader  of  the  Government  would  ultimately  suc¬ 
cumb  to  their  persuasive  efforts.  My  own  county  has 
probably  done  more  than  any  other  county  in  western 
Canada  in  the  way  of  bonuses  for  railway  construction. 
We  have  one  line  running  from  Lake  Erie  to  the  Georgian 
Bay,  a  distance  of  some  160  miles,  and  there  is  not  a  munici¬ 
pality  on  the  line  but  has  contributed  very  largely  towards 
its  construction.  I  know  that  the  county  I  represent  has 
given  at  least  $350,000.  The  town  of  Stratford  alone  gave 
$60,000  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  that  road ;  the  county 
voted  $120,000;  the  township  of  Mornington,  $40,000;  the 
township  of  Wallace,  $40,000,  and  other  municipalities  cor¬ 
responding  amounts.  So  that  if  any  county  is  interested 
in  being  recouped  by  the  Government  it  is  the  county  of 
Perth  ;  and  I  do  think  the  Government  would  be  justified 
in  giving  these  municipalities  something  in  compensation, 
as  they  have  done  to  other  municipalities  heretofore. 

Mr.  COOK.  Before  the  motion  is  put,  I  wish  to  correct 
a  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Renfrew  (Mr. 
White).  He  stated  that  when  that  bonus  was  recouped  to 
the  town  of  Pembroke  he  had  a  larger  majority  outside  of 
the  town  of  Pembroke  than  I  had  in  my  whole  county.  He 
said  he  had  the  returns  before  him. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  I  said  I  had  not  the  returns. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  saw  a  book  that  looked  very  much  like 
the  returns  on  your  desk.  But  I  want  to  tell  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  that  he  was  wrong.  I  do  not  suppose  that  he  meant 
to  state  what  was  not  correct,  but  he  did  not  read  rightly 
the  returns,  or  if  he  had  not  the  returns,  he  ought  to  have 
been  more  careful  in  making  a  statement  without  them. 
His  majority  outside  of  the  town  of  Pembroke  was  104; 
my  majority  was  138.  There  is  only  a  difference  of  34,  but 
his  majority  outside  of  Pembroke  was  not  as  large  as  the 
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majority  I  had  in  my  county.  The  hon.  member  also  stated 
that  the  Provinco  of  Ontario  received  large  revenues  from 
the  late  disputed  territory. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  .  Mo  \  what  I  said  was,  that  in 
that  portion  of  the  territory  which  was  not  in  dispute  a 
considerable  amount  of  money  had  been  received  through 
the  opening  of  the  railway. 

Mr.  COOK.  Well,  they  have  boon  receiving  something, 
but  not  very  much,  from  the  fact  that  lumbering  operations 
are  not  carried  on  thero  to  a  very  large  extent.  Ho  also 
stated  that  the  Pacific  Railway  developed  that  country  very 
greatly,  and  I  understood  him  to  refer  to  the  territory  which 
has  been  decided  by  the  Privy  Council  to  belong  to  Ontario. 
I  want  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  road  has  developed 
that  country,  as  regards  the  timber.  Of  course,  it  sent  in  a 
number  of  gentlemen  there  ;  John  Shields  and  other  men 
of  that  ilk  have  received  from  this  Government  large 
timber  limits  illegally  in  that  section  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
they  have  developed  the  country  to  any  extent  whatever. 
I  have  not  heard  of  those  parties  having  commenced 
lumbering  there.  There  are  a  few  companies  operating 
there  that  were  there  years  before  this  Government 
came  into  power.  My  hon.  friend  also  said  that  this 
was  a  political  move.  Of  course,  he  measures  other 
people’s  grain  in  his  own  half-bushel.  I  suppose  he 
knew  it  was  a  political  move  when  the  town  of  Pem¬ 
broke  was  recouped  to  the  extent  of  the  bonus  it  gave 
to  the  Canada  Central  Railway.  It  was  done  just  before 
the  election,  when  the  campaign  was  going  on,  and  that 
was  a  very  suspicious  time.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O’Brien)  stated  that  the  county  council  of  Simcoe  had 
sent  a  deputation  here  on  a  fool’s  errand.  Well,  I  must  pro¬ 
test  against  such  language.  I  think  the  county  council  of 
Simcoe,  although  largely  Conservative,  with  a  majority 
almost  two  to  one,  is  a  very  intelligent  body  of  men,  as 
intelligent  a  body  of  men  as  you  will  find  in  any  county 
council,  probably  in  any  Legislature,  in  this  country,  although 
a  large  portion  of  them  are  Conservatives.  I  suppose  my 
hon.  friend  has  no  kindly  feelings  toward  them,  from  the  fact 
that  I  believe  he  was  at  one  time  an  aspirant  for  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  reeve  in  one  of  the  townships  of  the  county,  but  they 
rejected  him,  and  he  wishes  to  take  this  opportunity  now  of 
paying  them  back,  by  giving  them  a  slap  in  the  face.  I  am 
obliged  to  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  for 
endorsing  the  statement  I  made,  that  the  county  solicitor 
had  drawn  the  agreement  so  loosely  between  the  munici¬ 
palities  and  the  railway  company  that  a  coach-and-four  could 
be  driven  through  it.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  will  not  thank  him  very  much  for 
this  endorsation  of  my  statement. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  a  few  words  to  say  on  this  subject 
before  the  debate  closes.  You  would  think,  from  what  we 
have  heard  from  the  other  side  of  tho  House,  that  Ontario 
was  very  unjustly  dealt  with.  You  would  think  that  this 
policy  was  pressed  upon  Ontario  by  the  lower  Provinces, 
and  particularly  by  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  fail  to  see 
that  Ontario  has  been  so  very  unjustly  dealt  with,  though  I 
can  quite  understand  how  this  important  delegation  from 
Simcoe  came  here  and  pressed  their  claim  for  the  return  of 
the  subsidies.  Is  there  any  one  in  the  world  who  will 
object  to  take  money  when  he  can  get  it  ?  That  was  their 
position.  If  money  was  due  to  them  they  were  ready  to 
take  it ;  and  they  acted  like  gentlemen.  But  what  is  all 
this  row  about  ?  Is  there  any  man  who  can  show  me  ?  I 
find  that  there  are  forty-two  roads  which  have  either  declared 
themselves  to  be  under  the  Dcminion  Parliament  or  that 
do  not  come  under  the  operation  of  this  Act.  Then,  I 
find  that  there  are  roads  affected  by  this  Act ;  and  I  wish  the 
attention  of  those  hon,  gentlemen  who  have  declared  in  this 
House,  and  who  go  into  the  highways  and  streets,  declaring 
that  they  are  ready  and  willing  to  do  justice  by  everybody, 
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and  only  want  others  to  do  likewise  by  them.  I  am  not 
speaking  of  those  roads  in  Ontario,  which  are  themselves 
at  liberty,  under  Provincial  charters,  to  lease  their  roads  or 
to  lease  other  roads ;  nor  am  I  speaking  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
or  other  roads  enumerated  in  tho  Act  of  1883  as  coming 
under  that  Act.  I  am  not  speaking  of  those  lines  leased 
by  tho  Grand  Trunk,  but  of  those  which  have  not  been  leased, 
and  come  within  this  Act.  Woll,  Sir,  ol  those  seventeen 
roads,  how  many  do  wo  find  in  the  Province  'of  Ontario  ? 
You  will  bo  surprised  when  I  tell  you  that  there  are 
two  roads  affected  by  this  Act,  which  those  hon. 
gentlemen  ara  making  such  a  noise  about,  and  only 
two.  All  the  other  roads  which  were  chartered  by 
Acts  from  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  amalgamated 
themselves  with  or  leased  themselves  to  tho  Grand 
Trunk  or  other  leading  railways  before  the  Act  of  1883  was 
passed.  Now,  Sir,  of  those  seventeen,  how  many  roads  do  1 
find  in  the  Lower  Provinces  ?  I  find  fifteen— the  Waterloo 
and  Magog,  the  St.  Martin’s  Junction,  the  South-Eastern,  tho 
Stanstead,  Shefford  and  Chambly,  the  Quebec  Central,  the 
Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John,  the  Northern  and  Western  of 
New  Brunswick,  tho  Montreal  and  Vermont  Junction,  tho 
Montreal  and  Sorel,  the  M-assawippi  Valley,  the  Kent 
Northern,  the  Jacques  Cartier,  the  Albert,  the  Chatham, 
and  the  Grand  Southern,  And  yet  you  do  not  see  them 
coming  here.  Now,  I  ask  these  gentlemen  who  get  up  hero 
and  declare  that  they  are  ready  to  pay  every  other  Province, 
to  step  up  and  show  that  they  are  willing  to  do  it.  Let  them 
put  their  hands  in  their  pockets,  and  we  are  willing  to  meet 
them.  I  claim  it  is  absurd  for  men  to  come  to  this  House  and 
ask  to  be  paid  back  subsidies  on  account  of  the  amalgamations 
of  railways  when,  as  a  consequence  of  the  amalgamations, 
they  have  much  greater  accommodation  than  previously, 
when  instead  of  one  train  a  day  there  are  six  trains  a  day. 
Let  them  go  to  the  Lower  Provinces,  where  the  Toads  aro 
four  or  five  times  as  numerous,  and  recoup  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  11  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  17th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  ho  had  received 
from  the  Registrar  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  certi¬ 
fied  copies  of  the  judgments  and  decisions  of  the  said  court 
in  the  election  appeals  relating  to  the  electoral  district  of 
Levis,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  electoral  district 
of  the  West  Riding  of  Northumberland,  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  by  which  judgments  the  elections  in  the  said  two 
electoral  districts  were  declared  to  be  void. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  also  informed  the  House  that,  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  Act,  37  Vic.,  cap.  5,  sec.  36,  he  had 
issued  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery, 
to  make  out  two  writs  of  election  for  the  said  electoral 
districts. 

ST.  PATRICK’S  DAY— ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  As  the  presence  in  so  many  button-holes 
of  the  green  immortal  shamrock  indicates  that  this  is  St. 
Patrick’s  Day,  I  beg  leave,  without  further  preface,  to  move 
that  when  this  House  rises  at  six  o’olock  this  evening,  it 
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do  stand  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  three  o’clock  in  honor 
of  the  patron  saint  of  old  Ireland. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  Mr.  Speaker, — — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  It  appears  to  be  the  opinion  that  when 
I  rise  to  speak  in  this  House  I  ought  to  be  shut  down. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Shut  up. 

Mr.  CASGrRAIN.  I  do  not  intend  to  oppose  the  motion 
which  has  been  made.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  a  double 
reason  for  not  doing  so,  because  my  children  have  some 
Irish  blood  in  them.  But  that  is  not  the  point  at  present. 

I  think  the  hon.  member  who  has  taken  the  lead  in  this 
matter  has  taken  a  part  that  should  have  been  taken  by  the 
leader  of  the  House ;  but  as  the  First  Minister  is  not  here, 
though  he  ought  to  be  here,  if  my  hon.  colleague  from 
Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  will  delay  the  motion  until 
the  First  Minister  is  here,  he  will  render  me  a  service  per¬ 
sonally,  and  perhaps  the  public  also.  If  he  persists,  I  may 
not  object  at  the  present  moment,  but  I  will  take  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  on  another  occasion  to  express  my  views.  But  I 
think  he  ought  to  acceed  to  my  request. 

LIBRARY  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  on  Thursday  next,  to  consider  the  following 
resolution : — 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  that  hereafter  the  officers  and  servants 
of  the  Library  of  Parliament  should  consist  of : — 

1.  Two  officers,  one  to  be  called  the  General  Librarian,  the  other  the 
Parliamentary  Librarian,  and  to  hold  a  joint  commission  as  “  Librarian 
of  Parliament  ”  and  to  have  equal  powers. 

2.  Two  first-class  clerks. 

3.  Two  second-class  clerks, 

4.  Three  third-class  clerks. 

5.  One  chief  messenger. 

6.  Thr<e  messengers. 

Resolved,  That  the  salaries  of  the  officers  holding  said  joint  commission 
shall  be.  fixed  at  sums  not  exceeding  the  sum  of  three  thousand  ($3,000) 
per  annum  for  each  officer,  and  that  of  the  Chief  Messenger  shall  not 
exceed  seven  hundred  dollars,  and  that  the  salaries  of  the  other  officers 
and  of  the  servants  of  the  Library  shall  be  fixed  from  time  to  time  by 
Order  of  the  Governor  in  Council  according  to  the  scale  of  salaries  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  any  Act  or  Acts  relating  to  the  Civil  Service  which  may  be 
in  force  at  the  time  of  passing  the  said  Order. 

Provided  always,  that  the  salary  of  any  officer  or  servant  now 
employed  in  the  Library  shall  not  be  diminished. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DISPUTED  TERRITORY— INDIAN  TITLE. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  enquire  of  the  Government 
when  we  may  expect  to  receive  the  information  relating  to 
Indian  matters,  correspondence  between  the  Governments 
of  Ontario  and  the  Dominion,  in  reference  to  the  Indian 
title  to  the  disputed  territory.  These  papers  were  asked 
for  several  weeks  ago.  We  know  the  Government  will 
make  some  claim  to  these  territories  adverse  to  the  claims 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  we  have  no  means,  without 
these  papers,  of  knowing  the  nature  of  their  claims. 

S!r  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  will  have  the  matter 
attended  to. 

TRANSLATION  OF  PUBLIC  DOCUMENTS. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  have  been  asked  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  the  fact  that  the  French  versions 
of  the  Hansard  and  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  do  not  reach 
the  press  in  due  time.  I  do  not  say  that  is  the  fault  of  the 
Government,  but  simply  call  their  attention  to  it  so  that  it 
may  be  remedied.  The  French  newspapers  complain  that 
they  are  four  or  five  days  late  in  getting  their  Hansard 
reports  and  Votes  and  Proceedings.  Another  grievance  on 
the  part  of  French-speaking  members  and  the  French 
Canadian  press  is  that  they  do  not  get  the  French  versions 
Mre  Curran. 
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of  the  blue-books  as  soon  as  the  English  blue-books  are 
issued. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  (Translation.)  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  member,  as  to  the  remarks  he  has  just  made 
concerning  newspaper  men,  I  must  tell  him  that  this  mat¬ 
ter  does  not  at  all  lay  in  the  power  of  the  Government.  It  is 
a  matter  which  is  altogether  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  and,  therefore,  application  should  be  made  to  the 
House,  There  are  committees  appointed  for  that  purpose 
and  these  committees  are  obliged  to  see  that  the  both  ver¬ 
sions  of  Hansard  should  be  distributed  at  the  same  time. 
As  regards  the  hon.  member  personally,  and  also  other 
hon.  French-speaking  members  of  this  House,  I  must  tell 
him  that  the  returns  brought  down  in  the  House  are  gener¬ 
ally  published  in  English  first,  and  that,  consequently,  the 
translation  must  be  made  afterwards.  That  is  the  reason 
why  these  returns  are  not  published  in  both  languages  at 
the  same  time.  However,  if  the  hon.  member  will  recollect 
what  has  taken  place  during  last  Session  and  during  the 
present  Session,  fee  will  find  that,  in  several  instances,  the 
two  versions  have  been  issued  at  about  the  same  time.  At  all 
events,  the  moment  the  English  version  is  issued  by  the 
members  of  the  Government  it  is  sent  to  the  translators,  and 
from  that  moment  it  is  taken  out  of  the  control  of  the 
Government  and  is  put  under  the  control  of  the  House.  I 
answer  in  French  to  the  hon.  member  because  this  matter 
concerns  more  especially  the  French  members  of  this 
House. 

REPORT  ON  MANUFACTURES. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  and  the  House  to  a  defect  in  the  report  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  manufacturing  industries  of  Canada.  I  have 
perused  this  report  carefully,  and  am  unable  to  find  in  it 
any  mention  of  the  manufacturing  industries  of  British 
Columbia.  Although  tho  commissioners  went  as  far  east 
as  Prince  Edward  Island,  the  most  western  Province,  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia,  is  left  out  entirely.  Why,  I 
cannot  understand.  It  cannot  be  because  we  have  no  indus¬ 
tries  there,  for  we  have  more  industries  in  British  Columbia 
than  have  some  other  Provinces  which  are  mentioned  in 
this  report,  and  it  therefore  appears  to  me  that  a  slight  has 
been  cast  on  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  by  this  omis¬ 
sion  to  pay  a  little  attention  to  her  industries,  especially  as 
the  people  of  that  Province  pay  more  per  capita  into  the 
Dominion  Treasury  than  do  the  people  of  any  other  Province 
in  the  Dominion.  Perhajrs  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
imagine  that  we  have  no  industries  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  to  remove  that  impression  I  will  refer 
to  a  few  of  them.  We  have  tho  lumbering  indus¬ 
try  on  a  very  large  scale,  our  fishing  industry,  our 
canned  fish  industry,  which  is  larger  than  that  of  the  rest 
of  the  Dominion  put  together ;  we  have  the  manufacturing 
j  of  furniture  industry,  the  organ  factory,  boot  and  shoe 
industry,  cigar  factories,  sash  and  door  factories,  brass 
works,  boiler  yards,  stove  factories,  glove  and  shirt  factories, 
foundries,  soap  factories,  marble  works,  carriage  factories, 
several  breweries,  a  ginger  ale  factory,  and  many  others  too 
numerous  to  mention,  and  I  may  say  that  within  the  last 
three  or  four  years  those  industries  have  considerably  in¬ 
creased  in  capacity,  and  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  country  at  large  that  something  should  be 
made  known  about  them  as  well  as  about  other  industries 
in  the  other  Provinces.  Our  coal  industries  also  are  of  vast 
importance  to  the  Dominion,  giving  as  they  do  employment 
to  hundreds  of  men.  The  area  of  our  coal  fields  is  immense, 
and  the  quality  of  our  coal  is  unsurpassed.  I  sincerely  trust 
that  a  supplementary  report  will  be  made  and  submitted  to 
this  House  which  will  embrace  tho  industries  of  British 
Columbia. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  if  a  supplementary  report  be  made  .British 
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Columbia  will  bo  included.  The  object  the  Government  had 
in  view  was  to  obtain  such  information  as  could  be  secured 
between  the  first  of  June  and  the  first  ot  January,  with 
reference  particularly  to  the  more  important  manufacturing 
centres.  It  was  not  intended  to  tako  in  the  whole  of  the 
Dominion,  but  only  the  principal  manufacturing  centres, 
and  this  will  explain  also  why,  as  regards  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  more  prominence  was  given  to  St.  John,  Halifax 
and  other  leading  points  than  to  less  central  points.  If  any 
supplementary  enquiry  be  made,  of  course  it  will  embrace 
-British  Columbia. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  havo  observed  the  defect  in  the  report  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  alludes,  but  I  have  imagined  a 
different  explanation  of  it  from  that  to  which  the  hou. 
gentleman  alludes.  I  thought  that  in  the  mind  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  their  exports  were  entirely  overshadowed  by 
their  great  importing  industries,  especially  the  importing  of 
Chinese. 

DAILZ  ISSUE  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  tho  Hansard  Committee  to  the  fact  that  several 
journalists  complain  that  they  never  receive  the  Hansard 
for  a  week  after  it  is  published.  We  agreed  to  give  up  one 
of  our  additional  numbers  for  the  sake  of  supplying  the 
journals.  If  they  are  to  be  supplied  at  all,  I  think  they 
should  be  supplied  promptly. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Wo  did  not  agree  as  a  matter 
of  fact  to  give  up  anything.  The  Committee  desired  to  give 
up  one  of  the  bound  volumes  in  order  to  supply  tho  news¬ 
papers.  But  the  distribution  takes  place  in  the  same  way 
as  the  ordinary  Sessional  Papers,  and  sometimes  some  two 
or  three  papers  or  the  issues  of  two  or  three  days  go  out 
together,  instead  of  one  going  out  every  day,  as  it  should, 

THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Government 
if  they  can  give  us  any  idea  how  long  this  protracted 
debate  on  the  tariff  will  continue.  I  understand  that  a  list 
of  fifteen  or  twenty  speakers  has  boen  made  by  the  whips, 
and  the  people  of  the  country  are  anxious  to  know  when 
wo  shall  get  to  business. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  We  have  no  rule  for  shorten¬ 
ing  the  debates. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley  to  go  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  BURNS.  Convinced  as  I  am  that  the  subject  under 
discussion  is  pretty  well  exhausted,  I  rise  with  a  great  deal 
of  diffidence,  and  feel  that  in  doing  so  lam  perhaps  not  only 
trespassing  upon  tho  patience  and  temper  of  the  House  and 
on  our  time  here,  but  that  I  will  cast  but  very  little  new 
light  on  any  matter  which  has  been  referred  to.  The  sub¬ 
jects  which  have  been  referred  to  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
are  certainly  of  very  great  importance,  and  have  been  very 
fully  dealt  with  by  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
Every  argument  which  has  been  advanced  by  gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side,  every  statement  which  has 
been  made  by  them,  not  only  in  the  present  debate 
but  in  years  gone  by,  has  been  answered  not  only  by 
the  gentlemen  who  sit  on  this  side  of  tho  House  but  by  the 
country,  and  by  the  country  more  than  once.  Therefore, 
as  it  would  be  only  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  to  again 
answer  them,  and  as  I  am  especially  reminded  of  that 
fact  by  the  enquiry  just  addressed  to  the  Government  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  I  will  only  occupy 
a  short  time  as  I  am  as  anxious  as  any  hon.  gentleman  can 


be  to  proceed  to  the  serious  business  which  has  brought  us 
here.  There  were  a  few  observations  made  by  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side,  which  I  can  only  characterise  as  reckless 
statements,  which  I  think  make  it  necessary  that  some 
one  who  is  in  some  degree  conversant  with  some  of  the 
matters  referred  to  should  make  a  few  remarks  in  reply 
to  them.  The  situation  has  been  described  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies), 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  New  Brunswick  (Mr, 
King),  as  grave  and  gloomy.  They  have  told  us  that 
the  taxation  of  the  country  is  increasing.  I  think 
they  went  to  the  length  of  stating  that  taxation 
had  increased  at  a  greater  rate  than  in  any  other 
country,  at  even  four  times  the  rate  that  it  had 
increased  in  any  other  country.  They  stated  also  that  the 
exodus  was  going  on  at  a  far  greater  rate  than  at  any  other 
period  in  the  history  of  Canada,  and  many  other  things. 
I  will  attempt  to  show  by  some  statistics  that  I  have 
prepared  that,  so  far  as  the  Provinces  of  New  Brunswick 
and  Nova  Scotia  are  concerned — and  it  is  to  those  two  Pro- 
vinces  that  I  intend  to  confine  my  remarks — the  gentlemen 
I  have  referred  to,  as  well  as  the  member  for  Brant  (Mr. 
Paterson),  who  seems  to  pay  special  attention  to  those 
Provinces,  are  in  error.  They  have  attempted  to  show  that 
previous  to  the  election  of  1882,  the  imposition  of  duty,  or,  as 
we  say,  the- readjustment  of  the  tariff,  would  have  the  effect 
of  crushing  the  industries  of  those  Provinces,  that  the  effect 
of  the  National  Policy  would  be  to  injure  the  lumber  trade, 
to  injure  those  engaged  in  tho  fishing  industry  and  those 
engaged  in  farming.  The  statements  which  I  will  read  to 
the  House  will  go  to  prove  I  think  that  under  the  operation 
of  that  policy,  those  special  industries  have  not  been  de¬ 
stroyed,  but  that  on  the  contrary  they  have  increased  and 
prospered.  We  find  a  large  increase  in  the  exports  of  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia.  We  find  that  in  1878,  the 
export  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  amounted  to 
$13,768,810,  and  in  1884,  under  the  influence  of  this 
National  Policy,  which  was  to  crush  out  the  lumber  trade 
and  the  fisheries  and  the  farming  industry,  they  had 
increased  to  $17,352,428,  an  increase  of  $3,583,618  in  the 
short  space  of  six  years.  I  might  remind  the  House  that 
this  increase  is  made  up  altogether  of  the  very  things  which 
this  policy  was  to  stamp  out  of  existence— lumber,  and  the 
products  of  the  fisheries,  and  tho  produce  of  the  mine  and 
the  product  of  the  farm.  In  1878  the  export  of  fisheries 
from  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia — for  I  take  them 
together— amounted  to  $5,197,840.  In  1884,  they  had 
increased  to  $6,213,152,  or  an  increase  of  over  a  million 
dollars.  The  product  of  the  mines  in  1878  was  exported  to 
the  extent  of  $652,231,  while  in  1884  it  had  reached 
$954,980,  or  an  increase  of  $302,749.  The  lumber 
exports  of  1878,  from  those  two  Provinces  were 
$5,573,469,  and  in  1884,  under  this  National  Policy  they  had 
increased  to  $7,317,647,  or  an  increase  of  $1,744,178. 
Grooping  together  the  agricultural  and  animal  products,  we 
find  that  in  187s  the  exports  were  $910,252 ;  in  1884, 
$1,697,130,  or  an  increase  of  $786,878.  The  gross  inci’ease 
in  the  exports  of  minerals,  fish,  lumber  and  farm  produce 
from  1878  to  1884  was  $3,849,117.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  National 
Policy  was  so  disastrous  in  its  effects  as  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  prophesied  it  would  be,  some  years  ago,  and  as  they 
assert  it  is  to-day,  I  ask  why  it  is  that  our  exports  of  pro¬ 
ducts  have  gone  on  increasing  ?  In  proof  of  the  fact  that  our 
increased  exports  have  been  productive  of  an  accumulation 
of  wealth  to  the  country,  and  as  some  proof  that  the  wealth 
of  the  country  has  increased,  I  propose  to  read  some  figures 
with  reference  to  the  state  of  those  Provinces  as  regards  the 
amount  of  extra  capital  which  they  have  now  compared 
with  that  which  they  had  in  1878.  In  1878  the  balances  in 
the  Government  Savings  Banks  in  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island  were  $4,371,310.60 ;  in 
1884  they  had  increased  to  $12,212,675,  or  an  increase  of 
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$7, 840,165.  The  paid-up  capital  of  the  chartered  banks  was 
§5,794,760  in  1878;  in  1884  it  was  §6,380,246,  or  an  increase 
of  8585,486.  The  gross  deposits  in  chartered  banks  in  1878 
was  §5,816,212,  while  in  1884  they  were  $9,753,446,  or  an 
increase  of  $3,937,234.  I  ask,  is  that  any  proof  that  the 
condition  of  those  Provinces  is  less  favorable  under  the 
influence  of  the  National  Policy,  that  they  are  less  wealthy 
and  less  prosperous  to  day  than  they  were  in  1878  ?  I 
will  take  one  industry  alone  which,  in  the  elections  of  1882, 
we  were  told  would  have  to  bear  the  heaviest  burthen  under 
the  National  Policy,  and  that  is  the  fishing  industry.  That 
is  an  industry  with  which  I  am  well  acquainted ;  an  indus¬ 
try  in  which  the  people  of  my  county  are  more  directly 
concerned  than  in  any  other ;  an  industry  which  gives 
employment  in  the  county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  as 
well  as  in  other  counties  of  Now  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia,  to  a  very  considerable  portion  of  the  population. 
Now,  Sir,  in  1878,  the  amount  of  capital  invested  in  fishing 
material — exclusive  of  the  capital  invested  in  fishing  craft, 
boats  and  schooners,  which  is  a  very  large  amount — the 
the  capital  invested  in  those  two  Provinces  at  that  time 
was  a  little  over  $200,000.  In  1883,  which  is  the  latest 
date  up  to  which  X  can  find  any  reliable  statistics,  the 
capital  invested  was  $1,200,000,  or  an  increased  investment 
in  that  industry  of  over  one  million  dollars.  The  value  of 
the  fish  caught  in  1878  in  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia 
was  something  over  $7,600,000;  and  in  1883  it  had 
inci’eased  to  very  nearly  $11,000,000.  Taking  the 
amount  invested  in  fishing  material  in  the  year  1878 
and  the  value  of  fish  caught  in  that  year,  we 
find  they  represent  the  sum  of  $7,872,741  ;  while 
in  1883  they  reached  $12,043,183.  Speaking  specifically, 
the  increase  in  the  value  of  materials  in  1883  over  1878, 
was  $956,490  ;  and  the  increase  in  the  value  of  fish  caught 
was  $3,213,952,  making  a  gross  increase  of  $4,170,442  in 
that  industry  alone.  That,  Sir,  is  exclusive  of  a  very  large 
increase  in  the  amount  of  capital  which  we  know  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact  had  been  invested  in  the  building  and  fitting  out 
of  schooners  and  boats  with  which  to  prosecute  that  industry. 
Now,  Sir,  after  referring  to  those  special  industries  in  which 
New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  are  more  largely  interested 
than  any  other  Province  of  the  Dominion,  I  may  be  permit¬ 
ted  to  make  reference  to  the  cause  of  the  depression — ;o 
make  the  same  reference  that  has  been  made  by  gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  this  House.  The  depression  in  trade  in 
New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  if  any  depression  in  trade 
exists,  is  only  in  one  or  two  particular  industries,  but  mainly 
in  the  shipbuilding  business.  To  a  certain  extent  there  is 
a  depression  in  the  lumber  trade,  but  that  depression  is  not 
in  the  direction  of  any  decreased  output,  or  of  any  decreased 
expoi't,  but  it  is  in  the  direction  of  lower  prices  for  our 
products.  But  while  that  industry  may  be  affected  in  this 
respect,  and  while  our  lumber  may  be  bringing  a  less  price 
to  day  than  it  did  in  former  years,  every  person  engaged  in 
that  industry,  every  person  outside,  I  may  say,  of  the  shipper, 
the  farmer  who  sells  his  produce  to  the  lumberman  and  the 
man  who  works  in  the  woods,  in  fact  everybody  connected 
with  that  trade,  from  the  farmer  to  the  manufacturer  of  the 
lumber — every  person,  1  think  I  can  safely  say,  with  the 
exception  of  the  shippers,  has  derived  large  gains  from  that 
industry  during  the  last  four  years.  The  shipbuilding  indus¬ 
try  is,  no  doubt,  very  depressed,  and  I  see  no  reason  to  hope 
that  so  far  as  wooden  ships  are  concerned  that  trade  will  be 
revived.  The  days  of  wooden  ships  are  gone  by,  and  we 
are  brought  face  to  face  with  the  fact  that  in  the  future  the 
carrying  trade  of  the  world  will  be  done  by  steamers,  or  if 
not  altogether  by  steamers  then  by  iron  vessels.  To  show 
to  what  extent  steam  vessels  are  superseding  sailing  vessels 
I  will  quote  to  you  some  figures  which  I  have  prepared  as 
showing  the  amount  of  tonnage  arriving  from  sea  in 
the  Provinces  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia, 
in  the  years  1878  and  1884  respectively,  and  it  will  show 
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the  large  increase  of  steam  tonnage  over  sailing  tonnage. 
In  1878  the  number  of  steamers  that  arrived  in  the  ports  of 
New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  was  1,040,  with  a  gros3 
tonnage  of  635,457.  In  1884  the  number  of  steamers  was 
1,528,  with  a  gross  tonnage  ol  1,081,163,  showing  an  increase 
in  number  of  448,  and  of  tonnage  440,706.  The  number  of 
sailing  vessels  that  arrived  in  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia  ports  in  that  3  ear  was  5,637,  with  a  gross  tonnage  of 
1,132,899.  In  1884  the  number  of  sailing  vessels  had 
increased  very  considerably ;  but,  as  you  will  notice,  the 
tonnage  had  increased  but  very  little.  As  against 
5,637  sailing  vessels  in  1878  there  were  7,324  in  1884;  bat 
as  against  1,132,899  tons  in  1878,  there  were  only  1,213,456 
tons  in  1881,  showing  a  very  slight  increase  in  tonnage  but 
a  decided  increase  in  the  number  of  vessels.  At  this  point 
let  me  give  to  the  House  my  idea  as  to  the  cause  of  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  number  of  vessels  without  any  coi’responding 
increase  in  the  tonnage.  The  explanation  to  my  mind  lies 
in  this  fact,  that  the  increased  number  of  vessels  which 
arrived  was  largely  made  up  of  fishing  and  coasting  vessels, 
vessels  of  very  small  tonnage ;  because,  if  you  take  the 
number  of  vessels  in  connection  with  the  extra  tonnage,  you 
will  find  that  the  vessels  only  averaged  about  50  tons  each. 
So  we  have,  comparing  1878  with  1884,  an  increase  in  steam 
tonnage  of  440,706  tons,  and  an  increase  in  the  tonnage  of 
sailing  vessels  to  the  extent  of  100,557  tons.  This  will  go  to 
show,  as  I  have  stated,  that  steam  tonnage  is  rapidly  super¬ 
seding  sailing  vessels,  and  that  the  decline  in  shipbuilding 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces  is  not  due  to  any  cause  we  can 
control  or  due  in  any  respect  to  the  effects  of  the  National 
Policy.  I  hope  to  live  to  see  the  day  when  we,  being  deter¬ 
mined  to  keep  pace  with  the  age  and  retain  for  ourselves 
the  large  carrying  trade  we  have  enjoyed  for  so  many 
years,  and  which  we  still  continue  to  enjoy  to  a  very  great 
extent,  though  to  an  extent  rather  more  limited  than  here¬ 
tofore,  will  be  building  not  only  iron  sailing  ships  but  iron 
steamers  and  in  that  way  showing  our  determination  to 
maintain  our  place  a^the  fourth  or  fifth  maritime  power  in 
the  world.  I  may  be  pardoned  if  I  refer  in  this  connection 
to  the  increase  in  the  fisheries  that  has  taken  place  in  the 
county  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent ;  for  disguise 
it  as  we  may,  while  we  are  disposed  to  take  a  statesman¬ 
like  view  of  questions  and  view  them  from  a  national  stand¬ 
point,  we  are  disposed  to  look  at  what  more  immediately 
concerns  us  and  at  the  state  of  affairs  which 
exists  in  the  locality  in  which  wo  have  special 
interest.  I  find  that  in  the  County  of  Gloucester  the  value 
of  the  fish  caught  in  1878,  added  to  the  value  of 
the  fishing  material  was  $544,000.  In  1883,  only  five 
years  afterwards,  it  had  reached  $700,000,  or  an  increase  of 
over  25  per  cent,  in  that  brief  period.  If  the  fisherman  is 
so  oppressed  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  lead  us  to 
suppose,  and  would  lead  the  fishermen  to  suppose,  I  ask,  why 
have  they  gone  on  year  after  year  adding  to  their  production 
and  their  wealth  ?  An  hon.  gentleman  opposite  asked, 
what  have  the  Government  done  for  the  fishermen ;  what 
have  they  done  for  the  lobster  men  ?  My  answer  to  that 
hon.  gentleman  is  this  :  The  Government  of  the  day,  owing 
to  the  large  increase  in  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion,  were 
enabled  to  devote  $150,000  a  year  as  a  bounty  in  order  to 
stimulate  and  develop  our  fishiDg  industry.  That  is  what 
the  Government  of  the  day  have  done  for  the  fishermen  and 
lobster-men  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  The  Government 
have,  moreover,  given  to  those  engaged  in  the  lobster  indus¬ 
try  free  tin.  They  have  also  given  free  salt,  free  lines,  and 
free  twine. 

Mr.  TAIL.  They  already  had  it. 

Mr.  BURNS.  Admit  that  the  fishermen  always  had  free 
salt.  But  if  we  were  to  believe  what  hon.  gentlemen  opposito 
asserted  time  after  time,  if  we  were  to  believe  what  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  stated  during  the  campaign  of  1882,  the 
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fishermen  would  be  taxed  on  salt  and  on  everything  else  that 
entered  into  their  industry,  I  recolloct  very  well  that  during 
the  campaign  in  New  Brunswick  that  was  one  of  the 
strongest  points  which  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  attempted 
to  make.  They  said  to  the  fishermen,  if  you  go  for  the 
National  Policy  and  return  members  pledged  to  support  it, 
you  will  find  not  only  that  lines,  twine  and  everything 
else  you  consume  and  use  will  be  taxed,  but  salt  also. 

Mr.  YA1L.  That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  BURNS.  I  have  a  lively  recollection  of  what  occur¬ 
red  during  that  time.  It  was  distinctly  stated  that  a  tax 
would  be  placed  on  salt. 

Mr.  MILLS.  And  you  said  the  producer  pays  the  tax. 

Mr.  BURNS.  I  did  not  say  that  the  producer  pays  tho 
tax.  The  Government  have  given  the  fishermen  and  lob- 
stermen  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  as  well  as  people  in 
other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  not  only  the  articles  I  have 
mentioned  duty  free,  but  also  free  tea  and  free  coffee.  We 
know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  tea  is  almost  a  necessary  of 
life,  and  that  it  enters  very  largely  into  the  consumption  of 
the  lumbermen  and  fishermen  ;  and  were  it  not  perhaps  for 
the  National  Policy  which  obtained  from  luxuries  a  suffi¬ 
cient  amount  of  revenue,  we  would  have  been  unable  to 
get  free  tea  and  free  coffee, 

Mr.  FORBES.  How  about  free  meal  and  freo  flour? 

Mr.  BURNS.  I  say  that  practically  in  New  Brunswick 
we  get  free  flour.  The  number  of  barrels  of  flour  imported 
from  the  United  States  into  New  Brunswick  is  very  small 
as  compared  with  the  quantity  we  receive  from  the  Upper 
Provinces.  And  I  ask  these  gentlemen  who  asked  that 
question,  Has  the  50  cents  per  barrel  imposed  on  flour, 
increased  the  price  of  flour  to  the  consumer  to  that  extent  ? 
I  answer  most  unhesitatingly,  no,  it  has  not ;  and  for  this 
reason,  a  reason  which  has  been  cited  more  than  once,  that 
so  long  as  we  have  in  Canada  a  surplus  product,  so  long 
will  we  not  feel  the  effects  of  the  imposition  of  the  duty. 
We  might  as  well  say  that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  of  a 
dollar  a  thousand  on  spruce  deals — of  which  my  bon.  friend 
from  Queen’s  (Mr.  King)  is  quite  au  fait — would  enhance 
the  price  to  the  extent  of  the  extra  dollar.  An  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  opposite  side  has  asserted  with  that  reckless¬ 
ness  which  characterises  many  of  the  assertions  of  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  the  opposite  side,  that  there  aro  thousands  out 
of  employment  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  ask  him,  did 
he  consider  what  he  was  going  to  say  before  he  made 
that  statement;  did  he  ask  himself,  Is  the  statement  I  am 
about  to  make  a  correct  one  ?  I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen 
to  prove  that  to-day  there  are  thousands  out  of  employment 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  No  such  thing,  Sir.  On 
the  contrary  I  assert  that  tc-day  the  workman  of  New 
Brunswick  is  in  as  good  a  position,  if  not  in  a  better  posi¬ 
tion,  than  he  has  been  at  almost  any  time  in  the  history  of 
New  Brunswick.  I  say  that  to-day  the  farmers  of  New 
Brunswick — and  the  farmers  form  a  large  proportion  of  the 
population  of  that  Province— are  in  as  comfortable  circum¬ 
stances  as  they  ever  were  in  the  history  of  that  Province;' 
that  to-day  they  are  getting  as  good  prices  for  their  products 
as  they  ever  got,  when  you  take  those  prices  in  connection 
with  the  prices  of  the  articles  which  that  farmer  has  to  buy. 
I  say  that  the  purchasing  power  of  the  farmer’s  money,  of 
the  artisan’s  money,  of  the  laborer’s  money  to  day  is  greater 
than  it  has  been  at  almost  any  time  in  the  history  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  Not  only  did  the  hon.  gentleman 
assert  that  thousands  are  out  of  employment  in  Now  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  Nova  Scotia  to-day,  but  he  wont  further  and 
asserted  that  the  laborer  and  the  artisan  of  England 
were  in  a  better  position  to-day  than  at  any  time 
before  this.  I  ask  these  hon.  gentlemen  if  they 
have  read  what  has  been  published  at  a  very  recent 


period  of  the  troublesome  times  they  have  had  in  England — 
of  the  number  of  unemployed  in  the  groat  manufacturing 
city  of  Birmingham,  or  in  tho  city  of  London?  If  they 
have  read  those  reports,  thoy  are  the  best  answer  that  can 
be  made  to  the  assertion  that  the  laborer  and  the  workman 
of  England  are  in  a  better  position  to-day  than  at  any  time 
heretofore.  Now,  Sir,  in  this  country  labor — to  quote  the 
language  used  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s — is  in  this 
position:  A  man  can  get  an  honest  day’s  wages  for  an 
honest  day’s  work,  and  with  that  honest  day’s  wages  he  is 
enabled  to  buy  sufficient  food  and  clothing  for  his  family  to 
live  in  comfortable  circumstances— far  more  comfortable 
circumstances  than  the  laboring  men  can  in  that  great 
country  of  free  trade— England.  Let  us  contrast  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  laborer  of  this  country  with  that  of  tho  laborer 
in  England  a  little  further.  You  will  find,  Sir,  that  here  ho 
lives  in  a  style  entirely  different  from  that  in  which  the 
laborer  of  England  lives.  What  are  considered  everyday 
necessaries  of  life  here,  are  denied  the  working  men  of 
England.  The  food  which  is  considered  a  luxury  in  Eng¬ 
land,  is  here  considered  an  article  for  use  every  day  and 
hour.  We  find,  Sir,  that  in  comparing  rates  of  taxation 
in  the  two  countries,  hon.  gentlomen  opposite  steer  clear  of 
telling  this  point ;  they  fail  to  tell  us  that  while  England 
has  freo  trade — a  policy  from  which  1  say  she  is  suffering — 
taxation  there  is  far  greater  than  it  is  in  this  country.  It 
is  not  necessary  for  mo  to  enter  into  details;  T  think  thoy 
have  been  produced  for  the  information  of  this  House  before. 
It  is  enough  to  say  in  general  terms — enough  to  make  the 
statement  which  I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
deny,  that  the  rate  of  taxation  in  free  trade  England  i3  much 
greater  than  it  is  in  Canada.  We  have  in  this  country  no 
such  thing  as  an  income  tax,  or  at  least  not  one  which 
bears  the  slightest  resemblance  to  the  tax  so  called  in  Eng¬ 
land.  My  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Queen’s,  Now  Bruns¬ 
wick  (Mr.  King),  in  the  statement  which  ho  made  to  the 
House  the  other  night,  rolled  up  a  very  large  bill  against 
the  Upper  Provinces.  In  his  efforts  to  show  that 
New  Brunswick  was  heavily  taxed  ho  went  into  calculations 
showing  the  increased  amount  we  have  to  pay  to 
Quebec  and  Ontario  for  their  manufactured  goods.  Tho 
same  hon.  gentleman  would  have  us  believe  that  it  was  our 
interest  to  trade  with  the  United  States;  he  would  have  us 
believe  that  we  could  buy  goods  more  cheaply  in  the  United 
Spates  than  we  can  in  Canada,  and  yet  we  find  that  in  the 
United  States  those  goods  were  produced  under  an  impost 
much  heavier  than  exists  in  Canada  to-day.  The  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  been  driven  to  his  wits’  end  to  make 
out  a  grievance  for  New  Brunswick  when  he  showed  that  a 
large  amount  was  due  New  Brunswick,  because  of  the 
higher  prices  we  had  to  pay  for  the  productions  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec.  True,  he  said  that  state  of  things  existed  only 
in  the  earlier  years  of  the  National  Policy,  and  that  to-day 
we  are  buying  those  goods  at  a  very  moderate  price.  Is 
it  not  better  that  wo  should  buy  our  manufactured  goods 
from  Quebec  and  Ontario— assuming  for  the  moment  that 
we  are  not  able,  as  hon.  gentlemen  say,  to  compete  with 
those  Provinces  in  the  production  of  manufactured  goods — 
is  it  not  better  to  buy  from  Quebec  and  Ontario  than 
from  the  people  of  the  United  States,  who  are  strangers 
to  us  ?  I  remember,  Sir,  reading  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  I  think  in  1879,  in  which 
he  made  the  statement  that  if  the  Government  wished  to 
depopulate  the  country  they  had  only  to  apply  the  National 
Policy.  Now,  Sir,  has  that  statement  been  verified? 
Has  the  country  become  depopulated  ?  Is  New  Brunswick 
depopulated  under  this  tariff?  I  see  my  hon.  friend 
nodding — making  that  assertion  by  a  movement  of  his  head. 
Now,  Sir,  if  the  country  is  depopulated  wfiv  is  it  that  by 
the  last  census  the  population  of  the  country  has  increased  ? 
Why  is  that  so  much  wealth  has  been  accumulated  ?  Why 
is  it  that  the  savings  of  our  people  in  both  the  savings  banks 
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and  the  chartered  hanks  are  much  greater  now  than  they 
were  under  the  larger  population,  as  my  hon.  friend  would 
have  us  believe.  My  hon.  friend  stated  the  other  night  that 
while  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  in  1882  supported 
the  National  Policy  by  sending  representatives  here  to  sup¬ 
port  the  Government  which  instituted  that  policy, 
a  change  has  come  over  them  since  that  time. 

I  ask  him,  Sir,  where  is  the  truth  in  that  statement.  Did 
the  county  of  York  at  a  very  recent  date  say  that  the  peo¬ 
ple  there  had  changed  their  minds  ?  Did  the  county  of 
King’s,  shortly  after  the  general  election,  when  my  hon. 
friend  behind  me  had  to  lace  the  music  of  a  second  election, 
say  that  it  had  gone  back  on  the  National  Policy  ?  Did  the 
county  of  Albert,  which  for  the  second  time  since  1882  sent 
a  representative  to  support  the  Government,  say  that  it  had 
changed  its  mind  on  the  National  Policy  ?  No,  Sir;  on  the 
contrary,  not  only  in  New  Brunswick,  but  throughout  the 
whole  Dominion,  the  National  Policy  continues  to  be 
endorsed  by  the  people.  My  hon.  friend  in  his  speech  the 
other  night  referred  at  great  length  to  the  report  of  the 
commissioner  on  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  and  tried  to  make  a  point  by  showing  that  in  the  town 
of  Woodstock  the  new  industries  started  since  1878  gave 
employment  to  113  extra  hands,  receiving  $510,000  in 
wages.  In  that  way  he  attempted  to  throw  discredit  on  the 
whole  report.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  did  him¬ 
self  justice  on  that  occasion.  It  is  quite  evident  that  that 
statement  is  either  a  misprint  or  a  clerical  error,  because 
if  you  turn  to  the  general  comparative  statement  on 
pages  130  and  131,  you  will  find  the  increases  correctly 
given.  According  to  that  comparative  statement  tho  county 
of  Carleton,  Woodstock  in  particular,  is  shown  to  have 
had  in  1878,  318  hands  employed,  receiving  a  yearly  aggre¬ 
gate  of  weeldy  wages  of  $128,174,  whereas  in  1884  there 
were  475  hands,  receiving  $165,365.22.  Now  I  find  that  in 
tho  whole  Province  of  New  Brunswick  in  1878  there  were 
employed  11,974  hands,  while  in  1884  there  were  employed 
14,035,  showing  an  increase  of  2,062  of  hands  employed  in 
our  manufacturing  enterprises,  notwithstanding  that  trade 
was  in  a  depressed  condition  and  that  our  factories  have 
been  stamped  out  of  existence  by  this  National  Policy.  We 
find  also  that  while  in  1878  the  yearly  aggregate  of  weekly 
wages  paid  in  the  Province  was  $4,680,641,  in  1884  there 
was  paid  an  aggregate  of  $5,298,754,  or  an  increase  of 
$618,113  during  those  five  years.  An  hon.  gentlemen  on 
jthe  opposite  side,  I  think  it  was  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.B.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  stated  that  the  Government 
had  broken  faith  with  the  country  because  it  had  failed  to 
get  reciprocity  of  trade  with  the  United  States.  I  do  not 
think  Sir,  that  that  gentleman  was  warranted  in  making 
that  statement.  I  have  seen  no  evidence  to  lead  me  for  a 
moment  to  believe  that  the  Government  have  broken  faith 
with  the  country.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  at  every  favorable  opportunity  has  done  all  that  it 
honorably  could  do  to  secure  reciprocal  trade  relations 
with  the  United  States.  When  the  National  Policy  was 
introduced,  and  when  the  tariff  framed  under  that  policy 
was  made,  we  find,  as  part  and  parcel  of  that  measure,  that 
a  law  was  placed  on  our  statute  book  authorising  the 
Governor  in  Council  by  proclamation  to  admit  the  natural 
products  of  the  United  States  duty  free  whenever  the 
United  States  would  open  its  doors  and  admit  our 
natural  products  duty  free.  We  know  that  since  that 
time  every  reasonable  effort  that  we  honorably  could 
make  has  been  made  to  induce  our  friends  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line  to  enter  into  freer  trade  relations  with 
us;  and  Sir,  I  believe  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  Canada, 
or  in  accordance  with  the  dignity  of  the  country,  that 
we  should  make  any  greater  efforts  in  that  direction  than 
we  have  already  made.  When  the  United  States  desire  to 
trade  with  us,  they  will  find  that  we  are  willing  to  trade 
with  her.  But  in  connection  with  this  matter,  I  might,  I 
Mr.  Burns. 
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with  the  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  necessity  of 
continuing  their  exertions  and  making  greater  efforts  to 
secure  for  the  Maritime  Provinces  reciprocal  trade  relations 
with  a  market  which  to  my  mind  would  be  more 
advantageous  to  us  than  that  of  the  -United  States, 
tnat  is,  the  market  which  can  be  had  in  the  West 
Indies.  While  it  is  not  a  matter  of  vital  consequence  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces  to  secure  that  trade,  it  is  a  matter 
of  vory  great  consequence  indeed,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
member  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  is  travelling  outside 
of  a  proper  line  when  he  expresses  tho  opinion  that  tho 
Government  of  the  country  should  be  fully  alive  to  the 
necessity  of  making  a  treaty  with  the  West  India  Islands 
that  would  open  to  us  the  markets  of  those  islands  for  our 
products.  We  in  the  Maritime  Province  produce  largely 
everything  which  the  West  Indies  require  and  consume. 
Qur  principal  productions  are  lumber,  fish,  and  farm  pro¬ 
ducts.  We  produce  everything  they  require  in  these  lines, 
and  we  consume  their  productions,  so  that  a  treaty  which 
would  be  fair  and  beneficial  to  both  sides  might  be  made.  I 
repeat  that  the  Maritime  Provinces  expect  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  continue  to  use  every  legitimate  effort  to  secure 
for  ns  that  trade.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (P.E.I.), 
in  his  allusions  to  the  United  States,  made  the  statement 
that  the  greatness  of  that  country  could  be  attributed  to 
this  fact,  that  there  were  no  custom  houses  from  the 
extreme  north  to  the  extreme  south — or  from  tho 
extreme  west  to  the  extreme  east,  or  between  the  States. 
That  is  exactly  the  state  of  things  that  exists  in  Can¬ 
ada  to-day.  That  is  exactly  the  state  of  things  we 
wished  to  bring  about  when  we  entered  Confederation 
to  have  free  intercourse  between  the  Upper  and  the  Lower 
Provinces  and  that  we  have  secured.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  tell  us  that  the  natural  market  of  the  Lower  Pro¬ 
vinces  is  the  United  States.  Is  the  United  States  any  more 
a  natural  market  for  the  Lower  Provinces  than  England  is  for 
the  Western  or  the  Southern  States  of  the  American  Union  ? 
Yet  though  the  Southern  and  Western  States,  to  which  tho 
tariff  of  the  wholeUnion  applies,  find  their  largest  market  in 
England,  no  prominent  man  in  the  United  Slates  would  say 
that  because  the  Eastern  States  do  not  furnish  the  Southern 
and  Western  States  with  a  market,  their  productions  should 
not  be  protected.  We  find  that  the  union  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  has  had  the  result  of  bringing  about  the  very  state 
of  affairs  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward 
Island  (  Mr.  Davies).  We  find  that  the  trade  among  those  Pro¬ 
vinces  has  grown  vei’y  largely  and  continues  to  grow.  Let  me 
repeat  here  a  statement  made  in  another  place,  that,  though 
it  may  not  be  apparent  to  most  minds,  yet  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  trade  between  the  Upper  and  the  Lower  Provinces,  so 
far  as  the  productions  of  the  Lower  Provinces  are  con¬ 
cerned,  is  growing  vory  much,  that  the  goods  consumed  by 
the  Upper  Provinces  and  which  are  brought  from  the 
Lower  Provinces  amount  to  a  very  large  sum.  In  one  year 
the  amount  increased  some  $250,000.  I  know  that  in  tho 
article  of  fish  alone,  there  has  been  an  increase  of  40  or  50 
per  cent,  during  the  last  five  years,  and  that  with  the  open¬ 
ing  up  of  the  North-West,  with  the  general  binding  together 
of  the  country  and  the  increase  of  population,  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  if  they  cannot  compete  with  the  Western 
Provinces  in  the  matter  of  manufacturing  goods,  can,  at  all 
events,  send  them  their  natural  products.  After  the  period 
of  depression  will  have  passed  away,  and  when  the  demand 
for  manufactured  goods  becomes  greater,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  Maritime  Provinces  will  be  able  to  manufacture  not 
only  the  goods  they  consume  themselves,  but  will  also  be 
able  to  manufacture  goods  for  the  supply  of  tho  west.  We 
will  have  a  revival  of  business.  This  period  of  depression, 
which  is  not  confined  to  Canada,  but  extends  to  every 
country  in  the  world,  and  notably  to  free  trade  England, 
will  become  a  thing  of  the  past,  and  we  will  have  an 
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improvement  which,  I  think,  will  satisfy  every  reason¬ 
able  man  that  the  influence  of  the  National  Policy  has  not 
all  events  been  injurious.  I  labor  under  the  very  great 
disadvantage  that  so  much  has  been  said  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  that  it  is  difficult  to  make  a  new  point,  and 
therefore  I  hope  the  House  will  overlook  the  very 
imperfect  manner  in  which  I  have  put  my  views  before 
it.  I  rose  more  especially  for  the  purpose  of  contro¬ 
verting  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  from 
New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  I  hope  I 
have  succeeded  in  showing  that  the  Maritime  Provinces  are 
not  in  that  gloomy  serious  condition  in  which  they  would 
have  us  believe  them  to  be.  I  believe  on  the  contrary  that 
during  the  past  five  years,  the  period  in  which  the  National 
Policy  has  been  in  operation,  the  various  industries  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  have  gone  on  prospering,  the  people 
have  accumulated  a  very  large  amount  of  wealth  and  have 
reason  to  be  hopeful  for  the  future.  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  not  only  in  the  staples  of  lumber  and  fish  their 
position  will  improve,  but  that  they  will  be  able,  by  their 
energy  and  through  their  proximity  to  the  sea  to,  compete 
with  the  older  Provinces  in  manufactured  goods. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  has  devoted  a  good  deal  of  time  to  showing  that  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  New  Brunswick  is  much  more  prosperous  now  than 
it  ever  was  before,  and  that  the  prosperity  of  that  Province 
is  the  result  of  the  National  Policy.  What  industries  does  he 
cite  to  prove  this  assertion  ?  What  statistics  does  he  give  to 
prove  that  the  National  Policy  has  been  a  success  ?  Has 
ho  given  the  statistics  of  manufacturing  industries  ?  Not  to 
any  extent ;  he  attributes  tho  increased  prosperity  of  New 
Brunswick  chiefly  to  the  increased  prosperity  of  the  farming, 
fishing  and  lumbering  industries.  He  is  the  first  gentleman 
I  have  ever  heard  in  this  House  assert  that  those  industries 
were  in  any  way  favored  by  the  National  Policy,  or  that  their 
prosperity  could  be  taken  in  any  way  as  a  proof  of  the  success 
of  that  Policy.  What  has  the  National  Policy  done  for  the 
exports  of  farm  products  to  the  foreign  markets?  Has  it 
improved  the  foreign  market  ?  Has  it  obtained  the  entry  of 
those  goods  into  theUnited  States  at  a  lower  duty  than  form¬ 
erly  ?  Has  it  increased  the  demand  for  them  in  the  United 
States  ?  Has  it  increased  the  demand  for  fish  in  the  United 
States  ?  We  all  know  that  the  success  of  the  fishing  industry 
depends  entirely  upon  the  American  market.  What  has 
been  done  in  that  respect  for  the  fishing  industry  by  tho 
National  Policy?  We  know  that  at  present  our  fish  is 
admitted  free  into  theUnited  States;  we  know  that  this  free 
admission  will  cease  next  spring,  but  we  do  not  know 
that  the  Government  have  taken  any  step  towards  securing 
a  continuance  of  the  treaty,  or  towards  substituting  a  now 
treaty  which  will  continue  to  the  fishermen  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  tho  privilege  of  free  admission  of  fish  into  tho  United 
States.  It  may  be  taken  for  granted  that  the  Government 
have  taken  no  such  steps,  because  if  they  had  they  would 
have  been  certain  to  tell  us  and  take  credit  for  it,  and  the 
fishermen  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  must  condemn  the 
policy  of  inaction  of  the  Dominion  Government,  -and 
demand  that  some  steps  be  taken  to  assuro  tho  continuance 
of  the  privileges  which  they  now  enjoy.  This  leads  me  to 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  about  reciprocity.  He 
says  tho  Government  have  done  all  they  could  to  obtain 
reciprocity.  I  thought  he  was  going  to  make  some  ministerial 
revelations,  because  we  had  never  heard  of  any  steps  being 
taken  by  the  Government  to  that  effect,  but  he  went  on  to 
explain  that  all  the  Government  had  done  was  to  put  a  pro1 
vision  in  our  tariff  laws  authorising  the  Government  to 
abolish  Canadian  duties  when  corresponding  duties  were 
abolished  by  the  United  States.  That  is  what  ho  claims  is 
doing  all  the  Government  could  do  to  obtain  reciprocity. 
Now  does  the  hon.  gentleman  suppose  that  reciprocity  is 
obtained  simply  by  making  an  official  arrangement 


like  that  in  our  tariff  laws  ?  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  know  better  than  that;  he  must  know 
that  it  is  necessary  to  send  an  ambassador  to  a  foreign 
country  with  authority  to  agree  upon  the  terms  on  which  a 
reciprocity  treaty  can  be  entered  into.  That  was  the  course 
adopted  when  the  late  reciprocity  treaty  was-securod,  it 
was  the  course  adopted  by  the  Government  of  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  when  they  sought  tfi  obtain 
reciprocity  with  tho  United  States,  and  it  was  a  courso 
which  succeeded,  so  far  as  the  negotiations  with  the 
Government  of  tho  United  States  was  concerned,  the 
treaty  having  been  afterwards  blocked  by  the  United 
States  Senate.  It  is  not  the  people  of  tho  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  alone,  although  they  are  specially  interested  in  this 
matter,  who  will  call  on  the  Government  to  carry  out  the 
pledges  they  have  made  with  regard  to  obtaining  reci¬ 
procity.  The  great  end  and  aim  of  the  National  Policy,  it 
was  said,  was  recipi-ocity.  In  the  historic  National  Policy 
resolution,  it  was  formally  declared  that  the  effect  of  the 
National  Policy  would  be  ultimately  to  bring  about  recipro¬ 
city  with  the  United  States.  That  was  regarded  as  the 
climax  of  all  the  perfections  of  the  proposed  policy,  and 
that  was  the  main  argument  used  to  induce  the  people 
of  Canada  to  adopt  a  policy  which,  in  other  res¬ 
pects,  was  admittedly  hostile  to  many  of  their  interests. 
What  has  been  done  ?  What  negotiations  have  been  opened 
with  the  United  States  ?  What  commissioner  has  been  sent 
there  to  treat  with  them  ?  What  attempt  has  been  made 
oven  to  meet  them  half  way  ?  We  find  even  in  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  message  this  year  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  to  obtain  reciprocal  treaties  with  the  other  nations 
on  this  continent.  Wo  do  not  find  that  the  Government 
has  been  meeting  them  half  way.  If  it  has  been  taking 
any  steps  in  that  direction,  if  it  has  been  carrying  out  its 
pledges,  it  is  time  that  it  should  make  the  country  aware 
of  it,  because  the  expiration  of  the  Washington  treaty 
during  the  coming  spring  will  intensify  the  desire  which 
exists  in  many  parts  of  Canada  to  obtain  a  treaty  of  this 
kind.  But  no  doubt  the  statements  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Gloucester  will  be  dealt  with  in  greater  detail  by  those  who 
are  more  familiar  with  the  local  interests  concerned,  and  I 
shall  pass  at  once  to  consider  briefly  the  points  brought 
before  us  by  former  speakers.  I  cannot  do  better  than 
commence  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Finance  Minister 
himself,  the  great  authority  an  all  questions  of  finance, 
the  great  oracle  on  all  questions  of  policy.  That  hon. 
gentleman  this  year,  as  usual,  opened  his  Budget  with 
a  great  flourish  of  trumpets.  He  was  going  to  prove  to 
this  House,  to  make  the  House  and  the  country  believe, 
that  things  were  in  a  very  prosperous  condition  generally. 
Ho  opened  his  speech  with  a  remark  of  that  kind,  but 
as  he  went  on,  we  were  led  to  think  that  the  flourish  of 
trumpets  was  intended  to  conceal  the  emptiness  of  the  Bud¬ 
get  itself  which  he  was  to  disclose  to  the  House.  He  posed, 
as  he  has  always  posed  hitherto,  as  the  prophet — I  might 
say  more  than  the  prophet — the  high  priest  of«the  National 
Policy.  He  stood  before  us  with  all  tho  fervor  of  a  new 
convert  in  that  attitude.  We  know  he  is  a  convert,  wo 
now  that  not  many  years  ago  he  was  an  opponent  of  pro¬ 
tection,  and  we  know  that  a  now  convert  is  always  more 
fervent  than  an  old  and  stadfast  believer.  He  has  shown 
us  that  fervor  this  year  in  the  capacity  of  a  new  convert. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEKS.  Hear,  hoar. 

Mr.  (JASEY.  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  who  make  thoso 
sounds  on  the  other  side  do  not  wish  to  ridicule  the  position 
of  the  Finance  Minister. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEBS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  know  it  is  an  awkard  position  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  be  placed  in,  and  I  hope  they  will  spare 
his  feelings  and  not  make  any  more  of  those  noises.  In 
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that  capacity  of  high  priest,  he  has  felt  it  his  duty  to  explain 
the  perfections  of  the  idol,  of  the  deity  he  worships,  and  he 
has  clothed  that  deity  with  all  the  perfections  that  are  pos¬ 
sible  ;  he  has  not  only  told  us  the  actual  perfections  of 
the  creature,  but  he  has  been  carried  away  by  his  brilliant 
imagination,  and  the  whole  of  his  utterances  in  reference  to 
it  has  been  that  of  an  enthusiastic  devotee  rather  than  the 
calm  and  staid  utterances  of  a  Finance  Minister.  Let  us 
see  how  he  proceeds.  I  find,  on  looking  at  his  speech,  that 
it  is  not  only  in  respect  of  his  fervor,  and  of  his  devouring 
admiration  of  the  deity  he  worships,  that  he  represents  a 
false  prophet  or  a  high  priest  of  the  old  pagan  times,  for  he 
is  like  Mahomet,  ho  is  getting  new  revolutions  all  the  time. 
He  has  a  new  revelation  this  year,  which  is  that  it  is 
possible  to  increase  the  expenditure  of  this  country  without 
increasing  taxation ;  in  other  words  he  set  out  with 
the  declaration  that,  although  we  spent  a  great 
deal  more  now  than  under  the  old  regime,  it 
costs  not  simply  no  more,  but  in  fact  the  magnifi¬ 
cent  amount  of  1J  cents  per  head  less  than  under  the  old 
rdgime.  In  dealing  with  a  statement  of  this  sort,  we  must, 
I  think,  adopt  the  plan  which  Mark  Twain  and  his  com¬ 
rades  adopted  when  travelling  in  the  Holy  Land.  After 
detailing  some  tremendous  yarns  which  they  heard  from 
their  Arab  guide,  Mark  Twain  says:  “We  managed  to 
believe  the  yarn  by  dividing  it  up  amongst  the  seven  of  us.” 
No  one  of  them  believed  the  whole,  but  by  dividing  it  up 
amongst  the  seven  they  managed  to  believe  it.  So,  with  the 
whole  of  the  Finance  Minister’s  statement.  He  may  think 
that,  if  they  were  divided  up  amongst  the  Opposition,  or  if 
they  were  unequal  to  the  task,  the  whole  House,  they  might 
be  able  to  believe  his  statements.  For  instance,  he  tells  us 
that  the  increased  expenditure  on  public  works  and  harbors 
is  $1,910,256  since  1878.  He  says  himself  it  has  nearly 
trebled,  but  it  has  not  cost  us  any  more  than  it  did  in  1878. 
He  goes  on  to  defend  his  action  in  spending  three  times  as 
much  as  his  predecessors.  He  says : 

“  But  who  will  say  that,  if  the  Government  or  the  country  has  a  sur¬ 
plus  sufficient  to  induce  Parliament  to  vote  some  of  the  money  for  the 
construction  of  public  buildings,  for  the  improvement  of  harbors,  and 
the  navigation  of  our  rivers,  the  Government  is  not  justified  in  spending 
in  that  way?  These  works  and  buildings,  you  may  say,  Sir,  are  the 
assets  of  the  Government  and  the  public.” 

This  is  just  what  wc  used  to  argue  when  he  boasted  of 
his  surpluses,  that  it  did  not  amount  to  much,  because  it 
wa3  merely  an  inducement  to  extravagance,  and  here 
he  boasts  of  this  expenditure  and  asks:  Who  will 
say,  that,  if  the  Government  or  the  country  has  a  surplus, 
they  are  not  ontitled  to  spend  it  for  all  sorts  of  purposes? 
He  does  not  go  on  to  show  us  that  these  expenditures  were 
necessary,  or  that  they  are  returning  us  a  fair  profit.  He  says 
they  are  assets.  On  the  same  principle  jmu  could  wipe 
away  the  whole  debt  of  this  country  and  consider  it  as 
nothing.  If  you  can  treat  an  expenditure  as  nothing 
wherever  you  have  some  asset  to  show  for  it  you  might 
wipe  out  the  whole  debt  of  this  country,  because  for  the 
whole  debt  we  have  some  asset  or  other  to  show  in  which 
the  money  has  been  sunk  in  different  amounts.  As  to  this 
particular  statement,  that  it  cost  less  to  provide  this 
amount  of  $2,908,851  than  it  did  to  provide  the  third  of  that 
amount  six  years  ago,  I  do  not  think  I  can  believe  it,  I  do 
not  think  I  can  believe  even  my  fair  share  of  it  as  a  member 
of  the  Opposition,  one  seventieth  part  of  it.  Then  he  goes 
on  to  tell  us  that  the  taxation  per  head  has  been  reduced.  He 
says  the  total  taxation  from  1874  to  1879  was  $93,295,770, 
and  that  the  deficits  were  $4,818,000.  He  adds  the  deficits  to 
the  expenditure,  with  which  mode  of  book-keeping  I  shall  not 
quarrel  at  present,  and  assuming  the  population  then  to  bo 
4,021,000,  he  makes  the  taxation  $4.88  per  head.  But  we 
come  to  the  taxation  for  his  own  five  years.  He  says  that, 
for  these  five  years,  the  amount  was  $157,687,879.  Now, 
on  the  face  ot  it,  there  is  an  increase  in  the  total  taxa¬ 
tion  of  $64,392,109— during  these  5  years,  or  an  average  of 
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$1.2,878,500  per  annum,  He  assumes  the  population  now  to 
be  4,364,800  or  an  increase  of  343,800.  Now,  Sir,  we  find  the 
population  in  those  years  has  increased  nearly  8|  per  cent,, 
while  the  taxation  has  increased  65  per  cent,  according  to  his 
own  figures;  and  yet  he  asks  us  to  believe  that  the  taxation 
per  head  has  not  increased,  although  the  increase  in  taxation 
has  gone  on  eight  times  as  fast  as  the  increase  in  population. 
Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  still  less  credible  statement  than  the 
former.  I  not  only  fail  to  believe  my  due  shai’e  of  it  as  a 
member  of  the  Opposition,  but  I  cannot  believe  the  211th  part 
of  it,  my  proportional  share  if  it  were  divided  among  the 
whole  House.  I  believe  if  you  scatter  it  broadcast 
through  the  country  and  lay  that  statement  before  every 
individual  in  the  Dominion,  you  will  not  find  half  a  score 
who  could  believe  the  five-millionth  part  of  it.  Now, 
in  estimating  this  taxation  per  head  he  goes  on  to  play 
some  remarkable  tricks  with  the  $20,000,000  surplus  he 
claims  to  have  had  during  those  five  years.  He  says  tho 
surplus  should  not  count,  that  it  is  no  part  of  the  taxation, 
and  therefore  he  proposes  to  take  the  $20,000,000  of  surplus 
from  this  $157,697,000  of  receipts.  Now,  why  should  not 
the  surplus  count  as  a  part  of  the  taxation  ?  Is  it  not  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  people  ?  or  is  it  manufactured  in  the  Finance 
Department  ?  Did  the  astrologer  in  that  Department 
find  it  somewhere  amongst  the  stars,  or  is  it  one  of 
the  manufactured  products  of  the  National  Policy? 
I  do  not  think  so.  1  think  every  dollar  of  that 
$20,000,000  came  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  tax-payers, 
came  out  of  the  general  business  circulation  of  the 
country ;  and  that  it  is  as  utterly  unsound  and  baseless  a  pro¬ 
position  to  say  that  does  not  form  part  of  tho  taxation  of 
this  country,  as  to  say  that  any  other  part  of  that  taxation, 
no  matter  how  directly  collected,  no  matter  how  immedi¬ 
ately  expended  on  public  works,  should  not  be  considered 
as  such  part  of  the  taxation.  But  he  is  not  content  with 
this.  He  takes  the  surplus  away  once  from  the  total  tax 
receipts  of  the  country,  and  then  he  takes  it  away  again 
from  tho  total  expenditure  of  the  country.  He  has  put 
down  $137,258,000  as  the  total  expenditure  for  those  fivo 
years,  and  he  takes  the  surplus  away  again  from  that  and 
leaves  $117,000,000;  and  by  some  further  operation  that  I 
do  not  understand  he  gets  rid  of  another  $13,000,000  of  this 
expenditure  and  comos  down  to  a  figure  of  $104,293,934, 
which  he  calls  the  “  necessary  taxation  ”  of  the  country  for 
those  five  years.  I  do  not  know  how  he  has  got  rid  of  this 
last  $13,000,000.  Perhaps  the  figures  in  the  Hansard  have 
been  misprinted  and  that  has  misled  me ;  I  have  not  seen 
the  corrected  copy,  but  at  all  events  those  are  the  figures 
given  in  the  Hansard  report  of  his  speech.  But  I  take  his 
own  word  for  it  that  that  was  all  the  taxation  that  was 
necessary  for  these  five  yeai'S.  If  we  substract  that  from 
the  amount  of  taxes  actually  received — for  all  receipts  are 
taxes  in  one  shape  or  another — from  the  sum  of  $157,678,- 
879,  we  find  over  $53,393,000,  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
himseif  confesses  and  declares  was  not  necessary  taxation 
during  those  five  years.  Now,  Sir,  the  result  of  his  wonder¬ 
ful  juggling  with  the  surplus  is  to  show  that  he  took  from 
the  pockets  of  the  people  $53,393,000  in  those  fivo  years 
moro  than  he  considers  was  necessary.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  a  master  of  figures,  no  doubt.  He  has  a  complete 
mastery  of  these  figures;  he  can  prove  what  he  likes  with 
them  ;  he  can  make  them  do  or  say  what  he  likes ;  and  I 
am  only  sorry  he  did  not  carry  the  same  process  further 
and  prove  to  us  that  during  these  last  five  years  wo  have 
had  no  taxation  at  all.  It  would  have  been  just  as  easy, 
•just  as  logical,  and  just  as  correct  as  to  put  forth  the  argu¬ 
ment  he  has  made  to  this  House.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  take  the 
true  facts  in  regard  to  this  question  of  taxation.  Let  us 
take  the  total  amount  of  money  received  from  tho  people 
in  these  five  years  of  $157,687,879,  and  divide  it 
by  the  population  which  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
estimates  at  4,364,000 ;  and  we  find  that  the  taxation  is 
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$7.34  per  head,  or  an  increase  of  $2.35  per  head  over  the 
taxation  imposed  by  the  late  Government.  Now,  Sir,  this 
amounts  to  $11.75  a  year  for  an  average  family  of  five  per¬ 
sons,  and  to  $58.75  per  family  for  the  five  years.  Now  it 
is  right  the  people  should  know  this ;  it  is  right  they  should 
know  how  much  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  National  Policy 
havecost  them.  It  will  be  perfectly  legitimate  and  in  order 
for  me  then  to  try  and  show  them  that  he  has  been  worth 
what  he  has  cost ;  but  when  he  tries  to  show  them  that  he 
has  has  not  cost  them  anything,  he  is  taking  an  unfair,  an 
illogical,  an  incorrect,  and  an  unbusinesslike  view  of  the  ques¬ 
tion.  I  must  say  that  bis  argument  in  regard  to  our  taxation 
and  expenditure  has  been  sufficiently  ingenious  to  prove  to 
the  House  that  he  felt  himself  in  rather  an  uncomfortable 
position  ;  it  has  been  ingenious  enough  to  show  that  ho 
made  an  effort  to  explain  away  a  primd  facie  case,  as  it 
appeared  to  an  impartial  observer  ;  but  has  not  been 
ingenious  enough  to  produce  the  desired  impression,  and  ho 
leaves  us  with  the  conviction  that  he  found  himself  in  a 
tight  place  and  has  not  been  able  to  see  his  way  out  of  it. 
We  come  now,  Sir,  to  take  a  little  note  of  the  changes  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposed  to  make  in  the  tariff. 
He  has  proposed  to  relieve  the  poor  man  to  some 
extent  from  the  burdens  laid  upon  him  by  his  heavy 
system  of  taxation.  How  does  he  do  it  ?  He  puts 
woollen  rags  on  the  free  list.  What  does  this 
mean  ?  What  do  people  import  woollen  rags  for  ?  Woollen 
rags  are  imported  to  make  shoddy.  What  is  shoddy  used 
for?  It  is  used  to  manufacture  shoddy  cloth.  Why  is  it 
used  to  manufacture  shoddy  cloth  ?  Because  it  is  cheaper 
than  wool ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  putting  on  the 
free  list  an  article  for  the  manufacture  of  shoddy  cloth  to  be 
allowed  to  come  in  here  free  in  competition  with  home¬ 
grown  Canadian  wool.  He  is  protecting  the  farmer  by 
allowing  woollen  rags,  the  refuse  of  all  the  beggars  in 
Europe,  perhaps,  to  be  brought  in  here  free  in  competition 
with  our  home-grown  Canadian  wool. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Along  with  small.pox  and  cholera. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes,  Sir,  attention  was  called  to  that  point 
the  other  night.  It  is  a  very  serious  matter  that  these  rags 
may  be  the  means  next  summer — and  are  certain  to  be 
if  the  season  proves  as  sickly  as  is  expected — of 
importing  cholera  and  small-pox  into  this  country,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  specially  to  encourage  an 
importation  of  this  kind  is  one  that  1  can  only  characterise 
as  monstrous. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  How  long  have  they  been  on  the  free 
list  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  know  how  long  they  have  been  on 
the  free  list.  The  resolutions  propose  to  amend  the  tariff 
of  Customs  duties  by  adding  to  the  free  list  a  number  of 
articles  amongst  which  I  find  woollen  rags.  It  appears 
that  they  are  now  admitted  free  by  Order  in  Council.  I  do 
not  know  how  long  they  have  been  so,  but  I  suppose  the 
fact  of  taking  an  article  off  the  list  of  articles  which  were 
admitted  free  by  Order  in  Council,  and  putting  it  upon  a 
list  of  articles  which  are  admitted  free  by  Statute,  means 
the  perpetuation  of  that  free  admission,  means  that  it  has 
become  a  settled  policy  of  the  Government  to  admit  woollen 
rags  free.  I  congratulate  them,  Sir,  upon  the  heroic  resolu¬ 
tion  they  have  shown  in  coming  to  that  decision.  They 
have  aJso  come  to  the  heroic  decision  to  perpetuate  the  free 
admission  of  musk  in  pods,  a  boon,  no  doubt,  to  the 
laboring  man  of  Canada,  to  the  horny-handed  son  of 
toil,  but  opening  up  again  a  most  injurious  competition  with 
the  native  musk-rat.  Then  we  have  another  article  which 
is  to  be  admitted  forever  free  of  duty,  an  article  which  is 
mysterious  in  its  nature  and  uses-— foot  grease.  I  do  not 
know  why  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  put  hair  oil  on  the 
same  list.  If  foot  grease  is  to  be  free,  I  do  not  see  why 
hair  oil  should  not  likewise  be  free. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  Ho  you  know  what  it  is  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  No,  I  want  to  be  informed  on  that  point. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  quite  sure  you  would  not  talk  such 
nonsense  if  you  did. 

Mr.  CASEY  No  doubt  the  Minister  of  Customs  knows 
what  it  is,  but  I  am  very  sure  that  the  Finance  Minister 
was  quite  as  much  puzzled  as  myself  by  this  item  when  it 
was  first  presented  to  him  as  one  which  should  go  on  the  free 
list.  Then  there  is  the  item  of  “locust  beans  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  horse  and  cattle  food.”  I  have  urged  from  time  to 
time  that  Indian  corn  should  be  admitted  free  of  duty  for  use 
as  cattle  food,  not  as  artificial  cattle  food,  but  in  its  natural 
state.  I  have  urged  that  for  the  benefit  of  our  farmers, 
who  are  largely  engaged  in  fattening  beef  for  the  English 
market.  While  that  relief  has  been  denied,  this  foreign 
material,  locust  beans,  is  going  to  be  admitted  free  for  the 
manufacture  of  artificial  cattle  food.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
the  proprietor  of  some  artificial  food  has  got  this  item  inserted 
for  his  own  benefit.  I  canuot  go  through  all  the  items  intend¬ 
ed  to  alleviate  the  lot  of  the  depressed  working  man  of  Can¬ 
ada.  I  might  mention  fancy  grasses,  precious  stones, — agate 
amethyst,  aqua  marine,  crysolite,  crosordolite,  emerald, 
sapphire,  topaz,  torquoise  ;  I  will  not  read  the  list  because 
I  might  seem  to  be  reading  a  description  of  the  Heavenly 
city  from  the  Holy  Book,  and  I  will  not  appear  to  be  guilty  of 
such  irreverence.  But  it  is  quite  evident  that  with  such 
material  free  of  duty  the  cotton  operative  who  has  long 
been  desirous  of  a  holiday,  as  one  of  the  Conservative  papers 
tells  us,  will  employ  a  large  period  of  his  well-earned  rest 
in  accumulating  sets  of  precious  stones  which  he  will  now  be 
able  to  import  free  under  this  arrangement.  One  point  is 
righted  by  these  changes.  We  have  time  and  again  urged 
that  it  was  unfair  to  tax  the  cheap  stoneware  imported  for 
the  poorer  classes  at  as  high  a  rate  as  the  china  and  porce¬ 
lain  imported  for  the  rich,  and  this  wrong  has  been  righted. 
How  has  it  been  done.  Has  the  duty  on  the  cheap  stone¬ 
ware  been  deduced  ?  No.  The  duty  on  china  and  proce* 
lain  has  been  brought  up  to  the  same  point,  30  per  cent. 
The  Government  have  followed  the  system  of  levelling  up 
instead  of  levelling  down.  One  or  two  factories  have  pos¬ 
sessed  too  much  influence  to  allow  the  Government  to 
reduce  the  duty  on  the  common  ware,  so  the 
duty  had  to  be  put  up  on  china  ware  to  mako 
it  equal.  A  friend  of  mine  was  once  travelling  in  an 
island  which  shall  be  nameless,  but  where  the  people  are 
very  witty,  and  he  saw  an  inhabitant  actively  digging  up  the 
earth  floor  of  his  cabin.  My  friend  said  :  What  are  you 
doing  ?  The  inhabitant  replied :  “  Sir,  I  am  raising  the 
ceiling  of  my  house.”  He  was  raising  the  ceiling  by  digging 
out  the  floor.  By  some  such  humorous  method  of  how  to 
equalise  things  or  to  get  rid  of  acknowledged  inconveniences 
the  Government  have  equalised  the  poor  man's  duties  with 
the  rich  man’s  duties,  by  retaining  them  in  the  former  case, 
and  increasing  them  in  the  latter.  I  want  to  pay  a  little 
attention  to  the  hon.  and  eloquent  member  for  King’s,  New 
Brunswick  (Mr.  Foster)  who  treated  us  to  a  very  interesting 
lecture  the  other  evening  on  everything  connected  with  this 
subject.  He  began  by  saying  that  we  complain  about 
monopolies,  and  that  he  had  to  go  back  to  the  days  of 
Imperial  Home  to  find  a  parallel  to  the  monopolies  now  in 
existence  in  Canada,  if  we  were  to  be  believed  in  regard  to 
that  matter.  He  said  if  our  statements  were  time,  there  was 
no  comparison  except  the  state  of  affairs  when  the  publicani, 
the  farmers  of  Borne’s  public  revenue  were  sent  to  distant 
colonies  to  exact  what  they  pleased  and  return  part  of  their 
ill-gotten  gains  to  the  public  treasury.  I  thank  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  the  illustration.  I  do  not  think  he  could 
have  more  forcibly  illustrated  the  way  in  which  pro¬ 
tective  taxes  are  collected.  They  are  collected  indirectly 
through  a  class  of  farmers  of  the  public  revenue.  The 
manufacturers  are  given  a  bonus  by  protective  duties 
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and  put  in  their  own  pockets  in  the  shape  of  higher  prices 
as  long  as  the  protective  action  of  the  tariff  really  subsists 
as  large  a  proportion  of  what  is  collected,  if  not  a  larger  pro¬ 
portion,  than  that  which  goes  into  the  public  Treasury.  The 
system  of  collection  of  revenue  by  protective  taxes  is 
similar  in  wastefulness  to  that  which  obtained  under 
the  old  Roman  Empire,  and  in  some  cases  equally 
oppressive  to  the  people  taxed.  The  hon.  member  for 
King’s  went  on  to  tell  us  that  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  had  made  the  subject  of 
the  balance  of  trade  a  hobby-horse,  that  ho  had  dragged  it 
into  the  discussion  and  had  tried  to  make  a  great  deal  out 
of  it  by  showing  that  a  balance  of  trade  against  us  indicates 
a  state  of  things  inconsistent  with  prosperity.  But  it  was 
not  the  hobby-horse  ol  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  ; 
it  was  the  hobby-horse  of  the  Finance  Minister.  It  was  the 
Finance  Minister’s  hobby-horse  some  years  ago,  when  the 
balance  of  trade  was  in  our  favor.  I  was  going  to  say  he 
rode  it  to  death,  but  he  did  not  quite  ride  it  to  death ;  he 
rode  into  a  very  comfortable  place  for  himself  and 
then  turned  it  out  to  grass  or  stored  it  in  a  lumber 
room.  At  all  events  ho  did  that  which  is  usually  done  with 
a  worn  out  hobby-horse  ;  I  do  not  know  exactly  what,  as  I 
never  had  one.  In  order  to  show  to  whom  the  owner¬ 
ship  of  this  now  despised  animal  belongs,  I  will  quote  some 
remarks  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  in  regard  to  the 
balance  of  trade  at  the  great  Conservative  convention,  hold 
in  Toronto  on  March  1st,  1881.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  During  the  last  two  years  we  have  nearly  equalized  our  exports  with 
our  imports. — Cheers.  Whatever  free  traders  may  eay,  our  people  can¬ 
not  understand  the  theory  that  the  larger  the  excess  of  our  imports  over 
the  exports  the  more  prosperous  is  the  country.  We  say  that  as  with  the 
individual  so  with  the  nation;  and  that  if  he  expends  mere  than  he 
receives  poverty  stares  him  in  the  face.  If  ou  the  other  hand  his 
receipts  exceed  his  expenditure  his  condition  is  hopeful.  The  latter  is 
the  position  of  the  Dominion  if  we  take  into  accouut  our  receipts  for 
freights. — Cheers. 

The  Conservatives  cheered  these  utterances  at  that  grand 
Conservative  convention.  But  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do 
not  cheer  these  statements  now.  I  have  read  them  with  as 
good  emphasis  as  I  could  possibly  use  so  as  to  afford  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  an  opportunity  of  cheering  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Minister  of  Finance ;  but  they  do  not  cheer 
worth  a  cent.  That  hobby-horse  has  been  ridden  to  death  ; 
all  that  was  possible  has  been  got  out  of  it,  and  now  it  is 
cast  aside.  The  balance  of  trade  is  now  against  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  instead  of  that  being  an  evidence  of  poverty,  it  is 
now  regarded,  I  suppose,  as  one  of  the  most  hopeful  signs 
in  our  financial  and  commercial  condition.  Thet»  hon. 
member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  went  on  to  call  us 
to  account  for  asserting  that  certain  wonderful  things 
had  been  promised  as  results  of  the  National  Policy, 
he  said  that  we  could  not  prove  by  a  responsible  member 
of  that  party  that  it  was  promised  that  we  would  have  con¬ 
tinuous  prosperity  if  the  National  Policy  came  into  force, 
and  he  played  the  neat  little  oratorial  trick  of  calling  upon 
us  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  to  produce  documents  to 
prove  our  assertion  that  such  promises  had  been  made. 
Well,  we  do  not  go  about  all  the  time  with  our  pockets 
stuffed  with  such  documents,  but  it  is  not  because  they  do 
not  exist,  and  I  will  give  him  specimens  of  one  or  two  of 
them.  On  July  2nd,  1878,  the  Mail,  which  I  suppose  he 
will  admit  to  be  a  responsible  organ  of  the  party  made  some 
assertions  like  these : 

“  Our  manufactories  of  locomotives  and  cars  are  amongst  the  things 
that  were  ” - - 

How  are  they  now,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  I  think  I  can  ask  you 
with  some  confidence  that  you  have  a  kno fledge  as  to  how 
our  manufacturers  of  locomotives  and  cars  are  at  present, 
for  in  the  city  in  which  you  reside  is  the  largest  manufac¬ 
tory  of  locomotives,  I  believe,  in  the  Dominion.  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  inspecting  that  manufactory  during  the  latter 
part  of  last  summer,  and  I  found  that  splendidly  equipped 
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machine  shop,  which  is  capable  of  turning  out  I  do  not 
know  how  many  locomotives  per  year,  which  is  capable  of 
employing  and  did  employ  about  501  men,  had  not  a 
single  locomotive  under  construction,  and  only  45  men 
employed.  They  were  not  doing  locomotive  work  at 
all  in  that  shop,  but  were  doing  odd  jobs  for  the  Quebec 
waterworks  or  some  other  waterworks — something  entirely 
out  of  the  ordinary  run  of  their  business  and  uncon¬ 
nected  with  the  making  of  locomotives.  They  had 
several  locomotives  on  hand  already  made,  which  they 
could  not  sell  even  at  a  reduced  price.  That  is  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  our  manufactories  of  locomotives  at  the  present 
time,  and  though  I  have  not  visited  the  car  factories  I  un¬ 
derstand  that  they  are  not  in  a  much  better  position.  The 
Mail  goes  on  to  say : 

“  Our  woollen  mills,  our  machine  shops,  our  publishing  houses,  one 
by  one  go  to  the  States,  drag  out  a  languid  and  debt-burdened  exist¬ 
ence,  or  collapse.  *  *  This  is  undoubtedly  what  the  Government 
[Mr.  Mackenzie’s]  intended,  and  so  far  they  have  reason  to  be  pleased, 
but  there  have,  unfortunately  for  them,  appeared  some  disagreeable 
concomitants  of  the  situation  on  which  they  did  not  calculate.  *  *  * 
In  due  course  of  their  scheme  thousands  lack  work  in  Montreal  and 
Toronto.” 

How  is  it  now  ?  Do  not  thousands  of  men  lack  work 
in  Toronto  and  Montreal  at  the  present  moment  ? 
Ask  the  people  of  Toronto  if  that  is  not  the  case  and 
if  they  are  not  contributing  money  for  the  support  of 
those  who  are  out  of  employment.  Ask  the  people  of 
London,  a  comparatively  small  city  in  Western  Ontario, 
but  one  in  which  the  manufactures  are  pretty  large  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  its  size.  Are  the  people  out  of  work  there  ? 
Ask  anywhere  you  like  in  Canada,  and  you  will  hnd  that 
thousands  of  people  are  out  of  work,  The  article  goe3  on  : 

Workmen’s  families  live  two  and  three  in  a  house  to  make  up  the 
rent,  many  have  exhausted  their  savings  last  winter  and  know  not  how 
to  face  the  next.  Our  townsmen  who  still  remain  have  little  money  to 
buy  farm  produce. 

How  is  it  now  ?  Have  they  much  money  to  buy  the  far¬ 
mers’  produce,  and  if  they  have,  why  is  it  that  the  price  of 
farm  produce  has  been  reduced  instead  of  increased  ? 

Ou  the  other  hand  the  States  under  our  Free  Trade  system  send  in 
what  produce  they  choose.  Between  the  two,  the  great  majority  of  our 
farmers  get  poor  prices  or  no  prices  for  cattle,  butter,  cheese,  pork,  oats, 
wheat  and  many  other  articles. 

The  two  things  which  kept  the  price  of  butter,  cheese,  etc., 
low,  were  according  to  the  Mail,  the  poverty  of  the  work¬ 
ingmen  and  the  fact  that  the  Americans  were  able  to  send 
in  their  produce  free  of  duty.  Now  that  has  all  changed. 
The  Americans  do  not  send  in  their  produce  free  of  duty, 
and  hon.  gentlemen  say  that  the  workingmen  have  lots  of 
money,  but  how  are  the  prices  of  these  articles  ?  The  price 
of  wheat  on  that  very  day  was  90  cents  per  bushel ;  in  May  of 
the  same  year  it  was  $1.50  per  bushel,  a  figure  which  it  has 
not  reached  since,  and  is  not  likely  soon  to  reach.  It 
is  now  under  80  cents  in  Toronto,  As  to  butter  and  cheese, 
the  National  Policy  could  havo  no  effect,  because  no  change 
has  been  made  on  the  duty  on  those  articles.  The  Mail  of 
the  same  day  quotes  from  the  Sarnia  Canadian  : 

“  The  price  of  wool  this  year  is  one  of  the  farmers  tribulations.  For 
the  very  best  article  he  only  gets  22  cents.  Across  the  river  the  price 
is  32  cents.  *  *  *  Our  wool  on  being  exported  to  the  United  States 
pays  a  duty  of  over  50  per  cent.,  added  to  the  price  here  brings  the 
figures  up  to  what  is  paid  in  Port  Huron.  Our  wool  growers  are 
entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Yankees.  Our  Government  does  not  protect 
our  farmers,  and  wool  is  allowed  to  come  into  Canada  free  of  duty. 
A  Government  that  would  submit  to  such  injustice  doe3  not  deserve 
the  confidence  of  the  people.” 

The  Mail  quotes  that  and  puts  it  in  a  prominent  place. 
What  have  the  Government  done  ?  Have  they  dared  to  tax 
the  kind  of  wool  we  import  ?  No,  the  woollen  manufac¬ 
turers  will  not  let  them  tax  wool,  and  American  wool,  Cape 
wool,  and  Australian  wool,  the  kinds  used  by  our  manufac¬ 
tures  come  into  Canada  free;  we  are  still  at  the  mercy  of 
the  American  and  foreign  producer,  and  we  can  still  say 
“  that  any  Government  which  would  submit  to  such  injustice 
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does  not  deserve  the  confidence  of  the  people.”  It  has  been 
asserted  time  and  again  that  wo  should  have  protection 
on  the  kind  of  wool  our  manufacturers  use,  so  as  to  induce 
our  farmers  to  grow  that  wool,  and  yet  at  present,  with 
wool  at  18  cents  per  pound,  cheaper  than  when  this  wail 
went  up,  there  is  no  duty  on  that  kind  of  wool.  The  farmers 
of  western  Ontario  at  any  rate  are  beginning  to  grow  short 
wool  in  considerable  quantities,  and  a  duty  on  that  kind 
of  wool  would  raise  the  price  to  the  full  extent  of  that  duty, 
and  yet  the  farmer  is  denied  this  protection  as  an  offset  to 
the  increased  price  he  has  to  pay  for  his  goods  to  the  woollen 
manufacturer.  I  now  come  to  a  speech  made  by  the 
Premier  himself  at  Parkhill,  on  July  3rd,  1878,  when  he 
quoted  an  old  story  which  had  been  told  him  by  a  friend 
when  he  was  making  a  speech  in  Peterborough  in  1872  : 

“A  very  good  friend  of  mine,  a  great  personal  friend,  who  is  what 
we  would  call  a  Grit— said  to  me  the  other  day :  ‘  What  fortunate 
fellows  you  are,  Macdonald.  Here  you  are  with  everything  prosperous 
around  yod,  the  sun  shines  on  you,  our  fields  are  teeming  with  pros¬ 
perity,  and  everything  is  smiling  on  you  ;  while  in  days  of  old,  when 
our  friends  were  in  the  Government,  we  had  clouded  skies  and  dried  up 
fields  and  no  crops.’  ‘Sir,’  said  T.  ‘it  only  shows  yon  that  Providence 
is  on  our  side,  and  if  you  are  a  wise  man,  and  a  prudent  man,  if  you 
wish  a  continuance  of  the  same  skies  and  of  the  same  rain  and  of  the 
same  crops,  you  will  keep  us  where  we  are.  Be  sure,  my  good  friend, 
the  weevil  will  come  again  with  the  Grits.’  He  was  very  nearly  a 
prophet  for  although  the  weevil  did  not  come  the  Colorado  bug  did,  and 
he  did  not  know  that  that  insect  was  a  greater  favorite  with  farmers  than 
the  other.” 

With  regard  to  the  Colorado  bug  I  must  join  issue  with  the 
Eight  bon.  gentleman.  The  Colorado  bug  did  not  come  in 
with  the  Grits ;  it  was  in  full  force  in  my  section  of  the 
country  in  this  very  campaign.  It  was  one  of  those  Yan¬ 
kee  importations,  like  the  National  Policy,  which  have  been 
brought  over  by  the  Conservatives  from  the  other  side,  and 
which  have  done  us  so  much  injury.  As  to  the  weevil  com¬ 
ing  with  the  Grits,  wo  have  not  seen  one  in  our  part  of  the 
country  from  1857  until  this  summer  and  last,  when  two- 
thirds  of  the  crop  was  eaten  by  them,  and  therefore  we 
turn  the  tables  on  these  hon.  gentlemen  and  say  that  the 
weevil  comes  in  with  the  Tories.  In  connection  with  the 
assertion  that  Providence  was  favoring  them,  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  went  on  to  say  : 

“  We  were  going  to  have  a  big  crop  now,  although  there  was  a  Grit 
Government  in — but  that  was  because  the  Grits  were  going  out.  The 
clerk  of  the  weather  was  a  good  sound  Conservative,  and  he  took  good 
care  of  the  crops,  knowing  that  a  Conservative  Government  was  going 
to  get  the  advantage  of  them  after  the  next  election.’  ’ 

Well,  Sir,  they  had  not  imported  Wiggins  at  that  time,  and 
I  do  not  know  whom  he  referred  to  as  the  clerk  of  the 
weather.  At  all  events  it  is  quite  certain  that  Providence 
did*  give  them  every  chance  in  the  way  of  good  crops, 
good  climate  and  productive  soil,  to  show  what  was  in 
them  and  their  policy ;  and  what  has  been  the  result  ?  Is 
Providence  with  them  now  ?  Do  the  skies  smile  on  them 
as  of  old  ?  Do  prices  keep  up  to  their  old  figure  ?  Have  they 
reason  to  say,  in  regard  to  the  poverty  and  destitution  of 
the  working  people,  that  Providence  is  smiling  on  them 
and  averting  misfortune  from  them  ?  I  do  not  think  they 
have.  If  hon.  gentlemen  are  going  to  make  that  the  test  of 
the  soundness  of  their  policy,  it  is  condemned  at  once.  That 
good  Providence  who  favored  them  has  gone  against  them, 
finding  them  unworthy,  and  is  teaching  them  the  lesson 
that  He  has  taught  more  than  once  to  men  He  has  favored 
and  put  in  high  positions.  We  read  in  holy  writ  of  men 
whom  Providence  has  favored  and  raised  to  a  great  height 
of  prosperity,  in  order  that  he  might  cast  them  down  from 
the  greater  elevation  ;  and  I  think  that  hon.  gentlemen  will 
find  that  the  kindness  that  Providence  has  shown  them  will 
be  turned  into  condemnation  in  the  long  run,  and  that  they 
will  say  very  little  of  the  favor  of  Providence  at  future 
elections.  But,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“The  National  Policy  would  build  up  cities  everywhere  ;  and  instead 
of  having  to  send  to  a  foreign  country  for  so  many  "goods,  we  should 
have  our  clothing  made  from  wool  of  our  own  production,  and  our  shoes 
made  out  of  our  own  leather.  ” 


How  much  Canadian  wool  is  made  up  into  cloth  by  Can¬ 
adian  manufacturers? 

Mr.  FARROW.  Lots  of  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  had  better  go 
and  consult  the  owners  of  the  blanket  factory  at  Cornwall, 
who  gave  evidence  before  the  Committee  on  the  State  of 
Trade  a  few  years  ago,  and  he  will  learn  that  Canadian 
wool  is  used  almost  solely  for  the  manufacture  of  blankets, 
coarse  rugs,  one  or  two  kinds  of  carpets,  and  things  of  that 
kind.  With  this  exception,  and  with  the  exception  of  small 
local  factories,  where  a  few  hundred  yards  of  cloth  are  woven 
for  the  neighboring  farmers,  Canadian  wool  is  not  used  in 
Canadian  manufactures  to  even  as  great  an  extent  as  was 
the  case  ten  or  twelve  years  ago.  As  to  making  shoes  out 
of  our  own  leather,  the  tanner  has  a  protection,  but  the 
farmer  has  none.  Foreign  hides  from  South  America  and 
from  the  ends  of  the  earth  are  allowed  to  come  here  to  enter 
into  competition  with  our  own  production.  If  that  is  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  meant  by  making  clothing  out  of  our 
own  wool  and  shoes  out  of  our  own  leather,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  a  very  great  gain  to  the  farmer.  But  now  we  come  to 
a  very  sarcastic  remark  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  said : 

“  Mr.  Makenzie  had  said  that  he  wanted  to  make  this  a  very  cheap 
country  to  live  in.  Well,  when  wheat  was  down  to  half  a  dollar  a 
bushel,  and  barley  down  to  a  third  of  a  dollar,  and  oats  were  10  cents  a 
bushel,  this  would  be  a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  But  he  did  not  know 
that  that  was  exactly  what  the  farmers  wanted.  (Great  cheers).  He 
could  tell  them  that  it  wa3  not  what  the  manufacturers  wanted,  for 
when  there  were  good  prices  there  was  plenty  of  business,  and  when 
there  was  plenty  of  business  prices  were  good.  The  workingman,  too, 
if  he  got  a  fair  day’s  pay  for  a  fair  day’s  work  could  afford  to  pay  a 
liberal  price  to  the  farmer  ;  and  the  farmer  could  afford  to  pay  a  liberal 
price  to  the  manufacturer  if  he  got  a  fair  price  for  his  products.  Where 
cheapness  was  the  chief  characteristic  of  a  country,  that  country  could 
not  be  prosperous.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  was  very  sarcastic  and  very  severe  on 
my  hon  friend  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  who  sits  in  front  of  me, 
about  making  this  a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  He  said 
cheapness  was  inconsistent  with  prosperity.  Now,  what 
has  been  the  contention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  during 
this  whole  debate  ?  Why,  that  things  are  cheaper  than 
they  used  to  be— that  sugar  and  woollens  and  cottons  are 
cheaper  than  they  have  ever  been  before ;  and  we  know 
that  wheat  and  barley  are  cheaper  than  ever  before. 
If  cheapness  is  inconsistent  with  prosperity  I  leave  him  to 
judge  what  must  bo  the  condition  of  the  country  to-day. 
Then,  Sir,  the  bon.  gentleman  was  not  content  with  the 
declaration  that  the  policy  of  the  Grits  was  keeping  us 
down,  and  the  policy  he  proposed  would  raise  us  up,  but  he 
compared  Canada  with  other  countries.  At  the  Amphi¬ 
theatre  in  Toronto,  on  the  31st  of  July,  1878,  the  First 
Minister  said  : 

“  We  must  grow  up  manufactures  by  a  judicious  system  of  protection, 
and  if  we  do,  the  laborer  and  the  workingman  will  get  employment.  If 
we  have  only  a  sensible  system  of  protection,  if  we  have  only  a  common 
sense  system  of  law,  we  will  find  that  the  workingman  and  the  capitalist 
will  work  together,  and  this  country  will  blossom  as  the  ro3e.  If  you 
desire  this  country  to  prosper,  if  you  desire  it  to  rise  out  of  the  slough 
of  despond  into  whhh  it  has  sunk,  if  you  desire  to  see  manufactures  arise, 
to  see  labor  employed — if  you  desire  to  see  the  value  of  land  arise,  if  you 
desire  prosperity,  you  will  support  the  National  Policy,  and  say  we 
must  have  Canada  for  the  Canadians.” 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  Hoar,  hear, 

Mr.  CASEY  I  am  glad  to  hear  hou.  gentlemen  applaud¬ 
ing.  We  shall  hear  how  they  will  applaud  when  I  finish 
the  quotation.  After  referring  to  the  United  States,  which 
he  said  was  underselling  England  at  home,  he  said : 

“If  we  can  do  this,  and  in  our  own  modest  way  "  encourage  our 
manufacturers  by  reasonable  protection  to  supply  our  four  millions — our 
increasing  millions,  for  they  will  rapidly  increase  under  a  system]  of 
protection — we  shall  then  be  able  to  do  what  the  United  States  are 
doing  now,  export  the  surplus  of  our  manufactures  at  a  cheap  rate,  sell 
in  foreign  market?,  and  establish  a  foreign  trade.” 

Is  that  a  definite  promise,  or  is  it  not  ?  Hon.  gentlemen 
have  cheered  when  I  have  read  that  the  workingmen  would 
get  employment.  Well,  the  workingmen  have  got  employ¬ 
ment  part  of  the  time ;  there  has  been  a  boom  in  industry 
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part  of  the  time ;  but  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  know,  as  well 
as  I,  and  the  workingmen  know  better  than  I  do,  that  they 
are  not  employed  more  than  they  were  under  the  former 
rigime.  We  all  know  that  these  promises  have  not 
been  carried  out,  that  prosperity  has  not  been  con¬ 
tinuous,  and  we  know  particularly  that  this  promise  that 
we  could  export  the  surplus  of  our  manufactures 
at  a  cheap  rate  to  foreign  markets  has  the  effect  of  cast¬ 
ing  ridicule  on  the  whole  system  of  the  National  Policy,  now 
when  we  are  able  to  compare  the  results  with  that  promise. 
Exporting  to  foreign  markets  !  Why,  only  a  few  months 
ago,  when  the  cotton  millers  found  a  plethora  of  goods  on 
their  hands,  they  talked  about  exporting  ;  they  considered 
whether  they  could  sell  any  of  their  goods  to  other  coun¬ 
tries  at  cost,  or  even  slightly  under  cost,  and  they  found 
they  could  not.  They  concluded  it  was  better  to  shut 
down  and  limit  production  for  a  time,  until  the  home 
market  would  revive.  To  talk  about  exporting  to  foreign 
markets,  when  these  very  goods  are  made  dearer  by  the 
system  under  which  they  are  produced,  is  absurd.  I 
do  not  know  that  I  need  quote  anything  further. 
These  quotations  alone  show  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald),  the  author  of  this  policy  and  the 
man  who  carried  it  into  effect,  did  make  promises  of  great 
and  continued  prosperity,  which  have  not  been  carried  out. 
It  is  my  duty,  as  a  representative  of  a  farming  constituency, 
to  consider  how  far  the  tariff  benefits  the  farmer,  if  I  can 
find  it  benefits  them  at  all.  I  have  been  trying  to  find  out 
whether  it  does  or  not.  I  have  made  a  couple  of  tables  of 
the  relative  prices  of  wheat  and  barley  at  a  few  points  in 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  so  situated  that  the  com¬ 
parison  of  the  different  prices  is  a  fair  one.  I  take  the 
prices  of  wheat  at  Chicago,  Oswego,  Toronto,  Detroit  and 
London.  Of  course  Chicago  and  Detroit  are  a  great  deal 
further  west  than  London  and  Toronto,  and  the  prices  there 
should  be  lower  than  the  prices  at  Toronto  and  London,  to 
the  extent  of  the  difference  in  freight.  The  prices  at  London 
and  Toronto  should  be  higher  than  those  at  Chicago  and 
Detroit,  even  if  there  were  no  duty  at  all,  on  account  of  the 
difference  of  freight.  Let  us  see  if  that  is  the  case. 
The  following  table  shows  the  rates  at  each  point  on  the 
different  dates  mentioned : 
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73  -  73* 

83-85 

73-77 

77  -  78 1 

72-75 

“  15 

tt 

721-73 

82-84 

72-73 

77-1-79* 

72-75 

“  22 

a 

72* 

82-84 

70-7  2 

76 

69-72 

“  29 

u 

73-74 

81-82 

70-73 

76-78 

69-72 

Dec.  6 

n 

73* 

81-82 

72-76 

75*-76 

72-73* 

“  13 

4  4  ... 

-  714-72 

82 

73-74 

77 

72-73* 

“  20 

tl 

7o|-71f 

80-82 

72-74 

76*-77 

69-72 

“  27 

44 

712-721 

82 

72-74 

764-77 

69-72 

Jan. 17 

OO 

OO 

80* 

90-93  (14)  83-86 

90 

75-79* 

“  31 

4t 

76|-77* 

93 

80-82 

85*-86 

81-84 

I  have  given  the  range  of  prices  for  all  classes  of  wheat 
because  I  have  found  it  impossible  to  always  secure  quotations  I 
for  the  same  grade  of  wheat  at  all  these  markets.  It  is 
clear  from  this  table  that  not  only  has  the  duty  not  | 
increased  the  price  of  wheat  in  the  Canadian  local  market, 
but  that  owing  to  some  cause — I  do  not  say  owing  to  the 
National  Policy — but  owing  to  some  cause  which  the 
National  Policy  is  powerless  to  overcome,  the  price  of 
wheat  have  been  kept  lower  in  the  Canadian  markets  than  ! 
in  the  American  markets  situated  further  from  the  sea  . 
coast.  It  may  be  that  the  tax  on  coal  has  made  the  cost  of ' 
Mr.  Caset, 


freight  so  much  higher  on  Canadian  railways  that  they 
cannot  afford  to  compete  with  the  American  roads.  I  do 
not  say  that  that  is  the  cause,  but  it  looks  as  if  it  were  one 
cause-;  but  whatever  may  be  the  cause,  the  effect  exists  and 
it  is  injurious  to  the  Ontario  farmer. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  What  was  the  feeling  in  the  country 
when  there  was  talk  of  taking  off  the  duty  last  year  ?  Was 
there  not  a  general  outcry  against  it  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  was  no  outcry  in  my  part  of  the 
country,  because  our  experience  is  that  the  duty  does  us  no 
good.  There  may  have  been  an  outcry  in  some  parts  of  the 
country,  but  the  figures  I  have  quoted  show  that  the  duty, 
on  the  face  of  it,  is  no  benefit  to  the  farmer. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Was  not  the  difference  greater  four  or 
five  years  before  the  duty  was  put  on  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  found  that  on  looking  back  four  or 
five  years  a  difference  did  exist,  sometimes  to  the  same 
extent,  and  sometimes  to  a  less  extent,  and  the  inference 
I  drew  was,  that  the  wheat  duty  has  no  appreciable  effect 
on  the  prices  of  wheat  in  the  Canadian  market.  Barley  is 
another  staple  about  which  we  heard  a  great  deal  when 
the  National  Policy  was  in  discussion,  and  thousands  of 
farmers  favored  it,  under  the  idea  that  it  would  in  some 
way  improve  the  price  of  barley,  but  the  following  table 
will  show  how  unfounded  that  idea  was 


Toronto.  Belleville.  Oswego.  London. 

Canada  Barley. 

Sept.  27,  1884...  50—73  . .  75  —76  48  — 52* 

Oct.  4  “  ...48—70  50— 70  No.2Can.  74  62*— -57 

“  11  “  ...  48—70  .  71  —75  48  — 52$ 

“  18  “  ...  50—72  .  76  —82  52*— 57 

“  25  “  ...  50—73  55—70  71  —76  52|— 60 

Nov.  1  “  ...  65—73  50-60  71  — 79*  524—60 

“  8  “  ...  63—70  (12)  60—58  70*— 75§  43*—  62 

“  15  “  ...  53—68  .  71  — 75*  43*— 62 

“  22  “  ...  60—67  .  70*— 76,1  434—62 

“  29  “  ...  50—66  .  70  —82  43*— 62 

Dec.  6  “  ...  50—66  . . .  70  —78  43f— 604 

“  13  “  ...  50—64  ....  ....  70  —76  43*— 65* 

“  20  “  ...  50—64  .  70  —75*  43*— 55 

“  27  “  ...  54—66  . .  70  — 754  434-55 

Jan.  17,  1885  ...  58—70  48-60  72  —78*  434— 46f 

“  31  “  ...  58—74  48-60  75  —81  43*— 46g 


There  is  a  wonderful  blank  at  times  in  regard  to  quotations  in 
the  Belleville  Intelligencer,  which  1  consulted  as  being  a 
good  Conservative  newspaper. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  A  thoroughly  reliable  paper. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes,  when  it  makes  statements  at  all ;  but 
it  would  appear  that  when  the  prices  of  barley  were 
low  it  gave  no  quotations.  Now,  Sir,  here  is  a  difference 
or  10  cents  to  2!5  cents  between  the  prices  at  Belleville  and 
at  Oswego.  The  duty  on  barley  is  only  10  cents  a  bushel. 
The  difference  cannot  be  accounted  for  by  the  freight  between 
these  two  points  which  are  so  close  together ;  and  it  is  clear 
that  barley  is  higher  in  Oswego  compared  with  Belleville, 
even  with  the  freight  and  duty  added.  Perhaps, the  Intelli¬ 
gencer  will  find  it  convenient  to  explain  here  the  great  dif- 
eronce  which  exists  between  these  two  points.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  question  of  how  the  tariff  affects  the  farmer, 
we  must  consider  not  only  the  wheat  duty,  but  the  flour  duty. 
The  hon.  member  for  Gloucester  has  told  us  that  the  flour 
and  wheat  duty  does  not  affect  the  people  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces;  that  it  does  not  cost  them  anything;  that  it 
does  not  raise  the  price,  because  we  export  a  surplus. 
That  is  a  good  free  trade  doctrine  in  theory,  but  there  are 
circumstances  known  to  the  people  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  which  prove  that  it  is  not  true  in  practice  as  regards 
those  Provinces ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  consult  his 
friend,  the  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell), 
who  was  very  indignant  when  a  flour  duty  was  'alluded  to 
the  other  night,  he  will  find  that  the  duty  does  mean  some¬ 
thing. 

Mr.  MITQHELL.  What  is  that  ? 
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Mr.  CASEY.  I  was  saying  that  the  hon.  gentleman  could 
point  out  tho  effect  of  a  flour  duty. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  is  quite  unnecessary  ;  you  are 
doing  it  so  well. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  quite  unnecessary  to  say  more,  as 
between  the  arguments  which  I  am  ablo  to  present  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns),  and  the  snub  he 
has  just  received  from  the  hon.  member  for  Northumber¬ 
land,  he  will  be  able  to  see  that  it  does  mean  something. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  This  conversational  style  of  debate  is 
not  very - - 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Order. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  This  conversational  style  of  debate 
gives  me — — 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Order. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  I  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  that  this  conversational  style  of 
debate  prevents  my  hearing  references  to  myself  and  my 
county.  I  asked  the  hon.  gentleman  to  explain  what  he 
had  said,  because,  in  consequence  of  the  conversation  going 
on  all  around  me,  I  could  not  hear  what  he  said. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  was  not  disturbed  by  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man’s  interruption.  It  is  rather  pleasant,  in  the  course  of 
a  long  speech— 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Make  it  shorter  then. 

Mi*.  CASEY— to  have  an  interruption,  and  I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  favor  mo  again,  and  whenever  I  have 
anything  to  say  about  tho  Grand  Trunk  shareholders,  I  will 
call  his  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  hope  you  will  make  it  a  little  more 
clear  than  you  have  the  flour  duties. 

Mr.  CASEY.  An  effort  has  been  made  by  some  of  the 
millers  to  have  an  increase  in  the  flour  duty.  The  Millers’ 
Association,  I  believe,  have  tried  to  obtain  it.  The  singular 
fact  stares  us  in  the  face  that  the  Finance  Minister  has  not 
chosen  to  deal  with  the  question  in  his  Budget  Speech. 
We  are  pretty  certain  that  it  is  before  him  for  consider¬ 
ation,  and  it  is  certainly  usual,  when  a  change  of  that  kind 
is  contemplated,  to  refer  to  it  in  the  Budget  Speech — either 
to  indicate  that  the  change  will  take  place  or  that  the  request 
has  been  refused.  However,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
principal  millers  in  my  own  county  have  not  chosen  to 
sustain  that  demand.  I  have  written  to  them  to  get  their 
opinions,  and  they  have  intimated  that  they  do  not  care  for 
any  change,  unless  it  amounted  to  a  dollar  a  bushel. 

Sir  LEONAED  TILLEY.  A  dollar  a  bushel. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  should  say  a  dollar  a  barrel.  Because 
they  say,  in  effect,  that  the  American  millers  have 
the  opportunity  of  selling  their  finer  grades  in  the  Eastern 
States,  and  with  the  high  prices  obtained  for  these,  and 
with  access  to  the  finest  qualities  of  western  wheat  at  low 
prices,  they  are  able  to  sell  inferior  grades  to  the  constitu¬ 
ents  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Gloucester  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Northumberland,  and  quite  undersell  the  Canadian 
miller  by  selling  the  inferior  grade  cheaper.  If  the  Ontario 
miller  were  allowed  to  import  these  grades  of  American 
wheat  at  reduced  rates,  to  mix  with  the  better  quality  of  our 
wheat,  they  could  keep  their  mills  going  the  whole  year 
and  could  supply  their  Lower  Province  customers  at  a 
lower  rate  and  with  better  flour.  I  have  not  investigated 
this  argument  to  its  utmost  extent,  but  I  intend  to  lay  the 
arguments  of  my  milling  friends  before  the  Government  and 
to  ask  them  to  come  to  some  decision  on  the  subject,  I  beg 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjournedi 
House  adjourned,  at  six  o’clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  18th  March,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

TEEEY  DIYOEOE  BILL. 

Mr,  TAYLOE  moved  first  reading  of  Bill  (No.  97)  for 
the  relief  of  Fairy  Emily  Jane  Terry — (from  the  Senate). 

Motion  agreed  to,  on  a  division. 

CONTEOYEETED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  MTJLOCK  moved  first  reading  of  Bill  (No.  98)  to 
amend  the  Acts  respecting  Controverted  Elections.  Ho 
said  :  This  Bill  is  to  repeal  section  1  of  39  Yic.,  cap.  9,  which 
has  been  found  not  workable,  and  substitute  what  I  hope 
will  be  found  workablo  machinery  for  it.  Under  section 
1,  39  Vic.,  cap.  9,  provision  is  supposed  to  be  made  for  pro¬ 
ceedings  against  third  parties,  |which  the  courts  have  held 
to  bo|unworkable,  and|recently  the  courts  of  tho  Province  of 
Ontario,  have  recognised  some  of  the  regulations  of  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario  as  workable  and  have  proceeded 
under  them.  It  is  to  some  extent  incorporating  those 
provisions  in  lieu  of  our  own.  It  is  a  matter  of  practice,  not 
a  matter  of  principle. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

TEMPEEANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  BOUEBEAU  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
99)  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperanco  Act,  1818.  He  said  : 
This  amendment  is  to  authorise  the  priest  and  the  minister, 
in  a  parish  where  it  is  required,  to  grant  a  certificate  for 
medical  purposes.  The  second  part  of  tho  Temperance  Act 
of  1878,  section  99,  sub-section  4,  says: 

“  Provided  also  that  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  for  exclusive 
medicinal  purposes,  or  for  bond  fide  use  in  some  art,  trade  or  manufac¬ 
ture,  shall  be  lawful  only  by  such  druggists  and  other  vendors  as  may 
be  thereto  specially  licensed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  each  Pro¬ 
vince,  the  number  not  to  exceed  one  in  each  township  or  parish,  nor 
two  in  each  town;  and  in  cities  not  exceeding  one  for  every  4,000 
inhabitants  ;  such  sale,  when  for  medicinal  purposes,  to  be  in  qurntitiea 
of  not  less  than  one  pint,  to  be  removed  from  the  premises  and  to  be 
made  only  on  the  certificate  of  a  medical  man.” 

By  the  amendment  that  I  introduce,  it  will  be  provided  that 
the  priest  or  the  minister  serving  the  parish  where  the 
person  requires  the  liquor  will  be  able  to  grant  certificates. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

WOEKS  ON  NAVIGABLE  WATEES. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  101),  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  bridges, 
booms  and  other  works  constructed  over,  or  in 
navigable  waters  under  the  authority  of  Provincial 
Acts.  He  said :  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 
correct  an  error  that  occurred  when  a  certain  Bill 
was  passed,  in  the  clause  giving  power  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  make  rules  and  regulations  in  order  that  the 
works  on  navigable  waters  might  not  interfere  with  navi¬ 
gation,  or,  when  the  plans  were  approved  and  the  site 
selected,  if  obstacles  were  found  to  be  created  by  such 
works,  by  such  Order  in  Council  the  company  or  party 
having  so  erected  a  work  over  a  navigable  water  might  bo 
compelled  to  remedy  the  evil  caused  by  such  work,  and 
this  is  to  reinstate  the  power. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

THE  FACTOEY  BILL. 

Mr.  B BEGIN.  The  Factory  Bill  has  been  printed  in 

English  and  to-morrow  morning,  we  are  assured  by  the 
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Mr.  MACKENZIE.  It  was  moved  for  three  weeks  ago, 
I  think. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  has  not  been  brought 


printers,  we  shall  have  the  French  copy.  Large  demands 
have  been  made  by  members  and  by  parties  outside  of  the 
House — manufacturers  and  workingmen  and  workingmen’s 
associations  and  others — for  copies  of  the  Bill,  and  we  require 
to  get  the  authority  of  the  House  for  the  printing.  About 
500  copies  will  be  required.  I  move  that  500  extra  copies 
of  the  Factory  Bill  be  printed  for  general  distribution. 

Mr,  SPEAKER.  This  motion  goes  to  the  Printing  Com¬ 
mittee  without  being  put. 

FLOODS  ON  THE  RICHELIEU  RIVER. 

Mr.  BECHARD  asked,  Has  the  Government  received 
any  petitions  or  memorials  from  riparian  owners  on  the 
Richelieu  River  complaining  that  the  piers  constructed  in 
the  said  river,  near  the  Town  of  St.  John,  by  the  Stanstead, 
Shefford  and  Chambly  Railway  Company,  raise  the  waters 
of  the  said  river,  and  that  their  lands  are  consequently 
flooded,  and  praying  for  relief ?  If  so,  have  any  measures 
been  adopted  or  are  any  measures  to  be  adopted  for  the 
relief  of  the  petitioners  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  There  have  been  some  petitions  received, 
but  the  Government  have  not  come  to  any  decision  in 
reference  to  the  matter. 

EXPORTS  OF  CANADIAN  PRODUCE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  What  is  the  total 
amount  of  goods  the  produce  of  Canada  (not  including  short 
returns)  exported  from  the  1st  July,  1884,  to  the  1st  March, 
1885?  Total  amount  of  same  goods  exported  from  1st  July, 
1883,  to  1st  March,  1884  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  total  amount  of  goods  the  produce 
of  Canada,  exported  from  the  1st  July,  1883,  to  the  1st  of 
March,  1884,  was  $56,861,122,  and  from  tho  1st  July,  1884, 
to  the  1st  March,  1885,  $56,341,281. 

LICENSE  COMMISSIONERS  IN  ESSEX. 

Mr.  LISTER  asked,  Have  License  Commissioners  been 
appointed  under  the  McCarthy  Act  for  tho  county  of  Essex 
for  the  current  year  ?  If  so,  state  name  and  date  of  appoint¬ 
ment  of  each  commissioner. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No  new  appointment  has  been  made. 
If  any  changes  have  taken  place,  it  will  be  with  regard  to 
the  second  commissioner,  who  might  be  the  warden  of  the 
county.  He  would  be  subject  to  election,  and  there  might 
be  a  new  commissioner  without  any  departmental  action. 

INSPECTOR  OF  WOODSTOCK,  N.B.,  DOMINION 
BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  IRVINE  asked,  Who  was  the  inspector  of  Dominion 
building  in  Woodstock,  N.B.,  during  its  consti’uction  ? 
What  was  the  date  of  his  appointment,  also  salary  received 
up  to  date,  and  the  rate  per  day  ?  Is  he  still  employed  on 
said  building? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  inspector  of  works 
was  Mr.  J.  P.  Fletcher  who  was  appointed  on  the  1st  June, 
1883.  Tho  salary  paid  to  date  is  $1,515.  The  rate  of  pay¬ 
ment  is  $15  a  month.  Ho  is  still  employed,  as  the  fittings 
and  the  heating  apparatus  are  not  quite  complete.  His 
services  will  be  dispensed  with  at  the  end  of  the  month 
when  the  work  is  completed. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  When  will  the  general  return  asked 
for  as  to  the  names  and  salaries  of  all  inspectors  of  public 
works  be  brought  down. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  suppose  it  is  being  pre¬ 
pared  now.  I  will  enquire. 

Mr,  Bergin, 


down  ? 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  No. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN,  I  will  enquire. 

INSPECTION  OF  FACTORIES. 

Mr.  BERGIN,  on  the  Order  for  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to  consider  resolutions  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  in¬ 
spectors  and  medical  inspectors  of  factories,  being  read, 
said :  I  propose  to  ask  the  Government  to  allow  this  to 
stand,  for  the  reason  that  until  tho  principle  of  the  Factory 
Bill  is  affirmed  by  the  House,  it  cannot  be  discussed.  As 
this  Bill  is  a  very  important  one,  and  is  looked  upon  with 
very  great  interest  by  the  country,  and  is  a  Bill  which  is 
looked  for  with  great  anxiety  by  the  manufacturers  and 
by  the  working  classes,  I  would  ask  the  First  Minister 
and  the  permission  of  the  House,  that  on  Wednesday  next 
it  should  be  made  tho  first  Order  of  the  Day .  This  would 
ensure  its  being  carried  through  this  Session,  and,  I  know, 
would  give  very  great  satisfaction  both  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  it  stands  in  its  present  priority  it  will 
come  up  first  next  Wednesday. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  No,  it  would  not ;  there  will  be  so  many 
before  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Tho  lion,  gentleman  should  observe  it  is 
at  present  a  Notice  of  Motion. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  The  motion  cannot  be  discussed  until 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  is  affirmed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understood  it  was  the  motion  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  speaking  of. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  No,  it  is  the  Bill ;  I  want  the  Bill  to  be 
made  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  for  Wednesday  next,  or 
Wednesday  evening;  and  when  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
is  affirmed  by  the  House,  as  I  feel  it  will  be,  then  the 
motion  can  be  discussed  in  its  usual  place. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  can  be  no  objec¬ 
tion  if  it  is  the  general  consent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  I  will  move,  therefore,  that  Bill  (No. 
85)  respecting  factories,  be  the  first  Order  of  tho  Day  for 
Wednesday  evening  next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MILITARY  MAGAZINE  AT  ST.  JOHN,  N.  B. 

Mr.  WELDON  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  properties  owned  by  the  Government  for  military 
purposes  in  New  Brunswick,  disposed  of  or  leased  since  the  transfer 
from  the  Imperial  Government;  the  parties  to  whom  sold  and  at  what 
price,  and  as  to  leased  properties,  to  whom  leased,  for  what  period  and 
at  what  rents. 

He  said :  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  tho  Department  to 
the  situation  of  the  powder  magazine  at  Fort  Howe,  in  the 
city  of  Poitland,  N.  B.,  coterminous  with  the  city  of  St. 
John.  Many  years  ago  the  barracks  were  situated  at  that 
place,  and  after  the  barracks  were  moved  to  their  present 
situation  at  the  lower  end  of  the  town,  tho  magazines  were 
stationed  there,  and  during  the  time  the  Imperial  troops 
were  stationed  at  St.  John  the  magazines  were  guarded  by 
the  military.  After  the  Imperial  troops  departed  the  guard, 
of  course,  was  taken  away,  but  the  magazines  remained. 
Since  then,  as  appears  from  the  answer  to  a  question  put  in 
the  House  by  myself,  one  of  the  magazines  is  let  to  private 
parties.  Now  the  firm  to  whom  it  is  leasod  is,  no  doubt, 
highly  respectable,  and  probably,  so  far  as  the  head  of  that 
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firm  is  concerned,  will  take  all  proper  precautions ;  but  I 
would  submit  to  the  Department  whether  it  is  right  that 
these  public  magazines  should  be  used  for  private  purposes. 
When  they  are  under  the  control  of  the  Department,  of 
course  I  assume  that  evexy  care  will  be  taken  by  the 
officers  of  the  Department  so  that  there  will  be  no  danger 
of  an  explosion.  But  that  care  and  protection  of  the 
Department  ceases  when  the  magazines  ai’e  in  the  hands  of 
private  individuals,  and  it  does  appear  to  me  that  it 
is  not  a  proper  use  of  public  magazines  to  lease  them  to  pri¬ 
vate  parties.  Fi’om  the  position  of  this  magazine,  if  an 
explosion  should  occux-,  it  would  cause  great  destruction, 
not  only  to  property,  but  perhaps  to  life,  a3  they  are  situated 
near  a  thickly  populated  portion  of  tlie  city  of  Portland, 
and  an  explosion  would  cause  great  damage  to  that  city, 
and  also  to  the  city  of  St.  John.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Ministor  of  Militia  has  been  called  to 
this  matter  by  the  City  Council  of  St.  John,  or  the  City 
Council  of  Portland,  but  I  am  aware  that  the  question  was 
bi’ought  up  in  the  City  Council  of  Portland,  and  they  agreed 
to  momox’ialise  the  Department  about  it.  At  pi’esent  there  is 
great  risk  and  danger  fi’om.  the  magazines.  Of  course 
whei'e  magazines  are  i*equired  for  public  purposes,  they  are 
under  the  charge  of  the  Militia  Department  and  of  officers 
detailed  for  that  purpose ;  but  when  they  pass  into  the 
hands  of  private  parties  the  magazines  aim  passed  under  the 
conti’ol  of  the  individuals  to  whom  they  are  leased,  or  to 
their  servants.  The  city  is  consequently  exposed  to  con- 
sidei’able  danger  which  would  not  exist  if  the  magazines 
wero  employed  for  the  legitimate  purposes  for  which  they 
were  established. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  papers  which  have  been  asked  for  by  my 
hon.  friend  will  be  brought  down.  I  did  not  expect  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  have  made  the  explanation  which  he 
has  made  before  the  papers  were  brought  down.  I  can  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  a  portion  of  this  fort  is  used  by 
the  Department  of  Militia  for  storing  powder,  but  another  por¬ 
tion,  the  Fort  Howe  which  he  has  referred  to,  is  under  lease, 
but  as  far  as  my  memoiy  serves  me,  it  is  leased  from  year 
to  year,  and  the  lease  is  terminable  at  any  moment  when 
the  fort  is  required  by  the  Department  of  Militia.  I  may 
say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  in  several  other  cities  of  the 
Dominion  it  has  been  considered  of  great  advantage  to  ttie 
city  to  have  the  military  powder  magazines  when  not 
required  for  that  pui'pose  by  the  Militia  Department, 
handed  over  for  the  use  of  merchants,  in  which  to  store 
their  powder,  as  it  could  be  more  safely  stored  there  than 
anywhere  else  in  the  city.  I  can  also  say  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that,  whether  the  fort  is  leased  or  not,  the  super- 
vision  of  the  Militia  Department  is  still  maintained  over 
those  stores  during  the  time  the  lease  is  in  existence.  1 
shall  bring  down  the  papers,  and  after  they  come  down  I 
shall  be  glad  to  supplement  the  information  they  contain 
with  any  further  information  in  my  power. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ANNUNCIATION  DAY. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  Wednesday  next  is  Annunciation  Day,  and  will 
therefore  be  a  holiday.  I  suggest,  with  i*espect  to  the 
motion  of  Mr.  Bei-gin  respecting  inspectors  and  medical 
inspectors  of  factories,  that  the  hon .  member  be  allowed  to 
change  the  motion  so  that  it  shall  stand  first  on  the  list  of 
Public  Bills  and  Orders,  not  mentioning  Wednesday  next. 
This  will  be  done  with  the  consent  of  the  House. 

CLAIMS  OF  THE  ISLAND  OF  CAPE  BRETON. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness)  moved: 

That  it  be  resolved,— 

That  after  the  Treaty  of  Paris  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  was  annexed 
to  Nova  Scotia  by  Proclamation  on  October  7th,  1763. 


And  that  it  was  ordered  by  the  Governor  and  Council  of  Nova  Scotia, 
on  the  10th  of  December,  1765,  “  that  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  should 
be  erected  into  a  distinct  county,  to  be  known  by  the  name  of  the 
1  County  of  Cape  Breton,’  comprehending  the  Islands  of  Madame  and 
Scutarie  and  all  islands  within  three  leagues,  and  that  a  writ  should  be 
issued  for  choosing  two  representatives  ;  and  further  that  the  freeholders 
should  be  at  liberty  to  choose  non-residents.” 

That  “John  Grant,  Esq.,  and  Mr.  Gregory  Townsend  were  elected, 
and  proceeded  to  Halifax  to  take  their  seats  in  the  Assembly,  on  June 
3rd,  1766.” 

That  the  said  John  Grant,  Esq.,  and  Mr.  Gregory  Townsend,  on  the 
report  of  a  Committee  of  the  Assembly  composed  of  Messrs.  Butler, 
Morris,  Smith,  Brenton  and  Burbridge  again’t  the  validity  of  their 
election,  were  prevented  from  taking  their  seats  in  the  Legislature. 

That  the  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  exercised  the  power  of  taxing 
the  people  of  Cape  Breton  without  allowing  them  any  representation  in 
the  Assembly  for  21  years,  thereby  creating  discontent  so  intense  an(j 
lasting  that  the  Imperial  Government  a3  a  remedy  separated  the  isl 
from  Nova  Scotia  in  1,784.  _  and 

That  during  the  twenty  years  preceding  its  separation  from  Nova 
Scotia,  owing  to  the  injustice  done  Cape  Breton,  its  population  decreased 
from  1,500  in  1763  to  1,100  in  1783. 

That  Cape  Breton,  while  ruled  by  a  Governor  and  Council,  was  so 
favorably  known  and  desired  by  immigrants  from  the  old  country,  that 
as  Governor  Desbarres,  of  the  Island,  writing  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  I7:h  August,  1785,  says:  “Nova  Scotia  is  jealous,  and 
don’t  wish  with  thorough  sincerity  the  success  of  the  Government,  lest 
its  growing  importance  and  value  should  raise  it  to  the  first  rank  amongst 
His  Majesty’s  and  the  national  favorites.” 

That  the  population  of  Cape  Breton  during  the  thirty-five  years  of 
its  separate  Government  increased  from  1,100  in  1783  to  26,100  in  1820. 

That  the  persistent  jealousy  and  intermeddling  of  Nova  Scotia 
secured  the  re-annexation  of  Cape  Breton  without  the  consent  of  its 
people  by  a  Proclamation  issued  on  October  16th,  1820 

That  the  people  of  Cap  *.  Breton  during  the  succeeding  twenty-four 
years  used  every  constitutional  means  to  remonstrate  against  the  re  an¬ 
nexation,  but  without  success,  as  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  confirmed  it  in  1844: 

That  the  unjust  treatment  of  Cape  Breton  by  Nova  Scotia  from  1820 
to  1867  appears  manifest  from  the  fact  alone  that  while,  during  that 
time  $9,000,000  had  been  expended  in  Nova  Scotia  proper  on  public 
account,  only  the  comparative  trifle  of  $156,523  was  expended  in  Cape 
Breton,  and  that  on  St.  Peter’s  canal,  in  the  County  of  Richmond. 

That  since  1867,  under  Confederation,  notwithstanding  the  enormous 
increase  of  the  public  debt  of  the  Dominion,  for  which  both  political 
parties  are  responsible,  and  for  the  interest  on  which  the  people  of  Capa 
Breton  are  taxed  in  common  with  the  people  of  other  sections  of  the 
Dominion,  no  expenditure  chargeable  to  capital  account  was  ever  yet 
made  excepting  St.  Peter’s  canal. 

That  the  prosperity  of  Cape  Breton  up  to  the  present  time  had  been 
retarded  largely  by  the  exercise  of  preponderating  influences  favorable 
to  such  portions  of  Nova  Scotia  as  Halifax,  Cumberland  and  Pictou, 
whose  interests  are  not  supposed  to  lie  always  in  fairly  recognizing  the 
importance  of  Cape  Breton. 

That  the  area  of  Cape  Breton  is  more  than  double  that  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  its  population  nearly  as  large,  and  in  addition  to  their 
many  common  interests,  the  former  possesses  unlimited  mineral 
resources  which  remain  undeveloped  owing  to  the  want  of  facilities 
afforded  to  rival  counties  in  Nova  Scotia  proper. 

That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  the  isolated  position  of  Cape  Breton, 
apart  from  the  consideration  of  its  inexhaustible  mineral  resources, 
entitles  it  to  that  consideration  at  the  hands  of  this  Parliament,  which 
is  given  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  the  way  of  affording  facilities  for 
the  development  of  its  various  industries. 

He  said:  Before  placing  these  resolutions  on  the  subject  of 
the  claims  of  the  Island  of  Cape  B"eton,  apart  from  other 
.sections  of  the  Pi'ovince  of  Nova  Scotia,  in  your  hands,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  desire  to  explain  as  concisely  as  possible  my 
reasons  for  submitting  them  to  the  consideration  of  this 
House.  The  history  of  Cape  Breton  is  an  interesting  one  ; 
but  it  is  peculiarly  interesting  to  the  present  inhabitants  of 
the  island.  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  the  history  of  that 
island  previous  to  the  fall  of  Louisburg,  in  1158,  but  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  treatment  which  it  has  received  since 
that  time.  In  doing  so  it  is  not  my  intention  to  find  fault 
with  the  dead  past.  I  simply  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
this  House  and  of  the  country  to  the  fact  that,  if  the  Island 
of  Cape  Breton  had  been  treated  in  a  manner  similar  to  other 
sections  of  the  Dominion,  its  population,  which  is  now 
about  84,000,  would  at  least  be  double.  I  have  here  a  his¬ 
tory  of  the  island,  which  I  hold  is  the  only  reliable  history 
of  the  island  ever  published,  simply  because  the  histoi’ies 
published  in  former  times  were  derived  from  sources  which 
were  not  reliable. 
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Mr,  CAMERON'  (Inverness).  It  is  not  my  intention,  as 
has  been  suggested,  to  read  the  history  of  Cape  Breton  ;  but 
it  is  my  intention  to  call  attention  to  sections  of  its  history, 
which  relate  particularly  to  the  injustice  that  has  been  done 
to  the  island  by  political  parties  in  the  past.  This  history 
was  written  by  an  English  gentleman,  who  resided  in  the 
island  for  forty  years,  and  it  can  therefore  be  considered  an 
unbiassed  history.  The  facts  were  obtained  from  official 
sources,  and  from  sources  which  were  not  prejudicial  to  the 
Interests  of  the  island.  The  name  of  the  gentleman  who  wrote 
this  history  was  Richard  Brown  an  English  gentleman,  who 
was  familiar  with  all  the  resources  of  the  island  as  well  as 
with  its  people.  In  1869  he  published  the  history  and  dedi¬ 
cated  it  to  the  youth  of  the  island, whom  he  addressed  in  this 
language : 

“When  I  first  visited  the  island,  more  than  40  years  ago,  my  professional 
duties  led  me  into  various  districts,  at  that  time  quite  destitute  of  inns 
and  the  ordinary  means  of  locomotion.  Thus  I  was  frequently  com¬ 
pelled  to  ask  from  the  inhabitants  both  shelter  and  subsistence,  as  well 
as  aid  in  moving  from  place  to  place.  I  need  hardly  say  that  in  the 
comfortable  bouses  of  the  merchants  and  the  farmers — in  the  log  huts  of 
the  new  settlers — in  the  wigwams  of  the  wandering  Indians — in  short, 
everywhere  I  received  a  hearty  and  hospitable  welcome.  In  later  years, 
during  a  long  residence  at  one  locality,  I  had  the  happiness  of  enjoying 
the  friendship  of  a  wide  circle  of  neignbors  of  all  ranss.” 

That  is  his  opinion  of  the  people  then  resident  upon  the 
island,  and  of  whom  the  present  stock  are  the  descendants. 
He  obtained  his  information  from  the  most  reliable  sources, 
as  will  be  seen  from  the  following  : 

‘ 1  For  the  great  bulk  of  the  most  important  matter  embodied  in  the 
following  letters.  I  am  under  great  obligations  to  Sir  Roderick 
Murchison,  for  free  access  to  the  extensive  library  of  the  British 
Museum,  and  to  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos  for 
permission  to  examine  and  make  extracts  from  voluminous  colonial 
documents  in  the  Public  Record  Office.  To  the  courteous  and  obliging 
officers  of  both  these  truly  noble  national  institutions,  I  beg  to  tender 
my  sincere  thanks  for  their  valuable  aidin  guiding  me  inm)  researches.” 

This  coDclusivly  proves  that  this  history  is  a  reliable 
one.  It  may  be  said,  that  Cape  Breton  progressed  as 
rapidly  as  any  other  section  of  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia  or  the  Maritime  Provinces;  but  this  does  not,  how¬ 
ever,  prove  that  sufficient  attention  has  been  given  to 
affording  facilities  to  the  people  for  prosecuting  the  various 
industries  of  the  island.  I  find  that  as  early  as  1*758,  the 
fishing  industries  of  that  island  were  far  in  excess  of  what 
they  are  at  the  present  day,  and  it  is  not  only  very  interest¬ 
ing,  but  highly  necessai  y  to  quote  the  statistics  of  that 
day,  in  order  to  show  that  notwithstanding  the  progressive 
increase  of  population  in  the  island,  it  is  not  owing  to  any 
special  attention,  or  in  fact  to  any  attention  at  all,  having 
been  paid  to  that  island  since  that  particular  time.  The 
historian  says : 

“  The  loss  of  Cape  Breton  was  a  severe  blow  to  the  navy  of  France, 
as  the  fishery  on  the  coast  was  one  of  the  chief  nurseries  of  her  seamen. 
According  to  a  document  placed  in  my  hands  by  the  late  Chief  Justice 
Dodd  of  Sydney,  about  forty  years  ago  (in  1829)  no  less  than  15,000 
were  employed  in  the  fisheries  of  Cape  Breton,  when  Louisburg  was 
taken  in  1758.  I  cannot  do  better  than  give  you  the  following  copy  of 
this  document : 

“  State  of  the  fisheries  carried  on  by  the  French  in  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton  previous  to  the  British  taking  possession  in  1758. 

Decked  Vessels.  Shallops.  „ 


Egmont  Bay,  near  Cape  North.......  ......  30 

Niganish  Bay  and  Cove . .  .  245 

Niganish  Island...... . . . .  .  30 

Port  Dauphin,  or  St.  Anne .  100  . 

Entrance  of  Great  Bras  d’Or . .  20  40 

Petit  Bras  d’  Or . . . .  .  60 

Spanish  River,  or  Sydney .  6  . 

Indian  Bay,  or  Lingan  . . .  .  60 

Scattarie  Island. . . .  .  200 

Main  ii  Dien . . . ......  190 

Lorambec . . . . . .  .  80 

Louisburg . .. .  300  300 

Gabarus  Bay . . . .  ......  50 

Fourche . . . . . . .  .  50 

St.  Esprit  Island . . . .  .  60 

Grande  Riviere  . . .  .  60 

L’Ardoise  .  . . . . .  . .  14 

St.  Peter’s . . . .  100  . . 

Mr,  Cameron  (Inverness). 


Decked  vessels.  Shallops. 


Petit  de  Grat,  Isle  Madame .  .....  100 

River  and  Bay  of  Inhabitants  .......  100  ...... 

Different  places  in  Gut  of  Canso  ...  100  ..... 

Totals . . 726  1,555 

726  decked  vessels,  at  8  men  each...  5,808 

1.555  shallops,  at  6  men  each... .  9,339 

Total., . .  15,138  men 

726  decked  vessels,  at  700  quintals..  508,200 

1.556  shallops,  at  300  quintals.. .  466,500 

Total .  974,700  quintals. 


In  1878  the  total  number  of  men  employed  in  the 
fisheries  of  tho  island  was  4,491 ;  the  number  of  boats, 
3,226;  the  number  of  vessels,  98;  the  tonnage,  2,691  tons, 
and  the  value  of  the  fisheries,  $1,276,193.  In  1758  there 
were  15,138  men  employed  ;  number  of  vessels,  726 ;  shal¬ 
lops,  1,555;  and  the  value  of  tho  fish  taken  at  that  time 
was  more  than  double  that  of  the  fish  taken  in  1883.  This 
conclusively  proves  that  one  class  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton  will  be  largely  increased  in  number 
for  some  period  of  time  yet,  because  if  the  ability  to 
maintain  the  fishermen  on  the  island  will  be  equal  to  what 
it  was  over  100  years  ago,  it  would  treble  the  present  fishing 
population  of  the  island.  That  the  island  was  considered  im¬ 
portant  at  that  time  is  proven  from  the  following  fact  which 
the  same  writer  refers  to : 

“  There  can  be  no  stronger  proof  of  the  value  of  Cape  Breton  in,  the 
estimation  of  the  French,  than  the  fact,  when  negotiations  for  peace 
were  mooted  in  the  year  1761,  the  French  Minister,  the  Due  de  Choiseul, 
offered  to  cede  the  whole  of  Canada  to  England  upon  certain  conditions, 
of  which  the  most  important  was  the  restitution  of  Cape  Breton.  As 
Mr.  Pitt  would  not  consent  to  this  condition  the  French  Government 
broke  off  the  negoiiations  and  recalled  their  agent  from  London.” 

Just  because  the  British  Government  at  that  time  refused  to 
restore  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  to  the  French  Government, 
the  war  was  continued  two  years  afterwards.  Peace  was,  how¬ 
ever,  declared  in  1763,  and  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  was 
annexed  to  Nova  Scotia.  After  Cape  Breton  was  annexed  to 
Nova  Scotia  it  was  ordered  that  two  representatives  be  elected 
for  the  island — which  was  constituted  into  one  county — to 
the  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia.  At  that  time  the  population 
of  Cape  Breton  was  about  one-third  of  the  population  of  Nova 
Scotia,  but  notwithstanding  this,  only  two  representatives 
were  allowod  the  county  of  Cape  Breton,  which  embraced 
the  whole  island,  in  a  House  composed  of  forty  represen¬ 
tatives.  This  shows  how  utterly  impossible  it  was  for 
Cape  Breton  at  that  time  to  procure  any  show  of  fair 
play  in  the  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia ;  and  notwithstand¬ 
ing  that  only  two  representatives  were  allowed  for  the 
island,  they  were  refused  the  privilege  of  taking  their  seats 
in  the  Legislature  because  there  was  no  homesteads  on  the 
island.  The  franchise  of  Nova  Scotia  at  that  time  was  a 
freehold  franchise,  and  unfortunately  there  were  no  free¬ 
holders  on  the  island,  and  after  two  gentlemen  were 
elected  to  sit  in  the  Local  Legislature  they  were 
refused  the  privilege  of  taking  their  seats,  because 
they  were  not  elected  by  the  freeholders  of  the  island. 
Then  their  seats  were  declared  vacant,  and  the  island  was 
refused  representation  in  the  Nova  Scotia  Legislature  for 
2 1  years.  Luring  that  time  the  responsibility  of  represent¬ 
ing  the  island  in  the  Local  Legislature  was  thrown  on  the 
City  of  Halifax.  It  was  promised  from  time  to  time  that 
freehold  tenure  would  be  given  to  the  residents  of  the 
island;  but  notwithstanding  this  promise,  lest  Cape  Breton 
should  be  represented  in  the  Legislature,  the  right  was  with¬ 
held  for  the  whole  period  of  21  years.  But,  according  to  this 
history,  I  find  : 

“Although  Capt.  Holland’s  survey  had  been  long  completed,  and 
grants  of  land  had  been  issued  in  the  neighboring  Island  of  St.  John’s, 
the  bond,  fide  settlers  at  Louisbourg  and  other  parts  of  the  island,  for  no 
assignable  reason  that  I  could  discover  in  the  record,  were  still  denied 
the  privilege,  or  rather  tight,  of  obtaining  any  other  title  than  licenses 
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of  occupation  to  the  lands  they  had  improved.  They  were  therefore 
still  disqualified  to  send  representatives  to  the  Assembly,  not  from  any 
fault  of  their  own,  but  simply  because  the  overnment  would  not  give 
them  grants.  To  remedy  this  grievance,  the  House  passed  a  resolution 
on  April  2,  1770,  ‘That  no  writ  shall  iss>e  to  the  Island  of  Breton, 
because  of  the  want  of  freeholders  to  make  an  election,  and  that  the 
isle  be  deemed  to  be  represented  by  the  member  for  the  County  of 
Halifax,  into  which  it  has  resolved  and  become  a  part  thereof  as  hereto¬ 
fore.’  This,  you  will  observe,  was  no  remedy  whatever,  as  the  inhabit¬ 
ants  had  no  voice  in  choosing  representatives  for  the  County  of  Halifax. 
We  may  presume,  however,  that  John  Butler  and  Robert  Campbell,  who 
took  their  seats  for  the  County  of  alifax  when  the  House  met  on  June 
6,  1771,  looked  especially  after  the  affairs  of  Cape  Breton.” 

There  is  a  lurking  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  that  the  privilege  the  people  of 
Halifax  obtained  at  that  time  has  continued  to  exist  ever 
since.  I  hope,  however,  that  transpiring  events  will  con¬ 
vince  them  that  their  suspicions  are  not  well  founded.  Not¬ 
withstanding  the  great  length  of  time  during  which  the 
representatives  of  Halifax  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  represent¬ 
ing  the  island,  I  am  happy  to  say  that  a  public  expression  of 
opinion  now  in  the  city  of  Halifax  convinces  me  that  there 
is  a  growing  feeling  of  sympathy  for  the  island  in  that  city, 
and  I  hope  that  feeling  will  be  made  manifest  not  only  in 
the  Local  Legislature  but  in  the  Dominion  Parliament.  In 
1774  another  remedy  was  proposed  for  the  very  great 
wrong  which  was  done  to  the  island  at  that  time.  The  his¬ 
torian  say  3 : 

“  We  have  now  arrived  at  a  momentous  era  in  the  history  of  the 
British  Colonies — the  breaking  out  of  the  American  Revolution.  As  all 
the  events  of  the  war  of  independence  must  be  quite  familiar  to  you,  I 
shall  say  nothing  concerning  them,  except  so  far  as  they  effect  Cape 
Breton,  which,  happily,  owing  to  its  insignificance  at  that  period,  suffered 
less  from  the  depredations  and  attacks  of  the  enemy’s  privateers  than 
the  adjacent  colonies.  Energetic  measures  were,  of  course,  taken  by 
the  Governor  of  Nova  Scotia  for  the  defence  of  the  Province,  not  only 
against  external  but  internal  enemies  also  ;  for  it  was  well  known  that 
there  were  many  disaffected  persons  scattered  through  the  country  who 
had  originally  came  from  New  England,  disposed  to  aid  the  revolted 
colonies.  On  28th  August,  1775,  a  proclamation  was  issued,  ordering 
light  infantry  companies  to  be  raised  throughout  the  Province.  The 
total  number  of  men  required  was  only  1,010,  of  which  ‘Cape  Breton 
Isle  and  Isle  Madame  ’  were  each  ordered  to  raise  ‘  two  companies  of 
Acadians  and  others  well  affected,’  of  50  men  each — 200  in  all.  It  can¬ 
not  escape  your  notice  that  Cape  Breton,  including  Isle  Madame,  was 
not  fairly  treated  in  this  apportionment.  The  whole  population  of  the 
island,  exclusive  of  the  Indians,  according  to  Governor  Legge’s  census 
in  1774,  was  only  1,011,  whilst  that  of  Nova  Scotia  proper  was,  at  the 
lowest  estimate,  20,000;  and  yet  the  latter  was  called  upon  to  furnish 
only  800  men,  or  one  to  every  twenty-five,  whilst  the  former  was  required 
to  supply  200,  or  one  in  every  five." 

Thus  you  will  see  that  Cape  Breton  was  called  upon  to  fur¬ 
nish  five  men  to  each  one  that  Nova  Scotia  was  required  to 
furnish  according  to  population,  and  I  regret  to  find 
that  that  policy  has  been  continued  up  to  the  present 
time.  When  fighting  men  are  required,  the  military 
authorities  are  very  anxious  to  look  to  the  Island  of 
Cape  Breton  for  men  to  fight  their  battles  ;  but  when 
we  are  at  peace,  the  Minister  of  Militia  of  this  Dominion 
—and  I  regret  that  he  is  not  in  his  place — fails  to 
accord  to  us  a  fair  apportionment  of  the  public  money 
devoted  to  that  service.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  most 
delightful  era  in  the  history  of  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton, 
that  is,  its  separation  from  Nova  Scotia  in  1184.  When  I 
first  visited  that  island  there  were  many  residents  who 
recollected  that  particular  time.  There  are  many  still 
living  on  the  island  who  regret  the  day  that  it  was  made 
part  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  in  1820,  and  since  these 
resolutions  were  made  public  I  have  received  many  letters 
from  the  residents  of  the  island  congratulating  me  on  my 
efforts  to  secure  the  separation  of  the  island  from  Nova 
Scotia  proper,  notwithstanding  that  the  resolutions  have  no 
intention  of  asking  for  separation  at  present.  As  soon  as  it 
became  known  that  Cape  Breton  was  separated  from  Nova 
Scotia,  many  persons  directed  their  attention  to  the  island, 
and  a  large  tide  of  immigration  set  in  towards  it  in  1784 : 

“  About  800  persons  arrived,  and  settled  in  various  parts  of  the 
island  in  the  early  part  of  the  summer.  It  is  stated  by  Desbarres  that 
an  accession  of  3,397  speedily  followed  the  publication  of  his  procla¬ 
mation  on  September  1st,  describing  the  natural  advantages  of  the 
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island  and  offering  a  liberal  supply  of  provisions  for  three  years  to 
immigrants,  with  clothing  for  themselves  and  their  families,  lumber 
and  materials  for  farm  buildings,  and  tools  and  implements  for  clearing 
land.” 

Shortly  afterwards,  in  1785  : 

“  The  great  rush  of  immigrants,  and  the  bustling  scene  presented  by 
so  many  people  busily  engaged  in  erecting  barracks,  storehouse  and 
dwellings,  seemed  quite  to  have  turned  the  head  of  the  Governor,  and 
made  him  fancy  tnat  Cape  Breton  would  soon  eclipse  all  the  neighbor¬ 
ing  colonies.  From  the  very  first  he  appears  to  have  imbibed  an  idea 
tha  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  were  jealous  of  Cape  Breton,  and  looked 
with  dissatisfaction  at  its  rising  importance.  Writing  on  August  17  to 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  he  says  :  ‘New  settlers  are  coming  in  fast  ; 
the  New  England  people  do  not  like  the  settling  of  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton  at  all  ;  they  know  it  will  be  the  loss  of  every  advantage  they 
derive  from  the  fishery.  Nova  Scotia  is  jealous,  and  don’t  wish  with 
thorough  sincerity  the  success  of  this  Government,  lest  its  growing 
importance  and  value  should  raise  it  to  the  first  rank  amongst  His 
Majesty’s  and  the  national  favorites.’  ” 

We  find  at  the  close  of  its  career  as  a  separate  colony 
its  population  increased  very  rapidly  during  its  period  of 
self-government, 

“  All  the  best  lands  fronting  on  the  lakes,  rivers  and  sea-coast  were 
taken  up  previous  to  the  year  1820  ;  since  that  period  the  lands  in  the 
rear  of  front  lots  have  been  occupied  by  the  later  immigrants,  who  are 
in  consequence  distinguished  by  the  name  of  ‘  Backlanders.’  The 
great  influx  of  Scottish  immigrants  (said  by  some  authorities  to  have 
exceeded  25,000  souls),  gave  quite  a  new  complexion  to  the  population 
of  Cape  Breton,  if  it  can  with  propriety  be  said  that  it  was,  belore  their 
arrival,  distinguished  by  any  complexion  whatever,  being  composed 
only  of  a  few  hundred  Micmacs,  Acadians  and  English  and  Irish  settlers. 
The  island  is  now  decidedly  ‘  Scotch,’  with  every  probability  of  its  con¬ 
tinuing  so  to  the  end  of  time.  Although  many  of  the  first  settlers  came 
to  Cape  Breton  sorely  against  their  will,  none,  I  believe,  have  had 
reason  to  regret  the  change  from  the  wretched  abodes  they  left  to  the 
comfortable  homes  they  now  occupy.” 

Unfortunately,  in  1820,  Cape  Breton,  without  the  consent 
of  its  people,  was  re-annexed  to  Nova  Scotia  by  a  proclama¬ 
tion.  The  proclamation  reads  as  follows : 

“Downing  Street,  August  15,  1820. 

“  Sir, — I  had  the  honor  of  intimating  to  you,  previous  to  your  depart¬ 
ure  from  this  country,  the  decision  to  whieh  His  Majesty  had  come  of 
re-annexing  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  to  the  Government  of  Nova 
Scotia  ;  and  you  must  have  observed  the  alteration  which  had  in  conse¬ 
quence  been  made  in  your  commission  and  instructions. 

“His  Majesty  considers  it  most  desirable  that  this  arrangement  should 
be  no  longer  delayed,  and  has  commanded  me  to  instruct  you  to  take 
into  your  immediate  consideration  the  measures  which  may  be  necessary 
to  give  effect  to  His  Majesty’s  instructions.  For  this  purpose  it  will  be 
necessary  that  you  should  in  the  first  place  direct  the  issue  of  writs  for 
the  election  of  two  members  from  the  County  of  Cape  Breton,  to  sit  in 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Nova  Scotia;  and  in  this  you  will  follow 
the  course  adopted  in  1765,  when  two  members  were  actually  so 
returned.” 

This  proclamation  was  issued  by  Bathurst,  and  a  proclamar 
tion  was  also  issued  by  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Nova 
Scotia,  shortly  afterwards,  which  reads  as  follows : 

“Whereas  His  Majesty,  with  a  view  to  promote  the  welfare  of  his 
faithful  and  loyal  subjects  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape  Breton,  hath  been 
graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  should  be 
re-annexed  to  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  the  same  island 
should  from  henceforth  be  and  remain  an  integral  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Nova  Scotia, — 

“I  do  therefore,  in  pursuance  of  His  Majesty’s  instructions  and  by 
and  wit  i  the  advice  of  His  Majesty's  Council,  declare  that  the  Island 
of  Cape  Bieton  is,  and  from  henceforth  shall  be  and  remain,  a  several 
and  distinct  county  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  to  be  called  and 
known  by  the  name  of  the  County  of  Cape  Breton,  and  to  be  represented, 
and  the  civil  government  thereof  to  be  administered,  in  like  manner  a* 
the  other  counties  of  the  Province  are  administered  and  governed. 

“And  in  pursuance  of  Lis  Majesty’s  instructions  I  have  caused  a  writ 
in  the  usual  form  to  be  immediately  issued,  directed  to  the  Provost- 
Marshal  or  his  Deputy,  resident  in  the  island,  for  the  election  of  tw© 
members  to  serve  in  the  General  Assembly  of  Nova  Scotia,  being  the 
number  directed  to  be  summoned  to  such  Assembly  before  the  time 
when  the  said  island  was  first  separated  from  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia. 

“  And  I  do  hereby,  in  obedience  to  His  Majesty’s  commands,  dissolve 
the  Council  of  the  said  Island  of  Gape  Breton. 

“  And  that  the  peace  and  good  order  of  the  said  island  may  be  pre¬ 
served,  and  justice  duly  administered  therein,  until  more  effectual  pro¬ 
vision  shall  be  made  by  the  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia,  or  until  further 
order  shall  be  duly  made  therein,  I  do  hereby  authorise  and  require  that 
all  judges,  justices  of  the  peace,  constables  and  other  civil  officers  in 
commission  in  the  said  island  do  continue  in  the  execution  of  their 
respective  offices,  agreeably  to  the  several  ordinances  passed  by  the 
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Governor  and  Council  of  Cape  Breton,  and  under  which  that  colony) 
since  its  separation,  has  been  hitherto  administered.” 

This  was,  unquestionably,  the  greatest  calamity  that  ever 
happened  to  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton.  During  the  thirty- 
five  years  in  which  the  island  was  governed  by  a  Governor 
in  Council,  the  progress  of  the  island  equalled,  if  it  did  not 
surpass  the  progress  of  any  other  British  contemporary 
colonies  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic.  Since  that  time,  having 
regard  to  the  discontent  which  prevailed  on  the  island,  prin¬ 
cipally  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  island  had  only  a  repre¬ 
sentation  of  two  in  a  House  of  forty,  the  interests  of  the 
island  were,  to  a  very  great  extent,  neglected  by  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Nova  Scotia.  During  twenty-four  years  the  people 
of  the  island  remonstrated,  in  every  constitutional  manner, 
with  the  view  of  securing  separation  from  Nova  Scotia,  and 
I  find  that  a  special  session  of  the  Local  Legislature  was 
called  for  in  1844  to  determine  whether  the  island  would  be 
sot  at  liberty  or  not.  I  find  that  the  Legislature  of  Nova 
Scotia  was  convened  on  the  20th  July,  1844,  and  that  the 
Governor  of  the  day  delivered  his  Speech  from  the  Throne 
as  follows : 

“  Mr.  President  and  Honorable  Gentlemen  of  the  Legislative  Council : 

“  Mr.  Speaker  and  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Assembly' : 

“  I  have  called  you  together,  in  obedience  to  the  instructions  of  Her 
Majesty’s  principal  Secretary  ot  State  for  the  Colonies,  in  order  to  give 
you  an  opnortunity  to  determine  whether  vou  will  appoint  an  agent  to 
represent  the  Legislature  •  f  Nova  Scotia  at  the  bar  of  the  Privy  Council, 
in  the  case  now  pending  before  the  Judicial  Committee,  regarding  the 
legality  of  the  annexation  of  the  Island  of  •  )ape  Breton  to  this  Province, 
in  1820.  I  will  cause  the  despatches  I  have  received,  having  relation  to 
this  subject,  io  be  immediately  submitted  to  you.  1  regret  very  much 
that  it  should  have  become  necessary  to  convene  you  at  a  season  of  the 
year  at  which  it  must  be  inconvenient  for  many  of  you  to  leave  your 
homes  ;  but  it  is  satisfactory  for  me  to  know  that  the  business  on  which 
you  are  summuned  to  deliberate  is  of  such  a  nature  as  leads  me  to  hope 
that  it  may  be  readily  despatched,  and  that  its  early  completion  will 
enable  me  at  once  to  release  you  from  further  attendance.” 

This  was  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  I  find  that  the 
resolution,  the  only  business  of  importance  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Local  Legislature,  reads  as  follows : 

“  Resolved,  that  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency  the 
Lieutenant-Governor,  to  inform  Bis  Excelleney  that  the  House  of  Assem¬ 
bly  having  tak.-n  into  its  deliberate  consideration  the  despatches  and 
documents  submitted  by  His  Excellency  to  the  House,  relative  to  the 
question  now  pending  before  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil,  have  det-rmined  that,  having  tull  confiience  in  the  learning,  know¬ 
ledge  and  ability  of  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-General  of  England,  and 
the  wisdom  and  integrity  of  the  eminent  tribunal  before  whom  they  are 
to  vindicate  the  legality  of  the  annexation  of  Cape  Breton  to  this  Pro¬ 
vince,  it  is  unnecessary  to  emplov  an  agent  to  represent  Nova  Scotia 
before  the  sain  tribunal  ,  and  further  stating  that  the  re-annexation  of 
theislaud  of  Cape  Breton  to  this  Province,  by  the  Proclamation  of  1820, 
and  the  Act  of  Assembly  passed  in  pursuance  thereof,  was  a  measure 
very  advantageous  to  ihe  great  bohy  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  island, 
and  that  it  has  'largely  benefitted  by  the  care  and  protection  of  th-  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  impartial  administration  of  justice  ;  and  praying  that  Bis 
Excellency  will  be  nleas  d  to  appoint  a  commission  of  fiv  persons,  to 
collect  from  the  public  archives  of  this  Province  such  rec.  rds,  docu¬ 
ments  and  information  as  may  have  a  tendency  to  aid  the  said 
tribunal  in  comi  g  to  a  decision  upon  the  said  question,  and 
that  His  Exc  llency  will  be  pleased  to  transmit  the  same  to 
the  right  honorable  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.” 

During  the  period  from  1820  to  1844,  owing  to  the  discon¬ 
tent  that  prevailed  in  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  the  Legis 
lature  of  Nova  Scotia  wisely  increased  the  representation 
of  the  island ;  but  even  at  this  timo  the  representation  of 
the  inland  was  only  6  out  of  about  50.  What  is^ery 
significant  is  ihe  fact,  that  out  of  the  6  gentlemen 
who  represented  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  in 
1844,  not  one  of  them  voted  for  th  s  resolution 
passed  by  ‘the  Local  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia. 
This  proves  the  fact  that,  in  1844,  a  very  grave  discontent 
prevailed  in  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  in  regard  to  the 
treatment  it  received  at  the  hands  of  the  Province  of  a  ova 
Scotia  Since  that  time  the  people  of  Cape  Breton  have  had 
the  privilege  of  grumbling,  which  is  accorded  to  every  British 
subject,  but,  notwithstanding  ail  their  grumbling,  they  are 
Mr,  Cameron  (Inverness). 


yet  of  opinion  that  very  little  attention  was  paid  to  tho 
interests  of  the  island  from  1814  to  1867,  although  we  had 
some  hope  that,  in  the  near  future,  after  that  period, 
some  attention  would  be  paid  to  the  interests  of  the  island 
owing  to  the  very  large  expenditures  made  in  Nova  Scotia 
proper  from  1851  until  1867.  In  1851  the  railway  policy 
was  inaugurated  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  no 
railway  scheme  could  ever  have  been  passed  in  the  Local 
Legislature  without  the  assistance  of  the  representatives 
from  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton ;  and  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  the  intelligent  representatives  of  the  island  at  that 
time  always  favored  the  building  of  railways  and  public 
works  in  all  sections  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  as  they 
are  willing  to  do  now  in  all  sections  of  the  Dominion 
whore  it  would  appear  that  public  works  are  necessary  for 
the  development  of  the  country.  In  1867,  then,  owing  to 
the  policy  pursued  from  1851  until  that  time,  no  less 
than  seven  million  dollars  were  expended  by  the  Local 
Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  on  railways,  but,  whenever  any 
railway  policy  was  advanced  by  the  Local  Legislature,  the 
leaders  of  the  Government  of  the  day  always  promised  that, 
as  soon  as  the  railways  were  extended  east  and  west  in 
Nova  Scotia  proper,  then  and  not  till  then  would  steps  bo 
taken  to  build  railways  on  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton.  We 
were  left  to  live  in  hope,  but,  unfortunately,  hope  has  been 
long  deferred,  and  up  to  this  time  neither  at  the  expense  of 
the  Local  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  nor  at  the  expense 
of  the  Dominion  Parliament  have  we  one  foot  of  rail¬ 
way  on  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton.  However,  in  1867  and 
for  two  years  previous  to  that  date,  owing  to  the  very  pecu¬ 
liar  position  which  the  people  of  Cape  Breton  occupied 
relative  to  tho  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  feeling  in 
reference  to  Confederation  was  most  intense.  They  feared, 
and  I  was  one  of  those  who  feared,  that  the  interests 
of  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  would  be  neglected  to  even  a 
larger  degree  when  we  were  connected  with  the  great 
Dominion  of  Canada  than  they  were  while  we  were  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  The  opposition 
was  so  intense  on  that  island  that  not  one  representative 
was  returned  from  any  of  its  constituencies  in  favor  of  Con¬ 
federation .  Since  that  time,  many  changes  have  taken 
place  in  all  sections  of  the  Dominion,  but  on  the  island, 
with  the  exception  of  the  fishing  and  mining  sections, 
very  little  change  has  taken  place,  and  I  regret  exceed¬ 
ingly  to  admit  that,  in  many  sections  of  the  island, 
a  very  large  exodus  takes  place.  It  takes  place  not  owing 
to  the  National  Policy,  because  from  all  the  statistics  I  have 
in  my  possession  the  exodus  took  place  while  the  Govern¬ 
ment  adopted  a  revenue  tariff.  We  have  no  statistics  to 
show  what  the  increased  population  may  be  under  the 
National  Policy,  but  I  anticipate  that  there  will  be  a  very 
material  proportion  of  increase  in  the  fishing  and  coal¬ 
mining  sections  of  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  owing  to  the 
adoption  of  that  policy.  In  1874  this  Parliament  adopted 
a  new  policy  in  reference  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 
Before  1867,  railways  were  built  east  and  west  in  Nova  Scotia, 
but  this  Government  adopted  the  policy  in  lc>73  and  1 874,  of 
giving  the  Windsor  Branch  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  as 
aid  to  railways  in  the  western  part  of  the  Province,  and  the 
Pictou  Branch  as  aid  to  railways  in  the  eastexm  part  of  the 
Province.  The  Windsor  Branch  cost  million  dollars, 
and  the  Pictou  Branch  over  i\  million  dollars.  The  aggre¬ 
gate  amount  which  these  railways  cost  was  not  less  than 
$4,560,000,  so  that  this  Parliament  adopted  the  policy  of 
giving  that  around  as  a  bonus  for  the  extension  of  railways 
in  Nova  Scotia  proper.  Of  course,  that  policy  gave  very 
general  satisfaction,  general  satisfaction  throughout  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  particularly,  but  I  was 
one  of  those  who  felt  at  that  time  and  now  feel 
that,  notwithstanding  this  and  other  concessions  made 
to  Nova  Scotia  proper,  it  did  not  benefit  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  tb© 
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extent  of  one  dollar,  any  more  than  similar  expenditures 
in  the  great  North-West  or  in  Vancouver  Island,  or  in  any 
other  portion  of  the  Dominion  to  which  our  people  would 
bo  compelled  to  go  to  earn  their  bread  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow.  This  is  a  feature  of  our  isolated  position  which  our 
friends  from  Nova  Scotia  itself  can  never  realise.  They 
fancy  that  if  large  expenditures  are  made  in  Nova  Scotia 
roper,  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  as  a  matter  course,  must 
enefit  thereby,  but  I  submit  that  any  expenditures  in  Nova 
Scotia  proper  cannot  be  of  any  more  benefit  to  the  Island  of 
Cape  Breton  than  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  which  has  never 
contributed  one  dollar  to  public  expenditures  in  the  Pro 
vinco  of  Nova  Scotia.  This  is  oao  feature  of  our  position 
which  I  desire  to  strongly  impress  on  our  friends  from  Nova 
Scotia,  who  I  believe  to  be  very  sympathetically  inclined, 
and  which  I  desire  to  impress  upon  the  representatives  of 
all  the  constituencies  of  this  Dominion.  Besides  giving 
these  large  sums  to  Nova  Scotia  for  the  railway  system  of 
that  Province,  in  181  i  the  Government  of  the  day  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Local  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia,  in 
round  numbers,  two  millions  of  dollars  in  cash,  which  were 
placed  to  the  credit  of  the  Province  in  theDominion  Treasury. 
At  that  time  I  remonstrated  strongly  against  placing  either 
the  railway  or  the  money  at  tho  disposal  of  the  Local 
Legislature,  because  I  felt  then,  as  I  feel  now,  that  doing 
so  would  not  benefit  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  to  any  extent ; 
and  1  am  sorry  to  say  that  my  fears  and  anticipations 
have  been  realised.  Notwithstanding  that  all  those  sub¬ 
sidies  have  been  expended  in  the  extension  of  railways  east 
and  west  of  Nova  Scotia,  rot  one  dollar  of  it  has  ever  found 
its  way  into  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton,  unless  our  people 
earned  tho  money,  as  l  said  before,  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow.  However,  while  this  money  was  appropriated  for 
railways  east  and  west,  the  Local  Legislature  apportioned  a 
very  fair  proportion  of  the  amount  for  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton,  and,  under  the  pretense,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  as  it 
appears  now,  at  least  under  the  promise  that  the  money 
would  be  expended  on  theisland,  they  secured  the  expen¬ 
diture  of  all  in  Nova  ScotTa  proper,  and  now  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  turns  round  and  tells  us  that,  after  having  expended 
all  the  subsidies  placed  at  their  disposal  by  the  Dominion 
Parliament  in  Nova  Scotia  proper,  they  shall  decline  to 
vote  a  dollar  out  of  the  local  revenue  for  the  island.  I  want 
to  call  the  attention  of  this  House  to  the  fact  that,  if  this 
Parliament  had  not  placed  $2, 000, 000  cash,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  railways  in  Nova* Scotia  proper,  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Local  Government,  the  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia 
would  annually  receive  5  per  cent,  interest  upon  the  money. 
This  would  place  $100,000  at  the  disposal  of  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  for  local  purposes  ;  and  the  portion  of  that  which 
Cape  Breton  would  receive  at  the  hands  of  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment,  if  applied  for  local  works,  would  certainly  not  be  less 
than  one-fifth,  or  $20,000.  The  expenditure  of  that  money, 
therefore,  in  Nova  Scotia  proper,  has  deprived  the  Island  of 
Cape  Breton,  forever,  of  the  revenue  for  local  purposes  on 
the  island  of  not  less  than  $  20,000  a  year.  I  hold  that  the 
money  expended  on  railways  in  Nova  Scotia  proper,  on 
account  of  the  $2,000,000  then  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Local  Legislature,  did  no  more  to  advance  the  interests  of 
the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  than  it  did  to  advance  the  interests 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  which  did  not  contribute  one  dol¬ 
lar  to  the  expenditure  of  these  railways.  In  order  to  show 
the  apportionment  of  the  money,  I  desire  to  call  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  language  used  by  the  Provincial  Secretary  in 
introducing  the  Bill  into  the  Local  Legislature  in  1875  : 

“  He  explained  that  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  $4,000  per  mile  to  the 
Nictaux  and  Atlantic  Railway,  and  a  like  sum  to  the  Broad  Cove  Road, 
and  also  to  add  $>2,000  per  mile  to  the  subsidy  already  granted  to  the 
Western  Counties  Railway,  as  it  appeared  that  the  work  was  in  some 
places  difficult  to  carry  on,  and  the  company  required  increased  aid 
In  considering  the  question  whether  the  Province  was  warranted  in 
granting  the  sums  mentioned  in  the  Bill,  he  stated  the  subvention  already 
granted  to  the  Yarmouth  Road  was  at  $6,000  for  W0  miles,  equal  to 
$540,000  ;  that  of  the  Spring  Hill  and  Parrsboro’  Road  at  $5,000  a  mile 


for  28  miles,  equal  to  $140,000;  the  New  Glasgow  and  Canso  Road 
$5,0  0  a  mile  for  80  miles,  equal  to  $400,000 ;  and  t,he  Canso  and  -iouis- 
burg  Road  *6,000  a  mile  for  80  miles,  equal  to  $400,000,  making  in  all 
$1,480,000  for  278  miles  of  road  already  provided  tor.  The  present  Bill 
proposed  to  subsidise  the  Nictaux  and  Atlantic  Road,  70  miles,  with 
$4,000  a  mile,  equal  to  $280,000;  the  proad  Cove  Road,  say  50  miles, 
with  $4,000  a  mile,  equal  to  $100,000,  and  the  Yarmouth  Road  of  90 
miles,  with  additional  subsidy  of  $2,000  a  mile,  equal  to  $180,000.  These 
sums  added  to  the  sums  already  provided  for  as  subventions,  gave  a  total 
of  $2,140,000.” 

Now,  Sir,  tho  first  Session  of  this  Parliament  I  suggeslel 
that  a  subsidy  be  granted  for  a  lino  from  the  Strait  ot  Canso 
to  Broad  Cove,  and  I  also  suggested  that  a  subsidy  should  bo 
granted  for  a  line  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to  Louisburg.  I 
was  approached  by  more  than  one  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House — and  I  am  not  sure,  but  some  of  them  were  from  Nova 
Scotia — who  assured  me  that  owing  to  the  fact  that  I  asked 
for  a  subsidy  for  the  two  roads  on  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton, 
it  was  a  hopeless  case  to  obtain  a  dollar  for  any  of  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  Where  is  Broad  Cove? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Broad  Cove  is  in  the  County  of  Inver¬ 
ness,  Cape  Breton,  one  of  the  finest  counties  in  the  whole 
Dominion  of  Canada.  Now,  Sir,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
the  expenditure  of  the  whole  of  this  money  in  Nova  Scotia 
proper,  has  entailed  a  tax  on  our  people — an  indirect  tax, 
it  is  true — because  it  has  deprived  our  people  of  $20,000  a 
year  for  local  purposes.  The  whole  amount  of  the  money 
has  been  expended  in  Nova  Scotia  proper,  and  we  are  now 
asked  by  the  Local  Legislature  to  look  to  the  Dominion 
alone  for  aid  for  railways  on  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton. 
However,  Sir,  since  that  time,  although  it  is  not  very  long 
ago,  I  am  happy  to  say,  that  the  whole  policy  of  tho 
people  of  Nova  Scotia  has  somewhat  changed  in  the 
direction  of  favoring  Cape  Breton.  Now,  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  sympathy  expressed  for  the  island.  Sympa¬ 
thy  has  been  lately  expressed,  as  I  have  already  said,  from 
the  City  of  Halifax,  where  we  least  expected  it.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  every  representative  in  the  Local  Legislature  or  in 
the  Dominion  Parliament  who  understands  the  position  of 
Cape  Breton,  will  feel  that  tho  people  of  the  fine  County  of 
of  Halifax  realise  the  fact  that  Cape  Breton,  up  to  this  time, 
has  not  received  the  assistance  which  she  deserved  at  the 
hands  of  the  Local  Legislature,  at  least.  I  have  no  hesita¬ 
tion  in  saying  that  we  have  the  sympathy  of  Nova  Scotia, 
and  I  believe  to  so  large  an  extent  that  the  representatives 
of  Nova  Scotia  realise  that  something  more  must  be 
done  in  the  interests  of  the  island  hereafter  than  has  yet 
been  done — at  least  that  fair  consideration  should  be  given 
in  the  construction  of  railways  and  other  improvements 
which  are  necessary  for  that  section  of  the  country,  for  the 
carrying  on  of  the  various  industries  of  the  island,  and  for 
the  distribution  of  our  surplus  products  to  tho  markets  of 
the  world.  I  find  that  we  have  sympathy  in  the  Local 
Legislature,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  making  the 
assertion  that  if  we  had  any  sympathy  from  any 
part  of  the  Province  expressed  publicly  in  the  past ;  it 
was  from  the  west.  I  say  this  with  some  regret,  because 
I  am  a  native  of  the  eastern  part  of  the  Province.  But  the 
sympathy  which  exists  now  in  the  Province  is  of  such 
a  character  that  it  cannot  he  ignored  by  the  representatives 
of  tho  people  in  Parliament.  In  1883  that  sympathy 
was  very  strongly  expressed  in  the  Local  Legislature 
by  representatives  from  all  sections  of  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia.  It  was  expressed  by  the  represent¬ 
atives  from  Halifax,  and  from  all  the  counties  in  that 
neighborhood.  It  was  so  universal  indeed  that  it  was  not 
considered  safe  for  any  person  to  appeal  to  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia  unless  he  was  in  favor  of  doing  justice  to  Cape 
Breton.  I  know  that  in  former  days  when  the  subject  of 
justice  to  Cape  Breton  was  before  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Nova  Scotia  it  was  generally  turned  into  a  burlesque; 
but  lately,  owing  to  the  fact  that  Nova  Scotia  occupies  a 
position  with  regard  to  the  great  Dominion  of  Canada 
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somewhat  similar  to  the  position  which  we  have  occupied 
for  47  years  relative  to  Nova  Scotia  proper,  they  feel  there 
is  a  good  deal  in  what  we  complain  of.  Tb.9y  feel,  Sir,  that 
while  they  contribute  very  largely  to  the  revenue  of  this 
Dominion  they  have  reason  to  complain,  or  think  they  have, 
that  a  fair  proportion  of  the  expenditure  has  not 
been  made  in  the  Province  of  SNova  Scotia  proper.  This, 
I  presume,  has  been  to  some  extent  the  cause  of  the  feel¬ 
ing  which  is  now  very  prevalent  in  the  Province  in  regard 
to  Cape  Breton.  I  will  not  refer  to  sympathy  expressed 
later  than  the  present  Session  of  Parliament.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  on  20th  February  last,  said  : 

“  Another  matter  which  has  been  left  out  of  the  speech  was  one  which 
had  been  prominent  for  a  good  many  years— -a  railway  through  the  Island 
of  Cape  Breton.  Railway  extension  in  the  eastern  counties  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  no  longer  eDjoyed  the  attention  of  the  Government.  It  was  agreed 
last  year  that  the  Government  in  giving  up  Eastern  Extension  put  this 
House  in  such  a  position  that  they  would  no  longer  be  able  to  help  the 
eastern  counties.  He  recollected  that  his  hou.  friend,  the  hon.  Premier 
of  that  day  stated,  in  language  perhaps  prophetic,  that  in  transferring 
the  Pictou  Branch  the  Government  had  merely  transferred  a  trust  and 
that  they  had  transferred  it  to  abler  hands.  That  remark  was  not  satis¬ 
factory  to  many  here  and  it  was  partially  explained  away  afterwards, 
but  the  fact  that  in  his  honor’s  6peech  this  year  no  mention  whatever 
was  made  of  that  eastern  railway,  proved  conclusively  that  in  their 
action  last  year  the  Government  had  done  as  much  or  more  than  any 
other  Government,  who  bad  the  subject  under  consideration  to  blast  all 
the  hopes  of  the  people  of  Cape  Breton  who  had  been  looking  for  years 
to  this  Legislature  and  this  Government  for  what  they  ought  to  claim  as 
their  own.  Probably  this  matter  would  be  brought  up  again  and  there 
was  no  need  to  deal  with  it  longer  at  this  moment.” 

In  answer  to  this  very  expressive  language  of  sympathy 
for  the  island,  the  leader  of  the  Government  of  Nova 
Scotia  said  : 

“The  remarks  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  were,  for  the  most 
part,  in  the  highest  degree  satisfactory,  but  the  reference  he  made  to 
Cape  Breton  was  hardly  fair.  If  the  Government  were  to  ask  that 
hon.  gentleman  what  solution  be  would  propound  he  (Hon.  Mr.  F.) 
was  afraid  the  answer  would  not  be  a  satisfactory  one.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  might  have  introduced  in  their  speech  a  meaningless  paragraph 
on  this  subject,  but  he  did  not  think  such  a  course  was  advisable. 
Cape  Breton  had  enough  of  ‘paper  railways.’  He  believed  that  both 
of  the  political  parties  of  this  country  had  made  honest  efforts  to  settle 
the  question,  and  if  unfortunate  circumstances  and  unlooked  for  diffi¬ 
culties  prevented  thoseefforts  from  beingsucceesful,itshould  not  be  said 
that  the  Legislature  had  done  so  much  tor  the  west  and  nothing  what¬ 
ever  for  the  east.  The  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  had  never  offered 
subsidies  to  the  west  without  evincing  the  same  liberality  in  their 
treatment  of  the  east.  If  companies  came  to  grief  it  was  unfortunate, 
but  the  fact  should  be  recognised  that  the  Government  offered  east  and 
west  the  same  conditions,  and  if  Cape  Breton  had  not  been  as  successful 
in  regard  to  railway  extension,  he  believed  that  it  had  not  arisen  from 
any  want  of  willingness  on  the  part  of  either  political  party  to  carry 
out  the  work.” 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CAMEKON  (Inverness).  Any  gentleman  in  this 
Dominion  reading  that  speech  would  come  to  the  same  con¬ 
clusion  as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  now  said  “  hear, 
hear,”  but  I  can  tell  my  hon.  friend  who  says  “  hear,  hear  ” 
that  they  never  gave  the  same  subsidy  for  Cape  Breton  as 
they  did  fov  the  western  part  of  the  Province.  I  have  just 
read  from  rue  mouth  of  the  Provincial  Secretary  that  the 
Yarmouth  Boad  received  $8,000  per  mile,  whereas  the  Inver¬ 
ness  Road  was  promised  only  $4,000  per  mile.  Will  the  hou. 
gentleman  say  “  hear,  hear”  to  that.  And  he  will  find  also 
that  while  the  Yarmouth  Road  received  $8,000  per*  mile,  the 
Louieburg  Road  was  promised  only  $5,000  per  mile.  Is  there 
any  reasonable  person,  then,  who  will  not  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  statement  made  here,  namely,  that  the 
Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  had  never  offered  subsidies 
to  the  west  without  evincing  the  same  liberality  in 
their  treatment  to  the  east,  must  be  taken  wPh  a  grain 
of  salt.  In  point  of  fact  we  are  still  wanting  railways. 
The  admission  is  now  made,  it  would  seem,  that  there 
is  no  serious  intention  to  extend  railways  into  the  island, 
because  the  subsidies  given  were  always  such  as  were 
insufficient  to  induce  a  company  to  undertake  work  of 
that  kind ;  and  small  as  those  inducements  were,  the 
acts  were  so  drawn  that  the  subsidies  lapsed,  and  there 
Mr.  Cameron  (Inverness). 


is  not  one  dollar  to  our  credit  to  day  in  Nova  Scotia  for  rail¬ 
way  extension  in  the  island.  We  had  the  further  assurance 
from  one  party  in  Nova  Scotia  at  least,  if  not  from  more 
than  one,  that  there  is  no  intention  of  ever  voting  a  dollar 
in  the  Local  Legislature  for  railway  extension  in  Cape 
Breton.  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  a  very  large  sub¬ 
sidy  was  given  by  this  Parliament,  in  the  Pictou  Branch  case, 
with  the  intention  of  carrying  a  railway  from  New  Glasgow 
to  Louisburg,  by  some  means  which  it  is  difficult  to  explain, 
the  railway  was  built  to  the  Strait  of  Canso  only.  On  this 
subject  the  senior  member  for  Guysboro’  (Mr.  Weeks)  said: 

“  As  the  ominous  omission  referred  to — the  omission  of  all  reference 
to  railway  extension  eastward  and  into  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  ;  with 
regard  to  that  question,  which  has  been  a  burning  question  in  this  Legis¬ 
lature  for  a  number  of  years,  we  must  almost  heartily  deplore  the 
necessity  for  that  omission — if  such  necessity  exists.” 

Having  referred  to  this  matter  at  length,  he  said : 

“I  am  not  of  that  class  who  are  disposed  to  cavil  unavailingly  over  a 
question  of  this  kind,  nor  have  I  any  intention  of  reverting  to  a  bye-gone 
struggle  ;  but  looking  back  for  any  instant  only  I  must  say  that  I  do  not 
regret,  my  public  action,  that  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  prognostica¬ 
tions  of  those  whose  fervid  imaginations  saw  in  the  Action  of  the 
Dominion  Government  last  Session  ground  for  the  belief  in  the  construc¬ 
tion,  by  that  body,  of  the  Cape  Breton  road,  have  not  been  fulfilled. 
Upon  whose  shoulders  the  onus  of  building,  orassisting  in  building,  that 
road,  now  rests,  is  not  for  me  to  say.  If,  after  looking  across  to  the 
larger  Legislature  beyond  ns,  no  response  is  made  to  the  cry  that  comes 
up  from  Cape  Breton,  if  the  bright  anticipations  of  last  year  come  to 
barren  nothingness.  If  Nova  Scotia,  denuded  of  her  railways,  is  power¬ 
less  to  assist  that  island,  then,  indeed,  is  Cape  Breton  placed  in  a  most 
extraordinary  position.  Always  aiding  others,  unaided  herself,  she 
must  remain  without  the  shadow  of  a  hope  of  seeing  a  line  of  railway 
constructed  within  her  borders.” 

This,  then,  is  the  opinion  of  the  representatives  in  the  Local 
Legislature  in  Nova  Scotia  in  reference  to  the  injustice,  or, 
possibly — to  put  it  in  milder  language — the  neglect  which 
Cape  Breton,  up  to  this  time,  has  received  at  the  hands  of 
the  whole  of  Canada.  It  may  be  said  that  the  Nova  Scotia 
railways,  which  cost  over  $15,000,000  are  a  benefit  to  Cape 
Breton.  1  admit  that  they  are  conveniences  just  as  every 
railway  in  Canada  is  a  convenience  for  obtaining  supplies  and 
distributing,  at  rather  an  expensive  cost,  the  surplus  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  island ;  but  they  are  not  any  more  a  benefit  to 
our  island  than  to  the  adjoining  island  of  Prince  Edward, 
which  was  never  called  on  to  contribute  a  dollar  for  their 
construction.  They  did  not  lessen  the  cost  of  the  distribution 
of  the  products  of  our  island ;  on  the  contrary,  the  cost  of  the 
distribution  of  those  products  has  been  very  largely  increased 
on  account  of  the  extension  of  the  railway  from  New  Glasgow 
to  the  Strait  of  Canso.  Before  that  extension  we  enjoyed 
steam  communication  to  the  nortffi-west  coast  of  the  island 
and  Port  Hawkesbury,  and  it  did  not  cost  much  more  then  to 
transfer  the  products  of  the  island  from  Hawkesbury  and 
other  points  on  the  north-west  coast  of  the  island  to  Pictou, 
than  it  costs  now  to  transfer  similar  products  across  the 
Strait  of  Canso  alone,  and  we  pay  extra  for  the  transfer  of 
the  same  commodities  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to  New  Glas¬ 
gow,  a  distance  of  80  miles ;  so  that  so  far  as  facilities  for 
the  distribution  of  the  products  of  the  island  are  concerned 
they  are  rather  against  us.  It  affords  of  course  the  people 
of  the  island  great  facility  at  this  particular  season  of  the 
year,  to  leave  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  manning  American  vessels  to  prosecute  the 
fisheries  on  our  coasts  during  the  summer  season. 
There  is  a  very  large  number  of  persons  employed 
in  that  calling,  who  in  the  spring  of  the  year  were  com¬ 
pelled  to  go  by  sailing  vessels  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to 
the  United  States,  or  walk  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to  New 
Glasgow,  a  distance  of  80  miles,  because  that  class  of  people 
could  not  afford  the  cost  of  travelling  by  stage,  which 
was  expensive.  But  now  the  railways  enable  them  to 
leave  in  the  spring,  and  the  tide  has  already  commenced  to 
flow  from  the  eastern  part  of  the  Province  to  the  Eastern 
States.  I  observe  by  the  press  that  a  large  number  have 
already  departed,  and  that  more  will  follow  them  for  the 
purpose  of  prosecuting  the  bank  fisheries,  and,  later  on,  the 
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fisheries  along  the  coasts  of  our  island.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
while  I  earnestly  advocate  the  buildi  ng  of  a  railway  from 
the  Strait  of  Canso  to  Louisburg,  or  the  building  of  the 
other  road  from  the  Strait  of  Canso  to  Broad  Cove,  either 
by  the  Dominion  or  by  the  Local  Parliament,  as  was  pro¬ 
mised  us  more  than  once,  I  hold  that  there  are  other  public 
works  on  the  island  which  are  as  necessary  for  the  prosecu¬ 
tion  of  some  industries  on  the  island.  I  refer  now  to  the 
impi’ovement  of  harbors,  to  the  construction  of  piers  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  prosecution  of  the  fisheries 
and  the  exportation  of  the  products  of  the  coal  mines  from 
the  island.  I  find  that  on  the  north-west  coast  of  the  island 
— and  now  I  come  to  the  county  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent — the  Local  Government  built,  exclusively  at  the 
expense  of  the  local  treasury  in  1866,  a  pier  at  Port  Hast¬ 
ings,  and  since  that  time  the  Local  Legislature  has  ignored 
the  responsibility  of  maintaining  that  pier,  and  that  conse¬ 
quently  the  pier  is  now  almost  useless.  There  was  also  a 
pier  at  Long  Point,  which  was  a  very  useful  one  to  that 
locality  ;  there  was  one  at  Port  Hood,  at  Sight  Point,  at 
Broad  Cove  Marsh,  at  Margaree  Island,  and  one  at  Cheti- 
camp.  Those  piers  were  maintained  at  the  expense  of  the 
Local  Legislature  till  1878.  The  Local  Legislature,  then 
finding  that  they  had  not  the  means  for  maintaining  those 
piers,  have  publicly  declared  it  to  be  their  policy  to  ask  the 
Dominion  Government  to  maintain  them.  There  were 
other  improvements  undertaken  on  that  island  since  Con¬ 
federation  which  were  of  greater  magnitude  —the  improve¬ 
ment  of  harbors  ;  and  I  hold  that  the  improvement  of 
harbors,  extensive  harbors,  or  harbors  which  would  give 
an  outlet  for  the  products  of  certain  localities  should  not  be 
made  a  charge  on  the  consolidated  revenue,  or  on  income. 
The  works  on  Benacadie,  Catalone,  Cow  Bay,  East  Bay, 
Grand  Narrows,  Ingonish,  L’Ardoise,  Mabou,  Militia  Point, 
Port  Hood,  West  Arichat,  Cheticamp,  Margaree,  the  St. 
Peter’s  canal,  and  works  of  that  class  should  be  chargeable 
to  capital  account ;  and  I  should  be  most  happy,  as  an  indi¬ 
vidual  representing  the  island,  to  have  it  pointed  out  to  us 
time  and  again  that  Cape  Breton  received  more  money  on 
capital  account  than  the  money  expended  on  the  St.  Peter’s 
canal.  When  those  works  were  undertaken  by  this  Parlia 
ment,  it  was  with  a  view  of  placing  them  on  the  same  foot¬ 
ing  as  the  canals  were  placed  in  Ontario  and  other  places. 
The  representatives  of  our  island  always  favored  the 
improvement  and  enlargement  of  the  canals  in  the  west, 
and  I  for  one  shall  be  always  most  happy  to  vote  the  sums 
necessary  for  enlarging  those  canals,  whenever  it  shall  be 
made  to  appear  that  doing  so  will  be  to  the  general  interest 
of  the  Dominion.  There  can  be  no  question  that  the 
improvement  of  large  harbors  of  this  kind,  the  improvement 
of  the  entrances  into  those  harbors,  will  be  of  general 
advantage  to  this  Dominion — of  general  advantage  to  the 
shipping  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  particularly.  The  improvement  of  the  harbors  on  the 
north-west  coast  of  Cape  Breton  where  along  an  extensive 
coast  of  over  150  miles  no  harbors  exist,  except  one,  on  the 
lee  of  an  island  adjoining  Port  Hood,  but  which  cannot  be 
used  as  a  harbor  for  exporting  products  from  the  mainland, 
as  it  is  distant  at  least  a  mile  from  the  mainland,  and  as  a 
deep  channel  intervenes,  which  precludes  the  hope  of  ever 
exporting  from  Ihe  mainland  the  product  of  the  very  exten¬ 
sive  coal  area  which  exists  in  that  locality,  unless  that  chan¬ 
nel  is  bridged  or  closed.  In  order  to  show  you  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  to  have  those  harbors  chargeable  to  income, 
I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  this  House  to  the  Act  which  was 
passed  in  1869,  and  assented  to  on  the  22nd  of  June  in  that 
year,  which  declared  those  harbors  were  of  such  great 
importance  that  they  should  be  placed  in  the  same  catagory 
as  the  canals  of  the  Dominion.  The  preamble  of  that  Act 
reads  as  follows : 

“  Whereas  it  ia  expedient  to  provide  means  for  improving  the  harbors 
channels  and  rendering  the  navigation  more  easy  and  safe  at  the 


several  ports  of  Bathurst,  Shippegan  and  Richibucto,  in  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick,  Mabou,  Port  Hood,  Margaree,  Cheticamp  and  Liver¬ 
pool,  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  Amherst  Harbor  and  House  Harbor, 
in  the  Magdalen  Islands,  and  several  ports  and  harbors  between  Gross 
Point  and  Cape  Chat,  both  ports  inclusive,  in  the  Bay  of  Chaleurs  and 
the  coast  of  Gaspo,  all  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  Port  of 
Chatham  in  the  Province  of  Ontario;  therefore  Her  Majesty,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of 
Canada,  enacts  as  follows 

This  Act  provides  that  these  harbors  should  bo  improved, 
and  that  tolls  should  be  imposed  on  the  shipping  entering 
them,  in  the  same  manner  as  tolls  are  imposed  now  in  the 
other  sections  of  the  Dominion  on  canals.  And  while  the 
grants  necessary  to  enlarge  and  improve  the  canals  of  Ontario 
and  Quebeo,  and  other  portions  of  the  Dominion,  are  charged 
to  the  capital  account,  I  hold  that  since  the  policy  of  this 
Government  has  been  changed,  any  votes  passed  by  this 
Parliament  for  the  improvement  of  the  entrance  to  these 
harbors  should  also  be  charged  to  capital  account.  Thus 
our  people  would  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  interest  on  the 
expenditure  instead  of  the  principal,  as  they  are  required 
to  do  now.  Taking  this  view  of  the  case,  I  find  by  the 
annual  report  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  in  1884, 
improvements  were  made  in  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton  in 
the  following  places,  which  include  the  whole  island  : 
Benacadie,  $10,518  ;  Catalone,  $1,500  ;  Cow  Bay,  $137,628  ; 
East  Bay,  $2,045 ;  Grand  Narrows,  $3,000  ;  Ingonish, 
$87,556;  L’Ardoise,  $10,545;  Mabou,  $101,948;  Militia 
Point,  $2,000;  Port  Hood,  $35,000  ;  West  Arichat,  $11,294  ; 
Cheticamp,  $10,000;  Margaree,  $5,000  ;  aggregating 
$409,034  in  the  four  counties  of  the  island,  being  an  average 
of  perhaps  $25,000  a  year.  In  addition  to  this,  $607,000 
have  been  expended  on  St.  Peter’s  canal  since  1820  up  to 
the  present  time  both  by  the  Local  Legislature  and  by  the 
Dominion  Parliament.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  on  public 
works,  which,  I  believe,  should  be  chargeable  to  capital 
account,  $1,000,009  have  been  expended  on  the  Island  of 
Cape  Breton.  I  think  the  aggregate  debt  of  the  whole 
Dominion  is  not  less  than  $200,000,000.  Cape  Breton  com¬ 
prises  about  one-fiftieth  of  the  population  of  the  Dominion* 
We  are  therefore  entitled  to  an  expenditure  on  capital 
account  in  view  of  our  isolated  position  of  not  less 
than  $4,000,000.  Yet  we  find  that  since  1820 
the  expenditure  on  public  works  only  aggregates  $1,000,000, 
It  is,  therefore,  evident  that  we  have  an  equitable  claim  to 
an  expenditure  of  not  less  than  $3,000,000  on  public  works 
in  order  to  place  us  on  the  same  footing  as  other  sections 
of  the  Dominion.  Notwithstanding  that,  in  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns,  the  imports  and  exports  and  duty  paid 
are  not  given  by  counties  and  by  Provinces,  yet  there  is  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  calculating  from  them  the  amount  of 
imports  and  exports  and  duty  collected  in  every  county  in 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  There  is  so  little  difficulty  in 
doing  so  that  as  it  is  each  representative  who  rises  in  his 
place  here  proudly  points  out  that  his  county  contributes  an 
enormous  amount  to  the  revenue,  that  the  imports  and 
exports  of  his  county  are  very  large,  and  that  it  is,  there¬ 
fore,  entitled  to  a  very  large  expenditure  on  capital  account. 
I  find  that  the  aggregate  exports  from  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia  in  1884  were  $9,599,35  i,  that  the  imports  were 
$9,658, 104,  that  the  goods  entered  for  home  consumption 
were  valued  at  $9,183,346,  and  that  our  Customs  duties 
were  collected  to  the  extent  of  $1,907,285.  Therefore 
Cape  Breton,  containing  one-fifth  of  the  population  of  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  with  its  people  occupying  as 
comfortable  a  position  as  an  equal  population  in  any  other 
part  of  the  Province,  must  necessarily  contribute  $400,000 
to  the  revenue  of  this  Dominion.  Now,  as  1  have  said,  the 
amount  expended  on  public  works  in  Cape  Breton,  charge¬ 
able  to  capital  account,  up  to  this  time,  has  been  $1,000,000. 
The  amount  of  interest  paid  on  one  million  of  dollars  is  only 
$50,000 ;  we  have  then  to  our  credit  $350,000,  a  large  pro¬ 
portion  of  which  I  claim  should  be  paid  by  the  Government 
of  the  Dominion  as  interest  in  the  shape  of  expenditures  on 
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public  works  in  the  island.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  asserting 
that  there  is  not  a  representative  from  any  section  of  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  who  will  not  admit  that  Cape 
Breton  contributes  one-fourth  of  the  revenue  collected  in 
Nova  Scotia  proper.  We  all  contend,  and  with  reason,  that 
owing  to  our  population  being  composed  largely  of  miners 
and  fishermen  who  require  for  use  and  consumption  every 
article  on  which  duty  is  paid,  we  contribute  more  than  our 
proportion  according  to  population ;  but  I  only  take  the 
ground  that  we  contribute  according  to  population,  and  even 
on  that  ground  I  am  confident  that  our  friends  from  Nova 
Scotia  proper  will  extend  us  their  sympathy  and  urge  a 
practical  return  in  the  way  of  dollars  and  cents  expended  iu 
public  improvements  on  the  island.  The  exports  from  the 
Island  of  Cape  Breton,  as  given  in  the  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Be  turns,  are  as  follows  : 


From  Arichat.... . . . . . . . . . . $  50  615 

“  Baddeck... . . . . . . .  89,926 

“  North  Sydney......  . . . .  142,698 

“  Port  Hawkesbury...... . . .  236,863 

“  Port  Hood . . .  2,795 

“  Sydney . . . . . . . . .  205,725 


Total . . . $728,657 


In  view  of  the  fact  that  we  raise  coal  to  the  value  of 
$1,000,000  a  year  ;  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  catch  fish  to 
the  value  of  $1,000,000  ;  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  wo 
export  agricultural  products  to  the  value  at  least  of 
$750,000,  every  reasonable  person  must  admit  that  our 
total  exports  must  amount  to  more  than  $<28,657.  They 
must  admit  that  the  exports  from  the  Island  of  Cape  Breon 
must  amount  at  least  to  one-fifth  the  exports  from  the 
whole  Province,  and  that  instead  of  the  exports  being  as 
shown  by  the  trade  returns,  $728,658,  they  must  aggregate 
at  least  $2,000,000,  In  the  trade  roturns  all  the  exports 
from  our  island  are  not  credited  ns,  as  a  large  proportion  of 
our  exports  are  sent  to  the  City  of  Halifax  and  dis¬ 
tributed  from  that  point ;  and  that  is  the  reason  why  the 
trade  returns  are  misleading,  leading  those  who  examine 
them  to  believe  that  Cape  Breton  cannot  be  of  very  much 
importance.  In  the  shire  town  of  the  county  which  I  have 
the  honoi  to  represent  the  exports  are  only  put  at  $2,795  a 
year  in  the  trade  returns  ;  but  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say¬ 
ing  that  the  exports  from  that  neighborhood  are  as  large  as 
those  from  any  other  town  in  the  island,  with  the  exception 
of  Sydney  and  adjoining  ports.  The  imports  are  : 

Arichat  . . . . . . . . . .  . . 36,321 

Baddeck.  ...  . . 6,030 

North  Sydney.  . 93,116 

Port  Hawkesbury . 41,150 

Port  Hood. . . . . . .  ...  2,030 

Sydney . . . 45,675 

Total . .$224,222 

Instead  of  imports,  as  shown  by  the  Trade  Returns,  of 
$224,223,  it  should  be  one-fifth  of  imports  to  Nova  Scotia,  or 
$2,000,000.  I  have  here  statistics  which  are  very  interesting, 
and  which  it  will  not  take  me  long  to  place  before  the  House. 
They  establish  that  the  increase  in  population  from  1871  to 
1881,  when  this  Dominion  was  blessed  with  a  revenue  tariff, 
was  only  in  the  sections  where  the  fishing  industries  and  coal 
industries  are  carried  on,  and  that  in  some  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  sections  there  was  a  decrease.  It  is  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary,  therefore,  that  facilities  should  be  afforded  the  people 
of  that  island  for  the  distribution  of  the  products  of  the 
soil  similar  to  those  given  to  other  sections  along  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  Dominion  ;  it  is  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary  to  give  our  people  these  facilities  in  order  that  they 
can  have  at  home  that  which  they  can  obtain  abroad.  This 
I  urge  as  a  reason  for  railway  extension  particularly.  I 
urge  as  a  reason  for  the  improvement  of  harbors  and  piers 
that  the  population  of  those  sections  interested  in  the  fish¬ 
eries  increases  so  rapidly  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
Dominion  they  should  have  all  the  facilities  necessary  to 
Mr.  Cameron  (Inverness). 


prosecute  their  business.  The  following  table  shows  the 
increase  in  population  in  the  County  of  Inverness  from  1871 
to  1881  : 


1871. 

1881. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

Hastings.. ....  . . 

2,357 

144 

River  Inhabitants . 

1,077 

18 

North  Mountain . . 

833 

23 

River  Dennis . . 

1,097 

75 

Indique . 

2,027 

108 

Port  Hood  . . 

1,493 

201 

Malone...... . . . 

3,304 

192 

West  Lake  Anslie . 

397 

430 

33 

Strathborne  . . . . 

1,588 

146 

Broad  Cove  Marsh....... 

1,075 

89 

Mayarm  Harbor .  ... 

....  1,442 

1,757 

315 

Oheticamp..  . . . . 

2,726 

811 

N.  E.  Margaise............. 

1,476 

1,451 

25 

Zosnys  Bridge  . . 

1,246 

217 

""74 

E.  Lake  Auslic . 

816 

742 

Whycocomah... . 

2,444 

44 

23,415 

25,650 

2,375 

150 

I  find  that  there  was  a  very  large  increase  in  population  in 
the  fishing  sections  of  the  county  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent,  and,  unfortunately,  a  decrease  in  some  of  the 
agricultural  sections.  Now,  in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view, 

1  hold  that  it  is  the  interests  of  this  Dominion  to  give  us 
facilities  for  the  development  of  the  resources  of  the  island 
similar  to  those  given  to  other  sections  of  the  Dominion, 
because  if  the  increase  in  population  during  the  decade 
from  1861  to  1871  were  progressive,  it  would  not  bo  less  than 
4,683  in  my  county  alone  in  1881.  Unfortunately,  however, 
the  net  increase  was  only  2,235,  showing  unquestionably 
there  was  an  exodus  from  that  county  alone  daring  that 
period  of  not  less  than  2,448,  without  allowing  for 
the  progressive  increase  according  to  population. 
The  class  of  people  who,  unfortunately,  leaves  our  island 
is  a  class  most  desirable  to  retain  in  the  Dominion, 
and  I  regret  exceedingly  to  say  that,  notwithstanding  my 
ardent  desire  that  they  would  emigrate  to  the  western  por¬ 
tion  of  this  Dominion,  they  unfortunately  find  their  way 
across  to  the  United  States,  and  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
influence  any  of  our  people  who  leave  the  island  to  take  up 
their  abode  in  any  of  the  western  sections  in  this  Dominion, 
they  will  rather  settle  around  the  New  England  portion  of 
the  United  States,  or,  as  a  general  thing,  go  further  west 
and  settle  on  the  Pacific  slope.  But,  valuing  the  population, 
which  wo  lose  at  $1,000  per  head,  which  is  a  very  low 
estimate,  it  aggregates  during  that  decade,  $2,448,000.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  asserting  that,  if 
$2,448,000  had  been  expended  on  that  island  during  that 
time  by  the  Governments  of  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Dominion, 
that  population  would  have  been  retained,  and  at  least  as 
great  a  number  more  of  the  same  class  of  people  would 
have  been  restored  to  the  island,  because,  if  there  is  any¬ 
thing  in  our  people,  it  is  a  lovo  of  their  island  home,  and.* 
if  they  have  any  opportunity  whatever,  of  returning  to  the 
island,  they  always  embrace  the  very  first  opportunity  to 
do  so.  I  find  that,  during  that  time,  the  class  of  emigrants 
that  unfortunately  loft  our  island,  have  distinguished  them¬ 
selves  in  the  United  States  and  in  other  portions  of 
Canada,  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  State 
Senate  is  represented  by  Cape  Bretoners,  I  find  that 
Legislatures  in  the  United  States  are  represented  by 
Cape  Bretoners,  I  find  that  the  mayor’s  chair  is  occu¬ 
pied  by  Cape  Bretoners,  I  find  that  the  seats  of  aldermen 
are  filled  by  Cape  Bretoners,  I  find  that  some  who  emi¬ 
grated  from  the  island  have  gone  to  the  Pacific  slope  in  this 
Dominion  and  have  returned  as  members  of  Parliament,  and 
I  find  also  that  we  have  supplied  Prince  Edward  Island 
with  a  representative.  In  view  of  these  facts,  I  hold  that 
strenuous  efforts  should  be  made  to  retain  these  people  in 
our  country.  I  will  not  refer  to  the  population  of  the  island 
any  more  than  to  its  population  by  religions.  I  find  that 
the  island  is  peopled  by  2,167  Baptists,  45,901  Catholics, 
411  Congregationalists,  3,735  Church  of  England,  2,425 
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Methodists,  29,688  Presbyterian^,  and  that  there  are  only 
190  who  cannot  be  classed  in  some  religious  denomi¬ 
nation.  Therefore  I  think  we  have  a  very  strong  claim 
upon  nearly,  if  not  quite,  all  the  religious  denominations  of 
this  Dominion.  By  nationalities,  I  find  that  the  island  is 
inhabited  by  58  Africans,  543  Indians,  148  Dutch;  7,960 
English,  12,430  French,  347  Germans,  7,329  Irish,  other 
nationalities  of  a  mixed  character  only  241,  Scotch  55,436, 
and  I  am  happy  to  inform  my  friends  from  British  Colum 
bia  that  in  our  island  there  is  not  one  “  Heathen 
Chinee.”  The  area  of  Cape  Breton  is  2,300,680  acres. 
The  area  of  Prince  Edward  Island  is  1,365,400 
acres.  The  population  of  Cape  Breton  is  only  84,500, 
although  in  1820  it  was  26,000,  to  a  population  of  16,000  for 
Prince  Edward  Island,  but,  since  that  time,  the  population 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  which  was  more  highly  favored 
in  many  respocts,  and  particularly  in  a  political  respect, 
has  largely  increased  in  proportion,  and  is  now  108,891.  I 
beg  to  assuro  you  that  1  do  not  complain  of  the  expenditure 
in  any  portion  of  this  Dominion,  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
expenditure  in  any  section  of  the  Province  of  .Nova  Scotia, 
and,  while  my  resolutions  would  imply  the  fact  that  the 
City  of  Halifax,  Pictou,  Cumberland  and  other  counties  in 
Nova  Sco  ia,  owing  to  a  preponderating  influence  in  the 
Local  Legislature,  secured  advantages  which  we  do  not 
possess,  it,  unfortunately  for  us,  only  reveals  the  fact  that 
they  were  truer,  or  rather  that  their  representatives  were 
truer,  to  the  interests  of  their  respective  counties,  or  were 
more  successful,  at  least,  in  securing  public  expenditure  in 
their  respective  counties  than  the  representatives  of  the 
poople  of  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton.  But,  while  I  am  wil¬ 
ling,  as  it  has  already  been  said  in  the  Local  Legislature,  to 
support  measures  for  expenditure  in  all  sections  of  the 
Dominion  where  it  can  be  shown  that  such  expenditures 
tend  either  to  encourage  immigration  into  our 
country,  or  to  induce  our  poople  to  remain  at  home, 
or  to  encourage  them  to  return  from  the  United 
States,  I  claim  that  a  similar  expenditure  and  for 
similar  purposes  should  be  made  on  the  Island  of  Cape 
Breton.  In  conclusion,  I  may  assure  this  House,  as  I  have 
already,  I  believe,  shown,  that  Cape  Breton  had  many 
eventful  periods.  It  had  its  periods  of  tragedies  from  its 
discovery  about  200  years  before  the  discovery  of  America 
by  Columbus  until  the  fall  of  Luisburg  in  1758.  It  had  its 
period  of  persecution,  when  its  peoplo  were  taxed  without 
a  voice  in  the  Legislature  of  their  Province  for  21  years. 
It  had  its  period  of  prosperity  from  1784  until  1820  when 
ruled  by  a  Govornor  and  Council.  It  had  its  period  of 
unjust  treatment  from  1820  until  1867,  whan  it  enjoyed  not 
much  more  than  the  privilege  of  grumbling.  On  local 
works,  they  received  only  a  fair  share  of  the  amount 
expended,  but  they  complained,  and  with  reason,  that  they 
had  not  expended  on  public  works,  chargeable  to  public 
account,  on  which  they  had  to  pay  interest  in  other  parts 
of  this  Dominion,  a  proportion  of  that  which  the  people  of 
other  sections  enjoyed.  There  was  also  a  period  of  hope 
ful  appeal  to  the  Local  Legislature  and  to  the  Dominion 
Parliament  for  aid  for  public  works  on  the  island ;  and 
lately  we  have  arrived  at  a  period  of  very  general  sympathy, 
which  extends,  I  hope,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  and 
which  will  find  expression  in  expending  money 
for  the  necessary  public  improvements  required  for 
the  distribution  of  the  products  of  our  island.  1 
think  that  in  all  those  circumstances  our  people  were 
patient  beyond  measure,  and  they  now  look  hopefully  for¬ 
ward  to  better  treatment  in  the  future.  I  beg  now  to  ap¬ 
peal  to  all  the  nationalities  in  this  Dominion,  except  the 
heathen  Chinee,  and  to  all  religious  denominations  as  well, 
for  sympathy,  and  to  all  political  parties  in  this  Dominion, 
lor  aid  in  securing  the  money  necessary  to  give  us  railroads 
and  improvements,  on  harbors,  and  breakwaters,  which 


are  necessary  for  the  development  of  the  inoxhaustiblo 
resources  of  our  highly  favored  island. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  sure  this  House  has 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  with 
more  approbation  of  the  general  line  of  his  speech,  which 
is  no  more  than  it  deserves,  from  the  elaborate  history  he 
has  given  of  the  birth,  parentage  and  education  of  Cape 
Breton.  I  fancy  the  hon.  gentleman  feels  that  he  has 
gained  what  he  desired  to  gain  by  bringing  the  position  of 
Capo  Breton  and  its  wrongs  before  this  House.  I  do  not 
think,  however,  that  this  House  is  prepared  to  vote  for  this 
resolution  as  it  stands,  because  I  do  not  think  we  are  suffi¬ 
ciently  well  acquainted  with  the  wars  between  Nova  Scotia 
and  Cape  Breton  to  decide  which  was  in  the  wrong.  To 
vote  for  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  would  bo 
merely  stating,  among  other  things,  that  Nova  Scotia 
has  wronged  and  tyrannised  over  the  people  and  crushed 
the  energies  of  Cape  Breton.  Well,  that  may  be  so,  but  I  do 
not  think  the  House  is  pi’eparod,  without  giving  a  study 
equal  to  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the  subject,  to  declare 
that  Cape  Breton  has  been  so  deeply  injured  by  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Nova  Scotia.  We  had  great  pleasure  in  hearing 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech,  and  we  will  have  still  greater 
pleasure  in  perusing  it  at  our  leisure  in  Hansard,  and  after 
we  have  studied  it  fully  we  will  be  in  a  position  to  decide 
how  far  Nova  Scotia  has  injured  Cape  Breton,  and  what  arc 
the  best  means  of  redressing  the  wrongs  of  that  interesting 
island.  So  far  as  Parliament  is  concerned,  we  have  tried 
to  get  at  Cape  Breton  by  the  extension  of  the  line  towards 
Canso,  and  that  extension  being,  I  may  say,  finished,  I  hope 
we  will  succeed  in  extending  it  across  the  straits  to  Sydney, 
or  Louisburg,  or  some  other  point,  perhaps  to  be  selected 
by  the  hon.  gentleman.  Everything  has  been  done  in  that 
direction,  and  I  hope  that  the  great  capabilities  of  Cape 
Breton  will  be  developed  ere  long  by  the  construction  of  a 
railway  through  the  island  which  will  bring  it  into  imme¬ 
diate  and  easy  connection  with  the  rest  of  the  Dominion . 
I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  satisfied  with  the  state¬ 
ment  of  his  case,  and  will  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  In  view  of  the  remarks  made  by  tho 
right  hon.  gentleman,  the  leader  of  the  Government,  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  tho 
resolution  for  the  present. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  resolution  withdrawn. 
IMPROVEMENT  OF  THE  NORTH  SASKATCHEWAN. 

Mr.  McCALLUM  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  reports,  correspondence  and  surveys,  if  any,  in  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  as  to  the  improvement  of  the  North  Sas¬ 
katchewan  river  for  the  purpose  of  navigation. 

He  "aid  :  I  make  this  motion  in  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  tho  North-West,  as  well  as  in  the  interests  of  the  whole 
Dominion.  I  understand  that  we  can  navigate  that  river 
now  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year  for  a  distance  of  a 
thousand  miles,  and  it  is  desirable  that  we  should  have  a 
thorough  survey  of  that  river  to  see  if  it  is  capable  of 
improvement.  Since  we  have  acquired  that  territory  tho 
Government  of  this  country  have  expended  only  $20,000 
in  the  improvement  of  that  river,  in  removing  boulders  and 
taking  obstructions  out  of  it.  According  to  the  information 
we  have,  for  800  miles  along  that  river  the  land  is  fit  for 
settlement,  the  climate  is  excellent,  and  the  soil  produces 
good  crops.  I  have  myself  been  as  far  north  as  Edmonton, 
that  is  200  miles  north  of  Calgary ;  I  was  there  in  harvest 
time,  and  I  know  that  the  land  produces  first  rate  crops. 
Edmonton  at  the  head  of  navigation  is  quite  an  important 
place — it  is  a  large  village.  Out  of  the  river  gold  is  taken  ; 
coal  is  obtained  from  the  river  banks,  and  splendid  crops 
grow  on  the  lands  adjoining  the  river.  It  was  formerly 
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considered,  and  it  was  stated  in  this  House,  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  had  chosen  the  wrong  route  to  the 
Rockies  and  thence  to  British  Columbia.  It  was  considered 
that  the  line  should  have  crossed  the  narrows  of  Lake 
Manitoba  and  been  carried  through  the  Yellow  Head  Pass. 
I  spent  two  months  last  summer  in  that  country,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  in  the  interests  of  this  country  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  is  properly  located,  for  this  reason:  The 
road  passes  through  what  I  call  the  southerly  portion  of  the 
fertile  belt.  A  glance  at  the  map  will  show  that  the  main 
Saskatchewan  and  North  Saskatchewan  run  almost  parallel 
with  the  railway  at  a  distance  of  some  hundred  miles,  and 
when  that  river  is  properly  opened  for  navigation  there 
will  be  two  highways  for  that  country:  All  th©  branches 
to  build  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  running  north¬ 
ward  go  to  that  river.  We  are  now  chartering  roads  to 
cross  the  Saskatchewan,  and  all  these  lines  will  be  feeders 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  not  opposing  railways. 
The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the  Dominion 
Government  deserve  the  thanks  of  the  people  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  carried  on  the  work,  for  the  way 
in  which  the  railway  had  been  built,  for  the  manner  in 
which  the  country  has  been  opened  up  and  for  the  way  in 
which  they  are  dealing  with  settlers.  While  Government 
have  done  so  much,  I  trust  they  have  not  yet  done  all  they 
intend  to  do.  The  railway  is  going  to  be  finished.  I  fur¬ 
ther  hope  that  the  Government  will  place  a  sufficient  sum 
in  the  estimates  to  secure  a  complete  survey  of  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan  River.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  matter,  and  particularly  the  attention  of  the  able  Min¬ 
ister  of  Public  Works,  and  I  trust  a  sum  will  be  placed  in 
the  estimates  for  the  improvement  of  that  great  river.  In 
my  examination  of  that  country  I  could  not,  of  course,  go 
all  along  that  river ;  and  I  reget  that  I  am  able  to  find  very 
little  information  with  respect  to  it.  It  has  been  navigated 
for  1,000  miles  at  a  certain  season  of  the  year,  but  you  can¬ 
not  go  to  the  head  waters  with  a  cralt  drawing  eighteen 
inches.  Anyone  acquainted  with  water  carriage  is  aware 
that  you  cannot  carry  freight  or  passengers  with  only  a 
depth  of  eighteen  inches.  Before  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  was  built  8  cents  per  lb.  was  paid  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  goods  from  Winnipeg  to  Edmonton,  or  in  other 
words,  $  160  per  ton.  Sinee  the  railway  has  been  built,  the 
rate  has  been  reduced  one  half.  It  cost  cents  per  lb.  last 
summer  to  take  freight  from  Winnipeg  to  Calgary,  and  21 
cents  per  lb.  to  take  freight  from  Calgary  to  Edmonton, 
a  distance  of  200  miles.  If  the  Government  would  spend 
$100  a  mile  on  the  trail  from  Edmonton  to  Calgary  that 
expenditure  would  make  a  first  class  road.  You  can  go 
three-qurters  of  the  distance  in  your  slippers,  for  it  is  like 
walking  over  a  carpet.  In  some  places  there  are  some  little 
creeks  and  sloughs  which  will  have  to  be  bridged,  and  that 
is  all  that  is  wanted  to  make  the  trail  a  first-class  road.  It  is 
a  very  easy  country  through  which  to  build  a  railway.  1  did 
not  see  so  much  of  the  Saskatchewan  country  as  l  desired, 
but  I  have  here  a  report  made  to  the  Manitoba  Legislature 
by  Mr.  Thomas  Spence,  and  I  cannot  do  better  then  read  a 
portion  of  it.  Mr.  Spence  says  in  regard  to  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan  country  of  which  I  have  been  speaking  : 

“  Considering  the  character  of  the  Saskatchewan  and  its  country  it 
will  be  advisable  to  limit  this  pamphlet  to  a  brief  description  of  the 
best  localities  in  its  country  suitable  for  more  immediate  settlement. 
Ascending  from  its  mouth  at  Lake  Winnipeg  there  are  over  two  miles  of 
strong  current  up  to  the  Grand  Rapids,  which  are  nearly  three  miles  in 
length,  with  a  descent  of  43£  feet.” 

Those  rapids  form  the  principal  obstruction  to  the  river. 
The  descent  mentioned  could  easily  be  overcome  by  build¬ 
ing  three  or  four  locks,  and  then  there  would  be  free  river 
navigation  from  Edmonton  to  Winnipeg.  Mr.  Spence  con¬ 
tinues  : 

“  The  country  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Grand  Rapids  has  a  considerable 
depth  of  good  soil,  and  the  banks  of  the  river  are  high  ;  there  is  also 
abundance  of  timber  for  fuel  and  building  and  game  of  all  kinds,  and 
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between  this  point  and  the  lake  would  be  very  favorable  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  fisheries.  The  Pas  mission,  situated  at  the  mouth  of  the  Pas- 
quia,  is  about  eighty-five  miles  in  a  direct  line  from  Lake  Winnipeg  ; 
the  banks  here  are  ten  or  twelve  feet  high  at  low  water,  and  the  soil  a 
rich  dark  mould  over  a  drift  clay.  At  this  place  there  is  at  present  a 
small  but  prosperous  settlement,  and  a  Church  of  England  mission  has 
been  established  for  many  years. 

“  The  next  most  favorable  country  for  agriculture  commences  at  a 
point  about  140  miles  above  this,  the  soil  being  rich  and  the  timber 
of  a  fair  quality,  the  soil  consists  of  a  rich  alluvial  deposit,  10  feet 
in  thiekness  above  the  water  on  both  sides  of  the  river,  and  well 
wooded  with  large  poplar,  balsam,  spruce  and  birch,  some  of  Ihe 
poplars  measuring  2J  feet  in  diameter.  This  character  of  country 
continues  till  approaching  Port  La  Corne,  about  150  miles,  and  is  well 
watered  and  drained  by  many  fine  creeks.  A  few  miles  west  of  this  is 
the  new  and  flourishing  settlement  of  Prince  Albert,  situated  on  the 
south  side  of  the  north  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan,  about  45  miles 
below  Oarleton.  This  settlement  extends  for  about  30  miles  along  the 
Saskatchewan,  the  farms  fronting  on  the  river  and  extending  back  two 
miles.  The  settlers,  though  principally  Scotch,  are  composed  of 
English,  Irish,  German,  Norwegians,  Americans  and  Canadians.  This 
settlement  has  increased  rapidly,  especially  within  the  last  two  years, 
and  now  number  about  300  souls,  and  the  people  are  beginning  to  farm 
extensively.  *  *  *  *  *  The  North  and  South  Saskatchewan  run 

in  a  north-easterly  direction  for  about  120  rules  before  they  unite.  The 
channels  are  almost  parallel,  and  with  an  average  distance  of  20  to  25 
miles  apart.  The  land  between  the  rivers  is  all  good.  Along  the  south 
side  of  the  south  branch  the  land  also  is  good  and  fertile.” 

“The  country  drained  by  the  north  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan  from 
Prince  Albert  up  to  Edmonton — a  distance  of  over  600  mile9  by  the 
river — as  well  as  that  by  its  extensive  tributary,  the  Battle  RiverJ  is  of 
a  general  uniform  character,  more  or  less  interspersed  with  woods  suf- 
ficent  for  many  years  to  come,  but  not  sufficient  to  supply  the  wants  of 
a  larg9  population ;  but  this  drawback  will  be  overcome  with  the 
gradual  development  of  the  country  and  opening  up  <  f  the  vast  coal 
deposits  and  the  forests  westward  on  its  immediate  banka  ;  and  by  river 
or  rail  coal  can  fee  carried  in  all  directions  for  every  purpose  ;  and  it  is 
highly  probable  that  we  have  the  most  extensive,  perhaps  the  finest  coal 
fields  in  the  world.” 

I  might  go  on  reading  other  portions  of  this  report,  but  I 
do  not  desire  to  weary  the  House.  I  ask  the  House  whether 
it  is  not  necessary  that  people  settling  along  that  great 
river  should  have  communication  afforded  in  ordeiv  that 
they  may  get  the  produce  of  their  labor  to  market.  I 
believe  the  Government,  at  an  expenditure  of  less  than  one 
million  dollars,  can  make  the  navigation  of  that  river  profit¬ 
able  in  the  interests  of  that  country. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess- 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE.— THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  15)  to  continue  an  Act  respecting  the  Albion 
Mines  Savings  Bank. — (Mi\  McDougald,  Fictou.) 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  6)  to  further  amend  the  law  of  evidonce  in 
criminal  cases. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

Bill  (No.  11)  an  Act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Maritime  Court  of  Ontario. — (Mr.  AlleD.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  94)  to  incorporate  the  West  Ontario  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McCallum.) 

REFUND  OF  RAIL  WAY  BONUSES  IN  ONTARIO. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  proposed  motion 
of  Mr.  Wilson— 

For  copies  of  petitions  from  the  County  Council  of  the  County  of 
Elgin,  praying  for  a  general  measure  of  relief  to  Municipalities  of  Onta¬ 
rio  which  have  aided  railways  declared  to  be  for  Dominion  purposes  by 
granting  bonuses  to  them. 

Mr.  McOALLUM.  Before  the  motion  passes  I  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  on  this  question.  The  County  of  Elgin  has 
made  a  complaint  to  this  House,  and  asks  that  this  House 
should  re  imburse  that  county  for  t>be  amount  she  has  spent 
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in  railway  bonuses.  In  the  first  place,  I  believe  that  the 
county  of  Elgin  and  the  city  of  St.  Thomas  took  stock  in 
the  London  and  Port  Stanley  Railway  to  the  amount  of 
$140,000,  which  amount  they  got  pretty  largely  returned 
to  them  from  the  municipal  loan  of  Ontario.  They  gave  a 
large  bonus  to  the  Canada  Southern  Railway,  and  to  the 
Credit  Valley  Railway,  and  having  got  those  two  roads 
they  come  here  and  ask  that  the  House  should  repay  them 
the  money  they  expended  in  getting  those  advantages  for 
their  city  and  county.  I  remember  passing  through  the 
city  of  St.  Thomas,  and  though  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  people  deserve  a  great  deal  of  credit  for  the  assist¬ 
ance  they  gave  these  railways  which  had  the  effect  of  mak¬ 
ing  St.  Thomas  a  city,  still  I  think  they  have  already  been 
well  repaid  for  that  expenditure.  The  mere  fact  that  these 
two  roads  were  declared  to  be  roads  for  the  general  advan¬ 
tage  of  Canada  is  in  my  opinion  no  excuse  for  them  asking 
the  House  to  reimburse  them  for  money  they  spent 
for  their  own  advantage.  I  repeat  that  the  people 
of  that  county  deserve  a  great  deal  of  credit 
for  their  enterprise,  but  I  strongly  object  to  the  people 
whom  I  have  the  honor  of  representing  in  this  House  being 
asked  to  pay  money  to  reimburse  the  county  of  Elgin  for 
the  advantages  they  have  got.  In  fact,  1  think  they  have  a 
good  deal  of,  shall  I  say  cheek,  to  ask  that  that  money  shall  be 
repaid  them.  Why,  Sir,  the  162  municipalities  which  have 
aided  railways  want  to  have  591  other  municipalities  pay 
for  improvements  which  they  made.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Middlesex  (Mr.  Armstrong)  said  the  other  night  that 
he  thought  there  was  something  in  my  remarks  until  he 
analysed  them,  and  he  said  that  he  was  the  agent  of  these 
people.  Well,  if  the  agents  do  not  do  what  is  right,  if  they 
squander  the  people’s  money,  the  agents  themselves  may  be  I 
dismissed  for  not  doing  their  duty.  These  hon.  gentlemen 
are  trying  to  make  a  political  matter  of  this  question. 
Where  did  it  originate  ?  First  in  the  Local  Government  of 
Ontario,  and  next  in  the  county  of  Oxford,  and 
now  they  come  to  this  House  with  a  view  of 
stirring  up  political  feeling.  The  boundary  question 
having  been  settled,  they  now  want  to  raise  another  row. 
But  they  cannot  raise  a  plea  of  that  sort,  because  the  people 
of  Ontario  will  not  be  satisfied  with  relief  to  162  munici¬ 
palities  until  it  reaches  the  other  591.  The  members  for 
the  county  of  Elgin  think  they  have  a  special  claim  on  the 
Dominion  Government.  Why,  I  was  told  the  other  night 
that  I  should  not  say  anything  on  this  question  because  I 
happened  to  live  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Welland  Canal, 
on  which  a  large  amount  of  public  money  was  expended. 
It  is  true,  there  was  a  large  expenditure  there  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  country ;  but  if  any  man  will  look  at  the  Public 
Accounts  he  will  find  that  there  has  been  a  large  amount  of 
money  expended  for  the  benefit  of  the  county  of  Elgin.  I 
have  a  return  showing  the  amount  expended  in  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  of  the  County  of  Elgin,  to  enable  the  people  there 
to  take  the  products  of  their  labor  to  market.  Previous  to 
Confederation  there  was  expended  $310,537,  and  since  Con¬ 
federation  $^58,574.  in  all  $569,111,  over  half  a  million  dol 
lars.  Yet  the  hon.  members  from  that  county  now  com¬ 
plain  ;  and  because  they  happened  to  he  p  themselves  a 
little  they  want  the  rest  of  the  country  to  reimburse  them. 
Why,  Sir,  I  can  call  this  nothing  but  parish  politics ;  and  we 
had  a  whole  day  devoted  to  it  the  other  day.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  found  fault  with  this 
Government  because  he  said  they  had  taken  away  roads 
belonging  to  the  Province  of  Ontario.  But  the  people  have 
got  the  roads,  and  they  have  got  better  service  than  they 
could  have  in  any  other  way ;  they  have  three  or  four 
trains  a  day  where  they  used  to  have  only  one.  Sir,  what 
do  the  people  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  county  say 
about  this  matter  ?  I  see  that  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Elgin  is  not  in  his  seat ;  but  one  of  the  papers  of  St. 
Thomas,  in  that  county,  the  St.  Thomas  Times ,  says : 


“A  word  with  regard  to  the  Canada  Southern.  Mr.  Casey  saw  fit 
the  other  day  to  make  a  demand  on  behalf  of  the  county  and  city  for  a 
return  by  the  Government  of  the  amount  of  aid  granted  to  that  road. 
The  return  given  is  the  same  as  that  urged  as  to  the  other  roads — that 
the  Dominion  has  taken  it  over.  We  wonder  if  Mr.  Casey,  when  urging 
this  demand  upon  Sir  John  Macdonald’s  Government,  recollected  the 
time  and  manner  of  the  Canada  Southern’s  being  taken  over.  His  con¬ 
stituents  will  recognise  the  inconsistency  of  his  position  when  we  point 
out  that  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  was  taken  over  in  1874  by  the 

Mackenzie  Government  without  a  word  of  protest  from  Mr  Casey  1  Mr. 

Mackenzie  himself  brought  in  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  as  there  were 
some  bills  for  bridges  connected  with  the  road  before  Parliament,  it  was 
deemed  advisable  to  assimilate  the  jurisdictions.  Sir  John  Macdonald 
appears  to  have  been  the  only  one  who  raised  any  question  as  to  the 
bill.  Mr.  Casey  had  nothing  to  say  against  it,  and  nothing  has  been, 
said  against  it  from  that  day  to  this,  when  Mr.  Casey  gets  up  to  demand 
$225,000  for  this  county  and  city  from  the  Government  lor  having 
passed  the  Bill  brought  in  by  his  leader,  Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  supported 
by  himself !  Could  inconsistency  go  farther  ?  ’  ’ 

To  prove  that  this  is  all  true,  I  have  the  Act  of  Parliament 
here  for  taking  over  the  road ;  but  it  is  not  necessary  to 
read  it,  as  it  is  admitted ;  and  I  ask,  could  inconsistency  go 
further,  when  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  comes 
before  this  House  and  urges  it  as  a  sin  against  this  Govern¬ 
ment  that  it  did  what  the  Government  he  was  supporting 
for  five  years  itself  did?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think 
we  have  short  memories  ?  Any  one  listening  to  this  dis¬ 
cussion  would  imagine  that  the  Province  of  Ontario  was  not 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  at  all.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Elgin  the  other  night  said  that  we  were  giving 
bonuses  to  railroads  that  we  had  no  more  interest  in  than  in 
building  a  railway  to  the  moon. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  McOALLUM.  Well,  I  often  think,  from  the  actions 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  trying  to  belittle  the  country 
in  every  way  and  to  make  out  that  it  is  poverty  stricken, 
that  some  of  them  are  moonstruck,  and  I  am  more  con¬ 
vinced  of  it  now  than  ever  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  says  “  hear,  hear  ”  in  approval  of  that. 
Another  gentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House  got  up  and 
said  that  we  had  as  much  right  to  ask  a  bonus  from  the 
State  of  Maine  to  build  a  railway  through  this  country. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  says  that  we  pay  in  full 
for  this  road  from  here  to  Montreal.  We  only  pay  $12,00© 
a  mile.  Suppose  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  stopped 
at  Callander,  what  good  would  it  be  to  this  country  ?  Is  it 
not  necessary  that  it  should  reach  tide  water,  and  that  the 
whole  line  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  should  be  under 
the  control  of  one  company  ?  If  we  paid  $12,000  a  mile  in 
order  to  get  a  through  line  to  tide  water,  I  think  it  is 
nothing  more  than  we  ought  to  do.  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson),  I  must  say,  is  a  little  more  con¬ 
sistent  than  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin.  I  had  the 
honor  of  having  a  seat  with  that  gentleman  in  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Ontario,  when  that  Government,  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Lambton  the  other  night  said  was  the  best 
Government  under  the  sun,  commenced  to  bonus  railways, 
in  order  to  make  political  capital,  and  in  order,  if  it  is  par¬ 
liamentary  to  say  so,  to  buy  up  the  members  of  that  day. 
But  to  the  honor  of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Elgin  be  it 
said,  he  did  not  support  his  leader  in  that  course.  Ho  voted 
against  him  on  every  occasion  except  when  there  was 
a  vote  of  want  of  confidence,  and  I  believe  he  voted 
against  him  sometimes  then.  Now,  the  Government 
of  Ontario  have  spent  their  money  and  are  face 
to  face  with  direct  taxation,  and  they  come  down 
and  ask  this  Government  to  reimburse  them.  They 
talk  about  party  politics.  Why,  Sir,  the  very  expenditure 
of  public  mouey  on  railways  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
which  was  commenced  when  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
came  into  power  there,  was  in  the  interest  of  party  politics. 
Any  man  who  looks  at  the  Journals  of  that  House  of  that 
day,  will  find  that  he  turned  out  Sandfield  Macdonald’s 
Government  by  a  majority  of  one,  and  in  less  that  two  weeks 
he  turned  that  majority  into  a  majority  of  twenty-five. 
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Why,  Sir,  every  man  had  a  railway  Bill,  but  to  the  honor 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  Elgin,  he  did  not  support  those 
appropriations.  They  spent  that  money,  and  they  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  amount  of  money  that  had  been  voted,  but 
they  mortgaged  the  Province  of  Ontario  for  twenty  years 
for  $100,000  a  year  ;  and,  as  I  said  the  other  night,  they 
had  to  borrow  money  last  year  to  pay  some  of  those  loans. 
They  had  to  sell  annuities  in  order  to  get  money  to  meet 
this  expenditure.  I  was  told  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  that  we  had  the  greatest  Government 
in  the  Dominion  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  He  may  be 
in  love  with  that  Government,  but  I  do  not  think  the  people 
of  Ontario  will  show  any  love  for  it  long.  That  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  ventured  to  adopt  the  role  of  a  prophet  and  pro¬ 
phesied  that  we  would  not  come  back  to  this  House  unless 
we  supported  this  motion.  I  should  think  that  a  young 
member  of  this  House,  no  matter  how  able  he  might  be, 
ought  to  hesitate  before  adopting  that  role.  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  I  want  to  come  back  to  Parliament,  my  vote  on 
this  question  will  not  only  not  prevent  my  return  but  will 
assist  it.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  people  will  endorse  the 
stand  I  take,  when  I  say  that  we  should  not  allow  162 
municipalities  to  rob  591.  That  is  the  position  I  take,  I  say 
that  in  this  matter  we  have  a  duty  to  perform  towards  the 
whole  Dominion  as  well  as  to  the  municipalities,  and  we 
must  not  shirk  performing  that  duty.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  say  that  I  am  very  much  like  my  hon.  friend  from 
Hastings;  they  say  I  would  like  to  do  away  with  Local 
Governments  altogether.  I  have  never  expressed  any  such 
opinion  in  the  country,  but  I  say  that  if  the  different  Local 
Legislatures  decide,  if  it  should  be  the  wish  of  the  people 
that  we  should  have  legislative  union,  it  would  be  a.  question 
for  them  to  consider.  I  hope  we  have  had  enough  of  the 
these  parish  politics,  I  hope  this  discussion  will  finish  to¬ 
night,  and  I  am  satisfied  this  resolution  will  turn  out  to  be 
a  boomerang  that  will  rebound  to  those  who  throw  it ; 
I  am  certain  that  when  this  question  is  put  to  the  people  of 
Ontario  they  will  not  take  the  stand  expected  by  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  1  protest  against  the  Dominion  giving 
the  municipalities  assistance  in  this  shape  because  to  do  so, 
they  will  require  to  rob  the  other  municipalities,  and  I  will 
continue  to  protest  against  any  such  course  being  adopted 
until  I  hear  better  arguments  for  it  than  have  been  advanced 
so  far. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  wish  to  correct  the  hon.  member  for 
Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  in  his  statement  that  the  riding  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent  borrowed  the  sum  of  $140,000, 
and  that  we  obtained  the  money  from  the  Municipal  Loan 
Fund.  I  have  the  satisfaction  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  we  did  not  get  a  single  dollar  from  the  Municipal 
Loan  Fund,  either  that  time  or  subsequently,  having  bor¬ 
rowed  the  money  from  a  loan  society,  and,  unlike  some 
other  municipalities,  we  paid  every  dollar  we  borrowed ;  we 
borrowed  it  from  private  sources  and  were  called  to  pay  the 
principal  and  interest  when  they  became  due,  so  that  the 
statement  that  we  had  borrowed  our  money  from  the  Muni¬ 
cipal  Loan  Fund  was  utterly  incorrect. 

Mr.  McCALLTJM.  I  did  not  say  you  did ;  I  said  it  was 
paid  from  the  Municipal  Loan  Fund. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s  denial,  but 
I  must  say  I  took  his  statement  down  and  am  quoting  him 
correctly.  If  he  says  we  received  the  amount  we  expended 
on  the  construction  of  the  road  from  the  Municipal  Loan 
Fund,  he  is  as  far  in  error  in  that  statement  as  he  was  in 
the  one  I  charged  him  with.  He  ought  to  know  that 
none  of  the  municipalities,  even  those  that  borrowed  from 
the  Municipal  Loan  Fund,  received  more  than  $2  per 
capita  and  a  certain  consideration  on  account  of  the  money 
Mr.  McCallum. 
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they  had  expended  on  railways.  Further,  he  says  that  we 
ought  to  have  but  very  little  to  say  in  the  matter,  because  in 
the  county  I  represent  we  have  been  greatly  benefitted 
by  the  railway,  that  we  are  in  an  enviable  position, 
having  splendid  railway  facilities,  and  that  St.  Thomas  is 
now  a  city  when  a  few  years  ago  it  was  but  a  small  village. 
Well,  if  we  are  in  that  position,  we  gained  it  by  the  energy 
and  devotion  of  our  people  to  the  interests  of  their  county. 
They  were  not,  perhaps,  like  the  people  of  the  constituency 
he  represents,  anxious  to  hoard  up  their  funds  and  expend 
but  a  small  pittance,  some  $29,000,  to  improve  their  locality. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  the  last  man  who  should  say  he  was 
bold  enough  and  would  dare  to  vote  against  doing  justice  to 
the  people  of  Ontario.  I  have  not  a  Government  at 
my  back  as  he  has  which  would  readily  gerrymander  a  con¬ 
stituency  for  me  and  make  my  seat  safe  in  the  future  ;  but 
on  the  contrary,  I  represent  a  constituency  that  has  ,  been 
gerrymandered  in  the  interests  of  my  opponent  and  to  keep 
me  out  of  the  position  I  have  the  honor  to  occupy.  The  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  the  amount  of  money  expended  on 
the  Welland  Canal.  No  one  in  that  part  of  the  country,  from 
one  end  of  Welland  Canal  to  the  other,  knows  batter  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  what  money  has  been  expended  in 
opening  up  the  Welland  Canal.  Further,  he  states  that 
I,  while  a  member  of  the  Local  Legislature,  opposed  rail¬ 
way  grants,  which  I  admit,  and  I  did  so  on  the  same 
principle  and  for  the  same  cause  which  leads  mo  to  oppose 
them  now.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  the  whole  of 
his  party  away  in  saying  that  in  the  Local  Legislature 
grants  to  railways  were  brought  down — for  what  purpose? 
For  a  purpose  I  would  hesitate  to  mention  in  addressing- 
members  of  a  Legislature — for  the  purpose  of  corruptly 
influencing  their  votes.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to 
say  that  the  resolutions  brought  in  here  last  Session  were 
brought  in  for  this  purpose?  If  he  applies  such  a  charge 
to  the  members  of  the  Local  Legislature  he  must  give  it 
equal  application  to  the  members  of  this  House.  Had  the 
railway  resolutions  introduced  here  last  Session  the  effect 
of  corrupting  members  of  this  Legislature  and  inducing 
them  to  vote  for  grants  they  would  not  otherwise  support. 
I  do  not  wish  to  apply  the  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
member  to  the  representatives  and  supporters  of  the 
Reform  Government  of  Ontario,  to  hon.  members  of 
this  House.  I  could  hardly  believe  that  they  would 
be  induced  to  record  their  votes,  under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  in  any  way  other  than  what  they  conceived  to  be 
in  the  best  interests  of  the  Dominion,  but  we  may  have 
seen  votes  recorded  which,  if  the  resolutions  had  been  brought 
down  individually,  might  have  been  recorded  differently, 
but  I  as  an  individual  have  always  believed,  and  still 
believe  it,  to  be  a  vicious  principle,  that  any  Legislature 
should  be  asked  to  vote  in  reference  to  a  large  number  of 
railways  at  one  time.  The  system  adopted  by  the  Local 
Legislature  was  far  superior  to  the  system  adopted  here. 
Bach  Order  in  Council  was  brought  down,  the  papers  in 
connection  with  the  railway  which  was  to  receive  aid  were 
printed  and  laid  on  the  table  of  each  member,  so  that  he 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  looking  over  them  and  coming 
to  a  correct  conclusion  as  to  whether  he  considered  that  the 
road  should  or  should  not  receive  aid.  Here  we  had  noth¬ 
ing  but  a  resolution  presented  to  the  House,  we  had  no 
opportunity  of  forming  a  conclusion  whether  the  roads  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  aided  were  entitled  to  aid  or  not,  whether  they 
were  in  the  general  interest  or  not.  I  therefore  say  that 
the  system  proposed  to  this  House  in  1883  was,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  a  very  vicious  system,  and  it  was  not  only  proposed  in 
1883  but  followed  up  last  Session,  and  if  we  are  to  have 
each  and  every  Session  resolutions  of  this  kind  proposing 
aid  to  various  and  sundry  railways,  I  fear  that  some  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  Legislature  may  at  times  bo  compelled  to  record 
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their  votes  in  a  way  other  than  they  would  if  they  were  left 
free  to  choose  their  owb  course.  As  I  have  said,  I  did  not 
intend  to  make  any  further  remarks  about  this  question, 
and  I  would  not  have  done  so  had  it  not  been  for  the  special 
reference  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  felt 
it  necessary  to  make  in  reference  to  myself. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  4)  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  assets  of 
insolvent  debtors. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

PUNISHMENT  OF  SEDUCTION. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  27) 
to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  seduction  and  like  offences. 
He  said  :  In  moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I  ask 
permission  of  the  Houso  briefly  to  call  attention  to  its  pro¬ 
visions.  The  1st  section  provides  for  the  punishment  of 
seduction  under  the  promise  of  marriage  of  any  unmarried 
female  of  previously  chaste  character  of  2 1  years  of  age, 
and  provides  that,  in  case  of  the  marriage  of  the  parties,  it 
may  be  pleaded  in  bar  of  conviction.  Section  2  provides 
that  it  it  shall  be  a  misdemeanor  to  effect  a  feigned  or  pre¬ 
tended  marriage.  The  3rd  section  provides  that  it  shall  be 
a  misdemeanor  to  inveigle  or  entice  any  female  of  virtuous 
and  chaste  character  into  a  house  of  ill-fame.  The  4th 
section  provides  that  the  evidence  of  the  female  shall  be 
corroborated  by  other  material  evidence.  The  5th  section 
provides  that  the  evidence  of  the  party  accused  shall  be 
taken.  The  6th  section  provides  that  no  prosecution  under 
the  Act  shall  be  commenced  after  the  expiration  of  one 
year  from  the  time  of  committing  the  offence.  The  punish¬ 
ment  for  these  offences  is  two  years  in  the  penitentiary 
or  a  loss  term  in  any  other  place  of  imprisonment. 
This  Bill  has  been  introduced  on  three  previous  occa¬ 
sions.  It  had  passed  the  House  of  Commons  on  each 
occasion,  but  has  failed  hitherto  to  secure  a  majority  in  the 
Senate.  I  think  I  may  assert  that  public  sentiment  is  in 
favor  of  this  Bill ;  the  expressions  of  public  sentiment,  so 
far  as  they  have  been  ihade,  have  been  strongly  in  favor  of 
this  Bill.  Some  of  the  religious  bodies  during  the  past 
season  have  taken  ground  in  favor  of  it.  The  General 
Assembly  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  passed  a  resolution 
strongly  endorsing  the  position  taken  in  this  Bill,  and  that 
resolution  passed  without  a  dissenting  voice.  The  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  not  a  novel  one,  A  law  substantially  of  this 
character  has  existed  in  various  countries  and  does  at  this 
time  exist.  In  most  of  the  European  countries  it  exists  in 
some  modified  form,  and  it  also  exists  in  nearly  every  one 
of  the  American  States,  and  I  shall  call  attention  to  a  Bill 
much  more  stringent  than  this  which  was  reported  from  the 
House  of  Lords  in  England  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1883.  The  scope  of  the  Bill  is  a  narrow  one.  It  only  deals 
with  two  offences,  seduction  under  the  promise  of  marriage 
and  a  feigned  or  mock  marriage.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
Bill  does  not  provide  any  punishment  for  the  woman.  Well, 
the  Bill  in  this  case  provides  only  for  offences  which  may 
have  been  committed  by  means  of  false  pretences  or  by  a 
mock  marriage,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  argued 
that,  in  either  of  these  cases,  the  female  is  a  guilty 
party  in  any  sense  whatever.  The  Bill  which  I  mentioned 
as  having  been  reported  from  the  House  of  Lords  will  be 
found  in  the  volume  of  Lords’  Papers,  Public  Bills,  Volume 
3,  of  1883. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  did  not  pass. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  did  not  pass  the  Commons  last 
Session,  but  I  am  not  certain  that  it  has  not  passed  this 
Session.  We  have  no  record  of  the  Bill.  But  I  will  call 
attention  to  tho  Bill  as  it  passed  the  House  of  Lords.  It 


was  entitled  “  An  Act  for  tho  protection  of  women  and 
girls.”  The  second  section  of  the  Bill  provides,  that 

“  Any  person  who  procures  or  endeavors  to  procure  any  woman  under 
twenty-one  years  of  age  to  become,  either  within  or  without  the  Queen's 
dominions,  a  common  prostitute  ;  or  procures  or  endeavors  to  procure 
any  woman  or  girl  to  leave  the  United  Kingdom,  or  to  leave  her  usual 
place  of  abode  in  the  United  Kingdom,  for  the  purpose  of  entering  a 
brothel  abroad,  whether  he  shall  or  shall  not  inform  the  woman  or  girl 
of  such  purpose,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  ” 

The  third  clause  provides  : 

“  Any  person  who  by  fraud,  intimidation  or  false  pretence”,— 

Such  pretences  as  are  covered  by  this  Bill.— — 

“  False  representations,  or  other  fraudulent  means,  procures,  or 
endeavors  to  proeure,  any  woman  or  girl  to  have  illicit  and  carnal  con¬ 
nections,  either  within  or  without  the  Queen’s  dominions,  with  any 
man,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor.” 

The  fourth  section  provides  that  it  shall  be  a  felony  to 
have  carnal  connection  with  a  girl  under  12  years  of  age  ; 
and  the  fifth  section  provides  that  it  shall  be  a  misdemeanor 
to  seduce  any  girl  under  16  years  of  age,  and  it  shall  be  a 
criminal  assault  even  if  the  purpose  is  accomplished  with 
her  own  consent.  The  Bill  is  much  more  stringent  than 
the  Bill  now  under  the  consideration  of  this  House.  It  is  a 
Bill  that  passed  the  House  of  Lords  by  a  large  majority, 
and  I  cannot  doubt  that  this  Bill  will  become  the  law  of 
England,  if  it  is  not  already  the  law  of  England.  It  was 
reported  from  the  House  of  Lords  to  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1883.  We  have  not  the  Journals  of  the 
House  for  the  Sessions  of  1884 ;  the  Bill  probably 
reached  the  House  too  late  to  be  acted  ou 

in  1883.  This  Bill  reported  by  the  House  of 

Lords,  is  entirely  in  consonance  with  the  legislation  of  the 
most  civilised  states  to-day.  As  I  said  last  Session  in  advo¬ 
cating  the  proposition  of  this  Bill,  the  law  exists  in  various 
forms,  and  in  almost  every  instance  in  a  more  stringent 
form,  than  the  Bill  under  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
It  exists  in  almost  every  one  of  the  American  States,  and 
in  many  of  those  States  it  has  been  on  the  Statute-books 
for  many  years.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  I  think  it  has 
been  on  the  Statute-book  for  over  forty  years ;  a  very  strin¬ 
gent  law  providing  punishment  both  by  fine  and  imprison¬ 
ment — five  years  imprisonment  and  $5,000  fine,  either  one 
or  both,  in  the  discretion  of  the  court.  This  law  has  been 
found  to  work  so  well  that  in  no  single  case  has  there  been 
any  agitation  for  its  repeal  in  any  State  where  it  exists,  and 
where  it  has  been  on  the  Statute-book  for  many  years.  I 
think  the  experience  of  other  countries  in  this  matter  will 
lead  us  to  believe  that  the  law  is  perfectly  safe,  perfectly 
proper.  Certainly  in  this  country  the  law  with  reference 
to  offences  of  this  kind  is  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  state.  I 
shall  not  detain  the  House  by  a  lengthy  argument  of  tho 
Bill.  It  has  been  under  the  consideration  of  the  House  now 
for  three  Sessions,  and  has  been  fully  discussed,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  the  members  of  the  House  have  their  minds 
made  up  as  to  the  propriety  or  necessity  of  passing  this 
Bill.  I  have  the  honor  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  the  second  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  looking  at  this  Bill 
while  I  object  to  several  of  the  clauses,  I  think  the  second 
and  third  clauses  are  sufficient,  in  my  opinion,  to  save  the 
Bill.  The  second  clause  is  this : 

“  Any  man  who  procures  a  feigned  or  pretended  marriage  between 
himself  and  any  woman,  or  any  man  who  knowingly  aids  or  assists  in 
procuring  such  feigned  or  pretended  marriage,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  mis¬ 
demeanor,  and  shall  be  punished  as  hereinafter  provided.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  to  mo  if  there  is  a  crime  in  tho 
world  that  ought  to  bo  punished,  it  is  where  a  man  gets  up 
a  pretended  marriage,  and  induces  an  honest  woman  to 
believe  that  he  is  about  to  make  her  his  wife ;  and  gets  a 
man  under  pretence  of  being  a  clergyman,  for  instance,  who 
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is  not  a  clergyman,  to  perform  a  mock  marriage,  and  induces  | 
her,  honestly  believing  that  she  is  becoming  his  wife,  to 
submit  to  this  protended  marriage,  and  all  the  unfortunate 
consequences  that  must  arise  on  the  proof  that  the  marriage 
is  feigned.  I  think  this  clause  of  itself  is  quite  sufficient  to 
save  "the  Bill.  Then  I  think  also  that  the  third  clause  is  a 
good  one,  which  provides  that  any  person  who  shall  inveigle 
or  entice  any  female  of  a  virtuous  or  chaste  character  into 
improper  places  shall  be  punished.  I  think  these  two 
clauses,  at  all  events,  are  sufficient  to  save  this  Bill  from 
being  thrown  out.  With  that  view,  and  in  consequence  of 
these  two  clauses  being  in  that  Bill,  I  shall  vote  for  the 
second  reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

BANKING-  AND  LOAN  FACILITIES. 

Mr.  ORTON  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  36) 
to  provide  banking  and  loan  facilities  to  those  employed  in 
agricultural  pursuits.  He  said :  In  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  I  shall  not  repeat  some  of  the  re¬ 
marks  I  have  made  before  in  this  House  on  this  subject.  I 
may  state  that  the  chief  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  remove 
certain  disabilities  under  which  the  farmers  of  Canada  labor 
in  not  having  the  same  banking  facilities  that  are  afforded 
to  other  classes  of  our  community.  I  desire  to  point  out 
that  though  the  wealth  produced  by  the  agricultural  class 
in  this  country  can  be  manipulated  and  handled  by  a  large 
class  of  middlemen,  with  all  the  facilities  that  a  proper 
banking  system  can  afford,  the  very  farmers  who 
produce  this  wealth,  and  who  enablo  these  manipu¬ 
lators  to  operate,  have  not  that  facility  which 
should  bo  afforded  their  industry  in  this  country. 
That  is  one  of  the  chief  objects  of  this  Bill.  Another 
object  is  to  enable  the  agriculturalists  of  our  country 
to  co-operate  one  with  another  in  providing  banking 
facilities  and  loan  societies  so  that  they  may  not  be  obliged 
to  pay  more  than  a  reasonable  rate  of  interest  for  the 
accommodation  that  we  hope  to  give  them  under  this  Bill. 
Now,  Sir,  a  few  years  ago  I  had  the  honor  to  move  a  Bill 
in  this  House  the  object  of  which  was  to  remove  certain 
great  grievances  under  which  the  farmers  of  this  country 
labored  in  consequence  of  the  exorbitant  l’ates  of  interest 
charged  by  loan  societies.  A  Bill  was  passed  which  had  a 
partial  effect  in  that  direction,  but  owing  to  certain  opposi¬ 
tion  in  this  House  it  did  not  go  as  far  as  it  ought  to  have 
gone,  and  we  find  to-day  that  some  of  the  evils  that  we 
attempted  to  remove  by  that  Bill  have  not  been  as 
thoroughly  removed  as  they  should  be.  This  Bill  pro¬ 
poses  to  remove  some  of  those  disabilities.  One  of  them  I 
shall  refer  to  more  especially,  and  that  is  the  difficulty 
under  which  farmers  labor  when  they  desire  to  have  mort¬ 
gages  removed  from  their  property.  This  Bill  proposes  to 
give  power  to  establish  loan  societies  or  banks  which  will 
loan  to  the  farmers  and  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  being  relieved  from  their  loans  at  a  short  notiee. 
Now  a  great  deal  of  dispute  arose  with  reference  to 
the  time  that  should  be  allowed  for  a  farmer  to  get 
relief  from  a  mortgage,  and  it  was  argued  that  he 
should  be  bound  hand  and  foot  to  his  bond  for  five  years. 
Under  the  old  system  there  was  a  20  year  or  a  long  term 
plan  in  existence  which  was  very  injurious  to  those  who 
borrowed  largely,  from  the  fact  that  when  they  desired  to 
take  up  their  loans,  through  their  property  becoming  so 
cumbersome  in  their  hands,  and  desired  to  obtain  loans  on 
more  favorable  terms,  they  had  to  pay  a  high  rate  of  interest 
to  the  mortgagee  in  order  to  get  that  relief.  In  other 
words,  instead  of  the  mortgagees  allowing  them  the  same 
rate  of  interest  for  the  money  which  they  had  to  pay  in 
order  to  get  that  relief,  the  capitalists  allowed  them  but  half 
the  rate  of  interest  which  they  charged  for  the  loan.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  this  same  process  is  in  operation  to  a 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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very  large  extent  to-day,  not  only  by  loan  societies,  but  also 
by  private  individuals.  I  know  of  cases  in  my  own  county 
where  loans  are  made  upon  the  same  system,  that  is  that 
instalments  are  made  payable  either  yearly,  half  yearly, 
quarterly  or  monthly,  and  if  the  unfortunate  borrower  is 
not  able  to  meet  the  instalments  as  they  become  due,  he  is 
liable  to  be  punished  by  those  who  hold  mortgages  against 
the  borrowers’  property.  This  is  certainly  one  of  the  most 
outrageous  grievances  the  people  of  this  country  have  to 
endure.  Although  this  Bill  does  not  give  full  relief,  because" 
it  is  not  retrospective  in  its  action,  it  at  all  event  affords  an 
opportunity,  if  these  banks  are  carried  on  upon  the  prin¬ 
ciple  I  have  suggested  or  any  other  principle  that  can 
be  devised  by  this  House,  of  paying  off  loans  for  any  period 
on  three  months’  notice  being  given  ;  and  it  will  relieve  the 
farmers  from  a  great  hardship  under  which  they  suffer,  for  it 
will  provide  a  banking  institution  from  which  they  can  bor¬ 
row  small  sums  of  money,  from  $  10  to  $500,  in  order  to  carry 
on  their  operations,  and  can  obtain  those  loans  at  a  rea¬ 
sonable  rate  of  interest  and  at  short  dates.  I  believe,  if 
this  Bill  should  be  adopted  by  the  House,  both  the  position 
of  the  Government  and  the  positions  of  the  shareholders  and 
borrowers  will  be  met.  I  do  not  say  that  this  Bill  is  framed 
with  that  wisdom  and  precision  which  would  characterise  a 
Bill  framed  by  one  thoroughly  versed  in  all  the  intricacies 
of  banking  institutions.  But  so  far  as  my  humble  ability 
goes,  I  have  endeavored  to  incorporate  in  this  Bill  the  great 
principles  which  have  been  applied  for  this  purpose  in  other 
countries.  So  seriously  is  this  question  viowed  in  Great 
Britain  that  last  year  it  was  ordered  by  Lord  Granville  that 
a  report  should  be  furnished  the  House  of  Commons  of  the 
operations  of  banking  institutions  based  on  almost  identi¬ 
cally  the  same  principles  as  those  of  the  present  Bill.  That 
report  has  been  made ;  it  is  a  very  interesting  document, 
and  is  well  worthy  of  perusal  by  hon.  members  who  desire 
to  see  the  farmers  of  our  country  prosperous,  and  when  I 
say  that  I  think  the  phrase  covers  the  general  prosperity  of 
the  people  of  Canada.  I  will  not  detain  the  House  by 
further  remarks,  but  will  simply  move  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  which,  I  trust,  will  receive  that  consideration 
which  I  hope  and  believe  it  deserves. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT,  1883,  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  58)  to 
amend  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883.  He  said  :  I  desire 
to  make  a  few  remarks  with  respect  to  the  very  short 
amendment  I  propose  to  make  to  the  Liquor  License  Act, 
1883.  So  far  as  printed  it  reads  simply  as  follows  : — 

“Section  one  hundred  and  forty-five  of  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883, 
is  hereby  repealed.’  ’ 

That,  however,  does  not  meet  the  whole  of  the  case,  and  I 
propose,  when  this  Bill  goes  into  Committee,  to  add  the 
following: 

“  And  it  is  hereby  declared  that  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
Liquor  License  Act  of  1883  was  and  is  that  the  provisions  of  ‘  The 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,’  relating  to  offences,  penalties  and 
punishments,  and  the  procedure  relating  thereto,  were  not  and  are  not 
affected  or  impaired  by  any  provisions  of  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883, 
or  any  Act  amending  the  same.” 

The  difficulty  that  has  arisen  is  simply  this :  That  section 
145  of  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  with  which  this 
amendment  deals,  has  been  hold  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
New  Brunswick  to  have  repealed  the  penalties  and  proced¬ 
ure  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  A  largo  number  of 
cases  which  were  brought  up  by  the  different  inspectors 
appointed  under  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  were  carried 
before  that  court,  and  in  their  decisions  the  judges  have 
ruled  as  I  have  stated.  It  might  not  at  first  sight  seem  to 
be,  even  though  that  ruling  be  held  to  be  true,  an  unmixed 
evil  or  an  evil  that  had  to  be  remedied,  because  under  that 
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judgment  it  was  possible  to  take  the  forms  and  procedure  of 
the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883.  But  that  is  not  what  is 
wished,  that  is  not  what  was  contemplated.  The  procedure 
with  respect  to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  has  been  fought 
out  in  the  courts  from  1879  to  1883,  and  the  different  points 
have  been  very  fully  gone  over,  and  have  been,  in  the 
main,  settled.  To  go  from  that  to  the  procedure 
under  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  which  is  now, 
would  make  it  necessary  to  fight  over  those  technical 
points  again,  and  that  is  not  a  good  thing  to  do, 
and  therefore  it  is  of  very  great  moment  to  the  different 
counties  and  cities  which  have  adopted  the  Canada  Temper¬ 
ance  Act,  and  those  which  may  adopt  it  hereafter  that  this 
matter  should  be  made  clear,  and  that  there  should  be  no 
doubt  as  to  the  procedure  or  the  penalties  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  holding  good.  It  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  framers  of  the  Liquor  Licence  Act  of  1873,  and  not  at  all 
the  intention  of  Parliament,  that  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  should  be  impaired  in  any  of  its  provisions.  In  fact 
that  was  implicitly  stated  in  a  section  which  preceded  this. 
But  section  145  has  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  to 
have  done  that,  and  it  is  to  remedy  that  state  of  things  that 
I  propose  this  amendment. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Of  course  there  is  no  doubt  that  a  great 
conflict  has  taken  place  between  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  and  the  Liquor  Licence  Act  of  1883.  I  do  not  propose 
to  oppose  the  amendment,  but  I  think  it  should  not  apply 
to  cases  which  have  been  before  the  court.  There  are  a 
number  of  cases  which  are  considered  to  be  settled,  and  if 
this  clause  is  repealed  without  any  proviso  those  cases 
might  be  brought  up  again.  That  would  be  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  justice,  and  contrary  to  the  principle  that  cases 
once  having  been  decided  there  should  be  an  end  of  the 
matter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  (Mr.  Poster)  must  see  from  his  own  statement  that  we 
cannot  well  proceed  with  the  second  reading  to-night, 
because  he  says  this  Bill  as  laid  before  the  House  is  insuffi¬ 
cient  without  an  amendment.  Now  that  amendment 
we  havo  only  just  heard  for  the  first  time,  and 
it  states  that  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
Act  of  1883  was  so  and  so — and  in  the  face  of 
the  decision  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction 
that  the  true  intent  and  meaning  is  otherwise.  Therefore, 
I  think  we  cannot  without  fully  considering  the  effect  in 
the  first  place  of  the  judgment — which  we  will  be  able  to 
see — and  of  his  amendment,  proceed  with  this  Bill.  It  is  a 
very  strong  thing  for  the  House  to  do,  in  the  face  of  a 
judgment  given  by  a  court,  to  say  that  the  true  intent  and 
meaning  of  a  statute  is  otherwise  than  a  court  has  decided. 
We  may  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  court  is  right,  and 
that  therefore  the  Act  should  bo  amended  instead  of  having 
a  declaratory  Act  providing  otherwise  than  as  the  court  has 
decided.  Perhaps  when  the  matter  is  fully  considered  the 
House  may  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Act  is  right, 
that  it  should  bo  amended  as  not  carrying  out  the  intent  of 
the  Legislature.  For  that  reason  I  think  the  debate  should 
stand  over,  that  the  amendment  should  be  printed  on  the 
face  of  the  Votes  and  Proceedings,  and  that  we  should  have 
before  us  a  copy  of  the  judgment  of  the  court,  which  I  sup¬ 
pose  we  can  obtain.  With  these  before  us  we  can  do  one  or 
two  things,  either  declare  that  the  true  intent  and  meaning 
of  the  Act  is  as  the  hon.  gentleman  contends,  or  that  the 
courtis  right,  and  that  as  the  language  of  the  Act  failed  to 
carry  out  the  intention  of  Parliament  it  should  be  amended. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  understand  that  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Trince  Edward  Island  has  taken  a  different  view  from  the 
Supreme  Court  of  New  Brunswick,  so  that  though  the 
declaration  proposed  to  be  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  may 
differ  from  the  judgment  of  the  court  in  New  Brunswick  it 
would  be  in  accord  with  the  decision  of  the  court  in  Prince 


Edward  Island.  The  matter  does  not  therefore  exactly 
stand  in  the  same  position  as  if  it  wore  a  positive  and  un¬ 
supported  declaration  by  the  House  that  the  court  was 
entirely  wrong. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  had  not  heard  of  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  decision,  but  it  only  gives  greater 
reason  for  our  seeing  both  judgments  and  dealing  with  the 
whole  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes  ;  but  as  to  what  is  really  necessary  in 
the  way  of  legislation  it  is  for  the  House  and  not  for  the 
courts  to  decide,  and  it  may  be  proper  to  proceed  in  some 
other  way  than  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes.  It  is  very 
clear  it  is  not  desirable  to  allow  a  law  to  remain  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  in  which  it  is  not  operative.  Parliament  has  an  opinion 
on  the  subject,  and  the  country  has  an  opinion  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  and  it  would  be  well,  if  there  is  any  doubt  as  to  what 
the  meaning  of  the  law  is,  that  it  should  be  made  perfectly 
clear  and  workable,  and  it  may  be  so  made  by  a  declaratory 
section  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  or  in  some 
other  way  ;  but  it  would  be  very  undesirable  that  we  should 
postpone  all  action  until  action  should  become  impossible. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no  ;  it  would  have  to 
be  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  OETON.  I  am  not  going  into  the  legal  points  which 
have  been  raised  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  but  I  think  what 
has  come  up  is  an  important  reason  why  the  House  should 
show  some  hesitation  in  aiding  any  legislation  on  this  'sub¬ 
ject.  I  think  we  must  all  feel  that  notwithstanding  the 
apparent  feeling  of  the  people  of  this  country  in  favor  of 
the  continuance  of  the  Scott  Act,  the  fact  that  hardly  in  any 
county  in  this  country-— I  think  I  may  say  without  fear  of 
contradiction  in  no  county  or  municipality  in  Canada — in 
which  the  Scott  Act  has  been  submitted  to  the  people,  have  a 
majority  of  those  entitled  to  vote  declared  themselves  in  favor 
of  the  Act, — when  we  recollect  that  fact,  and  the  other  fact 
that  the  operation  of  this  Act  is  bringing  ruin  and  disaster 
on  a  large  portion  of  our  people  who  have  a  right  to  claim 
the  protection  of  the  Government  of  Canada  simply  from 
the  fact  that  they  have  been  carrying  on  a  legitimate 
and  honorable  trade,  a  trade  legalised  and  authorised, 
not  only  by  the  consent  of  the  people  of  Canada,  but 
by  the  whole  people  of  this  country,  I  think  we 
should  hesitate  before  proceeding  with  legislation  in 
that  direction,  and  we  should  enquire  whether  the  Act  is 
calculated  to  carry  out  the  very  desirable  object  which  is 
sought  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  such  earnest  and  serious 
advocates  of  that  Act.  I  think  the  time  has  arrived  when 
it  should  be  demanded  and  ascertained  by  the  people  who 
are  going  to  suffer  financially  from  the  operation  of  that 
Act,  whether  it  is  really  calculated  to  be  a  temperance  Act 
or  the  contrary.  If  it  is  calculated  to  be  an  Act  which  will 
demoralise  our  people,  which  will  increase  intemperance 
among  our  people,  which  will  load  to  evils  which  do  not 
exist  now,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  so  anxious  to 
agitate  for  the  passage  of  this  Act,  if  he  only  found  that  he 
was  acting  in  the  wrong,  would  be  willing  to  stop  in  the 
further  pursuance  of  that  object.  I  think  that  is  another 
reason  why  the  amendment  tending  to  increase  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Act  should  be  fully  and  carefully  considered  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  EOBEETSON  (Shelburne).  I  trust  the  promise 
which  has  been  made  by  the  Premier  will  be  carried  out, 
and  that  we  will  have  a  chance  to  consider  these  various 
amendments  to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  This  Act  has 
been  adopted  in  a  large  number  of  constituencies  of  the 
Dominion,  and  notwithstanding  the  objections  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Orton),  I  think  a 
krge  section  of  the  people  of  this  country  are  favorable  to 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act.  I  rise  simply  to  ask  the  Pre¬ 
mier  if  he  will  permit  these  Bills  amending  the  Canada 
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Temperance  Act  to  be  placed  at  the  head  of  the  Order 
Paper,  so  that  they  may  be  reached  at  an  early  day.  Per¬ 
haps  they  might  be  referred  to  a  special  committee.  I 
think  it  is  due  to  the  temperance  people  of  this  country 
that  prominence  should  be  given  to  these  measures,  and  1 
ask  the  Premier,  on  behalf  of  the  temperance  men  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  to  use  his  influence  to  have  these  Bills 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  Order  paper.  To-day  an  hon. 
member  asked  that  a  day  should  be  fixed  for  the  discussion 
of  an  important  Bill  with  reference  to  the  Factory  Act,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  well  that  the  Premier  should,  in  defer¬ 
ence  to  the  temperance  men  in  the  House  and  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  give  prominence  to  these  measures  in  order  that  they 
may  be  all  discussed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  All  I  have  to  say  is,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  desires  that  my  hon.  friend’s  Bill  should 
be  thrown  over,  until  all  the  Bills,  relating  to  the  whole 
question— to  the  Scott  Act  and  the  McCarthy  Act — can  be 
discussed,  my  hon,  friend  behind  me  may  perhaps  lose  his 
Bill.  He  brings  down  a  Bill  with  a  specific  object,  and  I 
think,  in  the  interest  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  for,  he  had 
better  speak  on  this  Bill,  and  not  let  any  extraneous 
matters  come  in  ;  otherwise  the  whole  thing  may  be  lost. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Shelburne).  The  most  important 
Bill  relating  to  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  is  that  contain¬ 
ing  the  amendments  asked  for  by  the  Dominion  Alliance, 
in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark  (Mr. 
Jamieson)  ;  and  I  wish  to  have  discussed  not  only  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster),  but  also  that 
of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Lanark. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  will  be  time  enough 
to  discuss  the  Bill  when  wo  arrive  at  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  only  rise  to  say  that  if  the  Liquor 
Act  of  1883  has  the  effect  which  one  of  the  superior  courts 
of  one  of  the  Provinces  says  it  has,  it  was  certainly  not  the 
intention  of  the  framers  of  the  Bill ;  and  I  think  it  right  to 
say  that  the  way  in  which  this  double  or  second  section 
crept  in  was  that  the  anxiety  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
(Mr.  Foster),  which  I  then  concurred  in,  was  that  the 
legislation  then  proposed  should  not  in  any  way  affect  the 
Scott  Act.  The  clause  as  it  was  would,  perhaps,  have  been 
sufficient  to  have  that  effect ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
very  anxious,  and  the  House  will  remembor  that  it  was  at 
the  close  of  the  Session  that  the  matter  was  proposed,  and 
in  that  way  the  second  clause  was  put  in.  I  do  not  make 
this  explanation  on  my  own  behalf  so  much  as  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  who,  I  believe,  has  been 
assailed  for  allowing  it  to  slip  in  designedly  or  without 
proper  attention. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

PATENT  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  MoCARTHY  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  64) 
to  further  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1812.  He  said :  The 
Bill,  as  I  explained  when  I  had  the  honor  of  introducing  it 
to  the  House,  is  for  the  purpose  of  amending  one  provision 
of  the  Patent  Act,  namely,  that  particular  section  which 
g  ives  to  the  Minister  who  has  charge  of  patonts  jurisdiction 
to  set  aside  a  patent  on  the  grounds  mentioned  in  this  sec- 
tio  n.  The  Bill  provides,  as  the  House  will  know,  the 
machinery  for  an  appeal,  and  also  makes  provision  for  the 
examination  of  witnesses  under  oath,  and  for  a  proper 
examination  by  the  Minister  who  is  to  try  and  determine 
the  question  as  to  the  validity  of  the  patent.  Attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  extraordinary  provision  in  the  law  by  a 
recent  case  of  very  great  importance,  known  as  the  Bell 
Telephone  case.  In  that  case,  on  complaint  being  made  to 
Mr.  Robertson  (Shelburne), 


the  Minister,  he  felt  himself  compelled— and  I  do  not  know 
but  that  he  was  doing  quite  rightly,  if  the  law  is  a  proper  law 
— to  hear  the  complaint  that  was  made  against  the  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company,  and  after  hearing  evidence  to  adjudicate  and 
determine  upon  it ;  and  the  result  was  that  he  held  that  the 
patent  was  void.  Now,  that  is  an  extraordinary  procedure, 
and  one  which  I  think  had  better  perhaps  be  swept  away 
from  the  Statute  Book  altogether.  I  am  not  at  all  quarel- 
ling  with  the  provisions  of  the  law,  or  saying  that  it  is  not 
a  proper  law;  but  when  we  have  properly  constituted 
courts,  with  judges  who  are  above  suspicion,  to  hear  mat¬ 
ters  of  this  kind,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  that  a 
Minister  should  retain  a  jurisdiction  such  as  this  section 
gves  him.  He  is  an  executive  officer,  and  is  necessarily  a 
politician ;  and  for  many  reasons  which  are  sufficiently 
obvious,  it  is  evident  that  this  particular  kind  of  jurisdic¬ 
tion  should  not  be  in  the  hands  of  a  Minister  or  his  deputy, 
but  if  it  is  to  be  in  the  hands  of  a  Minister,  I  do  not  suppose 
any  hon.  member  will  say  that  there  ought  not  to  be  an 
appeal.  In  the  case  I  mentioned,  one  man  has  had  the 
power  to  determine  absolutely  that  a  property  valued,  as  I 
am  told  by  the  proprietors,  at  something  like  half  a 
million  dollars,  is  forfeited,  and  at  one  stroke  of  his  pen, 
to  sweep  it  away.  Now,  whether  it  be  half  a  million 
or  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars,  or  whatever  the 
value  may  be,  it  does  appear  to  me  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  the  right  of  determining  the  question  of  property 
should  be  vested  in  one  man  without  the  right  of  appeal. 
Moreover — and  in  this  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall  receive  the 
support  of  my  hon.  friends  who  stand  up  for  provincial 
rights,  and  who  are  very  anxious  that  no  legislation  should 
be  had  that  trenches  on  the  rights  of  the  Provinces — I 
think  it  is  a  very  serious  question  whether  the  clause  to 
which  I  refer  is  not  unconstitutional.  When  a  patent  is 
granted  under  the  authority  of  this  Parliament,  or  by  a 
Department  created  by  this  Parliament,  that  patent  becomes 
a  matter  of  property,  and  if  the  property  in  that  patent  is 
taken  away,  I  submit,  it  can  only,  aud  ought  only  to  be 
taken  away  according  to  the  law  of  the  Province  in  which 
the  holder  of  the  patent  may  reside.  Now,  this  particular 
clause  gives  to  a  Minister,  and  also  to  the  deputy  of  that 
Minister,  jurisdiction  to  try  the  question  as  to  the  val¬ 
idity  of  the  patent.  I  think  the  two  things  can  be 
very  easily  separated.  The  one  part  cf  the  clause  which 
states  the  terms  and  conditions  on  which  a  patent  shall 
be  held  is  clearly  within  the  competence  of  this  Parliament ; 
but  the  manner  in  which  the  question  of  the  breach  of  the 
conditions  is  to  be  tried  is  a  matter  which  appears  to  be 
wholly  and  exclusively  within  the  competence  of  the  Legis¬ 
latures  of  the  Provinces.  To  illustrate  my  meaning  :  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  patent,  instead  of  being  a  patent  of  the  kind 
I  mentioned,  was  a  patent  of  land  in  the  North-West,  where 
we  have  power  to  grant  patents ;  I  do  not  suppose  any 
person  would  contend  that  in  granting  a  patent  of  land  in 
the  North-West  this  Parliament  could  annex  to  it  the  con¬ 
dition  that  in  case  any  dispute  arose  as  to  its  validity  it 
should  be  tried  in  any  particular  way  or  before  any  particu¬ 
lar  tribunal.  1  can  see  no  distinction  in  that  respect 
between  a  patent  of  land  and  a  patent  of  this  kind.  What 
I  am  saying  now  has  no  reference  to  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  law  should  be  swept  away;  but  if  it  is  to  remain, 
I  do  not  think  anyone  will  have  any  objection  to  the  Bill. 
The  first  clause  provides  power  to  summon  witnesses; 
the  fifth  clause  provides  for  the  power  of  examining  witnesses 
under  oath ;  the  sixth  clause  gives  the  power  to  the  Min  ister 
to  issue  a  commission  to  examine  witnesses  who  may  not 
be  within  his  jurisdiction,  so  as  to  be  summoned  by  subpoena 
— and  so  on.  I  will  not  weary  the  House  with  details. 
Objection  may  be  taken  to  one  word  in  the  ninth  olauee  and 
I  am  not  at  all  certain  that  it  should  not  be  eliminated : 
“  There  shall  be  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
from  any  present  or  future  decision  of  the  Minister,”  The 
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right  to  appeal  from  “  the  present  decision  ”  will,  of  course, 
be  retroactive.  It  is  a  matter  of  procedure,  but  it  is  ques¬ 
tionable  whether  we  should  pass  anything  in  the  character 
of  retroactive  legislation.  However,  this  will  be  left  for 
the  committee  to  determine.  For  those  i*easons  I  hope  the 
House  will  accept  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  in  com¬ 
mittee  any  amendments  may  be  made  which  the  House 
will,  in  its  judgment,  think  propor. 

Mr.  COLBY.  I  do  not  at  all  concur  in  the  views 
expressed  by  the  hon .  gentleman.  The  28th  clause  of  the 
Patent  Act  which  he  proposes  to  amend  was  inserted  as  a 
matter  of  public  policy,  and  the  manner  of  enforcing  it  was 
deliberately  decided  by  this  Parliament  at  the  time  the 
clause  was  under  consideration.  It  is  very  well  understood 
that  in  England  and  the  United  States  a  patentee  is  under 
no  obligation  to  utilise  his  patent  for  the  public  good.  He 
has  an  absolute  proprietory  interest  in  it,  whether  he  uses 
it  or  not,  during  the  entire  period  of  the  patent.  The  con¬ 
tract  is  simply,  on  his  part,  that  he  shall,  in  his  application, 
in  his  specification,  in  his  drawings,  and  in  his  models,  so 
discover  the  invention  that  when  his  property  ceases  it 
becomes  public  property,  so  that  any  person  skilled  in  the 
arts  can  then  have  the  full  benefit  of  the  invention  ;  but 
during  the  life  of  the  patent,  in  England  and  the  United 
States,  the  patentee  is  under  no  obligations  whatever  to  use 
it.  He  may  lock  it  up  ;  he  may  prevent  any  other  person 
from  using  it  or  infringing  on  it ;  he  may  give  the  public  no 
advantage  whatever  from  it,  if  he  chooses.  That  is  not  the 
policy  of  our  law.  Our  law  is  more  in  accordance  with  that 
adopted  by  the  continental  nations  of  Europe — France, 
Belgium,  and,  I  think,  Germany.  Under  our  law 
the  contract  is  a  conditional  contract.  The  patentee 
is  to  have  no  right  to  utilise  his  invention  unless 
he  makes  it  beneficial  to  the  country  which  gives  him 
the  privilege  of  utilising  it.  He  must  make  it 
beneficial  to  the  country  by  putting  it  in  operation,  by 
giving  the  public  the  advantage  to  be  derived  from  its  use. 
We  deliberately,  by  this  clause  28,  make  it  a  condition 
between  the  patentee  and  the  public  that  the  patentee  must 
use  it  in  this  country  under  certain  conditions,  and  we 
further  state  that  the  conditions  must  be  entered  in  the 
body  of  the  patent  itself  as  conditions  of  the  patent.  He 
takes  the  patent  subject  to  those  conditions,  which  are  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  at  large.  One  condition  is,,  that 
he  shall  not  import  that  invention  after  a  period  of  twelve 
months  from  the  time  he  takes  out  his  patent.  That  con¬ 
dition  is  imposed  in  the  interests  of  Canadian  industry,  in 
order  that  this  country  may  have  the  advantage  of  the 
manufacture  of  the  invention.  Another  condition  is,  that 
within  two  years  he  must  cause  his  invention  to  be  manu¬ 
factured  in  some  manufactory  in  Canada,  so  that  any  person 
wishing  to  obtain  it  can  obtain  it  at  a  reasonable  price. 
This  condition  is  subject  to.  modification ;  it  is  in 
the  discretion  of  the  commissioner,  if  proper  reasons 
be  advanced,  to  give  the  patentee  an  extension  of  time ;  but 
the  principle  of  the  law  is  distinctly  laid  down,  as  a  binding 
condition  of  the  contract  itself  between  the  patentee  and  the 
public,  that  he  shall  not  import,  after  a  certain  period,  and 
that  after  a  certain  other  period  he  shall  give  this  country 
the  benefit  of  the  manufacture  of  the  patent.  How  is  that 
carried  into  effect  ?  The  law  says  that  the  patent  may  be 
set  aside  by  the  ordinary  courts  for  other  reasons,  but  as 
regards  the  violation  of  this  particular  clause  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  is  the  tribunal  to  decide  the  question. 
That  provision  was  made  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of 
this  country  and  of  the  manufacturing  industries  of  this 
country.  Any  question  arising  under  it  can  be  but  a 
simple  question  of  fact ;  it  can  be  but  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  invention  has  or  has  not  been  imported  after 
the  period  of  twelve  months,  or  as  to  whether  it  has  been 
or  has  not  been  manufactured  in  the  Dominion  within  the 


period  of  two  years.  Both  are  simple  questions  of  fact,  with 
all  the  proof  of  which  the  respondent  himself,  tho 
party  charged  with  having  voided  his  own  patent, 
is  fully  seized.  If  ho  has  not  imported  or  has  not 
manufactured,  or  if  ho  has  imported  or  has  manu¬ 
factured,  the  facts  are  clearly  to  be  shown  by  his  own 
books.  Why  was  this  not  put  into  the  hands  of  the  ordinary 
courts  ?  Why  was  it  not  made  a  question  on  which  the 
ordinary  tribunals  could  pass,  beginning  with  the  original 
court,  thence  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  thence  to  tho  Supreme 
Court,  and  finally  to  the  Privy  Council?  The  reason  is  evi¬ 
dent.  It  was  simply  to  protect  the  people,  to  protect  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country,  to  protect  those  who  may 
desire  to  manufacture  and  work  an  invention  in  their  own 
interests  and  the  interest  of  the  public,  because  these  men 
would  not  enter  on  the  formidable  task  of  attempting  to 
break  down  a  patent  if  they  saw  they  would  bo  compelled 
to  go  from  one  court  to  the  other,  ending  with  the  Privy 
Council,  and  probably  be  kept  in  the  courts  for  years.  Tho 
Department  of  Agriculture  is  the  place,  the  tribunal,  a 
cheap  and  summary  tribunal ;  there  every  man,  without  the 
intervention  of  an  attorney,  without  the  intervention  of 
my  learned  friend  who  introduces  this  Bill,  dis¬ 
pensing  with  that  valuable  class  of  people,  may  go 
before  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  where  the  patent  is,  and 
where  the  model  is,  and  where  the  proofs  are,  and  make 
oat  his  primd  facie  case  that  this  patent  has  been  voided  on 
these  two  questions  of  simple  fact ;  and  then  the  Minister 
can  call  up  the  other  party  and  satisfy  himself  with  regard 
to  the  case.  There  are  no  abstruse  legal  points  whatever 
to  be  decided  but  a  simple  question  of  facts ;  and  if  any 
incidental  question  of  law  should  arise  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  has  the  advice  of  the  Minister  of  Justico  at  his 
disposal,  who  is  in  a  position  to  give  a  legal  decision.  My 
hon.  friend  who  introduced  this  Bill  was  worsted  recently 
in  a  case  he  had  before  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He  is 
not  now  a  Daniel  come  to  judgment.  But  my  hon.  friend’s 
colleague,  in  speaking  of  other  decisions  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  did  not  speak  of  them  at  all  in  a  disparaging 
way.  His  colleague,  Mr.  Cameron,  who  was  an  associate 
with  him  in  this  important  case,  said,  on  a  formor  occasion : 

“This  interpretation  has  gone  forth  to  the  world.  It  is  to  be  found 
in  every  patent  office,  and  in  every  patent  and  solicitor’s  office.  *  *  * 
It  is,  moreover,  a  decision  which  has  received  the  approval  of  our  highest 
courts.” 

That  was  a  decision  in  a  previous  case,  not  in  the  last 
case. — 

“  It  has  received  the  approval  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ontario,  and 
it  has  received  the  approval  of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  not  only  have 
endorsed  the  conclusions,  but  have  endorsed  the  reason  s  given  by  Mr. 
Tache,  in  what  is  described  as  his  able  judgment.” 

My  hon.  friend’s  colleague  had  no  fault  to  find  with  the 
decision  of  that  tribunal.  My  hon.  friend’s  associate  speaks 
of  them  as  able  decisions,  which  have  received  the  approval 
of  all  the  courts  ;  but  in  this  last  unfortunate  decision,  in 
which  my  hon.  friend’s  client  was  injured,  the  matter  was  a 
very  serious  one,  and  what  is  the  serious  effect  and  conse¬ 
quence  ?  The  serious  consequence  is  simply  this,  that  a 
great  and  gigantic  monopoly  has  been  broken  down  in  this 
country ;  that  the  people  of  Canada,  by  the  wise  decision, 
the  just  decision,  the  careful  and  unexceptionable 
decision  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,-  find  that 
a  gigantic  monopoly  has  been  broken  down, 
which  my  friend  in  this  Bill  wishes  to  revive 
— for  he  makes  it  applicable  to  present  decisions — and  the 
people  of  Canada  for  all  time  to  come  are  to  have  cheap 
telephoning  instead  of  paying  the  excessive  rates  they 
would  have  had  to  pay  had  not  these  patents  been  voided. 
There  could  not  be  a  better  case  in  point.  Would  any  weak 
company,  desiring  to  give  cheap  service  to  tho  people  of 
Canada,  have  ventured  to  attack  that  great  monopoly,  with 
all  its  wealth,  if  they  had  known  that  they  were  to  be 
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dragged  from  one  court  to  another,  from  the  original 
court  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  from  the  Court 
of  Appeal  to  the  Supremo  Court,  and  from  the 
Supreme  Court  to  the  Privy  Council  ?  I  say  that 
the  very  case  which  he  cites  as  a  case  which  justifies 
the  modification  of  this  law,  is  a  case,  of  all  others,  which 
shows  the  absolute  necessity  of  this  law,  if  the  people  of 
Canada  and  the  manufacturers  of  Canada  are  to  have  the 
advantages  which  the  Legislature  intended  them  to  have, 
and  which  it  is  wise  and  in  the  interests  of  all  the  people 
of  this  country  that  they  should  have.  The  whole  effect 
of  that  law  will  be  nullified.  We  have  a  model  room.  A 
manufacturer  goes  into  that  room  and  sees  something 
which  he  can  manufacture  conveniently  in  connection 
with  his  own  industries.  He  goes  to  the  office  and  asks  : 
Who  is  the  patentee  ?  Is  this  thing  being  manufactured 
in  Canada  ?  If  not,  I  desire  to  manufacture  it.  He  satisfies 
himself  that  it  is  not  being  manufactured,  and  he  lays  his 
paimd  facie  case  before  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He 
can  do  it  without  the  intervention  of  any  solicitor.  He  can 
go  himself  and  can  fill  up  documents  which  he  can  obtain. 
Then  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  calls  for  the  patentee  and 
the  matter  of  fact  is  sifted,  and  this  man  can  then  go  on, 
having  voided  that’  patent,  and  utilise,  for  his  own  advan¬ 
tage  and  for  the  advantage  of  the  people  of  Canada,  this 
invention  which  the  patentee  bound  himself,  when  he 
obtained  his  patent,  to  give  to  the  people  of  Canada. 
Would  that  poor  man,  that  man  of  ordinary  means,  that 
manufacturer,  venture  on  that  if  he  saw  he  was  under  the 
necessity  of  employing  able  counsel  liko  my  hon.  friend, 
the  introducer  of  this  15111,  and  was  liable  to  be 
taken  from  court  to  court  and  to  be  kept  a  long 
time  waiting  for  a  decision?  Ho  would  not.  Then 
the  whole  beneficial  effect  of  this  law  would  be  nullified  by 
making  it  a  matter  for  the  courts.  The  Legislature  foresaw 
this,  and  saw  that  the  only  way  to  make  the  28th  clause  useful 
to  the  country,  the  only  way  by  which  it  could  be  carried 
out  beneficially  to  the  manufacturers  and  the  enterprising 
men  of  this  country,  was  to  provido  some  cheap,  some  sum¬ 
mary  and  easy  and  speedy  remedy  by  which  these  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  could  be  decided.  The  law  has  operated  well. 
Every  decision  which  has  been  rendered,  except  the  last, 
has  been  satisfactory  to  the  public  at  large,  and  the  last  has 
been  satisfactory  to  all  the  public,  except  to  my  hon.  friend 
and  his  associates  and  his  clients.  But  no  decision  ever 
rendered  by  any  couit  will,  I  believe,  be  attended  with  more 
beneficial  results  than  the  decision  of  which  my  hon.  friend 
complains  and  which  he  states  as  a  reason  why  this  law 
should  be  changed ;  for,  during  all  the  future,  this  instru¬ 
ment  can  and  will,  by  fair  and  legitimate  competition,  be 
brought  at  a  cheap  rate  to  the  door  of  every  man  who 
wishes  to  use  it  throughout  the  land,  and  can  be  obtained 
at  rates  which  could  not  have  been  dreamed  of  if  this 
monopoly  could  have  held  this  patent,  so  justly  voided  in 
consequence  of  their  own  acts,  their  own  failure  to  do  what 
was  clearly  pointed  out  in  the  contract  given  them  at  the 
time  they  took  the  patent.  I  object  entirely  to  the  Bill 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  introduced.  I  think  it  is  wrong. 
I  think  it  is  not  at  all  in  the  interests  of  the  country.  I 
think  that  clause  will  be  a  nugatory  clause,  if  the  matter  is 
taken  from  the  present  jurisdiction  and  thrown  into  the 
hands  of  the  courts,  and  I  shall  feel  called  upon,  if  my  hon. 
friend  insists  upon  retaining  that  feature  in  the  Bill,  to 
divide  the  House  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  MIJLOCK.  My  hon.  friend  from  North  Simcoe  (Mr. 
McCarthy),  presents  this  Bill  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  on  the  grounds,  as  he  argues,  that  the  present  law  is 
unconstitutional.  He  argues  that  the  law,  as  it  stands  at 
present,  is  an  infringement  on  civil  rights  which  were  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Provinces  alone,  and  as  an  illustration  of  that 
argument,  he  states  the  case  of  the  grant  of  lands  by  the 
Mr.  Colby. 


DEBATES.  March  18, 


Dominion,  and  then  asks  whether  the  Crown  could  after¬ 
wards  cancel  those  patents,  and  concludes  his  illustration 
by  saying  he  sees  no  distinction  between  the  position  of  a 
patentee  of  lands  and  a  patentee  under  the  Patent  Act. 
Well,  if  he  does  not  see  any  distinction  between  the  two  cases, 
I  think  others  will.  There  is  a  vast  difference  between  the  two. 
In  the  case  of  a  patent  of  lands,  what  is  patented  ?  Something 
tangible,  something  that  has  a  locality — immovable  land. 
But,  under  the  Patent  Act,  what  is  patented  is  a  bare  privi¬ 
lege,  the  creature  of  Parliament,  which  can  be  granted 
on  such  conditions  and  subject  to  such  terms  as  the  creator 
of  that  privilege  may  choose  to  assign  to  it.  The  patentee, 
under  those  circumstances,  does  not  at  any  time  own  the 
absolute  property.  He  has  only  the  enjoyment  of  his  right 
sub  modo  at  best,  and  he  cannot  say,  when  the  rescission  of 
the  patent  takes  place,  that  there  has  been  a  forfeiture  of 
any  right.  There  has  been  simply  a  carrying  out  of  the 
contract  which  gave  him  a  conditional  privilege  only.  There 
is  no  absolute  withdrawal  of  the  right  from  him. 

Mr.  MoCAETHY.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  has  misunder¬ 
stood  my  argument.  I  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  the 
imposition  of  the  conditions  is  beyond  the  competency  of 
this  Parliament,  but  that  the  trial  of  that  question,  the 
creation  of  a  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  that  question,  unless 
it  was  the  creation  of  a  court,  was  beyond  the  competency 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend  to  say  that 
tho  property  of  a  patentee  in  a  patent  was  a  private  right  ; 
that  it  became  property  in  the  technical  meaning  of  the 
word  “  property  ”  under  the  British  North  America  Act ; 
and,  that  being  so,  that  it  was  solely  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Provinces. 

Mr.  McCAETHY.  Merely  as  to  the  trial.  I  quite 
admit,  of  course,  that  conditions  may  be  imposed,  and  that 
they  have  been  properly  imposed. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend  argued  that  the  House, 
in  delegating  the  power  to  deal  with  the  matter  to  one  of 
its  own  officers,  was  proceeding  unconstitutionally,  and  that 
cannot  be,  unless  it  is  shown  that  the  subject  matter  of  the 
trial  is  not  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  House.  If  the 
subject  matter  to  bo  dealt  with  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
this  Parliament,  as  this  is,  then  I  submit  that  Parliament, 
or  the  agent  of  Parliament,  the  Minister,  or  any  other 
agent,  can  deal  with  it.  He  has  not  shown  any  necessity 
for  this  legislation,  and  I  do  not  think  that  Parliament  is 
called  upon  to  amend  or  repeal  measures,  unless  it  can  be 
shown  to  be  in  the  public  interest  that  the  repealing  or 
amending  should  take  place.  The  only  case  that  can  be 
cited,  the  most  recent  case,  the  rescission  of  the  patent  of 
the  Bell  Telephone  Company,  I  do  not  think  amounts  to  a 
public  grievance.  In  the  part  of  the  country  that  I  am 
familiar  with  I  am  not  aware  that  the  public  see  that  any 
injustice  was  done  to  the  patentees  or  to  the  general  public. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  my  great  pleasure  to  be  able  to 
testify  to  the  general  approbation  with  which  the  decision 
of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in  that  case  was  received. 
My  hon.  friend  from  North  Simcoe  says :  Why  not  delegate 
this  to  the  courts  ?  We  have  courts,  and  as  long  as  we 
have  upright  and  impartial  judges,  let  them  deal 
with  the  matter.  Does  he  say  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  either  this  Government  or  any  succeeding  Govern¬ 
ment,  is  not  equally  fit  to  be  entrusted  with  this  power  ?  It 
is  true  that  there  is  a  nominal  decision  in  each  case  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual,  but  he  does  it  upon  the  responsibility  of  himself  and 
his  whole  Cabinet.  If  he  is  wrong  his  whole  Cabinet  will 
bear  more  or  less  of  the  blame,  and  he  is,  we  must  assume, 
ready  to  take  the  responsibilities  of  his  act.  He  feels  that 
he  is  only  one  individual  deciding  that  case,  but  he  knows 
that  the  whole  remaining  twelve  of  his  colleagues  share 
the  responsibility  of  his  action.  Therefore,  I  think  the 
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public  have  equal,  if  not  greater,  guarantees  in  this  case, 
with  the  advantage  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
will  deal  as  intelligently  and  carefully  in  the  matter 
as  if  it  were  in  the  hands  of  the  ordinary  courts  of  the  land. 
Further,  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  very  great  objec¬ 
tions  to  having  mere  questions  of  fact  taken  away  from  the 
judge  in  tho  first  instance,  and  transferred  to  other  courts. 
It  is  a  cardinal  rule,  and  has  become  almost  an  absolute 
portion  of  our  law  to-day,  that  no  appeal  on  mere  questions 
of  fact  can  be  entertained.  Wq  know  that  in  all  cases  of 
appeal  the  judges  are  almost  conclusively  bound  by  the 
decision  of  the  first  judge  on  tho  question  of  fact. 
And  what  is  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  called  upon  to 
decide  here?  Not  questions  of  law;  merely  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact.  He  is  called  upon  to  decide 
whether  the  patentee  has  or  has  not  complied  with 
the  condition^  of  tho  Patent  Act — namely,  has  he  imported 
contrary  to  law?  Has  he  manufactured  or  has  he  not 
manufactured  ?  Bare  questions  of  fact.  What  matter  is 
there  for  appeal  in  such  cases  ?  The  question  under  this 
Act  is,  did  the  patentee  manufacture  the  article  within  two 
years?  Now,  is  not  one  man  as  capable  to  decide  that  as 
fifty  men  ?  Another  question  is,  whether  he  imported 
contrary  to  law.  That  is  a  bare  question  of  fact.  We 
require  no  Supreme  Court  to  tell  us  whether  he  did  or  did 
not ;  we  do  not  require  to  go  to  the  Privy  Council  to  ascer¬ 
tain  that  fact.  Therefore,  I  say  that  even  if  we  admit,  for 
a  moment,  that  it  were  proper  subject  matter  for  the  pro¬ 
vincial  or  other  courts,  nevertheless  I  say  it  is  in  no  sense  a 
case  in  which  an  appeal  should  bo  allowed  if  you  have  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  court  of  first  jurisdiction.  Now  this  motion  is 
only  the  first  step.  Let  the  House  to-day  pass  this  measure, 
and  what  will  we  have  our  friend  here  applying  for  next 
year,  or  the  succeeding  year  ?  He  will  say:  Why  give  this 
jurisdiction  to  the  Government  at  all  ?  Why  not,  in  the 
first  instance,  take  the  whole  matter  to  some  of  the  courts  ? 
What  is  the  life  of  a  patent  ?  Five,  ten,  or  fifteen  years, 
at  the  option  of  the  patentee.  Why,  before  the  right  can 
be  determined,  the  patent  will  have  expired,  and  thus,  prac¬ 
tically,  there  will  be  no  power  to  enforce  compliance  with 
the  conditions  on  which  the  patent  was  granted.  If 
that  principle  is  admitted,  if  what  my  hon.  friend  is  con¬ 
tending  for  is  granted,  then  you  may  as  well  say  there  is 
no  power  left  to  compel  the  patentee  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  law.  It  is  entirely  in  the  compe¬ 
tence  of  this  Parliament  to  attach  such  conditions  as  it  may 
see  fit  as  to  any  privileges  it  may  grant.  No  public  neces¬ 
sity  has  been  shown  for  this  measure.  Therefore,  neither 
on  local  grounds  nor  on  grounds  of  public  necessity,  can 
any  argument  be  advanced  in  favor  of  the  measure.  One 
part  of  the  Bill,  however,  I  think  might  be  agreed  to — that 
portion  of  it  which  provides  that  the  Minister  may  obtain 
evidence  under  oath.  That  is  merely  in  order  to  further 
enable  him  to  do  complete  justice,  and  to  ascertain  the 
truth  and  tho  whole  truth.  To  that  part  of  it,  without 
having  heard  any  argument  upon  it,  I  can  see  no  objection. 

*  Mr.  WHITE  (East  Hastings).  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
we  have  one  common  sense  man  in  this  country,  and  that  is 
the  gentleman  who  presides  over  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  The  hon.  mover  of  this  Bill,  on  another  occasion, 
said  there  was  to  be  one  common  sense  man  on  the  Eailway 
Commission.  Now,  Sir,  when  we  have  a  gentleman  who 
presides  over  that  Department,  and  gives  such  excellent 
decisions,  and  so  satisfactory  to  the  public,  I  think  we  had 
better  allow  this  matter  to  remain  in  his  hands.  I  am  very 
glad  there  is  one  court  in  this  country  from  which  we  can 
get  a  decision  so  sound,  and  so  early  after  the  action  is 
entered.  The  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby) 
asked  how  long  after  a  person  entered  a  case  would  he  be 
able  to  get  it  through  ?  You  can  commence  the  action  in 
the  County  Court  ;  it  is  then  taken  to  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
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Bench,  thou  to  Toronto,  then  to  Ottawa,  and  then  to  the 
old  country.  It  takes  a  great  many  years  and  a  groat  deal 
of  money.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that  this  Bill  be  not  now 
read  a  second  time,  but  that  it  be  read  this  day  six  months. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  am  a  good  deal  surprised  at  the 
great  warmth  displayed  by  my  hon.  friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Colby)  in  his  opposition  to  this  Bill.  Tho  accusations  that  ho 
levelled  at  me  might  perhaps  entitle  me  to  return  the  com¬ 
pliment.  I  do  not  know,  therefore  I  do  not  say,  whether 
my  hon.  friend  was  interested  or  not  in  the  company  that 
presented  tho  petition  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  If  I 
did  know  I  could  not  say,  according  to  the  rules  of  this 
House.  Every  hon.  member,  however,  must  be  left  to 
draw  his  own  conclusion  from  what  we  saw  and  what  we 
heard,  and  certainly  I  have  not  found  any  difficulty 
in  drawing  my  conclusion  upon  the  subject.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  not  at  all  quarrelling,  and  therefore  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  need  not  have 
argued  s&  strenuously  against  a  position  which  I  certainly 
did  not  take  up,  and  that  is,  that  this  Parliament  had  not 
power  to  impose  any  conditions  upon  the  patentee.  On  tho 
contrary,  I  said  I  approved  of  those  conditions.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  very  much  advance  the  National  Policy,  but 
I  congratulate  the  member  from  North  York  for  his  adhe¬ 
sion  to  the  National  Policy  to  that  extent,  because 
it  will  to  some  extent,  at  all  events,  be  promotive 
of  industry  in  tho  country.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
object  to  another  clause,  and  that  is  that  any  one  man,  even 
a  man  so  great  and  so  just  as  I  quite  freely  admit  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is,  should  have  the  power 
to  determine  the  rights  of  any  person  in  this  country  by 
his  mere  ipse  dixit.  I  am  astonished  to  find  that  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  will  stand  up  and  say  that  one  man  is  to 
determine  vast  questions  of  right,  where  property  may  be 
in  question,  of  very  considerable  value,  as  frequently  is  the 
case,  without  an  opportunity  of  calling  witnesses,  and  with¬ 
out  examining  them  under  oath.  We  are  told  it  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  fact ;  that  there  is  no  question  of  law  involved  ;  and 
yet  this  question  of  fact  is  to  bind  the  patentee,  and  to  bind 
the  complainant,  because  it  binds  one  party  as  well  as  the 
other ;  this  question  of  fact  is  to  be  determined  upon  the 
papers  sent  into  the  Minister,  not  even  sworn  to,  and  he, 
not  having  the  power  to-swear  them,  and  without  the  men 
being  brought  to  be  cross-examined,  without  an  opportunity 
afforded  to  everybody,  to  every  subject,  of  having  the 
witness  brought  face  to  face,  and  of  having  an  opportunity 
to  ci’oss-examine  that  witness,  I  am  astonished  that 
there  should  have  been  found  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House  who  would  stand  up  in  favor  of  a  system  such  as  that. 
My  hon.  friend  says,  and  insinuates,  that  it  is  done  in  the 
interests  of  the  profession  which  I  have  the  honor  to  belong. 
Well,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think,  speak¬ 
ing  for  myself,  that  I  require  to  make  practice ;  I  certainly 
do  not  feel  as  if  I  desired  in  any  way  to  promote  legislation 
with  that  end  in  view.  But  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  lawyers 
are  not  now  employed  to  go  before  the  Minister,  for  I  think 
a  number  of  lawyers  appeared  in  this  case,  about  three  or 
four  times  tho  number  that  would  have  been  allowed  to 
appoar  before  any  ordinary  court ;  and  the  Minister,  with 
his  usual  good  nature,  heard  lawyer  after  lawyer — I  think 
about  a  dozen,  all  told.  I  only  appeared  before  him  on  on© 
occasion. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  probably  got  as 
high  fees. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  And  probably  got  quite  as  high  fees  as 
in  many  ordinary  cases.  That  is  an  argument  which  might 
be  addressed  to  a  body  different  from  this— -that  it  is  a  poor 
man’s  court  where  questions  can  be  cheaply  and  quickly 
determined.  All  those  are  arguments  which  might  be 
characterised  in  language  not  very  complimentary  to  the 
hon.  member.  The  question  is  this :  If  the  patentee  gets 


m 


JLjIJJx  JL  IblO. 


March  18, 


the  patent  upon  those  conditions,  conditions  which  are  fair, 
is  it  proper  or  right  that  his  patent  should  be  taken  away  by 
a  tribunal  constituted  as  this  tribunal  is  ?  Why,  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  who  has  no  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  or  in  any  of  his 
colleagues,  as  I  understand  him,  thinks  we  ought  not  only 
to  have  confidence  in  the  hon.  gentleman  but  should  accept 
his  decision  as  a  higher  authority  than  the  courts  of  the 
land,  than  judges  sworn  to  do  their  duty  impartially,  judges 
only  removable  by  joint  address  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  men  who  hold  office  during  good  behavior  in  that 
way.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  be— I  am  not  desiring  to 
make  any  attack  on  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  am  not  desiring 
to  express  an  opinion  about  his  decision  in  the  last 
case,  for  I  desired,  and  I  thought  I  made  myself 
plain  when  I  introduced  the  Bill,  to  say  that  if 
he  thinks  proper  there  should  bo  no  appeal  in  the  last  case, 
and  I  think  it  would  bo  better  there  should  not  be— but  I 
say  that  this  very  important  case,  in  which  a  vast  amount 
of  property  is  concerned,  has  brought  prominently  before 
the  people  the  fact  that  their  property  may  be  taken  away 
by  the  decision  of  one  man,  and  he  not  a  judge,  a  man  not 
possessing  legal  training,  not  amenable  to  public  opinion  ; 
by  one  man  who  is  necessarily  a  politician,  and  whose 
judgment  will  not  be  accepted  in  every  case,  whatever  may 
be  his  decision,  as  one  of  a  satisfactory  character.  There 
have  been  Ministers  of  Agriculture,  and  there  will  be  other 
Ministers  of  Agriculture,  and  1  ask  hon.  members  to  try 
and  remember  who  they  were,  and  perhaps  to  look  forward 
and  see  who  will  probably  fill  that  position,  and  let  them 
ask  themselves  whether  they  are  willing  that  matters  of 
such  importance  should  be  dealt  with  and  decided  by  a 
Minister  who  happens  to  fill  the  position  of  Minister  of 
Agriculture.  Moreover,  his  deputy  is  vested  with  the  same 
power  as  is  the  Minister,  the  deputy  who  is  not  even  amen¬ 
able  to  this  House,  who  does  not  carry  with  him  in  his 
decisions  that  tremendous  weight  which  is  to  be  given  to 
the  decision  of  a  Minister,  according  to  the  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  because  he  sees  in  it  the 
decision  of  the  whole  Cabinet,  a  doctiine  which  members 
of  the  Cabinet  will  not  desire  to  accept. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  did  not  wish  to  give  the  House  to 
understand,  for  a  moment,  that  I  supposed  the  wholf  Cabi¬ 
net  personally  were  aware  of  the  decision,  or  gave  it  as 
their  judgment.  I  simply  meant  that  in  giving  that  deci¬ 
sion  the  hon.  gentleman  compromised  his  Cabinet,  and  as 
regards  the  effect,  made  not  only  himself  responsible  but 
his  twelve  colleagues. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Can  there  be  any  better  argument 
than  that  offered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken,  for  doing  away  with  such  a  law?  He  says  the 
decision  compromised  the  Cabinet,  and  that  the  decision 
must  be  viewed  with  respect  to  the  effect  upon  the  Cabinet 
and  upon  public  opinion,  and  with  reference  to  the  chance 
of  an  adverse  decision  in  this  House,  and  matters  of  that 
kind,  which  certainly  would  not  enter  into  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  a  judicial  officer  in  determining  a  matter  between 
two  people  in  this  Dominion.  No  better  argument  can  be 
offered  than  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  York  in  the  explanation  he  has  given  to  the  House. 

I  desire  not  to  be  misrepresented  by  the  hon.  member 
behind  me  or  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York.  I 
desire  the  House  to  understand  that  this  is,  as  I  have  said, 
a  one  man’s  decision,  the  decision  of  a  man  who  has  no 
power  to  call  witnesses,  who  decides  upon  evidence  that  is 
not  sworn  evidence,  and  upon  statements  made  behind  the 
back  of  the  party  interested,  without  opportunity  being 
afforded  for  cross-examination.  All  this,  I  say,  is,  to 
my  mind,  so  monstrous  that  I  can  hardly  imagine 
it  being  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House  with- 1 
out  the  House  desiring  an  amendment  made  to  the  ( 
Mr,  McCarthy, 


law.  My  hon.  friend  has  endeavored  to  mix  up  the  rights 
of  patentees  with  the  general  and  abstract  question.  He  says 
in  particular  no  more  beneficial  decision  could  be  given. 
What  has  been  effected  ?  For  this  time  forth  we  shall 
have  cheap  telephoning,  and  will  get  that  accommodation 
which  is  becoming  so  very  essential  to  men  of  business 
at  a  cheaper  rate.  Is  that  an  argument  worthy  of  the 
hon.  gentleman ;  is  it  an  argument  that  ought  to  have 
fallen  from  a  man  so  distinguished ;  is  it  an  argument 
which  could  have  fallen  from  any  person  but  one 
who  might  have  something  more  than  a  public  inter¬ 
est  in  the  question  ?  Surely  the  hon.  member  will 
hardly  say  it  was  right  to  present  that  as  an  argument 
against  1  his  amendment  of  the  law,  this  amendment  as 
regards  the  abstract  principle,  as  to  whether  it  is  right  that 
the  gentleman  whom  I  have  already  described  should  have 
the  determination  of  a  question  of  this  kind.  Surely  it  was 
not  in  any  sense  as  a  bribe  that  it  was  held  out  to  members 
of  the  House.  But  I  can  tell  the  hon,  gentleman — I  men¬ 
tion  this  for  his  private  information— that,  perhaps,  so  far 
as  that  case  goes,  he  has  not  heard  the  last  of  it.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  an  ancient  and  well  known  jurisdiction,  the  Court  of 
Queen’s  Bench  has  the  right  to  revise  proceedings  of  tri¬ 
bunals  created  as  this  tribunal  is ;  it  has  a  right  to  call  on 
the  Minister  to  certify  to  the  court  all  the  proceedings  that 
have  taken  place  before  him,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  very 
dignified  position  for  the  Minister  to  occupy. 

Mr.  COLBY.  Have  you  not  failed  to  get  such  an  order 
from  the  court  ? 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  have  not  failed.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  not  very  familiar  with  the  procedure  taken.  There 
is  at  present  an  application  before  the  court,  for  the  purpose 
of  compelling  the  Minister  to  certify  to  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  all  the  proceedings  that  took  place  before  him,  and 
it  is  an  ancient  jurisdiction  of  the  court  which  has  been 
exercised,  because  that  court  always  claimed  to  exercise 
supervision  over  proceedings  of  what,  according  to  the  view 
of  the  law,  is  an  judicial  tribunal.  I  say  if  that  is  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  is  open,  it  is  not  a  dignified  position  for  a 
Minister  to  be  placed  in,  to  be  called  on  to  certify  his  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  a  judge  sitting  in  Toronto,  St.  John  or  Halifax, 
for  his  revision  and  decision. 

Mr.  COLBY.  Then  we  do  not  need  this  law. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  submit  we  do  need  the  law.  The 
proper  way  to  determine  such  rights  is  by  a  properly  con¬ 
stituted  court  of  law.  If  such  a  trial  is  surrounded  by  too 
many  obstacles  and  difficulties  the  law  should  be  amended 
by  the  proper  Legislatures.  But  I  do  not  know  why  the 
law  disposing  of  questions  of  patents  should  be  different 
from  the  law  with  respect  to  rights  in  regard  to  other  ques¬ 
tions.  Rights  of  property,  of  character  and  reputation,  we 
are  willing  to  leave  to  the  courts  of  the  land  ;  but,  forsooth, 
a  question  of  patents  is  one  which  some  hon.  members 
think  the  courts  are  not  capable  of  dealing  with,  simply 
because  it  involves  questions  of  fact.  I  deny  in  toto  that 
this  is  merely  a  question  of  fact.  The  Minister  knows  that 
in  this  very  case  rather  difficul  t  questions  of  law  came  up, 
or  at  all  events  were  argued.  The  question  was  as  to  the 
importing  of  portions  of  instruments  said  to  be  patented, 
and  it  was  a  rather  difficult  question  of  law 
to  determine  whether  the  parts  imported  wore 
those  which  involved  a  forfeiture  of  the  patent  granted. 
If,  of  course,  there  had  been  an  importation  of  the  instru¬ 
ment  in  whole  there  would  be  no  difficulty ;  but  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  case,  and  probably  in  many  cases,  the  difficulty 
would  arise  as  to  the  imphrtation  in  part,  and  as  to  whether 
they  were  such  portions  as  the  law  contemplated  should  be 
manufactured  in  the  country,  and  should  not  be  imported. 
I  propose,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  ask  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  I  think  in  doing  so  I  will  only  be  discharging 
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my  duty  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  my  attention  was  brought  to  this  subject 
by  the  case  to  which  reference  has  been  made ;  but,  as  I  say, 
my  own  opinion  is,  that  it  would  bo  better  that  the  power 
to  review  the  decision  should  be  omitted  from  the  discussion 
and  consideration  of  this  particular  question.  It  should  be 
treated,  and  I  trust  it  will  be  treated,  simply  on  its  merits, 
and  the  merits  of  the  question  are  :  Should  it  bo  a  matter 
to  be  disposed  of  by  a  Minister,  or  by  a  Deputy  Minister, 
without  any  special  Gaining  or  experience,  the  question  of 
whether  a  person’s  property  is  or  is  not  forfeited  ?  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  will  remember  that  myBillis  not  repealing;  it  is  assum¬ 
ing  this  right,  though  I  would  willingly  accept  the  other 
conclusion  ;  but  if  the  Minister  is  to  have  that  power  ought  he 
to  have  the  power  of  summoning  witnesses  ?  That  is  the  first 
clause.  Ought  he  to  have  the  power  of  examining  witnesses 
on  oath,  or  of  issuing  a  commission  for  the  examination  of 
witnesses  who  cannot  attend  ?  When  he  decides  the  matter, 
should  there  be  the  right  of  appeal ;  or  is  his  decision 
irrevocable  ?  If  the  House  does  not  care  to  accept  the  main 
provision,  there  are  some  provisions  which  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  thinks  should  be  adopted, 
and  certainly  the  House  should  not  say  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  the  second  time  this  day  six  months,  but  that  it 
should  be  read  the  second  time  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  listened  very  attentively  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  and  I  have  listened  to 
the  slurs — I  may  say,  the  rather  impudent  slurs — which 
he  has  cast  upon  my  hon.  friend  from  Stanstead  (Mr. 
Colby).  I  do  not  think  he  had  any  right  to  say  that  my 
hon.  friend  was  influenced  by  having  an  interest  in  this 
patent.  Whether  he  had  an  interest  in  the  patent  or  not 
I  do  not  know,  but  I  would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe 
whether  he  did  not  have  a  large  fee  for  carrying  this  matter 
before  the  courts  ?  and  having  obtained  that  fee,  whether  he 
thinks  he  should  not  do  what  he  can  for  those  clients  of  his, 
and  show  them  that  he  is  doing  his  best  to  earn  his  fee  ?  I 
ask  him  this  question,  though  I  do  not  suppose  he  is 
influenced  in  that  way.  I  know  he  is  far  removed 
from  influences  of  that  kiDd.  Bat  still  lawyers  and 
attorneys  are  like  other  men — they  are  apt  to  be 
influenced.  Not  that  I  think  that  my  hon.  friend  would  be 
influenced,  but  still  I  think  he  would  like  to  serve  his 
client,  and  to  show  him  that  he  had  done  what  he  could  to 
support  a  measure  in  this  House  which  he  thinks  would 
suit  his  client.  I  think  ho  would  like  his  client  to  feel  that  he 
had  earned  his  money,  and  certainly  he  has  no  right  to  cast 
aspersions  on  my  hon.  friend  from  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby), 
for  anything  he  has  done  in  this  House,  unless  he  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  take  the  same  himself.  Now,  what  is  the  condition 
of  these  men  who  came  to  got  this  patent  ?  Did  they  come 
here  blindly?  Did  they  come  without  knowing  what  they 
were  doing?  Has  anything  been  fox'ced  on  them?  They 
came  to  get  this  patent  under  a  contract  between  them  and 
the  State.  They  came  here  and  said  :  We  want  a  patent; 
and  the  Government  replied  :  We  will  give  you  a  patent 
under  certain  conditions,  one  condition  of  which  is  that  you 
shall  manufacture  that  instrument  in  this  country,  within  a 
certain  time,  and  that  you  shall  not  import  it  after  a  certain 
time.  These  are  the  conditions;  and  if  those  gentlemen 
had  complied  with  them,  there  would  have  been  no  case  of 
this  kind  ;  there  would  have  been  nothing  of  this  descrip, 
tion  here.  But  they  failed  in  those  conditions— -they 
thought  they  could  dodge  those  conditions.  It  is  true  that 
they  did  bring  in  these  articles,  and  although  they  failed 
to  bring  them  in  within  the  time  prescribed  by  the  Act.  I  did 
not  think  the  accident  of  their  not  getting  them  in  within 
the  time  was  a  criminal  matter.  But  they  attempted  to  dodge 
the  conditions  by  manufacturing  all  the  parts,  by  punching 
all  the  holes,  by  making  all  the  bars  and  other  pai’ts  that 
could  be  made  outside,  and  bringing  them  in  and  putting 


them  together.  I  would  ask  if  that  was  manufacturing 
them  in  this  country?  I  say  that  the  industrious  people 
of  this  country,  who  give  pidvileges  to  these  patentees,  have 
their  rights  in  the  matter.  But  that  is  not  all.  The  next 
complaint  is,  that  I,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  or  my 
deputy,  for  whose  every  act  I  am  responsible— that  I  am 
not  responsible  to  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  McCarthy,  no. 

Mr.  POPE.  “Not  amenable  to  public  opinion” — those 
are  his  words.  Now,  I  would  like  to  ask,  Is  a  judge  sitting 
in  court  more  amenable  to  public  opinion  than  I  am  ?  Is  it 
possible  the  hon.  gentleman  means  that  I  am  not  amenable 
to  public  opinion  in  any  decision  I  may  render  ?  Am  I  not 
more  so  than  are  the  judges  who  are  appointed  for  life,  who 
do  not  have  to  go  to  the  people,  who  do  not  have  to  appeal 
to  this  House  for  support  ?  Is  such  a  man  loss  amenable  to 
public  opinion  than  I  am  ? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  said  the  hon.  gentleman  was  too 
much  amenable  to  public  opinion ;  that  ho  had  to  come  to 
this  House— to  go  to  public  opinion,  to  court  public  opinion, 
and  that  a  judge  should  not  be  in  that  position. 

Mr.  POPE,  I  say,  in  the  next  place,  that  if  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  Bill  passes  there  will  be  no  relief  to  the  poor 
man;  there  will  be  no  chance  of  his  getting  justice.  I  am 
not  say’mg  this  in  any  sentimental  way,  or  because  I  am 
crying  out  for  the  poor  man’s  interests  ;  but  I  do  say  that 
the  public  would  not  undertake  these  cases,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  has  said,  if  they  had  to 
go  to  the  courts  for  justice.  And  more  than  that,  Sir;  if 
tL°y  were  to  be  dealt  with  in  that  way,  when,  do  you  think, 
decisions  would  be  rendered  ?  The  very  object  of  the  Act 
is  that  in  matters  of  this  kind  decisions  shall  be  promptly 
given.  Of  course,  there  may  be  other  questions  of  law, 
etc.,  arising  out  of  the  Act,  in  which  I  have  no  right 
to  decide ;  they  go  to  the  tribunals ;  but  these  mere  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  between  the  State  and  the  patentee  I  am 
bound  to  decide,  and  the  result  is,  I  think,  that  justice, 
and  speedy  justice,  is  done.  There  was  another  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
examinations,  but  I  would  just  say  that  in  this  case  I 
had  no  great  difficulty  in  getting  at  what  I  believed  to  be 
the  rights  of  the  matter.  I  found  no  difficulty  in  cross- 
examining  the  witnesses,  and  they  were  thoroughly  cross- 
examined.  I  am  certain  we  got  at  the  truth;  but  I  felt, 
during  the  investigation,  that  if  I  had  Bad  the  power— if  I 
had  had  power  to  bring  before  mo  some  men  who  did  not 
come  there,  they  might  have  thrown  some  light  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  Upon  that  I  do  not  disagree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
very  much;  but  upon  the  other  aspect  of  the  matter  I  must 
say  I  Bhall  have  to  support  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend 
for  the  six  months’  hoist. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  wish  to  make  a  few  observations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  matter  before  a  vote  is  taken.  Wo  have 
now  in  this  House  the  leader  of  the  Government  and  the 
Government  benches,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the 
Opposition  benches,  the  left  centre  in  the  person  of  the 
member  for  Northumberland,  N.B.  (Mr.  Mitchell),  and  we 
have  now  the  right  centre  in  the  person  of  the  member  for 
North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy).  Well,  Sir,  we  are  getting 
quite  a  number  of  parties  here.  Wo  find  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Simcoe  does  not  agree  with  his  friend 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  upon  this  question,  and  he 
taunts  the  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  with  being 
interested  in  this  telephone  business.  It  has  boon  said  by 
other  speakers  that  it  might  be  said  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Simcoe  was  interested.  Well,  whether  ho  was 
interested  or  not,  of  course,  in  his  position  as  solicitor,  this 
matter  entered  into  his  mind  from  the  fact  of  the  question 
coming  before  the  courts.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  entirely  opposed 
to  taking  away  this  power  from  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
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and  relegating  it  to  the  courts.  I  believe,  as  has  been  said 
by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  that  decisions  of  this  kind 
should  be  speedy  and  inexpensive.  I  know,  in  the  particu¬ 
lar  case  of  the  Bell  Telephone  Company,  that  universal 
satisfaction  was  given  by  his  decision  to  the  people  of 
Toronto.  The  Bell  Telephone  Company  have  not  rendered 
good  service,  at  all  events  in  the  city  of  Toronto.  They 
have  not  only  not  rendered  good  service,  but  they  have  been 
impudent.  They  were  a  great  monopoly  and  had  the 
business  of  the  whole  country  in  their  hands,  and  the  man¬ 
ager  of  that  company  was  really  insolent  to  those  who  were 
using  their  wires.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  question  has 
been  decided  so  promptly  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
for  the  very  reason  that  the  officials  of  companies  of  that 
kind  will  be  civil  towards  their  patrons,  and  we  shall  also 
have  a  better  service.  I  believe  myself  that  that  part  of 
the  Bill  which  gives  the  Minister  power  to  subpoena  wit¬ 
nesses  and  examine  them  under  oath  is  quite  right ; 
but  to  allow  an  appeal  from  the  Minister  would 
be  as  bad  as  taking  the  matter  out  of  his 
hands  altogether,  because  it  would  be  relegated  to  the 
courts ;  and  so  financially  strong  is  the  Bell  Telephone 
Company,  that  God  knows  if  we  should  ever  have  a  decision. 
We  know  the  gullibility  of  lawyers;  they  like  money  as 
well  as  any  other  class  of  men,  and  we  know  that  they 
would  like  to  have  matters  of  this  kind  dangling  before 
the  courts,  so  that  they  could  get  as  much  out  of  it  as 
possible,  particularly  when  they  have  a  good  customer. 
I  remember  a  circumstance  of  a  man  who  was  pretty 
wealthy,  in  a  country  town  of  Ontario.  He  had  a  case 
in  the  courts,  and  a  lawyer  in  his  town  kept  it  in  court 
for  years  and  years,  until  at  last  the  client  became  restless, 
and  said  he  would  go  to  Toronto  and  consult  some  other 
lawyers.  His  lawyer  said  to  him:  “If  you  are  bound 
to  go  to  Toronto  and  consult  a  solicitor  there,  I  will  give 
you  a  letter  introducing  you  to  a  good  firm.”  He  gave 
him  the  letter  and  sealed  it.  On  his  way  to  Toronto  the 
client  began  to  feel  suspicious  as  to  what  was  inside  of  this 
letter.  He  opened  and  read  it,  and  it  ended  by  saying : 
“  This  is  a  good  fat  goose  ;  pick  him  well.”  That  is  the 
way  the  lawyers  act  with  these  good  fat  geese  some¬ 
times — they  pick  them  well ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  my  hon. 
friend  would  be  no  exception  to  the  rule  if  he  got  a  good 
client  like  the  Bell  Telephone  Company. 

Mr.  MILLS.  While  I  do  not  approve  of  all  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  Bill  contains,  I  am  disposed  to  vote  for  its 
second  reading.  I  know  that  the  property  in  patents  is  a 
property  created  by  this  Legislature.  It  is  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  this  Legislature,  and  exists  under  such  conditions  as 
the  law  relating  to  patents  provides,  and  as  this  Legislature 
chooses  to  attach  to  the  continnuance  of  that  kind  of  pro¬ 
perty.  But  once  the  property  is  created  it  does  seem  to 
mo  that  there  is  no  reason  for  making  it  an  exception  to 
the  general  rule,  and  providing  that  a  Minister,  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  his  ordinary  administrative  duties,  shall  sit  in 
judgment  and  say  whether  a  certain  party  has  property  in 
a  particular  patent  or  not.  In  fact,  the  observation  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby)  in  regard  to 
this  subject,  reminds  me  of  an  observation  made  by  a  Min¬ 
ister  in  this  House  some  years  ago— Sir  Charles 
Tupper — in  reference  to  the  objections  which  were 
then  being  made  to  the  patent  law,  that  it  was 
cheaper  to  steal  than  to  buy.  The  hon.  member 
for  Stanstead  assures  the  House  that  the  country  has  largely 
profited  by  the  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in 
the  particular  case  in  question,  because  that  decision  has 
put  an  end  to  a  monopoly.  In  fact,  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  if  it  had  any  value  at  all,  would  be  an 
argument  against  the  existence  of  a  patent  law  ;  because  if 
we  were  to  permit  any  person  to  engage  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  any  particular  article,  and  refuse  him  the  protection 
Mr.  Cook. 
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of  the  patent  law,  although  we  might  seriously  interfere 
with  the  progress  of  invention  within  the  country,  it  is  cer¬ 
tain  that  in  the  production  of  the  article  there  would  be 
nothing  to  pay  for  the  invention  itself.  But,  Sir,  I  do  not 
think,  whether  the  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
in  that  particular  case  was  a  proper  decision  or  not,  is  the 
question  that  we  have  now  before  us.  We  are  not  called 
upon  to  review  what  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  did  i  n 
that  instance;  but  wo  are  called  upon  to  consider 
this  question,  whether  in  an  important  matter,  where 
complex  facts  may  arise,  where  the  question  as  to  the  right 
of  property  may  depend  upon  considerations  which  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Agriculture  may  not  be  the  most  competent  man  to 
decide,  we  should  depart  from  the  usual  practice  of  protect¬ 
ing  every  man’s  rights  and  interests  by  the  judiciary  of  the 
country.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  in  questions  where 
the  dispute  as  to  a  right  of  property  in  a  patent  may  arise, 
important  questions  of  law  may  be  involved,  and  it  may  be 
wholly  impossible  to  separate  the  law  from  the  facts,  and 
the  law  as  well  as  the  facts  must  be  passed  upon.  One 
feature  Of  the  gentleman’s  Bill — that  allowing  the  Minister 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  right  in  the  first  instance,  and 
giving  an  appeal  from  his  decision — is,  I  think,  objection¬ 
able.  I  do  not  think  the  Minister  ought  to  be  charged  with 
judicial  duties  in  the  matter  at  all.  He  may  be  called  upon 
to  report;  but  it  is  an  unusual  proceeding,  and  one  to  which, 
in  many  instances,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  taken  exception.  They  will  not  listen  to  an  appeal 
from  any  but  regular  and  properly  constituted  tribunals. 
It  must  bo  a  judicial  body  before  they  will  consent  to  con¬ 
sider  an  appeal  from  it.  Thus,  in  the  case  of  the  Court  of 
Claims,  as  first  constituted,  that  court  was  an  advisory  body 
of  the  Ministers,  and  the  Supreme  Court  said  its  action, 
not  being  final  as  a  judgment,  they  would  not  consider  an 
appeal  from  it.  It  does  seem  to  me  that,  while  it  may  be 
very  proper  that  the  Minister  should  make  a  report  on  the 
case  and  express  an  opinion,  that  report  or  opinion  should 
have  no  judicial  value,  and  that  wherever  a  contest  arises 
as  to  the  right  of  property  in  any  patent,  that  question 
ought  to  be  judicially  passed  upon,  and  the  claim  which  any 
one  puts  forward  ought  not  to  be  decided,  except  by  due 
process  of  law  had  before  a  competent  tribunal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  just  the  present 
case.  Under  the  patent  law  there,  is  a  judicial  tribunal,  and 
it  is  by  the  course  of  the  law  and  in  the  course  of  the  law 
the  decision  is  made.  To  be  sure  the  judge  has  not  been 
called  to  the  bar ;  he  does  not  wear  a  gown  ;  still,  he  is  a  judge 
appointed  by  law  and  acting  as  a  judge,  and,  as  has  been 
already  argued  by  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr. 
Colby),  the  question  is  not  a  matter  of  law  but  of  evidence, 
a  matter  of  fact,  and  I  think  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
who  has  got  his  subordinates  all  around  him,  trained  in  the 
study  of  the  patent  law,  acquainted  with  it  in  all  its  parti¬ 
culars,  experts  in  patent  law — I  think  they  are  better 
judges  than  the  judge  on  the  bench  of  the  evidence  laid 
before  them  in  appeal.  If  this  is  a  matter  to  be  tried  before 
a  judge  the  judge  should  have  a  jury  to  assist  him.  The  jury 
are  not  lawyers  ;  the  jury  decide  the  fact,  not  the  judge ;  and 
here  we  have  the  whole  of  that  branch  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  the  Patent  Office,  as  a  judicial  authority  and 
as  a  jury  as  well ;  and  certainly,  both  as  judge  and  jury,  as 
competent  and  more  competent  than  any  judge  could  be, 
that  judge  not  having  the  assistance  of  a  jury  to  decide 
upon  the  fact  of  the  credibility  of  witnesses.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  that  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  provides 
that  the  Witnesses  shall  not  be  sworn,  and  that  they  should 
be  liable  to  oe  summoned,  as  at  any  other  court,  and  that  this 
tribunal  should  have  power  to  issue  a  commission  to 
examine  absent  or  invalid  witnesses,  should  be  passed.  I 
quite  agree  that  power  should  be  given,  but  that  is  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  Bill.  This  Bill  attacks,  in  fact  and  in 
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substance,  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  as 
a  court  to  decide  such  questions. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  No;  there  is  the  appeal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  has  the  power  to  sit 
upon  the  case,  but  in  overy  matter  of  this  kind  there  will 
be  an  appeal.  That  is  only  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
I  think,  therefore,  my  hon.  friend’s  Bill  ought  not  to  receive 
a  second  reading,  and  I  think,  also,  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  should  feel  himself  bound  to  bring  down  an  Act 
to  give  himself  the  powers  claimed  by  this  measure. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  As  it  is  perfectly  evident  a  large 
majority  of  this  House  are  in  favor  of  a  portion  of  the  Bill, 
I  do  not  see  why  my  hon.  friend  should  not  move  that 
portion  of  the  Bill,  amending  the  Bill  by  leaving  out  the 
remainder. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  1  would  ask  leave,  on  the  contrary,  to 
move  the  discharge  of  the  Order.  If  the  Government  will 
deal  with  the  Bill  I  would  prefer  they  would  deal  with  it. 
When  the  Government  measure  is  brought  down  it  will  be 
in  the  competency  of  any  hon.  member  to  move  such 
amendments  as  he  may  think  proper  to  it.  I  do  this  on 
the  understanding  that  the  Government  will  deal  with  tho 
matter. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings)  asked  for  leave  to  withdraw 
amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  McCARTHY  asked  for  leave  to  withdraw  the 
motion  for  second  reading. 

Motion  withdrawn  and  Order  be  discharged. 

Sir  JOHN  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:45  p.m. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  19th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  SECRETARY  OF  STATE. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  102)  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Department  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  He  said  :  The  Bill  is  quite  unim¬ 
portant,  except  in  one  clause  which  provides  that  the 
Deputy  Registrar  General  shall  be  appointed  by  Commission 
under  the  Great  Seal  instead  of  by  an  Order  in  Council. 
The  name  of  the  Deputy  Registrar  General  appears  in  all 
the  most  important  documents,  and  I  think  he  should  be 
appointed  by  Commission  and  not  by  Order  in  Council. 
The  other  part  of  the  Bill  is  only  to  mention  more  particu¬ 
larly  by  name  different  instruments  which  are  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  in  the  Registrar- General’s  Office. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

ELECTORAL  FRANCHISES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise.  He  said  : 
It  is  not  necessary  togo  into  a  discussion  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill 
is  substantially  on  the  lines  of  the  Bill  of  last  year,  of  which 
the  general  principles  were  stated  to  the  House.  I  move 
the  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose,  after  the  announcement  tho 
hon.  gentleman  made  the  other  day  as  to  the  proper  course 
being  to  make  an  expository  speech,  with  reference  to  a 
Public  Bill  upon  its  introduction,  we  should  have  had  from 
tho  hon.  gentleman  an  explanation  of  tie  principle  of  this 
Bill.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he  has  not  given  us 
that  explanation,  because  tho  Bill  is  upon  the  general  lines 
of  the  measure  of  last  year,  the  principles  of  which  were 
then  explained  to  the  House.  That  is  rather  an  elastic 
expression,  “  upon  the  general  lines.”  One  would  like  very 
much  to  know  how  far  it  varies  from  those  lines.  But  I 
must  say  that,  according  to  my  recollection,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  give  any  explanation  at  all  upon  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  the  Bill  last  year.  I  think  such  explanation  as  it 
was,  was  upon  a  still  more  I’emote  occasion,  because 
if  this  Bill  is  tho  same  old  Bill,  it  is  an  older 
friend  than  of  last  year— I  think  it  was  in  tho 
year  before  last  that  the  hon.  gentleman  said  something, 
and  he  said  then  very  little.  For  example,  one  of  the  very 
important  proposals  the  hon.  gentleman  then  made  was  to 
extend  tho  electoral  franchise  to  the  women  of  the  country. 
But  he  gave  no  reasons  for  that ;  he  ontered  into  no  exposi¬ 
tion  of  the  grounds  of  his  action.  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
give  some  explanation  upon  that  occasion  with  reference  to 
another  feature  of  the  Bill.  He  told  us  he  was  about  to 
appoint  revising  officers  who  were  also  to  make  up  the 
lists;  they  were  to  make  and  revise  the  lists;  and  he 
declared  that  those  officers  were  to  be  appointed  by  tho 
Government  of  the  day,  as  was  done  in  England,  where 
they  were  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  a  member  of 
the  Government.  Well,  that  was  an  explanation  as  far  as 
it  went.  The  only  difficulty  about  that  explanation  was 
that  it  was  an  utterly  erroneous  explanation,  that  it  did  not 
state  the  facts  of  the  case  as  they  were  in  England,  that  the 
fact  is  not  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  described.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  now  about  to  make— I  cannot  exactly  remem¬ 
ber — but  I  think  his  si^th  or  seventh  attempt  of  passing  a 
Franchise  Bill  for  the  Dominion  of  Canada ;  he  is  now  pro¬ 
posing  for  the  third  time  in  this  Parliament  the  passing  of 
the  Franchise  Bill.  He  had  decided,  as  it  appeared  by 
the  Speech  from  tho  Throne,  that  the  time  had 
come  to  press  this  measure  again.  But  I  think  it 
was  his  bounden  duty  to  havo  brought  it  forward 
earlier ;  I  think  it  was  his  duty  to  have  brought  it 
forward  amongst  the  very  first  Bills.  We  had  a  great  dis¬ 
play  of  activity  on  the  part  of  the  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  the  opening  of  the  Session.  There  were  a  half 
dozen  little — I  cannot  call  them  Bills — little  pellets,  thrown 
across  the  House  on  the  first  days  immediately  after  the 
Address  was  passed.  We  had  a  little  Bill  from  the  Minister 
of  Finance  about  precautions  as  to  advances  from  the  Prov¬ 
inces.  We  had  a  little  Bill,  I  think,  from  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Railways,  and  a  Bill,  I  think,  from  one  or  two  other 
Ministers,  perhaps.  Tho  hon.  gentlemen  look  surprised  ;  I 
dare  say  they  have  both  forgotten. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  surprised  becauso  you  happened  to  hit 
the  thing  just  as  it  was. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  I  hit  the  right  spot.  These 
simple  measures  were  presented  amid  the  cheers  of  their 
followers,  as  evidences  of  their  appreciation  of  the  extreme 
diligence  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  the  conduct  of 
public  business ;  but  it  was  much  cry  and  little  wool.  And 
now  at  the  end  of  the  seventh  week  of  the  Session,  when 
we  are  told  we  are  to  get  into  the  serious  business,  it  is 
that  the  hon.  gentleman,  takes  the  first  step  towards  bring¬ 
ing  forward  such  an  important  measure  as  the  Franchise 
Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  favored  us  with  the 
expository  speech  that  we  certainly  had  a  right  to  expect 
from  his  former  utterances,  and  therefore  he  nas  given  me 
nothing  to  reply  to  as  yet. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
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CONSTITUTION  OF  THE  TREASUEY  BOARD. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  104)  relating  to  the  constitution  of  the  Ti’easury 
Board.  He  said :  I  may  state  to  the  House  that  the  altera¬ 
tions  proposed  will  make  the  Treasury  Board  consist  of  six 
members  instead  of  four,  one  of  whom  shall  be  the  Secretary 
of  State.  A  large  portion  of  the  business  in  connection  with 
the  examination  of  candidates  for  the  Civil  Service  passes 
through  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and, 
therefore,  it  has  been  considered  desirable  to  add  that 
Minister  to  the  Treasury  Board,  and  in  order  that  each  of 
the  principal  Provinces,  at  least,  should  be  represented  on 
that  board,  it  gives  power  to  the  Governor  in  Council  to 
appoint  any  member  of  the  Government  as  the  sixth  mem¬ 
ber  of  that  board. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  1  am  sorry  to  hear  this  announcement* 
As  a  general  rule  it  has  been  laid  down  by  a  person  who 
had  considerable  knowledge,  I  think,  of  these  things,  that 
boards  are  screens,  and  the  thicker  the  board  the  larger  the 
screen,  in  my  opinion.  In  practice  I  have  regarded  the 
Treasury  Board  as  rather  a  useful  institution,  and  largely 
in  consequence  of  the  smallness  of  its  numbers.  I  think 
that  its  efficiency  and  its  sense  of  responsibility  will  be  very 
much  diminished  by  the  proposed  enlargement  of  its 
numbers,  and  that  the  results  will  be  less  satisfactory  than 
those  results  which  have  hitherto  accrued.  The  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement  as  to  the  reason  for  the  addition  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  is,  I  suppose,  with  reference  to 
examinations,  and  that  sort  of  thing,  but  the  Secretary  of 
State  might  bo  made  a  member  of  the  Treasury  Board 
without  enlarging  the  numbers  of  the  board.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  announced  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  a 
representative  of  each  of  the  Provinces  upon  the  board,  and 
therefore  he  adds  another.  It  is  altogether  a  new  idea.  I 
had  thought  until  this  moment  that,  we  had  already  seven 
Provinces — — • 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  said  the  leading  Provinces. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  who  is  to  be  the  hindmost  of  those 
six  Provinces,  to  be  left  out  of  the  Treasury  Board  ?  Which 
Province  is  to  receive  the  honor  and  satisfaction  of  being 
out  cf  the  Treasury  Board?  Are  there  six  Provinces 
represented  in  the  Administration  of  the  day  ?  And  if  they 
are  not,  how  is  the  hon.  gentlemen  going  to  get  members 
of  six  Provinces  into  the  Treasury  Board  ?  Obviously, 
therefore,  we  have  a  Bill  to  alter  the  present  constitution 
of  the  Cabinet. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  They  intend  to  make  an  alteration  in 
the  numbers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Ah  !  it  is  to  allow  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
come  in. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  much  more  likely  to  get  in  than 
you  are. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  believe  that,  because  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  leads  the  Government  knows  the  hon.  member  better 
than  he  knows  me. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  And  perhaps  likes  him  better,  because 
he  appreciates  him  more. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  has  tried  him,  and  there  is  where  he 
is.  .  j 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  He  has  not  found  him  wanting  as  you 
have  been  found. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  under¬ 
stand  this.  If  it  is  important  that  the  six  leading  Provinces 
should  be  represented  on  the  Treasury  Board  therefore  we 
are  to  have  another  edition  of  them.  Is  it  Manitoba  or  is  it 
Prince  Edward  Island  which  is  to  stand  in  the  rear,  because 
at  present  neither  is  represented  in  the  Administration  of 
Mr.  Blake. 
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the  day  ?  Is  it  British  Columbia  ?  Which  of  these  Pro¬ 
vinces  is  it  that  is  behind  hand  ?  It  is  too  late,  I  think,  at 
this  time  of  day  to  make  this  suggestion.  We  have  had 
great  difficulties  already  in  this  country  in  consequence  of 
the  false  principle  upon  which  the  hon.  gentleman  started 
out  in  1867  with  respect  to  Cabinet  representation,  laying 
down  the  rigid  rule  that  there  should  be  at  least  two 
members  from  each  Province.  I  very  well  remember  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  defended  the  number  of  the  Cabinet 
upon,  not  merely  the  reasonable  ground  that,  as  a  rule,  the 
public  feeling  of  each  of  the  Provinces  should  be  consulted 
through  men  who  had  their  special  confidence — a 
very  reasonable  proposition  to  lay  down— but  upon 
the  ground  that  these  Provinces  were  to  be  rep¬ 
resented  by  at  least  two  members.  That  was  the 
principle  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  Since  that  time 
it  has  been  found  impossible  to  apply  even  the  first  prin¬ 
ciple,  that  they  should  be  represented  at  all,  because  half  of 
the  Provinces  are  unrepresented  in  the  Cabinet  to-day. 
Still  less  was  it  possible  to  carry  out  the  second  principle, 
that  each  Province  should  be  represented  by  two  members 
of  the  Cabinet,  as  the  han.  gentleman  then  declared  was 
necessary.  There  are  wheels  within  the  wheels,  and  it  is 
now  claimed  to  be  necessary  to  increase  the  representation 
of  the  Treasury  Board.  If  that  is  the  principle  upon  which 
we  are  to  act,  it  is  obvious  that  instead  of  the  Union  being 
greater,  instead  of  the  confidence  of  the  people  of  this 
Dominion  in  their  public  men  being  greater,  that  confidence 
is  diminishing,  and  it  is  becoming  more  than  ever  necessary 
that  this  wheel  within  wheel  arrangement  as  to  the  Treasury 
Board  should  have  regard  to  provincial  representation, 
representation  to  a  certain  extent  so  far  as  the  leading 
Provinces  are  concerned. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
rather  forgotten  my  statement  in  the  discussion  on  the  for¬ 
mation  of  the  First  Cabinet.  The  arrangement,  I  said,  was 
absolutely  necessary  at  the  inception  of  Confederation.  We 
knew  there  was  a  considerable  amount  of  apprehension  in 
the  different  Provinces,  especially  in  the  smaller  Provinces, 
in  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  that  they  would  be  over¬ 
come  by  the  weight  of  the  two  larger  Provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec.  I  stated  that  such  was  necessary  in  the  first 
instance,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the 
“Debates,”  he  will  see  that  I  distinctly  guarded  myself 
against  the  idea  that  this  would  continue  for  all  time  ;  but 
at  all  events,  for  the  time  being,  I  said,  it  was  desirable  that 
every  Province  should  be  represented  in  the  Cabinet.  I 
said  further,  that  in  the  early  stage  of  Confederation  it 
would  be  well  that  each  Province  should  have  two  repre¬ 
sentatives  in  the  Cabinet ;  that  a  single  member  would  feel 
himself  solitary  and  alone,  without  any  one  to  act  with  from 
his  Province  against  the  voices  of  the  other  Provinces, 
it  being  considered  at  that  time,  though  it  now  remains 
only  a  memory,  that  we  were  comparative  strangers  to 
each  other,  that  the  interests  of  tho  Provinces  were  not 
clearly  brought  together,  that  the  public  men  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  did  not  know  what  would  be  the  consequence  of  a 
certain  course  of  action,  and  also  because,  until  a  very 
recent  date,  one  or  more  of  the  Provinces  had  declared  in 
the  first  place  against  Confederation  at  all.  In  order  to 
oil  the  wheels  of  the  carriage  that  was  going  to  travel  the 
constitutional  road  of  Union,  it  was  thought  well  that  the 
smaller  Provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick 
should  have  equal  representation  with  other  Provinces  in 
the  Cabinet  at  the  inception  of  Confederation.  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  suggestion  has  been  successful.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  look  back  at  the  “  Dobates,”  I  think  he  will 
find  I  said,  judging  by  my  recollection  of  what  I  stated 
then,  that  in  process  of  time  those  sectional  feelings  would 
disappear,  and  while,  as  in  Great  Britain,  it  was  always 
considered  that  Scotland  and  Ireland  should  have 
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some  influence  in  the  Cabinet,  yet,  as  in  Great  Britain, 
the  principal  point  in  forming  an  Administration  here 
ought  to  be  and  would  be  power,  influence  and  status 
in  Parliament.  That,  I  think,  was  tho  sum  of  my 
observations  on  that  occasion,  or  on  all  occasions  when 
the  subject  was  brought  up.  With  respect  to  this 
Bill  I  would  say  that  the  particular  reason  for  increasing 
tho  number  of  members  of  the  Treasury  Board  to  six  was 
not  only  that  the  numbor  was  limited  to  six,  but  to  six 
specified  officers — Ministei’s,  and  sometimes  it  might  happon 
that  one  of  those  Ministers  could  more  conveniently  sit 
aside  and  allow  another  Minister  to  take  his  place.  There 
is  this  further  reason  for  making  this  arrangement  that  it 
was  sometimes  found  that  we  could  not  get  a  quorum  of  the 
Treasury  Board,  four  being  a  quorum,  and  wo  would  have 
a  much  better  chanco  of  obtaining  a  quorum  at  all  times  by 
having  six  instead  of  four.  With  respect  to  the  hon. 
member’s  remarks  as  to  the  work  of  the  Treasury  Board,  I 
may  say  we  havo  found  that  in  its  practical  operation  tho 
Treasury  Board  operates  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  as 
their  attention  is  directed  to  matters  that  are  specially  con¬ 
fided  to  them,  and,  like  the  Auditor-General,  they  are  very 
efficient  in  the  way  of  giving  information  to  Council  in 
regard  to  various  matters  brought  before  them.  The  quorum 
V  ill  bo  four,  and  I  fancy,  practically,  the  Board  will  be  as 
it  has  been,  composed  of  four  members.  But  sometimes,  as 
I  have  said,  we  have  not  been  able  to  secure  a  quorum  of 
the  individual  members  of  the  Government  certified  by 
statute  to  form  the  Board. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  overlooked 
the  complaint  made  by  my  hon.  friend  in  front  of  mo  (Mr. 
Blake),  that  the  Minister  of  Finance,  in  introducing  this 
Bill,  declared  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  further  provin¬ 
cial  representation  on  tho  Treasury  Board.  It  was  to  that 
point  especially  that  my  hon.  friend  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House.  The  First  Minister  has  told  us  that  this  fea¬ 
ture  of  provincial  representation  in  the  Cabinet  was  one 
which,  although  at  the  time  the  discussion  took  place  he 
declared  to  be  necessary,  was  one  which  would  ultimately 
disappear ;  that  it  was  necessary  in  the  first  instance  because 
members  of  the  House  were,  in  a  great  measure,  strangers 
to  each  other,  and  also  because  some  of  the  Provinces  were 
not  favorable  to  Union.  All  that  might  be  quite  true  at  the 
time  Confederation  was  established.  But  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  failed  to  point  out  to  the  House  the  necessity 
of  giving  further  provincial  representation  on  the  Treasury 
Board.  But  the  Finance  Minister,  in  proposing  this  mea¬ 
sure,  has  not  declared  that  a  larger  Treasury  Board  was 
necessary ;  he  has  pointed  out  that  some  of  the  Provinces 
which  are  not  now  represented  on  the  Treasury  Board  ought 
to  be  represented.  That  is  the  statement  of  tho  Minister 
who  introduced  the  Bill,  and  in  defence  of  that  statement 
the  First  Minister  has  said  nothing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
spoken  about  representation  of  the  different  Provinces  on 
the  Treasury  Board.  If  any  of  the  Provinces  are  not  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  Cabinet  they  cannot  be  respresented  on  the 
Treasury  Board.  That  is  quite  clear.  But  this  arrange¬ 
ment  will  give  an  opportunity  to  utilise  on  the  Treasury 
Board  the  services  of  any  provincial  representative  in  tho 
Cabinet.  To  show  you  how  impartial  we  are  in  our  oper¬ 
ating  of  the  present  Act  I  may  say  that  Quebec,  one  of  the 
largest  Provinces,  is  not  represented  on  the  Treasury  Board 
at  all.  Tho  four  present  members  of  that  board  are,  two 
from  Ontario,  and  two  from  New  Brunswick  ;  neither 
Quebec  nor  Nova  Scotia  has  a  representative  on  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  what  consequence  then  is  it  that  the 
number  should  be  increased  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is 
of  very  great  consequence. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  glad  the  First 
Minister  says  that,  because  I  thought  it  was  unfortunate 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  should  have  formally  announced 
that  it  was  tho  desire  of  the  Cabinet  to  extend  provincial 
representation  to  such  a  body  as  tho  Treasury  Board.  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  the  First  Minister  practically  disclaims 
that  idea,  and  I  think  he  is  deserving  of  all  support  from 
this  side  of  the  House  for  disclaiming  the  idea  of  extending 
this  provincial  representation  furthor.  I  havo  heard  him 
and  other  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  again  and  again  declare — 
and  I  agree  with  them — that  our  object  in  this  House  should 
be  to  become  Canadians  to  a  great  extent — not  forgetting 
individual  Provinces,  but  still  remembering  that  we  are 
inhabitants  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  that  sentiment 
I  most  heartily  agree  with.  I  cannot,  however,  for  tho  life 
of  me,  see  what  is  the  object,  after  the  statement  of  the 
First  Minister,  of  adding  the  sixth  member  to  this  board. 
All  of  us  who  have  had  an  experience  of  this  kind  of  thing 
know  that  a  small  board  is  generally  more  serviceable,  and 
does  its  work  better,  than  a  large  one,  and  even  if  there  bo 
a  reason  for  adding  the  fifth  member,  in  the  person  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  I  think  it  is  a  good  reason  for  not  having 
the  sixth  member.  Five,  an  odd  number,  is  always  more 
convenient  on  a  committee,  as  it  prevents  a  dead  lock;  and 
I  do  not  think,  from  my  recollection  of  the  attendance  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  at  the  capital  out  of  Session,  that 
he  will  find  it  very  easy  to  get  four  men  together,  or  even 
three,  which,  I  think,  is  the  present  quorum. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

BANK  OF  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  105)  respecting  the  Bank  of  British  Columbia. 
He  said :  I  may  read  lor  the  information  of  the  House  a 
memorandum  which  has  been  given  to  me,  in  explanation 
of  the  objects  of  the  Bill : 

“  The  Bank  of  British  Columbia  was  incorporated  by  Royal  charter 
dated  31st  May,  1862,  and  supplemental  charter  dated  30th  August, 
1865,  to  carry  on  banking  business  in  certain  portions  of  British  North 
America  for  twenty-one  years  from  date  of  original  charter,  or  until  31st 
May,  1883.  By  supplemental  charter  dated  11th  May,  1883,  this  time 
was  extended  for  a  year,  and  by  further  supplemental  charter  dated  27th 
May,  1881,  the  charter  was  further  extended  for  ten  years  from  31st 
May,  1884,  subject  to  the  general  banking  laws  of  the  Colonies  in  which 
its  business  may  be  carried  on.  The  object  of  this  Bill  i3  to  declare 
what  banking  laws  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  are  applicable  to  the 
bank,  and  the  provisions  made  applicable  are  those  that  relate  to  the 
general  conduct  of  banking  business,  viz  : — those  providing  for  returns, 
the  limit  of  circulation  (which  is  not  to  exceed  the  amount  of  the  unim¬ 
paired  paid  up  capital),  the  denomination  of  notes  allowed  to  be  issued 
and  the  payment  thereof  in  case  of  insolvency,  dividends,  reserves, 
powers  of  the  bank  in  holding  real  estate,  etc.,  and  the  penalties  for  the 
breach  of  all  provisions  made  applicable  to  the  bank,  but  the  internal 
regulations  are  not  touched.  The  provisions  made  applicable  to  the 
Bank  of  British  North  America  are  made  applicable  to  this  bank  and  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Act  Victoria  is  made  the  head  office  of  the  bank. 
The  charter  of  the  bank  provides  for  a  double  liability  of  the  share¬ 
holders,  in  case  of  the  winding  up  of  the  bank.  The  B  .11  has  been 
submitted  to  the  authorities  of  the  bank  in  England  and  has  been 
approved  by  them.” 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  understand  the 
lion,  gentleman  aright,  that  all  tho  regulations  of  our  Bank¬ 
ing  Act  shall  in  future  apply  to  the  British  Columbia 
Bank? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  at  present  they 
are  not  roquirod  to  hold  any  particular  amount  of  legal 
tenders  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  in  future  do  you 
require  that  they  shall  hold  the  same  amount  as  the  banks 
of  Canada  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes,  they  will  be  brought 
under  the  operation  of  the  Banking  Act, 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Prom  what  date  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  From  the  date  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

THE  CHINESE  QUESTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  report  on  the  Chinese 
question,  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  and  laid  on  the 
Table,  is  correct  in  stating  that  on  the  12th  August  last,  at 
Victoria,  British  Columbia,  in  his  address  at  the  opening  of 
the  Commission  he  used  the  following  language  : — “  I  have 
only  to  add  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
bring  in  legislation  next  Session.” 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  is  correct. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— GRADES  AND 
CURVES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  is  the  number  of  grades  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  exceeding  DO  feet  to  the  mile,  and 
the  aggregate  length  of  such  grades  ?  What  is  the  number 
of  curves  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  of  each  degree 
over  6  degrees  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  answer  to  these  questions  require  a  good 
many  figures,  but  I  have  answers  to  both,  and  I  propose  to 
accommodate  my  hon.  friend  so  long  as  he  keeps  good 
natured.  As  to  the  number  of  grades  exceeding  90  feet  per 
mile,  there  are  nine  descending  the  Rockies  ;  two  ascending 
the  Selkirks;  twenty-four  descending  tho  Selkirks  — an 
aggregate  of  fifty-two  miles.  As  to  the  number  of  curves, 
there  is  one  of  6' 15  ;  2  of  6-20  ;  23  of  630;  12  of  6*40 ;  one 
of  6-45 ;  103  of  7  ;  10  of  7*20  ;  one  of  7-45 ;  325  of  8 - - 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  not  here  ;  out  yonder.  One  of  8*15  ;  3 
of  8*30  ;  one  of  8*40  ;  62  of  9  ;  141  of  10,  and  one  of  10  40. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  do  not  give  the  number  of  curves  on 
the  temporary  line  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  given  all  under  six. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  not  on  the  temporary  line,  because 
there  was  one  there  of  11.30. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY —  GOVERNMENT 
SECTION  IN  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  section  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  British  Columbia  is  being 
worked  for  freight  and  passenger  traffic,  by  tho  contractor 
for  construction  ?  Whether  such  working  is  by  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  Government  ?  Whether  any  tariff  of  tolls 
and  charges  has  been  agreed  on  between  the  Government 
and  the  contractor  ?  Whether  the  Government  has  a  copy 
of  the  tariff  in  use  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Tho  contractor — as  I  believe  all  contractors 
do — is  working  the  road  for  his  own  purposes  as  a  con¬ 
tractor.  I  am  told  that  he  also  carries  any  goods  or 
passengers  that  come  in  his  way,  and  I  believe  that  is  tho 
case.  There  is  no  arrangement  with  the  Government.  No 
tariff  of  tolls  or  charges  has  been  agreed  upon  between  the 
Government  and  the  contractor,  and  of  course  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  not  a  copy  of  any  tariff. 

TRADE  RELATIONS  WITH  MEXICO. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant)  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  taken  steps  towards  developing  trade  relations 
between  Canada  and  Mexico  ? 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley, 
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Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No  official  communications 
passed  between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Mexico. 

ACQUIREMENT  OF  INDIAN  TITLES. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  What  is  the  nature  of  the  title  which 
the  Government  claims  to  have  acquired  from  the  Indians 
within  the  Province  of  Ontario,  north  and  west  of  Lake 
Supeiior,  beyond  the  Height  of  Land?  Does  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  claim  the  fee  in  the  land  on  account  of  their  treaty 
with  the  Indians  ?  Does  the  Government  deny  any  title  in 
the  Crown  or  Province  prior  to  the  treaty  with  the  Indians  ? 
Does  the  Government  claim  the  timber  upon  the  lands,  the 
mines  and  minerals  in  virtue  of  the  treaty  made  with  the 
Indians  ?  Does  the  Government  claim  to  have  a  lien  upon 
the  lands  for  the  sums  paid  or  agreed  to  be  paid  to  the 
Indians  ?  Or  does  it  claim  the  ownership  of  the  soil  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Dominion  has 
acquired,  for  money  or  money’s  worth,  the  rights  to  the 
Indian  titles  in  considerable  portions  of  country  north  and 
west  of  Lake  Superior  from  tho  Indians.  The  Government 
claims  to  hold  whatever  rights  the  Indians  had,  neither 
more  nor  less.  '  What  those  rights  may  be  it  is  not  for  the 
Government  to  say,  but  for  the  tribunals  to  decide. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
question.  He  has  not  stated  what  is  tho  nature  of  the  titles 
which  the  Government  actually  claim. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  claim  whatever 
rights  the  Indians  had. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  what  is  that  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  for  the  courts  to 
say. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  courts  cannot  say  if  the  Government 
do  not  say  in  the  first  instance. 

ST.  CROIX  COTTON  MILLS— PAYMENT  OF  CUS¬ 
TOMS  DUTIES. 

Mr.  EDGAR  asked,  Have  all  the  Customs  Duties  upon 
machinery,  plant,  and  other  material  imported  by  or  for  tho 
St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills  of  Milltown,  St.  Stephen’s,  New 
Brunswick,  been  paid  to  the  Government,  if  not  how  much 
is  still  unpaid  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Tho  whole  amount  of  the  duty  payable 
upon  the  machinery  imported  for  the  St.  Croix  Cotton 
Mills,  of  Milltown,  St.  Stephens,  N.B.,  has  not  yet  all  been 
paid.  There  is  a  balance  of  between  $15,000  and  $20,000 
still  due;  I  do  not  know  the  exact  amount.  Arrangements 
have  been  made  for  the  liquidation  of  the  debt. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  is  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Give  notice. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  the  machinery 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  refer  to  the  whole.  I  read  the 
question  and  said  upon  the  machinery,  plant,  and  every¬ 
thing  that  is  dutiable. 

GRATUITY  TO  CHARLES  HUNTER  TERRY. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  At  what  date  was  the  Order  in 
Council  passed  granting  a  gratuity  of  $600,  or  eight  months 
pay,  to  Charles  Hunter  Terry,  lately  employed  in  the 
Finance  Department  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  C.  H.  Terry  was  retired  by 
Order  in  Council  on  the  20  th  of  May,  1884. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  At  which  date  the 
gratuity  was  granted  ? 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


633 


Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Yes ;  a  month  for  each  year’s 
service. 

THE  WRIT  FOR  LtiVIS  COUNTY. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  are  called,  I  desire  to 
learn  from  the  Government  whether  they  have  given  the 
necessary  information  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
to  enable  the  writ  to  be  issued  for  the  county  of  Levis. 
The  information  has  been  given  for  the  West  Riding  of 
Northumberland,  but  up  to  a  little  while  ago  the  information 
was  not  given  for  Levis,  and  it  is  desirable  that  it  should 
be  given,  so  that  both  writs  should  issue  without  any  delay. 

Sir.  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  had  no  application 
as  regards  the  county  of  Levis. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  rnran  of  course 
no  personal  application.  We  had  the  statement  from  you, 
Sir,  the  other  day,  that  you  had  issued  your  warrant  for  the 
issue  of  writs  both  for  Northumberland  and  Levis  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  the  statute  which  rendered  that  necessary  on  your 
part,  and  it  is  obligatory  on  the  Government  to  give  the 
information  in  order  that  writs  may  be  issued  to  the  return¬ 
ing  officers.  The  same  communication  which  would  be 
made  to  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the  subject  of  one  county 
would  be  made  to  him  on  the  subject  of  the  other  ;  but  this 
statement  was  made  to  him  in  this  House,  and  therefore 
the  Government  as  a  whole  is  seized  of  the  fact  that  these 
writs  await,  or  one  at  any  rate  awaits  his  action,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  should  be  no  delay  in  giving  the  necessary 
information  in  order  that  that  writ  should  be  issued. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  usual  practice  has 
been  this  :  When  the  warrant  is  issued,  it  is  sent  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Chancery  communicates  that  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  Government  acts  in  the  regular  way  in  appointing 
the  returning  officer,  and  fixing  the  date  of  the  election. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  I  am  to  understand  that  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  although  communicated  with  as 
to  Northumberland,  has  not  been  communicated  with  as  to 
Levis.  I  will  take  occasion  to-morrow  to  enquire  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  C  HAPLEAU.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  received 
that  information  owing  to  the  press  of  business  in  the 
House,  but  I  shall  enquire  about  it  in  the  Department. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  shall  expect  to  hear  that  the  writ  has 
gone  to-day,  Sir. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  CASEY.  When  you  left  the  Chair,  Mr.  Speaker,  at 
six  o’clock  on  Tuesday,  I  was  about  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  question  of  the  proposed  increase  of  the 
duty  on  flour,  and  to  the  views  of  the  millers  and  others  in 
my  own  constituency  in  regard  to  that  proposed  increase,  and 
in  regard  to  any  other  means  of  attaining  the  desired  object, 
namely,  that  of  assisting  the  millers  out  of  their  present 
position,  which  they  claim  is  an  unfavorable  one.  Two  modes, 
of  course,  are  open  to  us  of  assisting  the  millers  in  this 
respect.  One  is  to  increase  the  duty  on  flour  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  exclude  American  flour  from  our  markets  alto¬ 
gether.  The  other  is  to  reduce  or  abolish  theduty  on  American 
wheat — at  all  events  on  American  hard  spring  wheat,  which 
is  the  only  kind,  I  believe,  that  our  millers  care  to  import. 
I  wish  to  state  the  case  as  presented  by  millers  of  my 
own  riding  in  regard  to  these  two  proposals  and  will  quote 
one  or  two  authorities  as  to  the  views  of  the  farmers,  leav¬ 
ing  it  to  the  House  to  consider  which  of  the  two  proposals 


is  the  preferable  mode,  or  whether  either  of  two  should  be 
adopted.  I  must  first  quoto  what  I  may  call  the  official 
utterance  of  the  farmers  of  all  Canada  on  the  subject 
of  an  increased  flour  duty.  The  nearest  thing  we  have 
to  an  official  utterance  of  the  farmers  is  the  utterance 
of  the  Dominion  Grange,  a  large  and  influential  body 
having  branches  in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion  and  who  meet 
and  carry  on  their  deliberations  with  the  greatest  care  and 
in  the  most  business  like  manner.  At  their  meeting  in 
Toronto  on  the  6th  of  this  month,  the  Committoo  on  Legisla¬ 
tion  reported  as  follows  : — 

“  That  we  still  endorse  the  petitions  which  this  Dominion  Grange 
presented  to  the  Dominion  Parliament  last  year  with  regard  to  increas¬ 
ing  the  duty  on  flour,  and  are  strongly  of  opinion  that  any  increase  of 
such  duty  would  not  be  in  the  interests  of  tne  farmers,  and  we  therefore 
enter  our  protest  against  any  increase  whatever.” 

I  know  that  attempts  have  been  made  at  times  to  lead  the 
farmers  of  this  country,  and  especially  the  farmers  of 
Ontario,  which  is  peculiarly  a  wheat  growing  Province,  to 
imagine  that  the  increased  duty  on  flour  would  in  some  way 
improve  their  position,  that  it  would  enable  the  millers  to 
pay  higher  prices,  or  increase  the  demand  for  wheat,  or  in 
some  other  way  benefit  the  producer.  Here,  however,  we 
have  the  opinion  of  a  large  body  composed  of  some  of  the 
most  intelligent  farmers  in  the  community,  expressed  at 
their  meeting  in  Toronto,  that  the  increase  in  the  flour  duty 
would  not  be  in  the  interest  of  the  farmers  of  the  Dominion, 
and  this  is  not  one  utterance  only,  but  an  endorsation  of  the 
utterance  of  last  year,  an  utterance  now  endorsed  after  a 
year’s  experience. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Have  you  the  report  of  the  Provincial 
Grange  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  not;  but  the  Provincial  Grange  is 
represented  in  the  Dominion  Grange.  The  Master  of  the 
Dominion  Grange  is  a  resident  of  Elgin,  and  a  number  of 
the  officers  are  residents  of  Ontario.  I  believe  Ontario  is 
fully  represented  in  the  Dominion  Grange,  and  their  opinion 
would  receive  full  weight  and  probably  carry  the  opinion 
of  the  rest,  of  the  grange.  I  have,  therefore,  no  hesitation 
in  putting  before  the  House  this  report  of  the  Dominion 
Grange  as  representing  the  opinion  of  the  farmers  of 
Ontario  as  a  whole.  There  may  be  some  localities  where 
the  farmers  think  differently ;  I  do  not  dispute  that,  as  there 
are  all  shades  of  opinions ;  but  this  I  take  to  be  the  mature 
opinion  of  representative  farmers  from  all  parts  of  Canada, 
in  convention  assembled,  as  near  as  we  are  able  to  get  at  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Are  you  aware  that  the  Provincial 
Grange  asked  for  an  increase  in  the  flour  duty  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  not ;  but  as  it  happens  I  am  discussing 
the  opinion  of  the  farmers  of  Canada  as  a  whole,  and  we 
have  been  often  told  in  this  House  that  we  must  not  con¬ 
sider  one  section  at  the  expense  of  others,  I  quite  agree 
with  that  sentiment ;  I  quite  agree  that  in  considering  the 
interests  of  the  farming  community  we  must  take  the  inter¬ 
ests  and  the  opinions  of  that  community  throughout  the 
Dominion,  and  not  those  of  any  particular  section.  I  have 
taken  that  opinion,  expressed  in  the  only  way  we  know  of 
in  which  it  can  be  expressed,  and  I  argue  from  that  expres¬ 
sion  of  opinion  that  the  interests  of  the  farming  community, 
as  a  whole  of  this  Dominion,  would  not  be  advanced  by  an 
increased  duty  on  flour.  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friends  from 
Quebec,  representing  agricultural  constituencies,  will  not 
deny  the  truth  of  this  assertion  as  regards  their  Province. 
I  myself,  as  representing  a  wheat  growing  constituency  in 
Ontario,  am  unable  to  see  that  an  increased  duty  on  flour 
would  add  to  the  price  of  wheat  sold  by  our  farmers  to  the 
millers.  I  make  that  statement  in  full  view  of  my  responsi¬ 
bility  as  a  representative  of  a  farming  constituency,  as  one 
who  has  always  lived  on  a  farm  and  who  claims  to  know  as 
much  of  farming  interests  as  any  member  of  this  House. 
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With  regard  to  the  views  of  the  millers,  some  of  them  have 
communicated  their  views  tc  me,  and  in  the  course  of  the 
correspondence  we  have  interchanged  I  have  arrived  at  a 
fair  idea  of  what  they  want.  One  of  them  says — I  will  not 
quote  verbatim,  but  give  the  general  drift  of  the  letters. 
One  of  them  says,  in  answer  to  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  abolition  of  the  duty  on  American  hard  spring  wheat 
or  the  increase  of  duty  on  flour  to  75  cents  a  barrel  would 
be  most  in  the  interest  of  the  millers  : 

“We  think  it  would  be  better  for  the  millers  to  have  the  duty 
removed  from  hard  wheat  or,  if  possible,  from  all  grades  of  American 
wheat,  for,  in  our  opinion,  the  increase  of  duty  to  75  cents  a  barrel  will 
make  very  little  difference  to  the  millers.  We  think  it  would  require  a 
duty  of  f  1  a  barrel  to  entirely  stop  the  importation  of  American  flour. 
We  think  it  would  be  best  to  take  duty  off  all  grades  of  American  wheat 
for  milling  purposes,  but  if  there  are  serious  objections  against  that  by 
removing  it  from  the  different  grades  of  hard  spring  it  would  help  us 
greatly  at  some  seasons.” 

In  answer  to  a  question  as  to  whether  wheat  of  a  similar 
character  to  that  imported  was  grown  in  Ontario,  he  said  : 

“  We  believe  we  grow  better  fall  wheat  here  in  Western  Ontario 
than  can  be  got  from  any  American  market — there  is  no  competition  in 
fall  wheat — but  no  country  produces  so  good  a  quality  of  hard  wheat  as 
the  American  North-West,  except  Manitoba.  Nothing  better  can  be 
grown  in  Ontario  than  fall  wheat.  It  is  far  better  for  flour  than  any 
spring  wheat  raised  here.” 

I  asked  if  they  could  not  import  Manitoba  wheat  of  the 
same  character  as  the  American  wheat  more  cheaply  than 
the  American  wheat  and  paying  the  duty,  and  was  told : 

“  We  have  never  yet  been  able  to  do  so  (import  Manitoba  wheat)  and 
compete  with  the  American  flour  made  from  the  same  quality  of  wheat 
(nor  do  we  here  especially  in  the  west  of  Ontario  ever  expect  to  do  so) 
as  freights  and  other  things  are  against  us.  Some  of  those  millers  who 
are  situated  so  they  can  get  Manitoba  wheat  by  water  might  do  so  at 
some  seasons,  but  even  then  it  would  not  help  the  milling  of  the  choice 
fall  wheat  of  Ontario  by  our  own  mills.” 

1  think  this  makes  it  very  clear  that,  so  far  as  our  millers 
in  Western  Ontario  are  concerned,  the  duty  on  wheat  does 
not  inure  to  the  benefit  of  Manitoba  by  inducing  our  millers 
to  use  Manitoba  wheat ;  because,  even  with  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  against  American  wheat  afforded  by  the  duty,  it  does 
not  pay  our  millers  to  import  Manitoba  wheat  instead  of 
American  wheat.  In  answer  to  another  question  in  respect 
to  the  effect  the  abolition  of  duty  on  United  States  wheat 
would  have  on  the  prices  paid  for  Canadian  wheat  he  said  : 

“  At  certain  times  the  abolition  of  the  wheat  duty  might  affect  the  price 
paid  to  farmers  for  home  grown  wheat,  but  it  is  quite  impossible  that  it 
should  affect  it  permanently,  as  all  are  now  aware  that  prices  are  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  Liverpool  market.  We  should  only  use  American  wheat 
when  other  wheat  could  not  be  got,  as  was  the  case  last  season.' 

They  had  explained  in  a  former  letter  that  the  impossibility 
of  getting  wheat  enough  to  keep  their  mills  going  compelled 
them  to  close  them  for  part  of  the  year. 

‘  ‘  Ogilvies  and  some  others  may  arrange  to  run  their  mills  on  Manitoba 
wheat,  but  the  great  majority  must  depend  on  the  wheat  that  they  buy 
at  their  mill  doors.  *  *  *  In  regard  to  the  views  of  the  farmers  on 
the  wheat  duty,  they  would  hardly  notice  it.  They  look  at  the  matter 
very  much  ia  this  way,  namely,  that  wheat  is  generally  higher  across 
the  river  or  lake  than  in  our  own  markets.’  ’ 

Bearing  out  the  figures  I  produced  to  the  House  on  the 
last  occasion  on  which  I  spoke. 

“We  have  very  little  faith  in  increase  of  duty  to  an  extent  to  do 
good,  and  would  sooner  have  the  wheat  duty  off.  It  might  often  make 
things  better  for  millers  here.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  refer  to  certain  improvements  in  freight 
rates  that  have  been  lately  given  to  the  western  millers  in 
the  States.  I  will  give  also  the  effect  of  another  letter  from 
another  firm  of  millers,  which  puts  the  case  very  clearly. 
They  say : 

“  We  do  feel  a  great  injustice  is  done  the  Canadian  millers  under  the 
present  duty  and  bonding  arrangement  on  wheat,  probably  more  grievous 
to  some  millers  who  are  not  so  well  situated  for  obtaining  wheat  as  we 
are.” 

“You  will  see  by  this  that  the  duty  on  wheat  handicaps  us  in  such  a 
way  that  we  find  it  very  hard  to  obtain  wheat  and  keep  the  mill  run¬ 
ning  on  full  time,  and  require  to  stand  still.  It  is  utterly  impossible  for 
us  tojpurchase  wheat  in  Detroit  or  Chicago  (which  we  would  like  to  do 
Casey. 
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at  the  present  time)  even  without  the  duty,  and  export  the  flour  and 
make  anything  more  than  a  living  out  of  the  transaction.  Take  for 
Example  No.  2  Bed  Winter  which  is  same  wheat  as  raised  here  in 
Chicago  is  worth  to-day  78§c  ,  77fc.,  and  78o.,  per  bushel.  We  cannot 
expect  to  have  it  delivered  nere  for  less  than  7c.  per  bushel,  that  will 
make  the  cost  delivered  here,  say  85c.  per  bushel.  We  are  paying  the 
farmers  here  from  80c.  to  85c.  per  bushel.  Now  add  15c.  per  bushel  duty 
would  bring  it  to  $1  per  bushel.  We  could  not  ship  any  flour  at  such  a 
cost  of  material,  so  the  result  is  we  stand  still  when  we  cannot  purchase 
wheat  from  the  farmers.” 

Now,  this  is  a  remarkable  statement  of  practical  men, 
engaged  in  milling  and  wishing  to  import  wheat  for  milling 
purposes.  They  evidently  did  not  take  the  duty  into 
account  at  all  when  comparing  the  rates  between  Detroit 
and  my  constituency.  They  say  it  is  as  dear  in  Detroit  or 
Chicago,  with  the  freight  added,  as  it  is  in  my  own  neigh¬ 
borhood,  so  the  duty  has  not  raised  the  price  of  wheat  in 
that  part  of  the  country,  though  it  has  prevented  the 
importation  of  a  certain  amount  of  American  wheat.  It  has 
had  the  effect  of  shutting  down  tho  mills  for  a  certain  time 
in  the  year  without  increasing  the  price  to  Canadian  far¬ 
mers,  and  appears  to  be  mischievous  to  the  manufacturing 
class  in  that  part  of  the  country  without  being  of  the  slight¬ 
est  use  to  the  agricultural  class.  They  say  : 

“  The  expression  of  the  duty  benefitting  the  farmers  is  a  fabulous 
theory,  and  won’t  hold  water,  for,  when  wheat  gets  over  a  certain  cost, 
we  do  no  business  unless  there  is  a  general  advance  in  breadstuffs.  We 
have  noticed  the  markets  very  particularly  since  1878,  and  we  have 
never  yet  seen  the  price  of  wheat  in  this  section  exceed  the  prices  of 
wheat  figuring  the  price  in  Chicago  with  freight  to  this  point.” 

I  gave  you  some  figures  the  other  afternoon  for  the  past 
autumn.  These  gentlemen  have  watched  the  markets  since 
1878,  and  have  found  that  to  be  true  during  all  that  time 
which  I  found  to  be  true  during  last  autumn.— — - 

“  This,”  he  says,  “I  believe  to  be  universal.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  point  out  the  reason  why  they  cannot 
compete  in  the  eastern  provincial  markets.  He  says: 

“  As  for  perfection  in  machinery,  the  most  of  the  mills  in  Ontario 
have  the  latest  and  best  improved  machinery,  and  can  manufacture  and 
finish  the  flour  equal  to  anything  in  the  United  States,  and  those  millers 
who  could  not  would  soon  advance.  There  is  a  grade  of  flour  known 
as  strong  bakers  and  high  grade  Minneapolis  flour,  which  is  meeting 
with  purchasers  in  our  cities,  and  it  is  used  by  the  bakers.  Now,  if  we 
could  obtain  the  Manitoba  wheat  at  a  reasonable  price,  we  could  supply 
this  trade  ourselves.  The  cost  of  the  wheat  delivered  here  is  too  much.” 

They  feel  the  pressure  of  heavy  freight  rates  on  Manitoba 
wheat  as  much  as  the  Manitoba  farmers  do. — — 

“  We  do  not  believe  much  American  flour  has  found  its  way  into  this 
market  ” - 

This  is,  the  Western  Ontario  market. — — 

“  since  the  harvest  of  1884.  The  writer  did  not  approve  of  the  Millers’ 
Associations  idea  of  an  advance  of  duty  on  flour  ot  50  cents  per  barrel 
so  as  to  make  it  $1.  •  *  *  Now  we  feel  the  greatest  boon 

to  the  millers  would  be,  get  the  duty  on  wheat  removed,  and  you  will 
soon  find  there  will  be  no  American  wheat  find  its  way  into  Canadian 
market,  as  the  millers  would  arrange  to  supply  this  trade.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  point  out  that  there  are  six  first  class 
mills  in  that  county,  with  capacities  varying  from  150  to 
350  barrels  for  every  24  hours,  making  a  total  production 
of  1,200  barrels  daily,  which  are  now  running  on  half  time, 
and  hardly  that  for  the  last  three  months,  the  cause  being 
that  they  cannot  obtain  wheat.  He  afterwards  states  that 
they  employ  an  average  of  fifteen  men  each,  so  that  ninety 
men  are  thrown  on  half  time,  and  that  there  is  a  capital 
invested  amounting  to  $270,000  in  these  mills,  which 
is  lying  idle  half  the  time.  I  think  this  is  not  a  pleasant 
showing.  It  shows  beyond  doubt  that  the  millers  have 
grievances,  it  shows  that  the  way  in  which  the  tariff 
is  arranged  is  not  favorable  to  their  industry,  and  that 
something  ought  to  be  done  for  them.  In  what  direction 
this  something  ought  to  be  is  a  question  for  the  Government 
to  decide.  It  is  for  them  to  say  whether  they  will  remove 
a  tax  that  does  not  seem  to  do  much  good  to  the  farmers, 
or  will  reduce  it,  or  whether  they  will  increase  the  duty  on 
flour.  1  do  not  know  what  the  feeling  of  the  farmers  of 
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Western  Ontario  would  be  in  regard  to  the  removal  of 
this  tax — they  have  not  yet  been  consulted  on  the  subject 
— but,  as  one  of  them,  speaking  only  for  myself,  I 
do  not  believe  it  does  us  any  good.  I  believe  the 
only  use  of  the  wheat  duty  has  been  as  an  excuse  to 
induce  us  to  submit  to  other  taxes  which  have  been  very 
burdensome  to  farmers  as  a  class  throughout  the  country. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  the  bait  of  the  wheat  duty  and  the 
barley  duty  held  out  to  us  in  1878,  we  would  never  have 
submitted  to  allow  ourselves  to  be  taxed  for  the  building  up 
of  large  manufacturing  concerns  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  It  was  only  these  two  taxes  that  induced  the 
farmers  to  accept  the  other  taxes.  It  was  only  the  promise 
that  was  made  that  we  would  obtain  benefit  from  these  two 
taxes  that  induced  us  to  accept  the  National  Policy.  We 
have  found,  from  a  long  experience  of  six  years,  that 
this  policy  has  not  raised  the  price  of  grains.  The  price  of 
grains  has,  since  the  adoption  of  the  National  Policy,  gone 
down  almost  continuously;  at  any  rate,  it  is  lower  now 
than  ever  before ;  and  we  believe  that,  as  far  as  that  tax  is 
concerned,  the  policy  has  been  a  humbug  and  we  would 
suffer  very  little  from  its  abolition.  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
after  the  subject  has  been  further  debated  in  the  House,  the 
farmers  will  express  some  opinion  in  regard  to  it,  and  that 
will  deserve  the  fullest  consideration ;  but,  speaking  for 
myself,  I  do  not  believe  it  does  us  any  good  whatever,  or 
that  we  would  lose  one  cent  a  bushel  by  its  abolition. 

Mr.  HESSON.  What  is  the  price  of  wheat  in  Chicago 
to-day  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  not  a  newspaper  by  me  from  which 
to  make  the  quotation.  Perhaps  the  hon.  member  when  he 
follows  me,  will  give  the  prices  in  Chicago  and  the  prices 
here  to-day,  and  then  he  will  have  a  comparison.  I  want 
to  say  something  about  the  most  remarkable  document 
which  has  ever  been  laid  before  this  House,  the  report  on 
the  manufacturing  interests  in  existence  in  Canada  by  Mr. 
Blackeby  and  Mr.  Willis.  I  find  that  the  enquiry 
originated  in  a  memorandum  by  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Finance  dated  in  May  last,  saying  that  he  had 
long  considered  “  the  desirability  of  procuring  reliable 
information  ” — reliable  information,  remember-— “  as  to 
the  manufacturing  industries  in  existence  in  Canada, 
as  regards  the  number  of  persons  employed,  the 
amount  of  capital  invested,  the  output  thereof,  the  date  of 
establishment  and  the  progress  of  the  several  factories,  and, 
in  fact,  all  particulars  that  will  be  of  use  in  aiding  the 
Government  in  legislation  with  reference  thereto.”  It 
seems  the  Government  intended  to  propose  some  legislation 
in  regard  to  these  industries  during  the  coming  year, 
and  they  wanted  information  to  base  that  legislation  on. 
Of  course  they  wanted  full  and  accurate  information. 
He  recommends  that  Mr.  Blackeby  be  appointed  because 
he  is  a  man  “  who  has  shown  himself  fully  qualified 
for  the  work.”  We  will  see  how  full  and  accurate  the 
information  is,  and  how  fully  Mr.  Blackeby  has  shown 
himself  qualified  for  the  position  he  undertook.  He  occupies 
about  40  pages  of  a  pamphlet  of  200  pages,  in  dealing 
with  the  industries  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  the  rest  being 
taken  up  with  the  industries  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  may  give  us  a  hint  as  to  the  fullness 
of  the  information  obtained  by  Mr.  Blackeby.  One-fifth  of 
this  book  is  occupied  by  statistics  regarding  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  the  two  great  manufacturing  Provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  the  two  Provinces  which  outweigh  the  others 
as  greatly  in  manufactures,  almost,  as  they  do  in  population. 
One-fifth  of  the  report  only  is  taken  up  with  these  two  great 
Provinces,  while  four-fifths  are  given  up  to  industries  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  principally  in  the  city  of  St.  John 
and  neighborhood.  It  is  clear,  then,  that  the  informa¬ 
tion  obtained  about  Ontario  and  Quebec  cannot  be  as  full 
as  that  obtained  about  the  industries  in  the  other  Provinces. 


Now,  Mr.  Blackeby  begins  by  a  sort  of  general  observation 
on  the  country.  He  admits,  to  start  with  : 

“  It  is  true,  that  in  some  industries,  the  privilege  of  supplying  the 
Canadian  market  for  manufactured  goods  with  the  produce  of  our  own 
mills,  has  been  too  largely  taken  advantage  of  by  capitalists,  anxious  to 
put  their  monev  to  a  profitable  use,  and  in  this  way  the  market  (which, 
although  a  growing  one,  has  its  limits),  was,  for  a  time,  unduly  stocked 
with  these  classes  of  goods.” 

This  is  a  very  pretty  and  polite  way  of  putting  it.  They 
were  too  anxious  to  take  advantage  of  the  privilege  of 
supplying  our  people  with  home  manufactured  goods  at  high 
prices,  and  they  overstocked  the  market ;  in  other  words  he 
admits  there  was  an  unwholesome  boom  in  manufactures 
which  produced  a  plethora,  and  which  is  the  cause  of  the 
depression  now.  This  information  is  thoroughly  reliable, 
of  course,  because  it  is  the  Finance  Minister  himself  who  has 
transmitted  it  to  us.  He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  It  is  now  a  question  of  a  very  short  time  when,  having  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  requirements  of  the  people,  manufacturers  in  Canada 
will  be  prepared  to  supply,  through  the  labor  of  our  own  mechanics  and 
operatives,  all  the  demands  of  the  market,  at  a  profit  alike  to  themselves 
and  the  districts  in  which  they  are  located.” 

It  must  have  been  from  Mr.  Blackeby  that  the  right  hon. 
Premier  obtained  his  now  celebrated  expression  “ere  long.” 
Why,  Sir,  when  the  National  Policy  was  first  adopted  we 
were  told  its  effects  were  to  follow  immediately  ;  that  wo 
were  to  have  manufactures  the  day  after,  that  the  tall 
chimneys  were  to  spring  up,  manufactures  were  to  boom, 
and  everybody  was  to  make  increased  profits.  But,  now 
Mr.  Blackeby  says  “  it  is  a  question  of  but  a  short  time  ” 
when  all  this  will  take  place.  We  have  had  the  National 
Policy  in  force  for  six  years  and  now  “  ere  long  ”  we  are 
going  to  get  the  benefits  of  it.  Then  he  tells  us  something 
of  his  methods.  Ho  says  : 

“  It  must  not  be  supposed  that  the  statistics  given  are  the  total  figures 
of  any  particular  class  of  work  or  any  particular  section  of  Ontario  or 
Quebec.” 

He  has  been  appointed  to  get  full  and  thorough  information 
upon  which  to  base  legislation,  and  he  says  it  must  not  be 
supposed  that  his  statistics  are  full  in  regard  to  any  section. 
Oh,  no.  And  then: 

“  In  the  limit  of  time  given  only  sufficient  factories  could  be  visited  to 
give  a  proper  idea  of  what  the  general  state  of  trade  was  in  the  several 
classes  and  the  various  districts.” 

Of  course,  the  factories  that  he  visited  in  order  to  get  a 
“  proper  idea  ”  of  the  state  of  trade  naturally  would  not  be 
those  which  were  not  doing  well.  In  order  to  produce  a 
“  proper  idea  ”  he  would  visit  those  which  were  doing  very 
well,  and  which  have  increased  their  products  since  1878  t 

“Many  towns  having  large  industrial  works  have  not  been  visited 
at  all.” 

There  is  his  own  confession,  the  confession  of  the  Govern* 
meat’s  agent : 

“For  instance,  Almonte,  which  may  almost  be  considered  as  the  seat  of 
the  woollen  trade  in  Canada,  was  not  visited  owing  to  lack  of  time,  and 
other  large  industrial  towns  do  not  figure  iu  this  report  ” 

The  seat  of  the  woollen  trade  in  Canada  was  not  visited  ! 
Would  it  not  give  a  “  proper  idea  ”  of  the  state  of  that  trade  if 
the  seat  of  the  woollen  industry  had  been  visited  ?  I  am 
inclined  to  fancy  it  was  that  reason  and  not  lack  of  time, 
which  prevented  its  being  visited.  It  would  seem  from  the 
terms  of  this  report  that  the  woollen  trade  in  the  seat  of 
that  industry  cannot  be  as  flourishing  as  it  was  some  time 
ago,  or  Mr.  Blackeby  would  have  found  some  time  to  visit 
it.  Why,  Sir,  he  has  been  to  Aylmer,  Simcoo,  Tilsonburg, 
and  various  other  small  towns  in  my  county  and  neighbor¬ 
hood  that  are  not  the  seat  of  any  particular  industry.  He 
has  been  to  all  sorts  of  places  in  Ontario  and  Quebec.  He 
has  been  everywhere  he  thought  there  was  anything 
flourishing,  but  he  had  not  time  to  go  to  Almonte,  which 
was  “  the  seat  of  the  woollen  industry  of  Canada,”  and  he 
goes  on  to  confess  to  us  : 
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“  Factories  which  were  in  existence  some  years  prior  to  1878,  but 
were  closed  down  in  1878,  are  given  as  new  industries.” 

The  man  confesses  that  himself!  He  gives  as  new 
industries  in  this  list,  factories  that  were  in  existence 
previous  to  18*79,  but  were  then  temporarily  closed  down  : 

“  Such  for  instance  as  the  sugar  refineries  in  Montreal,  the  bridge 
works  and  rolling  mills  at  Hamilton.” 

And  yet,  Sir,  the  supporters  of  the  Government  will  be 
quoting  these  figures  throughout  the  country  showing  the 
great  increase  of  prosperity,  the  increase  in  the  sugar  busi¬ 
ness,  and  in  regard  to  these  works  at  Hamilton,  and  others, 
without  telling  the  people  that  Mr.  Blackeby  himself  con¬ 
fesses  in  this  report  that  these  industries  had  been  in  exist¬ 
ence  years  before.  Why,  Sir,  he  does  not  even  pretend  to 
give  full  information  of  the  industries  which  were  in  exist¬ 
ence  in  1878.  He  gives  a  list  of  each  town  and  what 
industries  were  there  in  1878,  and  what  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  since,  but  he  does  not  pretend  to  tell  us  how  he  got 
at  those  that  existed  in  1878  ;  but  judging  from  the 
cases  in  which  we  can  track  him  I  believe  he  has  only 
put  down,  of  the  industries  existing  in  1878,  those 
that  are  in  existence  now.  If  there  were  in  a  town 
in  which  eight  existed  in  1878,  and  still  exist,  he 
would  put  down  eight  in  1878  ;  but  he  made  no  effort  to 
find  those  that  were  in  existence  then  but  have  failed  since.  I 
know  that  must  be  so  with  regard  to  St.  Thomas,  the  county 
town  of  Elgin.  We  find  that  he  groups  together  Aylmer, 
Simcoe,  St.  Thomas,  and  Tilsonburg,  and  he  says  the  whole 
four  towns  had  only  five  industries  between  them  in  1878. 
The  statement  is  perfectly  absurd.  It  is  a  statement  that 
he  must  have  known  would  seem  absurd,  on  the  face  of  it,  to 
any  resident  of  that  county.  The  Town  of  St.  Thomas  at 
that  time  had,  to  my  knowledge,  at  least  twelve  or  fifteen 
establishments  which  must  be  classed  as  industries.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  know  the  names  of  all  of  them,  but  I  am 
sure  there  were  that  many  that  I  know  of  myself,  and  there 
must  have  been  more  that  I  do  not  know.  But  ho  returns 
the  industries  in  the  whole  of  these  towns  now  as  only  thir¬ 
teen.  Why,  St.  Thomas  alone  had  more  in  1878  than  he 
returns  for  the  whole  group  now,  and  I  am  sure  the  whole 
number  now  is  considerably  greater  than  he  states.  He 
does  not  know  how  to  make  the  best  of  his  case.  He  has 
not  returned  the  towns  now  as  being  as  prosperous,  some  of 
them,  as  they  really  are,  though  he  has  taken  good  caro  to 
put  them  down  as  much  less  prosperous  in  1878  than  they 
really  were.  Take  all  the  western  part  of  my  constituency ; 
take  the  towns  of  Ridge  town,  Highgate,  Duart,  Rodney, 
Dutton,  Bismarck  and  Eingal,  which  do  a  large  milling, 
manufacturing  and  foundry  business  ;  he  has  not 
visited  them  at  all.  He  has  tried  to  make  out 
the  case  he  was  sent  to  make  out,  but  he  has 
not  known  how  to  do  it.  In  the  Town  of  St.  Thomas  again 
he  puts  down  a  foundry  and  iron  works  as  having 
started  in  1882,  whereas  it.  was  in  operation  before 
1878,  but  the  property  changed  hands  in  1882,  and 
therefore  he  put  it  down  as  a  new  industry.  That  is 
enough,  perhaps,  of  Mr.  Blackeby’s  report.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  wanted  to  obtain  correct  statistics  of  the  industries 
why  did  they  not  adopt  the  plan  which  has  been  followed 
with  such  success  in  Ontario  ?  Why  did  they  not  establish 
something  like  the  Bureau  of  Industries  which  is  in  constant 
correspondence  with  every  industry  and  every  farmer 
throughout  the  Province,  collecting  from  month  to  month, 
as  well  as  from  year  to  year,  careful  statistics  of  the  pro¬ 
gress  of  the  country.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Mon¬ 
treal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  the  other  day  paid  these  statis¬ 
tics  the  compliment  of  quoting  them  in  preference  to  the 
statistics  of  the  Dominion  Government  because  they  were 
fuller,  and  more  accurate,  and  more  straightforward,  I  must 
say,  than  the  returns  from  which  I  have  just  been  quoting.  I 
shall  refer,  perhaps,  to  these  returns  at  a  later  period. 
In  regard  to  the  prosperity  spoken  of  in  Mr.  Blackeby’s 
Mr.  Casey. 


report  I  am  reminded  of  an  article  which  appeared  on 
Monday  last  in  the  St.  Thomas  Times ,  a  Conservative 
organ ;  and  I  must  pay  it  this  compliment,  that  it  is  one 
of  the  ablest  Conservative  papers  published  west  of  Toronto. 
It  ranks  among  the  first  Conservative  papers  for  indepen¬ 
dence,  honesty  and  straightforwardness.  It  is  a  strange 
coincidence  that  this  article  appeared  in  the  next  issue  after 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  visited  St. 
Thomas.  I  can  only  hope  that  he  had  a  conference  with 
the  editor  of  that  newspaper,  and  that  the  very  correct 
ideas  as  to  the  state  of  the  country  which  are  expressed  in 
that  article  were  inspired  by  the  hon.  member  to  whom  I 
refer.  If  so,  it  shows  that  he  acquired  a  truer  opinion  of 
the  state  of  the  country  than  he  had  when  he  addressed  the 
House.  The  St.  Thomas  Times,  of  March  16th,  says: 

“  We  read,  from  time  to  time,  in  American  papers,  of  large  numbers 
of  men  in  manufacturing  districts  out  of  employment  ;  so  of  miners  in 
the  coal  mining  districts.  We  are  told  that  there  has  been  over-produc¬ 
tion  and  hence  mines  and  factories  have  to  be  closed  and  hands  turned 
out  of  employ.  While  this  has  been  largely  the  case  in  the  United 
States  it  has  been  the  case  in  some  districts  in  Canada.  *  *  *  It  does 
not,  however,  appear  so  plain  why  tens  of  thousands  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  should  remain  in  idleness  while  they  have  millions  of 
acres  of  untilled  lands  in  the  south  and  in  the  west  and  in  the  north. 

*  *  *  The  same  is  true  of  Canada ;  we  have  room  for  mil¬ 

lions  and  support  for  millions  in  the  North-West.  We  employ  immigrant 
agents  and  send  them  to  Europe.  We  offer  inducements  to  get  men  to 
take  our  lands  for  nothing,  or  at  prices  within  the  reach  of  the  poor. 
Why  should  not  means  be  taken  to  get  the  poor  and  the  idle  from  our 
own  cities  to  occupy  the  land  that  would  afford  the  industrious  at  least 
a  comfortable  living?” 

Here  is  a  Conservative  paper,  a  well  informed  newspaper » 
published  in  a  city  which  has,  perhaps,  retained  its  pros' 
perity  during  the  present  depression  better  than  any  other 
in  Canada,  declaring  that  it  is  a  very  strange  state  of  things 
that  people  should  be  lying  idle  in  cities  while  we  have  mil¬ 
lions  of  untilled  acres  of  fertile  land.  It  continues  : 

1  ‘  Why  should  not  the  unemployed  be  assisted  to  go  and  cultivate  the 
soil  ?  Why  should  they  spend  months  doing  nothing,  waiting  for  the 
fitful  employment  that  the  factories  afford  ? 

This  is  a  very  strange  contrast  to  the  report  of  Mr.  Blackeby, 
who  says  that  men  are  earning  higher  wages,  that  more 
men  are  employed,  and  that  each  man  is  getting  a  fair 
day’s  wage  for  a  fair  day’s  work.  Does  this  mean  that  our 
workingmen  are  getting  a  fair  day’s  wage  for  a  fair  day’s 
work  ?  Would  a  Conservative  organ  confess  to  such  a  stale 
of  things  existing  if  it  were  not  satisfied  that  there  are 
thousands  idle,  and  that  there  are  men  who  cannot  get 
a  fair  day’s  wage  for  a  fair  day’s  work  ?  It  continues : 

“  If  some  of  the  means  spent  on  immigration  agents  to  the  old  coun-> 
tries  of  Europe  were  applied  to  helping  off  some  of  the  unemployed  in 
our  cities,  it  would  be  quite  as  good  an  investment,  perhaps  better. 
There  should  not  be  want  and  destitution  in  countries  that  possess 
millions  of  acres  of  productive  lands  lying  waste.” 

The  editor  admits  there  is  want  and  destitution.  He  says 
there  should  not  be.  Again  : 

“It  is  not  necessary  that  thousands  of  a  reserved  force  of  workmen 
should  remain  idle  in  our  towns  for  three  or  six  months  of  the  year, 
waiting  for  a  boom  in  the  factories.” 

Are  we  not  told  that  the  factories  are  booming  all  the  time  ? 
Can  we  believe  there  is  a  boom  among  the  factories  at  the 
present  time  ?  The  St.  Thomas  Times  says  there  is  not. 
The  article  continues : 

“That  is  how  the  dangerous  classes  are  manufactured.  Let  as  many 
as  can  find  regular  work  stay,  and  let  the  others  be  assisted  to  go  where 
they  will  become  independent.” 

If  you  read  this  in  connection  with  some  of  the  promises  and 
pledges  I  heard  the  other  day  from  the  lips  of  the  hon. 
Premier  about  the  coming  prosperity,  independence  and 
riches  of  the  workingman,  of  the  coming  time  when  he 
would  be  able  to  pay  far  higher  prices  for  everything  the 
farmer  had  to  sell,  you  cannot  help  smiling  ;  but  I  confess 
it  is  a  sad  smile,  not  a  smile  of  pleasure,  but  a  smile  of  pity 
for  those  poor  men  who  have  been  duped  by  those  promises 
into  voting  for  the  introduction  here  of  a  so-called  national 
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system  of  finance,  which  has  brought  them  to  the  condition 
in  which  they  now  are,  as  it  is  described  by  one  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  own  organs.  I  say,  then,  that  on  the 
whole,  by  the  admission  of  Conservatives  themselves,  the 
National  Policy  has  been  a  failure.  It  has  failed 
to  produce  the  results  promised  to  anj^  single  class 
in  the  community.  It  has  failed  to  secure  continuous 
prosperity  for  the  manufacturers.  It  has  failed  to  procure 
continual  employment  for  the  workingman.  It  has  failed  to 
procure  good  prices  for  the  farmer.  It  has  failed,  last  of  all 
but  not  least  of  all,  to  procure  reciprocity.  I  has  failed,  I 
say,  to  procure  continuous  prosperity,  even  for  the  indus¬ 
tries  which  the  Government  most  particularly  desired  to 
protect.  Perhaps  the  most  specially  protected  of  the  indus¬ 
tries  is  the  cotton  industry.  We  all  know  there  was  a  boom 
in  that  industry.  It  is  shown  in  this  report  that  the  amount  of 
capital  invested  has  about  tripled.  W  hat  has  been  the  result  ? 
Is  that  trade  prosperous  ?  If  you  look  at  the  stock  lists  for 
the  last  few  years  you  will  find  that  the  stock  of  the  Canada, 
Hudon,  Cornwall,  and  other  mills  formerly  stood  at  137, 
190,  or  200.  In  some  of  the  companies  the  stock  was  quoted 
at  twice  the  amount  invested.  Now  these  stocks  range  from 
25  to  65.  I  think  the  Canada  Company  stock,  that  sold 
three  years  ago  at  190  odd,  now  stands  at  45,  or  about  one- 
fifth  of  what  it  7? as  three  years  ago.  The  stock  of  some 
of  the  others  is  at  25,  or  about  one-fourth  the  capital 
paid  when  the  company  was  first  started.  Is  that  a  state 
of  prosperity  ?  I  received  Oswald’s  circular,  which  I  believe 
is  sent  to  all  of  us  from  Montreal  at  the  opening  of  the  year. 
I  could  not  find  from  it  that  any  of  these  companies  had 
paid  dividends  during  the  lastyear.  Here,  then,  are  eight  or 
ten  millions  of  capital  invested,  which  is  not  paying  any 
dividend.  There  are  no  dividends  paid  to  shareholders,  no 
wages  paid  to  operatives,  and  the  stock  of  the  com¬ 
panies  has  gone  down,  in  some  cases,  to  a  quarter  of  tho 
amount  originally  invested.  Can  that  be  called  a  state  of 
prosperity  ?  I  am  sure  thero  are  many,  including  some 
members  of  this  House,  who  most  loudly  advocated,  and  most 
strongly  supported  the  National  Policy  in  the  interest  of 
this  very  manufacture,  who  have  found  that  the  protection 
of  the  cotton  industry  has  not  secured  its  prosperity. 

Mr.  IIESSON.  Where  are  the  cotton  lords  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  An  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  know 
where  the  cotton  lords  are.  They  are  now  where  a  good 
many  Irish  landlords  are — they  are  pretty  hard  up.  They 
lorded  it  nobly  during  the  time  of  the  boom,  so  long  as 
they  could  lord  it  over  us;  but  now  rates  have  fallen,  their 
property  has  depreciated,  and  they  are  finding  out  that 
even  a  lord  may  sometimes  find  himself  hard  up,  even 
though  he  be  a  cotton  lord,  and  has  all  the  influence  and 
power  of  the  Government  at  his  back  to  try  and  make  his 
property  valuable.  But  their  fall  was  inevitable.  So  long 
as  there  was  only  a  certain  number  of  mills,  the  boom 
continued.  But  when  the  home  market  was  supplied,  and 
over  supplied,  the  boom  had  to  stop.  It  is  not  a  temporary 
depression.  There  are  more  cotton  mills  and  machinery 
in  Canada  than  will  be  required  to  supply  the  needs  of 
this  country  for  years  and  years  to  come.  They  are  burth- 
ened  not  only  wilh  actual  manufactures  of  cotton  but,  as 
this  newspaper  (St.  Thomas  Times )  states,  with  the 
facilities  for  making  more  goods.  The  facilities  for  pro¬ 
duction  are  too  great  for  the  size  of  the  country,  and  we 
are  destined  either  to  continued  depression,  or  continued 
short  production  by  the  mills  which  are  now  in  existence. 

As  to  the  farming  class,  the  National  Policy  has  been  a 
special  failure.  It  gives  them  no  protection.  The  claim 
that  they  are  given  protection  is  now  given  up  by  almost 
everybody  who  discusses  the  subject,  and  although  their’s 
is  almost  the  only  unprotected  industry  in  the  country, 
agriculture  is  the  only  industry  in  Canada  which  has  shown 
during  these  years  an  unabating  and  constant  rate  of  pro¬ 


gress.  Agriculture  has  progressed  steadily  during  theso 
years;  it  is  progressing  steadily  now,  and  I  believe,  taking 
it  all  around,  apart  from  the  low  prices,  it  is  in  a  fairly 
prosperous  condition.  The  hon.  member  for  Montreal 
Centre  (Mr.  Curran),  who  spoke  the  other  day,  quoted  tho 
statistics  of  the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Industries,  to  show  that 
the  price  of  farm  land  had  gone  up  in  Ontario.  I  bolieve 
he  quoted  them  correctly,  and  I  believe  from  my  knowledge 
of  the  gentleman  who  collects  those  statistics  that  they  are 
as  correct  as  they  can  be  made.  I  believe  that  the  value 
of  farm  property  in  most  parts  of  Ontario  has  gone  up. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  to  what  do  wo  owe  that  ?  Is  it  to  the 
National  Policy  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  To  the  Mowat  Government. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  the  word 
out  of  my  mouth — wo  owe  it  to  tho  Mowat  Government. 
He  has  taken  tho  word  out  of  my  mouth,  for  we  do  owe  it 
to  a  large  extent  to  the  Mowat  Government ;  but  above 
all  to  the  enterprise,  the  business  ability,  and  the 
general  vigor  and  push  of  the  farming  community  them¬ 
selves,  and  of  thoso  classes  of  shippers  with  whom  their 
prosperity  is  so  closely  bound  up.  We  owe  it  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  export  trade  in  cattle  and  beef,  in  sheep  and 
in  cheqpo  ;  to  the  improvement  in  the  production  of  cheeso 
and  to  some  extent  to  the  improvement  in  the  character  of 
our  butter,  though  that  improvement  has  not  been  so  great 
as  we  would  like.  Besides  all  this  we  owe  it  to  railway 
development,  to  the  drainage  of  the  land  by  open  drains 
and  tile  drains,  and  to  many  other  agencies  of  this  kind 
entirely  distinct  from  the  National  Policy,  and  for  which 
we  have  not  to  thank  this  Government  here  in  the  slightest 
degree.  I  say  that  the  farmers’  own  industry  and  energy 
have  done  a  great  deal,  but  without  the  aid  given  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Ontario  these  would  not  have  accomplished 
as  much  as  they  have  done,  and  I  am  glad  that 
the  hon,  member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White) 
has  confessed  his  agreement  with  me  on  that  point.  I  say 
that  the  increase  in  the  value  of  land  is  owing  partly  to  the 
development  of  railways,  and  our  railway  system  has  been 
developed  tremendously  by  the  assistance  given  by  the 
Provincial  Government.  It  has  sent  local  railways,  com¬ 
peting  railways,  into  all  parts  of  the  Province,  and  it  has 
assisted  municipalities  to  build  their  own  roads — it  has  done 
everything  possible  to  promote  the  construction  of  railways. 
It  has  in  the  second  place  given  facilities  to  farmers  to 
borrow  money  at  low  rates  of  interost  for  open  and  tile 
drains,  and  any  one  coming  from  my  section  of  the  country 
will  know  that  in  those  two  respects  alone,  the  measures  of 
that  Government  have  added  more  to  the  value  of  land  in 
Ontario,  and  to  the  profits  of  Ontario  farmers,  than  this 
Government  could  ever  hope  to  do,  by  any  National  Policy 
they  could  bring  down,  or  by  any  other  policy  they  could 
establish.  As  a  matter  of  personal  experience  I  can  say  that 
tile  drainage  often  doubles  the  value  of  lands  and  almost 
invariably  pays  a  larger  percentage  on  the  money  invested 
than  could  be  got  out  of  any  other  investment.  The  profits 
are  frequently  estimated  at  from  25  to  35  per  cent,  and  the 
Government  lends  money  to  farmers  at  5  per  cent,  interest 
for  the  purposes  of  tile  drainage.  Is  it  not  a  direct  benefit 
to  the  farmer  to  have  his  land  doubled  in  value,  or  his 
profits  increased  from  25  to  35  per  cent,  a  year,  and  that  at 
a  cost  to  himself  of  only  5  percent,  on  the  money  he  borrows, 
if  he  has  not  the  money  of  his  own  to  spend?  The 
improvement  in  the  making  of  cheese  has  had  a  great  deal 
to  do  with  the  increased  value  of  land.  How  has  that  been 
brought  about  ?  Has  this  Government  done  anything  to 
bring  it  about  ?  The  Ontario  Government  has  assisted 
cheese  making  by  assisting  dairymen’s  institutes  to 
which  learned  specialists  in  that  line  are  brought 
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to  instruct  the  dairymen  of  Canada.  By  this  means, 
and  by  distributing  literature  bearing  on  dairy  work,  cheese¬ 
making  has  been  improved  to  such  an  extent  in 
Canada  that  we  are  now  almost  confessedly  at  the  head  of 
the  world.  A  few  years  ago  we  were  nowhere  compared 
with  the  United  States  ;  now  we  are  ahead  of  that  country 
in  the  English  markets,  and  it  is  an  actual  fact  that  Ontario 
cheese-makers  have  been  taken  home  to  England  and  Scot¬ 
land  to  teach  the  dairymen  of  that  country  how  to  make 
cheese. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds').  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
permit  me  to  give  one  reason  why  Canadian  cheose  has 
gone  up  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  Certainly  ;  state  it; 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Previous  to  the  introduction 
of  the  National  Policy  the  Americans  shipped  inferior 
American  cheese  through  Canada  as  Canadian  cheese, 
thereby  lowering  the  reputation  of  our  make,  but  now  they 
must  make  themselves  responsible  for  their  own  cheese  or 
else  pay  the  duty. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  shows  just  about  how  much  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  know  of  the  effect  of  the  National 
Policy.  The  hon.  gentleman  attributes  to  the  National 
Policy  the  fact  that  bad  American  cheese  has  ceased  to  be 
marketed  as  Canadian  cheese,  and  he  is  not  aware  appar¬ 
ently  that  the  National  Policy  has  not  increased  tho  duty 
on  cheese  at  all. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds.)  I  know  we  had  two  cents  a 
pound  before  the  National  Policy. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Two  of  the  articles  with  which  the  National 
Policy  has  not  interefered  at  all  are  butter  and  cheese,  and 
I  have,  therefore,  taken  those  two  articles  as  illustrating, 
most  particularly,  the  fact  that  wherever  the  Government 
kindly  leaves  an  industry  alone  it  prospers,  and  that 
wherever  they  do  interfere  they  injure.  No,  Sir ;  I  say 
the  National  Policy,  as  regards  the  farming  industry, 
has  been  a  huge  and  gigantic  failure,  and  that  the  improve¬ 
ments  which  have  taken  place  in  agriculture — and  they  are 
great — have  boon  due  to  the  industry  and  enterprise  of  the 
farmers  themselves,  and  to  the  assistance  of  the  Local 
Government  of  Ontario,  and  perhaps  the  Governments  of  the 
other  Provinces,  though  I  am  not  so  fully  posted  with  regard 
to  them. 

But,  Sir,  the  National  Policy  is  only  one  of  the  many 
failures  of  which  the  present  Administration  has  been 
guilty ;  and  I  say  “guilty  of  failure,”  though  we  would  not 
ordinarily  say  that,  because  when  they  came  into  power 
they  professed  that  they  were  going  to  be  always  success¬ 
ful,  that  Providence  was  with  them,  and  that  they 
were  sure  of  being  successful  at  all  times,  so  that  if  they 
failed  it  has  been  by  some  wrong  doing  of  their  own  ;  they 
are  “guilty  of  failure,”  and  have  not  merely  been  unfortunate. 
There  haB  been  a  superstition  that  tho  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  leads  the  Government  has  a  talisman  which  makes 
him  always  successful ;  and  I  do  not  know  anything  which 
has  contributed  so  much  to  his  success  as  the  widespread 
opinion  that  he  always  would  be  successful,  that  everybody 
believed  in  his  star.  But  that  superstition  is  rapidly  becom¬ 
ing  obsolete ;  if  not,  it  shows  that  those  who  once  enter  on 
the  service  of  a  leader — those  who  follow  the  fortunes  of  a 
prophet — cannot  detach  themselves  from  him  no  matter 
how  severely  they  aro  admonished  by  facts  that  his  star 
is  no  longer  in  the  ascendant,  and  that  the  continuous 
success  which  they  hoped  for  is  failing  him.  It  must  shake 
the  belief  of  those  gentlemen  in  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s 
success — in  his  talisman — his  star — to  find  that  in  regard  to 
the  liquor  question,  in  regard  to  the  boundary  question,  in 
regard  to  tho  disallowance  question,  he  has  led  them 
into  courses  which  have  been  disastrous  to  the  party. 
Mr,  Casey. 


In  regard  to  the  liquor  license  question,  first  of  all,  he  was 
wrong  in  policy  in  attempting  to  get  control  of  the  liquor 
business  in  the  different  Provinces.  It  was  not  a  thing  he 
should  have  desired  as  a  matter  of  policy.  It  was  a 
troublesome  thing.  It  would  give  him  a  little  patronage  ; 
but  the  trouble  it  would  cost  him  would  be  greater  than  the 
good  he  would  get  from  the  patronage.  But,  Sir,  actuated  by 
a  feeling  of  personal  rivalry  against  the  Premier  of  Ontario, 
whom  he  described  as  a  “  little  tyrant,”  and  to  whom 
he  was  going  to  teach  good  manners,  he  determined  to  get 
control  of  that  business.  In  doing  so  he  was  doubly  wrong 
— wrong  in  policy,  and  wrong  in  the  means  he  adopted  for 
carrying  out  that  policy  ;  for  after  having  one  Act  after 
another,  we  know  that  at  present,  by  the  decision  of  the 
highest  tribunal  to  which  the  question  has  been  carried, 
the  McCarthy  Act  is  not  the  law  of  the  land  in  any  of 
the  Provinces,  and  we  do  not  believe  it  is  going  to  be.  He 
has  made  enemies  amongst  the  temperance  people,  and 
amongst  the  liquor  dealers  as  well.  That  one  blunder 
has  cost  him  more  votes  than  he  could  have  hoped  to 
obtain  if  the  means  he  used  had  been  successful.  With 
regard  to  the  boundary  question,  his  blunder  was  equally 
great.  He  refused  to  accept  the  decision  of  a  fair  tribunal 
as  to  where  the  real  boundary  of  Ontario  was  ;  he  has 
fought  for  years  against  accepting  that  decision  ;  and  now 
we  have  the  decision  of  the  highest  tribunal  in  the  Empire, 
that  the  territory  of  which  he  tried  to  deprive  Ontario, 
always  did  belong,  and  now  does  belong,  to  that  Province. 
Now,  I  want  to  emphasise  that  he  was  not  only  wrong  in 
contending  as  he  did  in  reference  to  that  matter,  not  only 
mistaken  in  law  and  in  equity,  hut  that  he  was  committing 
a  gross  blunder  in  the  way  of  policy.  He  could  not  have 
made  a  grosser  blunder  in  policy  than  in  setting  the  senti¬ 
ment  of  Ontario  against  him  as  he  did  in  the  boundary 
matter.  He  has  dished  forever  the  hopes  of  his  lieutenant 
in  tho  Local  Legislature  to  lead  a  Government  in  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  by  compelling  him  to  follow  him  in  that  policy. 
Whatever  hopes  that  gentleman  had  previously  enter¬ 
tained,  when  he  was  compelled  to  follow  the  mistaken 
line  of  policy  of  his  leader  in  this  House,  he  lost  his 
hopes  in  Ontario.  Blunder  upon  blunder,  not  only  in 
the  nature  of  the  policy  to  be  pursued,  but  in  the  method 
of  carrying  it  out  1  But  now  we  come  to  the  greatest 
blunder  of  all,  the  blunder  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  policy.  I  am  not  at  present  discussing  whether 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  regard  to  that  work  during 
its  whole  history  has  been  a  crime  or  not,  but  I  wish  to 
show  that  it  has  b  en  what  is  much  more  reprehensible  than 
a  crime  in  the  opinion  of  many  people,  and  that  is  a  blunder. 
I  am  not  going  to  give  my  own  authority,  but  the  authority 
of  the  official  organ  of  the  Government  itself.  The  Toronto 
Mail  in  February  last,  said  : 

“  A  mistake  was  made  at  the  threshold  of  the  undertaking  in  suppos¬ 
ing  that  the  line  could  be  constructed  for  30,000,000  acres  of  land  and 
$30,000,000.  This  blunder  was  perpetuated  in  1881,  when  it  was  assumed 
that  the  road,  as  it  then  stood,  with  426  miles  from  Lake  Superior  to 
Winnipeg,  and  215  miles  from  Kamloops  to  Port  Moody,  under  con¬ 
struction  by  the  Government,  could  be  completed  for  25,000,000  acres 
and  $25,000,000.  If  the  land  subsidy  could  have  been  sold  for  two  dol¬ 
lars  an  acre  within  the  period  occupied  in  construction,  both  the  first 
and  the  second  estimates  might  have  sufficed  for  the  work.” 

Why  could  uot  the  land  subsidy  be  sold  for  that  price 
during  the  progress  of  the  work  ?  Simply  because  the  rail¬ 
way  company,  the  creatures  of  the  Government,  followed 
the  example  of  the  Government  itself,  and  blundered  too. 
They  blundered  by  constructing  the  road  twice  or  three 
times  as  fast  as  was  necessary.  They  were  told,  time  and 
again,  by  the  best  minds  of  the  country  that  this  was  a  blun¬ 
der,  but  they  went  on  blundering  as  the  Government  had 
done  in  the  first  instance ;  and  after  unnecessarily  increas¬ 
ing  their  expenses,  and  building  faster  than  the  country 
could  be  settled,  they  found  their  land  subsidy  left  on  their 
hands  comparatively  valueless.  Then  the  Mail  goes  on  to 
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depreciate  our  country — to  do  that  which  the  Globe  has 
often  been  untruly  blamed  for  doing — to  say  that  our  land 
is  not  worth  as  much  as  that  across  the  line : 

<l  If  our  land  subsidy  ot  25,000,000  acres  be  worth  two  dollars  an  acre, 
the  Northern  Pacific  lands  must  be  worth  much  more.  For  while  the 
population  of  the  whole  Territory  through  which  the  Canadian  Pacific 
runs,  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific,  does  not  at  this  hour  exceed  200,000, 
the  smaller  and  more  compact  region  traversed  by  the  Northern  Pacific 
is  comparatively  well  settled.  *  *  *  If  it  b9  said  that  the  mountain 

section  of  the  Northern  Pacific  was  more  costly  than  the  mountain 
section  of  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  in  the  case  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  the  heavy  work  on  the  Pacific  slope  has  been  assumed  by 
the  Government,  the  answer  is  that  the  Northern  Pacific  had  no  rock 
division,  650  miles  long,  such  as  that  which  stretches  in  unbroken 
desolation  between  Port  Arthur  and  Callander.” 

Six  hundred  and  fifty  miles  of  unbroken  desolation  in 
Canada  !  It  is  the  Toronto  Mail  that  is  saying  this  !  Six 
hundred  and  fifty  miles  of  unbroken  desolation  on  the  line 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  !  Why,  Sir,  if  the  Globe 
said  that,  it  would  be  paraded  through  the  country ;  it 
would  be  shouted  from  every  Conservative  platform, 
and  copied  in  all  the  papers,  to  the  ends  of  the 
Dominion,  as  an  instance  of  the  virulent  and  libellous  asser¬ 
tions  of  the  Globe  with  reference  to  Canadian  land.  It  is 
bad  enough  to  have  the  Mail ,  the  official  organ  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  calling  it  a  blunder  ;  but  it  was  not  alone  in  that. 
Shortly  afterwards  we  had  the  Gazette  oi  Montreal,  which  is 
credited  with  being  the  organ  of  the  gentleman  who  is  to  be 
the  next  Finance  Minister  or  Minister  of  Railways,  or  what¬ 
ever  he  is  to  be,  stating  on  February  20  th  : 

“  Rumor  has  been  busy  for  some  weeks  pagt  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  company  is  reported  to  be  seeking 
further  assistance  from  Parliament,  to  have  incurred  a  floating  liabil'ty 
to  a  considerable  amount,  and  to  have  failed  to  raise  a  loan  in  the 
money  market,  and  it  is  no  longer  a  secret  that  these  reports  are  sub¬ 
stantially  correct.” 

The  Gazette  says  that  the  company  has  failed  to  get  along 
so  far  with  the  money  it  has  had.  That  is  a  confession  of 
failure,  a  confession  of  blundering, - - 

“The  company  has  been  compelled  to  obtain  the  money  for  these  pur¬ 
poses  on  its  credit  and  that  of  its  directors,  and  has  in  this  way  created 
the  floating  liability  now  existing.  Bat  the  expectation  entertained  by 
the  company  of  being  able  to  borrow  in  the  open  market  such  money  as 
might  be  required  to  properly  equip  the  property  has  been  disappointed. 
Twice  during  the  year  means  were  sought  for  the  extension  of  the 
branch  lines  in  the  North-West,  but,  though  liberally  subsidised  with 
land,  though  promising  to  be  profitable  from  the  outset,  capitalists  have 
declined  to  invest  in  these  enterprises,  principally  because  of  the  arbit¬ 
rary  mortgage  on  the  whole  property  of  the  company  held  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Is  not  this  a  confession  of  failure — a  confession  that  the 
credit  of  the  company  has  declined  ?  Perhaps  it  is  an 
attempt  to  destroy  the  credit  of  the  company  ;  at  all  events, 
it  is  a  confession  that  the  scheme  of  relief  devised  last  year 
was  a  blunder,  because  it  did  not  succeed  in  relieving  the  com¬ 
pany.  The  money  given  last  year  evidently  was  not  suffi¬ 
cient  ;  and  yet  the  security  taken  from  the  country  by  the 
Government  was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  prevent  the  com¬ 
pany  borrowing  the  money  elsewhere.  There  is  a  failure 
on  the  part  of  the  company  to  do  what  they  expected  to 
do  with  this  money ;  there  is  a  blunder  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  in  their  policy  with  regard  to  the  company,  a 
blunder  which  has  been  fatal  to  the  company’s  credit  in  the 
markets  of  the  world.  But  that  is  not  all.  We  have  again 
in  the  Mail,  of  March  7th,  a  more  determined  attack  on  the 
credit  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kail  way : 

“It  iatobe  regretted  that  Mr.  Stephen  was  unable  to  deal  with  the 
Opposition  assaults  upon  the  financial  standing  of  the  company.  The 
Globe  the  other  day  produced  a  heap  of  figures  to  prove  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  syndicate  had  made  and  were  making  millions  out  of  the 
work.  The  same  tables  were  exhibited  a  year  ago  when  the  company 
was  applying  for  the  loan  of  $22,500,000  and  the  country  was  asked  to 
believe  that  Mr.  Stephen  and  his  associates  could  not  possibly  require 
more  money  for  the  honest  purposes  of  construction,  inasmuch  as  by 
the  Globe's  figuring  they  had  amassed  colossal  private  fortunes  even 
then.  It  was  subsequently  learned  that,  at  the  time  that  loan  was  hang¬ 
ing  in  Parliament,  the  leading  members  of  the  company  stood  indebted 
on  their  personal  guarantee,  as  well  as  by  the  obligations  of  the  road,  to 
the  extent  of  many  millions,  and  that  if  the  loan  had  been  refused  they 
would  have  been  ruined  and  hundreds  with  them.  If  the  truth  could  be 


told  just  now — (I  do  not  know  why  it  could  not) — the  same  state  of 
affairs  would  probably  be  exposed.” 

The  Mail  thus  says  that  probably  the  condition  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  as  bad  now  as  it  was  last  year 
before  they  got  their  loan  of  $22,500,000  !  If  that  is  not  a 
confession  of  failure  on  the  part  of  the  railway,  and  of 
bungling  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  of  something 
worse,  perhaps,  on  the  part  of  both,  I  do  not  know  what 
would  constitute  such  a  confession.  They  say  they  were  in 
a  desperate  condition  last  year  when  they  got  $2^,500,000, 
and  are  just  as  badly  off  now  as  then.  Whore  have  all  the 
millions  been  sunk  ? 

“If  the  truth  could  be  told  just  now,  the  same  state  of  things  would 
be  found  to  exist, but,  as  the  Opposition  well  know,  the  company  cannot 
lay  their  books  before  the  world,  nor  by  showing  their  sores  claim 
exemption  from  ill  usage.” 

Poor  company  !  They  are  covered  with  sores,  these  “  sores  ” 
appear  in  the  books ;  and  if  they  show  the  books  to 
the  world,  the  world  will  know  all  about  them?  The 
metaphor  is  a  very  mixed  one,  and  the  only  meaning  I  can 
get  out  of  it  is  that  there  is  something  very  rotten  in 
the  state  of  the  company,  which  would  be  seen  by 
the  public  if  only  the  books  were  shown,  and  for  that 
reason  they  cannot  show  their  books.  Talk  about  show¬ 
ing  their  sores  and  claiming  exemption  for  ill  usage  ! 
What  more  could  an  exhibition  of  the  books  do  to  damn  the 
credit  of  the  company  and  make  it  utterly  impossible  for 
them  to  obtain  loans  in  any  part  of  the  world  than  these 
revelations?  Was  it  the  intention  of  the  Mail,  in  making 
these  revelations,  to  create  public  sympathy  for  the  com¬ 
pany  just  as  mendicants  create  public  sympathy  by  show¬ 
ing  their  sores  to  the  public  ?  Or  is  it  possible  that  after 
all  they  may  only  be  artificial  sores,  as  is  sometimes  the 
case  with  mendicants’  sores,  got  up  to  create  pity,  and 
which  can  be  washed  off  with  soap  and  water  as  soon  as  the 
sturdy  tramp  gets  his  pocket  full  of  alms  and  goes  off 
with  his  companions  to  enjoy  them  ?  Is  it  not  possiblo  that 
this  plaint  of  the  Mail  is  a  mere  pi-etext  to  excite  pity,  and 
that  the  case  is  not  quite  so  bad  as  represented  ?  But,  Mr, 
Speaker,  this  is  a  digression.  The  principal  object  of  my 
quoting  those  expressions  was  not  to  discuss  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  policy,  but  to  show  that,  according  to  the 
Globe  and  the  Mail,  nay,  on  the  confession  of  the  Herald  itself, 
the  credit  of  the  company  is  gone,  and  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  failed  in  making  the  company  strong  and  pros¬ 
perous,  or  even  in  enabling  it  to  borrow  money.  The  Herald, 
on  March  9  th,  said  : 

“  Even  the  Government  guarantee  haa  not  availed  to  provide  any 
capital  from  private  sources,  even  the  credit  of  the  company,  backed  by 
the  Government,  has  not  been  able  to  provide  the  money  needed.” 

If  the  credit  of  the  company  is  worth  nothing,  and  the  credit 
of  the  Government  which  backs  them  is  worth  nothing,  is  not 
that  as  thorough  a  confession  of  failure  as  can  be  imagined  ? 

But,  leaving  the  question  of  failures  of  Government  policy, 
I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  have  not  merely 
our  own  experience  to  go  by  in  dealing  with  Customs 
matters,  in  dealing  with  tariffs  and  expenditures,  but  we 
have  also  the  experience  of  a  great  nation  beside  us.  We 
all  know  that  the  favorite  argument  used  for  the  National 
Policy  in  1878  was  the  prosperity  of  the  United  States 
under  a  highly  protective  system.  It  was  useless  to  tell 
the  people  that  the  circumstances  in  the  United  States  were 
different,  that  the  United  Ssates  had  practically  free  trade 
over  half  a  continent,  and  that  it  was  the  internal  free  trade 
and  not  the  external  protection  that  built  them  up  and 
caused  them  to  prosper.  The  great  facts  stared  the  people 
in  the  face  that  the  United  States  had  protection,  and  that 
they  were  prosperous,  and  it  was  useless  to  argue  that  the 
one  was  not  a  consequence  of  the  other.  What  is  the  state 
of  things  to-day  ?  We  all  know  that  the  last  presidential 
election  turned  on  the  great  question  of  the  tariff,  and  that 
the  triumph  of  the  Democratic  party  was  the  triumph  of  the 
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revenue  tariff  principle.  I  have  here  a  quotation  from  the 
speech  of  Mr.  Hendricks,  the  Yice-President  elect,  which  he 
made  after  the  election.  He  was  asked  what  was  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  policy  of  taxation  ?  He  said  it  was  expressed  in  four 
propositions : 

“  First,  taxation  shall  not  exceed  the  needs  of  the  Government — 
that  was  borrowed  from  President  Arthur.  Secondly,  taxation  shall 
only  be  for  public  purposes  and  not  for  private  gain  and  speculation.” 

The  declared  object  of  taxation  in  this  country  for  years 
has  been  private  gain  and  speculation,  and  has  led  to 
commercial  speculation  as  wild  as  any  “  wild-cat  ”  boom  in 
the  North-West  or  elsewhere. - 

“Third,  in  the  adjustment  of  the  taxation  care  shall  be  taken  not  to 
hurt  or  harm  capital.  Fourth,  taxation  shall  be  heaviest  upon  articles 
of  luxury  and  lightest  upon  articles  of  necessity.” 

We  do  not  apply  that  rule,  we  put  articles  of  luxury  on  the 
free  list  and  tax  the  articles  of  necessity.  I  may  say  these 
four  articles  express  approximately,  that  is  having  regard 
to  the  different  circumstances  of  the  two  countries,  the 
doctrine  of  the  Reform  party  in  Canada  on  the  subject  of 
taxation  ;  and  the  triumph  of  that  platform  in  the  United 
States  is  the  omen  of  a  similar  triumph  in  Canada  for  a 
similar  policy.  But  that  is  not  all.  That  comes  from  a 
man  who  is  a  supporter  of  a  revenue  tariff.  Let  us  hear  the 
opinion  of  a  member  of  the  outgoing  Administration,  the 
Administration  which  was  elected  as  a  protective  Govern¬ 
ment,  to  hold  office  as  such.  The  nearest  corresponding 
official  in  the  United  States  to  our  Finance  Minister  is  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  His  Report  which  corresponds 
to  our  Budget  Speech  was  made  to  Congress  on  the  first 
of  December  last,  and  in  that  statement  after  pointing  out 
that  after  the  war  stimulus  was  given  to  the  growth  of  pro¬ 
tected  industries,  he  said : 

“  Stimulus  was  found  in  railway  building  and  in  extravagant  expen¬ 
ditures  induced  by  superabundant  currency,  and  the  time  has  now  come 
when  the  manufacturing  industry  of  the  United  States  is  in  dire  distress 
from  plethora  of  manufactured  goods.  Some  manufacturing  companies 
have  been  forced  into  bankruptcy ;  others  have  closed  their  mills  to 
escape  it.  ”  v- 

Just  like  the  position  in  Canada: 

“  Few  mills  are  running  on  full  time,  and  as  a  consequence  a  very 
large  number  of  operatives  are  either  deprived  of  employment  or  are 
working  for  wages  hardly  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  live  comfortably 
or  even  decently.” 

This  is  the  utterance  of  the  protectionist  Finance  Minister 
of  a  protectionist  Government : 

“  Nor  are  manufacturers  and  their  employes  the  only  sufferers  by  the 
present  depression  of  our  manufacturing  industry.’’ 

He  admits  they  are  the  principal  ones.  He  goes  on  then  to 
point  out  that  the  only  hope  is  the  development  of  foreign 
trade,  that  to  develop  foreign  trade  a  readjustment  of  the 
tariff  will  be  necessary,  that  a  commission  should  be 
appointed  to  consider  what  that  readjustment  should  consist 
of,  and  he  says  : 

“In  the  commencement  of  its  work  the  commission  should,  I  think, 
regard  the  following  points  as  being  settled: — First,  that  the  public 
revenues  are  not  to  be  in  excess  of  what  may  be  required  for  the  support 
of  the  Government  and  the  gradual  reduction  of  the  public  debt.” 

This  protectionist  Finance  Minister  has  given  up  the  whole 
theory  of  protection,  and  lays  down  as  the  first  principle  to 
guide  the  commission  in  the  United  States  that  the  tariff 
should  be  for  revenue  only  !  That,  I  consider,  to  be  a 
triumph  for  the  theory  of  a  revenue  tariff  greater  than  any 
achieved  for  many  years,  because  this  is  the  utterance  of  a 
man  who  was  in  office  because  he  had  been  a  protectionist. 

Mr.  HESSON.  That  is  the  theory  ;  what  is  their  action? 

Mr.  CASEY.  Their  actions  has  not  been  qny thing, 
because  they  have  gone  out  of  power,  but  the  revenue  tariff 
Government,  whoso  platform  I  have  just  read  to  the  House, 
is  in  power  now  and  will  undoubtedly  readjust  the  tariff  in 
that  sense.  He  goes  on  to  say : 

Mr.  Casey. 


“  That  the  existing  duties  upon  raw  materials  which  are  to  be  used  in 
manufacture  should  be  removed,  and  that  the  duties  upon  the  articles 
used  or  consumed  by  those  who  are  the  least  able  to  bear  the  burden  of 
taxation  should  be  reduced.” 

So  much  for  his  ideas  on  tariff.  The  theory  of  protection 
was  abandoned  even  before  the  new  Government  came  into 
office.  He  goes  on  to  deal  with  the  shipping  interest,  and  I 
must  read  a  few  lines  in  regard  to  that  which  will  be  my 
last  quotation  from  Mr.  McCullough  : 

“  In  direct  connection  with  the  condition  of  our  foreign  trade  is  the 
condition  of  our  merchant  service.  The  causes  of  the  decline  of  our 
shipping  are  so  well  understood  that  any  remarks  on  this  point  are 
quite  unnecessary.” 

I  think  thoy  are.  I  recommend  this  view  of  the  case  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns),  who  thought 
shipping  was  so  greatly  improved  by  the  National  Policy  : 

“The  humiliating  fact  stares  us  in  the  face  that,  while  the  United 
States  not  many  years  ago  led  all  nations  in  shipbuilding,  and  was 
second  only  to  Great  Britain  in  ocean  tonnage,  it  has  almost  ceased  to 
be  recognised  as  a  maritime  power  ;  that  nearly  all  of  our  agricultural 
productions  and  manufactured  goods  which  find  a  market  in  Europe  or 
Sou:h  America  and  the  articles  received  in  exchange  for  them  are 
carried  in  foreign  ships;  that  the  many  thousands  of  Americans  who 
annually  visit  Europe  on  business  or  for  pleasure  go  and  come  in  Euro¬ 
pean  steamers  ;  that  large  foreign  steamship  lines  are  in  fact  supported 
by  the  people  of  the  United  States.  All  this  is  not  only  humiliating  to 
our  national  pride,  but  it  stands  in  the  way  of  the  improvement  of  our 
foreign  trade.” 

That  is  the  declaration  of  the  Finance  Minister  of  the 
United  States  in  regard  to  shipping,  and  the  effects  of  a 
protective  tariff  for  25  years  on  that  industry.  He  goes  on 
to  say  that  there  is.no  hope  for  the  shipping  trade  except 
in  bonuses  from  the  Government : 

“The  let-alone  policy  has  been  tried  for  many  years,  during  which 
our  ships  have  been  swept  from  the  ocean,  and  we  pay  every  year  many 
millions  of  dollars  to  foreign  shipowners  for  freights  and  fares.” 

He  says  they  must  give  them  subsidies  : 

“  The  amount  of  necessary  aid  would  be  insignificant  in  comparison 
with  what  has  been  granted  to  manufacturers  by  protective  duties,  and 
nothing  would  be  paid  until  the  services  were  rendered.” 

He  admits  that  protective  taxes  are  a  subsidy  to  manu¬ 
factures  : 

“  It  is  admitted  that  all  protective  duties  and  subsidies  are  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  teachings  of  political  economy,  but,  true  as  these 
teachings  may  be  in  the  abstract,  they  are  disregarded  by  all  nations 
when  they  stand  in  the  way  of  national  welfare.” 

He  admits  they  are  true,  but  says  “  you  must  follow  a  false 
course  sometimes  in  the  interests  of  tho  country.”  They  have 
been  following  that  course  for  many  years,  and  they  have 
not  found  it  to  pay,  and  even  the  outgoing  protectionist 
Government  of  President  Arthur  was  forced  to  give  up  its 
protectionist  theories  and  adopt  a  revenue  policy  before  it 
left  office  and  the  Democrats  took  its  place. 

In  general,  our  review  of  the  state  of  the  country  is  not 
reassuring.  We  have  found  failure  upon  failure.  We  have 
found  the  leader  of  this  Government  led  into  repeated 
rivalries  with  the  leader  of  a  Provincial  Government  and 
led  into  new  failures  in  consequence  of  each  of  those 
rivalries.  We  have  found  him  worsted  in  every  one  of  them  . 
and  bringing  failure  upon  himself  and  embarrassment  upon 
the  country  by  these  repeated  blunders.  We  have  found  that 
the  policy,  by  the  promise  of  which  he  induced  us  to  return 
him  to  office,  has  become  a  failure  like  the  rest.  He  and 
his  associates,  when  they  left  office  in  1873  and  for  years 
afterwards,  were  discredited  politically,  I  might  almost  say 
they  were  discredited  personally  as  politicians,  by  the 
events  which  led  to  their  exclusion  from  office.  By  the 
promise  of  this  policy,  which  was  to  make  us  happy  and 
prosperous  all  round,  they  induced  us  to  return  them  to 
power  again  in  1878,  hoping  they  would  make  us  rich  by  the 
National  Policy,  and  that  the  punishment  they  had  already 
received  would  prevent  them  from  falling  again  into  the 
evil  political  courses  to  which  they  were  formerly  addicted. 
But  we  have  been  sold  in  both  directions.  Notwithstanding 
the  punishment  they  then  received,  we  have  the  same 
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extravagance,  the  same  corruption,  the  same  degradation  of 
political  sentiment  throughout  the  country,  that  character¬ 
ised  their  former  appearances  xtpon  the  stage.  We  have  all 
that  repeated  over  and  over,  and  we  have  in  addition 
the  fact  that  the  price  they  were  to  pajr  us  for 
returning  them  to  power  has  turned  out  to  be 
valueless — that  the  policy  which  was  to  make  us  all  rich 
has  made  some  of  us  a  great  deal  poorer  and  cannot  justly 
be  credited  with  making  any  considerable  class  in  the 
country  richer.  This  cannot  continue.  The  country  is 
beginning  to  see  that  it  has  been  sold  in  both  directions. 
The  indignation  is  growing  through  many  sections  of  the 
country.  It  will  not  be  denied  that  there  is  disaffection  in 
Quebec,  that  there  is  disaffection  in  Ontario,  that  there  is 
disaffection  in  New  Brunswick  and  in  all  the  other  Provinces 
among  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s  own  supporters.  The 
difficulties  he  has  created  by  his  evil  courses  are  coming 
upon  him.  The  chickens  are  coming  home  to  roost — whole 
flocks  of  them — some  as  members  of  deputations,  some  in 
the  form  of  his  own  supporters  in  the  House  asking  for 
impossibilities  to  be  done  to  carry  out  the  promises  made 
to  them  and  not  fulfilled.  The  end  cannot  be  long  deferred, 
the  end  of  broken  promises  and  falsified  hopes,  the  end  of 
the  reckless  course  of  policy  into  which  he  has  been  betrayed. 
It  may  be  postponed  till  the  next  election,  but,  unless  that  is 
brought  on  very  soon,  it  is  very  probable  that  tho  disap¬ 
pointment  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  supporters  with  the 
lines  of  policy  he  has  introduced  will  lead  to  a  breaking  up 
sooner,  as  happened  once  before  when  he  had  a  large 
majority  in  the  House  and  it  melted  away  like  snow  in  the 
sun. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  What  a  pity.  Would  you  not  be  sorry  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  John 
Macdonald)  laughs.  We  have  seen  him  laugh  before,  when 
charges  were  made  against  him,  but  we  have  seen  also  his 
majority  melt  away  from  him. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  When? 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  the  autumn  of  1873. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  What  did  it  cost  you? 

Mr.  CASEY.  They  claimed  a  majority  of  36,  but  the 
Government  was  defeated  before  it  went  to  the  polls,  and, 
when  it  did  go  to  the  polls,  it  was  defeated  so  crushingly 
that  it  was  clear  to  every  one  that  the  people  had  pro¬ 
nounced  a  verdict  of  general  condemnation  against  that  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  associates.  I  say  that  verdict  was  tem¬ 
porarily  suspended  in  consequence  of  promises  made  to  us 
which  have  not  since  been  fulfilled.  That  verdict  must  now 
be  carried  out,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen,  who  have  been  out 
on  bail,  so  to  speak,  must  be  called  up  for  sentence  and 
must  suffer  that  punishment  which  they  have  so  richly 
deserved. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Though  it  is  rather  a  late  stage  in  the 
debate,  I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the  subjects 
which  have  been  discussed  during  the  last  few  days  in  this 
House.  I  shall  not  reply  very  directly  to  any  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
because  I  consider  that  he  has  been  replied  to  most  fully  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  by  the  different  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  hope  the  House 
will  bear  with  me  if,  in  tho  course  of  my  remarks,  which 
will  be  more  directly  connected  with  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  especially  Nova  Scotia,  I  dwell  upon  some  of 
the  general  subjects  that  have  already  been  treated.  Sev¬ 
eral  subjects  have  been  touched  upon  during  this  debate 
in  which  we  in  Nova  Scotia  are  very  deeply  interested 
indeed.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Mr.  Cart¬ 
wright),  I  think,  in  reply  to  the  Finance  Minister,  made 
some  aspersions  on  the  prosperity  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  desire 
to  reply  to  these ;  and  1  also  desire,  with  the  permission  of 


the  House,  briefly  to  touch  upon  the  question  of  the  sugar 
tariff,  and  tho  sugar  trade,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson).  But  in  the  first  place  I  wish 
to  refer  to  some  statements  of  the  member  for  Queen’s, 
P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  in  regard  to  the  shipping  interests  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  tho  Dominion.  I  think,  Sir,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  do  himself  justice  in  his  remarks  upon 
that  subject.  That  I  may  not  misrepresent  what  he  said  I 
would  refer  the  House  to  his  remarks  upon  that  subject,  dS 
found  on  page  582  in  Hansard.  Tho  general  tenor  of 
his  remarks  was  in  the  direction  of  blaming  the  National 
Policy  for  the  decrease  in  the  shipping  of  the  Dominion 
which  has  taken  place  during  the  last  five  years;  and  at  tho 
same  time  he  claimed  credit  for  the  Government  of  the  hon. 
momberfor  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  forthe  increase  which 
took  place  in  the  shipping  during  the  time  he  was  in  power. 
Now,  Sir,.  I  need  not  point  out  to  the  House  how 
untrue  such  a  claim  is.  Every  hon.  member  knows  that 
the  Government  in  power  at  that  time  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  tho  prosperity,  or  want  of  prosperity, 
of  the  shipping  industries  of  Canada  engaged  in  tho  foreign 
trade.  I  have  gathered  some  statistics  which  show  that 
nearly  every  country  in  the  world  engaged  in  shipping  has 
suffered  a  decrease  during  the  last  four  or  five  years  greater 
than  the  decrease  in  Canada  or  Nova  Scotia,  or  even  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  from  which  that  hon.  gentleman 
comes.  I  regret  that  I  shall  have  to  weary  the  House 
with  a  few  figures,  but  still  in  a  case  of  this  kind  it  is 
impossible  to  reply  to  the  hon,  gentleman’s  statements  with¬ 
out  making  use  of  figures.  Now,  I  think  his  comparison 
was  very  unfair  in  one  respect  and  that  is  when  he  com¬ 
pared  the  shipping  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  with  that  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  Everyone  knows  that  tho 
shipping  of  the  United  Kingdom  at  the  present  time 
is  largely  composed  of  iron  steamships.  It  is  well 
known,  too,  that  the  increase  in  the  shipping  of  that 
country  has  been  in  iron  steamships,  and  not  in  sailing 
vessels  ;  and  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  not  only  has  there 
not  been  any  increase  in  tho  sailing  vessels  of  the  United 
Kingdom  during  the  period  to  which  that  hon.  gentleman 
referred,  but  there  has  been  in  reality  a  decrease  to  a  very 
much  greater  extent  than  has  taken  plaee  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  In  the  list  which  I  shall  read  tho  tonnage  refers 
only  to  sailing  vessels,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  note  especially  the  percentages  of  decrease  or  increase  : 


Country. 

1878. 

1882. 

Decrease.  Per  cent. 

Hamburg . 

144,821 

138,462 

6,359 

O  ‘J 

Germany . 

949,467 

915,446 

34,021 

31- 

Finland  . . 

293,921 

272,147 

21,774 

'Ha 

Prussia-.,  . 

457,620 

378,824 

78,796 

17* 

Holland.. . 

299,522 

217,517 

82,005 

27* 

Belgium  . . 

10,319 

6,750 

3,569 

34* 

France . 

730,075 

666,786 

163,268 

22* 

Italy. ......  . . 

666,137 

885,285 

80,852 

8* 

United  States — 

Registered... 

1,458,209 

1,137,724 

320,485  inc.  21* 

Licensed  and 

Enrolled.. 

1,586,878 

1,672,382 

. 

United  King- 

dom. ...... 

4,238,692 

364,650 

617,042  dec.  14|- 

1881. 

Norway . . 

1,475,017 

1,454,777 

20,238 

lf‘(T 

Sweden . . 

454,491 

450,368 

4,123 

Denmark . . 

204,586 

191,983 

12,603 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States,  I  admit  there  was  a  slight 
increase  in  the  shipping  engaged  in  the  home  trade  that  is 
called  the  licensed  or  enrolled,  and  which  is  engaged  in  the 
coasting  trade.  In  the  case  of  the  United  Kingdom  there 
was  a  decrease  of  14J  per  cent.  But  in  the  comparison 
instituted  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  said  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  shipping  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Of 
course  I  do  not  say  that  he  said  there  was  an  increase  in  the 
sailing  ships  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  he  said  there  was 
an  increase  in  the  shipping,  and  then  he  made  a  comparison 
of  the  sailing  vessels  of  Canada,  aud  the  sailing  vessels  and 
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steam  vessels  of  the  United  Kingdom,  which  everybody 
knows  was  not  fair. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  In  all  sailing  vessels  and  steam  vessels  of 
Canada.  I  included  the  sailing  vessels  and  steam  vessels 
in  my  comparison. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  accept  the  bon.  gentleman’s  correction, 
but  I  am  certain  it  does  not  affect  the  case  at  all,  because 
every  one  knows  that  the  steam  vessels  of  Canada  are  in 
such  small  proportion  to  the  steam  vessels  of  the  United 
Kingdom  that  really  his  correction  does  not  mend  the  mat¬ 
ter  for  him  at  all.  I  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  revise 
the  figures  to  suit  him,  and  still  I  would  be  able  to  prove 
my  position.  Nova  Scotia  was  estimated  in  1878  to  possess 
553,368  tons  of  shipping  ;  in  1882,  546,778  tons,  or  a  decrease 
of  1t2q  per  cent,  only,  which  I  claim  is  a  very  favorable 
showing  considering  the  condition  of  the  shipping  trade 
throughout  the  world.  Canada  possessed  in  1878,  '1,330,000 
tons  of  shipping,  as  against  1,260,000  in  1882,  or  a  decrease 
of  5^  per  cent.  The  figures  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
included  both  sailing  vessels  and  steamships ;  but  as  the 
number  of  steamships  in  Canada  is  small  the  difference  will 
not  have  much  effect  on  the  calculation.  Prince  Edward 
Island  in  1878  possessed  54,250  tons  of  shipping;  in  1883, 
49,446,  or  a  decrease  of  8 T8^  per  cent.  In  1882  the 
shipping  was  not  so  large ;  there  was  a  very  big  jump  from 
1882  to  1883,  and  thei*e  must  have  been  some  exceptional 
circumstance  in  1882  which  reduced  the  shipping  unnatur¬ 
ally.  I  think  I  have  proved  that  the  cause  of  the  decrease 
in  Canadian  shipping  during  this  period  of  four  years 
cannot  be  ascribed  to  the  National  Policy  or  to  any¬ 
thing  connected  with  it.  It  has  been  due  to  something 
outside  of  Canada  altogether.  I  believe  the  por¬ 
tion  of  the  shipping  of  the  Dominion  in  which  there  has 
been  a  decrease  is  that  engaged  in  foreign  trade,  crafts  which 
leave  our  ports  on  long  voyages  and  seldom  come  back  to 
our  shores  again.  What  is  the  competition  which  has 
caused  this  small  reduction  ?  There  is  no  doubt  but  that  it 
is  the  large  increase  in  the  iron  ships  of  England  and  of 
some  few  other  countries.  It  is  due  to  those  iron  freight 
steamers  which  ar%now  going  all  over  the  world,  which  are 
taking  freight  to  all  parts  of  the  east  through  the  Suez 
canal,  which  trade  many  years  ago  was  done  entirely  by 
wooden  Bhips.  It  so  happens  that  it  has  not  been  so  much 
a  case  of  iron  against  wood  as  a  case  of  steam  against  sail, 
and  I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  Canadian  sailing  shij>s  have 
not  been  able  to  compete  in  many  important  traaos 
with  the  steamships  of  England.  This  change  is  noticeable 
in  our  own  harbors.  Take  Montreal.  Year  by  year  more 
of  the  products  of  Canada  are  taken  away  by  steamers, 
and  more  and  more  of  our  imports  are  brought  to  this 
country  by  steamers.  So  it  is  that  our  sailing  vessels  are 
not  able  to  compete  with  steamships.  We  hope  and  trust, 
however,  that  in  time  Canada  may  be  able  to  compete  with 
England  or  any  other  country  in  building  iron  steamers,  and 
that  is  the  only  way  we  shall  be  able  to  continue  that  increase 
which  we  made  for  many  years,  from  1867  down  probably 
to  1878.  It  is  very  difficult  for  us  to  compete  with  the 
iron  steamships  of  England.  It  is  not  only  difficult  for 
Canada  but  for  every  other  country  in  the  world  ;  and 
therefore,  if  we  are  not  able  to  do  it  here  I  am  sure  under 
the  circumstances  we  need  be  ashamed  of  ourselves  ;  never¬ 
theless  we  must  endeavor  if  possible  to  attain  that  end.  I 
should  not  like  to  say,  or  even  to  hint,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  remarks  on  this  subject  were  made  with  the  intention 
of  deceiving  the  Houso ;  but  I  think  when  he  came  down 
with  figures  respecting  shipping  he  should  have  looked  a 
little  more  closely  into  the  subject  before  he  presented 
them  to  the  House  and  sent  them  through  the  country,  en¬ 
deavoring  to  make  Government  liable  for  something  entirely 
beyond  their  control.  A  brief  remark  was  made  by  that 
hon.  gentleman  in  regard  to  the  export  trade  of  England, 
Mr.  Stairs. 


and  he  dwelt  upon  it,  and  upon  the  large  increase  made  in 
it  during  the  last  few  years,  and  also  on  the  value  it  was 
to  that  country.  I  want  to  point  out  here  that  I  think  there 
is  something  in  this  export  trade  of  England  which  we 
must  not  overlook.  When  we  observe  that  it  has  been 
holding  its  own  during  the  last  few  years  we  must  remember 
that  it  is  very  generally  acknowledged  by  many  men  in 
England  who  are  well  qualified  to  judge,  the  export  trade 
of  England  during  the  last  few  years  has  in  very  many 
important  articles  been  maintained  at  a  loss,  or  if 
not  at  a  loss  at  a  very  heavy  reduction  in  profits.  The 
people  of  England  have  been  holding  their  own,  they  have 
been  exporting  their  goods  to  very  many  countries  of  the 
world,  and  in  very  many  cases  have  been  sending  them  in 
against  protective  tariffs ;  but  the  manufacturers  have  been 
obliged,  in  order  to  do  so,  to  sacrifice  their  profits.  Is  it 
not  a  proof  that  in  a  large  number  of  important  manufac¬ 
tures  in  England,  cotton  and  iron  notably,  there  are  very 
many  of  the  manufactories  idle.  This,  I  believe,  is 
the  result :  That  protective  tariffs,  which  they  have 
been  endeavoring  to  meet,  have  obliged  them  to  bring 
down  their  prices  so  that  in  cotton  and  other  particular 
industries  it  is  now  impossible  to  manufacture  at  a  profit; 
and  the  effect  of  it,  I  believe,  will  be  that  in  a  few  years  we 
will  see  that  English  manufacturers  will  feel  still  more 
keenly,  than  in  the  past,  outside  competition. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair, 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  When  you  left  the  Chair,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
had  been  showing  that  the  statements  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  with 
respect  to  the  shipping  of  the  Dominion  were  totally  inac¬ 
curate.  I  had  shown  most  cleirly  that  the  causes  to  which 
he  had  attributed  the  decline  of  shipping  from  1878  to  1882 
were  not  the  right  ones,  and  that  those  causes  were  entirely 
beyond  and  outside  the  control  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  in  fact  of  anything  within  the  Dominion  itself.  I 
had  also  shown  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  claim  that  the  increase  in  shipping  from  1874 
to  1878  had  been  caused  by  action  taken  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  then  in  power,  was  altogether  inaccurate  and  not 
borne  out  by  facts.  Both  of  thoso  things  had  occurred  for 
reasons  altogether  beyond  and  outside  the  control  of  the 
Dominion  Government  and  the  people  of  Canada.  I  will 
now  go  on,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  to  take  up 
another  question  of  very  great  importance  to  the  whole 
Dominion,  that  is  the  question  of  the  effects  of  the  tariff  on 
the  sugar  trade  of  the  Dominion.  This  question  was  argued 
a  few  nights  ago  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr. 
Paterson),  and  in  reply  to  him  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
assure  the  House  that  it  only  needs  careful  consideration 
of  that  hon.  gentleman’s  own  figures  to  allow  every  one  to 
see  the  fallacy  of  them.  And  in  treating  the  question  this 
evening  I  shall  not  go  out  of  his  figures  atall,  but  shall  pro¬ 
ceed  entirely  upon  the  data  he  has  put  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  gentloman  in  opening  his  discussion  on  this  par¬ 
ticular  subject  said : 

“I  think  I  can  make  the  matter  sufficiently  plain  and  can  give  figures 
that  any  hon.  gentleman  can  work  out  for  himself,  and  ascertain  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  of  the  Finance  Minister,  that  under  this  tariff 
of  his  the  people  are  getting  it  as  cheaply  as  under  the  Mackenzie  tariff.’  ’ 

Now  I  would  point  out  that  his  first  comparison  on  this 
subject  was  made  between  the  price  of  sugar  in  bond  and 
the  price  by  retail  in  a  small  town  in  the  interior  of  Canada. 
His  comparison  at  this  time  was  made  at  a  public  meeting, 
held  in  the  town  of  Belleville,  not  long  since,  I  think,  and  I 
presume  he  imagined  that  perhaps  his  audience  might  not 
see  fully  the  fallacy  of  his  statement,  But  I  can  hardly 
think  that  any  intelligent  audience  such  as  is  brought 
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together  in  a  Canadian  public  meeting  should  have  heard 
his  figures  without  seeing  wherein  he  was  wrong.  What 
did  he  do?  In  the  first  place  ho  took  the  bond  price  and 
compared  it  with  the  duty  paid  price,  and  when  I  get  along 
a  little  further  I  shall  elaborate  more  fully  how  he  did  this. 
He  compared  the  bond  price,  or  the  wholesale  price,  with 
the  retail  price,  and  he  compared  the  prices  in  the  larger 
town  ot  Kingston  with  the  smaller  town  of  Belleville.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  such  an  attempt  to  arrive  at 
any  true  opinion  of  tho  state  of  the  sugar  trade  of  Canada 
was  erroneous  and  wrong,  and  that  it  was  unfair  to  go 
before  a  public  audience  and  take  the  bond  price,  the  price 
at  which  sugar  could  be  laid  down  in  bond  at  Kingston,  and 
compare  it  with  tne  retail  price  in  Belleville.  With  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  conversation  he  had  with  a  dealer  he  says  : 

“He  said:  I  have  sugar,  No.  9,  Dutch  standard,  that  I  bought  for 
8s.  3d.  sterling  per  100  lbs.” 

I  presume  he  means  1 12  lbs.  He  went  on  : 

“  I  then  suggested  we  should  make  a  calculation  of  the  cost.  We 
sat  down  and  made  a  calculation  ;  we  added  the  commission,  the  freight, 
and  all  charges  incurred  before  the  sugar  could  be  placed  in  bonded 
warehouse,  and  the  result  was,  that  we  tound  the  sugar  cost  him,  laid 
down  in  his  bonded  warehouse,  $2  15  per  100  lbs.  You  can  sell  that, 
I  said, for  2£  cents  per  lb.  and  do  well.  He  answered:  Yes,  I  wish  I 
could  sell  all  the  sugar  I  can  shovel  out  at  that  profit  for  a  year,  and 
then  I  would  soon  retire.  At  the  meeting,  in  the  course  cf  my  speech, 
and  after  referring  to  the  way  in  which  this  sugar  question  had  been 
placed  before  the  people  the  previous  night  by  a  Conservative  speaker, 

I  asked  the  audience,  at  what  price  can  you  get  your  sugar  to-day  ?  A 
genlleman  in  the  audience — whom,  I  presume,  was  a  friend  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  because,  as  he  replied,  there  was  a  ring  of  triumph  in  his  tone 
—said,  I  can  get  20  lbs.  good  yellow  sugar  to-day  for  $1.  Yes,  I 
answered,  sugar  is  very  cheap  ;  I  believe  you  can,  but  all  I  have  to  tell 
you  is  this,  that  here,  on  this  platform,  is  a  gentleman,  well  known  in 
Kingston,  with  whom  many  of  you  have  traded,  and  he  is  prepared 
to-morrow,  if  you  will  go  to  Kingston,  to  give  you  40  lbs.  of  sugar  for 
$1,  provided  you  will  pay  the  duty.’’ 

Now  I  say  that  in  that  comparison  he  endeavored  to  lead 
that  audience  to  believe  that  it  was  fair  to  take  sugar  at  40 
lbs.  for  the  dollar  or  cents  per  pound,  and  set  it  against 
sugar  at  5  cents  per  pound,  the  retail  price  in  Kingston.  He 
said  further : 

“If  you  have  faith  in  that,  and  if  it  be  true,  you  will  find  that  you  can 
get  40  lbs.  for  $!,  but  I  laucy  before  you  can  get  it  out  of  the  bonded 
warehouse  Her  Majesty’s  officers  will  demand  from  \rou  a  very  large  sum 
per  lb.” 

Now  I  say  again  that  where  the  hon.  gentleman  erred  in 
this  case  was  that  he  endeavoured  or  wished  the  meeting  to 
assume  that  under  tho  tariff  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
they  could  get  their  sugar  out  of  bond  in  Kingston  without 
paying  the  duty  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  laughs,  but  if 
he  did  not  intend  that,  his  remarks  had  no  point  at  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.)  Bid  I  not  say  that  they  paid 
the  duty  ? 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  How  could  they  get  it  without  paying 
the  duty  ? 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Yes,  but  your  comparison  was  to  show  the 
difference  in  the  price  of  sugar  under  the  present  tariff,  and 
the  price  under  the  tariff  of  the  preceding  Government. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No;  it  was  not. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Then  there  was  no  point  in  what  you 
said.  In  proceeding  with  his  remarks  he  went  on  to  argue 
that  Conservatives  have  professed  that  the  duty  in  all 
eases  does  not  add  to  the  price.  Now  we  know  that  in  one 
class  of  duties  that  proposition  may  be  true,  hut  there  is 
another  class  in  which  it  is  not  true,  and  it  has  never  been 
claimed  by  Conservatives  in  this  House  or  in  the  country 
that  it  was  true.  If  the  duty  is  a  revenue  duty,  such  as  it 
is  on  raw  sugar,  wo  must  add  the  duty  to  the  price,  and  it 
wa3  never  otherwise  claimed.  Let  us  see  how  the  duty 
stands  in  this  particular  class  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
alludes.  Taking  his  own  figures,  he  says  that  it  may  be 


bought  for  8s.  3d.  sterling  for  112  pounds  in  Glasgow.  That 
was  the  estimate  in  his  own  figures  and  those  of  his  friends, 
according  to  which  landed  in  Kingston  it  would  bo  $2.15  in 
bond.  I  assume  that  to  be  correct,  as  it  probably  is.  Now 
what  duty  is  paid  upon  that  sugar  under  the  present  tariff? 
The  duty  which  would  be  paid  on  that  sugar  if  it  graded 
between  No.  9  and  No.  14  would  be  75  cents  per  100  lbs., 
or  |  of  a  cent  per  pound ;  and  30  per  cent,  on 
8s.  3d.,  or  54  cents,  making  $1.29  per  100  lbs.  So 
that  sugar  could  have  been  laid  down  in  Kingston  duty 
paid  at  $3  44,  and  the  selling  price  would  probably  be  in 
Kingston  as  he  estimated  it,  $3.79  per  100  lbs.  He  should 
have  compared  sugar  which  cost  $3.44  per  100  lbs , 
landed  duty  paid,  in  Kingston,  against  a  price  which  he  said 
was  5  cents  per  lb„  or  a  selling  price  of  $3.79  per  100  lbs. 
against  a  selling  price  of  5  cents.  Now  let  us  see  what 
would  have  been  the  cost  under  the  tariff  of  the  late  Govern¬ 
ment.  Under  that  tariff  tho  sugar  would  have  cost  to  sell 
on  the  same  basis  which  he  fixes,  $3.70,  or  landed,  $3.35, 
which  is  only  9  cents  more  per  100  lbs.  which  the  people  of 
Canada  are  now  paying  for  that  sugar  under  the  present 
tariff  than  they  would  have  paid  under  the  tariff  of  the  late 
Government.  So  much  for  this  aspect  of  the  case  as  applied 
to  yellow  sugars.  Let  us  now  apply  it  to  the  case  of  gran- 
ulated  sugars.  Ho  accepts  the  price  of  that  sugar  as 
given  in  the  Mail  at  three  and  one  half  cents. 
Now,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  that  is  a  correct  statement 
of  the  price  at  which  granulated  sugar  could  perhaps  be 
bought,  or  the  correct  price  at  which  granulated  sugar  can 
be  entered  for  duty  ;  and  I  did  not  claim  so.  But  I  claimed 
that  the  people  of  Canada  can  get  sugar  at  3J  cents  a  pound, 
which  is  very  nearly  equal  in  quality  to  granulated  sugar  ; 
and  let  us  see  what  that  sugar,  costing  3J  cents  in  Glasgow 
would  cost  landed  in  Canada.  The  cost  would  be  3J  cents, 
to  which  add  1  cent  per  pound,  and  35  per  cent,  on  3J 
cents,  or  $2.22  per  100  pounds,  making  the  cost  of  the  sugar 
$5.72  duty  paid,  against  at  the  least  6$-  or  6f  cents  per 
pound  which  the  hon.  gentleman  claimed  was  the  cost  in 
Canada,  or  from  87  cents  to  $  l  per  100  pounds  more  than 
sugar  of  tho  same  quality  could  be  imported  for.  Now,  it 
may  be  said  in  reply  to  this,  that  granulated  sugar  could 
not  be  imported  at  this  price.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
erred  in  the  latter  part  of  his  speech  respecting  the  import 
price  under  the  present  tariff.  I  wish  to  point  out  that 
granulated  sugars  form  but  a  small  proportion  of 
the  consumption  of  sugar  by  the  people  of  Canada. 
It  may  not  be  amiss  here  to  say  that  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  figures  prove  a  great  deal  too  much 
for  his  case.  If  the  people  of  Canada  choose  to  pay  5 
cents  a  pound  for  sugar  which  they  could  import  from  Scot¬ 
land  and  retail  at  4  cents,  I  am  sure  the  lion,  gentleman 
will  not  complain  that  it  is  through  the  fault  of  the  tariff  or 
the  Government ;  I  am  quite  certain  that  he  will  not  make 
either  the  House  or  the  people  of  this  Dominion  believe 
that  it  is.  Then,  Sir,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  very  much 
exaggerated  his  case  when  he  talked  about  the  increased 
cost  of  sugar  to  the  people  of  Canada  under  the  present 
tariff.  After  giving  the  total  consumption  of  sugar  in  the 
Dominion  as  170,000,000  pounds,  he  said : 

“  The  170,000,000,  allowing;  for  the  waste,  would  make  about  150,000,- 
000  pounds  of  sugar;  150,000,000  pounds  at  $1.2S  cents  per  100  pounds 
would  be  just  $1,920,000,  the  export  price  forayear’s  consumption,  if  it 
were  all  granulated  sugar.” 

Now,  as  I  said  before,  not  more  than  one-fifth  of  all  the  con¬ 
sumption  of  sugar  is  granulated.  If  we  take  tho  sugar,  on 
his  own  showing,  at  3^  cents,  the  difference  in  the  cost  of 
that  sugar  from  Scotland  under  the  present  tariff  and  under 
the  tariff  of  the  late  Government  is  exactly  35  cents  per  100 
pounds,  or  10  per  cent,  on  $3.50.  But  take  the  Glasgow 
sugars,  the  yellow  sugars,  which  are  the  cheapest — take  the 
grades  costing  8s.  fid.  in  Scotland,  and  what  we  pay  under  the 
present  tariff  more  than  under  the  tariff  of  hon.  gentlemen 
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opposite  is  only  9  cents  per  100  pounds.  Now,  the  hon. 
member  has  said  an  increased  duty  of  9  cents  per  100  pounds 
has  cost  the  people  $1.28  per  hundred  pounds.  Such  a 
claim  is  too  extreme  to  command  any  attention  from 
moderate  men.  But  let  us  see  how  he  makes  it  up.  The 
increased  duty  on  the  sugar  he  claims  would  be  on  about 
30,000,000  pounds  of  granulated  at  35  cts.,  or  $105,000,  and 
on  120,000,000  pounds  of  yellow  sugar  at  9  cents  per  100 
pounds  $108,000  or  $213,000  altogether,  instead  of  $1,920,- 
000  at  which  the  hon.  gentleman  estimated  it.  We  know 
that  if  Canada  were  buying  yellow  sugars  from  Glasgow, 
they  would  on  the  average  cost  more  than  8s  3d  per  cwt., 
but  double  that  cost  would  only  make  $100,000  a  year 
more  than  my  figures  above  given,  which  the  people  under 
this  tariff  have  to  pay  more  than  under  the  tariff  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  But  even  that  is  more  than  offset  by 
the  sugar  being  made  in  our  own  country,  and  by  the  com¬ 
petition  which  is  now  so  general  among  the  sugar  refiners 
of  the  Dominion  in  keeping  down  the  price.  It  is  utterly 
impossible  then,  as  said  before,  that  the  tariff  of  the  present 
Government  could  have  increased  the  cost  of  sugar  to 
the  people  of  Canada  to  the  extent  claimed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Brant.  1  am  rather  inclined  to  think 
that  instead  of  the  hon.  member’s  figures  prov¬ 
ing  that  there  is  too  much  duty  on  sugar,  they  rather 
prove  the  reverse,  and  show  that  the  protection  to  the  sugar 
refiners  is  not  sufficient.  As  I  am  talking  on  the  question 
of  sugar,  I  will,  before  passing  to  anything  else,  touch 
briefly  upon  some  remarks  which  were  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  on  the 
same  subject.  The  horn  member,  referring  to  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  says : 

“  The  hon.  gentleman  boasts  of  his  success  in  dealing  with  the  sugar 
question,  and  in  establishing  the  We3t  India  trade.” 

Thereby  implying  that  the  tariff  has  not  improved 
the  West  India  trade.  Now,  I  will  prove  later  on  that  the 
tariff  of  the  present  Government  has  done  very  much  indeed 
to  improve  that  trade.  The  hon.  member  says  further : 

“  Whereas  in  Glasgow  to-day  yon  can  bny  a  fair  quality  of  sugar,  I 
am  informed,  for  $2  per  100  pounds,  in  Canada  we  have  to  pay  $5  per 
100  pounds  for  sugar  of  (he  same  quality.” 

In  this  statement  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  exactly  the 
same  error  as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant.  He  says  a 
little  further  on : 

“Why,  from  the  importation  of  a  little  over  100,000,000  pounds  in  my 
time,  we  got  a  revenue  in  excess  of  that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  now 
receives  from  170,000,000  pounds.  True,  that  is  not  of  first  class  quality  ; 
true ,  about  20,000, 000  pounds  of  that  is  wasted  in  the  process  of  refining  ; 
but  even  so,  we  are  probably  to-day  importing  the  equivalent  of  150,- 
000,000  poundsof  refined  sugar.  Now,thatsugar8tandsus  at  least  3  cents 
a  pound  more  than  it  could  be  bought  for  in  the  open  market.’  ’ 

Now,  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  terribly  exagger¬ 
ated  his  case,  for  if  he  does  not  there  intend  to  imply 
that  this  3  cents  per  pound  is  in  addition  to  the  tariff  put 
on  the  sugar  by  any  Government  in  this  country,  there  is 
no  point  in  bis  remark  against  the  National  Policy  at  all. 
But  we  know  that  the  price  of  sugar  has  not  increased  to 
the  extent  of  3  cents  a  pound  over  what  it  was  under  bis  own 
tariff.  The  difference  in  the  cost  of  yellow  sugars  under 
the  two  tariffs,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out,  is  not  more 
than  9  cents  per  100  pounds  in  the  cheaper  kinds,  and  per¬ 
haps  from  12  to  15  cents  per  100  pounds  in  the  better  kinds 
that  would  come  from  Glasgow.  Possibly,  under  the  present 
tariff,  we  may  be  paying  from  9  to  15  cents  per  100  pounds 
more  than  we  did  under  the  tariff  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppos¬ 
ite.  But  let  us  look  for  a  moment  into  some  figures 
in  connection  with  the  trade  in  sugar  daring  the 
last  few  years.  In  1878  there  was  imported 
into  Canada  101,000,000  pounds  of  refined  sugar. 
There  was  imported  into  Canada  sugar  coming  from  the 
countries  of  production  raw  sugar  7,900,000  lbs.,  of  which 
92^  per  cent,  was  refined  and  7^  per  cent,  raw  sugar.  In 
Mr.  Stairs. 
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1880  a  great  change  took  place  in  these  figures.  Only  26  per 
cent,  of  refined  sugar  was  importod  and  73^  per  cent,  of 
raw.  In  1882  10^  per  cent,  refined  was  imported  and 
89fqr  Per  cent*  raw;  in  1883,  6y*g-  per  cent,  refined  and 
83^  per  cent,  raw;  in  1884,  9^  per  cent,  refined  and  90^ 
per  cent.  raw.  I  rather  imagine  that  of  this  9^,  some  raw, 
might  have  crept  into  the  returns  which  I  have  been  obliged 
to  assume  as  refined,  coming  from  certain  countries,  probably 
England,  and  which  is  likely  raw  beet  sugar.  These  figures 
prove  beyond  doubt  that  the  policy  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  has  not  only  stimulated  the  refining  industry,  but  has 
also  very  much  assisted  trade  between  the  Dominion  and 
those  countries  in  which  sugar  is  produced.  But  they  show 
something  more ;  they  show  an  increased  consumption 
of  sugar  in  Canada  from  109,000,000  lbs.  in  1878 
to  171,000,000  lbs.  in  1884,  and  that  the  people 
in  1878  paid  a  larger  sum  of  money  for  109,- 
000,000  lbs.  of  sugar  than  they  did  in  1884  for 
171,000,000  lbs.  In  case  it  should  be  said  in  reply  that 
sugar  at  present  is  much  lower  in  price,  I  would  also  point 
out  that  we  paid  out  in  1880  for  116,000,000  pounds  of 
sugar  about  $2,200,000  less  than  we  did  two  years  previous 
for  109,000,000  lbs.;  so  that  much  less  money  went  out  of 
the  country  for  sugar  in  1880  than  did  in  1878.  These 
figures  further  prove  that  our  trade  with  the  countries  of 
production  has  been  very  much  encourged,  but  I  want  to 
draw  also  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  phase  of  this  trade 
in  which  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  much  in¬ 
terested,  that  is  the  amount  of  sugar  that  comes  from  the 
West  Indies.  In  1878,  of  all  the  sugar  imported  into  the 
Dominion,  7  per  cent,  came  from  the  West  Indies,  includ¬ 
ing  British  Guiana;  in  1880,  two  years  later,  under  the 
fostering  policy  of  this  Administration,  this  quantity  had 
increased  to  62  per  cent.  In  1881  it  was  60  per 
cent ;  in  1882,  60  per  cent.,  in  1883,  58  per  cent  ; 
and  in  1884  it  had  fallen  to  44  per  cent.  It  will  be 
worth  while,  I  think,  to  enquire  into  the  causes  of 
this  falling  off  in  1884.  One  of  the  causes 
undoubtedly  is  the  very  great  production  of  beet  sugar 
in  Germany,  Austria  and  some  other  of  the  European 
countries  which  have  been  competing  very  heavily  with  the 
cane  growing  sugar  countries  of  the  world  and  besides  this 
the  tariff,  as  arranged  at  present,  operates,  to  a  certain 
extent,  against  our  trade  with  the  West  India  Islands.  The 
beet  root  sugar  trade,  as  it  injures  for  the  present  the  West 
India  trade,  deserves  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
The  tariff  at  first  accomplished  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  intended  ;  it  encouraged  our  West  India  trade,  and  a 
larger  portion  of  our  importation  of  raw  sugar  came  from 
the  West  India  Islands,  but  during  the  last  few  years  a 
great  change  has  come  over  the  sugar  trade  of  the  world, 
sugar  being  produced  in  different  ways  and  handled  in 
different  ways ;  it  is  being  bought  and  sold  in  different 
ways ;  and  these  facts — the  facts  connected  with  the  beet 
root  sugar  especially — affect  our  trade  in  sugar  with  the 
West  India  Islands.  The  East  Indian  archipelago  has  also 
been  competing  heavily  with  the  West  Indies  ;  but  if  our 
West  India  trade  suffers,  no  doubt  this  Government  will 
seek  a  remedy,  for  if  we  are  certain  of  one  thing  it  is  that 
there  is  now  in  power  a  Government  who,  when  a  case  is 
clearly  put  before  them  and  they  are  convinced  that  any 
particular  trade  in  the  Dominion  is  suffering,  are  not  only 
willing  but  able  to  take  steps  to  remove  the  difficulty. 
I  am  convinced  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  will  take  the 
proper  steps.  Can  that  be  said  to  be  the  case  with 
gentlemen  opposite  ?  It  is  known  all  over  Canada  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  they  were  in  power  numberless  deputations 
waited  upon  them,  numberless  petitions  were  sent  to  them, 
in  matters  of  trade,  praying  that  they  should  do  something 
to  remedy  the  difficulties  under  which  our  manufacturing 
and  other  industries  were  iaboring,  but  ail  the  representa¬ 
tions  were  unheeded  by  the  ex-Finance  Minister  (Sir  Richard 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


645 


Cartwright)  and  his  colleagues.  There  was  one  way,  I 
believe,  in  which  it  was  thought  somo  stimulus  could  be 
given  to  our  West  India  trade,  and  that  was  by  enforcing  a 
heavier  duty  on  our  beet  sugar ;  but  it  was  soon  seen  that 
would  not  have  been  in  the  interest  of  the  West  India  trade 
and  that  it  would  at  the  same  time  injure  the  refining 
interest  of  the  Dominion.  Into  this  question  1  need  not 
enter,  as  it  has  already  been  dealt  with  by  other  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen.  What  the  remedy  is  for  this  state  of  affairs  I  am 
not  going  to  point  out ;  I  have  simply  given  these  figures 
to  show  the  state  of  the  West  India  trade,  to  show  the 
improvement  which  took  place  in  this  trade  during  preced¬ 
ing  years,  and  the  falling  off  that  it  has  exhibited  during 
the  past  year ;  and  I  simply  ask  the  Government  to  give  the 
question  that  attention  they  are  always  prepared  to  give 
every  subject  connected  with  trade  and  commerce  which 
comes  before  them ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  once  they 
are  convinced  of  the  facts,  they  will  apply  the  proper 
remedy.  With  regard  to  the  adoption  of  the  polariscope 
referred  to  by  the  hon,  member  for  Cardwell  in  his  remarks, 
I  wish  to  correct  a  slight  inaccuracy  into  which  he  fell.  I 
understood  him  to  say,  respecting  the  wishes  of  the  people 
of  .Nova  Scotia,  as  regards  adopting  a  change  in  the  mode 
of  collecting  sugar  duties,  that  the  adoption  of  the  polaris¬ 
cope,  as  a  moans  of  collecting  sugar  duties,  would  be 
prejudicial  to  our  trade  with  countries  of  production 
other  than  the  West  Indies.  I  want  to  remove  that 
misapprehension.  The  present  position  of  the  West 
India  Islands,  as  regards  the  duty  collected  on  sugar 
from  these  islands,  is  that  they  have  to  pay  a  little 
heavier  duty  than  the  sugar  from  the  moi’e  distant  countries, 
on  account  of  the  greater  value  of  sugar  in  the  West  Indies, 
owing  to  the  lesser  distance  they  have  to  traverse  to  get  to 
market.  What  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia,  who  are  engaged 
in  the  West  India  trade  ask  is,  not  that  any  differential 
rates  may  be  made  to  operate  against  our  trade  with  other 
countries,  but  that  our  trade  with  the  West  India  Islands 
may  be  put  on  a  fair  basis.  The  present  contention  of 
these  gentlemen  is  that  the  islands  are  at  a  positive  disad¬ 
vantage,  and  it  is  well  known  that  it  is  more  to  the  interest 
of  the  people  of  the  Dominion  to  cultivate  trade  with  the 
West  India  Islands  than  with  a  part  of  the  world  ton 
thousand  miles  away.  Not  only,  therefore,  is  it  in  the 
interest  of  importers  of  sugar  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  that  if  possible  some  remedy  should 
be  applied,  but  also  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  Dominion, 
because  we  want  to  build  up  a  trade  between  the  West 
India  Islands  and  the  Dominion,  not  only  in  sugar  but  in  a 
great  many  other  articles  which  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
can  manufacture  and  is  now  as  well  able  to  supply  to  those 
islands  as  the  people  of  the  United  States,  who  have  a  large 
proportion  of  the  trade  at  the  present  time.  Having  dealt 
for  a  few  moments  with  the  question  of  the  sugar  trade,  I 
will  take  up  some  of  the  matters  referred  to  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  in  relation  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  especi¬ 
ally  in  relation  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  I  will  quote 
a  few  lines  from  his  speech : 

“  When  I  come  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  what  do  I  find  ?  Their’ s,  I 
must  admit  is  a  hard  case.  They  were  brought  into  this  Confederation 
by  distinct  promises  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  collea¬ 
gues  which  have  been  ruthlessly  violated.  It  was  at  least  a  tacit  under¬ 
standing  that  no  such  tariff  as  that  we  now  labor  under  should  be 
imposed  upon  them.” 

I  do  not  need  to  answer  this  point,  because  it  was  most  ably 
answered  by  the  member  for  King’s,  N.  S.  He  dis¬ 
tinctly  explained  that  the  .question  of  the  tariff  was  the 
issue  boforo  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  in  1878  and  that  a 
large  majority  of  the  representatives  from  Nova  Scotia  came 
here  pledged  to  support  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Government.  He  also  pointed  out  that  the 
bye  elections  between  1878  and  1882  resulted  on  the 


whole  in  a  continued  support  being  given  to  this  policy. 
He  pointed  out  as  woll  that  in  1882  the  policy  was 
stiil  sustained  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  that  since 
that  time  the  bye  elections  which  have  taken  placo  have 
not  only  shown  no  loss  but  have  resulted  in  a  gain  of 
one  member  to  support  the  policy  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment.  In  the  face  of  this,  I  do  not  think  it  needs  that  any 
supporter  of  the  present  Government  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  should  get  up  and  give  any  other  reply  to  the 
charge  made  by  the  member  for  South  Huron  on  this  point. 
If  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  havo  accepted  this  tariff,  if  they 
pronounced  upon  it  in  1878,  if  they  supported  it  in  the  bye 
elections  since  that  time,  and  again  in  1882,  and  if  they  still 
support  it  since  that  date,  he  needs  no  other  answer  and  the 
people  of  Canada  need  no  other  proof  that  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia  by  their  vote  at  the  polls  have  supported  and 
continue  to  support  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  He  does  make  some  brief  references  to 
the  resolutions  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  Nova  Scotia  House 
of  Assembly  a  few  days  ago.  It  is  not  necessary  in  this 
House  that  I  should  seriously  attempt  to  answer  this.  I 
would  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  making  a  speech 
upon  it.  The  question  has  never  assumed  a  serious  phase 
in  Nova  Scotia  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  the 
resolutions  in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Nova  Scotia  I 
believe  is  sincere  in  the  policy  he  then  promulgated.  He 
has  been  a  consistent  supporter  of  repeal  since  1867,  or  at 
least  since  I  have  known  him  in  public  life,  but  I  assert  here 
that  he  finds  very  few  to  support  him  even  among  his  own 
friends.  The  organs  and  the  members  ol  the  party  to  which 
he  belongs  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  advocate  repeal  in  Nova 
Scotia,  and  that  being  the  case,  his  leference  to  this  ques¬ 
tion  needs  no  serious  reply  from  any  member  from  Nova 
Scotia.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  South  Huron,  a  little 
further  on  in  his  speech,  refers  again  to  the  position 
of  tho  Maritime  Provinces,  speaks  of  our  languishing 
industries,  says  the  people  are  not  profiting  in  the 
slightest  degree  by  the  National  Policy,  “  but  are 
earnestly  looking  forward  to  see  whether  the  hon  gentlemen 
are  taking  any  steps  whatever  to  ensure  them  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States.”  And  then  he  goes  on  to  criticise 
the  policy  of  this  Government  in  the  way  in  which  they 
have  handled  the  question  of  reciprocity.  lam  not  going 
into  that  at  all.  1  believe  that  reciprocity,  if  we  get  a  fair 
treaty,  would  be  a  very  good  thing  for  Nova  Scotia,  and  I 
believe  as  well  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  not  only  perfectly  willing  but  have  also  shown 
most  fully  by  their  legislation  of  yeai's  ago  that  they  are 
prepared  to  meet  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
whenever  that  Government  and  people  are  willing  to  come 
forward  and  meet  us,  but  I  am  thox-oughly  convinced,  judg¬ 
ing  by  the  experience  of  the  past,  that  the  talk  of  a  recipro¬ 
city  treaty  with  the  United  States  is  only  words  thrown 
away.  But,  though  they  attempt  to  charge  us  with  some¬ 
thing  on  this  question  of  i*ecipi'Ocity,  I  think  we  are  very 
well  able  to  show  that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  obtain¬ 
ing  a  reciprocity  treaty  are  not  altogether  on  our  side  of 
the  House.  Just  let  us  see.  Here  it  will  not  be  amiss  to 
refer  to  a  short  remark  which  was  made  a  few  moments  ago 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  who  criticised 
the  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Buims)  for  his  remarks 
upon  reciprocity,  and  the  Government  for  not  having 
made  any  announcement  whatever  on  that  point,  and 
assumed  that,  because  they  had  not  made  any  announce¬ 
ment,  therefore  they  had  not  taken  any  steps  at  all  to 
secui’e  l-eciprocity.  Such  an  assumption  was  altogether 
unwarranted.  In  fact,  it  is  quite  certain  that,  no  matter 
what  the  Government  has  done  in  the  matter,  they  are  not 
going  to  take  that  hon.  gentleman  fully  into  their  con¬ 
fidence  ;  but  I  have  the  best  authority  to  say  that  evexy 
step  is  being  taken  to  secure  a  reciprocity  treaty  that  can 
be,  I  have  here  a  report  of  an  interview  which  took  place 
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with  Mr.  S.  J  Ritchie,  of  Akron,  Ohio,  President  of  the 
Central  Ontario  Railway,  and  I  will  read  you  a  few  lines 
from  it : 

“In  convpr=iation  with  one  nf  our  reporters  Mr  Ritchie  stated  that, 
while  at  the  TTnitpd  States  Capitol,  be  hart  met  a  gre^t  many  repre¬ 
sentative  tnpn  with  whom  he  had  talk' d  about,  Canada,  its  resources  and 
possibilities.  Touching  upon  'he  question  of  a  policy  of  reciprocity 
between  the  two  countries,  he  found  that  the  general  feeling  orevailed, 
based  upon  the  bad  charac  er  which  Canada  received  from  tome  of  its 
public  men,  that  a  reciprocity  treatv  was  hardly  necessary,  as,  in  the 
course  of  a  short  time,  the  country  must  come  to  the  United  States 
Government  for  relief  from  their  present  condition.” 

Now.  if  we  can  turn  to  the  utterances  of  some  of  these  hon. 
gentlemen  and  show  that  they  reallv  have  made  them  to 
*he  effect  that  is  there  described,  I  think  it  will  show  that 
the  contention  T  just  made,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  themselveg  to  blame,  at  least  in  part,  for  the  difficulty 
which  is  now  found  to  rest  upon  the  present  Government  in 
securing  a  reciprocity  treaty,  will  be  proved.  I  will  take  a 
very  short  extract  from  a  speech  of  the  hon.  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  at  New  Glasgow.  He  is  reported  in  the 
Eastern  Chronicle  as  follows 

“  If  you  had  not  liberty  to  exchange  your  propertv  you  would  find 
it  useless  to  continue  to  produce  more  than  you  required  for  your  per¬ 
sonal  wants  for  yon  could  not  g*t  rid  of  it  To  restrict  or  preventyou 
from  exchanging  what  you  desire  to  exchange  would  be  a  restriction 
against  which  you  would  rebel.  Restrictions  which  have  a  tendency  to 
divert  trade  from  its  natural  channels  are  injurious  to  the  many.  Your 
natural  channel  of  trade  is  with  the  neighboring  Republic  ;  your  exports 
will  find  the  best  market  there,  and  your  imports  should  come  from 
there.” 

Now  I  will  read  from  the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Charlottetown  : 

“  Now  I  believe  that  free  trade  is  best  for  all  sections  of  our  com¬ 
munity.  But  look  at  your  present  interests,  your  agriculture  and  fish¬ 
eries.  Bow  are  they  helped  ?  Can  it  be  said  they  are  protected  ?  If 
it  is  a  good  law  that  some  men  should  be  protected,  why  should  not  all 
be  protected  ?  But  can  labor  be  protected  ?  There  is  no  law  to  prevent 
an  employer  from  looking  where  he  will  for  labor,” 

Now  I  acknowledge  that  does  not  touch  the  question  of 
reciprocity,  but  I  want  to  remark  that  if  there  is  no  law  to 
prevent  the  employer  from  looking  where  he  will  for  labor, 
there  is  no  law  to  prevent  the  employee  from  looking  where 
he  will  for  employment;  and  if  the  policy  of  this  couutry 
increases  the  number  of  employers,  it  will  therefore  increase 
the  number  of  employees.  That  is  a  proposition  which  is 
just  as  true  as  the  proposition  of  the  hon,  gentleman  : 

“  You  want  the  Srst  exchange  of  productions  with  other  countries. 
You  want  free  access  to  the  markets  of  the  world.  What  prevents  you 
having  these?  The  hand  of  man  debars  you  by  legislation  Your 
natural  market  is  the  United  States,  but  by  the  laws  of  both  countries 
free  exchange  of  productions  is  prevented.  That  country  would  be  a 
market  for  your  potatoes  and  a  large  number  of  other  articles,  if  their 
laws  would  allow  it  to  be  so.” 

Now  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  assertion  of  the  hon.  member 
is  not  borne  out  by  the  facts.  I  think  it  cannot  be  claimed, 
even  at  the  present  time,  that  the  laws  of  both  countries 
prevent  the  exchange  of  the  natural  products  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  with  the  United  States.  There  is  a  law  at 
the  present  time,  as  every  hon.  member  knows,  which  will 
compel  the  Government  of  the  Dominion,  just  as  soon  as 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  are  willing  to  enter 
into  a  reciprocity  treaty,  to  take  off  the  duties  on  those 
articles  which  the  United  States  would  admit  free  from  our 
side.  I  think  when  the  hon.  gentleman  made  that  assertion 
he  forgot  that  law,  and  was  not  quite  correct  in  claiming 
such  was  the  law  in  both  countries.  The  difficulty  that 
affects  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  in  their  trade 
relations  is  not  owing  to  the  Government  of  the  Dominion, 
but  entirely  to  the  Government  and  people  of  the  United 
States.  I  have  read  these  extracts  to  show  the  difficulties 
which  lie  before  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  in  obtain¬ 
ing  a  reciprocity  treaty.  They  not  only  have  to  contend 
with  enemies  from  without  hut  they  have  to  contend 
with  speeches  which  are  not  made  in  the  interests  of  Canada 
by  our  own  people.  Now,  Sir,  to  return  to  the  question  of 
Mr.  Stairs. 
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the  prosperity  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  of  Nova  Scotia. 
The  hon.  member  from  South  Huron  does  not  object,  in 
running  down  the  Dominion  Government,  to  include  the 
Maritime  Provinces  ;  but  if  he  says  anything  against  the 
Maritime  Provinces  in  an  assembly  where  I  am  present,  I 
shall  endeavor  to  disprove  his  statements  and  show  they  are 
not  correct.  I  contend  the  picture  he  has  drawn  of  the 
condition  of  Nova  Scotia  is  not  a  true  one,  and  I  am  pre¬ 
pared  to  prove  it.  If  I  can  prove  that  the  country  has  con¬ 
tinued  to  gain  in  wealth  from  1869— as  I  could  not  get  the 
statisties  from  1861 — to  1878,  that  it  has  not  only  gained 
absolutely  in  wealth,  but  has  gained  relatively  with  other 
Provinces  ot  the  Dominion,  I  shall  have  proved  that  during 
the  period  the  National  Policy  has  been  in  operation  that 
Province  has  improved  even  more  rapidly  than  previously. 
If  I  can  prove  that  the  capital  in  the  savings  banks  has 
increased  to  a  large  extent  I  shall  have  proved  that  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  has  increased,  a  proposition  which 
I  defy  any  hon.  member  to  dispute.  On  the  31st  December, 
1869,  the  paid-up  bank  capital  of  Nova  Scotia  was 
$1,890,000 — perhaps  a  little  more,  as  the  returns  at  that 
time  were  not  very  complete.  On  30th  June,  1884,  the  paid- 
up  bankcapital  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  was  $4,858,000 
or  an  increase  of  $2,967,000,  or  about  154  per  cent.  The 
deposits  in  the  chartered  banks  not  bearing  interest  on 
31st  December,  1869,  were  $1,157,853  ;  and  on  30th  June, 
1884,  $2,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  $844,000,  or  about 
73  per  cent.  Then  the  deposits  in  these  chartered 
banks  bearing  interest,  which  I  think  will  more  clearly  show 
the  saving  of  the  country,  were,  on  31et  December,  1869, 
$1,366,000  ;  and  on  30th  June,  1884,  $6,518,000,  an  increase 
of  $5,151,814,  or  377  per  cent.  Now  we  come  to  the  sav¬ 
ings  banks.  On  the  1st  July,  1869,  the  deposits  in  the 
Dominion  savings  banks — we  have  no  post  office  savings 
banks  in  Nova  Scotia,  but  we  expect  to  have  them  soon 
— were  $722,000 ;  and  on  30th  June,  1884,  they  were 
$6,493,000,  an  increase  of  $5,770,000.  I  have  not  calculated 
the  percentage,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Digby  (Mr. 
Yail)  wishes  to  reply  he  can  make  up  the  percentage  ;  it  is 
somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  600  or  700  per  cent. 
Now,  Sir,  I  submit  these  figures  show  that  there  is  an  absolute 
gain  in  the  capital  and  prosperity  of  that  Province  from 
1869  to  1884.  The  sum  of  all  these  figures  shows  that  the 
increase  in  what  you  might  call  the  available  capital  and 
savings  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  during  those  years 
was  $14,735,000;  at  tho  same  time  all  the  ordinary  invest¬ 
ments  of  the  country  and  all  the  ordinary  improvements 
went  on  as  usual.  During  the  last  few  years  there  was  a 
very  much  larger  sum  than  ever  before  invested  in  manu¬ 
factures,  and  in  the  improvement  of  the  farmers’ 
houses  and  outbuildings  throughout  the  whole  Pro¬ 
vince.  No  one  who  knows  Nova  Scotia  from  one  end 
to  the  other  but  must  admit  that  amongst  our  people 
generally  there  has  been  a  very  great  increase  in  their 
prosperity,  and  they  are  now  living  much  better  and  in  a 
more  prosperous  manner  than  they  were  in  1867.  Now, 
Sir,  let  us  see  how  the  increase  in  these  particulars  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  compares  with  the  increase  in  tho 
Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  The  paid-up  bank  cap¬ 
ital  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  on  31st  December,  1869,  was 
$30,727,000;  on  30th  June,  1834,  it  had  increased  to 
$55,063,000,  an  increase  of  $15,335,000,  or  about  50  per  cent., 
as  compared  with  the  increase  in  Nova  Scotia  during  the  same 
time  of  154  per  cent.  The  increase  of  deposits  in  chartered 
banks  not  bearing  interest  was,  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  on 
31st  December,  1869,  $.6,849,504,  as  against  $41,541,195  on 
30th  Juno,  1884,  an  increase  of  $25,691,691,  or  148  per  cent., 
compared  with  Nova  Scotia’s  73  per  cent.  In  that  particu¬ 
lar  class  of  deposits  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  those  Pro¬ 
vinces  did  go  a  little  better  than  Nova  Scotia,  but  I  will  show 
that  in  some  other  particulars  we  went  a  little  better  than 
they  did.  The  deposits  in  chartered  banks  bearing  interest, 
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in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  amounted,  on  31st  December,  1869, 
to  $26,283,248,  and  in  June,  1884,  to  $45,800,382,  or  74  per 
cent,  increase  compared  with  Nova  Scotia,  377  per  cent. 
The  House  will  see  that,  as  compared  with  the  increases  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  the  increase  in  Nova  Scotia  has  been 
not  only  equal,  but  1  believe  superior.  Not  only  did  I  say 
I  was  prepared  to  prove  that  there  had  been  an  increase 
from  1869  to  1884  in  Nova  Scotia’s  prosperity,  but  that  the 
increase  had  been  very  fair  indeed  during  the  last  five  years 
of  this  period  as  compared  with  the  previous  ones.  Before 
I  go  into  that  proof  i  will  just  say  that  the  increase  in  the 
paid-up  capital  of  the  chartered  banks,  in  deposits  bearing 
interest,  in  deposits  not  bearing  interest,  and  in  deposits  in 
the  savings  banks  in  Nova  Scotia  was  from  $5,137,069  to 
$19,822,084,  an  increase  of  $14,725,000,  or  286  per  cent.,  as 
against  an  increase  in  the  same  classes  of  deposits  and  bank 
capital  in  Ontario  and  Quebeoof  128  per  cent.  I  have  shown 
there  has  been  a  steady  increase  in  the  available  capital 
savings  from  1869  to  1884,  that  the  increase  compares 
favorably  with  that  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  ;  and  I  will  now 
establish  that  during  the  period,  1879  to  1884,  the  increase 
was  quite  as  great  as  during  either  of  the  previous  periods. 
The  paid-up  bank  capital  in  NovS,  Scotia  was,  in  1869, 
$1,890,696;  30th  June,  1874,  $3,466,931 ;  1879,  $4,295  878  ; 
1884,  $4,858,207.  The  House  will  see  from  the  total  figures 
that  the  increase  during  the  last  period  has  been  a  very 
fair  one. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Not  so  large  as  betore. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  It  was  very  much  larger  from  1879  to 
1884  than  from  1874  to  1878.  I  admit  it  was  not  quite  as 
large  as  from  1869  to  1874,  during  which  time  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  were  in  power.  If  that  argument 
will  suit  the  hon.  gentleman  he  is  quite  welcome  to  it. 
Deposits  not  bearing  interest  in  1869  amounted  to  $1,157,853 ; 
in  1884,  $2,002,677 ;  increase,  $844,824, or  about  73  percent. 
I  notice  in  the  bank  returns  something  exceptional  in  the 
deposits  not  bearing  interest  in  1879,  because  there  was  a 
very  large  falling  off  in  one  of  the  banks  during  one  or  two 
months,  showing  that  there  was  some  special  causo  in 
operation.  From  1874  to  1879,  however,  there  was  a 
decrease  in  the  deposits  not  bearing  interest  from  $979,164 
to  $841,488  ;  from  1879  to  1884  the  increase  was  from 
$841,498  to  $2,000,677,  We  now  come  to  deposits  in  banks 
bearing  interest,  and  if  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr. 
Vail)  can  obtain  any  consolation  from  these  figures,  he  is 
welcome.  Here  are  the  figures:  1869,  $1,366,734;  30th 
June,  1874,  $2,177,100;  1879,  $2,990,310 ;  1884,  $6,518,582. 
The  savings  bank  balances  in  Nova  Scotia  were  as  follows  : 
30th  June,  1869,  $722,419;  1874,  $1,530,981;  1879, 

$2,499,406  ;  1884,  $6,493,277.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that  the  last  figure  shows  an  increase  within  a  fraction  of 
$4,000,0.0. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Give  us  the  dividends. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  want  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  know 
that  the  enormous  increases,  as  I  have  shown,  have  taken 
place  in  the  deposits  in  the  chartered  banks,  bearing  interest, 
and  in  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks,  a  class  of  deposits 
which  show  most  quickly  and  clearly  the  increased  savings 
of  the  country.  If  it  be  said  that  those  increased  savings 
took  place  at  the  expense  of  the  business  of  the  country,  I 
deny  it  emphatically.  1  say  that  the  available  business  capital 
of  the  country  was  increased ;  that  the  business  of  the  country 
absorbed  the  usual  capital,  besides  which  there  was  a  very 
large  expenditure  of  capital  for  the  ordinary  improvements 
going  on  through  the  Province  generally.  I  have  endea¬ 
vored  to  prove  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  at  the  present 
time  are,  as  a  whole,  much  better  off  than  they  were  in 
1867.  To  those  who  know  the  Province  well  it  needed  no 
proof  at  all.  Anyone  who  has  travelled  from  one  end  of  it 
to  another  is  aware  that  improvements  are  constantly  going 


on.  The  markets  for  the  farmers  are  much  better  than 
formerly,  and  the  return  I  have  given  shows  that  all  classes 
are  very  much  better  olf.  If  this  be  the  case,  what  is  the 
reason  of  the  dopresson  of  which  wo  hoar  so  much  ?  Thero 
must  be  some  reason,  and  I  will  endeavor  to  explain  what  I 
think  is  the  cause  of  it.  Whereas,  throughout  the  whole 
of  Canada  thero  has  been  a  great  increase  in  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  the  masses,  still  we  must  admit,  and  all  who 
are  acquainted  with  business  will  admit,  that  during 
the  last  ten  or  twelve  years  a  very  great  change  has 
taken  place  over  the  whole  world  in  trade  and  business. 
All  who  have  engaged  in  active  business  know  that  whereas 
twenty  years  ago  it  was  very  easy  for  a  man  in  any  ordinary 
community  to  make  a  good  living  with  care  and  economy, 
at  the  present  time  competition  is  so  great  that  it  is  a  vory 
difficult  matter  indeed.  Wo  have  had  over-competition, 
over-trading.  It  seems  now-a-iays  that  people  are  in  such 
a  hurry  to  get  rich  that  they  fail  to  got  rich  at  all.  If  you 
admit  this  is  the  case,  you  cannot  show  that  there  has  not 
been  at  the  same  time  a  steady  improvement  in  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  mass  of  the  people  throughout  the  whole 
country.  The  trader  may  not  be  as  well  off  as  formerly, 
the  wholesale  merchant  may  not  be  so  well  off,  and  is  not 
so  well  off  as  formerly.  But  at  the  same  time  the  working 
classes  are  a  great  deal  better  off.  The  difficulty  is  not 
that  the  men  are  not  well  able  to  buy  articles  and  pay 
good  prices,  for  they  are  buying  more  goods  every  year ; 
but  the  difficult  is  in  the  merchants  themselves,  though  not 
from  causes  over  which  one  merchant  could  have  control, 
but  from  causes  that  are  affecting  the  whole  mercantile 
community  throughout  the  world.  Now  it  has  been 
said  that  Confederation  and  the  abrogation  of  recipro¬ 
city  has  something  to  do  with  the  dulness  of  the 
times  in  Nova  Scotia.  No  doubt  the  abrogation  of  the 
reciprocity  treaty  was  a  disadvantage  to  Nova  Scotia.  No 
one  who  knows  anything  about  that  Province  will  claim  to 
the  contrary,  but  I  hold  that  it  is  not  the  main  reason  of  the 
difficulty  that  is  troubling  us  in  Nova  Scotia  just  now.  I 
believe  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  have  largely  got 
over  the  trouble  which  was  experienced  when  that 
treaty  was  abrogated.  They  have  settled  down  to  new 
modes  of  business  ;  they  have  found  new  markets,  and  they 
are  prospering  fairly  well.  The  difficulty  with  regard  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  trading  community  is  that  it  is  now 
impossible  for  merchants,  out  of  the  larger  businesses  they 
now  have,  to  maintain  the  profits  which  they  had  twenty 
years  ago,  and  I  regret  to  say  in  some  respects  that  condition 
of  things  applies  more  to  Nova  Scotia  than  to  any  other 
part  of  America.  Nova  Scotia  is  a  small  Province ;  the 
trade  of  our  dealers  is  confined  pretty  much  within  the 
Province,  and  it  happens,  from  our  geographical  position, 
that  every  town  there  is  a  port  of  entry— every  town  of 
any  size  is  a  sea  port,  and  it  is  as  easy  for  the 
merchants  in  these  towns  to  import  as  it  is  for* 
the  merchants  of  Halifax.  This  condition  of  things  is  much 
to  the  disadvantage  of  the  merchants  of  Halifax,  but  no 
gentleman  should  complain  of  that,  because  it  is  to  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  merchants  of  Nova  Scotia.  From  the  position 
and  size  of  Halifax— this  is  the  ground  for  many  of  the 
complaints  of  the  Halifax  wholesale  merchants  about  the 
state  of  business — we  cannot  do  much  of  the  business  that 
we  used  to  do,  or  rather  the  business  cannot  realise  the 
profits  which  it  used  to  realise.  A  large  portion  of  the 
import  trade  of  the  United  States  goes  through  New  York  ; 
so  in  Montreal,  in  regard  to  the  Canadian  trade.  It  the 
goods  are  not  bought  in  Mon  treat  they  must  pass  through 
Montreal  to  go  to  their  destination.  That  is  not  the  case 
in  Nova  Scotia.  No  doubt,  in  the  course  of  time,  these 
things  will  settle  themselves ;  but  at  the  present  time  busi¬ 
ness  is  undergoing  a  change  that  has  produced  disadvantages 
for  many  of  our  people,  but  these  disadvantages  are  ascribed 
to  causes  which  are  not  the  right  ones.  3omo  com- 


i  48  COMMONS 


plain  that  Confederation  affected  the  merchants  of 
Nova  Scotia  very  injuriously,  but  I  must  say  that 
these  are  generally  gentlemen  supporting  the  oppo¬ 
site  side  of  the  House  ;  and  no  matter  how  much  they  may 
suffer  from  the  competition  which  comes  from  Canada,  no 
free  trader  can  legitimately  complain  of  any  competition 
which  gives  the  purchaser  cheaper  goods.  I  am  quite  con¬ 
fident,  in  reference  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  the 
city  of  Halifax— and  I  believe  the  remark  applies  to  a  very 
large  number  of  the  dealers  throughout  the  country.  I 
believe  they  are  to-day  doing  a  larger  business  than  they 
did  in  1867.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  prominent  wholesale 
business  house  in  Halifax  that  is  not  doing  a  greater  volume 
of  business  than  in  1867,  but  I  regret  to  say  that  on  account 
of  those  circumstances  connected  with  the  change  of 
business  to  which  I  have  alluded,  they  cannot  make  the 
same  profits  out  of  the  larger  business  as  they  previously 
did  out  of  the  smaller  ones.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had 
intended  to  take  a  little  more  time  in  making  some  replies  to 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  as  I  see  the  hour  is  getting 
late,  as  I  do  not  wish  to  weary  the  House,  as  I  have  been  giv¬ 
ing  a  good  many  figures,  which  are  always  wearisome  to 
listen  to,  and  as  the  debate  has  gone  on  for  some  time,  I 
think  it  is  better  that  I  should  conclude.  I  would  just  say, 
in  concluding,  that  I  have  faith  in  this  tariff;  that  1  have 
faith  in  this  country,  in  spite  of  all  the  criticisms  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  from  their  leader  downward  ;  I  have  full 
faith  in  the  prosperity  of  the  country  in  the  future  ;  I  have 
faith  in  the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  and  his  colleagues  ;  I  have  faith  in  our 
North-West,  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  I  have 
faith  that  in  the  future  they  will,  as  thoy  have  in  the  past, 
carry  out  those  measures  which  will  best  conduce  to  the 
prosperity  of  this  great  Dominion. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I,  Mr.  Speaker,  sympathise  with  you 
when  a  debate  of  this  kind  is  before  the  House.  I  am  sure 
you  often  feel  that  of  making  many  speeches  thero  is  no 
end,  and  much  listening  is  a  weariness  to  the  flesh.  I  am 
not  your  right  hand  man.  Other  things  being  equal  I  might 
prefer  it,  but  I  am  the  next  to  it,  your  left  hand  man.  I  do 
not  propose  to  criticise  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs),  who  has  just  taken  his  seat.  He  may 
have  made  an  able  argument  in  defence  of  the  policy  of  the 
Administration,  but  I  failed  to  appreciate  it.  It  reminded 
me  of  a  story  I  once  heard  of  a  Negro  preacher  who  attended 
a  meeting.  He  gave  out  a  hymn  and  they  undertook  to 
start  the  tune.  They  tried  “Old  Hundred,”  but  failed, 
and  then  they  tried  “  Coronation,”  and  they  failed  in 
that.  They  tried  some  other  tunes  unsuccessfully, 
and  then  they  sat  down.  The  preacher  turned 
round  to  them  and  said :  I-  thank  you ;  because 
I  think  you  did  the  very  best  you  could.  So  I  think  that 
whether  this  hon.  gentleman  succeeded  or  not,  he  tried  hard 
enough  and,  therefore,  he  should  be  thanked,  for  he  did  the 
best  he  could.  One  thing  I  can  promise,  with  regard  to  the 
remarks  I  am  about  to  make,  and  I  am  sure  you  will  be 
pleased  with  the  announcement,  that  is,  I  have  not 
any  figures  to  present ;  I  have  not  looked  into  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns  for  the  purpose  of  presenting 
statistics.  I  know  they  have  been  perused  from  end  to 
end  and  that  the  House  will  be  sick  of  statistics.  This  is 
the  twelfth  Session  in  which  I  have  listened  to  the  debates 
in  this  House,  and  I  have  never  missed  an  important  debate, 
or  any  important  speech  in  a  debate.  You  would  hardly 
think  that,  because  I  am  not  strong,  but  I  think  that  very 
few  men  can  say  that  in  twelve  Sessions  they  have  not  missed 
a  day  in  Parliament.  I  have  sat  here  a  great  many  days 
when  I  did  not  feel  very  well,  but  I  prefer,  during  the  sittings 
of  the  House,  to  be  in  my  seat.  I  have  listened  to  the  speeches 
which  have  been  delivered  in  this  debate  and  I  have  enjoyed 
Mr.  Stairs. 
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them,  though  there  has  been  just  one  interruption  which  I 
have  sometimes  felt  like  making —  though,  of  course,  it 
would  be  out  of  order — when  some  hon.  members  were 
speaking.  I  was  often  tempted  to  get  up  and  shout 
“  Ananias  and  Sapphira.”  I  do  not  mean  that  I  was 
disposed  to  shout  “  Ananias  ”  when  a  mistake  is 
made,  or  when  a  man  is  really  making  an  error. 
But  when  I  hear  a  statement  made  after  study  for  weeks, 
and  it  does  not  exactly  accord  with  my  ideas  of  what  is 
proper,  I  wantto  shout  “  Ananias.”  I  have  had  occasion  thus 
to  do  very  frequently,  although  I  have  thoi’oughly  enjoyed 
their  speeches.  Now,  it  must  be  apparent  to  anyone  who 
observes  closely,  that  there  is  a  great  difference  in  the  style 
of  speeches  now  with  regard  to  the  policy  of  the  present 
Administration  compared  with  those  of  last  year  and  the 
year  before.  Then,  there  was  great  exultation  ;  now  we 
hear  an  apology ;  things  are  not  quite  as  bad  as  they  might 
be,  and  even  the  little  deficiency  in  the  policy  is  not 
chargeable  to  the  policy,  or  to  the  authors  of  the  policy,  or 
to  the  party,  but  to  the  Opposition.  If  it  had  not  been  for 
the  Opposition,  who  opposed  the  policy  in  season  and  out  of 
season,  in  the  House  ancb  in  the  country,  and  said  it  was 
bad ;  if  it  had  not  been  for  their  opposition,  there  would 
have  been  no  failure  at  all  in  the  National  Policy,  or  in  any 
other  polioy  of  the  present  Administration .  Now,  Sir,  there 
is  no  reason  why  the  Opposition  should  favor  the  policy  of 
the  Government.  The  Opposition  have  opposed  that  policy 
because  they  thought  it  was  bad.  The  Government  wore 
warned  by  our  leader  and  by  other  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  night  after  night  and  day  after  day,  that  their 
policy  was  bad.  Their  policy  is  not  our  policy ;  their  ways  are 
not  our  ways,  and  their  thoughts  are  not  as  our  thoughts — > 
they  are  as  different  from  ours  as  light  is  from  darkness. 
Therefore  we  are  not  responsible  for  their  policy.  We 
did  not  desire  that  the  country  should  suffer,  but  we  were 
satisfied  that  it  would,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  has.  They 
are  hunting  around  now  for  some  crumbs  of  comfort,  some 
spots  where  prosperity  exists.  If  their  policy  was  a  success, 
it  has  now  been  five  years  in  operation,  and  prosperity 
would  be  seen  everywhere.  In  order  to  find  some  little 
prosperity  somewhere,  they  sent  commissioners  all  over 
the  Dominion.  I  tkiuk  it  was  Diogones  who  took  a  lantern 
and  went  out  to  see  if  he  could  find  an  honest  man, 
Diogenes  would  now  require  two  lanterns  if  he  went  through 
the  country  to  find  the  success  of  the  policy  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  We  find  depression  everywhere;  every¬ 
body  knows  that  business  is  depressed.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  any  policy  could  bo  devised  to  prevent  depres¬ 
sion  ;  but  when  these  hon.  gentlemen  were  on  this  side  of 
the  House  they  were  continually  holding  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  that  day  responsible  for  the  depression  in 
business.  That  was  their  policy,  and  therefore  they 
ought  not  shirk  the  responsibility  that  now  rests  on  them, 
from  their  own  standpoint.  They  told  us  that  their  policy 
was  going  to  make  the  country  prosperous — that  steady, 
upward,  progress  was  to  be  the  effect  of  it.  That  has  not 
been  the  case ;  but  the  platform  on  which  they  based  their 
promises  of  prosperity  has  been  an  utter  and  entire  failure. 
Now,  I  do  not  intend  to  deal  particularly  with  each  branch 
of  what  they  term  their  policy.  You  know  my  attention 
has  been  directed  more  to  the  protective  tariff  than  to  any 
other  part  of  their  policy;  I  think  that  is  more  important 
than  any  other  part.  Any  mistakes  hon.  gentlemen  may 
have  made  in  any  other  respects  will  be  more  easily 
remedied  than  their  mistake  in  adopting  a  protective 
policy,  because  the  evils  it  entails  gain  strength  as  they 
roll  on ;  they  fix  a  burden  on  the  country  which  the  longer 
it  lasts  the  more  difficulty  it  will  be  to  remove.  Therefore, 
I  look  on  the  National  Policy  as  the  worst  part  of  their 
j  policy.  Now,  in  looking  amongst  my  papers  I  find  a 
J  memorandum  book  containing  some  sentiments  which  X 
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gleaned,  some  from  essays  on  political  economy,  some  from 
newspapers,  and  some  from  my  own  thoughts ;  and  before 
commencing  my  speech,  I  will  read  them  : 

“  It  is  as  much  a  law  of  our  nature  to  exchange  with  one  another 
tho3e  things  we  have  to  sell  for  those  things  we  have  to  buy  as  it  is  to 
breathe.  It  was  clearly  the  design  of  our  Creator  for  the  benefit  of  the 
race.  Notice  the  different  articles  in  a  household  which  we  cannot 
produce  or  sell,  but  can  produce  something  else  and  purchase  them. 
Society  is  one  vast  hive  of  buyers  and  sellers,  every  man  carrying  some¬ 
thing  to  the  market  and  bringing  something  away.  Everybody 
exchanges.  You  do  somethiag  for  me,  and  I  will  do  something  for  you. 
The  farmer  brings  the  fruits  of  the  field ;  the  mechanic  brings  his 
skilled  labor  ;  the  laboring  man  brings  his  strong  arm  ;  the  fisherman 
brings  the  various  products  of  the  sea  ;  the  school  teacher  brings  his 
knowledge;  the  merchant,  the  physician,  the  lawyer,  the  clergyman, 
all  exchange  their  abilities  and  skill  for  something  that  other  men 
have  to  give  them.  It  is  impossible  to  divest  onrselves  of  the  fact  that 
this  desire  to  exchange  is  a  universal  law  of  onr  nature  and  of  society, 
and  any  system  which  interferes  with  the  fullest  freedom  of  exchange  is 
wrong.  Freedom  of  exchange  is  as  much  a  natural  right  as  the  right  to 
think  or  breathe.  Every  man  has  a  natural,  self-evident  right  to  put 
forth  efforts  for  his  own  well-being  ;  and  whenever  two  men  find  that  by 
exchanging  efforts  with  each  other  they  can  add  to  their  own  happiness, 
they  have  an  indisputable  right  to  do  so;  and  it  is  a  high-handed 
infringement  of  natural  rights  when  any  authority  interferes  to  restrict 
or  prohibit  the  freedom  of  exchange,  except  that  act  is  justified  by 
solid  proof  that  other  private  or  public  rights  are  infringed  which  are 
as  well  founded  as  the  right  of  exchange.  All  the  restrictive  laws 
which  have  ever  been  made  overlook  entirely  the  mutual  benefit  to  the 
parties  of  every  act  of  exchange,  without  which  benefit  the  exchange 
clearly  would  not  take  place  at  all.  ” 

These  are  words  of  wisdom  ;  these  are  like  apples  of  gold 
set  in  pictures  of  silver ;  these  are  principles  which  the 
National  Policy  controverts ;  these  are  the  rights  which  the 
National  Policy  seeks  to  deprive  the  inhabitants  of  this 
Dominion  of;  these  are  the  fundamental  principles  of 
political  economy.  Now,  I  always  listen  to  the  bon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest*  He  is,  evidently,  an  able  man,  and  I  listen  to  him 
with  great  pleasure  for  the  ability  he  displays  and  the 
eloquence  he  possesses.  We  are  never  disappointed  in  a 
speech  from  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  is  always  well  prepared 
and  well  delivered,  but  there  is  no  man  I  have  ever  listened 
to  who  understands  how  to  make  error  appear  interesting 
any  better  than  does  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell. 
Of  course,  that  is  not  exactly  the  word  or  the  phrase  that  I 
would  prefer  to  use,  but  I  have  not  the  command  of  language 
sufficient  to  find  any  term  to  express  my  opinion  of  “his 
speech  better  than  that.  In  that  speech  he  said  : 

We  have  been  enjoying  for  some  time  past  the  free  traders’ para¬ 
dise— a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  The  real  trouble  has  been  that  articles 
have  been  too  cheap,  and  that  very  thing  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  been  arguing  we  should  endeavor  to  bring  about  is  the  very  thing 
which  has  produced  the  difficulty  trom  which,  to  some  extent,  we  have 
been  suffering  during  the  last  twelve  months.  Go  to  a  merchant  and 
ask  on  what  nis  hopes  rests  tor  a  revival  of  business.  He  will  tell  you, 
in  the  fact  that  prices  are  beginning  to  stiffen,  as  he  expresses  it,  and 
there  are  likely,  therefore,  to  be  better  times.” 

I  accept  the  paragraph  in  so  far  as  the  free  trader’s  para¬ 
dise  is  concerned.  I  know  that  this  is  not  the  best  world 
of  which  we  have  any  knowledge,  but  it  is  next  to  the  best, 
and  to  be  able  to  procure  what  we  need  to  make  life 
pleasant,  adds  much  to  make  our  journey  through  it 
agreeable-  The  desire  to  live  in  a  cheap  country  and 
to  have  a  cheap  market  is  universal,  and  that  sentiment 
marks  the  difference  between  the  Government  and  their 
opponents.  They  believe  in  having  a  dear  country  to  live 
in  ;  we  believe  in  having  a  cheap  country  to  live  in ;  they 
believe  in  high  prices  for  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  all  we 
require ;  we  believe  in  low  prices.  I  am  always  happy  when 
in  an  open,  free  market — I  can  get  what  I  want  at  the 
lowest  possible  price,  and  I  am  sure  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
think  the  same  way.  Despite  their  professions  they  them¬ 
selves  have  the  same  feeling,  for  it  is  a  universal  feeling. 
Nobody  goes  out  to  find  where  he  can  buy  at  the  highest 
prioe ;  everybody  wants  to  buy  at  the  lowest  price ; 
but  of  course  it  makes  greater  difference  to  the 
poor  man  than  to  the  rich,  whethei’  they  can 
buy  at  the  lowest  price  or  at  a  higher  price.  I  know  how 


much  a  dollar  is  worth ;  I  am  a  workingman  myself ;  I 
have  earned  my  bread  by  my  toil ;  I  know  what  it  is  to  earn 
a  dollar  in  the  woods,  in  the  mill,  with  the  spade  and 
the  shovel  and  the  hoe,  and  when  I  have  so  earned  a  dollar 
I  ought  to  have  the  right  to  spend  it  in  the  cheapest  market, 
and  the  Government  has  no  right  to  enact  laws  to  make 
that  market  dear  when  it  would  otherwise  bo  cheap. 
Another  expression  I  have  heard  in  this  debate  is  “  cheap 
and  nasty.”  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  leader  of  the 
Government,  has  the  credit  for  that  saying.  I  do  not  agree 
with  him;  Ido  not  consider  that  anything  nasty  can  be 
cheap.  Everything  nasty  must  be  dear,  and  we  ought  not 
to  have  it  at  all.  With  regard  to  the  Ministers,  I  tell 
you,  Sir,  those  who  are  in  Government  employ,  those  who 
rule  the  country,  do  not  know  the  value  of  a  dollar.  They 
get  their  dollars  quite  differently  from  those  who 
toil  for  their  livelihood,  and  those  who  toil  are  the 
great  mass  of  the  people,  for  whom  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  ought  to  legislate.  They  out  to  legislate  so  that 
the  people  may  get  as  much  as  possible  out  of  their 
earnings.  Of  course  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  does 
not  know  what  it  is  to  be  poor,  and  I  am  not  anxious  that 
he  should  ever  know  it ;  it  does  not  make  much  difference 
to  him  whether  a  barrel  of  flour  costs  $5  or  $10,  but  it  makes 
a  great  difference  to  the  mass  of  the  population.  It  is  very 
important  for  the  poor  man  who  has  earned  $5,  whether  he 
can  get  a  barrel  of  flour  or  only  half  a  barrel  of  flour  for  it, 
and  many  a  time  have  I  seen  a  poor  man  struggling  to  sus¬ 
tain  his  family,  after  he  had  accumulated  sufficient  to  get  a 
barrel  of  flour,  express  the  wish,  over  and  over  again,  that 
he  had  enough  money  to  get  a  bag  of  meal  as  well,  so  as  to 
stretch  out  the  flour  until  he  could  earn  enough  to  get 
another  barrel.  Of  course  I  will  be  told  this  is  mere  senti¬ 
ment  ;  that  I  am  only  trying  to  curry  favor  with  the 
poor.  But,  Sir,  I  do  not  want  to  curry  favor  with  the  poor 
or  the  rich ;  all  I  want  is  to  express  my  sentiments  here 
fully  and  freely,  and  I  only  wish  I  had  more  ability,  more 
power,  with  which  to  urge  the  claims  of  the  people.  How¬ 
ever,  I  do  the  best  I  can,  and  that  is  all  anyone  can  expect. 
With  regard  to  purchasing  in  a  cheap  market,  I  have  never 
been  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  I  have  never  been  on  a  mission 
to  England,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  the  very  best  apparel 
in  the  wardrobes  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  been 
purchased  in  England  at  the  people’s  expense.  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  West  of  England  broadcloth  and  everything 
else  they  wear,  and  they  have  the  best,  was  bought  when 
they  were  on  the  other  side.  There  was  nothing  wrong 
in  that ;  they  were  in  a  country  where  goods  are  cheap  and 
where  it  is  cheap  to  live  ;  they  found  cheap  goods  and 
purchased  them;  they  arrayed  themselves  in  purple  and  fine 
linen  at  cheap  rates  and  brought  them  home.  There  was 
nothing  wrong  in  that,  but  if  any  one  of  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  forgot  to  open  his  trunk  on  his  way  back,  and  let  the 
Custom  house  officer  examine  it,  that  would  be  rather 
nasty.  I  do  not  know  whether  any  one  of  them  did  forget 
or  not,  but  if  he  did  it  would  be  a  nasty  matter.  Of  course, 
in  this  country,  there  are  not  many  people  who  are  very 
poor,  and  for  them  there  are  fortunately  institutions  of 
benevolence  where  their  wants  can  be  supplied.  This  idea 
of  a  dear  country  being  a  good  country  for  any  body  to  live 
in  is  a  mistake  ;  and  it  is  now  re-acting.  Dear  coal  means 
less  coal,  and  less  coal  means  want,  and  cold,  and  suffering. 
Dear  bread  means  less  bread,  and  it  means  hunger  for  a 
great  many  when  it  is  dear,  and  want  and  suffering.  Dear 
clothes  means  less  clothes  for  the  poor,  and  in  some  cases  it 
means  rags.  And  dear  blankets  means  less  blankets  and 
suffering  to  be  endured  by  the  poor  in  consequence  of  the 
high  price  of  blankets.  I  remember  reading  a  little  story 
in  some  book,  of  a  poor  woman  with  a  large  family,  who 
was  in  very  destitute  circumstances.  She  got  her  little  ones 
ready  for  bed  at  night,  and  had  very  little  to  keep  them 
warm.  It  was  a  cold  night,  and  she  piled  over  them  some 
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straw  and  some  rags,  and  last  of  all  she  got  an  old  door  and 
laid  that  upon  them.  After  she  had  got  them  covered  up, 
she  asked  one  of  them  :  “  Do  you  think  you  will  be  warm  ?  ” 
“Oh,  yes,  mother,”  said  the  little  one,  “we  shall  be  warm 
and  comfortable,  but  what  will  the  poor  children  do  who 
have  no  old  doors  ?  ”  There  was  more  heart  in  that  little 
child,  that  will  live  and  shine  when  all  those  who  want  to 
increase  the  cost  of  living  for  the  poor  have  gone  to  their 
reward.  I  never  think  of  that  without  feeling  for  the 
poor,  and  feeling  that  the  gratitude  of  that  poor  thing 
under  those  circumstances  it  would  be  well  if 
some  of  us  felt  when  we  are  enjoying  the  blessing 
and  comforts  of  life.  This  idea  of  dear  things,  this 
curse  of  poverty,  this  curse  of  hunger  and  of  rags,  travels 
right  back  through  society.  These  rags  go  back  to  the 
manufacturer.  Dear  clothes  means  less  clothes,  and  that 
means  less  business  for  the  merchant,  and  less  business  for 
the  manufacturer,  and  so  the  rags  travel  right  back  through 
all  the  industries.  Dear  bread  means  hunger  for  the 
poor,  but  it  also  means  less  sales  for  the  grocer,  and  that 
means  less  sales  for  the  miller,  and  that  means  less  sales 
for  the  farmer ;  and  so  we  cannot  violate  a  natural  law 
without  feeling  the  effects  of  it  somewhere ;  and,  therefore, 
it  is  best  for  all  concerned  that  everybody  should  be  allowed 
to  buy  in  the  market  as  cheap  as  can  be  found.  There  is 
not  so  much  difference  between  the  rich  and  the  poor  at 
last.  The  rich  and  the  poor  must  lie  down  together, 
and  God  is  the  Father  of  us  all,  and  therefore  we  ought 
to  remember  that  as  we  journey  through  life,  and  no  class 
of  men  ought  to  consider  it  more  than  those  who  are  at  the 
helm  of  affairs.  I  think  the  National  Policy  ignores  all 
that ;  I  think  it  is  opposed  to  all  these  benevolent  and 
humane  principles.  In  this  Dominion  we  are  blessed  with 
abundance  of  coal.  That  is  a  gift  from  our  Creator.  That 
is  intended  to  be  cheap,  that  everybody  may  participate  in 

the  bounty  of  the  Giver  of  all  Good.  In  this  coun¬ 
try  we  have  vast  wheat  fields,  for  which  we  ought 

to  be  thankful.  That  is  intended  for  the  good  of 
the  race,  for  the  good  of  the  country,  and  these 

gentlemen  propose  to  make  that  dear  for  the  people. 
The  Creator  intended  that  it  should  be  cheap  for  the  people, 
and  plenty  of  it.  We  have  great  herds  of  cattle  and  flocks 
of  sheep,  in  order  that  we  may  be  fed  and  clothed,  and  this 
we  ought  to  be  thankful  for,  for  “  the  cattle  on  a  thousand 
hills  are  His,”  and  all  comes  from  Him;  but  we  are  trying, 
by  our  legislation  here,  or  at  least  the  gentlemen  on  the 
Government  benches  are  making  all  things  dear,  trying  to 
fix  taxes  upon  them  and  to  make  it  difficult  for  the  people 
to  be  comfortable  and  happy.  A  cheap  country  to  live  in 
—if  that  is  not  the  Grit’s  paradise,  it  is  mine.  Take  it  all 
in  all,  England,  with  all  her  faults,  is  the  greatest,  and  the 
wisest,  and  the  best  nation  the  world  has  ever  seen. 
England  has  led  the  way  in  art,  and  in  arms,  and  in  com¬ 
merce,  and  in  freedom,  and  I  hope  she  may  long  continue  to 
lead  the  van ;  but,  in  all  that  England  has  ever  done,  there 
is  no  part  of  her  history  that  shines  out  more  brightly  than 
when  she  fought  out  the  battle  against  protection  and  made 
England  a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  The  statesmen  and  the 
philanthropists  of  England  saw  the  millions  of  starving 
poor.  I  was  there  myself  once  when  a  boy.  The  agitation  was 
going  on  at  that  time  for  the  repeal  of  the  corn  laws,  and  I 
took  occasion,  in  my  rambles  through  the  cities,  to  talk  with 
the  poor,  and  I  went  into  those  bazaars  which  were  situated 
all  over  England,  in  the  towns  and  cities  I  visited,  and  gave 
my  small  contribution  to  help  that  work.  They  succeeded 
in  removing  that  curse,  and  I  did  not  think  that,  forty  years 
after  I  was  there  as  a  lad,  I  would  be  standing  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  trying  to  combat  the  evil  under  which  that  nation 
had  groaned  from  generation  to  generation.  Bat  that  is 
the  feet,  and  as  they  had  had  to  struggle  many  a  long 
year,  I  fear  that  that  is  a  fight  still  before  us,  and  that 
many  a  man  is  to  fall  before  this  incubus,  this  evil,  this 
Mr.  Gillmor. 


March  19, 


curse  is  removed  from  this  Canada  of  ours.  I  know  that 
perhaps  it  is  expedient  for  some  men,  and  may  be  for  many, 
not  to  express  their  opinions,  because  the  combined  influ¬ 
ence  of  Governments,  and  manufacturers,  and  monopolies,  is 
almost  more  than  a  man’s  election  or  position  is  worth  if  he 
ventures  his  opinions,  but  timid  as  I  am  constitutionally, 
when  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  express  my  opinion  on  a  great 
question  of  this  kind,  I  shall  do  it,  no  matter  what  the 
consequences  are.  That  battle  has  been  fought  out  in  Eng¬ 
land,  and  no  statesman,  whether  he  be  Tory  or  Liberal, 
will  ever  reverse  that  verdict.  You  do  not  hear  this  agitated 
in  England  ;  and  why  should  they  ?  Do  they  want  to  go 
back  to  rags  ?  Do  they  want  to  go  back  to  hunger  ?  Do 
they  want  to  go  back  to  depression  ?  Do  they  want  to  go 
back  to  the  condition  in  which  they  were  before  they  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  people  in  England  should  live 
as  cheap  as  the  world  could  give  it?  They  should  have 
bread  as  cheap  as  the  world  could  give  it;  they  should  have 
meat  as  cheap  as  the  world  could  give  it;  they  should  have 
every  necessary  of  life  as  cheap  as  the  world  could  give  it, 
from  the  hat  on  their  head  to  the  shoes  on  their  feet.  Do 
you  suppose  they  would  ever  undertake  to  go  back  to  that 
condition  ?  No,  never.  But  we  have  gone  back,  and  we 
are  in  the  position  they  were  in  before  that  change  was 
made.  I  will  read  an  extract  from  the  3peech  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  : 

“  Ask  any  commercial  traveller  who  has  been  in  England  buying 
goods  what  condition  he  found  there  ;  ask  any  one  who  has  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  testing  the  feeling  of  the  commercial  circles  in  Great  Britain  ; 
look  at  the  records  of  people  out  of  employment,  and  at  the  record  of 
failures,  and  you  will  find  the  statement  is  absolutely  accurate,  that  for 
a  quarter  of  a  century  no  such  depression  has  existed  in  England  as  that 
which  has  existed  during  this  last  year  ” 

I  have  no  doubt  that  is  correct.  I  dare  say  that  there  is 
great  depression  in  England,  and  that  the  commercial  trav¬ 
eller  was  correct  in  his  statement.  I  have  not  seen  any 
commercial  traveller  that  has  been  in  England,  but  I  have 
seen  a  good  many  commercial  travellers  that  have  been  in 
Canada.  He  did  not  see  them,  and  I  did  not  see  the  gen¬ 
tleman  he  saw;  but  I  hare  seen  a  good  many  CDmmercial 
travellers,  and  I  have  talked  with  them  in  regard  to  the 
condition  of  commerce  in  the  country.  Some  of  them  have 
been  on  the  I’oad  for  twenty  years,  and  they  have  told  mo 
that  they  have  never  seen  such  commercial  depression  during 
their  time  as  there  is  at  present :  such  a  stagnation  of  trade, 
so  hard  to  dispose  of  their  goods,  and  especially  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  I  know  that  to  be  the  fact  myself, 
although  I  am  not  away  much  from  home,  but  I  have  cor¬ 
respondence,  and  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  commercially 
the  country  has  not  been  so  depressed  for  a  great  many 
years.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  chai’ge  the  Government 
with  this  depression,  except  so  far  as  increased  taxation  has 
helped  to  produce  it ;  I  do  not  refer  to  it  because  I  think 
they  were  the  cause  of  bringing  it  about.  But  let  them 
remember  when  the  Liberal  Government  was  in  power 
what  they  used  to  say.  I  can  see  a  face  here  and 
there  that  was  here  at  that  time.  I  remember  their 
faces ;  I  remember  their  speeches ;  I  remember  their 
voices,  and  I  remember  their  unreasonable  demands,  and 
their  unreasonable  charges  against  the  Government,  of  being 
flies  on  the  wheel,  of  letting  the  people  leave  the  country, 
of  allowing  business  to  become  depressed,  of  getting  a  small 
revenue,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  And  that  gives  rise  to 
much  of  the  speech-making  that  there  is  at  this  time — it  is 
just  to  bring  to  the  recollection  of  those  hon.  gentlemen 
how  they  treated  their  opponents  then.  Now,  I  am  not 
silly  enough  to  suppose  the  Liberal  Government  could 
prevent  a  depression  ;  and  I  am  not  silly  enough  to  charge 
the  present  Government,  seriously,  with  having  caused  this 
depression;  hut  I  can  say  they  told  the  people  they  could 
do  it.  They  told  the  people  that  if  they  where  in  power 
they  could  bring  back  prosperity.  I  ask  then  now  to  do  it ; 
I  ask  them  to  fulfil  their  promises  now.  I  ask  them  by 
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their  policy  to  create  such  a  prosperity  that  they  will  not 
have  to  go  about  with  a  lantern  to  find  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings),  Take  a  lantern  to  Lennox. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  You  had  better  take  some  light  into 
your  own  noddle.  I  will  read  another  extract  from  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  where  he  says  : 

“  Now,  Sir,  times  have  been  less  active,  perhaps— that  -would  be  the 
better  way  to  put  it— less  active  recently  than  in  1882  and  1883,  and 
there  are  reasons  for  it  altogether  apart  from  the  question  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  policy,  or  any  policy  that  might  be  adopted.  We  had  first  a 
large  withdrawal  of  capital  from  legitimate  enterprises  to  put  into 
speculative  enterprises  in  the  North-West.  In  Toronto,  for  instance, 
when  the  North-West  Land  Company,  which  had  bought  a  large  amount 
of  land  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  opened  their 
books,  I  am  told  there  was  almost  a  riot  in  the  effort  to  get  into  the 
room  to  subscribe  for  the  stock  of  that  company,  so  valuable  was  it  sup¬ 
posed  to  be.  People  were  anxious  to  go  into  all  these  new  enterprises. 
The  tendency  of  the  age,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  a  gambling  tendency,  in 
commercial  as  well  as  in  other  matters.” 

He  might  have  added  politics. 

“  There  is  an  eager  disposition  to  make  fortunes  rapidly.  People  may 
sit  down  and  play  draw-poker — that  is  an  innocent  game,  for  draw- 
poker,  in  its  practical  sense,  is  to  play  for  quarters  ;  and  the  people  who 
play  draw-poker  for  quarters  would  object  to  being  regarded  as  gam¬ 
blers.  We  know  that  there  was  an  idea  that  in  the  North-West  there 
was  a  remarkable  opportunity  for  making  rapid  fortunes,  and  people 
took  money  from  their  ordinary  legitimate  business  and  put  it  into 
North-West  enterprises  and  lost  it,  to  the  great  injury  of  th9  credit  and 
business  of  the  country  at  large.” 

Now  what  a  humiliating  position.  “  Less  active “  a  little 
depressed,”  the  hon.  gentleman  says  :  it  never  was  so  bad  in 
England  for  twenty-five  years  ;  commercial  travellers  teil 
him  so  ;  everybody  knows  it ;  there  never  was  such  distress 
there  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  ;  times  were  horrid  in  the 
United  States,  but  here  in  Canada  they  are  less  active.  Now 
there  is  where  the  skill  of  my  hon.  friend  comes  in— just  a 
little  less  active  here.  Oh  !  no  depression  hero,  bu  t  it  is  not 
quite  as  good  as  it  used  to  be.  It  is  not  quite  so  good  as 
we  could  desire,  but  it  would  have  been  fully  as  good  if  it 
had  not  been  for  these  terrible  Grits,  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  opposition  to  the  National  Policy.  Well,  now,  with 
regard  to  the  evils.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  draw- 
poker  ;  I  never  played  the  game  ;  but  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  that  it  is  not  a  very  serious  matter.  It  is  not 
half  as  bad,  even  if  everybody  was  playing  draw-poker, 
from  British  Columbia  to  Halifax,  as  the  National  Policy 
is.  Now,  about  this  boom.  I  wish  I  had  the  ability 
just  to  describe  this  boom.  What  brought  about  this 
boom  ?  These  gentlemen  are  responsible  for  all  these 
things,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned.  They  lauded  the  North- 
West  to  the  skies.  They  told  the  people  :•  There  is  a 
chance  there  for  great  fortunes.  They  wanted  their 
predictions  to  be  fulfilled,  and  they  encouraged  the  people 
to  go  there.  They  started  the  lottery,  and  told  them  there 
were  great  prizes  to  be  drawn.  Only  invest  your  money, 
said  they,  and  become  rich.  The  people  took  the  tickets 
in  this  lottery  and  invested  their  money,  but  the  hon, 
*  gentleman  never  cautioned  them.  He  heard  there  was 
a  great  rush  in  Toronto  to  invest  in  lands  in  the  North-West. 
Did  he  go  up  there,  in  the  kindness  of  his  heart,  for  fear 
they  would  loose  money,  and  did  he  crowd  in  and  raise  his 
voice,  and  tell  them  not  to  invest  in  the  North-West,  not  to 
invest  in  Winnipeg ;  that  the  prospects  were  illusory,  and 
that  the  result  would  be  bad  for  them  ?  He  says  it  now — 
he  is  very  wise,  after  the  thing  has  happened,  and  he  wants 
to  shirk  the  responsibility  of  having  encouraged  that  specu¬ 
lation.  I  charge  the  loss  upon  them.  They  encouraged  it. 
And  the  Finance  Minister  himself — what  more  could  he  say  ? 
He  said  no  more  than  the  rest.  He  told  the  people  all  over 
the  land :  Now  is  your  time,  boys.  Seven  years  of  plenty, 
seven  years  of  prosperity  before  you.  Start  out  now,  and 
make  your  fortunes.  About  the  end  of  the  seventh  year  I 
would  advise  to  take  in  sail.  And  here  is  a  gentleman 
making  this  able  speech  and  throwing  the  responsibility 
off  on  to  other  people.  From  week  to  week,  and  from 


month  into  month,  did  not  our  ablost  men  on  this  side  of  the 
House  raise  a  warning  ?  Did  they  fail  for  a  moment  to 
caution  hon.  members  of  the  mischief  that  would  result  ? 
But  I  never  heard  one  of  them  detract  from  the  country. 
However,  I  am  satisfied  the  country  was  lauded  very  much 
above  what  it  deserved.  I  am  satisfied,  if  the  truth  was 
known,  that  there  are  not  150,000  persons  in  the  North- 
West,  including  Manitoba.  They  told  the  people  in  their 
speeches  there  was  nothing  but  sunshine  up  there;  that  it 
was  a  paradise.  Now,  the  settlers  have  been  disappointed. 
You  have  been  taking  the  people’s  money  to  bring  them  here, 
and  pay  the  expenses  of  many  of  them,  and  they  have  gone 
into  the  neighboring  Republic.  I  charge  the  responsibility 
upon  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  the  men  who  have  lost 
their  money  have  a  right  to  charge  them  with  having 
encouraged  this  gambling  speculation,  with  having  estab¬ 
lished  this  lottery ;  and  when  the  drawing  has  taken  place 
the  prizes  are  not  there,  and  the  country  is  suffering  for  it, 
and  is  depressed  in  consequence.  Many  have  taken  tickets 
and  have  lost  their  all,  and  have  cursed  the  National 
Policy. 

Mr.  XYES.  Still  they  voto  all  right. 

Mr.  GILLMOR,  Yes  they  do ;  and  that  astonishes  me 
more  than  anything  else.  1  have  no  more  extracts  to  read 
from  the  hon,  member’s  speech  ;  but  I  really  am  not 
joking  when  I  say  that  I  think  he  is  one  of  the  ablest  men 
in  this  Parliament,  and  he  makes  excellent  speeches  ;  but  I 
was  really  amused  when  I  saw  the  laudations  of  that  speech 
in  his  own  paper.  I  was  a  little  amused,  and  it  brought  to 
my  mind  a  little  circumstance  which  happened  down  near  the 
border.  There  was  a  Sister  White,  who  was  a  member  of 
the  church,  and  very  egotistical  and  conceited,  but  still 
she  was  an  able  speaker  and  very  attentive  at  prayer 
meeting.  She  was  at  prayer  meeting  one  night,  and 
on  the  way  home  called  at  Brother  Jones’.  She  said 
she  was  sorry  he  had  not  been  at  the  meeting ;  that 
Sister  Cartwright  had  been  at  the  meeting  and  she  was  a 
very  good  speaker,  very  able  and  very  orthodox ;  but 
some  way  or  other  she  was  so  harsh  in  her  expres= 
sions,  she 'had  had  so  much  vinegar  about  her,  that 
no  one  could  enjoy  religion  when  she  spoke.  She 
also  told  Brother  Jones  that  Sister  Paterson  was  there  ; 
that  she  had  a  good  voice  and  was  a  good  speaker;  but 
she  was  at  the  other  extreme— -sli9  had  so  much  sugar 
about  hor  that  there  was  a  reaction  the  other  way.  Then 
there  was  Sister  Charlton,  a  good  speaker,  perhaps  the  best 
of  all;  but  she  was  a  new  convert  and  people  have  not 
much  confidence  in  them.  And,  therefore,  she  failed  to  get 
up  a  good  feeling.  And  right  here  comes  the  simile. 
Sister  White  said  to  Brother  Jones  :  I  wish  you  had  been 
there  to  hear  me.  When  I  addressed  myself  to  the  sinners 
I  made  them  open  their  eyes ;  I  made  them  feel  they 
were  right  on  the  verge  of  destruction ;  but  when  I  turned 
to  the  saints  and  described  the  future  for  them,  they 
shouted,  Glory,  Hallelujah.  Indeed,  Brother  Jones,  I  tell 
you,  I  spoke  most  beautifully.  I  do  not  vouch  for  the 
names  in  this  story,  for  I  have  forgotten  them ;  I  vouch 
simply  for  the  circumstance  and  the  occasion.  The  evils 
of  this  protective  policy  are  coming  back  sooner  than  I 
expected.  I  never  expected  to  see  the  National  Policy 
succeed.  But  fortune  favored  the  Government  for  a  time  ; 
but  retribution  is  coming  on  them  now ;  they  have 
shown  it  all  through  this  discussion,  in  their  countenances 
and  in  their  speeches,  and  no  one  can  fail  to  understand 
that  they  were  being  punished  for  their  folly.  I 
feel  like  saying  to  them :  Bear  in  mind,  gentlemen, 
that  you  have  had  a  good  deal  of  prosperity,  many  years  of 
rejoicing,  but  remember  the  days  of  darkness,  for  they 
will  be  many;  you  are  getting  whipped  now  with  the 
lash,  but  before  long  you  will  be  chastised  with  scorpions. 
My  prophecies  will  prove  more  true  than  yours,  unless 
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I  am  very  much  mistaken.  If  it  does  not  there  is  no 
use  in  having  a  devil.  The  country  is  this  year  having  the 
first  spasm.  Desperate  diseases  require  desperate  remedies. 
If  the  spasm  will  cure  the  country  and  defeat  the  Govern¬ 
ment  I  am  willing  to  stand  the  spasm.  I  am  willing  to  run 
the  risk.  That  reminds  me  of  a  circumstance  that  happened 
to  a  man  who  became  unfortunately  addicted  to  drinking, 
and  who  became  a  drunkard.  He  suffered  a  great  deal  from 
the  indulgence  and  had  to  endure  the  awful  horrors  of 
delirium  tremens,  and  other  effects  that  follow.  At  last  he 
resolved  to  knock  off,  and  he  did  it  suddenly.  The  conse¬ 
quence  was  that  the  reaction  was  so  great  he  became  very 
sick  and  had  a  spasm.  His  friends  went  fur  a  doctor.  The 
doctor  came  and  said  he  has  stopped  drinking  too  suddenly. 
You  must  take  a  little  liquor ;  if  you  have  a  second  spasm 
you  may  get  over  it,  but  if  you  have  a  third  spasm  you  will 
die.  The  man  replied  :  I  want  to  live,  doctor.  These  spasms 
are  dreadful ;  but  I  know  what  it  is  to  suffer  the  effects  of 
dru»kenness,  and  much  as  I  want  to  live,  I  think,  doctor,  I 
will  try  the  second  spasm  anyway.  I  feel  just  as  that  man 
did  as  regards  the  Government.  As  far  as  this  country  is 
concerned,  I  will  try  another  spasm,  if  that  will  cure  the  evil. 
I  read,  during  the  recess,  in  some  paper,  the  following : — - 

“  A  meeting  of  the  manufacturers  of  white  cotton  was  held  to-day  in 
the  office  of  Messrs.  David,  Morrice  &  Co.,  for  the  purpose  of  deciding 
the  best  means  to  relieve  the  market  of  surplus  stock,  which  keep  prices 
depressed  and  checks  the  demand.  Some  days  ago  the  manufacturers 
of  grey  cottons  had  a  meeting,  and,  it  is  understood,  decided  to  export 
the  surplus  stocks  of  grey  cotton  to  England.  Two  courses  are  to  be 
considered  to-day  by  the  manufacturers  of  white  cotton.  The  first  course 
is  to  close  down  the  mills  -altogether  for  some  months.  This  would 
involve  the  scattering  of  operatives  some  distance,  and  cause  a 
depression  and  also  some  injury  to  mill  machinery,  which  gets  out  of 
order  when  not  in  use.  The  alternative  is  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
manufacturers  of  grey  cottons  and  export  goods,  at  a  great  loss,  to  some 
market,  probably  England.  How  great  a  loss  such  a  course  would 
involve  may  be  gathered  from  the  fact  that  cotton  dealers  are  pro¬ 
tected  in  the  home  market  by  duties  amounting  to  about  30  per  cent., 
besides  the  protection  which  the  cost  of  freight  on  English  goods  gives. 
The  loss  would  probably  amount  to  about  one-half  o!  the  actual  costs 
of  the  goods.  The  result  of  such  a  course  would  be  to  immediately 
relieve  the  home  market  of  the  surplus  stock  and  a  consequent  sharp 
advance  in  prices  here.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  policy  was  being  inaugurated, 
when  it  was  being  lauded  to  the  skies,  and  we  were  told  what 
it  was  going  to  do,  we  were  assured  that  competition 
would  always  keep  the  prices  low.  Now,  what  have  we 
here  ?  How  have  they  carried  out  this  promise  ?  We  find 
that  as  soon  as  stock  accumulates  and  prices  are  likely  to  go 
down  they  immediately  propose  to  send  their  surplus 
abroad,  to  slaughter  their  goods  in  a  foreign  market,  and 
supply  them  cheap  to  the  people  of  another  country.  While 
the  poor  of  this  country  are  buying  their  cotton  goods  and 
paying  them  good  prices,  whenever  competition  arises  they 
want  to  slaughter  their  goods  in  a  foreign  market,  and  thus 
always  keep  the  prices  high  for  the  poor  people  at  home. 
That  is  my  hon.  friend’s  idea  of  a  good  country  to  live  in. 
I  do  not  agree  with  him.  I  think  it  is  a  bad  country  to  live 
in,  and  I  think  a  policy  which  has  that  effect  is  a  bad  policy. 
It  will  not  do  for  them  to  have  competition  and  keep 
prices  low  ;  they  have  to  get  rid  of  their  goods  somehow, 
The  first  thing  they  should  do,  and  the  Government  should 
do,  if  they  are  lovers  of  their  country,  if  they  wish  to  benefit 
their  own  people,  is  to  give  their  cotton  cheap  to  the  poor 
people  of  this  country.  But  if  they  did  that  they  would 
not  make  money  ;  and  so,  in  order  to  keep  the  prices  high 
for  the  home  consumer,  they  send  their  goods  abroad  and 
give  the  foreigners  instead  of  their  own  people  the  benefit 
of  low  prices.  If  they  can  manufacture  here  so  as  to  send 
their  manufactures  abroad  and  sell  at  a  profit,  they 
are  always  sure  of  the  home  market.  If  you  manufacture 
anything  cheap  enough  to  go  abroad  you  will  never  allow 
the  foreigner  to  come  into  the  homo  market,  whether  free  or 
taxed ;  they  will  always  have  this  market,  for  they  have 
protection  enough  in  freights  and  commission  to  give  a 
profit,  anyway,  if  they  can  only  do  that.  Now,  what- 
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ever  hon,  gentlemen  may  say,  there  is  a  great  commercial 
depression  in  the  Dominion.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  have  seen 
the  time  when  it  was  harder  for  people  to  live.  Fortunately 
for  the  Government  the  prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life  are 
low,  notwithstanding  the  protective  policy.  Bread  is  cheap ; 
sugar  is  cheap — no  doubt  about  it — and  many  other  things 
which  the  people  have  to  use  or  wear.  If  they  were  not  I 
would  not  want  to  take  a  risk  on  your  lives.  If  those  things 
were  not  cheap  for  the  people,  notwithstanding  your  tariff, 
I  tell  you  you  would  look  a  good  deal  bluer  than  you  do 
to-day;  and  you  desorve  no  credit  because  these  things 
are  cheap.  What  is  troubling  the  Government  now  ? 
The  National  Policy  has  been  five  years  in  existence  and 
why  are  these  delegations  coming  here  ?  The  protected 
industries  have  had  five  years  of  a  fair  chance,  four  of  them 
very  prosperous,  and  yet  they  are  still  coming  ;  they  are 
never  satisfied.  Scripture  tells  us  that  there  are  three 
things  which  are  never  satisfied,  but  if  that  Scripture  were 
to  be  written  now-a-days  they  might  have  added  another — 
the  manufacturers.  They  are  never  satisfied;  they  are 
here  day  after  day :  one  delegation  about  this  thing,  and 
another  delegation  about  that ;  some  wanting  a  little  more 
duty  on  flour  ;  others  wanting  a  little  more  duty  on  some¬ 
thing  else.  The  truth  is,  your  policy  is  not,  and  it  never 
can  be  perfect.  But  I  notice  that  there  are  no  delegations 
coming  up  here  from  the  farmers,  from  the  lumbermen, 
from  the  fishermen — three  classes  that  compose  a  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion.  They  do  not 
come  to  this  Government  or  this  Parliament  asking  for  any 
favors  on  that  score.  They  are  depressed;  they  suffer 
from  the  depression  in  commerce  in  common  with  others, 
but  they  know  that  they  need  not  apply  here — they  know 
that  no  lumberman,  no  fisherman,  no  farmer,  need  apply 
here.  They  must  grin  and  bear  it.  There  was 
once  a  poor  woman  who  was  in  deep  affliction, 
and  a  minister  called  in  to  comfort  her  in  her 
distress.  He  said,  “  My  dear  woman,  do  you  rest  on  the 
promises?”  “Yes,  Ido,”  she  replied.  “Please  tell  me,” 
he  said,  “what  promise  you  rest  upon.”  She  said:  “I  find 
most  comfort  in  that  blessed  promise,  1  grin  and  bear  it.’  ” 
That  is  the  promise  that  the  fishermen  and  the  farmers  and 
the  lumbermen  have  to  rest  upon ;  they  have  the  blessed 
comfort  of  grinning  and  bearing  it.  1  hope  they  will  not 
have  to  grin  and  bear  it  for  a  great  many  years,  but  I  am 
afraid  they  may.  It  may  be  asked  why  are  these  manufac¬ 
tures  so  depressed,  after  all  the  advantages  which  have  been 
given  to  them  ?  If  they  have  the  right  to  take  so  muoh 
money  out  of  the  consumer  why  are  they  so  depressed  ? 
It  is  a  natural  question.  Now,  that  is  very  possible,  too. 
A  law  may  be  so  enacted  that  a  great  many  people  can  be 
fleeced  and  yet  nobody  be  made  the  richer.  That  has  been 
the  effect  of  the  National  Policy.  Inducements  were  held 
out  to  manufacturers  and  capitalists  to  go  into  manufac¬ 
tures,  to  invest  their  money,  in  order  that  they  might 
become  suddenly  rich.  They  took  the  bait ;  they  invested 
their  money ;  but,  instead  of  going  on  reasonably  fast, 
instead  of  going  on  moderately  and  cautiously,  as 
they  should  have  done,  they  have  invested  millions 
in  these  enterprises ;  and  what  is  the  result  ?  They  have 
invested  their  money,  and  it  is  idle,  if  not  entirely  lost ;  and, 
I  think,  the  Government  and  their  policy  are  responsible  for 
that  loss.  They  told  a  story  when  I  was  a  boy,  which  illus¬ 
trates  the  idea  that  misery  loves  company.  A  sharp  Yankee 
came  to  the  town  with  an  extraordinary  kind  of  an  animal  in 
a  box.  You  paid  a  quarter  of  a  dollar  and  you  looked  through 
a  little  glass  into  a  box,  and  got  a  view  of  this  wonderful 
animal.  First  one  came,  paid  his  quarter,  saw  the  animal, 
and  went  away.  Another  came,  and  then  another,  and  so 
on,  until  the  whole  community  had  paid  their  quarters,  and 
got  a  view,  and  the  last  man  let  out  the  secret  and  told  them 
that  the  wonderful  animal  was  only  a  common  house  cat, 
with  a  very  loDg  tail,  which  the  man  had  turned  up  over  her 
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back  and  fastened  to  her  ears.  These  gentleman  have  all 
been  looking  at  the  wonderful  animal.  They  have  lost 
their  money  and  you  do  not  hear  so  much  grumbling  as  you 
would  under  other  circumstances,  for  tho  reason  that  misery 
loves  company.  They  were  anxious  to  get  rich  too  fast,  and 
they  overloaded,  and  they  wont  down.  I  remember,  and 
some  others  hore  will  remember,  the  time  when  the  steamer 
Royal  Star  was  taking  a  circus  from  Eastport, 
to  Boston.  She  bad  a  menagerie  on  board,  and 
in  their  company  was  the  American  giant ;  I  remember 
him  very  well ;  ho  was  a  very  Targe  man.  The 
steamer  took  fire,  and  a  great  many  lives  were  lost,  and 
a  great  deal  of  property.  In  the  coffers  of  the  circus 
was  a  good  deal  of  gold  and  silver.  This  man, 
being  a  very  strong  man,  and  a  good  swimmer, 
thought  he  might  get  rich  on  the  occasion,  and  make  a  grab. 
He  ‘filed  his  pockets  with  gold  and  silver.  He  had  only  a 
short  distance  to  swim  to  the  boat  from  tho  burning  ship ; 
he  jumped  over  the  side,  and  went  to  the  bottom  as  quick 
as  lightning.  He  was  greedy,  and  wanted  to  get  rich  at 
once  out  of  the  spoils,  and  that  was  the  result  of  his  greed. 
He  took  his  riches  down  with  him ;  he  had  that  satisfaction ; 
but  those  who  rested  on  the  advice  of  .the  Government  cannot 
even  do  that.  I  come  now  back  to  the  tariff  question.  Direct 
taxation,  is  the  most  equitable,  and  decidedly  the  best 
system  of  raising  a  revenue  that  can  be  devised,  if  you  could 
only  make  the  people  believe  it ;  but  I  do  not  expect  any¬ 
body  for  some  time  to  come  to  venture  on  that  mode  of 
raising  a  revenue  in  Canada.  Up  to  the  time  of  the  adoption 
of  the  National  Policy  we  had  what  might  be  called  a  revenue 
tariff,  although  there  was  a  great  deal  of  protection  in  that 
tariff.  Under  it,  for  every  dollar  that  went  into  the  Treasury, 
the  people  I  think  paid  half  a  dollar  or  perhaps  75 
cents  into  the  pockets  of  the  manufacturers.  That  was  a 
very  large  protection  under  that  system.  Now,  my  idea  of 
the  correct  policy  for  raising  a  revenue  is  that  prevailing  in 
Great  Britain.  They  put  taxes  on  nothing  that  is  produced 
in  the  country.  To  illustrate  what  I  mean ;  the  duties  are 
here  taken  off  tea  and  coffee,  and  the  Government  claim 
that  they  have  done  very  much  for  the  people  in  removing 
those  duties.  Well,  if  they  wanted  to  help  the  people,  it  is 
not  from  tea  and  coffee  that  they  would  have  taken  the  duty, 
but  from  flour  and  meal  something  that  is  produced  in  the 
country.  If  there  was  a  tax  to-day  on  tea  and  coffee  every  cent 
of  that  duty  would  go  into  the  Treasury,  and  the  country 
would  get  the  benefit  of  it,  because  it  is  not  produced  in  the 
country.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  taxation  of  the  people 
under  this  policy,  I  am  not  thoroughly  informed  about  it,  but 
1  have  thought  of  the  subject ;  and  I  believe  that  for  every 
$20,000,000  collected  from  the  people  under  this  National 
Policy,  we  have  paid  more  than  $20,000,000  into  the 
pockets  of  the  manufacturers  ol  this  country.  Now, 
that  may  astonish  hon.  gentleman;  but  I  say,  in  order 
to  raise  $20,000,000  for  the  Government  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  you  take  $40,000,000  and  more  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  people.  I  may  be  extravagant  in  my  esti¬ 
mate  ;  but  1  think  I  am  under  rather  than  over  the 
mark.  Here  is  the  way  I  illustrate  it,  as  I  have  done  before. 
I  go  into  into  a  merchant  tailor’s  shop  in  Ottawa  to  buy  a 
pair  of  tweed  pants.  I  ask  him  to  show  me  a  piece  of 
Scotch  tweed  worth  about  $1.50  a  yard.  He  shows  it  to  me. 
I  ask  him  to  show  me  a  piece  of  Canadian  tweed  about  as 
good  as  that.  He  does  so,  and  I  ask  him  :  What  is  the 
price  of  that?  That  is  $1.50  a  yard,  too.  Now,  you 
will  understand  that  there  is  about  three  times  as  much 
Canadian  tweed,  taking  all  the  grades,  used  in  Canada  now 
as  there  is  of  Scotch  tweed.  I  take  the  Scotch  tweed  for 
my  pants,  and  the  duty  I  pay  on  that  goes  into  the  Trea¬ 
sury  ;  the  merchant  paid  it  when  it  was  imported,  and  I 
pay  it  back  to  him  when  I  purchase  the  goods.  But,  sup¬ 
pose  I  took  Canadian  tweed  of  the  same  value,  where  does 
the  extra  price  go  ?  Because  the  duty  raises  the  price  of 


the  goods  manufactured  in  the  country  as  high  as  that 
of  the  imported  article,  or  it  is  worth  nothing ;  then  the 
extra  price  I  pay  for  the  Canadian  tweed  goes 
to  the  manufacturer.  The  thing  is  plain,  to  my  mind ;  there 
is  no  doubt  about  it ;  and  as  we  use  three  times  as 
much  Canadian  tweed  as  imported  tweed,  I  say  for  every 
$100  wo  pay  into  the  Treasury  on  imported  tweed  we  pay  $300 
to  our  manufacturers.  Well,  you  ask,  why  do  they  not  got 
immensely  rich  at  once.  There  are  a  good  many  reasons. 
They  may  not  be  able  to  make  tweed  to  compete  with  Scotch 
tweed,  therefore  they  have  to  tax  the  people  to  enable  them 
to  make  it,  or  they  may  go  into  other  investments.  But 
the  greatest  loss,  I  think,  is  in  trying  to  manufacture  articles 
which  they  cannot  manufacture  successfully,  and  so  they 
have  to  tax  the  people ;  and  if  there  is  anything  that  will 
cause  depression  it  is  that.  Whenever  you  take  so  much 
from  the  people  that  they  cannot  buy  the  luxuries  of  life  as 
freely  as  they  could  under  other  circumstances,  if  they  had 
the  money  you  take  from  them,  that  I  believe,  to  a  great 
extent,  causes  depression.  I  have  here  a  table  which  I  copied 
from  some  magazine,  showing  what  amount  of  taxes  goes 
into  the  Treasury,  and  what  amount  to  the  manufacturers 
on  certain  rates  of  duty.  These  tables  are  made  from  statis¬ 
tics  gathered  in  the  United  States,  and  I  believe  the  prin¬ 
ciple  they  are  based  upon  to  be  correct.  The  proposition  is, 
that  the  sum  of  $  100  is  to  be  raised  on  imports,  and  of  course 
the  amount  may  vary  under  different  circumstances. 
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If  this  estimate,  however,  is  correct,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is 
and  if  people  understood  the  real  nature  of  this  tariff,  or  any 
other  protective  tariff,  they  would  not  tolerate  it  for  a 
moment.  But  so  many  fallacies  can  be  made  to  bolster  up 
this  protective  theory  that  it  is  hard  to  make  people  under¬ 
stand  it.  The  illustration  used  by  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson), with  regard  to  sugar  was  a  very 
good  one.  A  gentleman  offered  to  sell  40  lbs.  of  sugar  to 
some  one  for  $1,  if  he  would  only  go  to  the  warehouse  to  get 
it.  He  takes  his  order  for  the  sugar,  the  customer  goes  down 
to  the  warehouse  and  asks  for  the  sugar.  Oh,  yes,  he  is  told, 
you  can  have  the  sugar,  40  lbs.  for  $1,  but  you  must  first 
pay  $1  duty.  That  gives  him  an  idea  of  what  the  tax  is. 
In  my  county  we  have  perhaps  one  of  the  best  cotton  mills 
in  the  Dominion,  a  mill  which  turns  out  the  best  goods  of 
the  class  manufactured  of  any  mill  in  Canada.  I  will  give  the 
National  Policy  credit  for  having  started  that  industry,  and 
the  report  of  the  Government  commissioner  with  regard  to 
our  industries  shows  that  there  are  four  or  five  hundred 
hands  employed  in  that  mill.  I  wish  that  mill  success,  as  I 
wish  every  other  enterprise  success  ;  it  is  not  pleasing  for 
me  to  see  any  body  lose  his  investments ;  but  that  mill  has 
been  in  operation  for  a  year  or  two ;  I  do  not  know  particu¬ 
larly  about  its  financial  condition  ;  I  know  that  there  were 
large  bonuses  given  it  and  that  a  very  large  sum  of  money 
in  stock  was  subscribed  and  paid  up ;  and  if  I  am  creditably 
informed  that  stock,  though  not  valueless,  ^  is  very 
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low,  and  if  placed  on  the  market  would  realise 
very  little.  1  am  satisfied  to-day  that  if  the 
thing  was  to  be  done  over  again  the  stockhold¬ 
ers  would  be  very  shy  of  making  an  investment. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  body  is  to  blame  for  this,  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  it  is  due  to  the  encouragement  given  under 
the  National  Policy  to  investments  of  that  character.  I 
believe  that  any  man  who  chooses  to  open  his  eyes  and  take 
one  honest  and  earnest  look  at  protection  will  see  that  it  is 
dishonest  and  selfish  in  principle.  I  do  not  mean  by  this 
that  everboiy  that  advocates  it  is  dishonest  or  that  every¬ 
body  that  profits  by  it  is  dishonest ;  but  I  believe  that  it  is 
very  difficult  to  make  anyone  think  that  a  policy  is  wrong 
which  gives  him  some  advantage  over  his  neighbors.  It  is 
the  hardest  thing  in  the  world  to  convince  a  man  a  law  is 
not  good  which  gives  him  an  advantage  over  others ;  but  the 
policy,  I  contend,  is  wrong  in  any  case.  The  bast  way  to 
judge  of  this  policy  is  to  individualise  it,  to  take  it  separately 
and  alone,  not  connected  with  any  other  industry.  Take,  for 
instance,  coal,  and  imagine  for  a  moment  that  we  have  no 
protective  policy.  Supposing  the  representatives  from 
Pictou  were  to  ask  this  Parliament  to  enact  a  law  which 
would  give  them  50  cents  protection  on  coal.  They  might 
make  all  the  arguments  in  favor  of  that  proposition  that 
they  can  now;  they  might  give  the  output  of  coal,  the 
number  of  men  at  work,  the  large  capital  it  would  set  afloat, 
the  great  good  it  would  do  the  farmers  of  Nova  Scotia  by 
giving  them  a  home  market  for  their  produce.  All  these 
arguments,  under  these  circumstances,  would  be  just  as  pro¬ 
per  as  under  other  circumstances.  Let  them  then  submit  a 
proposition  to  this  House  to  put  a  duty  on  coal ;  what  would 
be  the  result  ?  The  two  gentlemen  from  Cape  Breton,  where 
the  coal  deposit  is,  would  stand  alone  on  that  proposition. 
Other  members  would  fail  to  see  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of 
their  constituents  to  put  a  duty  on  coal  for  the  purpose  of 
enriching  the  people  of  the  coal  mines  in  Pictou  county. 
They  would  say  it  would  bo  robbing  our  people,  we  cannot 
afford  to  give  you  a  protection  of  50  cents  on  coal  and  make  it 
dear  for  every  other  industry  and  every  other  person  who 
uses  coal  in  the  Dominion.  People  would  think  it  was  rob¬ 
bery  if  only  the  coal  duty  was  proposed  ;  but  you  go  to  the 
flour  men,  and  the  flour  men  and  the  coal  men  como  into 
Parliament  together  and  propose  a  duty  on  flour  and  coal. 
The  flour  and  coal  men  would  then  stand  alone.  Other  hon. 
members  would  say  again  :  We  cannot  afford  to  protect  flour 
and  coal,  becauso  that  would  be  robbery  ;  that  would  be 
making  dear  bread  and  fuel  to  all  the  people  of  the  country  ; 
we  could  never  do  that— and  there  would  only  be  the  coal  men 
and  the  flour  men  to  vote  for  it.  But  you  go  on  and  get  the 
cotton  and  the  woolien  manufacturers,  and  the  iron  manufac¬ 
turers, and  a  host  of  other  manufacturers, and  you  get  them  all 
to  put  their  heads  together  and  carry  the  whole  thing.  That 
which  was  robbery  when  you  proposed  the  coal  duty 
separately  has  become  quite  a  different  thing  now ;  that  which 
was  robbery  when  you  proposed  a  duty  on  flour,  and  thus 
proposed  to  make  dear  bread  for  the  people,  becomes  quite 
a  different  thing.  You  have  to  put  this  thing  in  its  naked 
deformity  ;  you  have  to  show  it  up  in  all  its  hideousness,  to 
make  the  people  understand  it.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
laugh ,  but  if  .Robin  Hood  had  too  many  highway  robbers  in 
his  company,  if  all  the  population  were  enlisted,  it  would  be 
no  use  to  take  the  trouble  of  robbing,  as  there  would  be  no 
victims.  There  must  be  victims,  and  the  moment  you  have 
enough  robbers  you  stop.  You  could  not  carry  on  this  game 
for  flour  and  coal  alone,  because  the  people  would  not  stand 
being  plundered,  but  you  get  all  these  interests  combined — 
you  carry  your  protective  policy.  But  you  must  stop 
at  a  certain  point,  for  it  would  not  do  to  protect  all;  you 
must  have  somebody  to  skin  or  you  will  have  to  go  on  skin¬ 
ning  yourselves,  and  there  is  no  money  in  that.  That  is  why 
you  carried  protection  and  continue  it ;  there  must  be 
victims  in  the  country  whom  you  must  plunder.  The 
Mr.  Gillmor. 


victims  are  the  great  classes  of  farmers,  fishermen, 
lumbermen  and  laborers.  These  are  the  men  you  have 
to  fleece,  because  your  protection  is  of  no  use  if  you 
have  not  victims.  You  must  have  victims,  and  there¬ 
fore  when  you  have  enough  spoils  to  be  able  to  divide 
up  something,  you  stop  and  do  not  go  further.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  may  pretend  to  laugh,  but  they  don’t 
feel  like  laughing  all  the  same.  When  you  get  all  these  in, 
is  it  any  less  robbery  ?  Is  it  any  less  unjust  than  it  was 
when  the  coal  men  first  came  and  asked  protection  ?  Does 
that  alter  the  case  ?  It  only  increases  the  evil,  separately 
none  of  you  would  vote  for  a  duty  on  coal.  Why  would  you 
not  vote  for  protection  on  coal  if  there  was  no  protection  on 
any  of  these  ?  I  see  the  member  for  Perth  laughing.  Why 
would  you  not  ?  I  wait  for  an  answer.  Why  would 
yo.u  not  ?  You  would  help  the  men  in  Pictou,  and  you 
would  help  the  members  for  Pictou  to  be  popular  and  get 
elected,  and  you  would  help  it  to  make  a  market  for  the 
produce  of  the  farm,  and  all  that.  And  why  would  you  not 
doit?  You  would  not  dare  do  it,  because  it  would  be 
unjust  to  your  constituents  to  do  that  for  the  benefit  of  the 
coal  men. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Correct. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  Correct  ;  yes.  Is  it  any  less  unjust 
because  you  get  more  in  ?  No;  but  there  are  more  of  you 
to  divide  the  spoils  and  more  to  help  on  the  system,  which 
is  legalised  robbery — that  is  my  opinion  of  it.  No  ;  this 
protective  system  will  not  work  without  victims.  Some¬ 
body  has  to  suffer  under  protection —no  doubt  about  it.  I 
find  on  my  notes  here  a  reference  to  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Marine,  It  is  not  my  purpose,  I  never  wish  to  criticise 
gentlemen’s  speeches — I  try  to  make  the  best  I  can  out  of 
my  own  material — but  I  was  surprised  at  the  hon.  the  Min 
ister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  It  carried  my  mind  back 
twenty  years.  I  remember,  when  the  question  of  Confedera¬ 
tion  was  being  discussed  in  the  Lower  Provinces,  I  was 
opposed  to  that  measure,  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  was  of  the  same  opinion  ;  he  was  opposed  to  Con¬ 
federation.  I  remember  having  received  a  speech  from  the 
hon.  member — I  do  not  know  whether  he  sent  it,  or  some¬ 
body  else — but  it  was  a  speech  made  by  Mr.  McLelan,  of  the 
Nova  Scotia  Legislature,  and  that  speech  1  read  with  a  great 
deal  of  satisfaction.  It  was  witty  and  able,  and  I  derived  a 
great  deal  of  pleasure  from  reading  it,  and  it  afforded  me  a 
good  many  valuable  arguments  and  strong  arguments  in 
opposition  to  Confederation.  When  I  noticed  by  the  press 
that  that  hon.  gentleman  was  elected  to  the  first  Parliament 
in  Canada,  I  wished  him  success,  and  I  felt  that  if  any¬ 
thing  would  induce  me  to  offer,  it  would  be  to  be  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  with  a  gentleman  with  whose  views  I  could  coincide 
and  that  I  endorsed  so  fully,  and  I  really  wished  him  suc¬ 
cess  and  wished  I  could  be  here  to  act  in  concert  with 
him.  Of  course,  the  battle  had  been  fought  and  we  had 
failed  ;  but  I  never  heard  that  there  was  any  change  in  his 
opinion,  I  never  hoard  that  he  had  changed  his  views  in 
regard  to  that,  and  you  will  not  be  surprised  that  I  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  speech  I  heard  from  him  the  other 
night.  The  speech  I  heard  from  him  the  other  night  was  just 
the  kind  I  had  to  meet  from  those  who  were  in  favor  of  Con¬ 
federation.  I  remember  one  opponent  of  mine  who  was 
continually  talking  about  a  railway  starting  from  Nova 
Scotia  in  a  gold  field,  and  passing  up  through  Quebec,  and 
through  the  wheat  fields  of  Ontario,  and  out  over  the  broad 
prairies,  and  landing  in  a  gold  field  in  British  Columbia ; 
and  that  was  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  and  that  was  the 
end  of  his  speech.  Wo  had  to  meet  just  such  hifalutin’,  extra¬ 
vagant  speeches  all  over  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick, 
and  my  hon.  friend’s  speech  the  other  night,  when  he  talked 
about  the  iron  band  which  was  about  to  cement  the  Union, 
reminded  me  very  much  of  the  speech  of  the  person  to  whom 
I  allude.  1  do  not  believe  there  is  any  more  feeling  in 
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favor  of  Confederation  now  than  the  day  we  entered  the 
Union.  I  believe  a  majority  of  the  lower  Provinces*,  if  they 
were  out  of  Confederation  now,  would  not  enter  the  Union. 
There  can  b9  no  bond  of  union  under  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  The  only  bond  of  union  that  cements  us — no,  I 
will  not  say  cements  us,  that  holds  us  together — is  a  debt 
of  $250,000,000,  which  has  been  rolled  up  since  Confedera¬ 
tion,  and  we  have  to  grin  and  bear  it,  for  we  cannot  get  out 
of  it,  I  suppose.  The  Lower  Provinces  have  suffered  most ; 
their  trade  relations  have  become  so  altered  that  they 
suffer  exceedingly  with  regard  to  this  matter ;  and  I  believe 
now  that,  although  of  those  who  were  opposed  to  Confeder¬ 
ation  in  those  days,  many  have  gone  to  their  reward 
and  others  have  deserted  their  post,  a  few  are  left, 
and  I  believe  to-day,  that  in  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  the  majority  of  the  electors  of  those  two  Provinces 
are  with  them.  I  have  never  heard  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  speak  in  reference  to  this  matter  of  Confederation 
until  the  other  night,  and  from  his  laudation  of  Con¬ 
federation  one  would  think  he  was  always  a  convert 
when  he  talks  of  this  bond  of  union  that  cements  us 
together,  as  the  shuttle  in  the  loom  weaving  us  together 
and  cementing  us.  Where  is  the  cement  now  ?  Is 
there  very  much  harmony  in  British  Columbia  ?  The 
Chinese  war  With  the  whites  and  the  whites  war  with 
the  Chinese,  and  a  commissioner  is  sent  at  the  public 
expense  to  try  and  reconcile  things  there.  There  is  not 
very  much  harmony  there ;  they  pay  per  head  two  or 
three  times  as  much  to  the  Dominion  Treasury  as  aDy 
other  part  of  the  Dominion.  There  is  not  much  harmony. 
There  is  a  volcano  at  the  bottom;  and  were  it  not  for  the 
enormous  amount  of  public  money  being  expended  there, 
you  would  see  a  different  state  of  things  in  British  Columbia. 
Is  there  harmony  in  the  North-West  and  Manitoba  that  is 
binding  and  cementing  the  Dominion  together  ?  It  may  be 
more  or  less  exaggerated ;  there  may  be  more  or  less  party 
in  the  matter;  men  are  not  perfect ;  but  have  you  harmonised 
that  Province  by  your  legislation  and  by  your  National 
Policy  ?  Is  not  everybody  convinced  there  that  your 
National  Policy  is  wrong  ?  And  your  policy  with  regard  to 
the  disallowance,  and  preventing  these  people  from  getting 
local  railroads  by  local  taxation,  has  not  that  been  a  bad 
policy  ?  And  in  Ontario  is  there  harmony,  in  view  or  your 
interference  with  the  Streams  Bill  and  disallowance  of  it, 
which  was  unjust  ?  I  understood  that  question,  and  there 
never  was  a  more  righteous,  and  just  law  than  that.  No  one 
was  injured  by  that  Bill  that  was  disallowed.  You  failed  in 
that,  and  that  did  not  cement  them.  And,  in  regard  to  the 
boundary  between  the  Provinces,  did  you  not  have  the  two 
Provinces  in  hostile  array  with  each  other  in  reference  to 
your  management  of  that  question  ?  There  has  been  discord 
by  your  mode  of  action,  whether  owing  to  the  policy  or 
not,  all  through.  And,  in  regard  to  Quebec,  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is  much  discord  there.  They  have  got  it  all  their 
own  way  ;  they  may  get  to  fighting  among  themselves, 
which  I  hope  they  will.  I  have  understood  that  they  are. 

I  have  seen  the  combatants  looking  at  each  other  like  two 
cats  on  a  rail  fence,  both  wishing  to  spring  but  both 
afraid,  because  they  thought  the  result  might  be  that  they 
would  both  fall  off.  Is  there  harmony  in  New  Brunswick  ? 
Look  at  St.  John.  We  imported  the  year  before  Confedera¬ 
tion  $10,000,000  worth  of  goods.  At  that  time  warehouses 
were  well  filled,  the  wharves  were  lined  with  ships,  and 
there  was  activity,  business  and  prosperity.  But  ever 
since  Confederation  St.  John  has  been  declining,  and 
to-day  it  is  much  worse  off  than  it  could  possibly  have  been 
out  of  Confederation.  That  revenue  tariff,  that  low  tariff  of 
15  per  cent,  that  we  had,  maintained  our  institutions,  and 
we  were  in  a  prosperous  condition.  I  know  depression  will 
come  from  time  to  time  under  any  system  of  taxation.  But 
your  policy  since  Confederation  has  not  tended  to  cemeat 
this  Union,  There  are  not  5,000,000  of  people  on  earth  who 


are  more  at  variance  with  each  other  than  in  this  Dominion. 
This  Dominion  is  one  of  the  hardest  countries  in  the  world 
to  govern.  Its  location,  its  trade  relations  and  its  necessities 
are  very  difficult  to  harmonise ;  they  are  such  as  any  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  find  it  very  difficult  indeed  to  satisfy,  and 
no  Government  can  expect  to  satisfy  all.  If  Confederation 
is  to  be  a  success,  that  success  has  got  to  come  in  the 
future,  for  it  has  not  come  yet.  The  policy  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment  has  been  a  failure,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  in 
almost  every  particular.  Their  measures  have  failed.  Is 
there  harmony  amongst  the  licensed  victuallers  throughout 
the  Dominion  ?  That  was  an  interference,  an  unjust 
interference,  with  provincial  rights.  Their  law  has  been 
upset  since.  Their  knowledge  of  constitutional  law 
seems  to  be  defective.  The  License  Act  also  comes  into 
conflict  with  the  Scott  Act.  There  is  a  large  class  of  people 
throughout  the  Dominion  who  want  to  see  the  Scott  Act 
have  a  fair  trial,  but  this  License  Act  comes  in  and  makes 
that  unworkable,  and  the  Government  will  not  remedy  it. 
The  License  Act  itself  does  not  work,  and  there  is  nothing 
works  harmoniously  in  their  policy,  from  beginning  to  end. 
Then,  down  in  Nova  Scotia,  are  the  people  contented  ?  Do 
you  suppose,  if  there  was  not  a  great  deal  of  discontent  in 
Nova  Scotia,  that  any  man  would  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Local  Legislature  the  resolutions  that  have  been  recently 
laid  there  ?  1  do  not  believe  they  will  carry.  I  do  not 

believe  there  is  any  wisdom  in  doing  it;  but  that  evidently 
shows  there  is  a  great  feeling  of  discontent  in  Nova  Scotia. 
Take  it  all  in  all,  Confederation  is  not  a  success.  I  think 
that  picture  out  in  the  lobby  was  quite  premature.  I  think, 
if  the  memory  of  the  authors  of  Confederation  is  to  be  handed 
down  to  posterity,  thoy  ought  to  wait  until  they  see  a  little 
more  harmony  in  their  work  than  can  be  seen  at  present,  so 
far  as  I  can  observe.  The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  promised 
that  every  workingman  should  be  employed — -well,  per¬ 
haps  not  in  so  many  words;  but  the  people  were  leaving 
the  country  for  want  of  work,  and  they  said  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  flies  on  the  wheel  because  they  could  not  give 
them  work.  Parties  in  the  country  were  leaving  it  to 
find  work,  and  to  find  a  homo  in  a  foreign  country. 
But  you  have  not  found  very  much  work  for  the  working¬ 
man.  You  have  taken  a  great  deal  of  the  workingman’s 
earnings  away  to  bring  competitive  labor  into  this  country, 
and  I  am  glad  to  know  that  that  policy  is  chauged  now,  and 
that  you  do  not  intend  to  pay  the  passages  of  immigrants  to 
this  country  in  future.  There  is  really  too  much  stress  put 
upon  this  cry  about  finding  work  for  men.  I  know  it  is  a  good 
thing  to  have  a  chance  to  get  work  when  you  want  it.  But 
men  naturally  do  not  want  to  work  just  for  the  fun 
of  it.  They  want  food,  clothing  and  comforts;  but  they 
want  to  get  them  with  as  little  work  as  possible.  Now, 
I  wonder  how  much  of  a  compliment  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  Treasury  benches  would  take  it  if  somebody 
proposed  to  find  them  work.  Just  suppose  that  such  a  pro¬ 
position  was  made  to  them ;  they  would  not  take  it  as  a 
great  compliment.  They  do  not  have  to  work.  They  toil 
not,  neither  do  they  spin,  and  yet  Solomon  in  all  his  glory 
was  not  arrayed  like  some  of  these.  Men  want  a  chance  to 
earn  their  bread  and  to  advance  in  life,  to  make  their  con¬ 
dition  in  life  better,  to  have  something  for  a  rainy  day,  and 
something  for  old  age,  but  they  cannot  get  it  under  this 
policy.  You  are  taking  all  their  surplus  earnings 
from  them,  and  you  think  they  are  in  a  good  condi¬ 
tion  because  they  are  not  starving,  because  they  have  from 
day  to  day  that  which  they  can  barely  subsist  upon.  You 
have  a  great  many  people  in  this  country  who  have  worked 
from  generation  to  generation,  and  yet  they  have  got  noth¬ 
ing  to  the  good.  If  you  would  tax  them  less  and  give  them 
an  opportunity  to  get  the  necessaries  of  life  cheaper,  they 
would  have  a  surplus  ;  they  would  have  something  with 
which  to  indulge  in  some  of  the  luxuries  of  life  ;  they  could 
educate  their  children  ;  they  could  have  some  luxuries  in 
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their  houses  ;  they  could  have  many  advantages  that  they 
cannot  have  when  you  take  away  their  little  earnings  by 
increased  taxation.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Government  certainly 
have  done  their  duty  with  regard  to  finding  employment  in 
this  Parliament  building,  and  in  the  different  Departments. 
I  give  them  credit  for  having  carried  out  their  promise  to 
find  work  for  men  here.  When  you  come  in  at  the 
lobby  you  will  find  two  men  at  every  door,  a  French¬ 
man  and  an  Englishman,  one  to  open  the  door  in  French 
style,  and  another  in  English  style.  You  have  to  pass  about 
fourteen  men  before  you  can  get  into  this  House.  1  would 
like  to  know  how  many  doors  there  are  in  this  House,  and 
if  you  Will  tell  me  how  many  doors  there  are,  I  will  multiply 
that  by  two,  and  that  will  give  the  number  of  doorkeepers. 
The  messengers  are  in  proportion ;  and  in  all  the  Departments 
it  is  the  same.  Perhaps  1  am  a  little  extravagant  in  this ;  I 
may  be  coloring  it  too  highly,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is 
pretty  near  the  truth.  I  believe  the  Departments 
have  a  great  many  more  servants  than  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  this  Dominion  requires,  or  the  people 
of  this  country  are  willing  to  pay  for.  I  believe  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  extravagance.  The  Government  can  fairly 
congratulate  themselves  with  having  found  work  for  a  great 
many  men  here,  and  they  have  found  work  for  a  groat 
many  people  away  from  here,  to  pay  these  men  for  standing 
hero  doing  nothing.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  exodus,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  there  has  been  a  great  deal  more  said  with 
regard  to  the  exodus  than  there  is  any  necessity  for ; 
and  I  think  there  was  a  great  deal  more  said  when 
the  Liberals  were  in  power,  about  the  exodus,  than  there 
was  any  propriety  in  saying.  It  is  not  a  pleasant 
thing  for  any  of  us  to  see  people  going  away  from  this 
country.  But  you  cannot  help  it;  no  Government  can 
help  it,  and  no  policy  will  help  it  very  much.  People 
will  come  and  go  as  they  like  ;  whenever  they  think 
they  can  benefit  their  condition  they  will  go.  I  think  Can¬ 
ada  is  a  very  good  country  to  live  in.  We  make  a  great 
fuss  about  people  going,  and  wo  try  to  ascertain  how  many 
have  gone  by  this  mode  of  calculation  and  by  the  other ;  by 
school  statistics,  and  so  on  ;  but  we  do  not  arrive  at  any¬ 
thing  very  definite.  I  think,  however,  we  have  arrived  at 
this  conclusion,  that  while  the  late  Government  were 
charged  with  permitting  this  exodus,  it  appears  from  the 
same  sources  of  information  that  four  times  as  many  people 
have  gone  since  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power 
than  went  before.  But  I  do  not  blame  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  for  that  circumstance.  How  can  they  help  it  ? 
Some  go  whom  we  should  like  to  have  here  ;  sometimes 
men  go  whom  we  are  glad  to  get  rid  of ;  but  unfortunately 
many  young  men  leave  us.  In  the  New  Brunswick  Legis¬ 
lature  a  young  lawyer  once  rose  and  started  to  deplore  the 
exodus,  mentioning  that  thirteen  journeymen  tailors  had 
loft  St.  John  a  week  before.  An  old  farmer  got  up  and 
said :  It  is  a  great  pity  those  thirteen  journeymen  tailors 
did  not  take  thirteen  lawyers  on  their  backs.  I  do  not 
want  to  bo  personal ;  but  if  this  exodus  is  going  on,  and  we 
could  get  thirteen  strong  fellows  to  take  the  thirteen  Ministers 
on  their  backs,  I  think  it  would  be  a  good  thing.  I  know 
it  might  be  asked,  with  great  propriety,  how  is  it,  if  my 
views  are  correct,  or  at  all  correct,  that  this  Government 
has  gone  twice  to  the  country  on  their  policy  and  been 
sustained  each  time  by  so  large  a  majority.  It  has  been 
said  by  some  persons  that  they  did  not  go  exactly  squarely 
to  the  country  in  1878.  But  1  think  the  people  were  not 
uninformed ;  they  knew  what  the  policy  would  be ;  the 
Government  might  not  be  just  as  outspoken  as  they  would 
be  under  some  circumstances,  but  the  people  were  told 
what  might  follow.  If  the  people  were  not  informed  what 
the  policy  would  be  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  went  to  the  country  and 
were  returned  by  an  overwhelming  majority.  They  brought 
in  the  National  Policy  boldly ;  they  submitted  it  to  Parlia- 
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ment  and  carried  it  through  and  made  it  the  law.  That 
policy  was  tried  for  three  or  four  years,  and  in  1882  they 
went  back  to  the  people.  The  country  returned  them  by 
nearly  as  great  a  majority  as  before.  Those  are  arguments 
sufficient  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  admit  that  they 
went  fairly  before  the  country,  and  the  country  knew 
what  their  policy  would  be  if  the  Government  was  sustained. 
I  know  that  a  Government  always  has  a  very  considerable 
following.  David,  at  the  Cave  of  Adullam,  collected  all  in 
debt  and  all  in  distress,  and  all  who  were  discontented,  and 
made  a  goodly  number.  The  Government  influence.  In 
their  case  we  might  add  office  holders  and  office  seekers, 
and  contractors,  sub-contractors,  and  all  the  sharks  that 
always  follow  a  Government  ship,  in  order  to  get  some 
of  the  offal  thrown  overboard.  But  all  that  does  not 
satisfy  me  as  to  why  the  Government  obtained  so  large 
a  majority.  There  must  be  something  else  which  I  can¬ 
not  find  out,  some  Becret  which  the  Government  will  not 
tell.  I  remember  a  story  told  about  Lincoln.  When  he 
was  a  practising  lawyer  in  Illinois,  this  case  was  placed  in 
his  hands.  A  man  was  indicted  for  stealing  hams,  and 
Lincoln  had  to  defend  him.  At  the  outset  Lincoln  wished 
to  know  whether  the  man  had  stolen  the  hams  or  not,  so 
that  ho  might  know  how  to  conduct  the  case.  The  man 
said,  I  did  steal  the  hams.  Then,  said  Lincoln,  you  had 
better  acknowledge  your  guilt  and  throw  yourself  on  the 
mercy  of  the  court.  No,  said  the  man,  I  have  engaged  you 
to  defend  me,  and  I  will  let  the  case  go  to  the  jury.  The 
case  went  to  the  jury,  and  after  a  little  while  they  returned 
with  a  verdict  of  not  guilty,  to  the  surprise  of  the  court  and 
council  and  evory  one  else.  After  the  court  had  closed 
Lincoln  asked  the  man  :  How  did  you  get  a  verdict  in  the 
face  of  such  evidence  ?  Why,  replied  the  man,  I  wanted 
to  go  before  the  jury,  because  every  one  of  the  jury  got  a 
ham.  I  do  not  know  whether  every  one  of  this  jury  got 
a  ham,  but  they  got  something,  or  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  return  with  such  a  majority.  I  want 
the  Government  to  fulfil  their  promises.  They  have 
utterly  failed  to  do  so.  In  all  ages  there  have 
been  false  prophets,  men  who  have  humbugged  the  people 
and  promised  to  do  things  they  could  not  do.  There  were 
the  prophets  of  Baal,  who  kept  continually  humbugging  the 
people,  and  making  the  people  think  they  could  do  some¬ 
thing  they  could  not  do.  But  at  last  came  the  test,  and 
Elijah  called  on  them  to  show  their  power.  He  told  them 
to  call  on  their  Gods,  and  cry  out  to  them ;  either  the  Gods 
were  talking,  pursuing,  or  peradventure  asleep,  and  must  be 
awakened.  The  prophets  cried  aloud,  and  cut  themselves 
with  knives  and  lancets  till  the  blood  gushed  forth.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  given  us  promises,  and  told  us 
what  they  could  do.  They  have  had  a  trial  and  failed. 
Will  they  do  as  the  prophets  did,  when  they  are  asked  to 
put  the  country  in  a  prosperous  condition  ?  Elijah  gave 
the  prophets  every  chance,  and  taunted  them  a  little,  which 
was  very  naughty.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  never  prayed 
more  earnestly  for  anything  than  for  the  success  of  their 
policy.  They|  have  cried,  and  cried  in  vain.  It  is  not  in 
their  power  to  carry  out  what  they  promised.  The  pro¬ 
phets  of  Baal  cried  until  midday  was  passed,  and  on  until 
the  evening  sacrifice  ;  but  there  was  neither  voice  nor  any¬ 
one  to  answer,  nor  anyone  that  regarded  their  cry.  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  is  precisely  the  position  they  are  in.  They 
have  been  crying,  and  hoping,  and  praying,  and  wishing,  but 
no  blessing  comes  down.  And  Elijah  said ;  Take  the  false 
prophets ;  let  not  one  of  them  escape.  And  they  took  them, 
and  brought  them  down  to  the  Brook  Kishon,  and  slew 
them  there.  And  that  is  what  the  people  ought  to  do  with 
our  false  prophets. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  At  this  late  period  of  the 
debate,  and  the  late  hour  of  the  evening,  I  shall  not 
attempt  a  defence  of  the  principles  of  the  National  Policy. 
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It  mast  appoar  very  strange  to  the  people  of  the  country 
that  in  the  year  1885  we  are  still  in  this  House  defending 
on  the  one  side  the  National  Policy  from  the  attacks  made 
upon  it  on  the  other  side  of  this  House.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  that  be  the  state  of  things,  it  must  be  conceded 
on  all  hands  that  the  fault  is  not  ours  that  this  debate  is 
being  prolonged.  Hon.  gentlemen  upon  the  other  side,  as 
was  truly  said  by  an  hon.  member  on  this  side  a  few  days 
ago,  are  like  the  Bourbons  of  old  :  they  forget  not,  nor  .do 
they  learn.  Well,  Sir,  it  soems  most  remarkable  that  not¬ 
withstanding  that  in  1878  the  country  pronounced  so 
unmistakably  and  emphatically  upon  this  issue— -the  only 
issue  before  the  people  at  that  time— that  issue  which 
restored  to  the  First  Minister  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of  Canada,  which  for  a  brief  period  they,  muoh  to  their 
sorrow  and  regret,  had  withdrawn  from  him,  and  that 
again  in  1882  they  most  emphatically  re-affirmed  the  ver¬ 
dict  they  then  gave — I  say  it  is  strange  that  notwithstand¬ 
ing  all  this  we  find  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  more  pro¬ 
nounced  in  their  opposition  to  this  policy  than  at  any 
period  since  its  adoption  by  the  people  of  Canada.  I  am 
sure,  Sir,  that  we,  speaking  from  a  party  point  of 
view,  and  speaking  also  with  a  view  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  country,  have  no  reason  to  regret 
the  position  which  hon.  gentlemen  take  in  this  respect, 
provided  they  were  just  a  little  more  temperate 
in  the  language  they  use.  I  am  aware,  Sir,  that  when  I 
make  use  of  that  language  I  am  stating  that  which  has 
been  made  use  of  by  many  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  I  am  aware  that  leading  members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  been  raising 
their  voices,  not  only  inside  of  this  House  but  outside  of  this 
House,  on  this  subject,  affect  a  grievous  tone— a  tone  of 
deep-seated  injury,  when  they  refer  to  the  fact  that  we  on 
this  side  havo  occasionally  stated  that  their  remarks 
laid  them  open  to  the  charge  of  not  being  just  as 
patriotic  as  they  should  have  been.  But  if  you  take  the 
remarks  of  the  last  speaker,  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
New  Brunswick,  when  he  comes  out  flatfooted,  not  only 
as  a  free  trader — that,  he  has  a  perfect  right  to  do— but 
against  the  principles  of  Confederation  ;  when  you  hear  him 
make  use  of  that  statement  openly  to  this  House  and  to  the 
country,  we  can  gauge  the  extent  of  the  affection  which 
that  hon.  gentleman  entertains  for  what  they  appear 
to  think  so  much  of — the  autonomy  of  this  whole 
Dominion.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  very  much  amused  when 
I  see  hon.  gentlemen  affecting  this  tone  of  grievous  injury 
when  we  make  use  of  language  of  this  kind.  Why,  Sir, 
we,  the  Conservative  contingent  of  the  right  hon.  the  First 
Minister,  who  reside  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  have  been 
stigmatised  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  the  press 
of  their  party,  as  traitors,  to  the  Province  in  which  we  live. 
They  have  not  hesitated  to  brand  us  as  such,  and  still  they 
affect  the  tone  of  grievous  injury  when  we  on  this  side  of 
the  House  use  very  moderate  language  to  describe  the 
utterances  they  employ  in  speaking  of  this  our  native 
country.  Sir,  I  was  very  much  struck  in  the  references 
which  have  been  made  so  far  in  this  debate  to  the  so-called 
exodus  from  Ontario;  and  it  is  simply  because  these 
remarks  have  been  made  concerning  Ontario  that  I  have 
risen  to  address  a  few  remarks  to  this  House,  and  ask  your 
indulgence  for  that  purpose.  At  the  very  outset  of  this  de¬ 
bate,  when  the  ex-Finance  Minister  was  making  his  lengthy 
criticisms  upon  the  speech  of  the  Finance  Minister,  he 
led  off  in  the  strain  that  the  population  of  Ontario  was 
decreasing,  ia  consequence  of  this  National  Policy,  and 
that  seemed  to  be  the  cue  which  was  taken  by  almost 
every  hon.  gentleman  who  followed  him,  down  to  the  last 
interesting  and  highly  amusing  address  to  which  we  have 
just  listened  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from  New  Brunswick 
(Mr.  Gillmor).  Sir,  it  always  appeared  to  me  that  the  school 
reports  from  which  the  ex-Finance  Minister  drew  his 
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inferences  and  obtained  his  facts,  and  which  he  first  made 
use  of  in  Montreal,  in  the  address  delivered  by  him  during 
last  summer,  must  be  wrong ;  and  at  the  time  I  first  read 
his  address  I  had  nothing  more  than  other  hon.  gentlemen 
in  this  House  havo  to  guide  them,  I  had  simply  the  evi¬ 
dence  of  my  observation  of  the  locality  in  which  I  live.  I 
knew  that  in  my  own  town,  and  in  the  county  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent,  the  population  was  increasing;  the 
value  of  real  estate  was  increasing,  and  general  prosperity 
reigned.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  but  I  might  challenge 
hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  to  get  up  and  state  whether 
or  not  the  population  in  the  constituencies  they  represent  in 
this  House  is  not  increasing.  I  believe,  Sir,  if  I  threw  out 
this  challenge  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  not  a  single  one, 
especially  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  would  dare  to  get 
up  and  state  that  the  population  in  the  county  he  represents 
was  being  decreased.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  those  state¬ 
ments  are  wrong,  if  the  facts  so  carefully  compiled  by  the 
hon.  member  lor  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  are  true— and  I 
believe  they  are,  because  they  are  borne  out  by  the 
evidence  of  our  senses,  if  not  by  the  census  to  which  hon. 
gentleman  object — if  these  are  true,  who  are  the  traitors 
to  Ontario  ?  Are  they  the  men  who,  following  the  leader¬ 
ship  of  the  First  Minister  are  endeavoring  to  work  out  the 
legislation  of  this  country  in  the  lines  and  upon  the  princi¬ 
ples  laid  down  by  the  fathers  of  Confederation  ;  or  are  they 
those  who,  if  they  studied  the  facts  carefully,  must  know 
they  are  wrong,  will  yet  persist  in  publishing  to  the  world 
that  the  population  of  this  their  native  Province — of 
which  they  pose  as  the  special  champions — is  rapidly 
decreasing ;  that  our  sons  are  going  to  a  foreign  country 
and  are  turning  their  backs  on  the  homes  of  their  fathers 
and  the  flag  that  sheltered  them  ?  Who  are  the  traitors  to 
Ontario,  if  these  facts  are  wrong  ?  Now  it  is  a  strange 
commentary  on  the  language  of  the  ex-Finance  Minister, 
and  of  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills),  both  of 
whom  stated,  almost  in  the  same  words,  that  in  their  belief, 
taking  the  facts  they  alluded  to,  the  population  of  Ontario 
was  continuously  decreasing— I  say  it  is  a  strange  commen¬ 
tary  on  the  truthfulness  of  that  statement  that,  almost  at 
the  very  time  the  ex-Finauce  Minister  was  making  use  of 
that  remark,  there  were  proceedings  going  on  in  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Ontario,  having  in  view  the  idea  of  coming  to  this 
House  for  an  increase  in  the  subsidies  granted  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  under  the  British  North  America  Act.  During  the 
course  of  that  debate  the  Provincial  Treasurer,  in  discussing 
the  subject,  made  use  of  the  following  remarks,  as  reported 
in  the  Globe  of  4-th  March  : 

The  increased  population  has  brought  to  us  an  increased  expendi¬ 
ture,  but  to  the  Domiaiou  Government  only  increased  revenue.  So  I 
say  that  if  we  are  forced  to  look  for  a  new  basia  on  which  the  subsidy  is 
granted,  let  it  be  on  the  basis  of  population,  and  giv8  U9  an  increased 
subsidy,  say  every  ten  years.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  who  is  right,  tho  ex-Minister  of  Finance 
or  the  present  Treasurer  of  Ontario?  But  that  is  not  all. 
Another  member  of  the  same  Government  said  : 

“So,  as  Ontario  grew  in  population,  and  the  expenditure  increased, 
it  was  seen  that  more  money  was  required  to  carry  on  the  affairs  of  the 
Province.” 

In  other  words,  we  find  the  present  Opposition  in  this  House, 
for  the  sake  of  making  socne  capital  against  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  crying  out,  to  tho  injury  of  our  Province,  that  its 
population  is  decreasing,  that  our  sons  are  leaving  our  shores, 
while  for  the  samo  reason,  that  of  gaining  a  little  party 
advantage  or  perhaps  annoying  this  Government,  in  another 
Parliament  the  Provincial  Treasurer  says  just  the  reverse. 
For  the  purpose  of  making  party  capital  they  are  willing 
to  ride  two  horses  at  the  same  time,  and  to  take  any 
position,  however  contrary  it  may  be  to  the  facts.  I  am 
aware,  Sir,  that  it  is  a  very  bold  thiDg  in  any 
man  to  say  anything  against  the  Mowat  Government; 
I  am  aware  that  any  one  of  the  members  of  Mr.  Mowat’s 
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Cabinet  must  be  more  nearly  right,  according  to  the  views 
entertained  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  than  the  ex-Minis- 
ter  of  Finance ;  therefore,  I  conclude  that  the  Provincial 
Treasurer  is  right,  and  that  the  population  of  Ontario  is 
increasing ;  and,  as  an  additional  fact  in  support  of  that,  I 
would  allude  to  the  evidence  furnished  by  the  report  of  the 
Bureau  of  Industries  in  Ontario,  which  is  most  damaging  to 
their  utterances  on  this  subject.  I  would  request  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  to  look  to  the  information  supplied  by  that  report, 
as  to  the  population  in  their  own  counties,  before  they 
undertake  to  publish  to  the  world  that  the  population  of  the 
Province  is  decreasing  to  such  an  alarming  extent.  I  would 
specially  suggest  to  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Charlton)  to  look  into  that  report,  by  which  ho  will 
find  that,  under  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy  there 
has  been  a  very  large  measure  of  prosperity  in  the  county 
of  Norfolk.  Of  course,  it  is  a  fact  that  we  cannot  expect 
him  to  admit  in  this  House ;  but  we  can  expect  these  hon. 
gentlemen  not  to  state  what  investigation  on  their  part  would 
prove  to  be  untrue.  Now,  there  is  another  question  to  which  I 
wish  to  allude.  I  am  aware  that  when  any  resident  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  declares  that  in  this  country  the  con¬ 
sumer  does  not  pay  the  import  duty  charged  upon  coal  he 
is  sneered  at  by  the  friends  of  the  hon.  gentlomen  opposite  ; 
hut,  Sir,  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  the  consumer 
in  Ontario  does  not  pay  the  duty  on  coal,  and  I  will  tell  you 
why.  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the  argu¬ 
ment  used  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  this  House  two  or  three 
Sessions  ago  on  this  subject.  The  idea  was  now  to  my 
mind,  and  though  not  altogether  converted  then  to  the 
fact,  I  believe  to-day  that  the  consumer  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  does  not  pay  the  duty  on  coal.  In  support  of  this, 
I  wish  to  refer  to  what  occurred  during  last  summer  in  the 
city  of  Philadelphia.  The  inhabitants  of  that  city  com¬ 
plained  that  though  they  were  on  the  brink  of  the  mining 
district,  they  had  to  pay  65  cents  a  ton  more  for  their  coal 
than  the  people  of  Boston,  hundreds  of  miles  away,  and 
quite  as  much  as  the  inhabitants  of  Canada,  whose  coal  was 
subject  to  heavy  freight  charges,  and  to  a  duty  of  50  cents  a 
ton.  In  Philadelphia  the  coal  companies  have  no  competition 
and  they  charge  as  they  please,  while  in  Boston  and  other 
eastern  cities  they  arc  compelled  to  keep  their  prices  low, 
to  meet  the  English  coal  and  that  from  Nova  Scotia.  It  thus 
happens  that  notwithstanding  the  distance  of  800  miles, 
which  is  against  us  as  compared  with  Philadelphia,  and  in 
spite  of  the  duty,  we  secure  our  coal  at  as  low  a  figure  asdo 
the  Philadelphians,  whose  nearness  to  the  mines  should  be 
a  point  in  their  favor.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  month  of  June  last 
a  committee  of  the  Philadelphia  city  council  was  appointed 
to  investigate  the  charges  of  discrimination  of  rates  made 
against  coal  and  coal  carrying  companies  by  one  of  the  city 
papers.  The  enquiry  is  of  interest  to  the  Canadians,  chiefly 
because  it  elicited  evidence  sustaining  the  view  I  have 
expressed.  President  Roberts,  of  the  Pennsylvania  Bailwav, 
in  a  letter  dated  20th  Juno,  to  the  committee  of  investiga¬ 
tion,  says : 

“  The  rates  that  are  now  charged  by  oar  company  for  carrying  soft 
coal  are  made  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  competition  in  the  various 
markets  in  which  coal  is  introduced.” 

And  he  defends  this  discrimination  by  saying  : 

“Pennsylvania  does  not  suffer  by  it,  but  on  the  contrary  is  benefited 
by  it,  because  without  it  coal  would  be  no  cheaper  to  local  consumers, 
while  with  it  a  large  force  of  coal  miners  and  other  operatives  are  added 
to  the  wealth  producers  of  the  State.” 

Mr.  James  E.  Gowan,  one  of  the  managers  of  the  Reading 
Co.,  also  wrote  to  the  committee,  and  this  is  what  he  says : 

“It  has  been  customary,  for  the  past  thirty  or  forty  yea's,  to  allow 
drawbacks  od  coal  bought  for  exportation.  I  cannot  say  to  what  extent 
the  custom  prevails  now,  but  I  can  say  that  only  for  it  Pennsylvania  coal 
would  not  have  been  introduced  at  all  into  many  places  where  it  now 
is.  The  price  of  coal  is  regulated  by  competition,  and  we  have  to  do 
business  like  other  people  ;  no  man  is  in  business  who  does  not  do  the 
best  hs  can  for  himself,  and  companies  exist  to  make  money.” 

Mr.  Wood  (Brockville). 
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Now,  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  against  the  National 
Policy  made  use  of  by  the  free  traders  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  is  that  the  poor  man  has  to  pay  50  cents  a  ton  on 
the  coal  he  uses,  and  as  coal  is  one  of  the  necessaries  of  life, 
that  is  to  the  workingmen  of  this  country  a  very  strong 
argument  against  the  National  Policy.  But  it  is  a  fact  in 
proof  of  what  I  have  read,  that  in  towns  along  the  River 
St.  Lawrence,  which  are  separated  from  the  United  States 
only  by  the  river,  the  people  pay  no  more  for  their  coal 
than  do  the  people  of  the  towns  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
on  the  other  si Je  of  the  river.  Last  Saturday  coal  was  $6 
a  ton  in  the  city  of  Ogdensburg,  and  the  same  price  in 
Prescott,  just  across  the  rivei*.  I  mention  this  to  show  that 
in  these  matters,  which  are  constantly  alluded  to  by  hon. 
gentleman  opposite,  the  facts  do  not  bear  them  out ; 
and  I  bring  forwaid  this  evidence  with  pleasure,  as  it 
is  in  strict  confirmation  of  the  very  elaborate  argument 
made  use  of  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  this  House, 
Now,  there  is  another  matter  about  which  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  made  a  good  deal  of  capital.  They  pose  now 
as  the  friends  of  the  workingmen.  Well,  Sir,  it  did  occur 
to  me  that  whatever  might  bo  the  assumption  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  as  to  the  stand  they  have  taken  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  any  particular  class,  they  could  hardly  have  the 
“  cheek,”  if  I  may  use  the  expression,  to  stand  up  here  as 
the  friends  of  the  workingman.  My  opinion  is  that  the 
workingmen  of  this  country  have  a  very  lively  recollection 
of  the  kind  of  affection  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  entertained 
for  them  in  days  gone  by.  It  is  within  the  recoliection  of 
every  one  in  this  House  that  the  working  classes,  between 
the  years  1873  and  1878,  were  in  a  state  approaching  poverty. 
It  is  a  fact  that  they  were  crying  aloud  for  assistance  from 
this  Government.  It  is  a  fact  that  the  associations  of  work¬ 
ingmen  throughout  the  country  were  pointing  out,  as  did  the 
manufacturers  and  agriculturists,  and  the  representatives  of 
all  the  industrial  classes,  the  remedies  which  they  required. 
But  that  Government  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  everything  they 
said,  and  very  arrogantly  gave  them  to  understand 
that  they  knew  not  whereof  they  were  speaking.  Now 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say:  You  told  us  you  were  going  to 
restore  this  country  to  prosperity.  You  told  us  that  your 
leader  would  exorcise  his  magical  wand,  of  which  the  people 
at  that  time  knew  nothing,  if  they  would  only  restore  him 
and  his  friends  to  power.  Have  you  done  it  they  say  ? 
Have  you  been  able  to  straighten  out  this  difficulty  undcr 
which  this  or  the  other  industry  is  laboring  and  restoro 
prosperity  to  it?  There  can  be  nothing  more  absurd 
than  this.  Haring  the  period  of  depression  previous  to 
1878,  it  was  not  the  representative  men  of  the  Conservative 
party  who  alone  were  making  these  statements.  They 
were  but  giving  voice  to  what  emanated  from  the  people. 
But  at  the  present  time  there  are  no  representations  of  that 
kind  coming  to  the  Government.  This  is  a  distinction 
which  I  wish  to  point  out  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
From  every  place  in  which  there  was  an  industry  of  any 
kind  previous  to  1878,  there  came  down  to  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  to  the  Finance  Minister  of  the  day,  deputations  and 
petitions,  representing  to  him  the  particular  grievances  of 
which  they  complained  and  telling  him  all  they  wanted 
was  simpiy  the  opportunity  of  laying  before  him  their  case; 
but  in  no  single  instance  did  he  accede  to  their  wishes. 
It  was  in  that  state  of  things,  upon  that  case, 
that  the  present  First  Minister  took  the  position 
that  these  people  should  be  heard.  We  were  then 
simply  giving  voice  to  the  wail  that  came  up  from  the 
people  all  over  the  country,  and  the  sympathy  the  First 
Minister  entertained  for  them  found  practical  expression 
in  that  now  historical  resolution,  known  as  the  National 
Policy.  And  the  National  Policy  which  ho  gave  to  the 
people  is  just  as  popular  in  Canada,  just  as  strong  in 
the  hearts  of  the  people  to-day,  as  it  was  in  1878.  It  is  the 
merest  folly  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  compare  the 
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position  of  parties  to-day  With  the  position  of  parties  then  ; 
to  protend  to  compare  the  present  stato  of  the  country  with 
the  stato  of  tho  country  in  1378.  What  we  tell  thorn  is 
this :  Before  you  can  charge  us  with  inconsistency,  before 
you  can  say,  bring  prosperity  to  this  industry  or  to  that, 
you  must  show  that  the  proprietors  and  tho  working  classes 
interested  in  these  industries,  that  all  the  mechanical,  all 
the  industrial  classes  of  tho  Dominion,  are  crying  aloud  for 
help,  as  they  did  then  ;  but  you  cannot  prove  that,  because 
no  such  proof  exists.  The  people  of  Canada  to-day  are 
enjoying  a  degree  of  prosperity  which  is  far  beyond  that 
of  almost  any  people  in  the  world.  It  you  compare  the  con¬ 
dition  of  our  people  to  day  with  the  condition  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  or  England,  you  will  find  that  the 
National  Policy  has  proved,  not  only  a  friend  to  this  coun¬ 
try  in  her  days  of  sunshine  but  also  the  beet  friend  she  ever 
had  in  the  time  when  the  clouds  appeared  upon  her  commer¬ 
cial  horizon.  I  believe  I  am  bat  expressing  the  opinions 
entertained  by  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Canada  when  I 
say  that  the  first  thing  that  would  weaken  the  confidence 
which  the  people  now  have  in  the  First  Minister  would  be 
the  first  indication  on  his  part  to  depart  from  the  principle 
of  that  policy.  I  believe  we  should  adhere  to  this  policy 
until  the  industries  of  this  country  are  strong  and  firm 
enough  to  let  down  a  bar,  when  wo  can  do  so  to  our  advan¬ 
tage  and  the  advantage  of  our  people.  Reference  has  been 
made  by  previous  speakers  to  the  remark  made  by  thehon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  and  I  wish  to  allude 
to  that  particularly,  because  it  is  in  keeping  with  the 
subject  upon  which  I  am  now  speaking.  It  shows 
how  very  careless  these  gentlemen  are  in  making  their 
statements.  This  horn  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster),  in  the 
very  eloquent  adddress  he  delivered  to  this  House 
a  few  days  ago,  referred  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
He  was  interrupted  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who 
referred  to  the  fact  that  somo  men  cf  the  Conservative 
party,  authorised  to  speak  for  that  party,  had  declared  that 
under  the  fostering  influence  of  the  National  Policy  ham¬ 
lets  would  grow  into  villages,  villages  into  towns,  and  towns 
into  cities.  Well,  as  fate  would  have  it  against  these  hon. 
gentlemen,  in  their  organ  of  Saturday  last,  the  Globe,  just  as 
if  that  organ  never  paid  any  attention  to  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  at  all,  there  appears  a  leading  editorial  under  the  head¬ 
ing  of  the  extension  of  Ontario.  I  will  only  read  from  this 
editorial  a  few  statements,  but  they  will  be  quite  sufficient 
to  show  not  only  the  falsity  of  everything  that  has  been 
said,  not  only  against  the  industries  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  but  also  the  truth  of  what  has  been  advanced  on 
this  side,  with  reference  to  increase  in  population  and 
prosperity.  The  Globe  said  : 

“  But  let  us  look  at  the  growth  and  expansion  of  Ontario  in  1872 — 
the  first  year  of  Liberal  Administration — there  were  406  townships  and 
121  village,  town  and  city  municipalities  in  the  Province.  In  1884 
these  numbers  increased  to  451  townships  and  205  village,  town  and 
city  municipalities.  In  1872  the  total  population,  according  to  the 
municipal  census,  was  1,425,000  ;  in  1884  it  was  1,752,000.  In  1872  the 
rural  population  was  1,050,001,  and  the  urban  375,000  ;  in  1884  the  rural 
was  1,117,000  and  the  urban,  635,000.  With  such  growth,  what  man  in 
the  possession  cf  the  five  senses,  will  affirm  that  public  expenditure 
should  have  remained  a  fixed  quantity  ?  It  is  not  simply  that  some  of 
the  older  counties  have  been  making  progress — that  new  townships  have 
been  organised,  that  hamlets  have  grown  into  villages,  villages  into 
towns,  and  towns  into  cities.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  for  King's,  N.  B.,  has  his  revenge.  Wo 
all  remember  bow  he  was  taunted  by  bon.  gentlemen  across 
the  floor,  that  such  a  thing  would  never  be  ;  that  it  was 
simply  absurd  ;  that  it  was  a  prophecy  that  would  never  be 
fulfilled.  Speaking  of  prophecies,  I  wonder  if  any  of  the 
prophecies  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  made,  prior  to  and 
immediately  after  1878,  have  been  fulfilled.  I  wonder 
if  those  hon.  gentlemen,  travelling  over  the  hills 
of  their  memory,  ever  find  that  their  prophecies 
at  that  timo  have  proved  most  misorablo  failures. 
After  the  adoption  of  this  policy  we  all  remember 


we  were  told  that  the  grinding  monopolies  which 
wero  created  under  this  tariff  would  be  most  oppressive. 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  most  remarkable  that  during  the  presont 
Session  of  this  Parliament  wo  find  hon.  gentlemen  assum¬ 
ing  the  role  of  sympathisers  with  these  capitalists.  Wo 
find  there  is  no  stronger  position  they  have  taken  this 
year,  than  tho  charge  against  this  Government,  that  they, 
by  their  introduction  of  this  policy,  have  induced  men 
to  put  capital  into  concerns  that  have  not  paid,  and  that 
theso  capitalists,  these  bloated  monopolists,  are  now  tho 
objects  of  their  special  attention.  In  the  one  breath  it 
is  the  poor  man  ;  in  the  other  it  is  the  bloated  monopolist. 
Why,  do  not  these  gentlemen  know  that  tho  result  of 
all  this  capital  being  put  into  these  industries,  which  if 
you  will,  in  somo  instances  has  to  some  extent  failed, 
is  that  the  commodities  produced  by  these  factories 
have  become  cheaper,  and  that  the  poor  man  has  been 
benefited  by  that.  In  no  sense  have  the  working  classes 
been  injm-ed  by  the  National  Policy,  viewed  from  any  light 
in  which  you  choose  to  view  it.  I  wish  simply  to  make  a 
reference  to  another  matter,  in  reference  to  which  a  good 
deal  has  been  said.  I  have  here  a  short  table,  giving  a  com¬ 
parison  of  tho  sixteen  years  of  our  confederated  life,  and  a 
corresponding  period  in  the  life  of  the  United  States  : 

PUBLIC  DEBT— COMPARATIVE  TAXATION. 

CUSTOMS,  STAMPS,  EXCISE. 


Year.  Canada.  United  States. 

1868  .  $11,700,681  $351,713,348 

1869  .  11,125,673  336,596,828 

1870.. ....... . 13,087,882  376,749,842 

1871  . 16,320,368  346,457,849 

1872  . 17,715,552  344,390,052 

1873.. .......  ......  .  17,616,554  299,004,479 

1874.. . . 10,129,186  263,167,032 

1875  . 20,664,878  265,100,137 

1876  .  18,614,415  262,415,690 

1877  . 17,697,924  247,423,527 

1878  . 17,841,938  239,102,883 

1879.. ... . 18,476,613  246,313,903 

1880  .  ...........  18,479,576  307,324,268 

1881  . 23,942,138  329,571,245 

1882  . 27,549,046  363,132,299 

1883..  . 29,269,698  355,796,216 


Totals . .  $300,219,021  $4,934,259,597 


Taking  the  population  at  the  middle  period  we  have  for 
the  United  States  a  population  of  45,700,000*  and  for 
Canada  3,900,000.  This  gives  the  average  amount  of  taxatioa 
per  head  for  the  sixteen  years  at  $110  for  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  $77  per  headduring  the  period  of  sixteen  yt  a-s 
for  Canada.  If  we  had  been  subjected  during  this  period 
to  tho  same  taxation  as  the  people  of  the  United  States  we 
would  have  paid  into  the  Treasury  the  sum  of  $430,000,000 
instead  of  $300,000,000.  I  have  not  included  the  State 
taxation.  There  is  one  thing  in  the  remarks  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  which  must  have  appoared  strange  to 
those  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  from  tho  very  com¬ 
mencement  of  their  criticisms  upon  the  statement  of  tho 
Financo  Minister,  up  to  the  present  moment,  they  have  not 
ventured  to  state,  in  any  one  particular,  where  they  would 
alter  this  policy  if  they  were  so  fortunate  as  to  secure  the 
Treasury  branches.  They  dare  not  do  it,  because,  when 
you  go  out  into  the  constituencies  and  find  hon.  gentle^ 
men  seeking  the  suffrages  of  tho  people  you  do  not  find 
them  coming  out  as  flat-footed  against  the  National  Policy 
there  as  they  do  in  this  House.  My  experience  in  the 
election  of  1882  was  that  an  opponent  in  canvassing,  tho 
canvasser  would  get  hold  of  a  voter,  one  of  their  own  men, 
and  would  bo  told  by  the  voter  :  “  I  am  in  favor  of  this 

National  Policy ;  ”  and  then  the  gentleman  who  was  canvass¬ 
ing  would  say :  “  Come  here  and  let  us  have  a  talk ;  I  am  in 
favor  of  that,  too  ;  but  if  our  friends  get  into  power  they  are 
not  going  to  change  that.”  That  is  what  I  had  to  moot  in 
my  constituency,  amoDg  other  forcible  arguments  used  to 
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defeat  me.  That  is  the  feeling  throughout  the  country.  I 
say  that  these  hon.  gentlemen,  in  coming  out  so  strongly 
against  the  National  Policy,  in  declaring  that  it  has  been 
of  such  great  injury  to  the  country,  that  it  has  hung  like  a 
blight  over  our  industries  and  has  retarded  our  prosperity 
and  the  growth  of  our  population,  are  not  representing  the 
men  who  sent  them  here,  ^nd,  if  it  be  a  fact,  as  has  been 
stated  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  are  never  going  to  come  back  for  some  of  the 
votes  they  have  given,  I  tell  them  that  they  will  never 
succeed  in  assuming  the  reins  of  power  in  this  country  if 
they  fight  out  their  political  batties  on  the  lines  they  have 
during  this  Session.  I  would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  very  briefly  to  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  classes.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey),  who  spoke  yesterday  and  to-day,  and  who 
assumed  to  be  the  special  champion  of  the  farmers  ;  who 
stated  that  no  person  could  tell  him  anything  about  farm¬ 
ing  ;  that  what  he  did  not  know  about  farming  was  not 
worth  knowing,  first  built  up  a  case  against  the  Government 
and  then  knocked  it  all  to  pieces.  He  declared  that  there 
were  parties  coming  to  this  Parliament  and  that  they  were 
determined  to  get  a  change  of  the  tariff,  so  far  as  flour  was 
concerned  ;  and  then  he  went  on  to  show  how  great  a 
grievance  this  would  be,  and  he  made  out  quite  a  case 
against  the  Government  for  what  they  have  never  done. 
And  he  made  a  most  astounding  statement,  which  was,  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  during  tho  Mackenzie  regime 
was  to  tax  the  luxuries  and  lighten  the  taxes  upon  the 
necessaries  of  life  to  as  large  an  extent  as  possible,  while, 
under  the  present  Government,  he  said  the  policy  was  to 
tax  the  necessaries  at  the  rate  of  about  50  per  cent,  and  to 
let  the  luxuries  go  free.  I  never  was  more  surprised  at 
anything  I  have  heard  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  than 
I  was  at  that.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the  kind  of  treat¬ 
ment  and  the  sort  of  protection  the  farmers  enjoyed  under 
the  Mackenzie  rSgime  : 

Canadian  Tariff,  1878.  American. 

Wheat,  free . . . .  20  per  cent. 

Rye  and  barley,  free  . .  15  cents  per  bushel. 

Indian  corn  and  oats,  free  . .  10  cents  per  bushel. 

Wheat  flour,  free  . . . .  20  per  cent. 

liye  flour  and  cornmeal,  free. 

Live  animals,  10  per  cent . .  20  per  cent. 

Then,  as  to  the  luxuries— champagne,  wine,  whiskey, 
spirits,  tobacco,  cigars  and  so  on,  were  all  spared 
heavy  duties,  high  taxation  for  the  necessaries  of  life 
being  put  upon  tea,  coffee,  sugar,  quinine,  coal  oil, 
books  for  the  .blind,  bibles  when  printed  seven  years, 
scientific  books,  and  all  books  printed  seven  years. 
That  is  the  way  the  luxuries  were  taxed  under  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  The  workingmen  of  this  country,  those 
who,  as  the  last  speaker  stated,  know  how  to  appreciate  a 
dollar  when  they  earn  it  by  toil,  will  duly  appreciate  the 
mode  of  taxing  necessaries  and  luxuries  respectively,  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  when  they  pose  as  the  special 
friends  of  tho  poor  workingmen  and  tho  laboring  classes,  I 
can  assure  them  that  they  are  taking  a  position  which  is  so 
manifetly  inconsistent  with  their  previous  record,  that  they 
will  make  no  political  capital  out  of  it,  notwithstanding 
their  loud  utterances.  Now,  I  want  to  give  just  a  few  more 
facts,  if  the  House  will  bear  with  me,  upon  this  question. 
I  wish  to  make  a  comparison  as  to  tho  purchasing  power  of 
money  under  this  tariff,  at  the  present  time,  and  the  pur¬ 
chasing  power  of  money  during  the  time  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  were  in  power ;  because,  after  all,  it  is  only  by  com¬ 
parisons  of  this  nature  that  we  can  get  at  the  correct  state 
of  the  case;  it  is  only  by  comparisons  like  those  the  hon. 
member  for  Essex  (Mr,  Wigle)  made  last  Session,  in  this 
House,  that  the  pooplo  understand  tho  practical  working  of 
tho  National  Policy.  It  is  exactly  like  the  coal 
argument.  When  a  man  knows  what  ho  pays  and 
what  ho  used  to  pay,  and  knows  what  they  pay 
Mr.  Wood  (Brockville). 


on  the  other  side  of  the  line ;  he  cannot  see  where  he 
pays  the  dut}^.  And  it  is  just  so  here.  Now,  Sir,  as  to  the 
purchasing  power  of  farming  products  in  ,1885,  as  compared 
with  1878.  In  tho  latter  part  of  1878  the  average  price  of 
wheat  in  Ontario  was  84 \  cents.  Wheat  is  now  quoted  at 
say,  78  cents.  The  farmer  in  1878,  sold  60  bushels  of  wheat 
at  841,  cents— receiving  therefore  $50.70,  and  he  then  pro¬ 
ceeded  to  make  an  outlay  of  homo  necessaries,  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  result  :  — 


5  lbs.  of  tea  at  75cts . .  . . 3  75 

25  lbg.  of  sugar  at  9  cts  . . . .  2  25 

3  galls,  syrup  at  $1.00 . . . . .  3  00 

3  cwt.  flour  at  $3.00 . . .  9  00 

5  lbs.  starch  at  13  cts . . . . .  0  65 

1  qoz.  canned  goods  at  25  cts....... . . .  3  00 

20  yds.  of  factory  cotton  at  9  cts  . . .  1  80 

20  yds.  grey  flannel  at  45  cts . . .  9  00 

2  six-pound  blankets  at  60  cts.  per  pound. .  7  80 

10  yds.  shirting  at  15  cts . . . . .  1  50 


Total . . . $41  75 


After  paying  his  bill  he  had  $8.95  remaining.  In  1885 
the  farmer  requires  a  similar  bill  of  goods,  and  what  is  tho 
result  ?  He  derives  from  his  60  bushels  of  wheat,  at  78 
cents  per  bushel,  $46.78,  and  proceeds  to  invest  it  as 
follows 


5  lbs.  tea  at  50c . . . . . „ . $2  50 

25  lb3.  sugar  at  5c... . . .  . .  . .  1  26 

3  galls,  syrup  at  60c . .  1  80 

3  cwt.  flour  at  $2........ . . . . .  . . 6  00 

5  lbs.  starch  at  10c . . . .  0  50 

1  doz.  canned  goods  at  12jc . . . . .  1  50 

20  yds.  factory  cotton  at  7c . , . . 1  40 

20  yds.  grey  flannel  at  35c.., . . . . . .  7  00 

2  six  lb.  blankets  at  45c . . . . . 5  40 

10  yds.  shirting  at  12£c...... .  1  25 

Total . $28  60 


Leaving  a  remainder  to  the  good  of  $18.20,  or  $9.25  more 
than  during  the  partial  free  trade  era  of  Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright’s  administration  of  financial  affairs.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
imagine  that  when  these  hon.  gentlemen  attempt,  to  talk  to 
the  people  of  the  country  about  what  they  will  do  for 
them— for  they  have  never  done  anything  for  them  yet— 
when  they  can  come  to  the  people  and  attempt,  by  specious 
promises  to  the  workingmen,  to  enlist  their  sympathies  with 
the  party  they  represent,  they  will  find  that  the  working¬ 
men  will  not  be  deluded  ;  they  will  find  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  has  done  so  much  for  the  working  classes  in  the 
past,  which  is  doing  so  much  for  them  to-day,  not  only  by 
protecting  our  industries,  so  that  they  can  get  the  same 
labor  in  the  country  they  did  before,  but  also 
by  cheapening  some  of  tho  commodities,  which  is 
the  practical  result  of  competition  among  our  industries, 
and  of  the  permanence  of  our  manufacturing  institutions— 
I  say,  Sir,  that  the  workingmen  will  be  able  to  appreciate 
their  arguments  at  their  true  value.  The  cheapening  of  the 
commodities  is  the  natural  result  of  this  National  Policy,  if 
it  is  tried  long  enough,  because  naturally  in  the  first  years 
of  a  protective  tariff,  when  our  industries  are  struggling  for 
an  existence,  it  is  possible  the  purchaser  may  pay  a  little 
more  than  he  will  afterwards,  but  tho  benefit  accruing  to 
the  people  after  a  few  years  will  be  manifest.  In  this 
country,  as  in  all  countries,  combinations  and  monopolies 
will  cure  themselves.  Since  tho  beginning  of  the  world 
there  have  been  very  few  monopolies  that  have  not  cured 
themseves  ;  and  no  monopolies  can  live  where  the  conditions 
are  favorable  to  competition,  such  as  they  are  in  this  coun¬ 
try.  Now  I  notice,  also,  that  our  Opposition  friends  are 
endeavoring  to  make  a  good  deal  of  capital  out  of  the  sub- 
ect  of  assisted  immigration.  That  is  something  which  was 
taken  up  by  the  Globe  somo  time  ago,  and  it  has  been  alluded 
to  by  the  ex  Minister  of  Finance,  and  by  all  the  lights  of  the 
party  opposite.  It  is  here  that  their  inconsistency  comes 
in  again,  and  it  is  just  as  manifest  as  in  all  the  other  argu¬ 
ments  they  have  used  against  this  policy,  You  would 
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hardly  believe  that  in  the  depression  between  1873  and  1878, 
when  our  workingmen  found  it  almost  impossible  to  live  ; 
that  during  all  that  time  they  brought  thousands  of  mechan¬ 
ics  into  the  country ;  that  during  all  that  time  it  never  occur¬ 
red  to  them  that  it  was  a  shame  to  bring  immigrants  into  a 
country,  the  labor  market  of  which  was  already  overcrowded. 
Yet  they  stand  up  to-day  and  toll  this  Government  that  they 
have  been  doing  wrong.  Sir,  I  believe  that  the  policy 
announced  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  here,  a  few  days 
ago,  in  reply  to  the  lion,  member  for  Ottawa,  was  strictly  cor¬ 
rect.  1  believe  it  is  time  that  certain  organisations  in  the  old 
country,  and  certain  charitable  institutions,  were  given  to 
understand,  in  some  way,  that  Canada  is  now  lai’go  enough 
to  have  a  pauper  population  of  its  own.  I  believe  it  would 
be  better  if  we  wero  to  discriminate,  even  more  than  we 
have  done,  against  that  class  of  immigrants  coming  to  this 
country.  The  Government  have  shown  every  desire  to  do 
in  this  matter  all  that  any  Government  can  do.  We  have 
the  assurance  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  that  discrim¬ 
ination  will  be  made  against  that  class  of  immigrants 
coming  to  this  country,  and  that  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  be  devoted  to  the  introduction  of  agricultural  and 
farm  laborers.  But  we  have  something  more  sub¬ 
stantial  than  that;  we  have  the  announcement  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  in  the  interests  of  the  mechanical 
classes,  that  prison  labor  will  be  prohibited  altogether.  1 
say,  Sir,  in  concluding  these  few  remarks,  that  in  every  ins¬ 
pect  the  Government  has  done  everything  that  it  could  do 
for  tho  working  classes,  for  all  the  industrial  classes,  in  fact, 
for  all  the  producing  classes  of  this  countiy.  I  say  that  no 
Government  could  have  done  more  than  it  has  done,  and 
as  all  Governments  are  liable  to  err,  possibly  our  own 
Government,  in  some  respects,  is  not  infallible.  The  First 
Minister  always  declared  that  public  men  were  liable  to 
make  mistakes,  and  Governments  were  liable  to  make  mis¬ 
takes.  But  upon  this  question  of  the  National  Policy  it  will 
be  to  the  everlasting  credit  of  the  First  Minister,  that 
from  the  day  he  announced  that  policy  to  the 
people  of  Canada  he  has  remained  faithful  to  the  doctrine ; 
and  up  to  this  moment  he  has  shown  no  sign  of  departing 
from  it ;  but,  as  he  stated  at  the  magnificent  gathering  in 
Toronto,  a  gathering  of  the  young  men,  the  old  men,  and 
the  middle-aged  men,  who  assembled  to  do  him  honor,  he 
has  nailed  that  principle  to  the  mast-head  of  his  party,  and 
is  willing  to  stand  or  fall  by  it,  and  in  that  statement  he 
voiced  the  sentiments  not  only  of  his  followers  in  this 
country,  but,  in  my  opinion,  of  the  large  majority  of  the 
people  of  Canada. 

Mr.  JACKSON  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned . 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  12:15  a.m., 
Friday. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  20th  March,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

LEYIS  ELECTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I 
desire  to  say  that  I  have  made  enquiry  with  respect  to  the 
issuing  of  a  new  writ  in  the  case  of  Levis,  and  I  find  that 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  has  not  yet  received 


tho  necessary  instructions  to  onablo  him  to  issuo  a  new 
writ  in  that  caso.  When  is  it  proposed  to  give  those  instruc¬ 
tions  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No  notice  had  been  given  by  tho 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  tho  Department  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  but  to-day  the  Government  have  given 
orders  to  have  the  writ  issued  without  delay,  at  once. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  find  it  exceedingly  difficult  to  understand 
the  course  of  procedure  in  theso  cases.  From  tho  statement 
made  by  tho  Secretary  of  State  to  this  House,  it  appoars  to 
be  his  duty  to  give  notice  to  have  the  writ  issued. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  said  I  had  not  received  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Either  there  has  or  has  not  been  delay. 
The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  was  furnished  with 
the  necessary  information  by  the  Government  as  to  what 
was  to  bo  done  with  respect  to  one  of  those  two  notices, 
that  for  the  West  Riding  of  Northumberland,  in  time  to 
enable  the  writ  to  be  issued  yesterday.  With  respect  to 
the  case  of  Levis,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  tho  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  did  not  give  him  notice,  and  that  is  tho 
reason,  and  the  only  reason,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given 
for  not  having  acted  in  that  case.  My  belief,  however,  is 
that  there  is  another  reason,  because  I  cannot  see  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  would  have  omitted  to 
give  notice  as  to  Levis  and  given  notice  as  to  West  Northum¬ 
berland.  If  he  conceived  it  to  be  his  duty  to  givo  notice  at 
onco  in  the  one  case,  why  should  he  have  delayed  with 
respect  to  the  other  ?  We  all  were  informed  of  tho  fact 
that  tho  warrant  had  been  issued  in  that  caso,  and  the 
Government  upon  receiving  that  notice  proceeded  without 
delay  to  execute  their  part  of  tho  law  and  to  give  the  neces¬ 
sary  instructions.  They  pick  and  choose.  In  the  one 
case,  they  give  instructions  ;  in  the  other  case  they  delay. 
That  is  making  a  convenience  for  their  own  purposes  of 
the  law,  which  was  not  to  be  so  used.  The  law  is  to  bo 
used  in  tho  general  interest,  and  equal  justice  is  to  be 
meeted  out  to  all  the  constituencies  ;  and,  therefore,  I  con¬ 
ceive  that  the  privileges  of  this  House  have  been  violated 
and  the  Government  have  neglected  a  duty  imposed  upon 
them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  do  not  boliovo  the 
Government  have  been  in  any  sense  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  Parliament.  Notwithstanding  the  forcible 
language  which  has  been  addressed  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite,  the  clerk  says  tho  uniform  practice  is  for  tho 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  wait  for  instructions 
after  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  have  informed  the  House  that  your 
warrant  has  been  issued.  With  respect  to  the  writ  for 
West  Northumberland  I  can  speak  myself.  The  fact  is 
simply  this  :  Going  out  of  the  Chamber  I  saw  tho  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  and,  as  he  knew  that  I  came  from 
Ontario,  he  said  he  had  received  a  warrant  for  West  Nor¬ 
thumberland.  I  said,  “Very  well;  you  had  better  have 
the  writ  out.  Who  is  the  returning  officer  ?”  He  told  me. 
I  said,  “  Appoint  the  same  returning  officer.” 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  did  not  think  blame  should  be 
attached  to  anyone  in  this  matter.  I  received  to-day  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  and  wo 
ordered  that  a  new  writ  be  issued  in  the  case  of  Levis. 
There  has  been  no  reason,  although  the  hoD.  gentleman 
opposite  insinuates  there  has,  why  I  should  have  delayed 
the  issue  of  tho  writ,  if  it  had  been  within  my  power  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  a  return  here,  showing  that  in  tho 
vast  majority  of  cases  writs  were  issued  the  day  following  ; 
and  in  many  cases  on  the  same  day,  as  that  on  which  the 
warrants  reached  the  clerk’s  hands.  Here  we  have  three 
days’  delay  in  one  case,  and  I  say  the  spirit  of  the  election 
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law,  lias  been  violated  as  well  as  the  privileges  of  this 
House. 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY— RETURNS. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  First 
Miuister  if  he  has  that  little  document  at  hand  with 
respect  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  I  think  he  has  got 
it  in  his  desk,  and  he  might  as  well  place  it  on  the  Table. 

Sir  JOHN  MACDONALD.  Yes,  I  have  had  it  in  my 
desk,  I  got  it  yesterday,  as  I  told  the  hon.  gentleman,  that 
is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hickson  to  me,  and  a  resolution  of  the 
board  in  England  confirming  his  letter.  They  were  sent 
with  a  large  envelope  covering  certain  information  con¬ 
cerning  other  motions  of  the  hon.  gentleman  which  did  not 
in  any  way  concern  these  two  letters.  So  I  sent  it  back  to 
get  a  correct  envelope. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  am  anxious  to  got  it  soon,  because 
the  Grand  Trunk  stock  is  dropping  so  fast,  I  am  afraid  it 
will  disappear  altogether  before  I  get  the  return  in. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Globe  of  the 
19th  of  March,  in  which  the  following  language  is  used 

“Following  the  lead  of  Mr.  White  of  Hasting?,  Mr  McCalium 
to-night  declared  himself  in  favor  of  a  legislative  union  and  the  aboli¬ 
tion  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures.  The  Conservative  members  are 
becoming  candid.  Possibly  they  will  throw  off  the  mask  altogether 
bf  fore  next  election  and  appeal  to  the  country  as  legisla>ive  unionists.” 

There  is  not  a  man  within  hearing  of  my  voice  to  day  who 
heard  me  make  use  of  that  language.  In  plain  Saxon,  I  say 
the  man  who  wrote  that  paragraph  must  have  written  it 
wilfully,  knowing  it  to  be  false,  and  I  brand  him  a  liar,  a 
moral  coward,  and  one  not  tit  to  associate  with  gentlemen. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS -THE  TARIFF. 

On  order  to  resume  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  respect  to  this 
motion  I  should  like  to  know  if  we  can,  in  any  way,  come 
to  a  conclusion  as  to  when  the  debate  may  be  expected  to 
closo.  Perhaps  we  might  come  to  a  vote  as  the  discussion 
has  lasted  for  a  good  many  days. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon.  gentle-* 
man  know  how  many  on  his  own  side  wish  to  speak  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  we  are  all 
desirous  of  coming  to  a  conclusion  at  a  reasonable  time, 
though  of  course  one  cannot  answer  altogether  lor  gentle¬ 
men  behind.  I  do  not  think,  however,  that  there  will  bo 
any  unnecessary  delay  on  this  side,  for  I  believe  hon. 
gentlemen  behind  me  are  anxious  to  close  too. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  one  practical  suggestion  to  offer. 
If  the  debate  closes  to-night  1  presume  it  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  take  the  resolution  through 
the  committee,  because  there  will  be  a  good  deal  of  discus¬ 
sion  on  the  details  of  the  resolutions,  and  it  would  not  do  to 
take  them  very  late  at  night.  If  we  come  to  an  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  debate  shall  close,  and  if  tho  hon.  gentleman 
should  go  into  committee  and  come  out  again,  it  would  bo 
a  breach  of  the  understanding  to  interpose  at  that  time 
with  any  observations  I  think  it  would  be  unfortunate,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  furnishes  us  with  a  good  deal  of  practi¬ 
cal  discussion  in  the  committee,  that  it  should  be  taken  at 
an  untimely  hour. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  We  propose  only  to  go  through 
with  one  resolution — the  one  with  reference  to  prison  labor. 
We  would  like  to  take  a  vote  on  that, 

Mr,  Blake. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  In  saying  that,  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  mean  that  he  intends  to  abandon  tho  others  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Oh  no ;  we  will  certainly  not 
abandon  them.  We  simply  want  to  take  a  vote  on  that 
particular  one  to-night. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Brockville  (Mr. 
Wood),  as  you  are  aware,  Mr.  Speaker,  favored  the  House 
last  night  with  a  very  able  speech,  and  I  am  sure  every  one 
who  listened  to  it  must  have  been  charmed  with  its  elo¬ 
quence.  For  my  own  part  I  may  say  that  I  was  pleased  to 
listen  to  him,  but  I  must  acknowledge,  at  the  same  time, 
that  I  was  a  little  astonished  at  some  remarks  the  hon. 
gentleman  made.  He  spoke  with  regard  to  the  exodus  of 
Canadians  to  the  United  States.  He  referred  to  some 
remarks  made  by  my  colleague  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  when  that  gentleman  spoke  about 
his  own  county.  He  referred  to  the  duty  on  coal,  to  the 
immigration  policy  of  the  Government, to  the  increased  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  Province  of  Ontario — all  of  which  I  shall  give 
some  attention  to  in  the  course  of  my  remarks.  I  am  very 
much  disinclined  to  refer  to  what  has  been  said  on  this  subject 
by  previous  speakers  ;  and  were  it  not  that  any  remarks  I 
may  make,  may  be  read  by  people  outside  of  this  House  who 
have  not  had  the  privilege  of  listening  to  this  debate  I  should 
have  refrained  from  making  charges  which  have  been  made 
and  so  ably  proven  by  other  speakers,  but  as  what  those  horn 
gentlemen  have  said  cannot  appear  in  my  remarks  I  shall 
take  occasion  to  allude  to  them  myself.  During  the  year 
1817-78  the  leaders  of  the  Conservative  party  charged  the 
Mackenzie  Administration  with  being  responsible  for  the 
depression  which  then  existed  throughout  this  country. 
They  saw  that,  according  to  the  natural  results  of  trade 
throughout  the  world,  prosperity  would  return  again  within 
the  immediate  future,  they  believed  if  they  could  pur- 
suade  the  people  that  tho  Government  was  responsible  for 
the  existing  depression,  that  at  the  next  election  they  would 
be  returned  to  power,  and  when  once  in  power,  and  by 
the  return  of  prosperity  to  this  country  which  would  be  sure 
to  come,  they  could  and  would  maintain  themselves 
in  power.  Therefore,  it  was  said  from  one  end  of 
the  Dominion  to  the  other  that  the  previous  Government 
were  incompetent  to  run  the  affairs  of  the  nation  ; 
they  were  charged  with  being  flies  on  the  wheel ;  they  were 
charged  with  retarding  the  progress  of  the  country.  The 
people  were  told  during  the  election  campaign  of  1878  that 
if  they  wanted  high  prices  for  their  wheat,  high  prices  for 
their  labor,  if  they  wanted  general  prosperity,  they  should 
support  the  National  Policy  and  Sir  John  Macdonald.  The 
hon.  First  Minister  himself  stated  that  a  readjustment  of  the 
tariff  would  stimulate  and  build  up  the  manufacturing 
industries  of  the  country,  that  it  would  create  a  home  market 
for  the  produce  of  the  farmer,  that  it  would  build  up  a  labor 
market  with  high  prices,  that  it  would  bring  back  the  young 
men  who  were  emigrating  to  the  United  States  by  the 
thousands  and  build  up  and  keep  Canada  for  the  Canadians. 
These  and  similar  statements  were  sounded  from  one  end  of 
the  Dominion  to  the  other;  the  elections  were  brought  oa, 
the  Conservative  party  wore  successful.  They  were  olected 
to  power  and  we  have  now  had  six  years  of  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  Administration.  Well,  Sir,  have  these  promises  to 
the  people  been  fulfilled  ?  The  First  Minister  says  they  have. 
I  have  here  a  statement  made  by  tho  right  hon.  gentleman 
to  a  reporter  of  tho  New  York  Herald ,  when  the  First 
Minister  was  departing  for  Europe  in  November  last.  The 
reporter  asked  him  : 

“  Are  you  still  satisfied  with  protection  in  Canada,  Sir  John?” 

“  Yes ;  it  has  worked  well  for’us.  We  have  had  five  years  of  it,  and 
we  are  satisfied  it  has  greatly  promoted  our  prosperity.  Our  young  men 
before  we  adopted  a  protective  policy  were  leaving  us  to  come  to  the 
United  States.  We  had  nothing  to  offer  them  but  agriculture  and  the 
village  blacksmith  and  kindred  trades.  If  the  young  men  had  any 
enterprise,  any  mechanical  talent,  any  disposition  for  manufactures, 
they  went  to  the  United  States  with  those  faculties  and  generally  pros- 
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pered.  Now  our  infant  industries  hive  been  fostered  and  have  grown 
to  be  an  important  factor  in  our  national  life.  The  manufacture  of  cot¬ 
ton  goods  has  been  a  little  overdone,  but  that  is  the  only  exception. 
England  does  not  like  it;  they  tell  us  there  that  we  are  very  poor  poli¬ 
tical  economists  We  admit  it,  but  we  say  in  answer  that  it  suit3  us.  We 
are  only  four  and  a  half  millions  of  people,  but  we  are  prosperous.” 

Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  also  made  some 
remarks.  I  read  from  the  London  Advertiser  of  13th  De¬ 
cember,  188 1.  It  says: 

“Mr.  Carling  informed  his  audience  at  the  city  hall,  on  Tuesday 
night,  that  he  knew  no  period  in  the  history  of  this  country  when  it  was 
more  prosperous  than  at  the  present  moment.  Many  of  his  Tory  lis¬ 
teners  were  astonished.  This  declaration  from  the  Postmaster-General 
fairly  took  their  breath.  One  man  informed  us  that  he  had  had  two 
days’  work  in  seven  weeks.  Several  of  Mr.  Carling’s  listeners  have 
been  for  days  looking  for  employment,  but  without  success.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  also  says  this 
country  is  prosperous,  and  to  prove  that  statement  he  tells 
us  there  are  60,000  families  in  London,  England,  who  live  in 
one  room  each;  that  there  are  40  per  cent,  of  the  children 
in  certain  school  districts  in  London  that  go  to  school  in  the 
forenoon  without  their  breakfast ;  that  there  are  28  per  cent, 
of  the  children  in  certain  districts  that  go  to  school  in  the 
afternoon  without  their  dinners,  and  that  there  are  10  per 
c-ont.  of  the  children  in  certain  school  districts  that  have  no 
fathers  at  all.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  see  what  this  has  to  do 
with  tho  prosperity  of  this  country,  and  I  think  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  cannot  make  better  comparisons  than  that  to 
prove  that  the  country  is  prosperous,  he  had  better  keep 
his  seat  in  future,  and  allow  others  to  discuss  the  question. 
The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  says 
there  is  a  temporary  depression,  but  he  takes  comfort, 
lie  says  there  are  symptoms  of  improvement  and  pros¬ 
perity,  and  he  quotes  as  authority  King  and  Ward 
lumberman  of  Montreal  to  prove  that  prosperity. 
I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I  am  a  lumberman  ;  I 
have  been  in  that  business  since  1861;  and  at  no  time, 
during  the  last  twelve  years  at  least,  the  lumbermen  have 
not  paid  as  low  wages  to  the  workingmen  as  they  have 
during  the  last  fall  and  winter.  I  do  not  think  we  need  go 
outside  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  to  prove  that  fact.  I  noticed 
in  the  papers  last  fall  that  the  lumbermen  of  Ottawa  were 
hiring  their  men  at  from  $10  to  $12  a  month,  and  there 
were  hundreds  of  applicants  even  at  those  figures  who 
could  get  no  employment.  That  shows,  I  think,  that  the 
statements  made  by  Mr.  Ward,  of  Montreal,  will  not  apply 
to  this  part  of  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  see  what  is  the 
case  in  other  parts  of  the  country;  let  us  seo  what  is  the  con¬ 
dition  of  affairs  down  by  the  sea.  We  have  heard  from  a 
number  of  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  some 
telling  us  that  there  is  prosperity  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  some  telling  us  that  there  is  not.  I  have  here 
a  paper,  said  to  have  been  written  by  a  Liberal  Conserva¬ 
tive  to  the  Moncton,  N.B.,  Transcript,  in  September  last,  in 
which  he  says : 

“  We  admit  our  taxes  are  doubled,  acknowledge  some  public  works, 
such  as  the  portions  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  connect  the  line  we 
bad  before  with  Quebec  and  Canada,  a  grain  elevator  at  Halifax  that 
haa  nothing  to  do,  some  branch  lines  of  railway  which  reflect  but  litt'e 
credit  on  the  promoters,  and  of  questionable  value  at  the  best,  our  trade 
gone,  inundated  with  goods  from  Canada  sent  to  us  at  a  slaughter  mar¬ 
ket.  mercantile  depression  at  Halifax  and  St.  John  ousting,  which  it 
may  almost  be  said  has  existed  for  many  years,  going  from  bad  to  worse, 
no  immigration  coming  in,  no  sensible  increase  in  the  population,  our 
young  men  of  all  classes  leaving  the  country,  not  from  choice  but 
necessity;  no  markets  for  our  farmers,  and  to  sum  up,  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  paralysed  for  want  of  a  fostering  care  which  should  be  directed 
to  build  up  our  trade  and  commerce,  and  place  the  country  in  a  sound 
financial  position.  It  haB  become  a  one  man  power — a  Tupper  for  Nova 
Scotia  resident  at  Ottawa  or  London  ;  a  Tilley  for  New  Brunswick.” 

Now,  Sir,  this  comes  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  ;  this 
comes  from  down  by  the  sea. 

Mr.  IYES.  It  smells  salt. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Now,  I  have  another  statement  which 
should  be  authoritative  on  the  subject.  His  Excellency 


the  Governor  General  is  reported  to  havo  said  in  reply  to 
an  address  presented  to  him  in  St.  JohD,  N.B  : 

“I  wish  it  had  been  my  good  fortune  to  have  come  here  at  a  moment 
when,  standing  in  the  mids-t  of  a  commercial  community,  I  might  have 
offered  you  my  congratulations  upon  the  state  ot  trade  in  the  Province 
of  New  Brunswick.  It  is,  however,  useless  to  conceal  from  ourselves 
the  fact  that  business  has  lately  been  in  a  far  from  satisfactory  state, 
and  that  notably  in  the  case  of  the  timber  trade,  which  occupies  so 
important  a  place  in  your  commercial  system,  there  has  been  a  very- 
serious  contraction  of  business.  These  are  facts  which  we  have  tc  look 
in  the  face,  and  no  optimism  is  more  senseless  than  that  whioh  shuts  it3 
eyes  to  them.” 

Now,  here  we  havo  a  plain  contradiction  between  tho 
First  Minister  and  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 
One  states  in  New  York  that  tho  country  is  prosperous ; 
the  other  states  in  St.  John,  New  Brunswick,  that  there  is 
a  great  depression.  This  is  certainly  a  curious  coincidence. 
There  must  bo  something  wrong ;  as  the  proverb  says,  a 
kingdom  fighting  against  itself  cannot  stand ;  therefore, 
according  to  that  proverb,  there  must  be  a  downfall  pretty 
soon.  Now,  Sir,  I  claim  that  no  men  ever  took 
charge  of  the  affairs  of  any  nation  under  such  favor¬ 
able  circumstances  as  did  tho  Conservative  party 
in  1878.  The  star  of  prosperity  was  then  to  be 
seen  in  the  horizon.  A  change  for  tho  better  had 
already  taken  place  in  the  United  States.  Factories  which 
had  been  lying  idle  since  1873,  were  re-opened ;  iron  fac¬ 
tories  which  bad  been  lying  idle  for  three  years  at  least, 
were  beginning  to  open  up  again ;  furnaces  wore  being 
relighted;  tho  lumber  trade  which  had  been  comparatively 
dead  since  1873,  felt  the  stimulus;  prices  were  advancing; 
and  the  country  in  general  was  becoming  prosperous.  The 
years  1879,  1880,  1881  and  1882,  were  four  of  the  most 
prosperous  years  that  tho  United  States  ever  experienced. 
These  are  facts  which  I  know  myself,  for  I  was 
doing  business  in  that  country  during  that  whole 
term  of  years.  Well,  Sir,  Canada  lying  contigu¬ 
ous  to  the  United  States,  and  depending  on  the 
United  States  markets  for  the  disposal  of  a  large  amount  of 
its  exports,  necessarily  felt  the  benefit  of  that  revival  in  tho 
United  States ;  and  that  circumstance,  together  with  tho 
good  crops  and  high  prices  that  prevailed  in  this  country — ■ 
not  brought  about  by  the  National  Policy,  but  the  result  of 
bad  harvests  in  Europe,  Englaud  being  the  place  where  the 
market  for  wheat  was  established — produced  in  Canada 
during  three  or  four  years,  from  1879  to  1882,  a  greater 
prosperity  than  almost  the  most  sanguine  could  have 
expected.  Now,  I  claim  that  this  Government  had  it  in 
their  power  to  build  up  the  industries  of  this  country  as  no 
other  Government  ever  had.  Had  they,  when  giving  tho 
contract  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail  way  Company,  inserted 
a  clause  in  that  contract,  compelling  the  company  to  pur¬ 
chase  in  this  country  their  entire  rolling  stock,  and  a  por¬ 
tion  of  their  steel  rails,  which  might  have  been  manufactured 
here  had  the  duty  been  taken  off  coal,  instead  of  the  coun¬ 
try  suffering  depression  ob  it  is  to-day,  it  would  have  been 
one  of  the  most  prosperous  countries  in  the  world.  But 
what  are  the  facts  ?  Nearly  the  whole  of  the  rolling  stock 
for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  has  been  bought  in  the 
United  States,  and  the  steel  rails  have  been  bought  in  Eng¬ 
land  or  the  United  States;  and  I  have  been  told,  although 
I  am  not  positive,  that  a  portion  of  that  material  has  been 
brought  in  free  of  duty.  I  intend  to  ask  the  question 
whether  that  is  true  or  not. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  articles  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Bolling  stock. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  JACKSON.  Thank  you.  Well,  Sir,  what  effect  has 
the  purchasing  of  that  material  in  the  U  N  Led  States  had 
on  this  country.  The  industries  of  this  country  might 
have  been  built  up  enormously  by  its  manufacture  here. 
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Look  at  the  city  of  Kingston,  where  the  locomotive  works, 
with  a  capital  of  $300,000  and  employing  400  or  500  men, 
are  lying  idle  for  want  of  something  to  do,  and  whore  the 
car  works,  employing  300  or  400  men,  are  also  lying  idle 
with  nothing  to  do.  Look  at  London,  where  the 
Ontario  Car  Works  are  bankrupt  with  nothing  to  do. 
We  also  had  a  car  works  factory  established  in  the  county 
of  Norfolk  from  which  I  come.  In  1881  the  proprietor 
told  me  that  although  he  had  not  direct  information  that 
he  would  be  supplied  with  the  Government  contract,  still 
he  had  encouragement  to  that  effect  and  he  put  almost  his 
last  dollar  into  building  a  factory  in  Port  Lover  which  only 
ran  a  short  time  when  it  had  to  close  up.  This  is  the  way 
the  manufacturing  industries  have  been  built  up  in  this 
country  ;  instead  of  the  money  being  spent  here,  it  is  spent 
in  the  United  States.  Is  this  building  up  Canada  for  the 
Canadians  ?  I  hold  that  it  is  taking  the  money  of  Cana¬ 
dians  to  build  up  American  industries.  At  this  point  I 
will  refer  to  some  statements  made  by  the  commissioner, 
Mr.  Blackeby,  in  which  he  refers  to  the  manufacturing 
industries  of  Ontario.  Keferring  to  Kingston,  he  says : 
The  manager  of  those  works  was,  unfortunately,  away 
from  home  during  the  time  the  Kingston  works  were  being 
visited,  and  for  that  reason  no  reliable  data  was  obtained 
with  reference  to  the  work.  Subject  to  correction,  however, 
it  may  be  stated  that  even  during  the  present  dull  year  as 
much  wages  would  be  paid  out  and  as  much  value  pro¬ 
duced  as  in  1878,  because  up  till  the  end  of  March  400 
hands  were  engaged  in  this  establishment.  The  car  works 
here  were  also  closed  down,  but  as  this  industry  was  not  in 
existence  in  1878,  it  makes  no  difference  in  the  report. 
He  refers  also  to  Simcoe  and  to  other  points.  He  says  the 
Simcoe  Woollen  Company  was  started  in  1883  and  that 
the  Joseph  Brook  woollen  goods  manufactory  was  estab 
lished  in  1867.  Well,  I  have  looked  over  this  report  and 
cannot  find  any  statements  in  which  he  refers  to  the  Brook 
establishment  any  further  than  to  say  that  it  was  erected  in 
1867.  Let  me  state  in  regard  to  this  factory,  that  Mr. 
Brooks,  who  erected  this  woollen  factory  in  1867,  con¬ 
tinued  to  do  business  up  to  1881,  and  was  doing  a  remuner¬ 
ative  business;  ho  was  prospering  so  much  that  in 
1882  he  became  infatuated  with  the  National  Policy. 
Formerly  ho  was  a  Eeformer,  but  in  1882  he  voted 
with  the  Conservative  party  and  opposed  me  in  my  election. 
He  took  up  the  National  Policy  so  earnestly  that  he  advo¬ 
cated  the  building  of  another  factory  in  the  town  of 
Simcoe,  and  through  his  influence  another  factory  was 
erected  with  a  capital  of  $30,000,  and  a  loan  from  the 
town  of  $20,000,  making  $50,000.  The  factory  has  been 
running  now  nearly  two  years  but  has  not  yet  paid  any 
dividend.  It  was  intended  at  first  to  manufacture  fine 
yarn,  and  the  most  improved  machinery  was  got  from 
England  for  that  purpose,  but  they  had  to  discontinue  to 
manufacture  fine  yarn  and  have  gone  into  the  grosser 
qualities,  shoddy  work,  for  the  fine  yarn  market  was  over 
stocked.  I  have  some  stock  in  that  company  myself  which 
I  offered  for  sale  last  year,  but  was  only  offered  75  per  cent, 
which  I  would  not  accept.  I  find  no  statement  in  this 
report  in  regard  to  the  canning  factories  in  Norfolk. 
Norfolk  had  five  canning  factories,  three  of  which  are  still 
in  existence,  two  having  closed  their  doors.  The  other 
three  are  still  running  moderately  ;  canned  goods  are  so 
reduced  in  price,  being  30  to  60  per  cent,  less  to  day  than 
they  were  a  year  ago,  that  although  the  three  factories  are 
still  running  in  Norfolk  they  are  not  making  any  money. 
The  hon.  member  for  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood)  roferred  to 
the  county  of  Norfolk  last  night.  I  was  born  in  the  county, 
I  have  always  livod  there,  and  have  made  my  home 
there,  and  1  have  the  honor  to  day  of  representing  a 
portion  of  that  county  in  this  House,  an  honor  of  which  I 
feel  very  proud.  The  county  of  Norfolk,  as  a  whole,  is,  I 
consider,  as  good  a  county  as  can  be  found.  We  have  some 
Mr.  Jackson. 


poor  lands  there,  and  we  have  some  very  excellent  land 
there,  but,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  I  think  it  would  compare 
very  favorably  with  any  county  in  western  Ontario.  Now, 
Sir,  as  I  represent  a  rural  district,  a  farming  community,  I 
want  to  see  how  the  farmers  are  affected  by  the  National 
Policy.  I  find  that  the  total  exports  from  this  country 
during  the  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June,  1884,  amounted  to 
$91,406,496;  I  find  that  our  exports  of  animals  and  their 
products  amounted  to  $24,152,184,  and  of  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts  $18,156,060,  a  total  of  $12,308,284.  Thus,  46  per 
cent,  of  the  entire  exports  of  this  country  are  produced  by 
the  farmers.  The  products  of  the  forest  amounted  to 
$27,203,083,  or  29  per  cent. ;  fisheries,  $8,609,314,  or  9-J 
per  cent. ;  and  manufactured  articles,  $4,177,146,  or  \\  per 
cent.  Now,  here  is  the  point.  The  manufactured  articles 
is  the  industry  which  this  National  Policy  was 
intended  to  build  up.  As  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
drawn  comparisons  between  1878  and  1884,  they  will  allow 
me  the  same  privilege.  I  find  that  the  manufactured 
articles  exported  from  this  country  in  1878  amounted  to 
$4,681,756,  and  in  1882,  $4,264,454,  or  a  reduction  in  three 
years  during  which  the  National  Policy  was  in  force  of 
$417,302;  and  I  find  in  1884,  after  5  years’ experience  of 
the  National  Policy,  that  there  was  $504,610  worth  of 
manufactured  articles  less  exported  than  there  was  in  1878. 
Now,  here  is  a  business  that  the  National  Policy  was 
intended  to  foster  and  build  up,  and  we  find  from  this  report 
that  more  than  half  a  million  dollars  les3  was  exported  of 
these  articles  in  1884  than  in  1878,  which  shows  conclu¬ 
sively  to  my  mind  that  the  National  Policy  was  a  fraud  and 
has  proved  a  failure.  The  other  exports  of  this  country 
were :  Products  of  the  mine,  $3,442,492 ;  miscellaneous, 
$687,880 ;  coin  and  bullion,  $281,292.  The  exports  in 
1881-82  wore  $102,137,203;  in  1882-83,  $98,085,804 ;  and  in 
1883-84,  $91,406,496,  or  $10,730,707  less  than  in  1881-82,  or 
nearly  10  per  cent,  less  exports  from  1882  to  1884.  The 
only  way  that  you  can  figure  the  prosperity  or  depression 
of  a  country  is  by  the  exports  and  imports,  and  the  exports 
give  the  wealth  of  the  country  in  my  opinion.  Individuals 
may  become  rich  by  trading  with  each  other,  but  a  nation’s 
prosperity  depends  upon  the  development  of  its  resources 
whereby  it  oxports  to  foreign  countries  and  sells  in  foreign 
markets,  thereby  getting  their  wealth  and  returning  it  to 
the  country.  The  figures  I  have  given  show  conclusively,  I 
claim,  that  this  country  is  in  a  depressed  state.  In  1883-84 
wo  had  imports  $24,980,5 17  in  excess,  and,  unless  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  show  where  this  discrepancy  of  nearly  $25,000,000 
is  to  be  made  up,  I  claim  they  are  going  behind.  I  want  to 
show  how  protection  affects  the  farmer.  During  the  last  fiscal 
year,  the  farmers  of  this  country  exported  to  the  United 
States  $6,367,702  of  animals  and  their  products,  and  of 
agricultural  products,  $7,508,111,  making  a  total  of 
$13,875,813.  The  American  tariff  cf  20  per  cent.,  which  is 
a  loss  to  the  farmers  of  this  country,  because  they  sell  in 
the  American  market,  deducts  from  the  farmers’  pockets 
$3,775,162.  They  buy  within  10  per  cent,  as  much  as  they 
sell,  as  a  rule,  and  80  per  cent,  of  what  they  purchase  is 
foreign,  which  would  be  about  $10,000,000  worth  of  foreign 
goods  which  they  buy.  On  that  $10,000,000,  the  duty 
amounts,  on  an  average,  to  35  per  cent.,  which  would  be 
$3,500,000,  which  makes  a  total  of  $6,275,162  taken  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  farmers  during  the  last  fiscal  year  on 
account  of  protection,  of  which  $2,775,162  was  paid  into  tho 
American  treasury,  and  $3,500,000  into  the  Dominion  trea¬ 
sury.  You  may  say  that  what  they  pay  into  the  American 
treasury  does  not  affect  the  farmers  of  this  country.  I  have 
been  doing  business  between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
for  the  last  twenty-five  years,  and  I  know  that,  on  every 
animal  that  is  taken  from  Canada  and  sold  in  the  American 
market,  the  producer  loses  20  per  cent,  on  the  cost.  If  a 
horse  is  valued  at  $100,  the  farmer  loses  $20  on  it,  because 
the  duty  had  to  be  paid  before  he  sold  in  the  other  market, 
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and  the  same  with  cattle  and  sheep  and  anything  that 
is  produced  by  tho  farmer  and  exported  to  the  United 
States.  Here  is  an  item  which  to  some  will  seem  of 
very  little  importance,  the  item  of  eggs.  That  has  grown 
to  be  an  enormous  trade  in  this  country.  In  1882-83  there 
were  $2,255,856  worth  of  eggs  exported  from  this  country. 
This  last  fiscal  year  the  amount  was  only  $1,960,197,  or  a 
falling  off  of  about  2,000,000  dozen  of  eggs  during  tho  last 
fiscal  year.  The  farmers  on  that  article  alone  lost  during 
the  last  year  about  $344,000  on  duty.  The  hon.  member 
for  King’s,  Nova  Scotia  (Mr.  Woodworth)  stated  the  other 
night  that  the  producer  paid  the  duties  on  potatoes  going 
into  the  Boston  market.  I  quite  agree  with  him  that  the 
producer  pays  the  duty  on  potatoes  and  on  everything  sold 
in  the  American  market.  Where  the  market  is  established, 
when  there  is  a  duty  between  whore  it  is  produced  and  that 
market,  he  pays  the  duty  on  it.  At  the  same  moment  he 
turned  round  and  said  that  the  producer  paid  the  duty  on 
coal  in  the  same  way.  The  hon.  member  for  Brockville 
(Mr.  Wood)  last  night  made  nearly  the  same' statement. 
The  market  for  coal  is  established  in  the  United  States,  and 
all  expenses  attached  to  that,  after  the  market  is  estab¬ 
lished,  are  paid  by  the  consumers  in  regard  to  coal.  The 
Government  received  this  last  year  $1,316,381.90  in  duty 
on  coal.  Who  paid  that  to  the  Government?  Was  it  the 
producer  or  the  consumer?  I  claim  it  is  plain  enough  to 
be  seen  that  it  is  the  consumer  who  pays  that  duty  on  coal 
— there  is  no  question  about  it.  This  is  what  the  farmers 
have  got  to  suffer.  They  have  lost  during  the  last  year  over 
$6,250,000  by  protection.  It  is  time  they  began  to  get  their 
eyes  open  in  this  matter.  I  have  an  article  here  taken  from 
the  Jackson,  Michigan,  Patriot,  which  describes  the  views 
of  the  people  in  this  country  better  than  I  can  myself. 

“  Looking  at  the  facts,  setting  all  theories  aside,  we  cannot^  discover 
wherein  our  farmers  are  benefitted  an  iota  in  the  price  of  their  export¬ 
able  commodities  by  protective  taxation.  The  tariff  has  nothing  what¬ 
ever  to  do  in  fixing  the  price  of  articles  of  export.  And  of  our  total 
exports  from  80  to  90  per  cent,  are  the  non-protected  products  of  the 
soil. 

“  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  apparent  that  the  net  earnings  of  our 
farmers  are  very  much  reduced  by  the  protective  taxes  they  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  pay  on  nearly  everything  they  purchase  for  use  and  consump¬ 
tion. 

!,Tkey  sell  their  surplus  in  foreign  markets  where  our  tariff  laws  are 
inoperative  in  the  matter  of  prices,  and  they  buy  what  they  require  in 
the  way  of  farm  implements  and  household  articles  in  the  home  market 
where  the  tariff  is  operative  and  is  intended  to  keep  prices  far  higher 
than  they  would  be  if  there  was  no  tariff. 

“  The  price  of  their  surplus  wheat,  provisions  and  cotton  is  determined 
every  hour  in  Liverpool  in  competition  with  the  producers  of  the  world, 
while  the  price  of  much  that  they  buy  is  determined  by  the  cost  in 
foreign  markets,  plus  the  percentage  of  protected  taxation  levied  by  our 
tariff  laws. 

“  The  claim  that  our  farmers  are  enriched  by  protective  taxation  is  the 
shammiest  fraud  in  the  whole  category  of  frauds  used  to  bolster  up  the 
fallacies  and  sophisms  of  protection. 

“  But,  say  the  protectionists,  build  up  home  manufactures  by  the 
help  of  tariff  taxes  so  as  to  have  a  home  market  for  all  the  products  of 
the  soil.  That  is  impossible.  The  farmers  are  producing  600  millions  a 
year  more  products  than  the  home  market,  after  a  hundred  years  of  pro¬ 
tection,  can  furnish  a  market  for. 

“  In  all  leading  industries  our  present  capacity  for  producing  manu¬ 
factured  goods  exceeds  our  capacity  for  consumption.  There  is  bnt  one 
cry  in  all  protected  industries  at  present,  and  that  is  !  over-production.’ 
The  iron  furnaces  and  mills,  and  woollen  mills,  the  cotton  mills,  and  the 
boot  and  shoe  factories,  the  agricultural  implement  factories,  the  furni¬ 
ture  factories,  and  other  great  industries  are  suffering  for  the  lack  of  a 
market  for  their  products. 

“The  trouble  is  not  because  we  have  too  little,  but  because  we  have 
too  much,  aud  under  the  trade-restricting  tariff  system  cannot  sell  to 
people  of  other  countries,  because  we  will  not  buy  of  them  on  equal 
terms  such  things  as  they  have  to  dispose  of. 

“Trade  is  reciprocal,  and  protectionism  is  the ’enemy  of  reciprocal 
trade.  People  who  desire  to  sell  must  be  willing  to  buy,  or  else  trade  is 
impossible. 

“  Then,  under  our  tariff  system  of  placing  taxes  upon  raw  materials 
needed  by  our  manufacturers,  the  cost  of  manufacturing  is  so  increased 
that  they  cannot  sell  their  products  in  competition  with  manufacturers 
who  are  not  thus  handicapped.  The  manufacturers  of  England,  France 
and  Germany  are  not  burdened  with  tariff  taxes  levied  by  their  respec¬ 
tive  Governments  upon  the  raw  materials  they  use. 

‘  ‘  Placed  at  this  great  disadvantage  our  manufacturers  cannot  com¬ 
pete  with  them  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  For  this  reason  our  leading 
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industries  cannot  increase  much  beyond  merely  supplying  the  demand* 
of  the  home  market. 

“  The  only  way  to  increase  the  home  market  for  farm  products  is  to 
strike  down  the  tariff  restrictions,  which  are  an  embargo  upon  trade, 
remove  the  burdensome  tariff  taxes  from  all  raw  materials,  permit  fair 
and  free  competition,  and  let  the  best  men  and  nations  win. 

“Our  unprotected  farmers  successfully  compete  with  the  cheapest 
labor  in  the  markets  of  the  world;  and  our  manufacturers,  we  firmly 
believe,  could  do  with  equal  success  if  the  burdens  of  tariff  taxation 
were  removed  and  the  restrictions  imposed  upon  trade  by  our  tariff  laws 
were  abolished.” 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  from  a  farmer’s  standpoint  in  the  State  of 
Michigan,  and  it  touches  our  ease  in  this  country  precisely. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  tho  farmers  in  this  country  must 
understand  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  reduce  the  taxes 
raised  from  duties  down  to  what  they  were  before,  because 
the  expenses  of  the  Government  are  so  groat  that  the  taxes 
will  have  to  remain  high  for  a  long  period  of  years. 
Although  the  effects  are  pointed  out  here,  they  are  hard  to 
be  remedied  ;  no  matter  what  Government  may  be  in  power 
they  cannot  be  remedied  for  a  long  time  to  come.  Now,  I 
want  to  say  a  word  In  regard  to  the  bounties  on  pig  iron.  I 
claim  that  the  Government  have  no  right  to  take  the 
people’s  money  to  bolster  up  any  individual  industry  at  the 
expense  of  the  masses  of  the  people.  Any  municipality,  any 
corporation,  has  a  perfect  right  to  grant  bonuses  where  they 
expect  to  receive  some  return  in  the  way  of  advanced  value 
to  property,  as  in  the  case  of  a  railway,  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  where  they  expect  to  receive  either  direct  or  indirect 
advantage  from  it.  Bat,  when  the  Government  takes  money 
from  the  pockets  of  the  people  to  bolster  up  any  manufac¬ 
turing  industry,  and  which  money  has  to  be  paid 
by  the  mass  of  people,  I  say  it  is  decidedly 
wrong.  Now,  what  are  the  facts  ?  After  all  the 
assistance  given  by  the  Government  the  product  of  the 
pig  iron  industry  has  only  amounted  to  28,000  tons  last 
year.  A  bounty  of  $42,000  was  given  to  the  pig  iron 
industry,  and  I  claim  it  is  a  robbery  of  the  people.  Farmers, 
as  a  rule,  have  to  pay  for  these  things,  and  I  claim  it  is 
entirely  wrong.  Now, Sir, I  want  to  pay  attention  to  the  immi¬ 
gration  policy.  I  find  from  the  Auditor  General’s  report  for 
the  year  ended  30th  June,  1884,  that  the  total  expenses  for 
immigration  purposes  were  $511,208.83,  and  for  quarantine 
$64,117.89,  making  a  total  of  $575,326.72  paid  for  immigra¬ 
tion  and  quarantine.  I  also  find  that  $142,138.82  were  paid 
out  for  printing,  advertising,  &c.  The  first  on  the  list  in  this 
line  comes  the  Burland  Lithographic  Company,  $25,917.30; 
the  next  comes  the  Montreal  Gazette ,  $9,211.15  ;  tho  London 
Free  Press,  $6,075.60  ;  the  Toronto  Mail,  $9,803.92.  Now  I 
might  here  mention  that  the  Toronto  Mail  have  denied  that 
this  amount  of  money  was  received  by  them  for  printing  or 
publishing  in  any  way;  they  claim  that  it  was  the  Mail 
Printing  Company  that  received  the  money.  Well,  this 
printing  company  and  jobbing  company,  I  understand, 
belongs  to  the  Hamilton  Spectator,  and  if  it  is  taken  from 
the  Toronto  Mail  it  must  be  given  to  the  Hamilton  Spectator. 
We  find  also  the  Hamilton  Spectator  credited  for  $6,593.26  ; 
the  Montreal  Minerve,  $213;  the  Montreal  Herald ,  $2,767.20  ; 
the  Montreal  Industrial  World,  $2,500 ;  L.  J.  Demers  et  frere, 
$2,322.42 ;  J.J.  Foote,  Quebec,  $3,780.48;  H.W.  Bennett,  Pres 
cott,  $6,141.95;  G.  H.  Taylor,  Ottawa,  $1,600.  IfindMacLean, 
Roger  &  Co.,  of  the  city  of  Ottawa,  Government  Printers, 
received  the  enormous  sum  of  $34.  There  are  numerous 
other  smaller  items  that  I  will  not  mention,  varying  from 
$3  to  $1,000.  Now  I  find  there  is  a  charge  for  photographs. 
I  am  sorry  the  hon.  First  Minister  is  not  in  his  seat,  because 
I  wanted  to  ask  whether  this  was  a  photograph  taken  of 
himself  and  his  colleagues  in  the  Cabinet  to  be  sent  into 
foreign  countries  as  an  advertisement  to  induce  immigrants 
to  come  to  this  country  by  their  good  looks,  or  whether  it 
was  a  photograph  of  himself  taken  in  his  new  G.  C.  B. 
costume  given  by  the  Queen,  to  be  sent  into  foreign 
countries  for  the  same  purpose.  We  find  there  were 
expended  for  paper  for  pamphlets,  $27,660.79.  I  will 
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not  go  into  all  the  details  of  that  list,  but  I  find  the  sum  for 
printing,  advertisements,  &c.,  and  paper  for  pamphlets 
amounts  to  $109,327.85.  Next  we  find  that  $34,69?  was  paid 
for  travelling  expenses,  incidental  expenses,  and  so  forth. 
Heading  the  list  is  John  Dyke,  agent  at  Liverpool,  who  re¬ 
ceived  13  months’  salary,  $2,150. 18  ;  travelling  expenses, 
$9,331.94;  or  $27.52  per  day  for  the  whole  period  of  13 
months,  excluding  Sundays.  Next  comes  Thomas  Grahame, 
agent  at  Glasgow,  13  months’  salary,  $1,299.87 ;  travelling 
expenses, $3, 334.27 ;  or  $10  per  day,  excluding  Sundays.  Chas. 
Foy, Belfast,  13  months  salary,  $1,083.44,  travelling  expenses, 
$2,861.20;  or  $8.44  per  day.  Thomas  Connolly,  Lublin, 
13  months’  salary,  $1,083.44;  travelling  expenses,  $*,291.19 
or  $6.75  per  day.  J.  W.  Down,  Bristol,  15  months’  salary 
$608.33;  travelling  expenses,  $2,048.74,  or  $6.04  per  day. 
We  find  a  number  of  lesser  lights  receiving  smaller 
amounts,  which  I  will  not  mention.  I  make  these  state¬ 
ments  merely  to  show  the  people  of  the  country  how  the 
public  money  is  being  squandered,  and  in  order  to  give 
them  some  little  insight  into  these  matters.  I  find  also  in 
this  connection  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  credited  with 
receiving  $791  for  travelling  expenses  in  connection 
with  the  immigration  policy.  I  also  find  a  further 
sum  of  $718.40  was  received  by  Mr.  John  Dyke 
for  expenses  at  exhibitions,  which  makes  a  total  of 
$12,242  paid  to  this  one  man.  The  sum  of  $101,178.14 
was  paid  to  the  steamship  companies  for  assisted  passages. 
All  the  rest  of  this  vast  sum  of  money  has  been  squandered 
and  given  to  agents  and  others  to  assist  in  this  great  work. 
I  claim  that  this  is  a  gigantic  swindle  from  beginning  to 
end.  Only  $100,000,  in  round  figures,  out  of  the  enormous 
sum  voted  was  paid  for  assisting  emigrants  to  this  country, 
the  rest  being  swallowed  up  by  hungry  wolves  knock¬ 
ing  at  the  door  of  the  Government.  This  is  an 
outrage  on  the  people  of  this  country;  this  is  something 
which  should  not  be  tolerated  and  which  will  not  bo  toler¬ 
ated  by  the  people,  in  my  opinion.  I  want  to  show  how 
the  people  are  talking  and  acting  with  respect  to  it.  The 
lion,  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  claimed  credit  to 
the  Government  for  having  changed  their  policy  on  this 
point.  It  is  true  they  have  made  some  changes  in  their 
policy  in  regard  to  restricting  certain  classes  coming  to 
this  country;  but  they  deserve  no  credit  for  that  change  of 
policy  because  the  trade  and  labor  councils  throughout  the 
country  compelled  them  to  do  so.  The  bold  stand  they 
took  compelled  the  Government  to  yield,  and  therefore  the 
Government  deserve  no  credit.  I  desire  to  read  an  extract 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood), 
who  stated  that  laboring  men  had  no  grievances.  I  want 
to  show  that  hon .  gentleman  what  the  grievances  of  work¬ 
ingmen  are.  Here  are  resolutions  passed  by  the  wage 
workers  of  the  City  of  Hamilton,  wherein  they  state  : 

i 

“  Whereas,  the  system  of  importing  pauper  and  Chinese  labor  to  this 
country  by  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  does  not  in  any 
way  protect  the  industries  of  our  country  or  increase  the  wealth  of  the 
producers,  but  the  importation  of  pauper  and  coolie  labor  in  an  already 
glutted  labor  market  brings  and  increases  poverty  and  its  attending 
evils.  The  enforcement  of  labor  contracts  made  in  foreign  countries 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  wage-earners  of  Canada  will  result  in  a 
degrading  competition  that  will  break  the  noble  spirit  of  labor  and 
render  our  slavery  unbearable.  We  denounce  the  actions  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  criminal  in  protecting  the  manufacturers  aud  strangling  com¬ 
petition  by  the  many  unfair  advantages  derived  from  such  protection, 
while  the  producers  are  taxed  in  order  to  increase  their  number  and 
cheapen  the  cost  of  production. 

“  Therefore,  be  it  resolved,  That  the  workingmen  of  Hamilton  con* 
demn  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  allowing  the  importation  to  our 
shores  of  pauper  immigrants,  and  call  upon  them  to  take  measures  to 
return  such  foreign  paupers  as  are  now  in  our  laud  and  to  legislate 
against  the  arrival  of  others. 

“That  we  demand  the  recall  of  the  emigrant  agents  and  lecturers 
employed  by  the  Government  and  the  application  of  the  money  appro¬ 
priated  for  their  remuneration  to  some  public  work  upon  which  some 
unemployed  Canadians  can  earn  their  bread.  That  we  especially  pro¬ 
test  against  the  introduction  of  Chinese  labor  in  any  part  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion,  aud  call  upon  the  Government  to  send  back  all  Chinese  now  in 
Canada,  or  enforce  such  a  poll  tax  as  will  drive  them  hence. 
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“  That  we  demand  the  repeal  of  all  laws  that  do  not  bear  equally 
upon  capital  and  labor,  and  the  substitution  therefor  of  such  laws  that 
will  protect  the  laborer’s  rights  from  the  encroachments  of  selfish  cap¬ 
italists. 

_  “  That  the  workingmen  of  Hamilton  refrain  from  giving  support  to 
either  of  the  political  parties  in  the  future,  until  such  time  as  they  secure 
by  legislation,  not  promises,  their  rights.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Brockville  said  that  wage-workers 
had  no  grievances.  I  think  that  document  destroys  his 
theory  entirely.  Let  us  see  what  other  action  has  been 
taken.  The  City  Council  of  Toronto  on  the  16th  instant 
passed  a  resolution  to  petition  the  Governor  General  in 
Council,  the  House  of  Commons  and  Local  Legislature, 
praying  that  pauper  immigration  to  Canada  may  cease,  and 
that  both  Governments  abandon  the  paying  of  immigrants’ 
railroad  fares  from  any  of  the  ports  of  entry  to  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  Such  has  been  the  course  taken  by  Ontario,  and 
it  shows  plainly  that  the  people  of  Ontario,  and  those  of  the 
cities  especially,  are  determined  not  to  be  overran  in  future 
by  pauper  immigrants  if  they  can  possibly  prevent  it.  I 
claim  that  the  exodus  is  brought  about  almost  entirely  by 
this  immigration  question.  I  claim  that  the  young 
men  of  our  country  are  being  crowded  out  by  foreigners 
who  are  brought  in  and  take  the  places  which 
should  be  filled  by  our  native  young  men,  and 
as  they  cannot  obtain  remunerative  wages  for  their  services 
they  are  compelled  to  go  to  the  United  States. 
And  this  immigration  difficulty  is  the  very  reason,  to  a 
great  extent,  that  forces  them  out  of  this  country.  Hon. 
gentlemen  say  that  there  were  more  of  our  countrymen 
leaving  in  former  years  than  there  have  been  of  late,  but 
statistics  prove  the  contrary.  They  prove  that  there  have 
been  almost  three  times  as  many  who  have  left  during  the 
last  four  years  as  there  were  in  the  four  previous  years. 
This  shows  conclusively,  to  my  mind,  that  this  immigration 
policy  is  the  real  reason  for  forcing  these  young  men  out  of 
the  country.  I  can  say,  of  my  own  knowledge,  that  five  of 
my  own  relatives  left  my  neighborhood  within  a  few  years, 
four  of  them  for  Dakota  and  one  for  Michigan — all  of  them 
able  young  men.  Now,  this  is  very  serious,  and,  unless 
these  immigrants  are  stopped  from  coming  into  the 
country,  it  is  going  to  have  a  ruinous  effect.  We  have  the 
climate,  the  soil,  the  territory,  to  build  up  a  great  nation. 
What  we  want  now  is  a  Government  policy  which  will 
induce  foreigners  to  come  to  this  country  With  their  families 
and  locate  on  those  vast  territories  which  we  have  in  the 
west,  and  make  homes  for  themselves,  and  we  want  a 
policy  which  will  keep  them  here  when  they  come.  We 
do  not  want  a  policy  which  will  drive  them  out ;  but,  with 
a  good  policy  and  good  laws,  all  the  immigration  expenses 
necessary  is  to  devise  means  to  advertise  in  the  newspapers 
of  foreign  countries,  showing  that  we  have  a  country  here  fit 
for  people  to  come  to  and  make  homes  for  themselves,  and 
that  being  done,  I  claim  that  this  country  will  be  prosperous. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can  hardly  hope,  after  so 
many  able  speeches  have  been  made  on  the  motion  of 
the  Finance  Minister,  to  say  much  that  will  be  interesting 
to  the  House,  but  as  the  debate  is  drawing  to  a  close  I  feel 
it  incumbent  on  me  before  the  vote  is  taken  to  refer 
briefly  to  a  few  statements  which  have  been  made 
by  some  of  the  gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  said  that  the  speech  of 
the  Finance  Minister  was  a  remarkable  speech.  I 
agree  with  him;  and  I  venture  to  say  that  considering  the 
depressed  state  of  almost  every  industry  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  at  the  present  time  it  would  be  difficult  to  find 
another  man  in  this  House  who  could  havo  made  such 
a  speech.  For  my  part  1  only  know  one  at  the  present 
time,  and  he  is  not  now  in  Parliament.  When  that  gentle¬ 
man  was  obliged  to  draw  on  his  imagination  for 
his  facts,  he  was  always  very  demonstrative  in  man¬ 
ner,  and  very  emphatic  in  his  statements,  and  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  Finance  Minister  has 
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taken  a  leaf  out  of  his  book  in  the  present  instance, 
and  has  copied  from  his  role.  For  my  own  part 
I  was  somewhat  disappointed  in  the  speech  of  the 
Finance  Minister.  I  did  hope,  Sir,  that  with  the 
evidence  of  the  depression  on  the  right  hand  and  on  the 
left,  with  the  fact  staring  us  in  the  face  that  the  manufac¬ 
turing  industries  of  the  country  were  in  a  depressed  con¬ 
dition,  and  the  further  fact  that  almost  every  branch  of 
business  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  was  in  the  same 
state — I  did  hope  that  the  lion,  the  Finance  Minister 
would  have  made  a  clean  breast  of  it,  and  would  have  come 
to  this  House  the  present  Session  and  stated  boldly  and 
squarely  that  the  National  Policy  was  a  failure,  acknowledge 
that  he  was  incapable  of  lifting  the  country  out  of  the  confu¬ 
sion  and  depression  which  his  unwise  policy  had  brought  it  to, 
state  frankly  that  he  was  convinced  it  was  i  mpossible  to  make 
the  country  prosperous  and  the  people  rich  by  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament,  and  that,  therefore,  he  had  determined  to  retrace 
his  steps.  Had  he  done  so,  Mr.  Speaker — I  speak  for  my¬ 
self,  and  I  think  I  can  speak  for  a  good  many  on  this  side 
of  the  House — we  would  have  had  some  sympathy  for  him  ; 
we  would  have  said,  As  you  have  acknowledged  you  were 
wrong,  as  you  have  made  up  your  mind  in  future  to  pursue 
the  course  we  have  been  advocating  for  the  last  five  years, 
we  will  assist  you  to  the  fullest  extent  and  help 
you  out  of  your  difficulties.  The  Finance  Minister, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  did  not  think  proper  to  take 
that  course.  He  has  rather  chosen  to  say  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  I  know  the  business  of  the  country  is 
in  a  depressed  state  ;  I  know  I  have  taxed  you  beyond  what 
you  can  well  bear ;  I  know  I  have  taken  $20,000,000  more 
out  of  your  pockets  than  1  required  for  the  necessary  expendi¬ 
ture  of  the  country ;  I  know  all  this  and  I  know  there  is 
only  one  way  out  of  this  difficulty  at  the  present  time,  and 
that  is  to  make  a  change  in  the  trade  policy  of  the  country, 
and  go  back  as  near  as  possible  to  a  revenue  tariff. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Finance  Minister  after  having  in  effect  told 
the  people  that  notwithstanding  they  have  these  hardships 
to  bear ;  notwithstanding  he  had  takenihis  $20,000,000  from 
the  pockets  of  the  people— he  says  to  them  in  effect :  Well, 
you  ought  not  to  complain,  because  you  are  not  so  badly  Gff 
as  the  people  of  some  other  countries.  And  then  my  bon. 
friend  starts  on  a  false  basis  to  show  that  the  taxation  of 
the  Dominion  is  not  quite  equal  to  the  taxation  per  capita 
of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Australian  colonies.  Well, 
Sir,  if  that  were  true,  is  it  any  great  consolation  to  the 
people  down  by  the  sea,  who  have  paid  their  proportion 
of  this  $20,000,000,  which  has  been  expended  in  bridging 
canyons  and  tunnelling  mountains  on  the  Pacific  slope — is 
it  any  satisfaction  for  them  to  know  that  they  are  no 
worse  off  than  the  people  of  some  other  countries.  I  say  it 
is  not ;  and  I  say  the  Finance  Minister  will  not  get  any 
credit  from  the  poorer  classes,  whose  bread  and  fuel  are 
taxed  to  find  money  to  build  a  railway  thousands  of  miles 
away  from  them,  and  from  which  they  can  never  get  a  return 
of  one  dollar.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  the  country  complains 
of  at  the  present  time,  is  the  fact  that  the  Government  have 
been  false  to  their  pledges,  that  they  have  not  carried  out 
their  promises.  They  promised,  if  they  succeeded  to  power, 
in  1878,  to  make  times  good  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  they  pro¬ 
mised  that  there  should  be  no  depression ;  they  promised 
that  the  people  would  soon  be  made  rich  if  they  would  only 
put  on  all  sail.  Well,  I  ask  where  are  those  people  now 
who  took  the  advice  of  the  Finance  Minister  and  put  on  all 
sail  in  order  that  they  might  become  rich  in  a  short  time  ? 
Hundreds  of  them  have  gone  into  bankruptcy  in  the  last 
year,  and  I  am  afraid  that  hundreds  more  will  follow  in  the 
next  year.  But,  as  I  before  said,  what  the  country  has  to 
complain  of  at  present  is  that  the  Government  have  not  ful¬ 
filled  their  pledges.  Now,  I  must,  at  the  risk  of  repeating 
what  has  been  said  before,  briefly  refer  to  the  means  used 
in  1878  to  defeat  the  Mackenzie  Government,  and  1  think  I 


am  privileged  to  do  so  in  consequeoco  of  the  statement  made 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  the  answer  to  all  that 
has  been  said  by  us  was  the  fact  that  the  country  in  1878 
had  pronounced  in  favor  of  the  National  Policy,  and  had 
duplicated  that  verdict  again  in  1882,  Now,  Sir,  when  the 
elections  were  about  to  be  held  in  1878,  we  stated  that  if 
the  party  led  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  came  into  power  the 
country  would  have  to  submit  to  a  protective  policy  and, 
consequently,  increased  taxation.  That  statement  was 
denied  most  positively.  But  it  was  thought  necessary  by 
the  friends  of  the  Conservative  party  to  telegraph  to  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  he  had 
made  such  a  promise,  and,  if  so,  whether  he  intended  to 
carry  it  out.  I  will  read  his  message  in  reply,  as  it  was 
printed  in  the  Morning  Herald  of  Halifax,  in  capital  letter’s 
at  the  head  of  the  editorial  column,  and  transmitted  through 
the  country  in  every  direction.  It  was  as  follows : 

“  What  Sir  John  says  :  Neither  at  London  nor  elsewhere  hare  I 
gone  beyond  my  motion  in  Parliament- — - 

Well,  very  few  of  the  people  knew  what  that  motion  was— 

“and  I  have  never  proposed  an  increase,  only  a  readjustment  of  the 
tariff.” 

Well,  that  is  very  positive. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  suppose  it  is  true. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  say  that  telegram,  coming  from  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  who  was  the  leader  of  the  Conservative  party  in 
this  country,  had  a  wonderful  effect  upon  the  people,  because 
many  of  them  believed  it.  No  answer  could  have  been 
sent  at  that  time  which  would  have  had  such  an  effect  upon 
the  elections  as  that  telegram. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear, 

Mr.  VAIL,  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear,  hear.”  It 
may  have  been  something  to  be  proud  of  to  deceive  the 
people,  but  it  was  nevertheless  a  piece  of  deception  of  the 
very  worst  kind. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  VAIL.  No  doubt  it  was  a  good  political  move ;  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  had  to  do  it 
over  again,  he  would  not  send  exactly  such  a  reply. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  I  would. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Well,  it  had  its  effect  on  the  elections  of 
1878,  and  therefore  those  elections  were  carried  by  deceiving 
the  people.  Now,  another  little  piece  of  deception  was 
practised  in  St.  John,  New  Brunswick,  by  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister.  That  hon.  gentleman  told  the  people  of  St;  John 
that  the  Mackenzie  Government  had  been  spending  too 
much  money,  that  they  were  an  extravagant  Government, 
that  this  country  could  not  afford  to  spend  more  than 
$22,000,000  a  year,  that  had  he  been  Finance  Minister 
during  the  five  years  previous,  he  would  not  have  spent  more 
than  $22,000,000  per  annum,  that  that  was  all  the  country 
required,  and  any  man  who  would  spend  more  than  that, 
sum  was  not  fit  for  the  office  of  Finance  Minister. 
Now,  let  us  see  what  this  economical  Finance  Minister  has 
expended  since  he  came  into  power.  In  the  very  first  year 
after  he  came  in,  in  1879,  the  expenditure  wag,  in  round 
numbers,  $24,650,000 ;  in  1881,  it  was  $25,000,000 ;  in 
1882,  $27,000,000;  in  1883,  $28,730,000;  in  1884, 
$31,107,000  ;  and  the  expenditure  for  the  present  year  will 
be  still  more.  What  will  the  country  think  of  this,  after  the 
assurances  given  the  St.  John  people.  Now,  there  is  a 
certain  expenditure  which  is  under  the  control  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  themselves,  and  which  they  can  make  large  or 
small,  just  as  they  choose,  that  is  the  expenditure  for  the 
civil  service  of  the  country.  This  expenditure  requires  to  be 
looked  after  more  closely  than  perhaps  any  other.  Now, 
I  have  a  statement  of  the  expenditure  on  this  service  from. 
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1814  to  1885,  but  as  I  do  not  wish,  to  weary  the  House,  I 
will  only  give  the  amounts  for  the  last  years  of 
each  Government  as  a  comparison.  In  the  last  year 
that  my  bon.  friend  from  last  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie) 
was  in  power,  our  expenditure  for  civil  service  was 
$861,000,  whereas  the  expenditure  for  1885-86,  according  to 
the  estimates  of  the  present  year,  will  be  $1,200,000,  an 
increase  of  no  less  than  $339,000  per  annum.  Now,  you 
would  suppose,  if  there  was  an  expenditure  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  feel  a  disposition  to  curtail  as  far  as  possible, 
it  would  be  the  expenditure  on  the  civil  service  of  the 
Dominion.  I,  however,  find  the  number  of  persons 
employed  in  the  civil  service  under  the  Mackenzie  Gov¬ 
ernment,  390,  whereas,  according  to  the  estimates  of  1885-86, 
the  number  has  now  reached  the  large  figure  of  679, 
an  addition  of  over  70  per  cent,,  or  289,  since  1878. 
Now,  that  is  a  very  large  addition,  and  when  the  people  see 
these  figures,  I  think  they  will  make  up  their  minds  that  the 
Government  of  the  present  day  is  an  extravagant  Govern¬ 
ment.  Now,  to  go  back  to  the  election  of  1882,  it  will  be 
remembered  that  the  House  was  dissolved  a  year  before  the 
expiration  of  the  term.  The  business  of  the  country  had 
been  prosperous  ;  a  good  many  people  had  made  money; 
the  policy  of  the  present  Government  had  enabled  a  great 
many  people  who  were  interested  in  manufactures  previous 
to  1879  to  get  a  boom,  and  to  unload  their  stocks  upon 
other  people  at  a  large  advance  in  price  ;  and  business 
generally  speaking,  was  good.  The  Government,  I  suppose, 
took  for  granted  that  that  was  the  time  to  go  to  the  country, 
for  they  saw  the  little  cloud  in  the  distance  that  might  over¬ 
spread  the  whole  canopy  by-and-bye,  and  they  did  not 
know  in  what  condition  they  might  find  themselves  at 
the  expiration  of  the  Parliamentary  term.  Well,  what  did 
they  say  to  the  people  at  that  time  ?  They  told  the  people 
that  in  consequence  of  capitalists  being  anxious  to  invest 
large  sums  of  money  in  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the 
country,  and  the  fact  that  they  declined  to  invest  till  they 
could  be  assured  that  the  National  Policy  for  at  least  another 
five  years  would  be  continued,  the  Government  determined  to 
dissolve  the  House  and  go  to  the  people,  in  order  to  get  an 
answer  to  this  question  so  that  the  country  might  have  the 
benefit  of  this  promised  capital.  Well,  the  times  then  were 
good,  and  this  statement  coming  from  such  a  source  and  hav¬ 
ing  been  referred  to  in  the  Governor  General’s  speech,  led 
the  people  to  suppose  there  would  be  large  investments  in 
manufactures.  The  people  were  busy,  the  elections  were 
suddenly  sprung  upon  them,  very  few  took  any  interest  in 
the  contest,  and  the  consequence  was  the  Government  came 
back  with  about  the  same  majority  they  had  before. 
I  know  that  we  have  had  several  bye-elections  since.  1 
know  what  influences  the  Government  have  brought  to 
bear  in  some  cases  upon  constituencies  in  order  to  have 
their  friends  returned  ;  I  know  they  are  all-powerful ;  I 
know  what  is  said  to  the  people  when  the  bye  elections  are 
held.  'The  people  are  told :  The  Government  is  strong, 
they  are  backed  by  a  large  majority,  what  is  the  use  of  your 
returning  an  opponent  at  the  present  time  ?  And  I  suppose 
this  sentiment  prevails  except  in  very  intelligent  constitu- 
©ncies  where  the  people  are  guided  by  principle  and  are  not 
looking  for  favors  from  the  Government,  and  act  inde¬ 
pendently.  The  Government  have  been  fortunate  in 
carrying  these  bye-elections,  and  I  do  not  know  that  that  is 
any  very  great  disadvantage  to  the  Opposition*  I  think 
that,  as  the  matter  stands  at  present,  the  Government  had 
better  have  control  of  affairs  a  little  while  longer.  A  large 
majority  in  this  House  seem  willing  they  should  have  it, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  very  desirable  for  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  to  cross  the  floor  at  present,  and  shoulder  the 
difficulties  under  which  the  Government  are  laboring. 
There  is  not  a  day  that  we  do  not  see.  marked,  in  their 
countenances,  the  fact  that  they  have  almost  insur¬ 
mountable  difficulties  to  overcome.  Wo  know  they  are 
Mr.  Vail, 


interviewed  by  gentlemen  from  Ontario  in  the  liquor 
interest,  they  have  to  meet  gentlemen  in  the  milling  interest 
from  Ontario  and  other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  they  have  to 
confront  deputations  in  the  temperance  interest  from 
different  places,  they  have  to  meet  gentlemen  in  the 
corn  interest  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  ;  they  are 
confronted  by  gentlemen  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
interest  from  Montreal.  All  these  interests  have  to  be 
faced,  day  after  day,  and  where  the  money  is  to  come  from, 
when  the  Government  grant  all  the  requests  that  these 
people  make,  is  what  they  do  not  know.  They  have  just  now 
more  than  their  hands  full,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  am  willing  that  they  shall  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
Government  a  little  while  longer,  but  it  will  not  be  very  long. 
If  the  members  of  the  Government  had  always  been  of  the 
opinion  that  the  protective  policy  was  the  right  policy  for 
a  country  like  this,  I  would  not  feel  they  were  so  culpable, 
but  the  majority  of  them  have  changed  their  minds 
on  this  subject.  There  was  a  time  when  they  were  very 
much  opposed  to  a  protective  policy,  and  stated  plainly  that 
such  a  policy  would  be  detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of 
the  country.  And  I  believe  they  think  so  to-day,  but  having 
put  their  hand  to  the  plough  they  dare  not  look  back. 
Now,  I  propose  for  a  short  time  to  turn  my  attention 
to  my  hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
(Mr.  McLelan).  That  gentleman,  when  addressing  the 
House  the  other  night,  1  thought,  might  have  spared  us  his 
reference  to  speeches  previously  made,  because  his  statement 
was  contrary  to  the  facts.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  look 
cheery  and  pleasant,  and  when  they  make  speeches  make 
them  in  a  pleasant  manner.  I  do  not  think,  under  the 
circumstances,  that  the  Minister  should  have  referred  to 
them  in  the  way  he  did.  He  said  : 

“  They  have  assumed  a  tone  of  sadness  and  depression ;  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  sit  opposite  seem  to  be  acting  in  a  spirit  of  rivalry  as  to 
who  shall  present  the  condition  of  the  country  in  the  most  sad  and  dole¬ 
ful  colors  possible.  There  seems  to  be  a  rivalry  among  them  in  the 
spirit  of  that  which  may  be  supposed  to  exist  amongst  undertakers.” 

And  so  he  goes  on.  Well,  I  have  heard  a  great  many 
speeches  delivered  in  this  House,  and  I  have  heard  a  great 
many  delivered  elsewhere,  and  I  must  say,  that  a  more 
doleful  speech,  a  speech  uttered  in  more  dolorous  tones,  I 
never  heard  either  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  than  that 
which  came  from  the  mouth  of  the  Minister  for  Marine  and 
Fisheries  that  day.  He  looked  at  the  Finance  Minister  as 
if  he  would  like  to  bury  him,  because  the  latter  had  got 
him  into  the  uncomfortable  position  of  being  obliged  to 
make  a  speech  and  go  back  on  the  views  he  had  so 
often  and  so  strongly  expressed  in  days  gone  by.  When 
my  mind  carries  me  back  to  the  old  anti-confederate  debates, 
I  remember  that  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries — 
well  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  he,  but  there  was  a  Mr. 
McLelan  in  the  Local  House  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  that  Mr. 
McLelan  took  a  leading  partin  opposition  to  Confederation. 
He  made  a  great  many  strong  statements  then,  as  he  always 
does,  when  he  warms  up  to  his  subject.  He  generally  pre¬ 
pares  his  speeches  in  such  a  way  that  his  views  are  strongly 
expressed,  and  his  language  is  very  emphatic ;  but  on  all 
those  occasions  he  almost  excelled  himself.  I  will  read  a 
few  extracts  from  that  hon.  gentleman’s  speech,  which,  I 
think,  will  show  that  he  has  changed  his  mind  somewhat 
in  regard  to  what  should  be  the  proper  trade  policy  for 
the  Province  of  JNova  Scotia  at  least.  Mr.  McLelan  at  that 
time  objected  to  Confederation,  because,  in  the  first  place,  the 
Provinces  were  so  disunited  and  their  interests  so  different, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  form  a  Confederation  in  which 
the  Maritime  Provinces  would  be  sufficiently  protected  ;  in 
the  next  place  he  objected  to  Confederation  because  Ontario 
being  a  very  weak  country  and  not  able  to  defend  itself,  the 
militia  of  Nova  Scotia  would  be  brought  up  here  to  defend 
the  people  of  Canada ;  he  objected  again  to  Confederation 
because  the  people  of  Canada  were  a  very  extravagant 
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people,  while  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  were  an 
economical  people,  and  that,  therefore,  the  latter  would  be 
placed  in  a  very  awkward  position,  and  become  corrupt 
when  brought  into  contact  with  the  extravagant  people  of 
the  upper  Province  ;  further,  he  objected  to  Confederation, 
because  Nova  Scotia’s  interests  would  bo  sacrificed  and  her 
position  in  this  House  would  be  that  of  begging  for  what 
was  her  just  due  without  being  able  to  demand  it.  This  Mr. 
McLelan — of  course  I  will  not  say,  for  the  moment,  that  it 
was  my  hon.  friend  opposite — said  : 

"  The  fact  that  the  interests  of  the  Provinces  are  so  diversified  that 
each  has  its  own  interests  ;  and  its  centre  of  interests  within  itself  pre¬ 
cludes  the  possibility  of  a  federal  union  being  formed  to  work  harmoni¬ 
ously.” 

If  I  understood  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  the 
other  night,  he  said,  I  think,  that  everything  now  was  work¬ 
ing  harmoniously;  Then  h8  says  again  : 

“  Under  Confederation  we  shall  be  placed  under  the  same  tariff,  and 
the  delegates  had  not  looked  to  the  effect  of  this  increase  of  tariff.  It 
must  be  evident  to  all  that  whilst  we  import  $16.26  ” - - 

I  want  the  Minister  of  Fisheries  and  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  to  take  a  note  of  this— 

“  per  head  of  dutiable  goods,  while  Canada  only  imports  $9.33  per 
head,  we  shall  pay  into  the  general  revenue  nearly  double  the  amount 
paid  by  the  population  of  Canada.  We  are  larger  importers,  not  only 
because  of  our  pursuits,  but  because  we  have  the  means  of  paying  for 

more  goods.” 

You  see  he  thought  Nova  Scotia  was  a  very  rich  Province, 
while  Canada  was  a  very  poor  one.  Then  again  —he  grows 
a  little  more  eloquent  here — he  says  : 

“I  cannot  conceive  a  more  degraded  or  humiliating  position  than  the 
representatives  of  a  spirited  people  compelled  to  forego  their  political 
opinions — their  conscientious  convictions  on  all  public  questions — in 
order  to  obtain  for  their  people  a  consideration  in  the  distribution  of  the 
fuuds.  But  even  supposing  our  nineteen  representatives  could  so  far 
forget  themselves  as  to  turn  political  hucksters  and  offer  to  sell  them¬ 
selves,  body  and  soul,  they  will  never  obtain  more  than  a  few  pickings 
from  the  public  chest,  which  we  shall  do  more  than  our  share  in  filling. 
Under  any  circumstances,  however  humiliating,  we  shall  be  powerless 
to  enforce  a  just  consideration  of  our  interests.” 

Has  Mr.  McLelan  changed  his  mind,  I  wonder,  before  this  ? 
I  am  not,  of  course,  alluding  to  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries.  Then,  again,  he  goes  on  very 
pointedly,  and  puts  down  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  and  so  on  : 

“1st.  We  surrender  the  entire  control  of  the  constitution  of  this 

country. 

“2nd.  We  endanger  the  harmony  existing  among  us  as  fellow  colon¬ 
ists  by  bringing  our  diverse  interests  into  conflict. 

“3rd.  We  reduce  our  local  expenditure  for  road3  and  bridges  to  a 
large  amount,  or  supply  that  deficiency  by  direct  taxation . 

“4th.  We  subject  ourselves  to  the  annoyance  and  tax  of  the  Stamp 
Act. 

“5th.  We  surrender  to  Canada  the  power  to  tax  us  to  any  extent  their 
extravagance  may  render  necessary,  and  which  I  have  shown  you  in 
the  outset,  $782,560  (per  annum,  I  suppose.’*") 

A  little  further  on  he  says  : 

“  Confederation  instead  of  extending  the  commerce  of  the  country 
will  rathar  cripple  trade.  I  have  already  shown  that  Confederation 
must  necessarily  impose  on  us  a  very  heavy  tariff  and  exceedingly  large 
burthens.  The  consequence  of  this  will  be  to  increase  the  cost  of  liv¬ 
ing  and  producing  the  articles  of  export.  And  when  you  increase  the 
cost  of  living  ” — — 

Listen  to  this.  This  is  very  important  just  now— — 

“  and  of  wages,  you  are  unable  to  compete  with  other  countries  in  the 
sale  of  your  coal  and  fish  and  other  articles  of  which  Nova  Scotia  is 
especially  calculated  to  produce.” 

Well,  that  is  pretty  strong  language,  and  it  was  very  pointed 
at  that  time.  I  shall  oniy  refer  to  one  other  paragraph, 
because  it  is  not  worth  while  to  take  up  the  time,  though 
I  have  the  volume  here  and  might  read  on  for  half  an  hour. 
He  says : 

“  The  House  has  now  before  it  its  death  warrant,  and  while  we  may 
not  hope  to  3ee  it  die  like  a  Christian,  it  should  at  least  imitate  the 
Indian  savage  who  sings  his  death  song  with  calmness  and  dignity,  in 
the  belief  that  he  is  about  to  enter  the  happy  hunting  grounds,  and  in 
like  manner  did  I  expect  to  see  the  advocates  of  this  proposition  sing  the 
death  song,  inasmuch  as  it  will  give  them  the  entrance  to  Canada,  the 
‘happy  hunting  ground,’  for  office-seekers. ” 


Does  my  hon.  friend  recognise  this  Mr.  McLelan  of  1865  ? 
in  the  person  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 
Well,  that  Mr.  McLelan  did  find  the  happy  hunting  ground 
of  office.  No  sooner  was  Confederation  carried  than  he 
joined  Mr.  Howe  in  a  delegation  to  Ottawa  for  better  terms. 
That  resulted  in  getting  an  advance  annually  for  tho  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  gave  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Marine  a  seat  in  the  Senate  and  a  commissionership  on 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  board.  My  hon,  friend  filled  tho 
position  until  after  my  friend  the  member  for  East  York 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  came  in,  when  the  Board  of  Com¬ 
missioner’s  was  done  away  with.  My  friend  remained  out 
of  office  for  a  certain  time,  but  he  was  uneasy,  and  the  time 
very  soon  came,  in  1818,  when  he  was  enabled  to  do  his  part 
in  inducing  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  to  accept  a 
policy  which  he  had  told  them,  in  the  strongest  language, 
and  over  and  over  again,  would  be  ruinous  to  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  Province  he  is  the  sole  representative  of 
in  the  Cabinet.  He  has  been  in  the  Cabinet  some 
time,  and  I  have  never  heard  him  venture  to  make  a 
speech  touching  upon  this  question  until  his  speech  the 
other  day.  I  am  sorry  ho  has  had  to  go  back  upon  his 
former  record,  I  am  sorry  he  was  not  in  a  position  at  all 
events,  if  he  had  gone  back  on  his  record,  to  tell  the 
House  that  he  was  mistaken  in  his  views,  that  he  was  the 
representative  of  a  Province  which,  although  he  had  said  it 
would  be  under  great  disadvantages  in  the  Confederation, 
was  now  in  a  good  position,  that  he  had  been  mistaken  in 
regard  to  the  trade  policy  which  was  required  for  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  but  had  changed  his  mind,  and  now  had  good  reasons 
to  believe  that  the  protective  policy  was  an  advantageous 
policy  for  the  Province  he  represents.  I  hoped  he  would  be 
in  a  position  to  go  from  one  end  of  that  Province  to  the  other, 
and  point  out  where  this  National  Policy  has  been  of  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  country.  But  he  did  not  do  it.  He  scarcely 
referred  to  Nova  Scotia.  You  would  hardly  have  supposed 
he  ever  saw  Nova  Scotia,  that  he  had  any  interest  in  Nova 
Scotia,  much  less  that  he  was  the  sole  representative  in  the 
Cabinet  of  tho  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  My  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries — I  am  sure  he  will 
allow  me  to  call  him  that,”  may  retort  on  me  to 
some  extent  and  say :  You  were  an  anti-confederate  too. 
Well,  there  is  some  truth  in  that,  but  my  position  in  regard 
to  Confederation  was  exactly  this — I  am  not  ashamed  that  all 
the  world  should  know  it.  When  Confederation  was  first 
spoken  of,  and  the  delegates  met  to  ai’range  it,  I  said  that, 
I  could  not  see  any  advantage  in  it  from  a  Provincial  stand¬ 
point,  but  if  it  was  the  wish  of  the  British  Government  and 
would  strengthen  the  British  Empire,  and  if  I  could  be  shown 
a  scheme  under  which  all  the  Provinces  could  be 
protected,  I  thought  we  were  in  duty  bound  to  accept 
it,  but  I  must  first  know  whether  the  smaller 
Provinces  would  be  properly  protected  in  the  Con¬ 
federation  and  would  have  sufficient  funds  to  carry  out 
their  local  expenditures.  When  the  Quebec  scheme  was 
framed,  as  every  man  knows  in  this  House,  who  studied 
the  subject  at  all,  the  smaller  Provinces  were  entirely  sacri¬ 
ficed,  they  were  placed  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Upper 
Provinces,  and  while  their  taxation  would  be  largely 
increased  they  would  not  have  more  than  half  enough  money 
to  carry  on  their  local  works.  When  I  saw  that,  1  objected 
to  Confederation,  and  I  continued  my  objection  until  we  got 
the  better  terms  after  we  were  confederated  ;  and  then  I 
said,  in  my  place  in  the  House  of  Assembly  :  We  have  got 
better  terms,  we  have  got  all  we  can  for  the  present  though 
we  may  get  more  by-and-bye,  and  I  think  we  are  bound 
to  accept  the  better  terms  as  an  instalment  and  give 
Confederation  a  trial.  Would  anyone  say  that  I  took 
an  improper  course  ?  Have  not  subsequent  events 
shown  that  I  was  right  in  the  course  I  took  ?  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  the  Provinces  were  getting  along  very  well  up 
to  1879.  There  was  no  real  cause  of  complaint.  The  tariff 
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we  then  had  was  a  pretty  fair  tariff,  though  it  was  very 
easy  at  that  time  to  show  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  the  other  Maritime  Provinces,  were  all  paying  more 
per  capita  than  the  people  of  the  other  Provinces. 
At  the  same  time,  we  had  no  great  reason  to  complain. 
There  was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Nova 
Scotia  to  make  th8  best  of  Confederation  ;  there  was  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  New  Brunswick 
to  make  the  best  of  it  ;  and  I  believe  Prince 
Edward  Island  intended  to  make  the  best  of  it 
whon  she  came  in  ;  but,  Mr  Speaker,  the  National  Policy 
made  a  very  great  change  in  the  feeling  of  the  people 
towards  Confederation,  and  I  am  sorry  for  it.  I  am  as 
much  interested  in  the  Dominion  and  desire  its  prosperity  as 
strongly  as  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  or  any  man  in 
this  country,  and  my  wish  is  to  see  this  country  prosper 
from  one  end  to  the  other.  I  desire  to  see  all  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  in  a  prosperous  condition,  consequently  I  feel  in 
duty  bound  to  tell  the  Government  that  their  present  trade 
policy  is  day  by  day  drawing  the  very  life  blood  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  I  do  not  want  to  array  one  Province 
against  another,  but  I  do  not  want  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
to  suppose  that  they  are  being  ruined  by  Confederation ; 
but  I  do  want  them  to  understand  that  the  cause  of  their 
unsatisfactory  condition  at  the  present  time  is  bad  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  National  Policy ;  it  is  because  of  a  protective 
policy  which  is  not  suited  to  our  Province,  and  which  the 
Minister  of  Marine  educated  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  up 
to  believe  would  be  ruinous  to  us, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Not  a  protective  policy,  but  a  National 
Policy. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Well,  is  not  this  National  Policy  a  protective 
policy  ?  That  is  just  where  the  trouble  is.  If  it  was  a  proper 
National  Policy  instead  of  a  protective  policy  the  people 
would  not  be  so  opposed  to  it,  but  the  trouble  is,  it  is  a  highly 
protective  policy ;  and  the  people  have  never  been  accus¬ 
tomed  to  such  excessive  taxation.  The  trade  returns  show 
that  this  policy  takes  more  money  out  of  the  people  of  the 
lower  Provinces,  according  to  their  population,  than  it  does 
out  of  the  people  of  the  other  Provinces,  and  thus  it  works 
unfairly  and  unjustly  to  them.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
extracted  from  the  trade  returns  some  figures  showing  the 
amount  of  duty  that  we  have  paid  in  Nova  Scotia  since 
the  National  Policy  came  into  full  operation.  We  paid 
in  1880,  $1,298,513,  which  was  about  the  amount  that 
we  paid  previous  to  that  time.  Now  in  the  first  year  after 
that  the  difference  between  what  was  collected  in  1880  and 
in  1881  was  $200,658  ;  in  1882  it  was  $459,000 ;  in 
1883,  $535,000;  in  1884,  $608,600,  making  in  the  four 
years  an  increase  under  the  National  Policy  of 
$1,803,510.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  had  we  imported  a  larger 
amount  of  goods  we  would  have  no  reason  to  complain, 
because  we  must,  as  a  matter  of  course,  pay  a  larger  amount 
upon  a  larger  importation.  But  that  is  not  the  case.  The 
value  of  the  dutiable  goods  we  imported  in  1884  was  only 
$6,468,000,  and  on  that  sum  we  paid  over  $1,900,000 
whereas,  in  1879,  we  only  paid  $1,183,000  on  $6,829,000 
of  dutiable  goods  imported.  I  may  now,  perhaps, 
refer  to  the  bread  tax.  This  is  a  heavy  tax 
on  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  bears  very  hardly  upon 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  people,  who  pay  the  largest  portion 
of  this  tax.  The  amount  collected  on  corn  meal  is 
very  large,  and  we  know  that  that  is  consumed  mostly  by 
the  poorer  classes,  and  by  the  lumbermen  and  fishermen. 
Now,  the  Finance  Minister  has  collected  from  the  '  poorer 
classes  of  the  people  in  Nova  Scotia,  since  the  National 
Policy  was  introduced,  up  to  the  1st  of  December,  1884, 
$332,000  on  breadstuffs  alone.  That  is  a  very  heavy  tax,  and 
I  did  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  after  the  Finance  Minister 
acknowledged  that  he  has  taken  $20,000,000  more  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people  in  the  last  four  or  five  years  than  he 


required  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  country,  that  he 
would  to  have  taken  this  duty  off  flour  and  meal— I  may  say, 
off  the  staff  of  life— which  is  such  a  heavy  burthen  on 
the  people  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  yet  see  his  way  clear  to  do  so. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  referred  to  the  protective  policy, 
and  I  have  shown  pretty  clearly,  I  think,  that  it 
bears  hardly  upon  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  have 
looked  at  this  report  of  the  commissioner  sent 
down  to  examine  into  the  industries  of  Nova  Scotia,  but  I 
have  not  been  able  to  extract  much  information  from 
it.  It  appeal’s  that  the  commissioner  went  to  Halifax  and 
after  that  visited  only  two  or  three  of  the  central  counties, 
so  of  coui’se  he  could  not  make  a  veiy  extensive  or  reliable 
report.  But  taking  it  on  the  whole,  it  is  not,  I  suppose,  as 
as  far  as  it  goes,  wbat  I  may  call  a  very  unfair 
report.  The  greatest  unfairness  about  it,  I  think,  is  the 
rather  important  omission,  that  he  has  entirely  neglected  to 
tell  us  how  many  industries  have  been  closed  up  since  the 
National  Policy  was  introduced.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  pretend  to  know  something  about  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  and  I  have  taken  some  little  pains  to 
get  infoi’mation  in  regard  to  the  position  of  that  Province 
from  one  end  to  the  other.  I  think  I  know  more  about  it 
than  the  commissioner  that  was  sent  there,  and  I  can  tell 
the  House  pretty  clearly  what  changes  have  been  made, 
how  many  manufactories  have  been  established  and 
how  many  have  been  closed.  In  Yarmouth,  since 
the  pi’otective  policy  was  introduced,  they  have  estab¬ 
lished  a  woollen  mill,  a  duck  factory,  and  a  knit¬ 
ting  factory,  I  do  not  know  that  thei’e  has  been  any  indus¬ 
try  closed  up.  In  Digby  County  there  has  been  nothing  estab- 
shed  since  1878.  We  had  at  that  time  three  large  tanneries, 
two  within  a  stone’s  thi’ow  of  each  other,  and  a  third  not 
moi’e  than  two  miles  away.  They  were  all  doing  a  fairly 
prosperous  business  up  to  the  introduction  of  the  Protective 
Policy;  they  are  all  closed  up  now,  and  thei’e  is  not  a  man 
to  be  seen  about  them.  In  Annapolis  County  thei’e  has 
been  nothing  established,  and  two  foundi’ies  and  one  organ 
factory  have  been  closed.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  the 
organ  factory  was  removed  to  Truro,  in  the  county  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fishei’ies.  As 
regards  KiDg’sCounty,  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  much 
information,  but  if  there  have  been  any  changes  made  for  the 
bettei’,  which  I  doubt,  they  have  been  very  slight  indeed, 
and  are  in  no  manner  due  to  the  Pi’otective  Policy.  In 
Hants  there  was  a  cotton  mill  established,  which  is  now 
running  at  the  expense  of  the  owners  of  the  stock.  They 
have  not  paid  any  dividend,  I  think — so  far  at  all  events. 
Whether  they  have  or  not,  I  am  quite  sure  they  have  not 
made  a  dollar.  This  last  year  the  factory  was  closed  for 
some  time.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  running  now  or  not. 

Mr.  ALLISON.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to 
read  from  the  Windsor  Courier  a  statement  regarding  that 
factory  ? 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
interrupting  me  if  I  make  a  misstatement,  hut  unless  he 
can  correct  me,  I  think  he  asks  too  much,  when  he  asks  me 
to  allow  him  to  read  the  paper  now. 

Mr.  ALLISON.  I  think  that  is  the  best  refutation  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  member. 

Mr.  VAIL.  No  doubt  what  the  hon,  gentleman  says  is 
correct  in  regard  to  the  newspaper  article,  hut  we  can’t 
always  rely  on  what  appears  in  the  newspapers.  I  acknow¬ 
ledge  that  a  statement  made  of  the  gentleman’s  own  know¬ 
ledge  would  be  entitled  to  some  weigflt,  and  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  receive  any  explanations  he  has  to  make,  he  may 
know  something  in  regard  to  the  cotton  factory  that  I  do 
not  know  ;  but  I  know  that  it  has  not  made  any  money,  and 
that  it  was  closed  for  a  certain  time  this  autumn,  whether 
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it  is  closed  now  or  not,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  The  com¬ 
pany,  I  was  told,  opened  negotiations  with  the  Upper  Pro¬ 
vince  manufacturers  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  fixed 
prices  at  which  the  product  should  be  sold, and  it  was  said  that 
unless  they  were  able  to  make  this  arrangement  they  would 
not  be  able  to  run  the  mill.  That  I  know,  in  Halifax  there 
have  been  three  sugar  refineries  and  one  cotton  mill  estab¬ 
lished.  The  stock  of  the  old  sugar  refinery  is  about 
$350,000  or  $360,000.  At  the  annual  meeting  held  during 
this  year,  since  Parliament  opened,  the  annual  statement 
was  presented,  and  it  showed  as  the  result  of  the 
year’s  operations  that  the  concern  had  lost  $208,000.  I 
think  that  is  a  pretty  big  loss  considering  that  the  capital 
is  only  about  $360,000.  The  refinery  in  my  opinion,  has 
not  been  of  much  advantage  to  the  stockholders,  as  it  has 
only  paid  one  small  dividend  since  it  commenced  operations. 
The  cotton  mill  has  been  running,  but  I  do  not  think  it  has 
made  any  money  or  declared  a  dividend.  One  foundry  has 
boon  closed.  I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  it  was  closed 
after  1878  or  about  that  time  ;  but  at  all  events  it  is  closed 
now.  A  second  one,  which  was  a  very  important  industry 
in  the  town  of  Dartmouth,  where  the  junior  member  for 
Halifax  resides,  went  into  bankruptcy  last  fall.  That  is 
about  all  the  National  Policy  has  done  for  Halifax,  In 
Shelburne,  I  understand,  a  small  wollen  mill  has  been 
established,  which  employs  about  half  a  dozen  hands.  There 
is  also  a  trunk  factory  which  employs  four  or  five  hands.  In 
Queen’s  nothing  whatever  has  been  established ;  and  one 
foundry,  which  was  doing  considerable  business  before  the 
Protective  Policy  was  introduced,  has  failed,  and  is  now 
closed.  In  Lunenburg,  a  small  woollen  mill,  which  em¬ 
ploys  about  half  a  dozen  hands,  has  been  established.  I 
think  that  is  all  that  the  National  Policy  has  done  for  that 
county.  In  Colchester,  the  county  represented  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  a  hat  and  cap  factory,  a  knit¬ 
ting  factory,  and  a  canned  milk  industry,  have  been 
established.  I  do  not  think  the  protective  policy  has  done 
very  much  for  the  last  named,  for  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
change  was  made  in  the  duties  which  would  help  that 
industry  very  much.  On  the  other  hand,  the  large  steel 
works,  which  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  told  us  the 
other  day  was  one  of  the  industries  the  National  Policy  was 
especially  designed  to  build  up  and  foster,  failed  last  year, 
and  the  concern  is  in  liquidation  now,  as  my  hon,  friend 
near  me  says ;  it  is  in  the  hands  of  assignees.  So,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  the  country  was  called  upon  to  pay  a 
tax  of  $1.50  a  ton  on  iron  as  a  bounty  to  that  company  to 
keep  it  alive,  it  is  dead  now,  although  it  was  able  to  run 
before  1878,  and  had  been  running  many  years  before  that 
time.  Besides,  the  Union  woollen  mills  near  Truro  have 
failed.  One  would  hardly  suppose  that  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  being  a  member  of  the  Government, 
would  allow  any  industry  in  his  county  to  fail  under  what 
he  calls  a  National  Policy.  The  Archibald  tannery,  also 
near  Truro,  which  was  a  large  concern,  is  now  closed. 
There  was  a  shoe  factory  which  did  a  pretty  large  business 
there,  and  it  is  also  closed.  Now,  after  this  exhibit,  I 
should  like  hon.  gentlemen,  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  included,  to  tell  me  what  the  National  Policy  has 
done  for  the  county  he  represents.  There  are  more  indus¬ 
tries  closed,  and  the  most  important  industries  in  that 
county  have  been  closed  up  since  1878.  All  the  most 
important  industries  that  were  established  prior  to  1818  are 
closed.  Yet  I  am  told  that  the  National  Policy  is  the  policy 
that  should  be  carried  out  in  the  interests  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  I  have  inquired  respecting  Cumberland,  and  I 
cannot  find  that  any  new  industries  have  been  established 
in  that  county.  We  had  woollen  mills  established  there 
before  the  National  Policy,  and  I  recollect  seeing  the  pro¬ 
prietor  of  one  of  them  at  the  exhibition  in  Halifax,  when  he 
was  exhibiting  his  cloths  there  after  the  National  Policy 
was  introduced.  He  told  me,  at  that  time,  showing  me  his 


cloth,  that  he  could  manufacture  at  a  profit  previous  to  the 
introduction  of  tho  protective  policy;  that  he  wanted  no 
National  Policy.  He  said  he  was  satisfied  the  inducements 
neld  out  by  the  Government  under  the  protective  policy  to 
invest  money  in  different  industries  would  result,  before 
many  years  had  passed,  in  such  competition  as  would  p-ovo 
the  ruin  of  those  industries,  and  his  words  have  often 
occurred  to  me  in  tho  last  year  or  two.  Ho  was  a  prophet, 
and  he  exactly  predicted  what  has  taken  place,  for  that  is 
the  injury  which  the  National  Policy  has  done  to  the 
industries  of  this  country,  and  it  is  from  the  effects 
of  over-competition  that  they  are  suffering  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  I  go  on  to  the  county  of  Pictou.  A  glass 
factory  and  steel  works  have  been  established  there.  I 
believe  they  are  doing  a  very  fair  business  at  the  present 
time ;  at  all  events  they  are  working.  During  the  last 
year  two  of  the  largest  tanneries  in  that  county,  which 
were  the  largest  in  Nova  Scotia  and  as  large  as  any 
in  the  Dominion,  were  closed  ;  and  either  ono  of  those 
tanneries,  if  I  am  correctly  informed,  employed  more  men 
than  the  two  new  industries,  the  glass  factory  and  steel 
works  put  together.  I  ask,  therefore,  what  has  the  National 
Policy  done  for  Pictou  county?  I  proceed  to  Antigonish, 
nothing  established  there  ;  Guysboro,  nothing  there  ;  Bich- 
mond,  nothing  there ;  Inverness,  I  am  not  quite  sure  about 
that  county ;  but  if  any  new  industry  has  been  established 
it  is  bn  a  very,  very  small  scale  indeed.  There  has  been 
nothing  in  Victoria;  and  I  believe  nothing  of  any  con¬ 
sequence  in  Cape  Breton.  I  ask  this  House  why  it  is  that 
hon.  gentlemen,  who  ought  to  know  better  and  who,  I 
believe,  do  know  better,  will  stand  up  and  speak  in  favor  of 
the  National  Policy  when  the  result  of  it  has  been  as  I  have 
stated.  I  will  turn  for  one  moment  to  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
missioner  who  was  sent  out  to  investigate  the  industries  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  read  a  few  extracts  from  that 
report.  It  seems  that  in  the  county  of  Halifax  ho  visited 
about  45  manufactories,  large  and  small.  Of  this  number, 
although  his  business  was  doubtless  to  get  an  expression  of 
opinion  in  favor  of  the  protective  policy,  27  of  them  said 
nothing,  9  of  them  have  spoken  out  against  the  National 
Policy,  and  9  have  spoken  in  favor  of  it.  He  says  : 

“  The  Acadia  steam  biscuitfactoryundconfectioneryproprietorsays 
‘  In  1878  this  establishment  only  manufactured  confectionery  ;  in  1881 
the  biscuit  business  was  added.  We  find  openings  for  business  in  New 
Brunswick,  Prince  Edward  Hand  and  Nora  Scotia.  The  Upper 
Canadians  are  our  most  troublesome  competitors.  They  '  slaughter  ’ 
their  goods  in  our  territory, supplying  customers  at  figures  below  their  own. 
prices,  and  selling  also  to  retail  dealers  in  a  way  that  interferes  with 
the  wholesale  dealer.  We  would  have  no  difficulty  in  successfully 
competing,  if  the  Western  Provinces’  men  would  only  sell  at  western 
home  prices.  Time  will,  in  all  probability,  cure  this  evil.’  ” 

Here  is  another  extensive  concern  of  which  he  says : 

“  Macdonald  &  Co.,  extensive  brass  founders,  steam  and  hot  water 
engineers,  plumbers,  coppersmiths,  gas  fitters  and  hoopers,  were  in¬ 
disposed  to  furnish  information  of  any  kind.  This  concern  was  started 
in  1865.” 

Now  that  does  not  look  as  if  they  were  favorable  to  the 
National  Policy,  or  that  it  was  necessary  to  their  existence 
because  they  had  been  running  since  1865.  Here  is  another 
person  who  speaks  of  tho  National  Policy  : 

“  The  National  Policy  affects  us  beneficially  in  the  candy  line,  but 
otherwise,  in  some  respects  at  least,  in  other  lines.  For  instance,  the 
duty  on  coal  is  against  us  ;  only  a  day  or  two  ago  we  paid  $100  on  a 
cargo  cf  hard  coal,  of  which,  by  the  way,  we  use  a  considerable 
quantity.  There  are  other  articles  also  which  occupy  a  place  objection¬ 
able  to  us  on  the  dutiable  tariff  list.  But  one  can’t  expect  everything  in 
his  own  favor.  Other  industries  than  ours  must  share  in  the  benefit 
derivable  from  the  protective  system  which  the  National  Policy 
supplies.” 

Longard  Bros.,  steam  and  hot  water  heaters,  machinists 
and  stove  fitters,  remark  : 

“  That  they  have  plenty  of  work,  and  could  do  more  if  their  facilities 
were  extended.  They  make  this  reference  to  the  tariff: — !  The  duties  on 
articles  used  in  our  business,  which  we  obtain  from  the  United  States, 
are  too  high.  So  far,  we  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  in  the  Dominion 
satisfactory  articles  for  fittings,  either  in  copper,  brass  or  iron.” 
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Here  is  another: 

“  R.  Taylor,  of  the  Halifax  boot  and  shoe  factory,  carries  on  extensive 
works  and  manages  with  skill  and  prudence  a  very  lar^e  business  His 
works  are  located  on  the  continuation  of  Brunswick  Street  (formerly 
Barrack  Street),  and  his  warerooms,  etc  ,  are  on  Hollis  Street.  He  has 
been  in  business  fourteen  years  and  has  made  considerable  progress 
duriug  that  period,  adding  from  time  to  time  to  his  outfit  machines  of 
the  latest  and  most  improved  designs.  The  proprietor,  judging  from 
the  tenor  of  his  remarks,  is  not  an  ardent  Unionist  nor  yet  an  admirer  of 
the  National  Policy.  He  says  : — “Business  is  dull.  Confederation  is 
one  causa  of  this  dulness,  and  the  National  Policy  is  another.  The 
duties  on  certain  articles  used  in  manufacturing  boots  and  shoes,  such 
as  serge,  elastic,  and  findings  in  general,  is  objectionable.  These  articles 
are  not  made  in  the  Dominion,  nor  even  in  the  United  States,  except, 
perhaps,  in  the  case  of  a  few  articles.  There  is  not  sufficient  encourage¬ 
ment  to  warrant  any  one  engaging  in  their  manufacture.  We  get  our 
suppliesfrom  England.  Serge  was  duty  free  before  the  National  Policy 
came  into  force.” 

That  does  not  say  much  in  favor  of  the  National  Policy 
for  that  industry. 

Mr.  BQWELL.  It  shows  the  impartiality  of  the  report. 

Mr,  VAIL.  I  am  glad  that  it  is  impartial  in  one  respect. 
He  has  made  a  pretty  fair  report,  but  he  has  left  out,  as  I 
before  said,  what  is  a  very  important  thing,  and  that  is  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  factories  closed  in  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia  since  the  National  Policy  was  introduced. 

“  J.  P.  Mott  &  Go.  carry  on  a  large  spice  factory  and  lime  and  soap 
works  in  Dartmouth,  but  the  leading  proprietor  was  decidedly  reticent, 
considering  that  neither  the  country  nor  any  one  or  more  individuals  iu 
it  had  any  right  to  a  knowledge  of  his  business.  That  the  works  were 
started  some  37  years  ago  is  all  the  knowledge  that  could  be  gathered 
from  a  direct  interview  with  Mr.  Mott.” 

I  may  say  knowing  that  gentleman  I  am  pretty  sure  that  is 
just  about  what  Le  would  say.  Here  is  a  statement  from  a 
lirm  who  have  always  been  Unionists,  and  who  have,  I 
believe,  been  friends  of  the  present  Government,  and  would 
like  to  be  yet  if  they  had  not  seen  that  the  present  policy 
was  injuring  many  of  the  industries  in  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia  instead  of  benefiting  them’:— 

“  Gordon  &  Keith’s  furniture  factory  is  the  successor  of  a  cabinet 
making  business  conducted  prior  to  1860,  by  Thompson  &  Esson,  in  the 
old-fashioned  style.  The  new  proprietors,  in  a  little  while,  revolution¬ 
ized  the  business.  They  secured  spacious  warerooms  and  established  a 
factory,  into  which  they  introduced1 'the  latest  machinery.  Their  enter¬ 
prise  and  pluck  received  fitting  reward  in  an  enlarged  and  lucrative 
business,  the  principal  market  being  Nova  Scotia.  Mr.  Keith,  of  this 
firm,  was  pleased  to  remark  as  follows  : — 

I  see  the  senior  member  for  Halifax  is  present,  and  I  am 
sure  he  will  at  least  take  what  Mr,  Keith  says  as  very  near 
the  truth. — 

“  The  National  Policy  operates  badly  in  our  business  It  imposes 
duties  on  many  things  used  in  the  manufacture  of  our  goods,  such  as 
upholstery  goods,  hair-cloth,  curled  hair,  covering  materials  of  all  kinds, 
British  mirror  plates,  castors  and  furniture  hardware  generally.  With 
respect  to  hair-cloth  and  curled  hair,  it  is  a  well  known  fact  that  they 
are  not,  and  as  respects  the  latter,  cannot  be  supplied  in  the  Dominion. 
The  same  may  be  said  of  the.  mirror  plates.  Then,  as  to  the  castors,  it  is 
a  fact  that  they  can  be  purchased  in  the  United  States  and  laid  down  in 
Halifax,  duty  paid,  at  a  lower  figure  than  that  at  which  Smart,  of  Brock- 
ville,  who  has  undertaken  their  manufacture,  can  supply  them.  Then, 
as  to  the  other  articles  of  furniture  hardware,  so  long  as  they  are  not 
made  in  the  Dominion,  they  should  at  least  come  in  fiee,  or  under  a 
modified  rate.  In  fact,  if  our  tariff  rates  on  the  articles  named  were 
reduced ,  we  could  secure  an  entrance  into  the  Newfoundland  market. 
The  Americans  can  now  undersell  us  in  our  own  market  in  the  matter  of 
hair  mattresses.” 

Here  is  another : 

“  F.  Mumford  &  Son,  Dartmouth,  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  ships’ 
knees  and  in  general  forging.  They  complain  that  ships’  knees  are 
allowed  to  come  into  the  Dominion  duty  free,  and  that  the  duty  on  coal 
has  increased  the  cost  of  that  article  from  $1.85  to  $2.25  at  the  mines, 
and,  per  consequence,  advanced  the  cost  of  knee  manufacturing.  Messrs. 
Mumford  &  Son  have  a  commodious  establishment,  the  heavy  hammers 
and  other  appliances  in  which  are  driven  by  steam.” 

That  is  the  only  reference  I  shall  make  to  these  reports. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Vail. 


After  Recess. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  106)  for  the  relief  of  Alice  Elvira  Evans  ( from 
the  Senate). — (Mr.  Edgar.)  On  a  division. 

Bill  (No.  107)  for  the  relief  of  George  Louis  Emil  Hatzfe Id 
— ( from  the  Senate). — (Mr.  Kilvert.)  On  a  division. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGBVIN.  I  would  wish  to  divide  the 
House  on  these  Bills,  but  the  House  is  so  thin  this  evening 
that  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  do  so.  Therefore,  I 
make  this  statement  with  reference  to  these  and  any  other 
Bills  of  the  same  character  which  may  come  up  this  even¬ 
ing. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  37)  further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  97)  for  the  relief  of  Fairy  Emily  Jano  Terry— 
(from  the  Senate).— ( Mr.  Taylor.)  On  a  division. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  VAIL.  When  you  left  the  Chair,  Sir,  I  was  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  different  industries  that  had  been  reported  upon 
by  the  commissioner  appointed  to  make  enquiry  into  their 
working  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  stated  that,  so 
far  as  the  Province  was  concerned,  the  National  Policy  had 
been  of  no  advantage  whatever,  and  that  no  industries  of 
any  consequence  had  been  established  in  addition  to  what 
existed  under  the  former  policy.  I  did  not  refer  to  New 
Brunswick,  because  I  know  very  little  about  the  condition 
of  the  industries  there,  and  because  the  hon.  members  for 
Queen’s  and  Charlotte,  N.B.,  went  very  fully  into  that  sub¬ 
ject  a  few  days  ago,  and  I  hope  their  speeches  will  be  read 
by  every  person  in  that  Province.  But  I  may  state  that 
the  cotton  manufactory  in  St.  John,  N.B ,  has,  I  under¬ 
stand,  gone  into  liquidation ;  so  that  old  concern,  which 
was  m  active  operation  for  several  years  prior  to  the 
introduction  of  the  protective  policy,  and  was  doing  a 
prosperous  business,  has  bad  to  go  down  under  this 
policy,  which  was  especially  designed,  the  Government 
said,  to  build  up  andfoster.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  are  very  fond  of  asserting  that  this 
discussion  is  confined  to  the  question  of  protection  versus 
fi’ee  trade.  Their  idea  evidently  is  to  lead  the  country  to 
suppose  that  the  policy  of  the  Opposition  is  a  free  trade 
policy.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  talk  now  about  a  free  trade 
policy,  when  we  are  only  about  4,500,000  people, with  a  debt 
of  $250,000,000,  on  which  we  are  obliged  to  pay  interest 
besides  raising  a  sufficient  amount  to  cover  our  annual  expen¬ 
diture  on  public  works  and  for  carrying  on  the  Government, 
would  be  simply  nonsense.  We  must  raise  a  considerable 
amount  in  this  country,  I  am  sorry  so  say,  for  a  good  many 
years  to  come,  and  a  revenue  tariff  must  necessarily,  in 
the  present  state  of  things,  be  a  protective  tariff.  Therefore 
I  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  who  talk  about  protection  versus 
free  trade  will  in  future  discuss  the  question  of  protection 
versus  a  revenue  tariff.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
would  load  the  Houso  to  suppose  that  there  was  no  discord 
at  present  among  the  different  Provinces,  that  everything 
was  working  harmoniously,  and  that  the  people  were  con¬ 
tented,  prosperous  and  happy.  But  oue  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  the  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  who  preceded  me 
on  this  side,  pointed  out  thatjin  the  city  of  St.  John,  N.B , 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  very  strong  resolutions 
were  passed  in  favor  of  joining  the  United  States.  In 
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Halifax  I  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  with 
the  protective  policy,  and  a  great  many  people  there,  and  I 
may  say  all  over  Nova  Scotia,  are  beginning  to  lose 
hope  in  tho  future  of  that  Province.  In  Prince 
Edward  Island  I  find  that  discontent  exists  there 
also.  I  notice  in  a  newspaper  that  the  Premier  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Mr.  Sullivan,  announced  to-day 
he  would  move  an  address  to  Queen  Victoria  “repre¬ 
senting  the  failure  of  tho  Canadian  Government  to 
carry  out  that  part  of  tho  terms  of  Confederation  which 
requires  maintenance  of  the  steam  service  for  mails  and 
passengers  between  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  main 
land,  and  praying  the  Queen  to  compel  Canada  to  fulfil  the 
terms  of  the  union  and  compensate  Prince  Edward  Island 
for  non-fulfilment  in  the  past.”  That  takes  in  the  whole 
three  Maritime  Provinces,  in  which  it  is  evident  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  discontent.  If  there  is  discontent  in  those 
Provinces,  the  present  Government  is  to  blame  for  it.  There 
was  no  discontent  of  any  consequence  prior  to  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  this  protective  policy  in  1879.  The  people,  generally 
speaking,  were  contented,  they  had  made  up  their  minds  to 
make  the  best  of  Confederation,  and  it  is  lamentable  that 
to-day  these  Provinces  should  be  clamoring  for  some  change 
which  none  of  us  would  desire  to  see  brought  about.  I  intend 
to  refer  shortly  to  the  charges  made  against  us  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  of  attempting  to  make  it  appear  that  the 
country  is  not  in  a  prosperous  state.  The  hon.  member  for 
King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Poster)  stated  emphatically  the  other  day 
that  he  defied  any  gentleman  on  this  side  to  point  out  any 
statement  coming  from  any  responsible  source,  made  by  any 
responsible  person,  that  the  present  Government  had  ever 
declared  that  they  could  make  times  good  by  Acts  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  Well  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr. 
Davies)  read  a  portion  of  a  speech  made  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  in  1878,  and  the  quotation  is  so  apt,  besides  being 
short,  that  I  think  it  will  bear  repetition.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  said : 

“The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know  that  if  governments  are  good 
for  anything  they  are  good  to  increase  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
by  Acts  of  Parliament.” 

That  is  very  positive  and  emphatic,  and  there  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  its  meaning,  and  ought  to  satisfy  the  member  for 
King’s,  N.B.,  that  he  was  not  well  informed  on  the  subject. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  complain  of  us  for  saying  that  the 
people  are  leaving  the  country  and  that  times  are  hard.” 

Well,  I  notice  that  in  the  debate  on  the  Budget  in  1878  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  pow  leader  of  the  Government,  used 
this  language : 

“  It  is  not  the  tariff  but  the  debt  that  makes  the  taxation.” 

Well,  I  think  we  have  a  debt  now,  and  we  must  necessarily 
have  taxation. 

“If  we  incur  a  debt,  the  moment  we  incur  it  our  obligations  have  to 
be  carried  out;  and  it  matter*  not  how  th  s  is  done,  we  increase  the 
debt  pro  tanto.  It  is  the  debt  that  makes  the  taxation,  and  the  tariff 
only  regulates  the  mode  by  which  that  debt  can  be  defrayed.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  sneer  at  the  statement  that  thousands  of  our  people 
had  left  the  country  to  seek  employment  in  the  United  States.” 

Then  again,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Boss,  who  was  then  representing 
Middlesex,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  said : 

“He  spoke  also  as  if  the  depression  could  be  denied.  Who  denies  it? 
Is  it  denied  in  Ottawa  ;  would  any  man  who  walks  the  streets  in  Ottawa 
deny  the  depression?” 

Well,  that  is  pretty  strong.  No  doubt  a  good  many  men 
were  at  that  time  out  of  employ,  but  where  are  the  men 
now  who  were  engaged  in  the  workshops  then  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  At  work. 

Mr.  VAIL.  If  they  are,  it  is  in  the  United  States, 
or  somewhere  else  out  of  this  country.  They  have  all 
left  since  1878.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ought  at  least  to 
hesitate  before  charging  us  with  making  use  of  language 
calculated  to  injure  the  country  when  we  say  there  is  great 


depression  in  the  country.  They  should  have  known  that 
their  high  tariff  could  only  benefit  a  few  while  the  masses 
would  be  injured  by  it.  I  am  now  going  to  rofer  to  a 
statement  made  by  Sir  A.  T.  Galt  in  1876,  in  regard  to  tho 
effect  of  protection  upon  a  country,  ar.d  as  he  is  a  well 
known  authority,  his  remarks  will,  no  doubt,  receive  atten¬ 
tion  : 

“  But  if  we  are  to  succeed  in  getting  immigrants  to  Canada  we  must 
not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  it  must  be  made  attractive  to  them,  ft 
must  be  a  cheap  country  Immigrants  must  not  find  that  it  was  dear  as 
other  countries  which  perhaps  offer  more  advantages.  That  led  to  a 
consideration  of  the  question  of  the  high  duties  on  imports.  High  rates 
had  unquestionably  made  ihe  United  States  a  dear  country,  and  Canada 
comparatively  cheap,  because  of  its  moderate  duties,  which  afford 
perhaps  the  mo  t  direct  compensation  for  the  natural  advantages  which 
the  adjoining  Republic  possess  over  the  Dominion.  (Hear).  He  did 
not  believe  there  was  any  advantage  whatever  in  the  doctrine  of  extreme 
protecti  n.  (Renewed  applause).  He  did  not  believe  it  was  possible 
to  develop  manufactures  on  any  large  scale  by  high  duties.  Our  market 
is  too  limited,  we  have  only  four  millions  of  people  to  supply,  and  it 
must  be  clear  that  the  result  of  high  duties  would  be  to  create  an  artificial 
industiy  which  did  not  rest  on  its  own  intrinsic  strength  and  merit.  It 
was  to  be  observed  that  protection  (high  duties)  enhanced  the  cost  of 
every  other  article  as  well  as  that  in  which  a  particular  manufacturer 
might  be  interested.  It  rendered  it  more  expensive  for  every  manufac¬ 
turer  to  manufacture  his  goods.  If  every  thing  the  boot  and  shoe 
maker  was  protected  by  high  duties,  it  was  evident  that  his  goods 
must  be  dearer.  The  result  would  be  that  exportation  of  our  surplus 
goods  to  foreign  countries  would  be  impossible. 

“  We  cannot  have  an  export  trade  if  the  goods  are  artificially  made 
dear  in  this  country.  We  h. vein  the  United  States  a  most  complete 
example  of  that.  There  is  a  country  which  ought  to  be  the  cheapest 
country  in  the  world,  which  has  the  largest  amount  of  available  land  and 
every  natural  advantage,  and  yet  by  a  wrong  system  of  legislation  and 
economic  policy  the  people  have  succeeded  for  many  years  past  in  making 
it  one  of  the  dearest  countries  in  the  world  instead  of  the  cheapest.” 

That  is  tho  language  of  Sir  Alexander  Galt  in  1876.  I  shall 
not  refer  to  that  matter  farther.  I  am  now  about  to  pass 
to  some  observations  made  by  the  junior  member  for  Hali¬ 
fax,  who,  I  am  sorry  to  see,  is  not  in  his  place.  However, 
it  is  not  my  fault,  as  I  gave  him  notice  before  you,  Sir, 
left  the  chair  at  6  o’clock,  tbat  I  intended  to  refer  to  his 
statements.  Before  doing  so  I  would  just  refer  to  one 
remark  made  by  the  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns). 
He  said  : 

“  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not  object  to  the  bounty  for  fishermen.  The 
only  thing  they  found  fault  with  was  that  the  grant  was  only  for  one 
year,  and  they  insisted  that  the  grant  should  be  perpetual.” 

I  am  very  glad  that  acknowledgment  came  from  the  mem¬ 
ber  from  Gloucester.  It  was  doubtless  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  give  the  fishermen  a  bounty  for  one  year 
only,  and  that  happened  to  be  the  year  before,  or  about  the 
time  the  elections  were  to  come  off.  The'/  intended  to  con¬ 
fine  it  to  that  year,  but,  to  the  credit  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  they  suggested  that  it  should  be  made  perpetual 
and  passed  into  an  Act.  The  Government  accepted  the  sug¬ 
gestion,  and  therefore  the  fishermen  have  the  Opposition  to 
thank  for  the  bounty  being  made  perpetual.  I  may  state 
here  that  the  bounty  is  smaller  than  it  ought  to  be.  The 
least  the  Government  could  have  given  the  fishermen  was 
the  interest  on  the  money  received  from  the  American 
Government.  They  have  not  given  them  that,  and  the 
fishermen  have  a  right  to  complain  that,  up  to  the  present 
time,  they  have  not  received  the  full  sum  that  they 
were  fairly  entitled  to.  The  member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stairs)  in  referring  to  what  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies),  said  in  regard 
to  the  shipping  interest,  stated  that  when  comparing  the  ship¬ 
ping  of  Great  Britain  with  the  shipping  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  he  had,  in  the  case  of  Great  Britain,  added  the 
steamers  to  the  sailing  ships,  and  in  the  case  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  had  left  the  steamers  out  and  only  counted 
the  sailing  ships.  My  hon,  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  states 
that  that  is  not  correct.  The  statement  made  and  the  cal¬ 
culation  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
included  both  sailing  ships  and  steamers  in  Great 
Britain,  and  the  sailing  ships  and  steamers  in  the  Dominion, 
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Then  the  non.  gentleman  referred  to  a  statement  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  in  regard 
to  sugar,  and  he  undertook  to  make  the  House  believe— I 
do  not  think  they  did  believe  it — that  sugar  was  cheaper 
now  in  Canada  than  it  could  be  purchased  in  the  United 
States  and  laid  down  here  under  the  Cartwright  tariff.  It 
does  not  require  many  figures  to  show  exactly  what  the  cost 
of  sugar  would  be  from  the  United  States.  In 
the  one  case,  the  cost  of  the  sugar  being  $6.13,  to  deduct 
the  drawback  of  $2.79  would  leave  $3.34,  the 
duty  on  which  would  be  $1.83J  under  the  Cart¬ 
wright  tariff.  Under  the  presont  National  Policy,  the 
duty  would  be  $3.14  consequently  the  difference 
between  the  price  at  which  sugar  could  be  purchased  now 
and  its  price  under  the  Mackenzie  tariff  would  be  just 
$1.30,  which  the  consumer  would  get  the  benefit  of. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Brant  was  quite  right  when  he  made 
the  statement,  and  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax 
did  not  understand  the  question  when  he  undertook  to  show 
that  his  statement  was  not  correct.  Then,  again,  he  referred 
to  the  banks  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  he  made  a  greater  mistake 
there,  I  think.  He  said  the  increase  in  the  capital  paid  up 
from  1869  to  1884  wras  154  per  cent.  That  may  be  right. 
I  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  go  over  that  from  1869  to 
1879,  because  I  did  not  think  it  was  necessary.  What  he 
desired  to  show  was  that  the  Maritime  Provinces,  or  that 
Nova  Scotia  at  all  evenls,  was  prospering  under  this  protec¬ 
tive  policy  because  the  amount  ofpaid  up  capital  in  the  banks 
had  largely  increased  since  1878,  and  because  the 
hank  deposits  had  increased.  I  have  examined  the  paid 
up  capital  of  the  banks  of  Nova  Scotia  since  that 
time,  and  I  find  by  the  bank  statement  that,  in 
1879,  it  was  $  1,295,872,  and  the  amount  of  paid  up  capital 
at  the  present  time  is  $4,098,207,  which  makes  a  difference 
of  $197,665  less  than  it  was  in  1879.  Now,  that  would 
show,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  argu¬ 
ment,  that  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  cannot  be  pros¬ 
pering  very  much  if  he  takes  this  as  indicating  that 
the  people  have  really  more  money  now  than  they  had 
at  that  time.  But  I  do  not  think  that  shows  it  at  all.  I 
think  it  is  the  very  reverse  of  that.  Money,  I  think, 
is  just  like  any  other  commodity;  it  is  regulated  by  the 
supply  and  demand  ;  and,  when  business  is  good  and  money 
is  in  demand,  as  everybody  knows,  money  is  dear,  and  it 
finds  ready  use  in  business  transactions ;  but,  when  business 
is  dull  and  there  is  nothing  doing,  of  course  people  want  to 
do  the  best  they  can  with  their  money,  and  so  they  put  it  in 
the  banks  at  3J  or  4  per  cent.,  preferring  to  keep  it 
there  while  business  is  considered  unsound.  I  think 
it  is  the  best  evidence  we  can  have  that  business  is 
dull  and  in  a  depressed  state,  and  that  there  is  no  demand 
for  money  by  business  men,  when  capitalists  put  it 
in  the  banks.  That  is  one  reason  why  the  amount  in  the 
Savings  Bank  has  been  increased.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  about  that,  and  I  have  said  before  in  this  House  that 
the  amount  of  money  in  the  Savings  Banks  in  Nova  Scotia 
in  no  manner  shows  that  the  poorer  classes  of  people  are 
prospering.  The  bulk  of  the  money  in  those  banks  in  Nova 
Scotia  is  deposited  by  men  of  means,  in  order  to  get  4  per 
cent.,  and  I  know  of  many  cases  whex-e  two  and  three 
names  of  a  family  have  been  used  in  oi'der  that  they 
might  get  $9,000  or  $10,000  or  even  $12,000  into  the 
Savings  Bank  and  get  4  per  cent.,  though  the  law  prevents 
them  Horn  depositing  more  than  $3,000  in  their  own  name. 
That  is  the  reason  why  the  amount  in  the  Savings  Banks  in 
Nova  Scotia  has  increased  so  much  of  late  years. 

Mr.  HESSQN.  They  are  not  all  poor  down  there  then  ? 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  think  that  Nova  Scotia  has,  perhaps, 
according  to  her  population,  as  many  wealthy  men  as  any 
other  Province  of  the  Dominion ;  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  about  that.  But  the  wealthy  men  are  the  men  who 
made  their  money  before  the  protective  policy  was  con- 
Mr.  Vaii. 
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ceived,  and  these  are  the  men  who  have  been  taking  their 
capital  out  of  business  and  depositing  it  in  the  banks,  and  are 
satisfied  to  get  3  and  4  per  cent,  l-athor  than  to  run  the  risk 
of  losing  it  in  business.  Why  in  the  city  of  Halifax  to  day,  in 
the  sugar  and  cotton  industries,  tho  stockholders  are  losing 
$40,009  annually  for  interest  on  their  capital  invested  in 
the  sugar  and  cotton  industries.  And  that  is  the  way  tho 
people  of  Halifax  are  benefitted  by  putting  their  money 
into  industries  that  have  been  encouraged  and  fostered  by 
the  present  Government.  Then,  again,  the  member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  said  the  present  Govexmment  had 
done  all  they  could  to  get  reciprocity.  Well,  if  all  the 
Government  could  do  was  to  pass  an  Order  in  Council, 
they  were  not  able  to  do  much.  Now  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  childish,  it  is  ridiculous,  for  the  Government  to  say 
that  they  have  done  all  they  could  do  in  order  to  get 
reciprocity  ;  they  have  passed  an  Order  in  Council  inform¬ 
ing  the  United  States  that  when  they  are  ready  to  allow 
certain  Canadian  products  Logo  free  into  that  country,  we 
shall  be  ready  to  do  the  same  thing  in  x’egard  to  certain 
of  their  pi’oducts,  but  we  don’t  as  yet  know  whether  they 
have  transmitted  this  to  the  United  States  Government. 
Well,  Sir,  how  long  is  this  to  last  ?  Is  it  to  be  hands  off  on 
both  sides,  and  that  neither  party  will  make  the  first  move  ? 
Would  it  be  derogatoxy  to  the  character  of  this  Government 
to  inform  the  Government  of  the  United  States  that  we  are 
willing  to  consider  this  question  on  its  merits,  that  recipro¬ 
city  would  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govex’nment  be  an  advan¬ 
tage  to  both  countries,  and  in  that  way  show  our  willingness 
to  enter  upon  negotiations.  Do  hon.  gentlemen  suppose 
that  the  Goveimment  of  a  country  of  50,000,000  people 
are  coming  here  to  beg  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  to 
give  them  reciprocity  ?  I  do  not  want  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion  to  go  down  on  their  knees  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States ;  all  I  want  them  to  do  is  to 
notify  the  Government  of  the  United  States  that  they  are 
ready  to  consider  this  question.  It  is  an  important 
question,  and  our  Government  should  inform  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible, 
that  they  are  x’eady  to  consider  it.  That  is  ths  least  they 
could  do;  they  have  not  done  that,  and  tho  country  will 
hold  them  responsible  until  they  go  that  far,  or  until  they 
get  an  answer  from  the  United  Slates  that  they  are 
opposed  to  reciprocity.  The  people  of  the  Maritime  Prov¬ 
inces  are  very  much  interested  in  this  question.  E\mry 
hon.  member  in  this  House  from  Nova  Scotia  knows 
that  the  United  States  is  the  natural  market  for  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  if-we  are  shut  out  from 
that  market  it  will  certainly  be  detrimental  to  the 
interests  of  the  business  community  of  Nova  Scotia,  In  the 
history  of  that  Province  there  never  was  a  period  of  ten 
years  when  it  enjoyed  more  prosperity  than  it  did  under 
the  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States,  and  I  believe 
it  was  equally  advantageous  to  the  people  of  that  country. 
It  had  the  effect  of  giving  free  interchange  of  commodities 
and  the  effect  was  good  in  many  ways.  When  the  people 
traded  with  each  other  a  good  feeling  prevailed  which 
was  an  advantage  to  both  counti’ies.  In  referring  to 
banks  the  other  night,  the  hon.  member  for  Halifax 
neglected  to  state  two  or  three  things  in  connection  with 
the  banks  which,  I  think,  would  go  further  to  show 
that  business  is  not  in  such  a  prosperous  state  in  the  city  of 
Halifax  as  he  would  have  us  believe.  For  the  first  time  in 
a  good  many  years  the  principal  bank  in  Halifax  has  had 
to  take  $130,000  from  their  reserve  fund  in  order  to  pay 
their  dividends  and  losses.  Another  bank  has  been  obliged 
to  reduce  its  dividend,  during  the  last  &ix  months,  from  3  to 
2  per  cent.,  paying  5  per  cent,  for  the  year  instead  of  6  or  7 
per  cent,  it  has  formerly  paid.  Does  that  look  as  if  business 
was  in  a  very  prosperous  state  ?  I  noticed  the  other  day  in 
one  of  the  Montreal  papers  that  the  Union  Bank,  which  had 
a  subscribed  capital  of  $1,000,000  and  only  $500,000  paid  up, 
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at  their  general  meeting  last  month  decided  that  they 
would  ask  for  an  alteration  in  their  Act  to  enable  them  to 
reduce  their  capital  from  $1,000,000  to  $500,000.  Does  that 
look  as  if  business  was  in  a  very  prosperous  state,  and 
money  in  great  demand  ?  I  think  not,  Sir.  Then  he  stated 
that  the  merchants  of  Halifax  were  doing  a  much  larger 
business  than  formerly.  Well  now  I  do  not  believe  that  tho 
senior  member  for  Halifax  would  make  that  statement.  I 
know  something  about  Halifax,  I  know  something  about 
Nova  Scotia,  and  1  do  not  hesitate  to  say  from  the  best 
information  I  can  obtain  that  business  of  all  kinds  has 
not  been  so  depressed  as  it  is  at  present  for  many  years, 
many  old  business  men  say  40  years.  I  have  known 
when  times  were  considered  hard,  when  business  in  some 
particular  branches  of  industry  was  in  a  depressed  condi¬ 
tion.  It  has  often  happened  that  when  the  ship-build¬ 
ing  business  was  dull  the  fishing  business  was  good  ;  when 
the  fishing  business  was  bad  the  lumber  business  was  good  ; 
and  when  the  lumber  business  was  bad  the  mining  business 
was  good,  and  so  on.  But  I  have  never  seen  the  time  when 
the  depression  was  so  general  as  it  is  at  the  present  time.  1 
speak  thus  confidently  because  I  know  what  I  am  speaking 
about.  I  have  always  had  a  very  great  objection  to 
leading  the  House  to  suppose  that  we  are  very  much 
worse  off  in  Nova  Scotia  than  other  portions  of  the 
Dominion ;  but  when  hon.  gentlemen  state  publicly 
in  this  House  that  business  is  in  a  flourishing  state,  that 
men  are  doing  a  larger  business  than  they  have  been  here¬ 
tofore,  I  feel  bound  to  state  that  that  is  not  the  case.  The 
best  evidence  we  have  that  business  is  not  in  a  thriving  state 
in  Halifax  is  the  fact  that  real  estate  of  all  kinds  is  not 
worth,  upon  an  average,  more  than  60  per  cent,  of  what  it 
was  fifteen  years  ago.  Wharf  property,  which  is  the  best 
index  of  the  state  of  trade,  is  not  worth  more  than  half  as 
much  as  formerly.  I  know  that  within  the  last  two  or  three 
years  wharf  properties,  that  sold  seven  or  eight  years  ago 
for  from  $30,000  to  $40,000 — $20,000  paid  down,  leaving  a 
balance  of  about  $15,000  on  the  property — have  within  tho 
last  two  or  three  years  been  taken  back  by  the  mortgagee 
for  the  face  of  the  mortgage,  say  $14,u00  or  $15,000.  I 
know  that  in  several  other  instances  wharf  property  has 
depreciated  to  the  same  extent.  I  do  not  believe  any  busi¬ 
ness  man  in  Halifax  will  say  that  business  is  in  a  satisfactory 
condition  if  I  except  the  junior  member  for  Halifax. 
Then  the  business  men  of  Halifax  depend  largely  upon 
the  West  India  trade;  but  the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  reference  to  sugar  has,  I  may  say,  almost  ruined 
the  West  India  trade,  on  which  Halifax  so  largely  depends, 
The  duty  on  sugar  is  so  arranged  that  it  is  an  advantage  to 
import  it  from  Germany,  trom  China,  and  from  Brazil,  and 
this  beet  root  sugar  is  used  now  by  the  manufacturers, 
instead  of  the  lighter  grades  of  sugar  that  have 
less  saccharine  matter  than  the  lower  grades,  and 
the  consequonce  has  been  that  sugars  from  the  West  Indies 
have  not  been  used  for  refining  purposes,  and  manu¬ 
facturers  have  imported  nearly  all  tho  sugar  they  have  used 
during  the  last  few  years  from  the  ports  I  have  named. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  not  on  account  of  its  strength. 

Mr.  YAIL.  It  is  because  the  Government  have  so  regu¬ 
lated  the  duty  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  duty  is  paid  on 
the  ad  valorem  cost.  The  consequence  is  that  manufacturers 
buy  low  grade  sugar,  and  they  can  import  such  sugar  at  a 
much  lower  rate  and  manufacture  it  to  more  advantage 
than  they  can  the  higher  grade  sugars  I  have  mentioned, 
or  rather  the  brighter  sugars,  which  were  formerly 
imported  from  the  West  Indies.  The  Government  have  not 
only  done  this  ;  they  have  done  something  worse.  They 
granted  last  year  $50,000  as  a  subsidy  for  a  steamship 
line  to  run  between  Germany  and  Halifax  to  bring  this  very 
sugar,  at  14  shillings  a  ton  freight  to  Halifax,  which 
sugar  is  killing  out  the  West  India  trade,  and  they  thus 


added  to  tho  trouble  caused  by  their  outrageous  policy  in 
regard  to  the  sugar  duties.  If  there  is  anything  for  which 
the  Government  is  responsible  it  is  for  the  prostration  and 
almost  complete  ruin  of  the  West  India  trade. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Does  tho  hon.  gentleman  not  know  that 
tho  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  is  higher  now  than  whon  ho 
was  in  office. 

Mr.  VAIL.  On  certain  grades  it  is. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  On  all  grades. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  do  not  think  so.  If  tho  change  was  not  in 
the  interest  of  refiners,  I  should  like  to  know  how  tho 
refiners  at  Montreal  are  able  to  manufacture  now,  when  they 
said  they  could  not  manufacture — I  believed  they  could  — 
under  the  old  tariff. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  duty  is  now  higher  on  refined  sugar  ? 

Mr.  7  AIL.  We  can  discuss  that  matter  at  some  other 
time,  when  I  shall  be  able  to  point  out  a  further  dereliction 
of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  regard  to  tho 
sugar  duties.  Before  closing  my  remarks  I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  if  he  thinks  tho  National 
Policy,  or  the  protective  policy,  has  assisted  tho  ship¬ 
building  interests  in  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  VAIL.  How  then  does  it  happen  that  the  ship 
building  business  has  fallen  off  this  last  year.  1  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  the  National  Policy  has  helped 
the  carrying  trade. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  carrying  trade  has  increase!  in 
the  Dominion. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  has  been  very  dull  this  last  year;  very 
little  money  has  been  made  out  of  it  for  several  years,  and 
the  fooling  of  ship  owners  is  that  the  time  is  not  far  distant 
when  there  will  bo  not  so  much  in  the  carrying  trade  by 
sailing  ships  as  heretofore.  I  hope  it  may  be  other¬ 
wise.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  the  National  Policy  has  helped  the  fishermon.  It  has 
helped  them  in  this  way  :  It  has  taxed  their  food  and  the 
canvas  for  the  sails  of  their  vessels,  and  their  cordage.  It  has 
injuriously  affected  their  business,  and  that  business  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  has  been  not  so  good  as  in  former 
years.  There  has  been  a  fair  catch,  but  the  prices  are  much 
lower  than  formerly.  Then  I  should  like  to  know  if  the 
National  Policy  has  helped  the  lumberman.  There  is  noth¬ 
ing  the  lumberman  uses  that  has  not  been  increased  in  price 
by  that  policy.  That  industry  was  in  a  state  of  depression 
last  year,  as  every  lumberman  knows,  and  is  still. 
Another  business  of  considerable  importance  is  that 
connected  with  gypsum.  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon. 
Minister  will  not  say  that  the  National  Policy  has 
helped  that  business.  I  know  it  is  said  that  it  helps 
the  coal  miners  to  some  extent.  If  it  does,  it  is  to  a  very 
limited  extent,  for  everything  they  use  has  been  made  more 
expensive  by  the  protective  policy.  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  Government,  which  professes  to  be  very  sincere  in 
regard  to  the  coal  policy,  how  much  Nova  Scotia  coal  they 
have  purchased,  or  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  pur¬ 
chased,  for  the  purpose  of  heating  the  public  buildings  at 
Ottawa  during  the  last  three  or  four  years.  If  I  am  cor¬ 
rectly  informed,  every  ton  of  coal  used  is  American  coal. 
It  appears  to  me,  if  those  hon.  gentlemen  were  sincere  and 
desirous  of  fostering  and  protecting  our  coal  trade,  they 
would  naturally  obtain  Nova  Scotia  coal  and  set  the  con¬ 
sumers  of  Ontario  a  good  example.  They  have  not  done  so, 
and  I  think  they  are  not  entitled  to  credit  for  encouraging 
that  industry.  Another  important  industry  is  the  exporta¬ 
tion  of  wood,  an  industry  which  cannot  have  been  assisted  in 
I  any  way  by  the  National  Policy.  Of  course,  in  the  western 
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portion  of  Nova  Scotia,  as  I  have  said,  our  natural  market  is 
the  United  States,  for  the  reason  that  theUpper  Provinces  do 
not  want,  and  cannot  take,  what  we  have  to  export.  Our 
vessels  running  across  to  the  United  States  with  lumber 
and  cordwood  naturally  want  to  bring  back  wheat,  flour  and 
breadstuffsof  different  kinds  as  cargo.  The  duty  on  bread- 
t  taffs  is  a  very  great  tax  upon  them,  and  they  are  obliged 
to  pay  it  or  purchase  flour  that  comes  down  by  rail  from 
the  Upper  Provinces  at  a  great  disadvantage.  These  are  all 
disadvantages  under  which  our  people  labor,  and  it  is  not  to 
be  wondered  at  that  they  should  prefer  a  different 
policy  to  that  which  is  carried  out  at  the  present 
time  by  the  Government.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say 
it  would  be  possible  for  this  Government  or  any 
other  Government  to  arrange  a  tariff  that  would 
bear  evenly  upon  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  I 
acknowledge  it  would  be  very  difficult  and  almost  impos¬ 
sible  to  do  so ;  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  made  up  their  mind  to  so  readjust  the  tariff  as 
to  make  it  bear  as  heavily  as  possible  on  the  Maritime  Pi*o- 
vinces,  they  could  not  have  done  it  more  effectually,  or 
framed  a  tariff  which  would  be  more  injurious  to  our  people 
than  the  present  protective,  or  what  is  called  National 
Policy.  It  is,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  a  policy  which  will,  to 
a  certain  extent,  have  to  be  carried  out  in  the  future, 
in  consequence  of  the  heavy  liabilities  imposed  on  the 
Dominion,  and  the  large  amount  of  revenue  which  will 
have  to  be  raised.  We  all  know  that,  and  I  hope  the  time  is 
not  far  distant  when,  if  there  is  not  a  change  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  this  Government  will,  at  all  events,  get  the  scales 
removed  from  their  eyes,  and  see  as  we  see  on  this  side; 
when  they  will  so  arrange  or  adjust  their  tariff  policy  that 
in  the  future  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Pr  winces  will  only 
be  taxed  what  is  lair  and  reasonable.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  thank  the  House  for  the  patient  hearing  they  have  given 
me.  I  have  spoken  under  great  difficulties,  lor  I  am  physi¬ 
cally  weak  to-day,  and  I  thank  the  Hou->e  lor  the  considera¬ 
tion  they  have  shown  me.  , 

Mr.  ALLTSON.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  make  any 
remarks  on  the  question  before  the  House,  but  as  the  hon 
member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail),  in  speaking  this  alternoon, 
referred  to  some  industries  in  the  county  from  which  I 
come,  I  asked  the  privilege  of  reading  Irom  a  newspaper 
which  is  published  in  that  county  by  a  gentleman  belonging 
to  the  Eeforrn  parly,  who  was  a  representative  of  that 
county  in  the  last  Parliament  of  the  Local  Legislature,  but 
who  has  for  the  present  retired  from  politics  and  entered 
the  field  of  journalism.  The  hon.  member  very  properly 
declined  to  allow  himself  to  be  interrupted  when  he  was 
speaking,  and  1  now  wish  to  read  a  short  extract  from  that 
paper,  referring  to  the  industries  in  the  town  of  Windsor. 
X  may  say  that  the  hon.  member  lor  Digby  confined  his 
remarks  principally  to  the  cottonfactory  established  in  that 
town,  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  was  incorrect  in  his  state¬ 
ment  that  that  factory  was  closed,  even  for  any  length  of 
time.  11  it  was  closed  at  all,  I  am  confident  it  was  but  for 
a  few  days,  for  the  purpose  ol  stock-taking,  or  repairs,  or 
something  ol  that  kind.  He  has  spoken  of  the  distresses 
condition  of  that  institution.  I  express  my  opinion  that 
his  leader,  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake), 
had  as  much  to  do  with  the  erection  of  that  factory  as  any 
person  in  the  county  I  represent.  He  spoke  in  the  con¬ 
stituency  in  i88l,  when  the  matter  was  under  consideration, 
and  succeeded  in  convincing  the  people  that  so  much  money 
was  to  be  made  by  the  manufacture  of  cotton  that  a  good 
many  of  his  own  friends,  with  their  usual  keen  eye  to 
business  and  their  enterprise  in  such  matters,  put  their 
money  in  with  others,  and  the  factory  was  established.  The 
predictions  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  have  been 
as  usual,  unfulfilled  ;  as  the  shareholders  who  were  to  be 
“  bloated  monopolists  ”  have  not  yet  received  large  divi- 1 
Mr,  Yajl. 


dends;  and  cotton  has  been  unusually  low  in  price  to  the 
consumer,  who  was  the  object  of  his  sympathy.  The  presi¬ 
dent  was  my  opponent  at  the  election,  and  his  platform,  as 
laid  down  on  nomination  day,  was  that  he  “  was  a  follower 
of  Edward  Blake.”  With  regard  to  the  other  industries,  I 
should  like  to  read  this  article.  It  is  headed  “  False  State¬ 
ments,”  and  appears  in  the  Windsor  Courier  ol  3rd  February. 
1885  : 

“  The  Free  Press,  published  at  Ottawa,  under  date  of  January  20, 
contains  the  following  : — 

“  Closed  factories  :  Having  met  with  heavy  losses  during  the  past  two 
years,  the  large  furniture  factory  at  Windsor,  N.  §.,  his  been 
closed.  For  the  same  reason  the  Windsor  iron  foundry  has  shut  down, 
and  hundreds  of  unemployed  mechanics  are  now  crying  for  bread.  Oh, 
Sir  Leonard,  thou  false  prophet,  why  did  we  allow  ourselves  to  be 
deceived  by  the  predictions  from  thy  oily  tongue  in  1882.’  ” 

That  is  from  the  Free  Press,  Ottawa,  to  which  the  Courier , 
published  by  a  Keformer,  replies  : 

‘ '  We  are  in  a  position  to  give  the  above  a  flat  denial.” 

Then,  after  the  next  sentence  or  two,  referring  to  the  fact 
that  both  the  furniture  factory  and  the  iron  foundry  had 
closed  for  a  brief  period,  as  is  their  custom,  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  stock  and  making  repairs,  the  Courier  continues  : 

“It  is  a  libel  on  Windsor  to  say  that  hundreds  of  unemployed 
mechanics  are  now  crying  for  bread.  If  there  is  a  town  in  Nova  Scotia, 
in  Canada — yes,  in  all  America — where  less  poverty  exists  than  in 
Windsor,  we  should  like  to  know  where  it  is  situated.  Beggars  are 
never  seen  on  our  streets,  and  we  doubt  if-there  is  a  family  in  our  town 
which  is  not  making  a  comfortable  living.  If  there  is  such  a  family  it 
is  on  account  of  sickness  or  from  some  other  reason  than  want  of 
employment.” 

The  article,  after  a  reference  to  the  mechanics  of  Windsor, 
proceeds  : 

“  We  know  many  of  them  who  have  quite  large  sums  to  their  credit  in  the 
savings  and  other  banks.  Such  untruth  and  trash  may  go  quietly  broad¬ 
cast  over  Canada  in  the  columns  of  what  is  called  a  respectable  journal, 
and  receive  no  contradiction.  But  in  the  interests  of  our  town,  and  in 
the  interests  of  truth,  we  will  nail  it  as  a  falsehood  when  it  comes  to 
our  knowledge.  We  wish  every  community  in  Canada  was  as  comfort¬ 
able  as  that  of  Windsor  is  at  the  present  time.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  this  afternoon  did 
me  the  kindness  to  say  that  he  would  pay  some  heed  to  any 
remarks  or  explanations  I  would  make,  and  for  that  remark 
I  sincerely  thank  him.  I  think  he  will  not  pay  less  heed 
to  Mr.  T.  B.  Smith,  with  whom  he  is  well  acquainted,  a 
member  of  his  own  party,  who  voted  against  me  at  the  last 
election,  and  who  is  the  editor  and  proprietor  of  this  paper. 
The  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  the  fact  that  three  tanneries 
in  the  county  of  Digby  have  been  closed  since  the  National 
Policy  came  into  operation.  I  may  say  that  the  only  steam 
tannery  we  have  ever  had  in  our  county  has  been  established 
under  the  National  Policy,  and  is  in  a  prosperous  condition. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  speaking  from  a  sectional  point  of 
view — as  I  am  always  sorry  to  hear  any  one  speak  in  this 
House — continually  referred  to  the  depression  which 
existed  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  to  the  unfair  treatment  which 
that  Province  has  received  at  the  hands  of  this  Dominion.  I 
merely  wish  to  reply  to  this  remark  by  reminding  him  of 
the  fact  that  his  leader,  who  I  am  sorry  is  not  in  his  place, 
invariably  makes  the  statement,  when  he  refers  to  this 
subject,  and  considers  himself  prepared  to  prove  it,  that 
Nova  Scotia  has  received  too  much  from  the  Dominion, 
and  that  it  is  Ontario,  his  native  Province,  that  has  to  pay 
the  piper.  I  would  also  remind  him  that  his  memory  is 
slightly  at  fault  with  regard  to  the  number  of  manufactur¬ 
ing  industries  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  He  made 
the  statement  that  there  were  only  two  sugar  refineries  in 
Nova  Scotia.  He  must  have  forgotten  that  the  molasses 
refinery  of  his  intimate  friend,  Mr.  Jones,  has  been  enlarged 
and  increased  into  a  sugar  refinery. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  said  there  were  three  sugar  refineries. 

Mr.  ALISON.  He  also  referred  to  the  fact  that  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  in  conjunction  with  Mr. 
Howe,  acting  as  the  confidential  friend  and  financial  adviser 
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of  that  lamented  gentleman,  secured  better  terms  for  Nova 
Scotia.  I  would  like  to  refer  him  to  another  fact  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  that  point.  Mr.  Power,  for  some  years  after  the 
era  of  Confederation  the  Liberal  member  for  Halifax,  speak¬ 
ing  at  a  public  meeting  in  Nova  Scotia,  from  experience 
with,  and  observation  of,  both  parties — while  I  admit  he  still 
adhered  to  the  Liberal  party  and  deprecated  the  idea  that 
Confederation  had  been  brought  about — made  this  statement: 
“Nor  have  I  any  hope  from  a  change  of  Government  at 
Ottawa” — this  was  when  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
leader  of  the  present  Government  was  in  power  before  — 
“  nor  have  I  any  hope,  he  said,  from  a  change  of  Government 
at  Ottawa,”  as  the  leaders  of  the  Opposition — referring  to 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  the  hon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  and  other  leading 
men  cf  the  party— “  have  opposed,  step  by  step,  and  inch  by 
inch  every  concession  made  to  Nova  Scotia.”  I  thank  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  the  House,  for  having  allowed  me  this 
brief  period  of  explanation,  and  I  thank  the  hon.  member 
for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse),  who  I  believe  has  the  door,  for 
giving  way  to  me  for  this  short  time. 

Mr.  TASSE.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  hoard 
the  hon.  members  opposite  bewailing,  one  after  the  other,  in 
tones  which  were  steadily  becoming  more  and  more  doleful, 
on  the  woes  of  the  country,  indulging  in  the  most  gloomy 
predictions  as  to  the  future  which  lies  in  store  for  us,  I  have 
asked  myself  if  we  were  not  attending  a  celebrated  meeting 
of  the  Constituent  Assembly.  On  that  occasion  a  great 
tribune  was  trying  to  impose  on  France  a  most  excessively 
onerous  tax,  a  tax  which  was  to  take  from  each  individual 
one-fourth  part  of  his  income,  and.  which,  for  that  reason, 
has  been  called  the  “  contribution  of  the  fourth.”  And  the 
great  speaker  beseeching  France  to  meet  the  engagements 
which  were  then  boaring  down  heavily  on  the  country,  con¬ 
cluded  by  these  words :  “  Bankruptcy,  hideous  bankruptcy 
is  at  our  door ;  it  threatens  to  consume  you,  yourselves, 
your  property  and  your  honor,  and  during  that  time  you 
are  deliberating.”  Indeed,  Mr.  Speaker,  my  intention  is 
not  to  coraphre  the  hon.  members  opposite  to  Mirabeau 
haranguing  the  Constituent  Assembly  on  that  occasion,  but 
when  L  heard  them  bemoaning  the  country  on  its  woes,  I 
I  have  asked  myself  if  we  were  not  really  attending  that 
celebrated  meeting.  Indeed,  for  the  last  few  days,  and 
even  until  a  very  late  hour  of  the  night,  we  hear  of  nothing 
but  bankruptcy,  we  hear  of  nothing  but  misery,  we 
hear  of  nothing  but  distress,  laborers  without  work, 
wholesale  expatriation  and  onerous  burdens.  Until 
now  the  hon.  members  who  spoke  had  only  evoked 
that  spectre  in  the  language  of  Shakespeare.  It 
was  to  be  the  lot  of  the  member  for  Lotbiniere  (Mr. 
Rinfret) — and  I  regret  that  circumstances  have  precluded 
my  answering  him  at  once — to  lament  in  our  own  beauti¬ 
ful  French  language.  His  speech  deserves  more  than 
ordinary  attention,  for  it  appears  to  me  to  be  the  true 
expression  of  the  sentiments  of  the  small  PU'ade  Rouge 
which,  on  this  same  question,  has  reflected  all  the  colors  of 
the  rainbow.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  member  rday  be 
reduced  to  three  main  propositions,  although  these  are 
somewhat  swamped  by  numerous  incidental  remarks.  In 
the  first  place,  according  to  him  and  according  to  every 
Liberal  who  has  addressed  this  House,  even  according  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Tail),  who  has  just  spoken, 
protection  has  been  injurious  to  the  country,  and  has  been 
a  cause  of  ruin  to  Canada,  and  a  cause  of  industrial  and 
agricultural  distress.  Secondly,  he  has  stated  that  our 
expenditure  and  our  debt  are  increasing  at  an  alarming  rate  ; 
and  thirdly,  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway  is  being 
pushed  too  rapidly,  in  his  opinion.  But,  up  to  this  time, 
such  statements  have  been  contradicted  in  a  manner  so 
clear,  so  conclusive,  that  it  may  seem  useless,  at  this 
advanced  stage  of  the  discussion,  to  undertake  a  refutation. 


Nevertheless,  as  this  speech  is  the  only  one  which  has  been 
pronounced  in  French  on  the  groat  question  which  is  now 
occupying  the  attention  of  the  House,  I  believe  it  is  our  duty 
to  prove  to  our  friends  opposite  that  whenever  they  feel 
inclined  to  fire  on  the  Government  troops,  there  will  always 
be  some  one  ready  to  fire  back,  and  sometimes  with  very  good 
effect.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  asked  myself  the  following  ques¬ 
tions  :  Is  it  very  truo,  from  actual  results,  from  the  experience 
of  the  last  few  years,  is  it  very  true  that  protection  has  been 
a  cause  of  ruin  to  Canada,  a  source  of  misery  and  source  of 
financial  embarrassments  of  all  kinds?  Yes,  answer  the 
members  opposite ;  yes,  answer  the  opponents  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ;  yes,  answer  all  those  who  have  become  blind 
through  party  spirit,  or  who  prefer  abstract  theories  to  the 
teachings  of  history.  But  against  that  opinion,  which  is 
that  of  a  small  minority,  we  have  the  opinion  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  electors,  not  only  of  a  Province  in  particular, 
but  of  all  the  Provinces  in  the  Confederation.  We  have,  I 
say,  the  opinion  of  the  manufacturers,  of  the  capitalists,  of 
the  workmen,  of  the  agriculturists,  who,  on  two  different 
occasions,  in  1878  and  in  1882,  have  upheld,  by  a  very  large 
majority,  the  principle  of  agricultural  and  industrial  protec¬ 
tion.  Hon.  members  opposite  say  that  we  are  in  the  midst 
of  a  crisis.  Well,  let  us  compare  for  a  moment  the  situation 
of  Canada  in  1877-78  with  the  situation  which  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  protective  system  has  given  to  this  country. 
In  1878 — nobody  has  yet  forgotten  that  dismal  date,  that  fatal 
date — our  manufactures  were  closing  one  after  the  other; 
in  all  pdrts  of  the  country  there  was  nothing  to  be  seen 
except  laborers  without  work,  clamoring,  not  as  the  Romans 
of  old,  for  panem  et  circenses,  bread  and  shows,  but  for  bread 
and  work,  what  is  wanted  by  the  workmen  of  Canada. 
A  mournful  pall  shrouded  the  country  ;  discouragement  had 
taken  hold  of  the  stoutest  hearts ;  and  I,  for  one,  will  never 
forget  the  desolation  which  overwhelmed  the  city  of  Ottawa 
— a  very  melancholy  picture,  if  compared  to  that  which  is  to 
be  seen  to-day.  What  was  the  main  cause  of  such  an  eco¬ 
nomical  disaster  ?  It  can  be  easily  explained.  At  that  time 
we  had  no  protection,  our  markets  were  almost  wholly  in 
the  hands  of  our  mighty  neighbors,  into  the  hands  of  the 
United  States.  The  late  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  himself 
had  to  admit  that  our  Canadian  market  had  become  a 
slaughter  market  for  American  produce,  and  the  only  proof 
I  want  of  that  fact  is  the  speech  which  he  delivered  as  a 
Finance  Minister,  in  1876  : 

“We  know,  Sir,  that  when  the  price  of  American  staples  are  high  ours 
will  be  high  also.  When  labor  is  dear  in  the  United  States  it  will  be 
dear  in  Canada  ;  when  cheap,  it  will  tend  powerfully  to  make  it  cheap  in 
Canada  also.  And  it  is  no  source  ot  wonder  that  when  the  cost  of 
production  becomes  small  in  the  United  States,  it  should  react  more  or 
less  unfavorably  on  persons  engaged  in  similar  manufactures  on  this 
side.  I  do  not  purpose  at  this  present  moment  to  enter  fully  into  the 
discussion  raised  as  to  Canada  being  a  sacrifice  or  slaughter  market. 
But  I  must  admit  candidly  that  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  distress  of  our 
manufacturers  has  been  aggravated,  though  I  will  not  say  to  what  extent, 
by  this  cause.” 

So  that  we  have,  from  the  boa.  member  himself,  who  was 
then  Minister  of  Finance,  the.  admission  that  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  industrial  crisis  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
Canadian  market  was  almost  wholly  under  the  control  of 
our  mighty  neighbors,  the  peoplo  of  the  United  States.  I 
know  very  well  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  York,  not 
later  than  two  years  ago,  during  his  visit  to  Scotland,  at 
Greenock,  told  the  inhabitants  of  that  place  that  his  defeat 
at  the  elections  of  1878  was  due  to  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  in  the  country  a  succession  of  bad  crops  from  the  day 
on  which  he  had  taken  the  reins  of  the  Administration.  Ho 
said  : 

“Referring  to  politics,  he  said  he  assumed  office  in  1873.  For  five 
years  following  they  had  '  very  bad  crops,  and  the  lumber  trade  was 
very  low,  the  trade  being  altogether  iu  a  wretched  condition.  This 
naturally  led  people  to  propose  new  theories  for  the  formation  of 
happiness  and  the  bettering  of  trade.” 
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1  am  very  sorry  for  the  hon.  member  for  East  York,  hut  he 
has  been  trying  to  explain  his  downfall  by  a  thoroughly 
imaginary  cause.  It  is  not  true  that  there  had? been  a  series 
of  bad  crops  from  1873  to  1878.  And,  for  the  moment,  I 
want  no  other  proof  but  the  words  which  he,  himself,  then 
First  Minister,  was  putting  into  the  mouth  of  His  Excel¬ 
lency  at  the  opening  of  the  Sessions  of  1874,  1876  and  1878. 
In  1874,  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  contained  the  fol¬ 
lowing 

“  Notwithstanding  the  commercial  depression  which,  owing  to  excep¬ 
tional  causes,  has  prevailed  to  a  certain  extent  during  the  year,  we  are 
glad  to  know  that  the  general  prosperity  of  the  country  has  not  been 
seriously  affected  thereby.” 

In  1876  similar  language  was  used  : 

“  We  have  reason  to  congratulate  ourselves  on  an  abundant  crop.  ’’ 

And  in  1878  : 

“  I  am  happy  to  congratulate  you  on  the  abundant  crop  which  has 
been  gathered  in  all  parts  of  Canada.” 

Is  not  that  sufficiently  conclusive  ?  So  much  for  speeches 
from  the  Throne.  In  1875  there  was  nothing  said  about 
crops  in  the  speech  from  His  Excellency,  but  the  Minister 
of  Finance  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  stated,  in  his  Budget 
Speech,  that  the  crops  had  been  abundant.  Let  me  quote 
the  following  : — 

“  The  excellent  crop  with  which  we  have  been  favored  last  year  will 
have  a  very  favorable  effect  on  the  population,  both  commercial  and 
agricultural.” 

In  1877  the  then  Minister  of  Finance  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  held  opinions  which  were  quite  the  reverse  of  what 
was  said  by  his  late  chief,  the  hon.  member  for  East  York. 
Ho  said  : 

“  The  five  or  six  years  which  have  elapsed  since  we  last  took  the 
census,  with  the  great  exception  of  the  last,  were  years  of  prosperity.” 

In  1883,  however,  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
was  very  far  from  singing  to  the  same  tune.  Really,  such 
frequent  contradictions  can  neither  be  explained  or  excused. 
What  did  he  say  ? 

“The  Mackenzie  Government  were  condemned  because  the  country  was 
not  so  prosperous  as  they  would  have  desired  it  to  be  during  the  last 
years  of  their  administration.  That  was  the  common  fate  of  alt 
politicians.” 

On  the  one  hand,  we  find  the  hon.  member  for  East  York 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  saying,  in  Scotland,  that  if  he  had  lost 
power  at  the  general  elections  of  1878  it  was  due  to  the  bad 
crops  which  we  had  during  the  three  or  four  years  which 
immediately  followed  his  Administration.  And  on  the 
other  hand,  we  see  his  Minister  of  Finance  stating  exactly 
the  reverse.  We  find  the  speeches  from  the  Throno  in 
1874,  1875,  1876  and  1878  stating  quite  the  contrary. 
Therefore,  when  it  is  stated  that,  if  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration  had  lost  tho  power  at  the  elections  of  1878,  it  was 
because  there  has  been  in  the  country  a  succession  of  bad 
crops,  we  may  say  that  such  a  statement  is  false,  for  these 
bad  crops  have  never  existed.  Why  seek  difficulties  where 
there  are  none?  Mr.  Mackenzie  has  lost  power:  First, 
because  he  has  badly  administered  the  country,  and  secondly, 
because  he  refused  to  establish  protection,  for  which  the 
electors  were  clamoring.  If  I  remember  well,  it  is  a  fact 
that  at  that  time  the  industry  of  the  country  was  in  such 
distressful  straitp,  that  only  two  industries — if  it  is  possible 
to  give  them  such  a  name — were  in  a  thriving  condition. 
They  were  the  soup-kitchen  industry  and  the  official 
assignees’  industry.  These  two  are  about  the  only  in¬ 
dustries  which  have  thrived  under  the  Liberal  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  has  happened  since? 
The  Conservative  party,  so  ably  presided  over  by  the 
right  hon.  leader  of  the  Government,  made  a  promise  to 
the  country  while  they  were  occupying  the  Opposition 
benches,  and  they  formulated  a  complete  political  pro¬ 
gramme.  They  promised  if  they  came  to  power  to 
adopt  a  policy  of  protection  to  the  agricultural,  manu- 
Mr.  Tass£. 
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facturing,  mining  and  other  interests.  That  is  just 
what  has  been  done.  We  went  before  the  people  in  1878 
with  that  policy,  and  the  people  wer8  so  fully  satisfied,  so 
fully  convinced  that  a  radical  change  in  the  economical 
condition  ol  the  country  was  needed,  that  they  elected  the 
Conservative  members  by  an  immense  majority ;  not  only 
in  one  Province,  not  only  in  one  particular  section  of  the 
country,  but  in  all  the  Provinces  from  east  to  west,  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  In  1879  the  protective  tariff  was 
established  in  its  broadest  form,  and  since  then  we  have 
been  ratifying  it  from  Session  to  Session.  A  few  changes 
have  been  effected,  but  every  one  of  them  was  inspired  by 
the  protective  idea.  If  it  is  important  to  give  to  our  system 
all  the  stability  and  the  permanency  which  is  consistent  with 
our  fiscal  system,  on  the  other  hand,  we  must  know  how  to 
adapt  it  to  new  wants,  to  new  circumstances,  which  may 
arise.  In  such  a  matter  as  this,  expediency  may,  with 
advantage,  play  a  great  part.  For  the  second  time,  in  188:2, 
we  have  consulted  the  electorate.  Have  the  electors  told  us 
that  that  policy  did  not  suit  them ;  that  it  was  such  as  to 
cause  prejudice  to  the  country  ?  Hot  at  all.  The  electors 
have  come  to  the  same  conclusion,  and  that  was,  that  the 
protective  policy  was  just  what  was  wanted  by  Canada. 
Most  of  the  old  Conservative  members  who  had  occupied 
seats  in  this  House  from  1878  to  1882  were  re-elected  by  large 
majorities.  And  since  that  time  I  am  not  aware  that  our 
opponents,  the  members  opposite,  have  made  much  headway. 
To-morrow  even,  if  a  plebiscit  was  to  be  submitted  to  the 
people  on  that  one  question  of  the  tariff,  eight-tenths  of  the 
population  would  pronounce  in  favor  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  protective  system.  What  the  Conservative  party  then 
proposed,  that  is  to  say,  to  throw  off  the  yoke  of  the  foreigner, 
of  our  American  neighbors,  that  result  has  been  obtained, 
and  the  statistics  laid  before  the  House  point  out  that  there 
has  been  a  great  revival  in  the  industry  of  the  country. 
Indeed,  if  we  examine  a  few  figures,  and  these  statistics  are 
far  below  the  exact  truth,  we  find  that  the  number 
of  manufactures  during  the  first  five  years  which  have  lapsed 
between  1878  and  1884  has  been  increased  by  595 ;  that  the 
number  of  operatives  which  have  been  employed  has 
increased  by  over  34,000  ;  that  the  aggregate  of  wages  paid 
yearly  has  increased  by  over  $10,000,000 ;  that  the  industrial 
production  has  increased  by  over  $52,000,000;  that  tho 
amount  of  capital  invested  in  the  various  industries  of  the 
country  has  increased  by  over  $29,000,000.  And  these 
statements,  which  have  been  prepared  by  commissioners 
duly  authorised  by  the  Government,  let  it  be  understood, 
only  apply  to  about  two-thirds  of  the  manufactures  in 
Canada.  The  hon.  member  for  Lotbiniere  has  mentioned  a 
few  cities,  in  order  to  prove  that  he  is  right  in  stating  that 
the  country  is  suffering  from  an  industrial  crisis,  and  he 
said  to  us  :  Why,  look  at  Montreal,  look  at  Hamilton,  look 
at  St.  John,  look  at  Halifax  :  you  will  find  there  traces  of  a 
great  crisis,  of  a  great  depression.  In  the  first  place,  neither 
Halifax  nor  St.  John  are  industrial  cities,  properly  speak¬ 
ing  ;  they  are  rather  maritime  cities.  However,  Halifax  has 
a  good  number  of  thriving  industries,  and  the  city  of  St. 
John  is  recovering  as  rapidly  as  could  be  expected 
from  the  terrific  conflagration  which  came  very  near  destroy¬ 
ing  it  in  1877.  Let  my  hon.  friend  consult  tho  report 
which  I  have  just  mentioned,  and  he  will  find  it  to  contain 
very  reassuring  statistics  on  that  point.  Carried  away,  as  he 
was  by  party  spirit,  I  am  surprised,  however,  to  see  that 
my  hon.  friend  has  not  included  Toronto  in  that  list,  and  I 
am  convinced  that  our  friends  from  Toronto  will  feel  greatly 
slighted  when  they  hear  that  they  have  not  been  put 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  city  of  Montreal,  for  we  all 
know  that  the  capital  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  has  the 
ambition  to  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  the  great  city  of 
Montreal,  and  strives  to  become  its  equal,  if  not  its  superior. 
But  I  understand  why  Toronto  has  not  been  mentioned ;  it  is 
because  not  very  long  ago  tho  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
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was  making  a  speech  in  the  capital  of  Ontario  on  the  econo¬ 
mical  situation  of  the  country,  and  he  said  to  the  electors: 
It  is  true  there  is  depression  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
but  I  am  happy  to  make  an  exception  as  regards  Toronto. 
Moreover,  the  Globe ,  which  is  the  principal  organ  of  the 
Reform  party  in  that  country,  not  later  than  tho  28th  of 
December,  1884,  published  the  following: — 

“The  progress  of  this  city  must  be  a  cause  of  deep  gratificat'cn  to  all 
Torontonians.  The  assessment,  which  is  the  most  trustworthy  index 
of  the  value  of  property,  has  gone  up  by  leaps  and  bounds.  In  1873  the 
assessment  was  $44,764,882,  and  in  the  year  just  closing  it,  is  $65,212,318. 
What  makes  this  progress  satisfactory  is  that  it  is  all  substantial  There 
is  not  to  be  discerned  one  sign  that  the  assessment  is  anywhere  above 
the  selling  value  or  that  values  are  inflated.  Toronto’s  population  has 
increased  so  rapidly  that  suburb  after  subuib  has  been  built  up  to  and 
absorbed.  Places  which  a  few  years  ago  were  ‘commons’  or  large 
vacant  lots  are  now  covered  with  handsome  houses,  facing  block-paved 
and  well-lighted  streets.  One  who  knows  the  city  well,  returning  after 
a  few  months’  absence,  finds  important  changes  on  every  hand.  The 
progress  made  is  not  the  result  of  a  temporary  boom,  but  is  caused  by 
the  steadily-growing  importance  of  Toronto  a3  an  industrial  and  educa¬ 
tional  centre.” 

But  if,tha  hon.  member  has  not  spoken  of  Toronto,  he  ha3 
spoken  of  Montreal.  My  hon.  friend  is  generally  better 
informed  on  what  takes  place  in  the  country,  and  more 
especially  in  the  Provinco  of  Quebec,  to  which  he  belongs  ; 
for  if  it  is  true  that  the  trade  of  tho  city  of  Montreal  has 
not  been  so  extensive  in  1884  as  in  former  years,  it  is  no 
less  true  that  progress,  and  considerable  progress,  has  been 
achieved  in  that  city.  Indeed,  if  the  giant  who  moves 
about  at  the  foot  of  Mount  Royal  does  not  extend  his  arms 
as  rapidly  as  he  did  in  the  past,  he  is  far  from  feeling 
drowsy.  I  might  quote  the  figures  of  the  commission.  It 
may  be  said  that  these  figures  have  been  cooked  for  official 
purposes ;  but  I  have  others,  which  will  prove  that  the 
progress,  in  the  city  of  Montreal  last  year,  has  been  rapid. 
And  as  a  proof  I  shall  quote  the  report  of  the  building 
inspector.  It  states  that  during  last  year  318  new  houses 
have  been  built,  representing  a  capital  of  over  $1,000,000, 
and  among  these  318  new  buildings  we  find,  5  warehouses, 
4  manufactures  and  24  stores.  In  1883,  the  preceeding 
year,  only  260  buildings  had  been  erected,  of  which  there 
were  4  schools  and  churches,  7  warehouses,  9  manufactures, 
2  shops  and  23  stores ;  the  rest  were  tenements  and  other 
lodgings,  which  makes  a  difference  of  58  buildings  in  favor 
of  the  year  1884  as  compared  to  1883.  The  Montreal  Board 
of  Trade  is  far  from  viewing  the  situation  from  as  gloomy 
a  standpoint  as  my  hon.  lriend.  On  the  contrary,  it  does 
not  hesitate  to  announce  a  revival  in  all  branches  of  trade. 
Here  is  what  is  said  in  tho  last  report  of  that  institution  : 

“Over-production  in  some  classes  of  manufactures,  and  a  general  fall 
in  values,  have  produced  their  inevitable  results.  But  your  council  are 
confident  that  Canada  has  not  experienced  the  wave  of  depression  in 
any  great  degree  as  the  merchants  and  manufacturers  of  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States.  A  policy  of  caution  in  imports  has  character¬ 
ised  the  business  of  the  year,  and  should,  in  the  opinion  of  your  council, 
be  continued  for  some  time  longer.  The  prospects  for  the  future  are  by 
no  means  discouraging.  The  over-production  of  cottons  and  woollens 
especially  is  almost  exhausted,  and  mills  are  resuming  work,  while  the 
faett  hat  the  grain  crop  of  last  year  remains  to  an  unusual  extent  unsold, 
justifies  the  hope  that  the  coming  season  will  witness  a  revival  of  trade 
in  all  departments.” 

Besides  that,  my  hon.  friend  has  evidently  forgotten,  or 
has  never  known,  that  last  year  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright)  was  making  a  speech 
before  the  Young  Men’s  Beform  Club  of  the  city  of  Mont¬ 
real,  and  he  used  the  following  words,  which  are  far  from 
justifying  the  statement  that  the  city  of  Monti oal  is  on  the 
verge  of  ruin  and  bankruptcy: 

“  So,  it  would  be  unworthy  of  any  statesman  ;  it  would  be  unworthy 
of  any  public  man  not  to  admit,  as  I  admit  most  fully  and  thankfully, 
that  within  the  last  seventeen  years  there  has  been  on  the  whole,  in 
many  respects,  very  considerable  progress.  In  that  time  Canada  has 
developed  a  magnificent  system  of  internal  communication.  Very  great 
improvements  have  been  made  in  many  parts  •  f  the  country  in  our  whole 
system  of  agriculture.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  in  my  mind,  and  I 
am  glad  to  believe  it,  that  a  very  large  class  of  our  fellow  countrymen 
are  living  in  much  greater  wealth  and  comfort  thau  they  were  a  few 


years  ago.  More  than  that,  I  know  that  there  are  certain  specially 
favored  localities  in  which  very  great  absolute  progess  has  been  made. 
Looking  at  the  city  of  Montreal,  for  instance  ;  remembering  what  Mon¬ 
treal  was  twenty-five  years  ago,  and  comparing  it  with  what  your 
city  is  to-day,  I  cannot  help  paying  a  tribute  of  unfeigned  respect  to  the 
energy  ’  ’ - 

I  regret  that  I  have  Inst  the  rest  of  that  speech,  but  I 
know  that  it  is  in  keeping  with  the  above.  Now,  we  all 
know  that  while  the  grain  trade — which  enters  so  largely 
in  tho  transactions  of  Montreal— has  diminished  last  year, 
there  is  only  a  temporary  depression.  We  all  know 
that  at  the  present  time  great  elevators  are  being  built 
in  the  eastern  part  of  Montreal,  that  enormous  quantities  of 
grain,  which  is  destined  for  them,  have  been  stored  at  Port 
Arthur.  We  know  that  millions  of  bushels  of  grain  are  to 
be  sent  from  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  to  Montreal,  and 
I  am  convinced  that,  with  the  Ottawa  route,  which  must 
eventually  be  built,  and  which  will  be  the  route  of  tho 
future,  and  with  the  route  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  tho 
city  of  Montreal  will  be  enabled  to  pursue  its  destiny, 
which  is  to  become  the  rival  of  Now  York,  as  far  as  the 
grain  trade  is  concerned.  Now,  Hamilton  has  been  spoken 
of.  I  know  very  well  that  there  has  been  a  certain  depres¬ 
sion  in  the  cotton  industry  during  l  itt  year.  We  all  know, 
however,  that  this  depression,  which  is  due  to  the  over¬ 
stocking  of  the  market,  is  drawing  to  an  end.  We  all  know 
that  most  of  the  mills,  which  had  either  been  totally  closed  or 
were  only  working  on  half  time,  are  about  to  resume  or  are 
now  resuming  operations.  There  was  too  much  cotton  goods 
of  a  cortain  class  produced  ;  the  production  is  to  be  diversified 
hereafter.  But  while  there  has  been  a  local  depression  in 
the  cotton  industry  at  Hamilton,  on  the  other  hand  we 
find  a  considerable  increase  in  the  other  industries  of  that 
city  :  the  stove  factories,  iron  bridge  factories,  manufac¬ 
tures  of  agricultural  implements,  and  many  others.  That 
city,  I  am  glad  to  state,  has  always  been  one  of  the  most 
important  of  the  manufacturing  centres  in  this  country.  I 
think  that  city  was  the  first  in  the  country  to  hoist  the  flag 
of  protection.  That  city  was  the  birth  place  of  the  late 
lamented  Mr.  Buchanan,  who  was  the  first  apostle  of  pro¬ 
tection  in  Canada.  And  under  the  Mackenzie  regime, 
when  the  Liberal  party  commanded  a  large  majority 
in  the  country,  such  was  the  force  of  the  protectionist 
sentiment  in  Hamilton,  that  both  the  reformist  members  of 
that  city  were  the  first  to  ask  for  a  protection  tariff ;  and 
even  the  Hamilton  Times ,  which, ’up  to  this  day,  is  one  of  the 
principal  organs  of  the  Liberal  party,  was  also  one  of  the 
first  to  hoist  the  flag  of  protection.  But  the  Liberals  having 
betrayed  that  patriotic  cause,  having  burned  what  they  had 
worshipped,  the  city  of  Hamilton  has  since  considered  that 
its  best  interests  would  be  better  promoted  if  they  were 
defended  by  Conservative  members.  Besides,  this  is  tho 
opinion  of  all  cities  having  a  certain  importance,  if  we  ex¬ 
cept  Kingston.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby,  if  I  under¬ 
stand  him  rightly,  has  told  us  that  the  city  of  Ottawa,  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  represent  here,  was  also  undergoing  a 
period  of  depression.  This  is  not  the  first  time  that  I  have 
heard  slanders  against  this  city.  On  many  occasions,  since 
the  adoption  of  the  protective  tariff,  I  have  heard  hon. 
members  opposite  making  the  most  gloomy  pictures  of  the 
city  of  Ottawa.  The  truth  is,  that  in  1878,  when  the  Lib¬ 
eral  party  was  in  power,  there  was  universal  misery,  dis¬ 
tress  and  desolation  here.  The  truth  is,  that  at  that  time, 
there  were  hundreds,  thousands  of  laborers  without  work. 
But,  thanks  to  the  change  which  has  been  wrought,  the  city  of 
Ottawa,  since  that  dismal  date,  has  resumed  its  onward  march 
towards  progress.  In  1882  we  were  only  26,228  inhabitants, 
but  in  1883  we  were  27,645 ;  in  1884  we  were  30,079, 
that  is  to  say,  only  during  last  year  we  have  added  3,146  to 
our  population.  The  assessment  which,  in  1883,  only  reached 
$11,105,002  amounted  last  year  to  over  $11,500,000,  or  an 
increase  within  one  year  of  nearly  one  half  million  of  dol¬ 
lars.  Tho  other  day  tho  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
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(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  laid  great  stress  particularly 
on  the  statements  prepared  by  the  school  inspectors,  in  order 
to  show  that  the  population  of  Ontario  had  decreased.  These 
incomplete  and  inaccurate  statistics  give  a  false  idea  of  the 
situation.  I  want  no  other  proof  of  that  fact  than  the  article 
published  by  the  Globe  on  the  development  of  the  population 
in  Ontario,  which  article  was  quoted  the  other  night  by  the 
membor  for  Brockville  (Mr.  Wood).  Well,  according  to 
these  same  figures,  the  city  of  Ottawa  had  last  year  several 
hundred  children  attending  school  more  than  it  had  the 
preceding  year.  Another  good  way  of  finding  out  the 
situation  of  the  city  and  the  misery  which  may  prevail 
within  its  limits.  Each  year,  in  our  city — and  1  suppose 
the  same  thing  is  done  elsewhere — a  certain  amount  of 
taxes  is  remitted  to  the  rate  payers,  who  are  too  poor  to 
pay  them.  Last  year  the  amount  of  taxes  which  were 
remitted  to  the  poor  rate-payers  was  $2,000  less  than  in 
previous  years.  And  if  another  proof  was  wanted,  I  might 
appeal  to — I  will  not  say  an  authority,  for  I  do  not  accept  that 
newspaper  as  an  authority — but  I  might  appeal  to  the 
statement  of  a  newspaper  which  is  not  disposed  to 
show  in  bright  colors  whatever  it  can  bhow  in  dark 
colors  ;  I  refer  to  the  Free  Press,  the  organ  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  this  city.  Here  is  what  it  said  on  the  2Uh  of 
December,  188 1,  with  regard  to  the  city  of  Ottawa: 

“Ottawa  is  to-day  the  fastest  growing  city  populously  in  the  whole 
Dominion — it  is  growing  twice  as  fast  proportionately  as  is  Toronto. 
That  growth  appears  to  have  increased  since  the  municipal  census  was 
taken  a  few  months  ago.  Strangers  who  recall  Ottawa  as  she  was  four 
or  five  years  ago,  and  contrast  the  rush  and  bustle  on  our  streets  to-day 
are  agreeably  surprised.  All  her  vacant  houses  are  now  filled  up  and 
new  ones  are  being  erected  on  every  hand — the  coming  summer  pro¬ 
mises  in  house  building  to  be  the  busiest  the  city  ever  witnessed. 
*  *  *  ****** 

The  detractors  of  Ottawa  had  better  hurry  up,  for  their  day  will  soon 
be  gone.  Ottawa’s  advantages  are  now  no  longer  hidden.  Ottawa  is  the 
best  distributing  point  for  manufacturers  in  the  whole  Dominion  and 
offers  most  abundant  and  cheapest  motive  power.  Ottawa  is  nearer  by  a 
hundred  miles  the  whole  Canadian  sea  board,  Maritime  Provinces  and 
Quebec,  than  is  Toronto ;  she  communicates  directly  with  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  and  Grand  Trunk  systems  to  the  New  England  States  and  the 
Canadian  Maritime  Provinces.  The  Canada  Atlantic  gives  her  a  short 
road  to  Boston,  the  most  important  market  for  Eastern  Canada;  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  Ottawa  gives  a  short  road  to  New  York,  and  the 
projected  Oita wa  and  Waddington  Railway  a  shorter  road  still.  The 
Ontario  and  Quebec  and  the  Grand  Trank  connect  Ottawa  with  the 
Western  States  and  Western  Ontario,  the  former  direct,  the  latter  by  a 
short  line.  The  Canadian  Pacific  main  line  places  Ottawa  as  near 
Winnipeg  by  rail  as  Toronto  is,  and  much  nearer  that  the  whole  penin¬ 
sula  of  Western  Ontario ;  besides,  Ottawa  is  on  the  main  line,  whereas 
Toronto  is  on  a  siding.  Under  these  circumstances,  in  a  few  years’ time, 
Ottawa  naturally  expects  emigration  of  the  Western  Ontario  nsanu- 
turers  to  thi3  city.’’ 

There  is  what  the  opponents  of  the  protective  tariff  are 
forced  to  admit ;  hero  is  what  is  said  by  these  newspapers 
which  are  systematically  and  almost  daily  underrating  the 
great  benefits  which  have  been  the  result  of  the  great  fiscal 
revolution,  of  the  great  economical  revolution,  which  has 
been  created  under  the  auspices  of  the  Conservative  party. 
Up  to  this  moment  1  have  only  spoken  about  cities;  lot  us 
now  speak  about  the  country  places.  The  other  day  the 
hon.  membor  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  in  the  speech 
which  he  delivered  in  this  House,  has  told  us  that  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  agricultural  class  was  all  that  could 
he  desired,  except  that  the  prices  had  falldn — that 
the  farmers  were  in  a  thriving  condition.  I  believe 
that  by  making  that  admission  the  hon.  member  gave  up 
the  whole  case  of  the  Opposition,  and  that  by  so  doing  he 
has  unwillingly  paid  a  solemn  homage  to  the  policy 
of  the  Conservative  party.  However,  this  admission 
should  not  surprise  us.  I  do  not  think  that  the  economical 
situation  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  has  ever  been  any 
better  than  what  it  has  been  for  the  last  few  years.  All 
that  we  can  complain  of  is  that  our  granaries  are  crammed 
with  grain  that  has  not  been  sold.  One  would  think  that 
we  were  living  at  the  time  of  King  Pharaoh,  when  Joseph 
was  filling  up  the  granaries  of  Egypt.  The  situation  leaves 
so  little  to  be  desired  that  it  seems  people  have  solved  the 
Mi’.  TassB. 
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problem  of  making  agriculture  a  paying  business,  of  having 
it  recognised  as  the  most  free,  the  most  lasting,  and  the  most 
independent  of  callings.  The  Canadian  farmer  begins  to 
understand  the  importance,  or  rather  the  necessity,  of 
giving  up  the  old  hackneyed  practices,  diversifying  his 
culture  and  of  undertaking  cattle  raising  on  a  larger  scale. 
As  a  consequence,  the  exportation  of  cattle,  as  well  as  the 
exportation  of  butter  and  cheese,  has  increased  of  late 
years.  Notwithstanding  what  was  said  by  the  member  for 
West  Elgin,  it  was  tho  Conservative  party  which  was  the 
first  to  protect  cheese,  by  putting  a  duty  of  3  cents  on  it. 
Hardly  five  years  ago  usury  was  one  of  the  great  plagues 
in  our  country  places.  Well,  since  the  last  few  years,  that 
canker  has  almost  completely  disappeared.  To-day  the 
farmer  who  can  offer  fair  security  can  obtain  money  at  a 
comparatively  low  rate  of  interest— -5,  6  or  7  per  cent.— - 
whereas  formerly  they  were  paying  8,  10  and  12  per  cent. 
I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  examine  the  reports  published 
by  loan  societies  and  building  societies  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  for  the  year  which  has  just  ended,  And  what  do  we 
find  in  these  returns  ?  Several  of  these  societies  have  each 
loaned,  on  real  estate  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  amounts 
as  high  as  two  or  three  millions  ;  the  value  of  the  soil  is 
increasing  ;  they  have  lost  hut  very  little  on  their  invest¬ 
ments;  they  have  paid  large  dividends  to  their  share¬ 
holders  ;  there  was  but  very  little  arrears  in  the  reimburse¬ 
ments  of  the  loans  they  have  made.  I  may  say  as  much 
about  the  Credit  Eoncier,  which  has  already  lent  a  million 
dollars  and  has  only  suffered  a  few  insignificant  losses. 
This  is  certainly  the  best  criterion  of  the  agri¬ 
cultural  prosperity  which  exists  in  the  country.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  a  great  deal  has  been  said  about  bankruptcy ; 
a  great  deal  has  been  said  about  failures  which  have 
taken  place  in  the  country.  No  doubt  there  has 
been  a  great  number,  and  I  am  sorry  the  number  is  so  large  ; 
but  we  must  not  forget  that  the  number  of  failures  in  the 
country  is  a  great  deal  smaller  than  it  was  during  any  one 
year  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration.  In  1884  failures 
in  Canada  only  reached  the  amount  of  $18,000,000,  while  in 
1875,  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  it  was  as  high  as 
$28,843,000.  Betweon  1&75  and  1879,  9,000  persons  have 
stopped  payment,  and  their  liabilities  amounted  to 

$13^,000,000;  while,  from  1879  to  1881,  5,000  persons 
stopped  payment  and  their  liabilities  amounted  to 

$57,000,000,  which  makes,  in  favor  of  the  present  Admin¬ 
istration,  a  difference  of  $76,000,000.  I  know  very  well 
that  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  in  a  speech  which 
bo  delivered  atNapanee,in  December,  1883,  has  stated  that 
that  year  was  the  year  in  which  there  was  the  greatest 
number  of  failures.  Here  are  his  own  words: 

“  The  list  of  baukruptcies  began  to  swell  to  such  proportions  that  the 
list  for  1833  would  prove  greater  than  that  of  the  worst  year  of  the 
depression,  when  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  in  power.’’ 

It  is  very  evident  that  the  hon.  members  opposite  forgot  to 
speak  to  us  about  a  certain  industry.  I  said  a  while  ago  that 
there  were  only  two  thriving  industries  under  the  Mackenzie 
Administration,  and  that  these  were  the  soup-kitchens  and 
official  assignees.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Mr.  Speaker,  but  there 
was  a  third  one:  it  was  the  coal  oil  industry.  I  do  not  know 
for  what  reason,  but  the  Liberals  have  a  great  love  for 
petroleum.  I  would  not  wish  to  insinuate  that  they  are 
in  alliance  with  those  who  were  called  pdtroleux  in  Europe ; 
I  only  notice  that  they  have  a  particular  affection  for  this 
inflammable  matter.  Was  it  because  the  oil  wells  were 
situated  in  the  county  of  LambLon,  which  was  represented 
by  the  then  First  Minister,  who  is  still  one  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  Liberal  party  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yes. 

Mr.  TASSE.  My  hon.  friend  says,  yes.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  expression,  because,  while  the  Liberal  party  refused 
protection  to  other  industries  they  extended  it  to  coal  oil. 
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As  a  matter  of  fact,  only  for  the  circumstances  which  I  have 
just  mentioned,  this  exceptional  protection  would  seem 
rather  strange.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  glad  to  state  that 
that  industry  which  was  fostered  in  such  a  special  manner 
is  even  now  more  flourishing  than  it  was  then. 

Mr.  DE  ST.  GEORGES.  That  is  the  x-eason  why  the 
Conservative  party  imposes  a  tax  on  barrels  which  are  used 
for  coal  oil. 

Mr.  TASSE.  In  spite  of  that  tax,  my  hon.  friend  will  be 
happy  to  learn  that  last  year’s  exportation  of  petroleum,  in 
which,  like  all  Liberals,  he  takes  such  a  tender  interest,  has 
been  594,288  barrels,  while,  in  1883  it  amounted  to  534,330, 
and  in  1882  to  492,583.  That  is  to  say,  the  coal  oil  industry, 
like  all  other  industries,  has  undergone,  since  the  adoption  of 
the  protective  tariff,  a  very  great  progressive  movement.  I 
know  that  our  friends  opposite  are  in  favor  of  a  cheap 
country  to  live  in.  They  are  in  favor  of  cheap  living. 
These  gentlemen  ought  to  be  happy,  ought  not  they  ?  In 
fact,  living  has  never  been  any  cheaper  than  what  it  is  at 
the  present  time.  Never  have  the  necessaries  of  life  been 
as  cheap.  These  gentlemen  who  have  been  repeating  to  us 
that  the  protective  tariff  would  necessarily  raise  the  price 
of  all  the  necessaries  of  life  should  feel  contented  instead  of 
lamenting  the  way  they  do.  I  am  bound  to  state,  however, 
that  cheapness  of  living  is  not  sufficient  to  ensure  the 
happiness  of  a  people.  I  am  still  of  the  opinion,  which  I 
have  professed  in  the  past,  that  cheap  living  does  not  always 
give  the  true  measure  of  the  prosperity  of  a  country.  In 
France,  for  a  long  time,  those  who  were  called  the  candid¬ 
ates  of  high  bread  were  denounced  ;  and  yet  what  do  we 
find  to-day  in  that  country  which  is  governed  by 
Mr.  Jules  Ferry,  a  free  trader?  We  find  a  considerable 
increase  of  the  duties  on  wheat,  flour,  oats  and 
barley.  In  that  country,  which  is  governed  by  Ministers 
who  are  freetraders,  the  Customs  Commission  of  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies  has  decided  to  propose  the  imposition 
of  a  duty  of  2  francs  40  centimes  on  wheat,  and  it  was 
adopted ;  a  duty  of  4  francs  80  centimes  on  flour ;  a  duty  of 
1  francs  50  centimes  on  oats,  and  a  duty  of  2  francs 
on  barley.  And  in  Germany,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  same 
thing  is  done ;  duties  have  also  been  increased  there 
on  the  articles  which  I  have  just  mentioned.  Therefore,  the 
people  of  France,  as  the  people  of  Germany  and  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  have  understood  that  the  protective 
system  only  can  do  a  great  deal  towards  promoting  the 
prosperity  of  a  country.  Our  hon.  friends  opposite  have 
said  to  us :  Why,  your  system  has  been  unable  to  put  an 
end  to  the  excess  of  the  importations  over  the  exportations 
of  the  country.  That  is  true ;  we  can  only  point  out  to  the 
year  1880,  in  which  the  exportations  have  exceeded  the 
importations  by  a  million  ;  but  there  is  another  fact  which 
is  just  as  true,  and  that  is,  the  excess  of  importations  over 
exportations  during  the  five  last  years  has  been  a  great 
deal  less  than  what  it  was  under  the  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion.  From  1875  to  1879  the  exportations  have  amounted 
to  $82,059,000.  From  1880  to  1884  they  have  exceeded 
$105,000,000,  making  a  difference  of  $23,081,708  in  favor  of 
the  last  five  years.  And  this  excess  of  importations  may 
be  readily  explained  by  the  enormous  quantities  of  raw 
material  which  we  were  obliged  to  import  for  our  indus¬ 
tries,  and  of  articles  which  were  entered  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Pacific  Railway.  Last  year  there  has  been  a 
large  discrepancy  between  the  importations  and  the  expor¬ 
tations,  but  it  is  explained  by  the  fact  that  there  has  been 
a  deficiency  of  nearly  $20,000,000  in  the  production  of 
wheat.  It  may  be  said  that  this  is  an  enormous 
figure,  but  it  is  nevertheless  an  accurate  figure.  It 
is  based  on  statements  which  have  been  published. 
The  fall  wheat,  in  1882,  has  produced  over  $31,000,000, 
while  in  1883  it  has  only  produced  $11,597,839. 
However  that  may  be,  the  Opposition  should  be  the  last  to 
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upbraid  us  on  account  of  the  excess  of  our  importation* 
over  our  exportations.  Do  we  not  know  that  according  to 
the  English  school,  the  Cobden  school,  the  volume  of 
imports  is  a  very  good  sign  of  prosperity  and  of  active 
trade.  “  Take  care  of  the  imports,”  they  say,  “  and  the 
exports  shall  take  care  of  themselves.”  According  to  that, 
England  must  have  made  brilliant  operations  last  year,  for 
the  surplus  of  her  imports  has  exceeded  £110,000,000 
sterling.  Unfortunately  for  the  Cobden  doctrine  this  same 
year  has  seen  one  of  the  most  terrific  crisis  in  the  history 
of  Great  Britain.  The  other  day  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  was  remarking  that  stocks  had  gone  up  consider¬ 
ably  from  1879  to  1885.  The  hon.  member  for  East  York 
Mr.  Mackenzie)  has  asked  the  hon.  Minister  to  give  the 
quotations  for  1878,  as  compared  to  1885.  The  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Fmance  had  not  these  quotations  with  him  at  the 
time,  hut  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  consult  them,  and 
they  show  a  largo  increase  as  will  be  seen  by  the  following 
figures  :  In  1878,  Montreal  Bank  was  quoted  at  161,  and  in 
1885  it  was  quoted  at  193.  Hoison’s  Bank  was  92  in  1878 
and  1 14  in  1885.  The  Bank  of  Toronto  was  130  in  1878 
and  182  in  1885.  The  Merchants  Bank,  which  was  63,  in 
1878,  is  to-day  quoted  at  111, 

Mr.  CATUDAL.  Does  the  hon.  member  take  into 
account  the  fact  that  the  Merchants  Bank  has  reduced  its 
capital  by  one-third  ?  You  say  that  in  1878  the  Merchants 
Bank  was  quoted  at  such  a  price,  and  that  in  1885  it  was 
quoted  at  such  another  price  ;  do  you  keep  account  of  the 
difference  arising  from  the  fact  that  since  1878  the  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  has  reduced  its  capital  by  one-third  ? 

Mr.  TASSE.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  quotations 
which  I  am  now  giving  were  made  with  reference  to  that 
reduction,  but  there  would  still  be  a  rise,  even  with  that 
reduction.  The  Merchants  Bank,  which  was  quoted  at  116 
in  1878,  is  now  quoted  at  121.  Other  securities,  which  I 
might  mention,  also  show  a  decided  rise.  When  I  see  the 
hon.  members  of  the  Opposition  attacking,  as  they  do,  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  Government,  I  ask  myself  if  these 
gentlemen  are  not  as  many  Saturns  devouring  their  own 
children ;  for  we  have  not  forgotten,  Mr,  Speaker,  that  the 
Liberal  party  of  Lower  Canada  was  one  of  the  first  to 
demand  that  the  agricultural  and  manufacturing  interests 
should  be  protected.  The  member  for  Letbiniere  was, 
the  other  day,  denouncing  agricultural  protection.  Well,  I 
think  that  if  his  natural  leader,  Mr.  Joly,  could  have  heard 
him,  ho  would,  perhaps,  have  disowned  him  as  one  of  his 
followers.  Because,  those  who  have  read  the  Debates  of 
thi3  House  know  that  in  1872  Mr.  Joly  was  asking  for  pro¬ 
tection  on  sugar  and  exemption  from  Excise  duties  on  beet 
root  sugar  during  ten  years.  It  will  also  be  remembered 
that  in  1872  the  Liberals  wanted  to  bury  their  past  in 
oblivion.  They  were  ashamed  of  it,  and  they  had  a  thou¬ 
sand  reasons  to  be  ashamed  of  it.  Therefore,  they  wanted 
to  reorganise  it,  by  leaving  aside  such  men  as  Messrs. 
Doutre  and  Laflamms,  for  instance.  These  men  have  since 
been  seen  coming  back  to  the  surface — and  by  borrowing 
from  both  parties  the  best  planks  of  their  platforms,  in  the 
hope  of  producing  an  ensemble  of  principle  which  might 
unite  all  men  of  good  will,  irrespective  of  parties.  An 
important  meeting  was  held  in  Quebec,  and  it  was  pre¬ 
sided  over  by  the  predecessor  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lotbiniere,  the  hon.  Mr.  Joly.  Well,  on’that  occasion,  there 
were  loud  demands  for  protection  in  favor  of  the  agricul- 
turer  and  trader,  for  protection  in  favor  of  the  industries  of 
the  country.  So  much  so,  that  in  1876  a  committee  was 
appointed  to  investigate  the  agricultural  condition  of  the 
country,  and,  that  in  answer  to  certain  questions  put  to 
hon.  Mr.  Joly,  that  gentlemen  stated  that  if  his  friends  had 
abandoned  the  cause  of  protection,  as  most  of  those  who 
ai'e  now  occupying  the  other  side  of  the  House  have  done, 
he,  at  least,  had  not  given  it  up.  And  the  following  is  the 
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answer  he  addressed  to  the  president  of  that  committee,  on 
the  24th  of  March,  1876  : 

“  I  have  only  received  to-day  a  series  of  printed  questions  from  your 
commission,  in  whose  work  I  take  a  very  deep  interest,  and  I  hasten  to 
send  you  my  answers,  I  am  afraid  they  will  be  found  somewhat  lengthy, 
but  I  must  say  that  I  feel  a  certain,  amount  of  satisfaction  in  being  able 
to  formulate  my  views  on  this  subject,  whatever  may  be  the  worth  of 
such  views.  In  fact,  it  is  a  kind  of  protest  against  charges  brought 
against  me  during  this  Session,  in  the  House  of  Commons  and  in  the 
public  press — that  I  have  abandoned  the  principal  article  of  the  pro¬ 
gramme  of  our  national  party.  What  we  claim  above  all  is  a  national 
trade  policy.  My  friends  have  been  charged  with  having  abandoned  it, 
and  as  leader  of  the  national  party,  my  name  has  been  mixed  up  with 
those  reproaches  ;  but  I  have  not  abandoned  that  policy.”  *  *  * 

.Now,  in  answer  to  the  following  question  which  -was  put 
to  him  by  the  committee  : 

“Is  it  in  the  interest  of  Canada  to  continue  to  admit  American  pro¬ 
ducts  free  from  duty,  while  the  products  exported  on  the  other  side  of 
the  frontier  are  liable  to  a  high  duty?” 

He  said  : 

“  No ;  it  is  against  the  interests  of  Canada.  I  humbly  believe  that 
only  raw  material  used  for  manufactures  should  be  admitted  free  from 
duty. 

“  It  is  not  by  lowering  the  price  of  everything  that  we  will  ever  attain 
national  wealth.  The  dearer  we  pay  the  better  it  is  for  us,  provided  our 
means  of  paying  are  at  par  with  the  increase  of  prices.  Ask  the 
laborer  which  he  prefers— -flour  at  $4.50  per  barrel  and  no  work,  or  flour 
at  $6  and  plenty  of  work.  Agriculture  and  manufacturing  may  together 
insure  great  results  ;  but  let  these  two  industries  isolate  their  interests, 
and  their  divided  forces  will  be  far  from  accomplishing  as  much.” 

It  may  be  said  that  the  hon.  Mr.  Joly  is  no  longer  the 
leader  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I 
know  that ;  in  fact,  he  has  had  the  same  fate  in  the  Provincial 
House  which  was  met  by  another  leader  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  this  House.  Perhaps  the  mode  of  procedure  was 
less  violent  but  that  was  all  the  difference.  It  is  traditional 
in  that  party  to  behead  the  chiefs  when  they  do  not  lead  to 
victory.  If  I  am  told  that  Mr.  Joly  is  no  longer  the  leader 
of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  one  thing 
will  be  admitted,  and  it  is  that  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Quebec — who,  I  regret  to  say,  is  not  in  his  seat — is  at  the 
present  moment  the  leader  in  the  Dominion  Parliament  of 
the  Liberal  party  of  the  Province- of  Quebec.  Well,  that 
hon.  member,  and  not  very  long  ago  at  that,  held  the  same 
opinions,  the  same  sentiments, Jon  protection.  In  1871,  when 
he  held  a  seat  in  the  Quebec  House,  he  said  : 

“Quite  a  number  of  years  ago  the  great  patriot  we  have  just  lost,  the 
Hou.  L.  J.  Papineau,  seeking  a  remedy  to  the  evils  from  which  we  were 
suffering,  summarised  his  policy  on  the  subject  by  this  simple  precept ; 

‘  We  must  buy  nothing  from  the  metroplis.'  I  am  of  opinion  that  that 
policy  is  to-day  forcing  itself  upon  us  with  as  much  weight  as  it  did 
even  at  the  time  when  it  was  formulated.  It  is  a  duty  for  us,  and 
especially  for  us  Canadians  of  French  origin,  to  create  national 
industry.” 

Perhaps,  Mr.  Speaker,  our  hon.  friends  will  say  :  Why,  this 
was  a  long  time  ago—it  is  many  years  since  our  leader 
expounded  on  the  question  of  protection,  those  ideas  which 
are  those  professed  to-day  by  the  Conservative  party.  I 
will  quote,  Mr.  Speaker,  utterances  which  are  a  little  more 
fresh.  They  were  uttered  as  far  back  as  the  22nd  of  March, 
1877.  Mr,  Laurier  was  not  then,  it  is  true,  as 
strong  a  protectionist  as  he  had  been  in  1871 ;  but  he  was 
still  fairly  so,  as  may  be  judged  by  the  following  short 
extract  from  one  of  his  speeches : — 

“  I  am  of  opinion,  however,  that  certain  industries  cannot  be  estab¬ 
lished  without  the  aid  of  the  Legislature  j  and  I  say  it  openly,  in  the 
presence  of  my  political  friends.” 

As  will  be  seen,  these  words  from  Mr.  Laurier  have  been 
uttered  not  many  years  ago,  and  they  prove  one  thing  :  It 
is,  that  our  friends  opposite  have  completely  given  up  the 
economical  ideas  which  they  formerly  held.  They  have 
sacrificed  everything  to  the  domination  of  their  allies,  the 
Grits.  At  this  same  meeting  of  1872  another  leader  of  the 
Liberal  party,  who  is  not  sitting  in  this  House,  it  is  true, 
but  who  has  a  seat  in  the  highest  House  in  the  country,  the 
hon,  Mr.  Pelletier,  said : 

Mr.  Tass£. 


“  The  manufactures  in  the  different  branches  of  industry  which  we 
might  develop  with  such  beneficial  results,  do  not  receive  the  necessary 
protection.  You  will  probably  tell  me  that,  nevertheless,  a  strong 
impulse  was  given  towards  progress  ;  that  the  spirit  of  enterprise  seems 
to  spring  up.  Yes,  gentlemen,  hunger  and  misery  have  often  led  to 
superhuman  efforts.  The  terrible  commercial  crisis  which  prevails  to-day, 
while  alarming  those  who  were  most  confident  in  a  brighter  future, 
induces  them  to  make  supreme  efforts  in  order  to  avoid  complete  ruin. 
It  is  true  that  generous  efforts  have  been  made  for  some  time  back  ;  a 
few  enterprising  capitalists  are  trying,  it  is  true,  to  establish  manu¬ 
factures,  but  have  they  been  able  to  inspire  confidence  in  their  success  ? 
Have  they  been  able  to  do  away  with  this  great  objection  of  the  tariff, 
which  makes  it  impossible  to  export  our  produce?  What  guarantee 
have  they  when  they  risk  their  capital  in  manufactures  which  are  con¬ 
stantly  exposed  to  a  change  in  the  tariff,  which  might  paralyse  every¬ 
thing?  There  is  alongside  of  us  a  population  of  forty  millions,  with 
whom  we  are  unable  to  trade.  Our  country  offers  immense  advantages, 
and  in  spite  of  that  it  is  still  the  most  backward  country  in  America, 
owing  to  the  want  of  encouragement  to  manufactures.” 

If  I  wanted  to  make  a  reviewal  of  most  of  the  prominent 
members  of  the  Opposition,  I  might  do,  what  has  already 
been  done  besides,  I  might  show  that  these  gentlemen  have 
all,  one  after  another,  been  in  favor  of  a  protective  tariff.  I 
heard  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  telling  us  a 
while  ago  that  the  Government  bad  done  nothing  to 
encourage  sugar  industries  in  this  country.  That  gentle¬ 
man  has  forgotten  the  very  important  fact  that  under  the 
Mackenzie  Administration  the  sugar  refineries  closed  their 
doors,  which  they  have  re-opened  since  the  establishment  of 
the  protective  tariff.  He  has  forgotten  that,  in  1876,  his 
colleague,  the  hon.  Mr.  Jones,  who  was  then  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  on  the  Ministerial  benches — hut  that  did 
not  last  very  long,  I  am  not  sorry  to  say — was  clamoring  in 
vain  for  protection  on  sugar.  I  shall  quote  his  own  words, 
pronounced  in  this  House  on  the  3rd  of  April,  1876  : 

“  He  might  be  laboring  under  a  misapprehension,  but  he  understood 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Waterloo,  on  a  former  occasion,  when  he  intro¬ 
duced  his  motion  relating  to  the  West  India  trade,  to  allude  to  the  sugar 
refining  interests  as  likely  to  be  greatly  benefited  thereby.  If  the  hon. 
member  was  in  earnest  in  his  proposition  to  subsidise  a  line  of  steamers 
then,  he  could  not  understand  his  position  now.  The  hon.  gentleman 
bad  said  that  but  300  persons  were  interested  in  the  sugar  trade,  but  if 
the  number  of  vessels  engaged  in  this  large  commerce  with  the  West  Indies 
and  the  men  indirectly  connected  with  the  business  were  taken  into 
account,  we  would  find  that  number  swell  into  thousands.  He  thanked 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General,  for  the  stand  he  had  taken  on  this  ques¬ 
tion.  If  the  refinery  in  Montreal  could  have  worked  under  the  present 
system  no  application  wouid  have  been  made,  but  it  had  been  sufficiently 
demonstrated  that  it  was  impossible  to  keep  open  refineries  in  the  face 
of  the  bounty  allowed  by  the  United  State3.  It  was  no  use  tinkering 
with  the  tariff,  but  the  Government  should  be  prepared  to  deal  with  the 
American  system,  which  was  annihilating  oar  trade .  When  $2.50  duty 
per  ICO  pounds  was  paid,  and  a  drawback  of  $3.00  was  allowed,  which 
was  equal  to  J  a  cent  per  pound,  it  was  plain  to  be  seen  that  no  tariff 
would  enable  a  refinery  to  exist  in  Canada.  Unless  a  duty  was  imposed 
equal  to  the  bounty,  it  would  be  no  use  trying  to  do  anything.” 

In  1877,  the  hon.  Mr.  Jones  returned  to  the  charge  and 
again  reproved  the  Government.  Here  is  what  he  said  on 
the  9th  of  March : 

“  The  sugar  interest  demanded  some  consideration,  because,  if  some 
legislation  did  not  speedily  take  place,  he  was  afraid  we  were  going  to 
lose  a  large  trade  with  the  West  Indies.  That  trade,  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  at  the  present  moment,  involved  from  three  to  four  million 
dollars  a  year,  but  the  inevitable  result  of  the  present  policy  would  be 
to  drive  the  whole  trade  to  the  United  States.  We  sent  our  vessels  with 
outward  cargoes,  which  were  sold  in  the  West  Indies,  and  they  were 
obliged  to  take  the  sugar  to  the  United  States  to  have  it  refined.  Cargoes 
of  sugar  passed  through  the  Boston  refineries,  and  in  24  or  36  hours  were 
exported  into  Canada  again  under  a  bounty  of  50  per  cent.  Such  a 
system  could  not  continue  very  long.  In  a  short  time,  when  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  found  out  that  they  had  destroyed  our  trade,  they  would  dictate 
their  own  terms,  and  then  it  would  be  seen  how  disastrous  the  present 
policy  was.” 

Wo  did  precisely  what  was  asked  by  the  hon.  Mr.  Jones, 
when  he  had  his  seat  among  the  Ministerial  benches.  He 
wanted  to  protect  that  industry,  and  since  that  time  we 
have  seen  not  only  the  great  Eedpath  refinery  opening 
its  doors  at  Montreal,  but  w©  have  seen  others  cropping  up 
or  taking  large  proportions.  I  was  speaking  a  while  ago 
of  the  Liberal  leaders  in  this  House  and  at  Quebec.  In 
1881 — it  is  not  a  very  long  time  since — the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  visiting  Montreal.  We  were  on  the 
eve  of  general  elections*  The  hon.  gentleman  was  visiting 
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his  faithful  in  Montreal,  seeing,  no  doubt,  with  regret,  that 
instead  of  increasing,  their  number  was  diminishing  at 
every  election.  On  that  occasion  the  hon.  loader  of  the 
Opposition  expounded  views  whick  resembled  a  great  deal 
those  of  the  most  extreme  free  traders;  besides,  it  was  not 
the  first  time  in  his  life  ;  but  Mr.  Mercier,  who  had  a  better 
knowledge  of  the  popular  sentiment  in  the  Province,  who 
knew  that  the  views  advocated  by  tbo  hon.  loader  of  the 
Opposition  were  quite  unpopular  ;  that  they  were  repudi¬ 
ated  not  only  by  the  Conservatives,  but  oven  by  almost 
every  Liberal,  Mr.  Mercier  felt  alarmed  at  the  opinions 
expressed  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  he 
endeavored  to  limit  their  bearing  to  a  certain  extent.  Here 
are  the  words  which  he  used  under  those  circumstances  : 

“When  we  left  power  the  receipts  of  the  country  were  not  as  high  as 
they  are  to-day  ;  but  the  Conservatives  failed  to  keej)  themselves  within 
reasonable  limits  and  they  have  raised  the  tariff  in  an  exaggerated 
manner.  But  we  must  be  impartial ;  this  increase,  large  as  it  was  at  the 
outset,  did  not  produce  a  bad  result ;  it  has  put  an  end  to  deficits,  if  we 
are  to  believe  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  and  it  has  induced  capitalists  to  invest 
large  sums  in  the»manufactures.” 

Mr*  BLAKE.  Of  cotton. 

M.  TASSE.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  says  that 
large  sums  have  been  invested  in  the  manufacture  of  cotton. 
He  is  perfectly  right.  But  it  is  equally  true  that  millions 
have  been  invested  in  other  industries.  Under  the  Liberal 
regime  there  was  no  large  amounts  invested  in  cotton,  and 
although  people  were  then  in  favor  of  a  cheap  country  to 
live  in,  cotton  goods  were  not  sold  as  cheap  as  they  are  to¬ 
day,  neither  were  they  manufactured  in  such  large  quantities 
as  they  are  to-day.  When  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  denouncing  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  duties  imposed  on  cotton,  he  said:  If  you  put  a  duty  on 
cotton,  cotton  goods  will  be  sold  at  an  extravagant  price ; 
you  will  make  the  fortune  of  a  few  speculators,  of  a  certain 
number  of  capitalists,  to  the  detriment  of  consumers.  He 
cannot  deny  that.  To  this  pretension  we  have  answered 
that  we  were  not  afraid  of  the  profits  which  might  be 
realised  by  the  manufacturers ;  that  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  they  would  invest  their  capital  with  the  sole  view  of 
pleasing  the  public,  and  that  even  if  the  prices  of  their 
manufactured  goods  were  to  be  higher  for  a  certain  time, 
domestic  competition  would  not  be  long  in  bringing  them 
down  to  a  normal  rate.  Well,  what  are  the  facts  to-day  ?  Facts 
have  so  well  given  the  lie  to  the  predictions  of  our  friends 
opposite  that  they  are  now  reduced  to  deplore  the  losses 
which  the  cotton  manufacturers  have  suffered  of  late  years. 
Facts  have  so  well  belied  the  predictions  of  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Opposition  on  this  important  question  of  cotton  manu- 
facturingf  which  has  inspired  him  many  an  eloquent  speech, 
that  instead  of  blaming  the  Government  to-day  he  should 
be  one  of  the  first  to  commend  their  conduct.  The  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  did  me  the  honor  of  inter¬ 
rupting  me,  will  admit  that  there  is  at  Montreal  a  news¬ 
paper,  wh:ch  is  supposed  to  be  the  organ  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  which  is  called 
La  Pairie .  That  journal  is  to-day  edited  by  Mr.  Louis 
Honore  Frechette,  who  for  several  years  held  a  seat  in  this 
House  as  the  represensative  of  the  beautiful  county  of 
Levis.  At  the  last  e!ections_  Mr.  Frechette  was  a 
candidate  in  '  the  county  of  Levis ;  I  think  it  was 
for  the  fourth  or  fifth  time.  His  opponents,  it 
seems,  had  circulated  the  rumor  that  if  he  was  elected, 
he,  Mr.  Frechette,  one  of  the  supporters  of  Mr. 
Blake,  would  make  it  his  duty  to  wage  war  in  this 
House  against  the  National  Policy,  which  was  very  natural, 
I  admit,  for  the  National  Policy  is  the  great  line  of  demar¬ 
cation  between  the  Liberal  and  Conservative  parties.  Well, 
Mr.  Frechette,  knowing  that  he  could  not  be  elected  in  the 
county  of  Levis  if  he  hoisted  the  flag  of  free  trade, 
declared,  in  a  letter,  that  if  he  was  elected,  neither  he  nor 
his  chief,  the  hon.  Mr.  Blake,  would  work  against  the 
National  Policy.  Perhaps  the  hon:  leader  of  the  Oppsition 


has  read  that  letter,  which  was  publshed  in  the  Chronicle  of 
the  10th  of  June,  1882,  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the 
fears  of  the  electors.  The  letter  said  : 

“  I  hear  that  there  Is  some  uncertainty  prevailing  somewhere  regarding 
my  views,  as  a  candidate  for  the  county  of  Levis,  regarding  what  is 
generally  termed  the  National  Policy. 

“I  wish  to  state  here  what  I  stated  yesterday  before  the  public  of  Levis, 
St.  Joseph  and  St.  Romuald,  that  my  platform  is  exactly  that  of  my 
leader,  Mr.  Blake,  on  that  question  as  well  as  on  the  others. 

“  I  never  believed  in  the  so-called  National  Policy  ;  I  think  it  has  done 
more  harm  than  good  to  the  country  ;  but  I  most  positively  declare 
that  my  intention,  if  elected,  as  well  as  the  intention  of  the  Liberal  party, 
is  not  to  interfere  with  that  policy,  which  ha3  been  established  by  the 
popular  will,  as  a  change  in  the  system  would  probably  create  a  dis¬ 
turbance  in  our  industries  and  trade,  which  must  be  avoided  at  all 
hazards.  I  consider  the  National  Policy  as  necessary,  now  that  it  is 
inaugurated — and  for  this  the  Conservatives  alone  are  responsible — a 
necessary  evil,  which  could  be  cured  only  by  a  remedy  worse  than  the 
disease.” 

This  language  is  far  different  from  that  of  the  member  for 
South  Huron,  who  exclaimed  in  this  House  :  This  tariff  can¬ 
not  stand.  Well,  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Durham,  who  must  have  read  that  letter,— 

Mr,  BLAKE.  I  have  not  read  it. 

Mr.  TASSE.  I  know  the  hon,  leader  of  the  Opposition  to 
be  a  great  reader  of  newspapers,  of  everything  that  bears 
the  liberal  stamp  ;  I  know  be  takes  a  great  interest  in  the 
French  and  English  literature  of  his  party.  Did  he  ever 
protest  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  never  read  it. 

Mr.  TASSE,  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  says  that 
he  has  not  read  it.  Well,  now  that  I  have  read  it  to  him, 
does  he,  or  does  he  not,  approve  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  approve  it  in  paid,  and  I  disapprove  it  in 
part. 

Mr  TASSE.  Very  flattering  for  Mr.  Frechette,  the  editor 
of  La  Patrie ,  organ  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  This  disavowal  from  bis  chief  is  one  of 
the  finest  compliments  that  was  ever  paid  to  a  Liberal 
journalist,  to  my  knowledge,  for  a  long  time  back. 
Until  now  we  have  noticed  what  protection  bad  done  for 
Canada,  but  we  have  never  asked  ourselves  what  we  should 
be  without  it.  I  venture  to  state  that,  without  this  tariff, 
the  Craadian  market  would  still  continue  to  be,  what  it  has 
been  under  the  Mackenzie  regime,  a  slaughter  market  for 
American  over-production.  Without  protection  we  would 
see  to-day  60,000  workingmen,  and  more,  without  work, 
without  bread,  and  most  of  them  emigrating  in  a  body,  as 
they  did  under  the  old  Administration.  And  the  fact  that 
since  the  1st  of  January  last  only  100,000  operatives  have 
I’esumed  work  in  the  American  manufactures,  shows  what 
would  have  become  of  our  market  had  we  not  a  tariff  to 
protect  us  against  the  production  of  the  United  States.  We 
would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  American  manufacturers,  as 
we  were  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration.  Without 
protection  we  would  still  be  the  vassals,  the  tributaries,  of 
the  great  American  Republic.  The  interprovincial  trade, 
which  has  made  such  rapid  progress  for  the  last  few  years, 
would  not  have  taken  the  proportions  which  it  has  taken, 
which  it  is  still  taking,  and  which  it  shall  continue  to  take 
as  long  as  we  are  protected.  Without  protection  British 
Columbia,  which  last  year  imported  over  $624,000  worth 
of  goods  from  the  Eastern  Provinces,  would  not 
certainly  have  imported  such  a  large  amount?*  from 
its  sister  Provinces,  Because,  in  1814,  when  the  Liberal 
party  came  into  power,  the  total  amount  of  the 
value  of  goods  shipped  from  the  Eastern  Provinces 
to  British  Columbia  was  only  $66,104.  Without  protection, 
coal  mining  and  the  consumption  of  coal,  which  has  nearly 
doubled,  owing  to  the  industrial  establishments  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  would  certainly  not  have  reached  such  great  propor¬ 
tions.  Without  protection  the  Canadian  workmen  would 
certainly  not  have  recovered  the  easy  circumstances  in 
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which  they  have  lived  for  the  last  few  years,  and  could 
never  have  succeded  in  a  very  short  time  in  depositing, 
together  with  the  farmers,  an  amount  of  $13,000,000  in  the 
post  offioe  savings  bank.  Without  protection  we  could 
never  have  put  an  end  to  the  deficits,  which  amounted  to 
over  $7,000,000  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  and 
which  have  been  converted  into  a  surplus  of  over  $  18,000,000 
since  the  adoption  of  the  protective  tariff.  Well,  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright,  himself,  admitted,  when  he  was  Minister  of 
Finance,  that  deficits,  especially  if  they  became  chronic—- 
and  unfortunately  they  were  chronic  under  his  administra¬ 
tion — might  become  a  source  of  very  grave  difficulties,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  adopt  energetic  means  to  put  an 
end  to  them.  The  Conservative  Government  have  adopted 
those  means  and  our  hon.  friends  opposite,  instead  of  blam¬ 
ing  them  for  having  taken  these  energetic  means  of  putting 
an  end  to  deficits  and  of  protecting  the  credit  of  the  country, 
should,  on  the  contrary,  congratulate  them  on  the  important 
and  patriotic  work  which  they  have  accomplished.  I  know, 
without  protection,  the  immense  sacrifices  which  we  have 
incui’red  to  construct  the  Pacific  Railway  would,  to  a  great 
extent,  be  useless.  Instead  of  finding  an  outlet  for  our 
industrial  produce  in  the  immense  agricultural  region  of  the 
North-West,  the  people  of  these  Territories  would  continue, 
as  in  the  past,  to  import  their  goods  from  the  neighboring 
States.  Now  I  come  to  another  point.  The  hon.  member 
for  Lotbiniere  has  spoken  to  us  about  the  debt  of  Canada. 
Indeed  every  member  of  the  Opposition  has  lamented  on  the 
extent  of  our  debt.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  none  of  them  have 
told  this  House  that  every  cent  of  that  debt  is  represented 
by  a  productive  capital.  None  of  them  have  said  that 
every  cent  of  the  public  debt  of  Canada  is  represented  by 
improvements  and  works,  without  which  Canada  would  not 
be  to-day  the  rich  and  prosperous  country  which  it  has 
become.  None  of  them  have  said  that  that  debt  is  not  the 
price  of  blood,  as  are  the  debts  of  England,  France,  Ger¬ 
many  and  the  United  States.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
the  debt  of  Canada  would  find  favor  in  the  eyes  of  the  most 
rigid  of  economists.  And  while  I  see  the  public  debt  of  our 
country  represented  under  such  false  colors  by  those  who 
style  themselves  as  the  free  trade  party  of  Canada,  I  am 
glad  to  he  enabled  to  give  them  the  opinion  of  one  of  the 
chiefs  of  that  school,  Mr.  de  Molinari,  one  of  the  chief 
editors  of  the  Journal  des  Dibats,  a  man  whose  opinion  has 
been  quoted  very  recently  by  the  great  newspapers  of 
Europe  on  the  importance  of  maintaining  free  trade  in  the 
old  world.  Mr.  de  Molinari  visited  Canada  some  years  ago, 
and  especially  the  Province  of  Quebec,  where  he  carefully 
studied  our  economical  situation.  On  his  return  to  France, 
here  is  what  he  said  about  the  debt  of  Canada : 

“  The  Dominion  and  provincial  debt  has  been  contracted  wholly  for 
the  construction  of  an  improved  system  of  conmunication,  canals  and 
railways,  which  might,  with  due  regard  to  proportion,  bear  comparison 
with  that  of  the  United  States.  Nevertheless,  for  a  few  year3  back,  the 
finances  of  the  Dominion  had  fplt  the  influence  of  the  crisis.  There  had 
been  a  decrease  of  the  receipts,  arising  most  exclusively  from  Customs, 
from  licenses  for  the  sale  of  liquors  and  the  sale  of  public  lands  ;  for¬ 
tunately  the  crisis  is  over  and  the  deficits  have  already  been  superseded 
by  surpluses  in  the  receipts.  Bear  in  mind  that  Canada  is  one  of  the 
countries  in  the  world  where  there  is  the  least  taxation,  and  that  the 
contributive  faculties  of  the  people  have  hardly  been  grazed.” 

There  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  de  Molinari,  and  yet  the  hon. 
late  Minister  of  Finance,  and  those  who  hold  his  views,  are 
constantly  proclaiming  in  this  House  that  Canada  is  one  of 
the  most  overtaxed  countries  in  the  world.  Mr.  de  Molinari, 
who  has  not  the  same  reasons  for  representing,  under  false 
colors,  the  financial  position  of  the  country,  does  not  hesi¬ 
tate  to  state  that  Canada  is  one  of  the  countries  in  the 
world  where  there  is  the  least  taxation,  and  that  the  con¬ 
tributive  faculties  of  the  people  have  hardly  been  grazed. 
He  goes  on  to  say : 

“  It  would  be  a  blessed  laud  for  speculators  conversant  in  the  art  of 
picking  the  hen  without  causing  her  to  cackle  ;  but  where  there  are  no 
armies  to  be  paid,  no  war  loans  to  redeem,  there  is  no  need  of  a  heavy 
Mr.  Tabs!:. 
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budget,  and  there  are  many  reasons  for  abstaining  from  picking  the  hen 
at  all.  The  Canadian  federation  occupies  a  position  similar  to  that  of  the 
United  States  before  the  Secession  war ;  and,  thanks  to  God,  none  of 
the  questions  which  are  agitated  between  the  parties  are  of  such  a 
character  as  to  provoke  other,  contests  than  those  of  the  press  and  the 
hustings.” 

I  have  said  that  every  cent  of  our  debt  was  represented  by 
public  improvements.  Since  1867  it  has  been  increased  by 
$100,000,000.  Weil,  what  is  this  increase  composed  of? 
In  the  first  place,  we  have  a  sum  of  $27,624,638  for  provin¬ 
cial  debts.  So  that  this  is  not  at  all  an  increase  of  taxation . 
It  is  simply  debts  from  the  old  Provinces  which  have  been 
assumed  by  the  Dominion  Parliament.  Thus  we  have 
public  improvements  :  Pacific  Railway,  $47,29 1 ,564 ;  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  $29,486,027  ;  canals,  $31,404,938  ;  making 
a  total  of  $135,807,209.  To  these  five  items  I  may  add 
$29,374,000,  which  have  been  expended,  irrespective  of  the 
debt,  out  of  the  ordinary  receipts  of  Canada.  And  the 
Liberal  party  has  its  good  share  of  responsibility  for  that 
increase  of  the  public  debt.  From  1874  to  1878  the  interest 
on  the  debt  has  increased  by  $980,882,  while  from  1878  to 
1884  it  has  been  increased  only  by  $851,672.  And  let  us 
bear  in  mind  that  the  rate  of  interest  is  now  lower  than  it 
was  then.  In  1867  the  average  of  the  rate  of  interest  on 
our  loans  was5'21  per  100  ;  in  1873,  $4.38;  in  1878,  $4.05, 
and  in  1885,  $3.98.  This  is  a  proof  that  our  credit,  instead 
of  declining,  is  now  gaining  in  the  London  market.  But 
our  hon.  friends  say :  Why,  public  expenditure  is  increas¬ 
ing  in  alarming  proportions?  Certainly  it  is.  It  is 
impossible  that  it  should  be  otherwise.  But  if  it  does 
increase  we  must  not  forget  that  our  receipts  are  also 
increasing.  This  is  just  the  reverse  of  what  happened 
under  the  Liberal  Administration.  We  must  not  forget 
that  within  a  few  years  the  public  revenue  has  been 
increased  by  several  millions,  and  it  would  be  absured  to 
pretend  that  an  additional  revenue  of  nine  millions  could  be 
levied  with  the  same  amount  of  expenditure.  Within  a 
few  years  we  have  created  a  whole  Department — the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Interior — which,  alone,  during  the  last  four  years, 
has  brought  to  the  Treasury  not  less  than  $4,000,000,  arising 
from  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  North-West.  It  is  also  known  that 
we  have  had  to  establish  new  post  offices  and  Custom  houses  in 
a  great  part  of  the  North-West,  and  in  new  places  in  other 
parts  of  the  country.  We  have  made  a  great  many  other 
expenses  which  represent,  in  a  legitimate  measure,  the 
increase  of  the  debt,  as  compared  to  what  it  was  formerly. 
The  other  day,  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White), 
who  is  an  authority  on  such  matters,  compared  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  1875  and  1876  to  that  of  1883  and  1884,  and  showed 
that  we  had  spent  during  those  last  years  $6,619,334  more 
than  in  1875  and  1876.  But,  as  he  rightly  remarked,  this 
increase  is  easily  explained.  Out  of  that  sum,  $2,079,488 
were  expended  for  the  collection  of  revenue  more  than  in 
1875;  the  revenue  itself  has  increased  during  that  period 
by  a  sum  of  $9,250,000.  Out  of  that  sum,  $1,901,045  was 
devoted  to  the  sinking  fund  and  to  the  cost  of  management 
of  the  public  debt,  and  the  balance,  $2,264,540,  represents 
the  increase  of  the  ordinary  expenditure.  That  balance 
itself  contains:  For  public  works,  $959,910;  mail  subsidies 
and  grants  to  lines  of  steamers,  $204,090 ;  grants  to  Indians, 
$839,831;  mounted  police,  $116,465.  Now,  all  these  amounts 
show  an  increase,  and  it  was  the  Mackenzie  Government 
themselves  who  started  that  expenditure,  particularly  the 
extra  expenses  for  surveys  in  the  North-West,  and  to  main¬ 
tain  a  strong  supervision  there.  After  all,  they  are  not  a 
heavy  burden  on  the  people,  for  they  only  represent  an  extra 
tax  of  12  cents  per  head.  Now,  we  come  to  another  point. 
The  hon.  member  for  Lotbiniere  has  lastly  spoken  to  us  about 
the  Pacific  Railway.  He  has  told  us  that  the  construction  of 
that  railway  was  pushed  too  rapidly.  I  am  not  of  that 
opinion.  I  think  that  the  more  railways  we  have 
in  the  country  the  beter  it  will  be  for  us.  I  believe 
that  the  locomotive  is  the  best  factor,  the  mightiest 
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will  be  begun  in  1890,  and  may  b8  finished  in  1897,  and  I  hope  they  will 
all  be  alive  to  enjoy  it.” 


lever,  of  material  progress  in  any  country.  It  ought 
to  precede  and  not  to  follow  the  march  of  colonisation. 
It  is  a  great  many  years  since  the  Conservative  party, 
represented  by  Sir  Allan  McNab,  said  :  “  My  policy  is  rail¬ 
ways.”  The  policy  of  the  Conservative  party  is  still  to-day 
as  it  was  then,  a  railway  policy.  We  know  what  that  pol¬ 
icy  has  done  to  develop  the  resources  of  the  country.  Where 
should  we  be  to-day  if  the  10,000  miles  of  railways 
which  make  up  our  admirable  system  of  railways  did  not 
exist  ?  Where  should  we  be  without  the  Grand  Trunk, 
against  which  our  friends  opposite  fought  so  violently,  as 
they  did  against  all  great  measures  of  public  interest  which 
were  advocated  by  the  Conservative  party  ?  Where  would 
we  be  without  the  Intercolonial  and  the  Pacific  Railways, 
which  will  give  us  a  through  line  of  railway  from  ocean  to 
ocean  ?  Even  in  1872  Sir  George  Etienne  Cartier,  while 

Kosing  in  this  House  the  great  measure  of  the  Canadian 
fic  Railway,  said :  All  aboard  for  the  west !  It  is  very 
well  known  that  nobody  attached  more  importance  than  he 
did  to  the  construction  of  that  great  railway,  for  in  the  Bill 
which  he  succeeded  in  having  passed  in  the  old  House,  it  is 
enacted  that  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway  will  be 
finished  within  ten  years.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  member 
for  L’lslet  (Mr.  Casgrain)  is  not  in  his  seat,  for  I  would  take 
this  opportunity  to  reproach  him  with  having  written  a 
most  unworthy  page,  a  very  regrettable  page,  a  page  which 
can  never  be  forgiven.  In  a  book  which  he  has  published 
lately,  which  was  in  itself  a  fault,  for  the  book  was  written 
in  order  to  justify  one  of  the  greatest  outrages 
that  was  ever  attempted  against  the  responsible 
system  in  this  country,  to  justify  that  which  has  been  called 
the  coup  d'6tat,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  occasion  to 
throw  mud  at  his  opponents.  He  has  chosen  to  enter  into 
the  private  affairs  of  a  man  who  is  no  more  here  to  defend 
himself — a  man  whom  he  never  would  have  dared  to  fight 
face  to  face — but  who  has  left  followers  and  admirers  who 
will  be  equal  to  the  task  of  defending  him.  The  member 
for  L’lslet  has  attacked  the  memory  of  Sir  George  E.  Cartier ; 
he  has  entered  into  the  domain  of  his  private  life  to  villify 
him.  But  I  am  happy  to  state  that  there  are  many  Liberals 
to-day  who,  reviewing  the  political  career  of  our  late  lam¬ 
ented  chief,  do  not  hesitate  to  admit  that  he  was  a  great 
patriot  and  a  friend  to  his  country.  And  this  House  has 
echoed  public  gratefulness  by  erecting  him  a  monument  that 
all  the  scribblers  in  the  world  are  unable  to  disfigure.  The 
hon.  member  for  Lotbiniere  complains  that  wo  are  proceed¬ 
ing  too  rapidly  with  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
in  British  Columbia.  I  am  sorry  to  find  that  my  hon.  friend 
has  completely  forgotten  the  history  of  his  party  ;  because, 
before  he  left  power,  Mr.  Mackenzie  declared,  in  this  city  of 
Ottawa,  in  a  speech  which  he  delivered  against  my  candi¬ 
dature  in  1878,  that  he  had  asked  for  tenders  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Pacific  Railway  in  British  Columbia.  And 
yet  we  see  the  Liberal  members  upbraiding  the  present 
Government  for  pushing  too  rapidly  the  construction  of  that 
section.  Not  only  do  they  blame  the  Government  for  build¬ 
ing  rapidly  the  British  Columbia  section  of  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  but  I  have  heard,  with  still  greater  surprise,  the  hon. 
member  censuring  the  Government  for  building  that  section 
which  is  situated  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Superior.  On 
this  point,  as  on  the  other,  my  hon.  friend  forgets  tho  history 
of  his  own  party.  In  1880,  his  own  leader,  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Durham,  said  : 

“  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  some  hon.  member  from  Quebec  had 
indicated  to  the  Minister  of  .Railways,  in  language  as  strong  as  was  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  politeness  due  to  a  powerful  Minister,  that  it  was  essen¬ 
tial  that  ha  should  throw  out,  at  any  rate,  some  ray  of  hope,  however 
faint,  that  at  some  early  period  the  Quebec  railway  should  be  connected 
with  the  through  line  ;  that  he  should  say  to  the  members  from  Que¬ 
bec  :  Gentlemen,  at  the  present  time  we  can  only  burn  the  candle  in 
the  middle,  and  at  the  western  end,  but  the  time  will  come  sooner  than 
you  expect,  when  we  will  burn  it  in  the  middle  and  at  both  ends,  when 
it  will  be  alight  in  the  east  also.  Quebec  may  expect  the  eastern  end 
to  be  commenced  when  the  western  road  is  finished— that  is,  that  it 


Again,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  shown  himself  a 
bad  prophet.  It  is  not  in  181)7  that  the  section  on  the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Superior  will  be  completed,  but  within  a  few 
months,  after  wonders  of  activity,  which  ought  to  deserve 
his  approbation.  Not  only  that,  Mr.  Speaker,  but  the  news¬ 
paper  which  is  the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party  (the  Globe), 
whose  authority  my  hon.  friend  will  not  gainsay,  said,  with 
regard  to  Lake  Superior,  in  1871 : 

“  Our  rulers  will  be  traitors  to  their  country  aud  to  British  connection  if 
they  lose  a  single  season  in  making  it  practicable  and  convenient  for 
settlers  to  go  to  Fort  Garry  through  their  own  territory,  and  in  putting 
things  in  a  fair  way  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  is  a  question 
not  merely  of  convenience  but  of  national  existence  ;  it  must  be  pushed 
through  at  whatever  expense.  We  believe  it  can  be  so  pushed  through, 
not  only  without  being  a  burden  pecuniarily  to  Canada,  but  with  an 
absolute  profit  in  every  point  of  view.  Without  such  a  line  a  great 
British  North  America  would  turn  up  an  unsubstantial  dream;  with  it, 
and  with  ordinary  prudence  and  wisdom  on  the  part  of  her  statesmen,  it 
will  be  a  great,  a  glorious  reality. 

“  Instead  of  the  tact  that  the  North  Pacific  is  under  construction  being 
an  argument  for  allowing  the  Canadian  project  to  lay  in  the  meantime 
in  abeyance,  it  affords  the  strongest  reason  possible  for  its  being  pushed 
through  without  delay.  Politically,  it  is  a  manifest  and  pressing 
necessity,  while  commercially  it  is  as  evidently  of  the  highest  importance 
for  Canada.  In  this  way  alone  can  this  country  have  any  chance  for  her 
fair  share  in  the  lucrative  trade  with  the  North-West,  which  will  assuredly 
spring  up,  and  in  the  varied  traffic  with  the  Pacific  world,  which,  to  a 
great  extent,  will  pass  through  Canadian  territory,  if  once  what  will  be 
the  shortest  and  easiest  route  from  ocean  to  ocean  is  in  working  order.” 

It  will  be  seen,  by  these  few  extracts,  that  the  opinions 
expressed  by  our  bon.  friends  opposite  are  exactly  the 
reverse  of  the  opinions  expressed  hardly  a  few  years  ago 
by  their  chiefs  and  by  their  principal  organ  in  tho  country. 
We  are  told  that  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  is  being  carried  on  too  rapidly.  That  is  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  members  opposite,  but  that  is  not  the 
the  opinion  of  the  country.  The  settlers  who  are  disseminated 
along  the  line  of  that  immense  route,  which  has  3,000  miles 
in  length,  tho  settlers  who  are  lost  in  the  immensity  of  the 
prairies  and  even  along  the  shores  of  the  Mackenzie  River, 
who  are  without  communication,  either  direct  or  indirect, 
with  the  civilized  world,  will  not  think  that  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  that  railway  is  going  on  too  rapidly.  Neither  will 
the  traders  of  Manitoba,  of  the  North-West,  and  of  British 
Columbia,  who  have  to  import  goods  from  the  eastern  Prov¬ 
inces,  think  that  the  construction  is  going  on  too  rapidly. 
The  manufacturers  who  have  a  surplus  of  production  in  the 
old  eastern  Provinces,  and  who  reckon  on  being  able  to 
dispose  of  their  surplus  at  profitable  prices  on  the  western 
markets,  will  not  think  that  we  are  constructing  this  road 
too  rapidly.  The  whole  commercial  world,  who  rocognise 
in  the  Pacific  Railway  the  most  direct  route  between  Europe 
and  Asia,  wiil  approve  of  the  rapid  construction  of  that  rail¬ 
way.  No,  Mr.  Speaker  ;  the  construction  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  will  not  be  completed  a  moment  too  soon.  Thirty 
years  ago,  in  tho  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes,  a  prominent 
economist,  Mr.  Langel,  published  an  essay  on  the  proposed 
transcontinental  lines  of  the  American  continent,  and  speak¬ 
ing  of  this  enterprise  he  said  :  “  The  proposed  undertaking 
in  Canada  is  simply  a  dream,  but  if  ever  that  road  is  con¬ 
structed  it  will  create  a  perturbation  in  the  business  of  the 
world,”  And  the  London  limes  said  that  the  construction  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  be  one  of  the  most 
brilliant  achievements  that  any  country  in  the  world 
could  ever  boast  of.  The  hon.  member  for  Lotbiniere 
concluded  the  other  day  by  speaking  to  us  about 
the  programme  of  the  Liberal  party.  I  should  be 
very  happy  to  know  exactly  what  that  programme 
is.  1  have  taken  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  find  out  what 
it  was,  but  without  success,  up  to  the  present  time.  The 
Opposition  is  against  every  thing  which  is  proposed  by 
the  Government.  That  is  about  all  the  programme  they 
have.  It  seems  that  the  same  ignorance  prevails  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  among  the  members  of  that 
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party.  In  a  newspaper  which  is  edited  by  one  of  the 
lieutenants  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition — I  refer 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)— the  London 
Advertiser ,  the  following  words  could  be  road  concerning 
the  programme  of  the  Liberal  party  a  few  days  before 
the  opening  of  the  Session  : 

“  We  trust  that  the  leaders  of  the  Reform  party,  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  will  avail  themselves  of  the  present  Session  to  enunciate  their 
views  on  those  public  questions  which  are  likely  to  present  themselves 
for  solution  at  the  next  general  elections.” 

But  that  is  not  all.  La3t  year  the  Montreal  Witness, 
which  is  also  a  Grit  paper,  published  a  correspondence 
from  a  person  who  occupies  a  prominent  position  in  the 
Liberal  party  of  Ontario.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  of  St.  Catharines,  a  well  known  Liberal.  This  friend 
of  the  Liberal  party  complained  in  that  correspondence  that 
his  party  had  no  programme,  and  that  his  chiefs  were 
deficient  in  energy  and  unanimity.  Here  are  a  few  of  the 
complaints  he  made  : 

“  A  general  survey  of  the  condition  and  prospects  of  the  Liberal 
party  in  Canada  leaves,  on  the  observer,  three  distinct  impressions,  1st. 
That  the  Liberal  chief  displays  a  great  want  of  energy  ;  2nd.  That  his 
leading  organ  is  conspicuous  for  its  timidity  and  want  of  nerve  ;  and 
3rd,  That  unanimity  is  entirely  wanting.  Whether  Mr.  Blake  and  the 
Globe  are  influenced  by  public  opinion,  or  public  opinion  is  influenced 
by  the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  leader  and  his  organ,  may  be  open  to  dis¬ 
pute.  It,  however,  is  certain  that  Mr.  Blake  is  making  no  serious  effort 
to  rally  the  forces  of  Liberalism,  and  that  the  Globe ,  while  so  bold  and 
even  dictatorial,  is  now  a  veritable  slave  to  every  class  or  organisation 
which  may  wield  any  political  influence.  There  is  scarcely  any  question 
of  real  interest  to  the  people  of  Canada  which  the  Globe  has  the  courage 
to  thoroughly  and  impartially  discuss.  We  have  ad  nauseam  editorial 
upon  editorial,  written  in  a  strain  of  dull  mediocrity,  on  the  crimes,  real 
or  supposed,  of  the  Dominion  Government. 

“A.  study  of  the  political  system  gives  no  great  encouragement  to 
those  who  look  for  an  active  and  aggressive  Liberalism,  and  for  any 
well-united  and  well-concerted  attack  on  the  present  abuses  of  autho¬ 
rity.  A  homogeneous  Liberal  party  in  Canada  has  no  existence.  There 
are  Liberals  in  Ontario,  Quebec  and  the  Maritime  Provinces,  but  there 
is  no  unison  between  what  should  be  sections  of  one  great  army.  Local 
issues  determine  to  a  great  extent  the  results  of  elections  in  some  of  the 
smaller  Provinces,  and  are  not  without  their  effect  on  the  smaller  ones. 
No  great  principles,  no  common  policy,  unite  the  Liberals  of  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  with  those  of  Quebec  and  Ontario.  The 
battle  of  Dominion  elections  is  fought  by  regiments  recognising  no 
common  commander,  and  the  result  is  anarchy  and  defeat. ” 

And  this  is  not  the  only  Liberal  paper  from  which  I  might 
quote.  Here  is  another  extract  from  the  Waterford  Star , 
of  the  26th  of  January,  1885.  An  article  headed  “Reform 
Platform  ”  concludes  as  lollows : — 

“  We  repeat  that  what  the  Reform  party  needs  at  the  present  crisis  is 
aggressive  leaders  and  representatives  in  Parliament  and  fewer  good-Lord 
good-devil  men.  We  have  endeavored  to  keep  posted  as  to  the  politics 
of  the  day,  yet  if  any  one  asked  us  to  define  the  policy  of  our  party,  we 
would  have  to  say,  with  the  Mail ,  “  We  haven’t  got  any at  least,  we 
haven’t  been  able  to  discover  it.  We  write  the  above  in  no  captious 
spirit,  for  the  mere  purpose  of  fault-finding,  bat  because  a  sense  of  duty 
compels  it.  W  e  have  suffered  two  ignominous  defeats  as  a  party  at  the 
polls,  and  will  suffer  a  third  unless  we  becoma  more  aggressive  and  take 
steps  to  define  our  policy  and  divide  the  House  on  it,  to  show  the  people 
we  mean  business  and  not  mere  clap-trap.” 

Well,  if  the  Liberal  members,  if  the  Liberal  papers,  if  the 
Liberal  electors,  have  that  same  opinion  of  their  chiefs,  and 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  have  no  programme  which 
could  be  accepted  even  by  the  Liberal  party,  I  ask  them 
how  the  Conservatives  who,  for  a  thousand  good  reasons, 
have  no  confidence  whatever  in  the  opinions  and  policy  of 
our  hon.  friends  opposite,  could  bo  converted  to  their 
opinions.  But  that  is  not  all.  Some  time  ago  the  Liberal 
party  gave  a  great  dinner  in  the  city  of  Montreal.  On  that 
occasion  the  member  for  Bast  Quebec  delivered  a  speech,  in 
which  he  expounded  certain  views  which  will  astonish 
those  who  have  not  yet  read  it : 

“Gentlemen,  remember  one  thing  :  if  the  whole  population  was  com¬ 
posed  of  such  men  as  the  members  of  the  Club  National  we  would  be 
independent  already.” 

So  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  Quebec  is  in  favor  of 
immediate  independence,  even  at  the  risk  of  throwing  us 
into  the  arms  of  the  United  States.-— 

“  But  such  men  as  you  are  a  minority  in  the  country.” 

Mr,  TassI. 
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That  has  been  known  for  a  long  time. 

“  If  to-day  we  are  not  independent,  if  we  are  still  a  colony,  the  fault, 
if  there  is  a  fault,  does  not  lie  with  the  metropolis,  but  with  the  Cana¬ 
dian  people  who,  let  us  admit  the  fact,  do  not  deserve  their  indepen¬ 
dence.” 

So  that  the  member  for  Ea3t  Quebec  thinks  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  people  do  not  deserve  their  independence,— 

“Gentlemen,  before  we  get  our  independence,  the  people  of  our 
country  must  be  taught  to  ba  patriotic,  for  1  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
they  are  deficient  in  patriotism.” 

According  to  the  leader  of  the  French  Liberals,  the  people 
of  this  country  are  deficient  in  patriotism.  This  is  a  high 
compliment,  which  will,  no  doubt,  be  appreciated  at  its  full 
value.— 

“  I  can  say  it  unhesitatingly,  because  their  answer  is  written  in  plain 
letters  on  the  ballots  of  our  representation.  Look  at  what  is  taking 
place  in  Quebec.  Out  of  sixty-five  members,  you  will  find  fifteen  in  the 
ranks  of  the  Liberal  party.  Am  I  to  be  told  that  we  are  a  patriotic 
people?  Am  I  to  be  told  that  the  people  who  has  not  resented  the 
abominations  of  which  we  have  been  the  victims  since  the  month  of 
October,  1819,  is  a  people  of  patriots  ?  For  my  part — I  regret  it  for  the 
country's  sake — but  I  repeat  it,  our  people  are  deficient  in  patriotism. 
What,  gentlemen!  when  the  party  who  has  been  guilty,  on  the 
29th  of  October,  of  the  darkest  treason  ever  mentioned  in  the  history  of 
any  country  ;  when  the  party  who  has  cut  down  the  head  of  patriot- 
martyr,  when  that  party  has,  under  such  circumstances,  found  grace 
before  the  people,  and  when  the  people,  instead  of  nailing  these  traitors 
to  the  pillory,  have  absolved  them,  and  what  is  more,  have  rewarded 
them,  am  I  to  be  told  that  patriotism  is  to  be  found  among  such  men  ?  If 
we  had  our  independence  what  would  we  do  with  it?  I  fear  that  we 
would  rank  with  the  nations  where  public  interest  is  made  subservient 
to  private  interest.  I  fear  that  we  would  come  down  to  the  rank  of  the 
people  of  Mexico,  Guatimala,  South  America,  and  ever  so  many  others.” 

Well,  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  supporters  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Quebec  think  of  such  an  astounding 
opinion.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the  hon.  member  who 
will  address  the  House  after  me  to-night,  what  he  thinks  of 
his  chief,  when  the  latter  says  that  the  people  of  the  country 
are  lacking  in  patriotism  because  they  do  not  claim  their 
independence?  Not  content  wifh  underrating  their  own 
country,  the  Liberal  chiefs  have  become  so  enraged  with 
disappointed  ambition  that  they  even  ’  insult  the  people. 
The  member  for  East  Quebec  wound  up  his  remarks  by 
saying : 

“Now^you  will,  perhaps,  ask  me,  before  I  am  done,  fwhat  the 
chances  of  the  Liberal  party  are.  To-day  we  are  not  very  numerous” — — 

I  believe  our  friends  opposite  hold  a  similar  opinion  on  this 
point. — - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  W e  have  the  quality. 

Mr.  TASSE.  I  have  no  doubt  that  is  the  opinion  of  our 
hon.  friends  opposite.  Only  the  people  do  not  hold  the 
same  view.  Let  us  hear  more  from  the  member  for  East 
Quebec : 

“  At  Ottawa  we  are  hardly  more  numerous  than  we  are  at  Quebec. 
Here  we  are  fifteen  out  of  sixty-five ;  there  we  are  sixty  out  of  two  hundred 
and  ten.  I  have  often  thought  that  the  Liberal  party  was  like  the  saints, 
that  is  to  say,  our  Kingdom  is  not  in  this  world” - 

It  takes  a  great  stretch  of  imagination  to  find  points  of 
resemblance  between  the  Liberal  party  and  the  saints,  even 
on  this  point : 

“  But  I  begin  to  have  ideas  which  are  more  bright  and  pleasant”’ 

I  do  not  see  why  the  French  leader  should  begin  to  see 
things  under  a  more  pleasant  aspect,  for  in  spite  of  repeated 
contests  his  party  has  never  exceeded  the  number  of  the 
small  Rouge  Pleiade,  whose  memory  is  far-famed.  I  do  not 
j  think  that  the  Province  of  Quebec  have  more  confidence 
to-day  in  the  policy  of  the  Liberals  than  they  had  formerly, 
j  On  the  contrary,  all  the  elections  which  have  taken  place, 
or  nearly  all,  have  about  maintained  the  glorious  position 
held  by  the  Conservotive  party  the  day  after  the  great  con¬ 
test  of  1882.  And  while,  on  the  one  hand,  Mr.  Laurier 
complains  that  his  country  does  not  deserve  independence, 
we  see  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  swearing  by  all  that 
is  good  and  great  that  he  intends  to  die  far  the  English  flag. 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


687 


It  is  true  that  the  member  for  South  Huron  also  appears  to 
be  leaning  towards  independence,  while  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  pronounced  in  favor  of  Imperial  federation. 
This  is  a  new  proof  that  the  Liberal  party  has  no  unani¬ 
mity,  has  no  acceptable  programme.  In  that  same  speech 
which  I  have  just  quoted,  the  member  for  East  Quebec  said 
that  since  the  coup  d’6tat  had  been  condemned,  the 
Conservative  party  in  his  Province  was  a  mere 
plaything  in  the  hands  of  Sir  John.  Even  yesterday 
I  heard  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  telling  us  that  he 
was  in  favor  of  the  maintenance  of  a  truly  national  spirit. 
And  yet  this  same  hon.  member  said  at  Napanee,  in  1883, 
that  the  people  of  Upper  Canada  ought  to  form  a  league,  as 
they  did  twenty  years  ago,  to  put  down  what  he  called 
French  domination.  Thus,  while  we  see,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  member  for  East  Quebec  preaching  that  the  Lower 
Canada  Conservatives  were  only  puppets  in  the  hands  of 
the  First  Minister,  on  the  other  hand  we  see  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  complaining  that  the  Province  of  Quebec 
rules  with  absolute  power  over  the  whole  country.  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  people  seeing  that,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
Liberal  party  has  no  well-defined  programme,  and  that 
what  programme  they  do  have  is  inacceptable  in  many 
respects ;  seeing  that,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Conservative 
party  has  a  policy  which  is  based  on  the  protection  of  our 
great  agricultural  and  industrial  interests,  a  policy  based  on 
the  development  and  construction  of  the  great  works  which 
are  indispensable  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  the  people 
of  Canada,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  will  continue  their  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Conservative  party,  who  have  done  so  much  to 
deserve  it. 

Mr.  HACKE’IT.  I  think  the  House  and  the  country  are 
to  bo  congratulated  on  the  very  able  and  satisfactory  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Finance  Minister.  It  must  be  gratifying 
to  the  people  of  Canada  to  know  that  the  financial  affairs  of 
the  country  are  in  a  very  satisfactory  condition.  For  the 
last  year  or  so  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  been  going 
about  endeavoring  by  every  means  in  their  power  to  decry 
the  credit  of  Canada.  They  have  stated  on  almost  every 
platform,  and  their  press  has  repeated  the  statement,  that 
the  people  were  leaving  the  country  in  large  numbers,  that 
taxation  was  rolling  up  at  a  fearful  rate,  and  that  the  debt  of 
the  country  was  something  enormous.  Now,  we  are  glad  to 
know  from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
that  these  assertions  are  quite  unwarranted,  but  that  the 
credit  of  Canada  as  a  borrowing  country  stands  high  in  the 
money  market  of  the  world — that  in  fact  our  securities 
occupy  a  front  rank.  We  are  also  glad  to  know  that  not¬ 
withstanding  that  large  amounts  of  money  have  been  appro¬ 
priated  for  public  improvements,  the  debt  per  head  of  the 
population  is  less  than  that  of  a  great  many  other  countries, 
and  not  so  great  as  that  of  other  countries  on  this  continent. 
What  is  the  reason,  Sir,  that  things  are  in  so  satisfactory  a 
condition?  In  my  opinion,  we  must  attribute  it  to  the 
beneficial  working  of  the  National  Policy.  Those  of  us  who 
were  in  this  House  in  1879,  when  the  policy  was  inaugu¬ 
rated,  will  remember  the  vicious  opposition  that  that  policy 
met  with  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  then  saw. 
these  hon.  gentlemen  rise,  one  after  another,  and  assert,  in 
the  most  confident  language,  that  this  policy  was  going  to 
ruin  the  country,  that  it  would  be  the  means  of  creating 
vast  monopolies,  and  that  the  consumers  of  the  country 
would  be  ground  down  under  the  iron  heel  of  those  mono¬ 
polies.  Again,  in  1882,  when  the  Government  appealed  to 
the  people  for  a  confirmation  of  this  policy,  we  had  to  meet 
the  same  arguments.  We  were  told  that  great  cotton  lords 
and  great  sugar  lords  existed  in  the  country,  and  that  these 
men,  after  making  fortunes  out  of  the  poor  people  of  the 
country,  in  a  few  years,  were  in  London,  Paris,  Eome 
and  other  cities  of  the  old  world,  spending  their 
money  lavishly.  But  two  or  three  years  later  we  have 


a  different  story  told  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 
We  are  now  told  that  these  men  are  all  ruined,  and  that 
the  capital  they  have  invested  has  all  been  lost.  We  know 
that  depression  does  exist;  but  this  fact  we  have  to  comfort 
us:  that  the  consumers  of  the  country  are  buying  the 
articles  required  by  them  for  the  support  of  themselves 
and  their  families  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  has  ever  before 
been  known  in  this  country.  This  is  the  result  of  the 
National  Policy,  and  this  I  consider  is  very  satisfactory  to 
the  people.  Now,  Sir,  without  entering  into  the  abstract 
question  of  the  National  Policy,  I  may  say  that  my  object 
in  rising  on  this  occasion  is  to  correct  some  errors  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  made  on  the 
occasion  he  addressed  the  House  a  few  evenings  ago.  That 
hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion  made  a  very  remarkable 
speech— remarkable  for  its  inaccuracies,  remarkable  for  the 
way  in  which  he  compared  our  country  with  the  countries 
of  the  world,  by  distorting  facts  and  figures  to  show  that 
Canada  occupied  a  very  poor  position  as  compared  with 
other  countries.  I  am  glad  to  say,  however,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  directed  his  remarks  principally  to  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  as  a  whole.  Some  two  or  three  years  ago,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  took  his  seat  in  this  House  for  the  first 
time,  speaking  of  the  financial  condition  of  the  country,  he 
singled  out  Prince  Edward  Island  as  being  especially  ground 
down  by  the  National  Policy.  He  told  us  on  that  occasion 
how  the  people  were  being  driven  out  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  how  whole  rows  of  houses  were  to  let,  how  the 
wharves  were  deserted,  how  no  business  was  doing,  how 
everything  was  so  depressed  and  demoralised  that  men  hav¬ 
ing  money  were  afraid  to  invest  it,  and  how  the  greatest 
ruin  prevailed  in  that  Province.  I^admonished  the  hon 
gentleman  on  that  occasion  that  he  was  doing  a  great 
wrong  in  decrying  his  Province,  and  that  his  remarks 
would  have  a  bad  effect  upon  its  credit.  I  am  glad  that 
since  then  he  has  learned  wisdom,  and  that  my  admonition 
has  had  a  good  effect ;  because  in  addressing  the  House 
now  he  does  not  confino  himself  to  Prince  Edward  Island, 
but  speaks  of  the  whole  Dominion.  The  hon.  gentleman,  at 
the  commencement  of  his  remarks,  treated  us  to  a  little  dis¬ 
sertation  on  loyalty.  It  was  called  out  by  some  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B,  (Mr.  Foster),  to 
the  effect  that  there  was  no  respectable  gentleman  at  present 
in  the  Liberal-Conservative  party,  or  no  respectable  news¬ 
paper  in  the  country,  advocating  annexation  to  the  United 
States.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  made  that  statement, 
and  I  believe  it  to  be  correct.  He  stated,  further,  that  there 
was  a  paper,  he  believed  the  only  one  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  advocating  annexation,  published  in  the  city  of  St. 
John,  and  edited  by  a  supporter  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  in  reply  to  that  statement, 
singled  out  something  that  had  been  said  long  years  ago,  long 
before  the  Provinces  were  united  in  a  Confederation.  He 
singled  out  some  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  I  believe,  and  other  gentlemen  occupying  high  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  country ;  he  also  referred  to  some  remarks  made 
by  Mr.  Beaudry,  of  M  ontreal.  With  all  this,  I  do  not  see  what 
we  in  Canada,  at  the  present  time,  have  to  do.  We  know 
that  before  Confederation  the  North  American  Provinces 
had  separate  tariffs  and  separate  forms  of  Government,  one 
not  amenable  in  any  way  to  another.  We  know  the  strug¬ 
gles  that  men  had  to  undergo  in  those  times  to  gain  the 
privileges  we  now  enjoy.  We  know  that  it  was  only 
after  fearful  strugles  that  responsible  Government  was 
obtained  in  this  country.  And  it  is  an  honor  to  the  men 
who  were  then  ruling  this  country  that  they  stood  up  and 
declared:  Wo  will  have  our  rights,  or  go  for  separation  from 
Great  Britain,  and  for  the  independence  of  the  North 
American  colonies.  Amongst  other  gentlemen,  he  singled 
out  the  Minister  of  Finance.  He  wanted  to  prove  that  the 
Minister  of  Finance  was  an  annexationist.  He  said  he 
was  the  treasurer  and  secretary  of  an  annexationist  society  j 
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and,  to  prove  his  statement,  read  an  extract  from  a  procla¬ 
mation  issued  by  that  society.  I  will  read  that  extract  from 
the  proclamation,  to  show  to  what  lengths  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  go  to  sustain  an  assertion  : 

“  The  time  has  come  for  this  Province  to  address  the  Sovereign,  with 
the  explicit  declaration  lhat  unless  relief  be  obtained  separation  from 
the  Empire  and  the  independence  of  the  North  American  colonies  will 
be  desirable.” 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Not  a  word  about  annexa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman  said  the  Fin¬ 
ance  Minister  was  treasurer  of  an  annexationist  society.  I 
consider  it  unworthy  the  hon.  gentleman,  holding  a 
front  position,  as  he  does,  in  the  ranks  of  his 
party,  to  so  distort  facts  as  to  make  black  ap¬ 
pear  white  and  white  black.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
entered  into  the  question  of  loyalty,  I  hope  he  will 
pardon  me  if  I  read  a  portion  of  a  remarkable  speech  which 
he  delivered  in  1880,  not  prior  to  but  since  Confederation. 
At  that  time  the  question  of  the  ratification  of  the  contract 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  was  before  this 
House.  The  hon.  gentleman  calied  a  meeting  of  the  electors 
of  Queen’s  county,  P.  E,  I. ;  the  meeting  was  held  in  the  mar¬ 
ket  hall  at  Charlottetown ;  and  in  the  course  of  a  very  long 
and  able  speech  he  uttered  the  following  sentiments: — 

“We  are  now  asked  to  consent  to  a  contract  which  will  seal  up  that 
great  country  and  hand  it  over  to  a  monopoly,  a  contract  which  will  be 
an  iron  hand  upon  the  neck  of  every  young  man  who  goes  there  as  a  tiller 
of  the  soil,  a  contract  from  which  there  is  no  escape,  politically  or  commer¬ 
cially,  excepting  one,  and  that  is  annexation  to  the  United  States,  it  is 
an  escape  which  no  politician  likes  to  talk  about,  but  it  will  come  one 
day,  and  when  it  comes  we  must  take  our  chance  and  make  the  best 
bargain  we  can.”  ^ 

The  hoD.  gentleman,  as  an  American  statesman  would  say, 
considered  annexation  to  be  the  manifest  destiny  of  Canada. 
Ho  would  make  it  appear  that,  lightly  or  wrongly,  we 
should  be  annexed  to  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  before  he  charges  others  with  disloyalty,  should  con¬ 
sider  his  own  utterances .  I  see  behind  him  the  descendants 
of  some  of  the  loyalists  who  left  the  United  States  after  the 
close  of  the  revolutionary  war,  leaving  all  their  property 
behind  them,  going  to  the  then  sterile  and  inhospitable 
shores  of  Canada,  to  gain  a  livelihood  for  themselves  and 
their  families.  I  would  commend  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
their  care;  and  if  they  do  not  prosecute  him  for  his  seditious 
language,  I  hope,  at  any  rate,  they  will  not  associate  with 
him.  The  hon.  gentleman  want  on  to  take  up  the  question 
of  the  exodus,  which  appears  to  be  a  live  question  at  the 
present  time.  Referring  to  the  remark  of  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s,  N.B,(Mr.  Foster)  that  he  did  not  believe  that  there 
was  any  such  exodus  from  the  country  as  was  pictured  by 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  hon.  gentloman  said: 

“He  says  that  proclaiming  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as  an  exodus  to 
the  United  States  is  calculated  to  injure  the  country,  and  that  it  should 
not  be  stated,  though  it  is  the  truth.  A  truce  to  sentiment,  let  us  have 
facts.  What  are  the  facts?  It  is  a  fact  contained  in  the  census  report, 
a  fact  well  known  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  a  fact  which  he  could  not  shut 
his  eyes  to,  a  fact  which  he  has  heard  repeated  and  has  never  heard 
challenged  in  this  House,  that  in  the  United  States  there  are  712,000 
Canadians  to-day,  and  yet  he  says  there  is  no  exodus.” 

That  may  be  very  correct,  but  I  want  to  show  you,  Sir, 
why  an  exodus  has  taken  place  from  this  country.  One  of 
the  chief  causes  is  the  utterances  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  the  mournful  wail  they  raise  on  all  questions  connected 
with  Canada,  the  terrible  pictures  they  draw  of  the 
dire  distress  of  our  people  —  all  which  have  had  the 
effect  of  driving  out  of  the  country  very  many  peo¬ 
ple.  They  became  discontented.  They  said  :  It  is  surely 
a  good  country  to  emigrate  from  ;  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  remain  in  it  much  longer,  and  those  who  had  means 
to  go  were  induced  to  go,  by  the  terrible  pictures  of 
distress  drawn  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Amongst 
those  who  encouraged  this  exodus,  to  a  large  extent,  figure 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies) 
Mr,  Hackett. 
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In  that  remarkable  speech  which  he  delivered  at 
Charlottetown,  he  had  also  something  to  say  with  regard  to 
the  exodus,  and  the  bad  effects  the  contract  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Rail  way  Company  would  have  on  emigra¬ 
tion  to  Canada.  In  very  emphatic  language  he  depicted  the 
miseries  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  who,  he  said,  were  suffer¬ 
ing  under  the  iron  hand  of  the  landlord,  and  who  were 
compelled  to  seek  refuge  in  America.  And  he  said  : 

“  If  they  come  here  and  the  contract  becomes  law,  they  will  simply 
jump  from  the  frying  pan  into  the  fire”-. - 

Is  not  that  a  noble  sentiment  ?  Is  not  that  calculated  to 
encourage  immigration  ? 

“  As  the  great  North-West  will  be  entirely  into  the  hands  of  the  most 
powerful  of  landlords,  are  emigrants  fools  enough  to  go  there?  No, 
they  will  go  to  the  American  Republic,  where  they  will  have  freedom.” 

These  were  the  utterances  of  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
occasion,  and  I  quite  believe  they  are  calculated  to  have  a 
very  great  effect  in  dissuading  immigrants  from  coming  to 
the  shores  of  Canada.  Although  we  know  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  very  much  in  the  habit  of  going  on  in  this 
style,  we  sometimes  find  in  their  ranks  people  who  will 
rise  above  party  considerations  and  give  utterance  to  patrio¬ 
tic  sentiments.  In  Summerside,  the  shire  town  of  the  country 
I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  the  Summerside  Pioneer,  a 
newspaper  edited  by  a  gentleman  who  supports  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  and  who  is  a  very  respectable  man,  whom  I  am  glad 
to  know,  rises  on  occasion  above  party  feeling  and 
gives  utterance  to  live  sentiments.  In  November,  1883,  the 
the  Summerside  Pioneer  stated  as  follows,  with  regard  to 
the  exodus 

“  It  may  be  well  enough  for  young  persons  who  have  no  means  ot 
making  a  living  to  try  their  fortune  elsewhere;  but  we  consider  it  a 
mistake  for  those  who  are  moderately  well  off  to  rush  after  imaginary 
wealth.” 

He  goes  on  to  say— -I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend  to  give  par¬ 
ticular  attention  to  what  he  says  : 

“There  are  always  croakers  in  every  community,  who  make  a  busi¬ 
ness  of  crying  down  the  place  in  which  they  live,  and  this  Province  has 
its  full  share  of  such  people.  Persons  of  that  stamp  would  turn  the 
Garden  of  Eden  into  a  frog  pond,  with  a  green  scum  on  its  surface.  It 
is  no  wonder  that  our  young  people,  growing  up  with  the  steady  wail  of 
discontent  in  their  ears,  should  seek  other  fieldsmen  being  able  to  leave 
the  parental  nest.” 

I  think  the  editor  of  the  Summerside  Pioneer,  supporter,  as 
he  is,  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  very  aptly  described 
the  effect  of  the  speeches  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
not  only  in  this  House  but  in  the  country.  It  would  appear 
that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  112,000  Cana' 
dians  at  present  in  the  United  States,  he  would  make  out 
that  they  all  went  there  since  the  inauguration  of  the 
National  Policy ;  that  all  these  people  were  driven  out  of 
Canada  through  the  effects  of  that  policy,  and  were  obliged 
to  seek  a  home  in  the  United  States.  Let  us  look  into  that 
statment.  In  1870,  according  to  the  United  States  census, 
490,000  people,  natives  of  Canada,  were  in  the  United 
States.  That  was  before  the  introduction  of  the  National 
Policy.  In  1880,  only  one  year  after  the  National  Policy 
became  the  law  of  the  country,  we  find  712,000  native 
Canadians  in  the  United  States,  the  exact  number  cited  by 
the  hon.  gentleman,  so  that  if  you  take  the  decade  from 
1870  to  1880  and  add  the  death  rate,  which,  according  to 
a  very  elaborate  calculation  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
made  last  year,  would  amount  to  21  per  cent.,  we  find  that 
the  total  number  of  Canadians  who  went  into  the  United 
States  during  that  decade  would  be  345,000,  or  about  34,000 
a  year.  Thus  only  34,500  of  the  712,000  left  the  country 
under  the  National  Policy.  Still  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
make  it  appear,  and  he  sends  his  speeches  broadcast  through 
the  country,  that  712,000  people  were  driven  out 
of  Canada  through  the  effects  of  the  National  Policy. 
The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  refer  to  the  great  progress 
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that  was  made  in  the  United  States.  He  stated  that  at  the 
close  of  the  civil  war  the  United  States  had  a  debt  of 
$2,500,000,0 .10,  or  $69  per  head  of  population  while  now  it 
was  only  $25.69  per  head,  and  he  said  that  the  people 
of  that  country  had  made  all  this  great  progress  since  the 
close  of  the  war.  But,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
King’s,  to  whom  he  was  referring,  stated  that  they  had 
nothing  to  show  for  the  debt  at  the  close  of  the  war,  he 
said  they  had  four  or  five  millions  of  negroes  to  show. 
Everyone  knew  that.  Everyone  knew  that  the  great 
struggle  between  the  north  and  south  was  over  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  negro  slaves,  and  every  humane  and  benevolent 
man  in  every  civilised  country  in  the  world  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  result  of  the  war  was  the  freedom  of  those 
people,  and  that  men  should  cease,  in  North  America  at 
least,  to  trade  in  the  blood  and  flesh  of  each  other.  But 
that  was  a  war  of  destruction.  The  hon.  member  for 
King’s  was  perfectly  correct.  It  was  a  war  of  destruction, 
and  they  had  nothing  to  show  but  the  negroes,  and  what  to 
do  with  them  was  absorbing  the  attention  of  sta  smen  in 
the  United  States  at  that  time.  That  war  not  only  brought 
desolation  and  misery  to  thousands  of  firesides,  but 
destroyed  millions  of  property,  and  Sherman’s  march  to  the 
sea  itself  laid  waste  more  property  than  would  build  two 
Canadian  Pacific  Railways.  But  if  the  great  progress  to 
which  the  hon.  gentlemen  referred  did  take  place,  what  was 
the  cause  of  it?  Did  the  Americans,  at  the  close  of  their 
war,  adopt  the  policy  of  free  trade  ?  No;  they  adopted  the 
opposite  policy.  They  found  they  had  five  millions  of 
negroes  on  their  hands,  and  they  found  it  necessary,  in 
order  that  they  might  provide  employment  for  these  negroes, 
to  adopt  a  policy  which  would  create  industries  and  give 
employment  to  these  people  ;  and  the  result  of  that  policy 
has  been  that  the  United  States  has  progressed  so  much 
that  the  debt  is  almost  wiped  out,  and  that  the  progress  is 
going  on  day  by  day.  And,  though  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  say  that  because  the  Democratic  party  has 
got  into  power  they  are  going  to  adopt  a  different  policy, 
we  know  from  all  sources  of  information  that  that  is  not  the 
case,  and  that  the  American  people  are  wedded  to  the 
system  of  protection  to  American  industries,  and  will  not 
give  it  up.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  satisfied  with 
making  an  unfavorable  comparison  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States,  but  he  also  made  a  comparison  between 
England  and  Canada.  It  is  manifestly  unfair  to  make  a 
comparison  between  an  old  country  like  England  and  a 
young  country  like  Canada.  We  are  all  proud  of  old 
England ;  we  are  proud  of  being  a  loyal  dependency,  if  I  may 
may  say  so,  of  that  great  country ;  we  are  proud  that  our 
nection  places  us  under  the  protection  of  its  flag;  we  are 
proud  of  the  great  energy  and  enterprise  of  the  British 
people,  and  of  the  way  they  have  carried  their  commerce 
on  every  sea  of  the  world;  but  while  we  are  proud  of  Eng¬ 
land  we  must  also  be  proud  of  Canada:  Canada  is  our 
home,  Canada  is  where  we  expect  to  live,  and  while  we 
love  the  old  country  we  should  love  Canada  more.  The 
hon.  gentleman  makes  a  comparison  between  the  trade  of 
England  and  Canada.  I  deprecate  the  action  of  an  hon. 
gentleman  who  professes  to  be  patriotic,  and  in  making  a 
comparison,  distorts  the  figures,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
his  own  country  appear  in  a  bad  condition  as  compared 
with  the  country  to  which  he  is  referriag.  He  says : 

“  We  find  that  the  volume  of  our  trade  to-day  is  not  as  great  as  it  was 
in  1873.  in  1873  the  volume  of  our  trade  was  $217,000,000;  to-day,  in¬ 
stead  of  its  having  advanced  by  leaps  and  bounds,  as  we  had  a  right  to 
expect,  and  as  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  it  would  have  had  there  been 
ordinary  prudence  exercised  in  the  management  of  affairs  in  the  North- 
West,  had  there  not  been  reckless  extravagance  shown  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  our  affairs,  the  volume  of  our  trade  is  but  $207,873,000.” 

Then  he  wont  on  to  say  : 

“  I  find  that  in  1867  the  total  trade  of  England  was  £501,000,000.  In 
1881,  instead  of  remaining  stationary,  as  ours  had  done,  the  total  trade 
had  gone  up  to  £720,000,000  ” 
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Now  do  you  not  see  the  injustice  of  that  comparison  ?  Ho 
takes  from  1873  to  1884,  eleven  years  of  Canada,  and  com¬ 
pares  it  with  sixteen  years  in  England,  and  because  the 
sixteen  years  of  English  trade  has  shown  a  greater  increase 
than  the  eleven  years  of  Canadian  trade,  he  says  we  are  not 
making  as  great  progress  as  they  are.  This  is  the  way  in 
which  he  distorts  his  figures.  To  show  what  the  trade  of 
Canada  is,  and  to  make  a  fair  comparison,  I  will  take  it 
from  1873 ;  and  give  ten  years.  The  aggregate  trade  of 
Canada  in  1873  was  $217,801,203;  in  1883  it  was 
$230,339,826,  or  an  increase  of  $12,538,623  in  the  ten  years. 
That  is  quite  different  from  the  statement  made  by  the  bon. 
gentleman.  Ho  took  one  of  our  best  years  in  the  past  ar.d 
compared  it  with  one  of  our  worst  years  at  present,  and  he 
took  one  of  the  worst  years  of  England  in  the  past  and  one 
of  the  best  years  at  present,  in  order  to  make  it  look  as  bad 
as  possible  for  Canada.  But,  if  we  look  at  the  exports  of 
the  country,  which  are  more  important  in  this  connection 
than  the  aggregate  trade,  we  find  that  the  exports  of  the 
products  of  Canada  in  1873  amounted  to  $89,789,922,  and  in 
1883  to  $38,085,804,  an  increase  in  our  exports  of 
$9,295,882,  or  a  yearly  increase  of  nearly  a  million 
dollars.  The  imports  of  England  in  1873  amounted  to 
£371,287,372,  and  the  exports  to  £255,164,603,  the  exports 
and  imports  together  making  a  total  of  £626,451,975. 
In  1883  the  imports  were  £426,891,571,  and  the  exports 
£239,799,473,  making  a  total  of  £666,691,044,  showing  an 
increase  in  1883  over  1873  of  £40,239,069.  But,  while  the 
total  trade  had  increased,  the  exports  had  decreased.  In 
1873  they  amounted  to  £255,164,603,  and  in  1883  to 
£239,799,473,  or  a  decrease  in  the  ten  years  of  £15,365,130, 
as  compared  with  an  increase  in  Canada  during  the  same 
period  of  about  $10,000,000.  This  is  quite  a  different 
statement  from  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  it  is  a  cor¬ 
rect  statement,  and  it  is  the  only  way  in  which  you  can 
apply  a  fair  test  to  the  trade  of  the  two  countries.  But  the 
gist  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  was  to  prove  that 
our  trade  had  fallen  off  under  the  National  Policy;  that  is 
what  he  was  driving  at  all  the  time,  and  to  show  that  he 
was  quite  incorrect  in  his  statement  and  that  the  trade  of 
Canada  has  advanced  under  the  National  Policy,  I  will  take 
the  five  years  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  and  five  years 
of  this  Government,  and  compare  the  two.  The  figures  are 
these : 

Mackenzie  Government. 


Aggregate  trade,  1874..., . $217,565,510 

do  1875  .  200,957,262 

do  1876.. . 174,176,681 

do  1877 . 175,203,355 

do  1878 .  172,405,454 


Total . . .  $940,308,362 

Present  Government. 

Aggregate  trade,  1880  . $174,401,205 

do  1881  . 203,621,663 

do  1882. . 221,556,703 

do  ■  1883........ . . . .  230,339,826 

do  1884 . 207,803,539 


Total . .  . .  .....  $1,037,712,936 

940,308,362 


This  shows  an  increase  of  trade 

amounting  to . - .  $97,404,574 

under  the  National  Policy,  in  four  years,  or  an  annual  aver¬ 
age  increase  of  $19,480,905.  This,  I  think,  is  a  fair  way  to 
state  the  trade  of  Canada  and  to  place  its  condition  before 
the  countries  of  the  world,  and  not  the  way  in  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Queen’s  has  done  it.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  not  satisfied  with  comparing  the  trade  of 
Canada  with  the  trade  of  England  and  placing  our  trade 
in  as  unfavorable  a  position  as  possible,  in  comparison  with 
the  trade  of  the  old  country,  but  he  made  a  comparison 
of  the  workingmen  of  Canada  with  the  workingmen  of 


€90 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


England,  and  he  endeavors  to  show  us  that  the  workingmen 
of  England  were  better  clothed,  better  fed,  and  better  paid 
than  the  workingmen  of  Canada.  I  will  read  to  you  what 
he  said  wiik  regard  to  that  matter.  He  is  referring  now  to 
a  pamphlet  on  political  economy  by  Mongredin,and  he  says : 

“  The  poor  people  in  England  hare  better  food  and  the  purchas¬ 
ing  power  of  their  wages  enables  them  to  bay  double  the  quantity  of 
food  they  did  ten  years  ago.  I  mav  be  pardoned  tor  reading  the  figures 
in  rega'd  to  five  articles.  In  1871  they  consumed  per  head  ot  bacon  1  38 
lb.,  and  in  1877  8  lbs  ;  of  wheat  and  flour  they  consumed  150  lbs.  in  1871, 
and  203  lbs.  in  1877 ;  of  raw  sugar  they  consumed  41  lbs.  in  1871,  and  54 
lbs.  in  1877  ;  of  tea  3  92  lbs.  in  1871,  and  4$  lbs  in  1877  ;  and  of  tobacco 
l-36  lb.  in  1871,  and  1-49  lb.  in  1877.  Here  we  see  that  this  coarse,  good 
food — leaving  out  the  ariicle  of  tobacco— bacon,  and  wheat,  and  flour, 
and  sugar,  are  consumed  per  head  in  double  the  quantities  in  England 
to  day  that  they  were  ten  years  ago  The  wages  of  the  English  working¬ 
man  enable  him  to  buy  better  and  more  food  for  himself  and  his  family 
than  he  could  ten  years  ago.  Can  you  say  as  much  for  Canada  to- lay  ? 
I  say  you  cannot.’ ’ 

That  was  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  you  will 
notice  how  unfair  he  is  again.  He  takes  the  period  from 
18*71  to  18*77,  in  England,  and  he  compares  that  with  the  Can¬ 
ada  of  to  day.  If  he  wanted  to  make  a  fair  and  impartial  state¬ 
ment  of  the  condition  of  the  workingmen  of  the  two  countries 
he  ought  to  take  the  workingman  of  England  of  to-day  and 
compare  him  with  the  workingman  of  Canada  of  to-day. 
But  I  do  not  think,  looking  at  his  list  of  articles,  that  the 
English  workingman  could  suffer  much  from  indigestion  ; 
at  all  events,  I  do  not  think  that  a  pound  and  a-half  ot 
bacon  in  a  year  would  overload  his  stomach  to  any  great 
extent.  I  would  be  sorry  to  see  the  workingmen  ot  Canada 
obliged  to  live  on  so  small  a  quantity.  But,  to  show  the 
condition  of  the  workiDgmen  in  England  to-day,  I  will  read 
you  a  cablegram,  published  in  the  press  of  this  country, 
dated  London,  17th  January,  1885,  which  shows  that  there^ 
is  not  that  great  pros  erity  in  England  amongst  the  working 
classes  that  he  wou*d  have  us  believe : 

“  A  mass  meeting  of  unemployed  workingmen  was  held  in  front  of  the 
Royal  Exchange  this  afternoon  ;  10,000  people  were  present.  Henry 
Ge  rge,  Helen  Taylor,  William  Saunders,  and  other  well  known  Radi¬ 
cals  were  loudly  cheered  as  they  appeared.” 

You  will  note  it  was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  friends  who 
were  the  orators  of  the  day  on  that  occasion  -Radicals.  The 
hon.  gentleman  loves  to  be  called  a  Radical,  and  his  friends 
were  to  the  front  orating  to  the  workingmen  of  London  on 
that  occasion : 

“  The  speaking  began  at  3  o’clock.  Radical  pamphlets  of  the  most 
advanced  description  met  with  immense  sale  Some  of  these  were 
headed  in  bold  type  with  the  words  ‘  Blood,  bullets  and  bayonets,’ 
and  presented  an  extraordinary  appeal  to  the  half  starved,  herring- 
gutted,  poverty-stricken,  parish-damned  inhabitants  of  the  Disunited 
Kingdom.’  A  resolution  was  passed  SecUring  ‘  That  the  depression  in 
trade  and  the  chrome  poverty  and  difficulty  of  finding  work  are  intoler¬ 
able  evils  which  those  who  sutler  them  ought  not  to  tamely  endure.’  ” 

There  is  the  condition  of  the  workingmen  of  England  at 
the  present  time.  The  hon.  member  for  Hants  (Mr 
Allison )  read  an  extract  from  a  newspaper  this  evening, 
showing  that  the  industries  in  Windsor,  in  his  county, 
were  in  a  prosperous  condition,  and  stating  that  there  were 
lew  or  no  unemployed  people  there.  I  believe  the  same 
may  be  said  with  regard  to  the  rest  of  the  country.  When 
you  compare  that  with  the  statement  I  have  just  read  from 
England,  I  think  it  is  favorable  to  our  country.  But  we 
know  the  workingmen  of  England  are  not  employed  to-day. 
We  are  sorry  for  it,  but  still  we  ought  not  to  endeavor  to 
make  it  appear  that  these  workingmen  cannot  find  an 
a  ylum  in  Canada,  or  th.it  if  they  come  over  here  they  will 
find  it  much  woise  than  it  is  in  their  own  country.  We 
know  that  a  laige  delegation  of  workingmen 
waited  on  Lord  Granville,  and  btated  that  30.000  men 
were  out  ot  employment  in  London  alone,  and  asking  how 
to  find  employ  me  t  lor  them,  that  they  might  be  able  to 
support  themselves  and  families.  When  we  know  this  we 
should  not  conceal  the  facts;  or,  if  we  state  them  at  all,  we 
should  state  them  in  such  a  manner  as  to  show  that  the 
Mr.  Hackett. 
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workingmen  of  Canada  are  not  in  such  a  bad  position  a 
the  workingmen  of  England.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
know  that  the  agricultural  industry  in  England  is  very 
much  depressed  ;  he  must  know  that  free  trade,  that  great 
nostrum  which  his  friends  would  apply  to  this  country,  has 
not  worked  beneficially  to  the  farmers  of  England.  He  stated 
that  the  farmers  of  this  country  were  the  bone  and  sinew  of 
the  Dominion.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I 
believe  that  is  the  case  with  regard  to  every  country.  They 
are  the  producers  ot  wealth,  and  on  them,  to  a  large  extent, 
must  depend  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  We  know  that 
the  agricultural  industry  in  England  is  very  much  depressed. 
I  have  here  anothor  cablegram,  dated  London,  12th  Decem¬ 
ber,  1884,  which  is  published  in  the  Toronto  Globe  : 

“  The  Central  Chamber  of  Commerce  adopted  a  resolution  asking  for 
parliamentary  enquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  agricultural  depression,  with 
a  view  to  protection.’  ’ 

That  is  a  singular  resolution,  in  view  of  what  we  had  the 
other  evening,  from  the  hon.  member  for  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Gillmor),  who  lauded  the  free  trade  policy  adopted  in 
England  forty  years  ago.  The  Central  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  has  a  different  idea  of  the  matter : 

“  An  amendment  in  favor  of  free  trade  was  rejected  by  28  to  9.” 
Then  again,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  protection  has 
reduced  the  value  of  real  estate  in  Canada.  Well,  I  find 
another  telegram  dated  at  London,  1st  December,  1884 : 

“  An  estate  in  Devonshire,  one  of  the  most  beautiful  and  fertile 
counties  in  England,  has  been  sold  for  ,£8,000,  for  which  £18,000  was 
refused  a  few  years  ago.” 

This  is  the  condition  of  commercial  affairs  in  England,  and 
if  we  were  to  have  the  same  nostrum  applied  to  our  country 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  is  working  so  well  in 
England,  I  think  it  would  be  found  by  the  farmers  of  Can¬ 
ada  that  real  estate  would  depreciate  in  value,  and  that  the 
country  would  be  iu  a  much  worse  condition  than  it  is  now. 
In  fact,  I  am  of  opinion  that  were  it  not  for  protection  at 
the  present  time  the  country  would  be  in  a  very  deplorable 
condition  indeed.  I  believe  it  is  the  protection  of  Canadian 
industries  that  has  tided  Canada  over  the  present  crisis 
which  has  existed  all  over  the  world ;  and  that  the  fact 
that  our  working  people  are  able  to  deposit  their  earnings 
in  savings  banks,  instead  of  sending  them  to  the  United 
States  to  buy  foreign  commodities,  has  been  largely  the 
means  of  keeping  up  the  trade  of  the  country  and  carrying 
Canada  through  the  commercial  crisis.  Another  statement 
has  been  made  in  this  House,  with  regard  to  our  shipping. 
The  shipping  interest,  is  a  very  important  one  in  this  coun¬ 
try.  Those  of  us  who  come  from  the  Maritime  Provinces 
know  the  value  of  that  great  industry,  and  while  we  see  it 
is  declining  we  know  that  it  is  impossible  to  assist  it  in  any 
way.  The  fact  is,  that  iron  vessels  are  superseding  wooden 
vessels;  steamships  are  superseding  sailing  vessels,  and  the 
carrying  trade  of  the  world  will  shortly  be  done  by  iron 
steamships.  Now,  England  has  the  greatest  mercantile 
marine  in  the  world,  and  in  the  Statesman’s  Year  Book  for 
I8»5,  I  find  that  the  registered  vessels  belonging  to  the 
United  Kingdom,  in  1883,  as  compared  with  those  in  1868, 
show,  in  the  fifteen  years,  a  decline  of  7, 382  in  the  number  of 
sailing  vessels,  and  ot  1,364,285  tons;  and  in  steam  ves¬ 
sels  an  increase  of  .4,316  in  number,  and  of  2,805,971  in 
tonnage.  We  must  devise  some  means  by  which  we  can 
build  iron  steamers  in  this  country,  for  wooden  sailing  ves¬ 
sels  must  go  down  before  iron  steamers.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  also  referred  to  the 
fact  that  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  in  the  country 
were  no  index  of  the  state  of  the  country  ;  that,  in  fact,  an 
accumulation  of  deposits  in  the  sa  vings  banks  would  indi¬ 
cate  a  commercial  depression  in  the  country.  He  says,  in 
regard  to  that : 

“  1  tell  hon.  gentlemen  tho3eofthem  that  come  from  the  Maritime 
rovinees  at  a  y  rate,  that  we  know,  every  one  of  us  knows,  that  it  is  a 
fact  that  these  saving  banks  deposits  a;e  not  the  savings  of  the  labor- 
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in#  classes  at  all,  to  any  appreciable  extent  They  are  the  moneys 
belonging  to  trustees,  to  well-to-do  farmers  and  others,  to  lawyers  and 
those  kinds  of  people.  We  know  that  the  laboring  classes  do  not.  to 
any  appreciable  extent,  deposit  in  them.” 

I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  correct — I  am  quite 
sure  he  is  not  correct.  I  saw  a  statement  the  other  day 
made,  that  the  largest  proportion  of  the  deposits  in  the  post 
office  saving  banks  of  the  country  is  made  by  the  working 
classes,  and  that  the  merchants  and  capitalists  are  to  no 
great  extent  depositors  in  those  banks.  I  presume  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  be  satisfied  with  my  version  of  the  story, 
so  I  will  give  him  the  highest  authority  that,  in  the  estima¬ 
tion  ofthe  hon.  gentleman,  can  possibly  bo  given.  I  will  give 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  Last  year  that  hon.  membor, 
in  this  House,  was  advocating  the  establishment  of  savings 
banks  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  more  especially  at  Summer- 
side,  which  I  represent.  The  hon.  member  was  not  aware, 
at  that  time,  that  a  savings  bank  had  been  established  there 
about  a  year  belore.  I  had  no  idea  of  informing  him  ofthe 
fact ;  1  thought  it  better  to  leave  him  in  blissful  ignorance 
of  it.  That  bank  was  established  a  year  before  the  hon. 
gentleman  spoke,  and  at  that  very  moment  there  were  in 
the  vaults  $i  00,000  of  the  savings  of  the  people  of  Prince 
county,  of  the  farmers,  fishermen  and  mechanics,  and  not 
of  money  belonging  to  merchants,  traders  or  manufacturers. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  his  zeal  for  savings  banks,  made 
an  interesting  statement  on  that  occasion.  He  said : 

“  The  object  of  these  bank3  is  to  enable  small  farmers  and  laborers  to 
deposit  their  savings  in  them.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  made  a  very  different  statement  here 
to-day.  I  am  quite  willing  to  take  the  statement  last  year 
and  place  it  against  the  statement  this  year  and  leave  the 
House  and  the  country  to  judge  between  them.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  also  made  a  reference  to  the  fact  that  shortly 
before  the  famine  in  Ireland  very  large  accumulations  were 
made  in  the  savings  banks.  I  think  that  was  a  very  unfortu¬ 
nate  reference  to  an  unfortunate  circumstance.  There  is  no 
country  in  the  world  which  he  could  have  used  to  worse 
advantage  in  illustrating  his  case  than  that  of  Ireland.  If 
any  country  affords  an  example  of  the  curse  of  free  trade  it 
is  Ireland.  Free  trade  has  killed  Ireland.  Thore  was  a 
time  when  the  manufactures  of  Ireland  were  found  in  the 
markets  of  Europe  and  even  of  the  United  States.  There 
was  a  time  when  Irish  linen,  poplin  and  frieze  and  woollen 
goods  generally  were  to  be  found  all  over  the  world.  But 
it  is  not  so  to-day,  under  the  influence  of  free  trade.  When 
England’s  manufactures  had  been  established  under  a 
system  of  protection  the  embargo  was  removed  from 
Ireland  ;  direct  importations  were  not  allowed  to  Ireland, 
but  goods  for  Ireland  had  to  bo  discharged  at  English 
ports ;  after  having  the  capital  drawn  from  Ireland  to  assist 
in  the  development  of  English  industries,  the  protective 
tariff  was  removed  and  free  trade  was  established,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  people  of  Ireland  are  not  in  a  position  to 
embark  in  industrial  enterprise,  but  are  dependent  on  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  for  their  support.  That  is  how  wo 
find  that  free  trado  has  destroyed  Ireland,  so  that  the  people 
have  to  depend  principally  on  the  potato  for  their  living, 
having  no  industry  outside  of  the  farm  to  engage  in  ;  that 
the  population  are  idle  about  nine  months  in  the  year,  and 
that  when  the  potato  fails  there  is  famine.  Had  Ireland 
the  opportunity  afforded  under  protection,  manufacturing 
industries  would  be  established.  She  possesses  groat  water 
power  and  valuable  mines,  and  under  a  fostering  tariff 
manufactures  would,  in  a  short  time,  be  established.  We 
know  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  very  much  troubled 
when  they  found  that  free  trade  was  adopted  in  England. 
I  find  the  following  queries  sent  by  an  English  correspond- 
dent  to  the  Nation  newspaper,  one  ofthe  most  influential 
and  ably-conducted  journals  published  in  Ireland  : 

“  Q.  Is  there  an  entirely  free  trade  between  Ireland  and  England  or 
between  Ireland  and  all  colonial  ports  ? 


“A.  Yes  ;  quite  too  free.  Your  Legislature  kept  up  commercial  restric¬ 
tions  only  till  Irish  trade  and  commerce  were  dually  c  ushed  and  the 
capital  which  ought  to  have  sustained  them  eff-ctuallv  secured  to 
Eugland  Then,  when  the  current  of  trade  was  established — Irish  raw 
produce  to  England,  English  manufactures  to  Ireland— you  off  red  us 
free  trade.  It  is  not  more  free  trade,  bat  less  free  trade  that  Ireland 
wants  now. 

“  Q.  Are  there  any  obstructions  to  Irish  commerce,  trade  or  manufac¬ 
tures,  which  do  not  exist  with  regard  to  the  same  in  England. 

“A  Not  now  ;  having  stripped  us  bare  and  secured  the  markets  of  the 
world  to  yourselves,  you  cau  now  afford  to  say  to  Ireland  :  What  hin¬ 
ders  you  from  rivalling  us?  Up,  and  bestirring.  Benold  your  trade 
is  free.” 

We  know  the  position  of  Canada,  lying  as  it  does  alongside 
the  United  States,  is  similar  to  that  of  Ireland  to  England. 
We  know  that  they  are  more  favorably  situated  in  Ireland 
than  we  are  in  Canada,  because  while  we  allowed  American 
manufactures  to  come  in  here  at  low  rates  of  duty,  they 
built  up  a  wall  and  kept  our  manufactures  and  raw  products 
from  the  markets  of  their  country.  The  manufactures  of 
Ireland  have  free  access  to  the  markets  of  England  while 
we  are  deprived,  as  I  have  said,  of  the  markets  of  the  United 
States.  As  a  means  of  self-defence  and  self-support  it 
became  the  interest  of  the  Canadian  people  that  we  should 
adopt  in  a  largo  measure  the  same  kind  of  policy  as  prevails 
in  the  United  States.  There  is  a  small  book  which  I  see 
largely  distributed  through  the  House — the  report  of  the 
commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  our 
manufacturing  interests.  That  report  has  received  very 
severe  criticism  at  the  hands  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I 
wondered  why  that  book  of  all  books  had  received  such 
sharp  criticism  at  their  hands,  but  on  opening  it  I  at  once 
saw  the  reason.  It  showed  that  there  are  manufactures  in 
the  country,  and  that  although  a  certain  amount  of  depres¬ 
sion  does  exist,  yet  they  are  in  a  fairly  prosperous  con¬ 
dition  ;  and  for  this  reason  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  criticised 
it  most  adversly, - - 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  correct  ? 

Mr.  HACKETT.  In  some  rospects.  The  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  also  criticised  the  book ;  but  he 
dealt  with  it  very  gingerly,  and  at  length  threw  it  down 
with  a  sneer.  He  said  it  referred  to  the  lobster  industry  ; 
and  ho  asked:  What  has  the  National  Policy  done  for  that 
industry  ?  I  am  going  to  inform  him.  We  know  that  since 
we  have  adopted  the  National  Policy  we  have  had  sufficient 
revenue  to  meet  expenditure  and  had  a  surplus.  As  I  have 
had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this  House  since  1819,  I  know 
that  deputations  waited  on  the  Finance  Minister  for  the  pur- 
ose  of  taking  5  per  cent,  duty  off  tin  plates,  and  thus  relieve 
the  lobster  packers 'of  a  certain  amount  of  taxation.  For 
tin  is  not  manufactured  in  this  country,  but  is  brought 
from  England,  and  this  duty  of  5  per  cent,  was  a  direct  tax 
on  the  lobster  packers  and  the  people  of  the  country. 
Owing  to  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  able  to  relieve  the  packers  of  that 
duty,  and  he  has  also  been  able  to  reduce  for  them  the  duty 
on  other  material;  and,  in  addition  to  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  encouraging  and  promoting  the  fishing  industry  of  the 
country,  owing  to  the  National  Policy  they  are  able  to  pay 
the  fishermen — a  most  deserving  class — a  bounty  of  $150,000 
a  year.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  follow  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  any  greater  extent,  but  I  want  to  say  a  word  with 
respect  to  reciprocity.  Coining  from  Prince  Edwara 
Island,  I  know  that  reciprocity  of  trade  with  the  United 
States  would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the  people  of  that 
island.  We  feel  there  that  the  markets  of  the  United 
States  are  the  only  ones  available  for  one  of  the  main 
products  of  the  island — potatoes.  If  we  had  reciprocity 
the  farmers  of  the  island  might  go  to  raising  and  exporting 
them  largely,  but  at  present  they  are  debarred  from  that 
privilege.  The  imposition  of  a  duty  of  15  cents  a  bushel 
has  been  sufficient  to  shut  them  out  of  the  American  mar¬ 
ket.  And'whilo  a  great  deal  has  been  said  with  regard  to 
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who  pays  the  duty,  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
who  export  their  potatoes  to  the  United  States,  know  very 
well  that  they  are  called  on  to  pay  the  duly.  The  con¬ 
sumer  there  is  not  called  upon  to  pay  it;  if  he  were,  reci¬ 
procity  would  be  of  no  advantage  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  They  know,  when  they  take  their  potatoes  there, 
and  enter  the  Custom  house  and  pay  15  cents  a  bushel  in  gold, 
and  go  to  the  wharf  and  sell  them,  the  American  potatoes 
are  there  side  by  side  with  theirs,  and  the  American  pro¬ 
ducer  receives  the  same  price  as  they  do,  and  consequently 
pockets  the  15  cents.  I  trust,  therefore,  the  Government 
will  take  every  means  in  their  power  to  obtain  reciprocal 
trade  with  the  United  States.  I  know  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  Government,  but  while  this  standing  invitation,  of 
which  we  have  heard  so  much,  has  been  on  the  Statute 
Books  of  the  country, -I  think  that  the  Government  should 
go  further.  It  was  impossible  to  get  it  while  the 
Republicans  were  in  power,  because  they  rejected  the  over¬ 
tures  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  when  they  sent  the  B  on. 
George  Brown  to  negotiate  a  treaty,  and  I  think-  it  is 
scarcely  possible  that,  having  rejected  those  proposals,  they 
should  accept  the  proposals  of  another  Government.  But 
now  there  is  a  change  of  Government  in  the  United  States; 
the  Democrats  are  in  power,  and  it  is  believed  the  Demo¬ 
crats  are  favorable  to  extending  the  trade  relations  of  the 
United  States,  and  it  is  therefore  quite  possible  that  recipro¬ 
city  might  be  obtained  from  them.  I  have  noticed  lately  that 
a  number  of  reciprocity  treaties  negotiated  or  inaugurated  by 
the  Republican  party  have  been  allowed  to  drop  out,  and 
nothing  more  has  been  heard  of  them.  I  trust  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  endeavor  to  secure  reciprocal  trade  with  the 
United  States.  But,  Sir,  while  we  should  endeavor  to  obtain 
a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States,  we  should  also  a 
remember  the  important  interests  which  are  involved  in  our 
trade  relations  with  the  West  Indies.  The  Government 
should  not  allow  this  matter  to  rest.  The  people  of  Canada 
are  interested  in  that  trade ;  a  large  amount  of  trade  is  done 
with  those  islands,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will  use 
their  efforts  in  this  direction  also.  The  hon.  member  for 
Digby  (Mr.  Vail),  said,  this  evening,  that  the  National 
Policy  had  utterly  killed  the  trade  between  Canada  and  the 
West  Indies.  Surely  he  did  not  consider  the  expression  he 
used,  for  he  must  be  aware  that  the  trade  has  increased 
materially  between  Canada  and  theWest  Indies,  and  that  the 
aggregate  trade  with  those  islands  is  one  million  more  than 
it  was  in  1878.  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  he  was 
misinformed,  and  that  the  National  Policy  has  not  destroyed 
that  trade,  but  on  the  contrary  has  fostered  it,  and  I  hope 
that  measures  will  be  taken  by  the  Government  to  extend 
our  trade  in  that  direction,  and  thus  secure  for  us  a  market 
for  many  of  our  commodities  in  the  West  Indies.  Another 
matter  to  which  I  would  refer  is  the  protection  of  our 
fisheries.  We  know  that  the  Washington  treaty  expires 
on  the  1st  of  July,  and  that,  from  information  we  have 
lately  received  as  to  the  action  taken  by  the  American 
fishermen,  in  calling  meetings  and  passing  resolutions 
declaring  that  the  treaty  was  injurious  to  them,  there  is 
no  possibility  of  the  treaty  being  renewed  at  present.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  Government  will  take  energetic 
and  active  steps  to  protect  our  fishermen  and  keep  the 
United  States  fishermen  outside  of  the  three-mile  limit.  I 
am  also  glad  to  see,  by  the  resolutions  before  the  House,  that 
the  Government  propose  to  place  a  duty  on  American  fish, 
similar  to  that  which  exists  on  our  fish  going  into  the 
United  States.  This  will  be  to  the  benefit  of  the  fishermen 
of  the  Maiitime  Provinces.  A  large  quantity  of  fish  is 
brought  into  Canada  and  sold  in  the  western  Pro¬ 
vinces,  but  by  the  imposition  of  a  duty  the  people 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces  will  be  able  to  supply  the 
western  Provinces—tbe  markets  of  Ontario,  as  well  as 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories — to  some 

extent,  I  believe,  without  an  increase  of  iprice  to  the 
Mr.  Hackett, 


consumer.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  1  his  system  of  the 
protection  of  the  fishermen  is  receiving  so  much  attention 
from  the  Government.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr. 
Vail)  says  that  the  great  cause  of  the  discontent  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  was  that  so  large  an  amount  of  money 
was  thrown  away  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  He  said 
that  millions  and  millions  were  thrown  away  on  that 
work.  Now  I  think  that  was  a  rash  statement  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  make.  He  was  a  member  of  the  late  Admin¬ 
istration,  in  which  he  held  an  important  position,  and  ho 
knows  it  was  the  policy  of  his  Government  to  build  that 
railway.  He  knows  that  they  entered  into  large  expenses 
for  building  the  line  from  Port  Arthur  to  Selkirk.  He 
knows  they  expended  a  large  amount  in  making  that 
famous  historical  work,  the  St.  Francis  locks.  He  knows 
they  sent  rails  to  British  Columbia  to  build  the  railway 
west  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  He  knows  that  they  sent 
surveyors  out  to  survey  the  line  across  the  mountains ;  and 
while  all  this  was  being  done,  surely  it  was  not  done  to 
deceive  the  people ;  surely  there  was  some  intention  to  hon¬ 
estly  and  faithfully  carry  out  this  work  to  which  the  Domin¬ 
ion  was  pledged.  I  am  sorry  indeed  to  find  the  hon.  gentleman 
now  find  fault  with  the  expenditure  of  money  in  the  same 
way  in  which  it  was  intended  to  be  spent  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  member.  But  the  hon.  gentleman, 
to  show  that  there  is  great  discontent  prevailing  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  stated  that  a  resolution  was  before  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Council  and  Assembly,  looking  to  the 
placing  of  the  claims  of  Prince  Edward  Island  for  steam 
communication  with  the  mainland,  winter  and  summer,  at 
the  foot  of  the  Throne.  That  is  a  fact;  the  resolutions  are 
there.  The  people  of  that  island  have  suffered  for  want  of 
this  steam  communication ;  they  exhausted  the  constitu¬ 
tional  means  for  the  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  carry  out 
that  work,  and  they  are  now  seeking  constitutional  redress 
by  going  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne.  But  it  is  not  because 
of  any  commercial  depression  in  the  island,  or  any  discon¬ 
tent  with  the  Confederation .  The  people  are  loyal  and  true 
to  the  Confederation.  They  accepted  the  terms  with  loyalty, 
and  they  remain  loyal  and  true  to  their  country.  To  show 
that  there  is  no  widespread  discontent  on  the  island,  and 
that  the  aople  there  are  fairly  prosperous,  I  will  read  an 
extract  from  the  speech  of  his  Honor  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor,  at  the  opening  of  the  Sessions,  on  the  11th  of 
March  instant: 

“  Although,  in  some  respects,  the  harvest  was  not  so  abundant  as  in 
other  years,  yet  no  cry  of  distress  has  been  heard  ;  while  the  steady 
advance  which  our  people  are  making  in  material  prosperity,  the  undis¬ 
turbed  public  health  and  general  contentment  that  prevails,  are  blessings 
for  which  we  cannot  be  too  heartily  thankful  and  which  it  is  our  duty 
to  acknowledge  with  feelings  of  the  most  sincere  gratitude.” 

This  shows  that  there  is  no  discontent  on  Prince  Edward 
Island,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  there  is  general  prosperity 
and  that  the  people  are  content  and  happy.  He  goes  on  to 
say: 

“It  is  indeed  pleasing  to  notice,  year  after  year,  the  advancement 
which  is  being  made  by  our  farmers  in  the  science  of  agriculture  as  well 
as  by  other  classes  of  the  community  in  various  manufactures  and 
industries.” 

Thus  showing  that  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are 
progressing  in  agricultural  science,  and  that  other  indust¬ 
ries  are  springing  up  over  the  island.  I  do  not  know,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  I  need  trouble  the  House  at  any  greater 
length.  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  make  these  few  remarks,  and 
I  thank  the  House  for  the  patient  and  considerate  manner 
in  which  they  have  listened  to  me. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:15  a.m., 
Saturday. 
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Monday,  23rd  March,  1885. 

Tho  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers, 

CONSTRUCTION  OP  DRY  DOCKS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  108)  to  amend  the  Act  to  encoui'age  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  dry  docks  by  granting  assistance  on  cei'tain  con¬ 
ditions  to  companies  constructing  them.  He  said  :  An  Act 
was  passed  in  1882  to  encourage  the  construction  of  dry 
docks  by  granting  assistance  under  certain  conditions.  The 
intention  of  the  amendment  is  to  provide  for  the  case  of  the 
city  of  Halifax,  by  adding  after  the  words  “  such  work,”  in 
the  original  Bill,  the  words  “  or  in  the  case  of  a  dock  con¬ 
structed  at  the  port  of  Halifax  by  the  city  of  Halifax.” 
The  law  at  present  provides  only  for  the  case  of  incorpor¬ 
ated  companies,  and  this  amendment  is  made  to  enable  the 
city  of  Halifax  to  enter  into  an  agreement  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  dock. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

TROUBLES  AT  PRINCE  ALBERT. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  make  enquiry  respecting  some 
information  I  have  received.  I  have  been  informed  that 
the  half-breeds  and  Indians  of  Prince  Albert,  under  the 
leadership  of  Louis  Riel,  have  combined  against  the  lawful, 
authorities,  have  taken  possession  of  the  settlement  and 
imprisoned  a  number  of  officials  and  others  refusing  to  join 
in  the  movement.  It  is  also  stated  that  the  Government 
has  been  informed  of  what  is  going  on,  that  assistance  has 
been  asked  for  by  the  settlers,  and  that  the  demand  of  these 
•half-breeds  is  that  some  recognition  or  action  shall  be  taken 
by  the  Government  upon  a  Bill  of  Rights  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted,  as  we  were  informed  by  the  newspapers,  last  season. 
I  have  also  been  informed  that  the  Winnipeg  Field  Battery 
has  been  ordered  to  proceed  to  Prince  Albert. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  true  that  a  number 
of  half-breeds,  led  I  believe  by  Louis  Riel,  have  cut  the 
wires  and  stopped  communication  between  Qu’Appelle  and 
the  crossing  of  the  south  branch  of  the  Saskatchawan.  It 
is  alleged  that  they  made  prisoners  of  several  of  the  tele¬ 
graph  operators,  that  the  wires  have  been  cut,  but  one  of 
them  has  been  repaired.  The  immediate  cause  is  not 
known.  A  telegram  says  it  is  believed  that  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  rising,  was  a  letter  stating  that  Riel  was  not  a 
British  subject.  I  made  enquiry,  and  I  cannot  find  that 
any  such  letter  has  proceeded  from  any  quarter  within  my 
cognisance  or  the  cognisance  of  the  Government. 
Whether  such  a  letter  has  existed  or  has  been 
alleged  as  tho  cause  of  complaint,  I  do  not  know. 
There  are  certain  questions  connected  with  the  half-breed 
claims  which  have  been  in  process  of  settlement.  Some  of 
the  claims  are  exceedingly  unreasonable;  others  are  in  pro¬ 
cess  of  adjustment.  The  Bill  of  Rights  has  never  been 
officially,  or  indeed  in  any  way,  promulgated  so  far  as  we 
know,  and  transmitted  to  the  Government.  The  field 
battery  has  not  been  sent.  I  may  say,  however,  that  it  was 
thought  prudent  last  summer  to  have  some  additional  force 
in  the  vicinity  of  Prince  Albert,  and  we  asked  the  Hudson’s 
Bay  Company  to  give  us  Carlton,  which  is  a  station  and 
post  of  that  company,  the  buildings  of  which  are  comfort¬ 
able,  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  settlement  of  the  half-breeds 
at  Duck  Lake.  Captain  Crozier  has  been  there  and  has  now 
100  men  at  Carlton  ;  and  there  is  a  force  of  ninety  men 
within  striking  distance,  to  use  a  military  phrase,  of  Carlton, 


and  we  believe  they  will  join  Captain  Crozier  at  Carleton 
to-morrow  night  or  Wednesday  morning. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ate  called  I 
desire  to  offer  a  personal  explanation.  When  the  Minister 
of  Marine  was  speaking  the  other  day  with  respect  to  the 
road  between  Emerson  and  Winnipeg,  I  used  these  words  : 

“  I  just  wish  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine,  that  I 
went  to  Winnipeg  in  July,  1878,  and  the  road  was  then  open.” 

I  desire  to  say  that  when  I  made  that  statement  I  believed 
it  strictly  correct ;  but  I  have  since  made  enquiries  and  have 
satisfied  myself  that  as  to  the  time  I  was  in  Winnipeg  I  was 
in  error.  It  was  1819,  not  1878.  I  owe  this  explanation  to 
tho  Ministor,  the  House  and  myself. 

CONSIDERED  IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  48)  respecting  the  Annuity  and  Guarantee  Fund 
Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell). 

Bill  (No.  49)  to  incorporate  tho  Pension  Fund  Society  of 
the  Bank  of  Montreal. —  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell). 

Bill  (No.  53)  respecting  “  La  Banque  du  People.” — (Mr. 
Girouard.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  respecting  the  Canada  Co-oporati70  Supply 
Association,  Limited.— (Mr.  Curran.) 

Bill  (No.  84)  for  the  relief  of  Amanda  Esther  Davis— 
( from  the  Senate ). — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.)  On  division. 

EVANGELICAL  LUTHERAN  CHURCH  OF  CANADA. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  60)  to 
incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church 
of  Canada. —  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell,  for  Mr.  McCarthy.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  third 
section  of  this  Bill.  In  my  opinion  it  is  beyond  the  power 
of  this  House  to  pass  the  section  as  it  stands.  I  would  like 
to  hear  the  mover  of  the  Bill  give  some  explanation  of  this 
clause.  I  think  it  undertakes  to  confer  powers  that  wo 
have  no  right  to  confer. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  What  clause  is  that  ? 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  clause  giving  power  to  enforce 
discipline  in  churches. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Did  we  not  pass  a  similar  clause 
in  all  the  church  Bills  before  ?  Was  it  not  in  the  Methodist 
Church  Bill  ? 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  In  the  Methodist  Church  Bill 
we  confirmed  certain  regulations  which  bad  to  do  with  the 
question  of  discipline. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Well,  if  we  undertake  to  give  powers 
to  a  church  to  enforce  discipline  amongst  its  members,  we 
may  do  anything.  I  do  not  think  we  have  any  right  what¬ 
ever  to  do  that.  I  would  ask  the  attention  of  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  House  to  this  point. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
Bill  be  allowed  to  go  through  Committee,  and  that  concur¬ 
rence  should  not  be  moved  until  Mr.  McCarthy  is  here  to 
defend  his  own  Bill. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  member  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
stated  in  the  Private  Bills  Committee  that  that  was  the 
usual  clause  which  was  inserted  in  church  Bills  before. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances  we  had  better  let  it  go  through. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  more  fact  that  other  Bills  con¬ 
tained  an  improper  provision  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
perpetuate  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no;  only  it  leaves 
an  inlerence  that  the  House  has  not  passed  illegal  Bills 
before. 

Committee  roso  and  reported. 

DXYOKCE  BILLS. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  106) 
for  the  relief  of  Alice  Elvira  Evans — (from  th,e  Senate). 

House  divided. 

Y eas  : 


Messieur ) 


Abbott, 

Homer, 

Robertson  (Hamilton), 

Alien, 

Innes, 

Robertson  (.Hastings), 

Armstrong, 

Irvine, 

Rykert, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Jackson, 

Scott, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Jenkins, 

Shakespeare, 

Blake, 

Kilvert, 

Small, 

Bjwell, 

King, 

Somerville  (Brant) 

Burpee, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Kinney, 

Somerville  (Bruce) 

Kranz, 

Springer, 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Lister, 

Sproule, 

Carling, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Stairs, 

Cartwrght(Sir  Rich’d), Mackenzie, 

Temple, 

Cochrane, 

Mackintosh, 

Tilley  (Sir  Leonard), 

Davies, 

Maemillaa  (Middlesex),  Towashend, 

Dodd, 

McCallum, 

Trow, 

Tupper, 

L>  ondas, 

McCraney, 

Edgar, 

McOougald  (Pictou), 

Tyrwhitt, 

Ferguson  (Wella.d), 

McLelan, 

Vail, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Fisher, 

McMullen, 

Fleming, 

McNeil 

Wallace  (York), 

Foster/ 

Mills, 

Watson, 

Gault, 

Moffat, 

Weldon, 

Gillmor, 

Mulock, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Gordon, 

O’Brien, 

White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 

Hall, 

Paint, 

Har'ey, 

Paterson  (BraDt), 

W.gle, 

Hay, 

Pruyn, 

Williams, 

Hesson, 

Ray, 

Wilson, 

Hilliard, 

Reid, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Woodworth. — 87. 

Amyot, 

Dugas, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 

Auger, 

Dupont, 

Gagne, 

Geoffrion, 

Macaonald  (King’s), 

Bechard, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Billy, 

McGreevy, 

Blondeau, 

Gigault, 

Mclsaac, 

Burns, 

Girouard, 

Massue, 

Caron, 

Grandbois, 

Pinsonneault, 

Catudal, 

Chapleau, 

Gunn, 

Pope, 

Hackett, 

Riopel, 

Cimon, 

Hurteau, 

Taschereau, 

Oostigan, 

Landerkin, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Tasse, 

Daly, 

Wright, 

Desaulniers  (St.M’ri  :e),  Langelier, 

Desjardins, 

Yeo. — 40. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

B :  1 1  (No.  101)  ftr  the  relief  of  Georg  Louis  Emil  Haiz- 
£ol  1 —  (from  the  Senate).— (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

Read  the  second  time  on  same  division. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY-GRADES,  TAN¬ 
GENTS  AND  CUR  YES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  is  the  number  and  what  the 
aggregate  length, — 1,  of  the  level  parts  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway ;  2,  of  the  grades  with  the  average  grade  ; 
8,  of  the  tangents  ;  4,  of  the  curves  with  the  average  curva¬ 
ture  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  have  not  got  all  the  information  desired, 
but  will  give  all  tho  information  I  havo.  Level  parts, 
Mr.  Edqae. 
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length  641 ;  2,137  In  number ;  changes  of  grade,  5,832  ’ 
length,  1,909  miles,  20  feet  per  mile. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  havo  got  to  a  tangent ;  I  suppose  you 
will  give  me  the  rest  another  day  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  will  try, 

FISHERIES  INSPECTOR,  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria)  asked,  What  is  tho  name  of  tho 
Inspector  of  Fisheries  for  the  Province  of  British  Columbia ; 
when  was  he  appointed  ;  upon  whose  recommendation  and 
what  is  his  present  salary  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  name  of  the  Inspector  is  Geo. 
Pittendreigh.  He  was  appointed  10th  August,  1884  ;  he 
was  promoted  from  fishery  overseer  to  the  inspectorship 
on  the  death  of  Mr.  Anderson,  on  the  concurrent  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  hon.  members  for  New  Westminster  (Mr. 
Homer)  and  Vancouver  (Mr.  Gordon).  Salary,  $800. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— BRANCH  LINES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Which  are  the  branch  lines  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  whereof  289  miles  wore  stated  in 
the  papers  laid  before  Parliament  last  Session  to  have  been 
constructed,  and  what  was  the  constructed  mileage  of  each 
such  line  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Algoma  Branch  93  miles,  Selkirk  23,  Pem¬ 
bina  Mountain  Branch  103,  Stonewall  22,  Emerson  15, 
Gretna  14. 

CAPE  TRAVERSE  BRANCH  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  YEO  asked,  Has  the  Government  paid  tho  contractors 
for  the  construction  of  the  Cape  Traverse  Branch  Railway 
the  balance  due  on  their  contract  ?  If  not,  what  amount  yet 
remains  in  the  hands  of  the  Government?  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  insist  on  the  payment  ot  the  work¬ 
men  engaged  upon  the  road  before  paying  the  balance  (if 
any)  due  contractors  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Government  have  paid  the  contractors. 
Nothing  remains  in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  The 
contractors  say  they  have  paid  all  the  men,  but  if  any 
should  turn  out  not  to  be  paid,  they  are  ready  to  pay  them ; 
they  are  quite  able  to  do  so. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— GRADES  AND 
CURYES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  are  the  maximum  grades  and 
minimum  curves  which  are  within  the  conditions  imposed 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Act  as  understood  by  the 
Government,  and  referred  to  in  the  various  documents  # 
approving  of  the  location  of  sections  of  the  line  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Maximum  grades  16  feet;  minumum  curves 
11  degrees. 

CANADIAN  PAFIFIC  RAILWAY— AVALANCHES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  been  called  to  the  published  reports  of  avalanches 
in  the  Selkirk  range  close  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
works,  and  whether  any  reports  of  engineers  or  experts  or 
witnesses  have  been  ordered  or  have  been  received  by  the 
Govcrnnent  bearing  on  the  question  involved  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  attention  of  the  Government  has  not 
been  called  to  published  reports.  The  inspecting  engineer 
has  been  ordered  to  take  careful  notes  as  regards  avalanches 
in  the  Selkirk  range  and  to  report  upon  the  same.  The 
instructions  were  given  last  fall. 
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DUTY  ON  KICE. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  increase  the  duty  on  rice  this  Session  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  Parliament  to  increase  the  duty  on  rice 
this  Session. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY-CHANGE  IN 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government,  or  any 
Minister,  has  as  yet  received  any  written  communication 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  proposing  any 
change  in  the  existing  arrangements  ?  If  so,  when  ?  Will 
the  paper  be  laid  on  the  Table  ere  long? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  on 
Thursday  received  an  application  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  proposing  a  change  in  the  existing  arrangem'ents, 
which  was  taken  into  consideration  on  Saturday  ;  it  has  not 
been  accepted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  papors  be  laid  on  the  Table  ere 
long  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  will,  but  perhaps 
wo  may  receive  another  application . 

IMPROVEMENT  OF  THE  NORTH  SASKATCHEWAN. 

Mr.  McCALLUM,  in  continuing  his  remarks  on  the 
motion  for  copies  of  reports,  etc.,  as  to  the  improvement  of 
the  North  Saskatchewan  River  for  the  purpose  of  naviga¬ 
tion  (page  615),  said:  When  you  declared  it  six  o’clock 
on  Wednesday  last,  I  had  not  concluded  my  remarks  in 
making  this  motion.  I  brought  it  up  with  a  view  to  the 
improvement  of  the  North  Saskatchewan,  and  in  order  to 
urge  upon  the  Government  the  desirability  of  putting  a 
sufficient  sum  in  the  estimates  to  get  a  thorough  survey  to 
lay  before  Parliament  at  its  next  Session.  I  have  every 
confidence  in  the  North-West,  I  have  every  confidence  in 
the  Pacific  Railway,  I  know  the  North  West  is  destined  to 
be  a  great  country,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  this  country 
cannot  expend  any  money  for  any  purpose  that  would  be 
more  beneficial  to  the  interests  of  the  country  than  the 
improvement  of  this  river.  It  runs  for  1,000  miles  parallel 
to  the  railway,  at  a  distance  of  from  100  to  200  miles  from  it. 
That  will  give  another  route  which  is  a  water  route  from 
Edmonton,  at  the  head  waters  of  navigation,  to  Winnipeg, 
and  all  the  branches  to  be  built  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  into  the  Peace  River  country  will  cross  this  river, 
and  in  summer  time  this  river  will  become  a  feeder  to  those 
branches.  In  other  words,  they  can  go  on  by  water  and 
transship  at  Winnipeg.  1  was  up  there  last  summer  and  I 
ask  you  to  look  at  this  country.  Some  people  appear  to 
have  no  confidence  in  that  country  at  all,  and  think  we  are 
going  to  ruin  this  country  by  building  the  Pacific  Railway. 

1  would  like  to  say  a  word  on  the  future  of  that  country. 
Let  anyone  look  at  the  vast  extent  and  resources  of  that 
country,  and  let  him  look  back  at  the  United  States  and 
what  it  formerly  was.  Let  him  look  back  at  Chicago,  and 
I  expect  that  at  no  distant  day  we  shall  have  another 
Chicago  at  Thunder  Bay.  I  venture  to  make  the  predic¬ 
tion  that,  if  the  Government  and  the  people  of  this  country 
have  confidence  in  themselves  and  do  all  they  possibly  can 
to  settle  that  country,  to  encourage  immigration  and  settle¬ 
ment,  in  less  than  five  years  a  single  track  railway  will  not 
be  ablo  to  do  the  business  between  Port  Arthur  and 
Winnipeg,  and  in  less  than  ten  years  you  will  want  four 
tracks.  I  do  not  look  for  more  than  one  track  to  do  the 
business  north  of  Lake  Superior  which  will  do  the 
seivice  in  the  winter  time,  but  you  will  want  in 
ten  years  time  three  or  four  tracks  from  Port 


Arthur  to  Winnipeg.  Then,  whon  wo  havo  our  elevators 
built,  Port  Arthur  will  become  an  important  point,  giving 
employment  to  Canadian  shipping,  and  will  be  the  means 
of  reimbursing  us  for  the  large  expenditure  on  the  Welland 
Canal.  I  would  urge  the  Government  to  give  us  at  least 
$25,000  or  $30,000  to  get  a  survey  of  this  river.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  all  that  I  can  find  in  the  way  of  information  con¬ 
cerning  that  river.  I  hold  the  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  and  I  may  read  an  extract  from*  it.  It  says  : 

“The  navigation  betwern  the  mouth  of  Red  River  and  Fort  Edmon¬ 
ton  is  performed  by  three  steamers  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  one  of 
which  plys  between  Red  Ri?er  aud  Grand  Falls,  near  Lake  Winnipeg. 
These  falls  are  impassable  for  vessels.  Here  the  company  has  built  a 
tramway,  about  four  miles  in  length,  to  overcome  the  falls,  which 
involves  the  transshipment  of  passengers  and  freight.  A  second  steamer 
runs  from  the  bead  of  the  falls  to  Carlton  House,  say  400  miles.  A  third 
steamer  completes  the  journey,  thence  to  Fort  Edmonton,  410  miles. 
The  entire  journey  of  1,073  miles  is  said  to  occupy  about  a  fortnight. 
The  depth  available  during  low  water  i3  said  to  be  from  three  to  four 
feet  or  les3.” 

“Throe  to  four  feet  or  less.”  Now,  if  it  said  throe  or  four 
feet  or  more,  I  would  be  perfectly  satisfied,  aud  I  would 
not  havo  brought  this  notice  before  the  House,  but  it  says, 
“  or  less,”  all  I  ask  the  Government  to  do  for  the  interest  of 
that  country  is  to  give  them  four  feet  of  water,  and  my 
information  leads  me  to  believe  that  the  expenditure  of  a 
million  of  money  would  give  a  continuous  navigation  for 
over  1,000  miles  and  make  another  outlet  for  the  products 
of  the  North-West  to'come  this  way.  I  believe  $20,000  has 
been  expended  in  removing  boulders  and  so  on  in  that  river 
since  Confederation.  The  Government  placed  that  in  the 
hands  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company.  I  do  not  say  it  has 
not  been  expended  all  right,  but  I  would  prefer  to  see  it 
expended  under  the  Department  of  Railways  or  under  the 
Department  of  Public  Works.  Ido  not  want  any  of  our 
moneys  to  be  banded  over  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company 
to  be  expended  as  they  think  proper.  The  report  also  says  : 

“  At  the  Session  of  1883  the  further  sum  of  $10,000  was  voted  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  improvements  to  this  river,  which  are  being  carried  out  by  the 
Hudson’s  Bay  Company  under  an  arrangement  with  this  Department, 
which  sum,  added  to  $4,178.77  carried  forward  from  1882-83,  made 
$14,176.77  available  for  this  purpose.  During  the  fiscal  year  the  work 
of  removing  obstructions  between  Edmonton  and  the  mouth  of  the 
river  were  carried  on  under  ths  direction  of  Mr.  C.  J.  Brydges,  and  will 
be  continued  during  the  current  year,  an  appropriation  having  been 
made  for  that  purpose  Expenditure  during  the  fiscal  year,  $14,000. 
Total  expenditure  on  the  river,  $20,537.71.” 

Well,  whatever  expenditure  is  made  in  the  future  I  want  it 
to  be  made  under  the  supervision  of  the  Government.  I 
believe  if  the  Government  of  this  country  would  do  their 
duty  by  the  North-West,  they  would  encourage  immigration 
into  that  country.  I  see  the  bon.  member  for  East  York 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  is  looking  at  me  now,  and  we  all  bad 
pleasure  in  reading  his  account  of  that  country  after  he  had 
come  back  from  it.  He  deserves  a  great  deal  of  credit  for 
making  that  trip,  -  and  I  wish  that  every  hon.  member  on 
the  other  side  of  ibo  House  would  also  visit  that  region  and 
they  would  cease  belittling  their  country.  I  believe  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and  the  members  of  this  House 
will  do  their  duty  by  encouraging  immigration  and  by 
pushing  forward  to  completion  the  great  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  I  venture  to  say  if  they  do  so,  at  no  distant 
day  the  country  along  that  great  river  would  be  the  happy 
home  of  millions  of  people. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  It  is  a  matter  of  great  gratification  to  the 
members  from  Manitoba  to  hear  the  expressions  used  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  about  the  pros¬ 
pects  of  the  North-West  and  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
encourage  immigration  into  those  parts  of  the  country.  It 
is  equally  geatifying  to  us  to  know  that  every  hon.  member 
who  goes  to  Manitoba  and  visits  the  North-West  comos 
back  next  Session  fully  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
that  country ;  and  we  are  sure  that  every  hon.  member  who 
comes  up  to  the  North-West  and  visits  us  will  make  a 
speech  in  the  House  the  next  Session  dilating  up:n  the  im- 
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portance  of  the  agricultural  resources  of  that  wonderful 
country.  With  regard  to  the  motion  just  made  by  my  hon. 
friend,  I  believe  that  no  one  can  deny  the  importance 
of  opening  up  the  navigation  of  the  Saskatchewan 
River.  But,  Sir,  apart  from  that  I  believe  that  it  is 
very  important  that  the  North-West  should  be  opened 
up  by  railways.  We  know  that  railway  facilities  are 
much  more  prompt  and  much  cheaper  than  navigation 
facilities,  and  as  soon  as  the  railways  at  present  under  con¬ 
struction  are  completed  they  will  certainly  meet  all  the 
requirements  of  the  country  for  a  few  years,  at  least.  How¬ 
ever,  this  would  not  prevent  the  Government,  if  there  is 
sufficient  money  in  the  public  coffers,  from  improving 
the  navigation  of  the  Saskatchewan.  I  believe,  also, 
that  if  the  Government  would  spend  a  sum  of  money  in 
opening  up  the  navigation  of  Lake  Manitoba,  I  believe  it 
would  be  equally  as  well  spent,  because  opening  up  certain 
districts  of  the  Carrot  River,  for  instance,  which  empties 
into  Lake  Manitoba,  would  develop  the  timber  resources 
of  the  Porcupine  Hills.  A  petition  to  that  effect  has  lately 
been  placed  before  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  takes 
such  a  deep  interest  in  the  development  of  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West,  a  petition  signed  by  all  the  merchants  and 
traders  who  have  anything  to  do  with  the  navigation  of 
that  river,  or  with  the  development  of  the  timber  interest 
in  that  part  of  the  country.  The  petition  called  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  the  import¬ 
ance  of  opening  up  the  navigation  of  Lake  Manitoba  and 
Lake  Winnipegosis,  with  that  of  some  of  the  rivers  which 
empty  into  those  lakes.  Without  wishing  in  the  least  to 
detract  from  the  importance  of  improving  the  navigation  of 
the  Saskatchewan,  a  navigation,  which,  so  far,  is  rather 
spasmodic  and  uncertain  during  portions  of  the  year,  I 
believe  if  the  Government  could  afford  to  cut  a  canal 
between  these  two  lakes  it  would  open  up  a  very  large, 
growing,  and  most  valuable  section  of  the  country;  it 
would  open  up  the  valley  of  the  Carrot  River,  and  toDd  to 
develop  the  timber  resources  of  that  part  of  the  country.  1 
repeat  in  conclusion  that  it  is  very  gratifying  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  from  Manitoba  to  know  that  whenever  an  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  has  an  opportunity  to  come  up  west  and  visit  us,  he 
comes  back  with  his  mind  fully  impressed,  and  at  the  same 
time  totally  unprejudiced,  with  regard  to  the  importance  of 
paying  more  attention  to  the  development  of  that  country> 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  desire  to  endorse  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  who  has  brought 
this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the  Government.  We  can 
hardly  realise  the  importance  of  improving  the  navigable 
streams  for  the  development  of  that  country.  I  also  endorse 
the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr. 
Royal)  as  to  the  desirability,  not  only  of  improving  the 
navigation  of  the  Saskatchewan,  but  of  Lake' Manitoba,  and 
the  opening  up  of  the  timber  limits  on  the  Porcupine  Hills, 
and  Lake  Winnipegosis  north  of  Lake  Manitoba.  Last  year 
there  was  an  appropriation  made  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Waterhen  River.  I  am  aware  that  none  of  that  sum  was 
expended  in  improving  the  Waterhen  River,  but  the  money 
was  spent  in  preparing  for  dredging,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that  the  dredging  plant  will  be  of  some  service.  I  think  the 
Government  was  wise  in  coming  to  the  couclusion  that  it 
would  not  be  right  to  spend  any  money  on  the  improvement 
of  the  Waterhen  River.  I  made  a  trip  up  that  river  last 
year,  and  I  think  that  any  money  spent  upon  it  would  bo 
thrown  away. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  you  want  is  a 
canal. 

Mr.  WATSON.  We  want  a  canal  across  Medow  Portage, 
which  is  only  one  and  three  quarters  of  a  mile  wide,  with  no 
engineering  difficulties  in  the  way,  and  having  a  fall  of  only 
19  feet,  which  would  require  two  locks  to  overcome  the 
Mr,  Royal, 
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difference  in  levels.  If  this  canal  was  built,  and  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan  improved  in  the  way  mentioned  by  my  hon.  friend, 
we  would  have  a  water  stretch  from  White  Mud  River  on 
the  Manitoba  and  North-Western  Railway,  to  Edmonton 
with  the  exception  of  Mossy  portage.  It  will  open  up  a  largo 
trade  I  believe  thei’e  is  a  company  formed  with  the  idea 
of  building  a  tramway  from  the  headwaters  of  Lake  Winni¬ 
pegosis  to  the  waters  of  the  Saskatchewan,  and  such  an  enter¬ 
prise  would  open  up  a  considerable  traffic  in  that  direction. 
Some  improvements  have  been  made  on  the  White  Mud  River 
connecting  Lake  Manitoba  with  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
Western  Railway.  I  hope  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public 
Works  will  see  his  way  clear  to  put  a  sufficient  sum  in  the 
estimates  to  start  this  work  this  year,  if  not  complete  it. 
There  are  large  tracts  of  timber  limits  granted,  but  they  are 
not  being  operated,  and  the  leases  of  some  of  them 
have  actually  ex  pired.  These  people  clai  m  that  the  reason  for 
not  operating  the  limits  is  that  they  cannot  handle  their  lum¬ 
ber  with' any  convenience  or  profit.  I  hope  that  before  this 
Session  closes  the  Minister  wiH  bring  down  an  amount  for 
the  purpose  of  cutting  a  canal  across  Medow  portage. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  has  brought  this 
matter  before  the  House.  I  have  not  myself  had  an 
opportunity  of  visiting  the  Saskatchewan  region,  but  in  the 
various  trips  I  have  made  to  the  North-West,  I  have  made 
a  great  many  enquiries  about  it,  and  I  believe  he  is  perfectly 
correct  in  sayiDg  that  a  moderate  expenditure  of  moaey  would 
be  likely  to  open  up  several  hundred  miles  of  navigation  whe¬ 
ther  to  the  extreme  length  mentioned  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 
At  present,  if  open,  it  is  only  for  a  very  brief  season  at  all 
events.  I  was  informed  that  in  addition  to  the  boulders, 
which  are  comparatively  easy  to  remove,  a  good  many 
shifting  sand  bars  and  deposits  of  mud  occur  from  Cme  to 
time,  which  are  not  so  easily  dealt  with.  In  any  case  I 
think  I  may  fairly  say  to  the  hon.  member  for  Monck 
that  although  on  this  side  of  the  House  we  have 
entered  very  strongly  our  dissent  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the 
steps  which  the  Government  have  taken  in  the  development 
of  the  North-West,  we  feel  as  deeply  impressed  as  he  can 
wish  us  to  be  with  the  enormous  importance  of  developing 
that  country,  and  to  any  measure  which  we  believe  reason¬ 
able  and  likely  to  promote  the  real  welfare  of  the  North- 
West  we  are  as  desirous  of  lending  our  aid  as  are  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  always  thought  well  of  the  magnifi  :ent 
water  stretches. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Of  course  the  Government 
will  bring  down  any  papers  in  their  possession  ;  but  I  am 
sorry  that  we  have  not  many  bearing  on  the  subject.  The 
fact  is  we  have  not  had  a  survey  of  the  river,  which  surely, 
according  to  the  member  from  Monck,  would  involve  work 
on  1,000  miles.  No  doubt  the  hon.  member  would  scarcely 
expect  the  Government  to  make  the  whole  sur  vey  at  one  time, 
but  he  would  be  willing  that  they  should  do  the  work  by 
degrees.  This,  as  well  as  the  other  question  of  the  canal 
between  the  two  lakes,  will  no  doubt  come  before  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  when  we  take  up  the  supplementary  estimates. 
The  question  in  regard  to  the  canal  is  one  more  within  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  than  in  my  Depart¬ 
ment,  though  I  must  say  the  matter  was  brought  very 
specially  before  me  the  other  day  by  a  deputation, 
the  members  of  which  thought  that  as  I  had  visited  the 
North-West  I  would  take  special  interest  in  the  development 
of  that  country.  As  the  hon.  member  for  Provenchor  (Mr. 
Royal)  has  stated,  the  more  we  go  into  that  country 
the  more  we  become  convinced  that  it  is  a  country  with 
a  great  future  before  it.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  mil¬ 
lions  of  people  will  find  happy  homes  there,  and  with  a 
proper  administration,  as  1  hope  we  are  giving  and  will 
give  that  country,  this  Government  with  the  help  of  Parlia- 
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ment  will  be  enabled  to  throw  a  large  immigration  into  the 
North-West  which  is  required  to  open  it  up  and  develop  its 
resources.  The  question  of  the  Waterhen  River  was 
brought  before  us  several  times,  but  the  amount  of  expen¬ 
diture  supposed  to  be  required  for  that  work  was  rather  too 
large  for  the  present.  We  thought  it  might  be  postponed 
for  that  reason.  The  other  question  as  regards  the  canal 
may  bo  in  a  different  position,  but  we  have  not  given  it 
that  attention  which  it  must  receive  when  we  consider  the 
public  works  that  may  be  undertaken  either  next  year  or 
the  year  following.  As  regards  the  survey  of  the  North 
Saskatchewan,  if  we  wore  to  undertake  the  whole  survey  of 
the  1,000  miles,  it  would  bo  beyond  our  means  this  yoar  ; 
perhaps  we  may  give  some  help  in  that  direction,  though  1 
am  not  in  a  position  to  pledge  the  Government  to  even  that 
just  now.  At  all  events  the  matter  will  not  be  lost  sight  of, 
and  I  will  take  care  that  when  we  take  up  these  matters, 
the  North  Saskatchewan  survey,  which  has  been  brought 
forward  by  thehon.  member  for  Monck,  will  not  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Thero  are  already  surveys  in  the 
Public  Works  Department  of  the  region  around  Lake 
Winnipegosis. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  1  did  not  say  otherwise. 
We  have  those  surveys;  they  were  specially  prepared  in 
order  to  show  the  difference  of  levels  and  so  on.  I  do  not 
think  the  work  is  a  very  difficult  one.  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  of  Lakes  Manitoba  and  Winnepegosis. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  A  lock  might  bo  built  between  Lake 
Winnipegosis  and  the  Saskatchewan  River. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  VIN.  I  was  looking  at  the  surveys 
the  other  day.  It  will  be  more  a  financial  than  an 
engineering  difficulty. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  One  lock  might  do.  18  feet  was 
the  difference  in  the  levels.  There  is  no  difference  between 
the  Saskatchewan  and  Lake  Winnipegosis.  So  if  two  small 
cuttings  were  made  navigation  would  be  open  from  the  south 
end  of  Lake  Manitoba  all  the  way  to  the  Rocky  Mountain 
House  during  the  season  of  navigation,  even  without  any 
material  improvement  in  the  Saskatchewan  River  itself. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  do  not  ask  the  Government  to  expend 
a  large  sum  this  year,  but  I  urge  the  Government  to  place 
a  sum  for  this  survey  in  the  estimates  and  lay  the  matter 
before  Parliament  next  Session.  I  ask  $30,000  or  §35,000, 
and  I  am  credibly  informed  that  that  sum  will  be  all  that  is 
necessary  to  make  the  entire  survey  from  Lake  Winnipeg 
to  Edmonton.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  about  diffi¬ 
culties  occurring  in  the  river  that  may  involve  a  large 
expenditure.  Wo  do  not  know  about  that  matter;  but 
owing  to  the  interest  involved,  the  Government  and  the 
House  will  be  justified  in  expending  $35,000  or  $30,000  to 
secure  a  survey  of  a  river  which,  in  a  state  of  nature,  is  now 
navigated  for  1,000  miles.  The  Government  should  not 
hesitate  to  expend  that  money  if  we  even  have  to  borrow  it 
and  pay  large  interest  on  it.  We  should  have  the  survey 
made  and  the  report  laid  before  this  House  at  its  next 
Session. 

Mr.  I  YES.  I  did  not  quite  understand  whether  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  concurred  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  in  the  opinion 
that  it  would  soon  be  necessary  to  provide  for  a  four-track 
road  from  Winnipeg  to  Port  Arthur.  I  should  like  to  under¬ 
stand  whether  the  ex-Finance  Minister  agrees  with  that  part 
of  the  hon.  member’s  speech  ? 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUMS  PAID  TO  JUDGE  G.  M.  K.  CLARK. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  for: 

Return  of  all  sums  (apart  from  his  salary  as  County  Judge)  which 
have  been  paid  to  G.  M.  K.  Clark,  in  each  of  the  years  1879,  1880,  1881, 


1882,  1883  and  188 1,  respectively,  and  for  what  services  in  each  year  ; 
also  what  sums,  if  any,  have  bsen  paid  to  him  from  the  1st  January, 
1884,  to  this  date. 

He  said  :  In  moving  this  resolution  I  desire  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  to  an  entry  which  hon.  members  will  find 


in  tho  Auditor-General’s  Report,  which  reads  as  follows:  — 

G.  Iff.  K.  Clark,  County  Judge,  salary. .  $2,000 

do  fee  as  arbitrator,  Canadian  Pacific 

Railway .  . .  1,200 

do  Intercolonial  Railway  Commis¬ 
sioner,  9  months,  at  $450 .  4,050 


$7,250 

I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  grave  objection  to  be  raised 
to  the  Government,  in  a  special  emergency,  availing  them¬ 
selves  of  the  services  of  a  gentleman  like  Judge  Clark  for 
a  particular  purpose.  But  this  is  not  the  case  here.  Judge 
Clark  appears  to  have  been  employed  for  a  period  of  five 
years,  if  not  for  six  years,  practically  as  a  Government 
official.  I  am  not  sure  whether  during  that  time  Judge 
Clarke  paid  out  of  his  own  pocket  for  the  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  his  position  as  County  Court  Judge. 
I  rather  believo  he  did,  but  in  such  a  case  it  would  be  as 
well  that  the  facts  should  be  known  and  stated,  because  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  prejudice  that  gentleman  in  any  way. 
I  dare  say  Judge  Clark  may  have  discharged  the  duties 
which  were  assigned  to  him  very  well,  but  it  appears  to  mo 
that  this  system  is  entirely  wrong  in  principle.  It  appears 
to  me  that  to  take  a  county  judge  away  from  his  own 
county,  practically  for  the  greater  part  of  five  years,  or  it 
may  be  six,  is  a  disturbance  of,  or  it  may  be  an  interference 
with,  the  course  of  justice,  and  the  better  that  judge  may 
be  why  of  course  the  more  the  county  suffers.  This  thing 
appears  to  have  been  growing  up  into  a  practical 
abuse.  There  are  other  gentlemen  who  appear  to 
have  been  discharging  two  or  three  offices  at  the 
same  time,  though  I  see  none  in  which  a  sum  has  been  paid 
so  largely  in  excess  of  their  original  salary  as  was  paid  in 
the  caso  of  Judge  Clark.  We  have  always  laid  down  the 
principle  that  the  Government  should  interfere  as  little  as 
possible  with  the  judiciary,  and  although  the  County  Court 
Judges  have  not  the  same  duties  to  discharge  as  those 
of  the  higher  bench,  everybody  who  knows  anything 
of  the  administration  of  judicial  duties  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  knows  that  they  have  important  duties,  and  that  it 
is  not  desirable  that  the  Government  should  take  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  county  bench  and  assign  him  duties  which  bring 
in  a  salary  three  or  four  times  as  large  as  he  would  ordinarily 
expect  to  receive  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office. 
I  do  not  want  to  enlarge  on  the  matter,  but  I  think  a  very 
injudicious  act  has  been  committed  in  this  case,  and  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  the  attention  of  Parliament  should 
be  called  to  the  matter,  and  therefore  I  move  for  a  return 
which  I  have  given  notice. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  the  whole  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  right  in  stating  that  we  should  not  interfere 
with  the  judges  in  the  performance  of  their  judicial  duties 
— at  all  events,  there  should  be  no  sacrifice  of  the  public 
interest  in  the  employment  of  a  judge,  in  taking  him 
away  from  his  judicial  duties,  or  if  those  duties  are  neglected 
and  the  county  or  locality  suffers  by  the  absence  of  the 
judge.  But  in  this  case  no  such  difficulty  arises.  The 
counties  of  Northumberland  and  Durham  are  fortunate  in 
having  a  junior  judge  of  as  great  industry  as  the  senior 
judge — Mr.  Benson,  who  performs  all  the  duties  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  locality. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  One  judge  is  enough  then. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Judge  Clark  is  not  absent 
continuously ;  he  has  been  sitting  while  these  matters  have 
been  going  on  from  time  to  time.  Judge  Clark  was 
appointed  to  one  of  these  Commissions  in  the  first  place,  and 
he  was  found  to  have  performed  his  duties  admirably— * 
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because  besides  being  a  good  lawyer,  as  he  is  well  known  io 
be— he  is  a  man  who  understands  business  in  a  commercial 
sense,  a  thorough  business  man — that  he  has  been  a  great 
protection  to  the  public  revenue  against  the  continual 
demands  of  the  contractors  and  sub-contractors  who  had  to 
do  with  the  public — the  continual  assaults  which  the  lion, 
gentleman  opposite  me  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  knows  are  made  by 
all  contractors  for  public  works  in  the  way  of  claims  on  the 
public  Treasury,  Judge  Clark  has  been  invaluable  in  that 
regard,  and  while  I  believe  he  has  done  full  justice  to  those 
parties  who  have  had  claims  against  the  Crown,  he  has,  from 
his  happy  combination  of  a  commercial  ability  and  legal 
knowledge,  protected  the  Crown  to  a  large  extent.  It  has  not 
escaped  the  Government  that  it  would  be  well  if  we  could  find 
another  man  to  fill  his  place,  but  we  have  seen  and  known 
his  abilities,  and  so  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  public 
interests  he  has  been  employed.  But  one  reason  why  the 
Government  have  brought  down  a  Bill  to  establish  a  Court 
of  Claims  was  to  cure  this  anomaly.  We  hope  to  have  a 
judge  at  the  head  of  that  court,  with  assessors  similar  to  the 
official  arbitrators  under  the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Bailway 
Act,  who  will  deal  with  all  such  subjects  in  a  very  satisfac¬ 
tory  manner,  and  prevent  what  wo  consider  almost  a 
necessity  of  having  a  proved  man  at  the  head  of  these  C  jm- 
missions,  to  look  into  these  very  large  claims  brought  against 
the  Crown. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  You  have  taken  cases  out  of  the 
Exchequer  Court  and  placed  them  before  Judge  Clarke. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  those  cases  were  in 
the  Bailways  Department;  they  were  claims  of  all  kinds, 
and  the  Commission  was  framed  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
them. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  late  Government  provided  that 
all  claims  should  go  before  the  Exchequer  Court,  but  the 
succeeding  Government  deliberately  took  cases  out  of  that 
court  and  sent  them  to  arbitration,  causing  a  loss  in  one 
case  to  the  country  of  several  hundred  thousands  of  dollars. 
This  was  an  utterly  indefensible  proposition  ;  and  now  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  coming  back  to  our  ground,  but  instead  of 
the  Exchequer  Court,  he  is  establishing  a  court  for  the  pur¬ 
pose — one  which  will  only  take  the  place  of  the  Exchequer 
Court.  I  cannot  understand  the  hon,  gentleman’s  persist¬ 
ency  in  the  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course  one  does  not 
like  to  say  anything  about  the  Exchequer  Court,  but  the 
result  has  been  that  the  country  has  lost  exceedingly  by  the 
judgments  given  by  that  court. 

Mr.  MACKENZE.  On  what  judments  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ido  not  like  to  bring 
that  up  ;  it  is  rather  a  delicate  matter  to  impugn  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  court.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand 
that  the  J  udges  of  the  Exchequer  Court  have  written 
evidence  before  them,  and  not  seeing  the  witnesses  but 
reading  the  evidence  and  giving  the  same  credence  to  all 
statements  made  by  all  witnesses,  whether  defendants  or 
not - 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken  ; 
they  see  the  witnesses. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD — but  with  one  judge  sit¬ 
ting  who  is  a  business  man,  with  assessors,  they  will  be  able 
to  have  the  case  examined  carefully,  and  I  think  there  will 
be  a  great  saving  to  the  public  by  the  new  Bill . 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  we  are  not  discussing  a  new 
Bill,  but  I  may  say  that  the  course  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  adopted  was  to  place  before  a  set  of  arbitrators  or  com¬ 
missioners,  of  whom  Judge  Clark  in  his  capacity  of  arbi¬ 
trator  was  one,  a  very  large  number  of  claims  which  had 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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already  been  disallowed  by  the  Exchequer  Court.  I  think 
it  will  be  found  that  something  between  three  and  four 
million  dollars — perhaps  I  am  understating  the  mark — have 
been  disallowed.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  did  was  to  sub¬ 
mit  them  to  a  second  adjudication,  and  several  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  were  ordered  to  be  paid  by  these  second 
arbitrators.  The  only  case  that  I  have  heard  complained 
of,  with  reference  to  a  decision  of  the  Exchequer  Court,  or  a 
judge  of  the  Exchequer  Court,  was  the  case  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Bailway  accident,  in  which  we  heard  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  very  vehemently  denounce  the  principle  of  action 
upon  which  the  learned  judge  who  tried  that  case  pro¬ 
ceeded.  In  the  cases  which  have  gone  before  the  Exche¬ 
quer  Court  in  its  original  jurisdiction,  as  well  the  railway 
cases  as  others,  the  judge  did  hear  the  witnesses. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  single  judge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  certainly.  The  single  judge  did  hear 
the  witnesses,  and  it  was  only  by  way  of  appeal  that  the 
question  could  come  before  the  other  court ;  and  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  present  proposal  is  in  accordance  with  that 
practice.  Now,  my  hon.  friend  has  brought  up  a  question 
which  is  really  of  very  grave  consequence.  I  esteem  it  to 
be  of  very,  very  grave  consequence  that  the  Government  of 
the  country  should  withdraw  from  his  proper  judicial  func¬ 
tions  for  a  period  of  years  one  of  the  judicial  functionaries 
of  the  country,  With  regard  to  the  County  Court  Judges, 
I  cannot  speak  for  the  other  Provinces,  but  I  will  say  that, 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  I  believe  that  more  of  those  mat¬ 
ters  of  litigation  which  affect  the  mass  of  the  people — having 
regard  to  the  great  number  of  matters  which  come  up, and  the 
standing  and  means  of  those  in  litigation — come  before  the 
County  Court  Judges  than  before  those  of  the  Superior 
Courts.  I  esteem  it  to  be  quite  as  important — nay,  more 
important — that  the  County  Court  Judgeships  should  be  as 
well  officered  as  the  Superior  Court  Judgeships  for  the  prac¬ 
tical  administration  of  justice  in  the  Division  Courts  and  the 
County  Courts.  Of  course,  we  know  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  County  Court  administration  has  changed 
hands,  but  there  is  a  large  amount  of  Division  Court  admin¬ 
istration  to  be  attended  to.  But  it  is  important  that  the 
Judge  should  be  left  to  the  discharge  of  his  judicial  func¬ 
tions.  It  is  further  important  that  he  should  not  be  a  pen¬ 
sioner  or  servant  of  the  Government,  to  perform  duties 
assigned  to  him  by  the  Government  at  a  much  higher 
reward  than  he  receives  for  his  whole  services  as  a  County 
Court  Judge.  The  public  accounts  of  last  year  show  that 
Judge  Clark  has  been  for  nine  months  at  $450  a  month  a 
servant  of  the  Government,  as  arbitrator ;  and  he  has  been 
paid  $300  a  month  in  former  years.  That  is  not  a  position 
in  which  a  judge  should  stand.  He  ought  to  stand  in  an 
independent  position  ;  and  it  is  impossible  to  regard  a  judge 
as  independent  of  the  Government  when  the  Government 
is  at  liberty  to  employ  him  at  a  salary  or  an  extra  remun¬ 
eration  between  twice  and  three  times  as  great  as  that 
belonging  to  his  judgeship,  his  judicial  salary  going  on  all 
the  time.  I  am  very  glad  to  be  able  to  confirm  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  said  with  reference  to  the  character  and 
industry  in  Ihe  discharge  of  his  duties  of  the  present  junior 
Judge  of  the  united  Counties  of  Northumberland  and  Durham. 
I  think  that  appointment  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
Government  did  it  very  great  credit,  and  1  am  sure  it  must 
have  been  eminently  satisfactory  to  the  people.  But  either 
a  junior  Judge  is  wanted  in  these  counties  or  he  is  not.  If 
he  is,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  senior  Judge  is  wanted  too. 
If  the  junior  Judge  is  not  wanted,  no  junior  Judge  ought  to 
have  been  appointed,  as  was  done  not  long  ago,  when  Judge 
Clark  was  appointed  senior  Judge  in  place  of  Judge  Bos¬ 
well,  who  resigned,  and  Judge  Benson  was  appointed  junior 
Judge.  If  two  judges  are  wanted,  there  is  a  lack  of  judicial 
power  in  these  counties,  because  Judge  Benson,  however 
great  his  assiduity,  cannot  do  two  men’s  work,  nor  ought  he 
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to  be  called  on  to  do  it.  These  two  counties,  I  suppose, 
number  80,000  souls ;  therefore  the  district  is  a  large  one, 
and  requires  proper  attention.  I  judge  the  Government  by 
their  own  act.  I  say  their  act  in  appointing  a 
little  while  ago  a  junior  Judge  to  these  counties  is 
conclusive  proof  that  one  man  was  not  sufficient 
to  perform  the  judicial  duties  there,  and  that  being 
so,  they  acted  wrongly  in  withdrawing  one  of  the 
two  men  who  they  said  were  necessary.  This  system  is  a 
bad  one  ;  and  it  is  growing.  I  see  that  in  one  of  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Legislatures  there  is  a  Bill  to  authorise  the  appoint¬ 
ment  as  a  commissioner,  with  a  salary  I  believe  of  $3,000  a 
year,  a  Judge  appointed  by  this  Government  and  having 
certain  duties  to  discharge.  You  cannot  object  to  that,  if 
you  establish  the  precedent  in  this  Parliament  of  withdraw¬ 
ing  the  Judges  from  their  judicial  functions,  and  making 
them  paid  functionaries  of  your  own ;  you  are  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  object  to  the  Provinces  becoming  masters  of  their 
paid  officers,  the  Judges.  That  is  a  most  undesirable  thing. 
It  is  a  thing  that  was  protested  against  in  the  early  days, 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  disallowed  an  Act  of  the  Ontario 
Legislature  which  was  designed  to  give  the  Judges  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  their  salaries.  He  disallowed  it  on  general  princi¬ 
ples — which  I  believe  to  be  sound,  whatever  may  be  the 
defects  in  our  present  system  of  appointing  under  that  sys¬ 
tem — that  a  Judge  appointed  by  the  Federal  Government 
ought  to  be  paid  by  it.  We  know  that  there  is  a  law  on 
the  Statute  Book,  which  was  invoked  by  this  Parliament 
two  years  ago,  when  the  Government  proposed  to  appoint 
Judge  Johnston,  I  think  it  was,  to  an  office  in  Manitoba,  and 
it  was  pointed  out  to  be  against  the  law  which  existed  there 
before  Confederation,  to  give  the  Judge  two  paid  employ¬ 
ments,  and  the  Government  was  obliged  to  cancel  J  udge 
Johnston’s  Commission.  Then,  in  the  Statute  Book,  we  have 
recorded  a  rule,  because  we  have  forbidden  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court  to  accept  any  other  paid  employment. 
That  is  the  rule  we  lay  down  with  reference  to  the  very 
highest  Judges  of  the  land  ;  and  if  we  say  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  exposed  to  temptations  and  placed  in  compromis¬ 
ing  positions  a  fortiorari  we  ought  to  observe  the  same  rule 
as  to  the  lowest. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  the  permission  of 
the  House,  I  would  say  one  thing.  It  is  true,  the  independ¬ 
ence  of  the  Judges  ought  to  be  respected,  but  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  know  that  the  matters  that  come  before  the  County 
Judges  are  matters  in  which  the  Crown  cannot  in  any  way 
be  interested,  and  the  independence  of  the  Judges  cannot 
arise  in  the  same  way  as  it  might  with  respect  to  the 
Superior  Court  Judges.  However,  I  believe  the  country 
has  gained  a  great  doal  by  the  appointment  of  Judge  Clark, 
and  if  the  policy  of  the  Goveimment  is  carried  out,  there 
will  be  no  necessity  for  this  question  to  arise. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  tho  hon.  gentleman  has  made  that 
observation  I  may  make  this  further  one — that  in  the  very 
case  of  the  learned  Judge  whose  name  has  given  rise  to  this 
discussion,  he  was  actually  called  upon  to  decide  ’  whether 
one  or  another  man  was  to  sit  in  this  House. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  J.  E.  COLLINS. 

Mr.  MaMULLEN  moved  for: 

Return  showing,  if  any,  and  if  so,  what  sum  or  sums  of  money 
have  been  paid  to  J.  E.  Collins  tor  services  rendered  to  the  Government, 
also  showing  travelling  and  other  expenses  paid  him,  if  any,  and  showing 
in  what  position  or  capacity  he  is  employed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  often  speak 
on  motions  of  my  hon.  friends  for  papers,  but  in  this  case  I 
will  venture  to  depart  from  the  general  rule.  I  quite 
recognise  my  hon.  friend’s  excellent  intentions  in  moving 
for  this  return,  but  although  I  fully  admit  he  is  entitled  to 
all  information,  I  fear  this  motion  may  be  a  little  hostile 


to  Mr.  Collins,  There  are  circumstances  which,  I  think,  I 
will  bo  able  to  show  to  my  hon.  friend,  which  may 
make  him  inclined  to  agree  with  me  that  an  exception  to 
ordinary  rules  should  be  made  in  this  case.  Mr.  Collins, 

I  have  reason  to  know,  is  a  person  of  great  literary 
ability,  of  rare  insight  into  character,  and  of 
no  small  political  sagacity.  Tho  name  of  Mr. 
Collins  is,  perhaps,  more  familiar  to  me  than  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  Mr.  Collins 
understands  thoroughly  this  great  truth,  that  the  world 
knows  very  little  of  its  greatest  men,  and  he  has  taken,  as 
part  of  his  mission  in  life,  to  instruct  the  world  as  to  tho 
greatest  men  it  possesses.  I  am  not  at  present  referring  to 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald). 
The  particular  greatest  man  whom  he  has  at  present  under¬ 
taken  to  enlighten  us  about  is  no  less  a  person  than  my 
hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  Now,  persons  of  a  censorious  turn  of  mind 
may  think  that  tho  fact  that  Mr.  Collins  is  in  my  hon. 
friend’s  Department  and  enjoys,  I  understand,  the  benefit  of 
frequent  intercourse  with  him,  may,  to  some  small  extent, 
prejudice  Mr.  Collins  unduly.  I  do  not  take  that  view  of 
the  case  ;  I  think  that  Mr.  Collins  is  probably  better  able  to 
estimate  the  great  value  and  the  great  merits  of  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  than  any  of  the  rest  of  us ;  and  in  proof  of 
this,  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to  an  article  which  has 
been  very  recently  put  in  my  hands,  and  of  which  I  am 
credibly  informed  Mr.  Collins  is  the  author.  It  reads,  with 
your  permission,  Sir,  as  follows  : — 

“Upon  Sir  Hector’s  right,  in  the  Commons,  sits  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald,  and  upon  his  left  Mr.  Caron,  the  Minister  of  Militia.  He  is 
somewhat  below  the  middle  height,  but  is  well  bnilt  and  exceedingly 
graceful  and  courtly  in  his  walk  and  movements.  His  head  is  markedly 
intellectual  looking  and  distinguished  in  its  po3e  and  shape.  His  face 
is  clean  shaven  save  for  a  small  goatee  ;  and  his  skin  is  clear,  fresh  and 
beautiful,  the  forehead  is  high  and  broad,  and  the  eye,  which  is  a  dark 
violet,  is  rather  steadfast  and  contemplative  than  wondering  or  flashing.” 

Mr.  Collins,  you  will  observe,  goes  in  for  something  like 
pre-Raphaelite  details,  but  that  does  not  in  the  s'ightest 
degree  detract  from  the  merits  of  his  work. — — 

“  He  is  the  one  Minister  who  never  gets  idle  at  his  desk.  When  he  is 
not  listening  to  debate  in  which  himself  or  his  Department  is  concerned, 
he  is  engaged  writing  letters  or  attending  to  official  communications.  It 
is  really  a  pleasure  to  hear  him  auswer  formal  questions.” 

Now,  I  quite  concur  in  that. - 

“  His  replies  are  nearly  always  full  and  almost  invariably  satisfactory  ; 
but  he  never  says  more  than  is  necessary  and  pertinent ;  never  opens 
door3  through  which  eagle-eyed  opponents  may  enter  and  give  worry  to 
the  Minister  and  to  his  Government.  Two  Ministers  there  are  who  are 
always  opening  their  mouths  too  wide  Mr.  Caron  and  Mr.  Pope.  Mr. 
Blake,  or  Mr.  Mill,  or  Mr.  Casey  or  some  other  oppositionist  will  first  worry 
them  off-  their  guard,  get  them  to  make  statements  that  they  didn’t 
intend  to  make,  and  so  put  the  Government  “in  for  it,”  on  these  occa¬ 
sions  you  can  notice  Sir  John  fidgeting  in  his  chair  annoyed  at  the 
blundering  and  indiscretion.” 

So  far  Mr.  Collins  has  me  with  him,  but  I  must  draw  tho 
line  here.  As  for  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia 
(Mr.  Caron),  he  is  a  man  of  war  and  therefore  quite  able  to 
take  care  of  himself  and  Mr.  Collins  too,  but  I  really  object 
to  this  slighting  mention  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  (Mr.  Pope).  It  may  be,  as  Mr.  Collins  seems 
to  insinuate,  that  he  is  rather  a  rough  diamond  and  does 
not  shine  with  the  gemlike  lustre  of  that  polished  jewel, 
tho  Minister  of  Public  Works,  but  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  is  not  to  be  lightly  spoken  of  either.  In  some  import¬ 
ant  respects,  and  notably  in  that,  the  most  important 
thing,  perhaps,  which  distinguishes  the  practical  politician 
as  he  is  wont  to  call  himself,  the  ability  to  take  care  of 
number  one,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is  not  far  below 
even  his  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and 
might  possibly,  perhaps,  give  him  points.  Mr.  Collins  is  a 
man  of  considerable  foresight  ;  it  has  not  escaped  his 
attention  that  there  is  a  little  uneasiness  in  political  circles. 
This  is  a  delicate  question  I  know,  but  Mr,  Collins  handles 
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it  so  well  that  I  think  T  cannot  do  hotter  than  give  the  case 
in  Mr.  Collins’  own  words  : 

“I  have  already  characterised  Sir  Hector  as  the  successor  apparent 
to  Sir  John.  He  is  the  only  man  in  the  Ministry  or  in  the  ranks  who 
could  with  success  conduct  the  fortunes  of  the  party  if  Sir  John  were  off 
the  scenes.  His  ability  and  diplomacy  are  very  great,  and  it  is  said  he 
is  hardly  second  to  the  Premier  himself  in  his  ability  to  smooth  rough 
water  and  manage  wranglesome  followers.” 

And  so  on.  Well  I  submit  to  my  hon.  friend  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  that  a  man  like  Mr.  Collins 
must  not  be  rudely  or  rashly  dealt  with.  He  has  appreciated 
the  uneasiness  of  the  public  mind,  he  has  apparently  under¬ 
stood  that  there  are  some  people  who  think,  and  I  agree 
with  him,  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  replace  the 
First  Minister,  but  be  thinks  there  are  as  good  fish  in 
the  sea  as  ever  were  caught  and  he  wants  to  reassure 
us.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  recollect  that  it  was  my  pleasant 
duty  last  Session  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
terms  in  which  a  gentleman  named  Thibeault  had  dealt 
with  the  predecessor  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  ;  and  I  hail  it  as  a  happy  omen  that 
as  it  took  a  gentleman  of  French  origin  to  do  justice  to 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  it  required  a  gentleman  of  English 
origin  to  do  justice  to  the  surpassing  merits  of  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works.  My  hon.  friend  from  Well¬ 
ington  may  think  there  are  objections  to  a  gentleman 
in  the  Minister’s  Department  taking  all  these  pains 
to  make  the  Minister’s  merits  known,  but  that  is  a 
narrow  and  conventional  view.  If  my  hon.  friend  would 
only  put  himself  in  the  place  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  and  just  consider  the  question  from  his  point  of 
view,  he  would  appreciate  the  position  in  its  proper  light. 
The  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  a  logical  mind,  and 
probably  the  way  in  which  the  question  presents  itself 
to  him  is  somewhat  like  this  :  The  very  best  use  to 
which  you  can  put  the  public  money  is  to  advance  the 
public  interest;  to  advance  the  public  interest  in  the  beet 
way  possible, you  must  have  the  best  man  at  the  helm  ;  and 
in  order  to  attain  this  end  you  must  instruct  the  public  as 
to  who  is  the  best  man.  Therefore  I  say  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  is  logically  justified,  being  convinced,  as  he 
undoubtedly  is,  that  he  is  the  best  man  in  the  emergency, 
in  retaining  Mr.  Collins  to  instruct  the  people  as  to  his 
merits.  The  case  is  clear,  and  I  have  no  doubt  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  McMullen)  will  see  it.  Had  we  not  already  a 
poet  laureate  in  the  person  of  Mr.  Nicholas  Flood  Davin, 
regardless  of  expense,  I  would  be  disposed  to  recommend 
Mr.  Collins  for  the  place,  in  return  for  this  specimen  of  his 
literary  excellence,  but  I  do  not  wFh  to  interfere  with  Mr. 
Davin.  In  any  case,  however,  I  would  just  say  to  my  hon. 
friend,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  that  I  hope  he  will  not 
allow  any  scruples  or  delicacy  to  cause  him  to  incommode 
Mr.  Collins  in  the  slightest  degree ;  I  hope  he  will  keep  Mr. 
Collins. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  John  Collins. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Hon.  gentlemen  will 
recollect  that  I  ventured  to  make  a  proposal  last  year,  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Thibeault,  that  if  Mr.  Thibeault  would 
produce  another  life  of  another  distinguished  gentleman  on 
the  Treasury  Benches  I  would  supplement  the  Parliamen¬ 
tary  grant  myself.  I  will  make  a  somewhat  similar  offer 
now  to  my  hon.  friend  opposite  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Mr.  Collins’ case ;  if  he  will  keep  Mr.  Collins,  and  if  Mr. 
Collins  will  produce  similar  articles,  say  one  every  fort¬ 
night,  and  let  me  see  them,  I  will  use  all  my  influence  to 
prevent  any  question  on  this  side  abou+  Mr.  Collins,  even  if 
he  gets  75  cents  extra  per  hour  for  all  the  time  he  is 
employed  in  compiling  these  essays  and  keeps  his  own 
time,  as  I  understand  is  the  custom  of  the  Department. 
Then  there  is  another  argument  which  the  First  Minister 
very  nearly  anticipated  me  in,  and  I  may  say  that  I  have 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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kept  my  strongst  argument  to  the  last.  1  understand  that 
Mr.  Collins  is  the  Collins  who  has  already  immortalised 
himself  by  producing  a  life  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
opposite. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  ho  has  immortalised 
me. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  was  couched  in 
equally  chaste  and  elegant  language,  and  no  doubt  it  will 
be  very  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  friends,  bocause 
I  observe  from  it  that,  iD  all  the  acts  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  career  which  evil-minded  persons  have  misinter¬ 
preted,  he  has  been  actuated  by  the  purest  and  most  pat¬ 
riotic  motives,  and  has  even  sometimes  allowed  his  reputa¬ 
tion  to  be  tarnished  for  the  general  welfare  of  the  country. 
It  is  a  happy  association  of  ideas,  and  what  a  lamented 
friend  of  mine  called  “  the  eternal  fitness  of  things,”  that  a 
gentleman  who  in  his  life  has  done  justice  to  so  many  John 
Collinses  should  at  last  in  his  declining  years  find  a  John 
Collins  capable  of  doing  justice  to  him. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  did  not  anticipate  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place  when  I  made  my  motion.  I  simply 
wanted  to  get  the  information,  and,  since  the  gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  gives  such  a  strong  recommendation 
to  Mr.  Collins  and  says  he  has  rendered  such  services  to  the 
Government,  I  have  no  objection  to  withdraw  the  motion . 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
motion  as  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  the  return 
will  be  brought  down.  So  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  has  thought  proper  to  amuse 
himself,  and  try  to  amuse  the  House  by  reading  an  article 
which  he  says  has  been  written  by  Mr.  Collins,  I  have 
not  a  word  to  say.  It  is  his  business,  and,  should  ho 
amuse  himself  at  my  expense,  I  will  not  complain  ;  but,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  was  not  aware  of  this  article,  I 
was  not  aware  before  the  hon.  gentleman  said  so  —I  do  not 
know  what  information  he  has — that  the  article  was  written 
by  Mr.  Collins  who  is  mentioned  in  this  motion.  As  to 
this  gentleman’s  connection  with  my  Department,  I  may 
say  that  Mr.  Qollins  was  appointed  in  the  Department  as 
an  extra  clerk  on  the  12th  February,  1885,  has  been  1G 
days  at  work,  and  has  been  paid  $28,  and  is  not  employed 
by  the  Department  any  more.  That  is  the  whole  he 
has  received  as  a  clerk  of  the  Department  or  in  any 
capacity,  and  he  has  not  received  travelling  expenses  of 
any  kind.  He  has  received  $28  all  told. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PROTECTION  OF  FISHERIES  IN  THE  NORTH  WEST. 

Mr.  HESSON  moved  for: 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  and  reports  of  fisheries  inspectors, 
overseers  of  fisheries,  or  other  persons,  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West, 
in  relation  to  the  destruction  of  fish  and  the  necessity  of  enforcing  the 
clauses  of  the  Fisheries  Act  in  said  Provinces  and  Territories. 

He  said:  Early  in  the  Session  I  asked  the  Government 
whether  it  was  intended  to  extend  the  operations  of  the 
Fisheries  Act  to  the  new  Provinces  west  of  Manitoba,  and 
the  reply  was  that  an  inspector,  Alexander  McQueen,  had 
been  stationed  at  Winnipeg,  and  an  overseer,  P.  C.  Gilchrist, 
at  Fort  Qu’Appelle.  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments  to  the  fact  that  I  have  not  been 
able  to  ascertain  that  either  of  the  gentlemen  appointed  to 
these  important  duties  in  the  North-West  has  so  far  made 
any  report  to  the  Government  as  to  this  important  question 
of  the  protection  and  preservation  of  the  fishiDg  interests  of 
those  Provinces.  1  am  in  possession  of  letters 
addressed  to  myself  from  that  Province  which 
have  led  me  to  consider  that,  unless  some  steps 
are  taken  at  a  very  early  date  indeed,  this 
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important  interest,  the  preservation  of  fish  in  the 
waters  of  the  North-West,  those  streams  will  soon  become 
as  they  have  unfortunately  become  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  not  only  fishless  streams,  but  polluted  streams. 
We  have  good  reason  to  know  how  important  that  interest 
can  become  in  a  country  where  proper  facilities  are  given 
and  proper  attention  is  paid  to  it.  I  find  that  the  total 
catch  of  fish  in  the  Dominion  for  five  years  has  been  no  less 
than  $77,628,679,  an  advance  of  $15,525,736  worth  of  fish. 
The  export  of  fish  during  the  past  five  years  has  been  no 
less  than  $36,867,439,  an  average  export  of  $7,373,487.  Now, 
an  industry  that  is  so  valuable  to  the  country  as  that  is  cer¬ 
tainly  worthy  of  the  attention  of  this  Rouse,  and  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  waters  in  the  great  North-West  is  certainly 
of  very  vital  importance  to  that  country.  We  know  that 
those  mountain  streams  abound  with  very  valuable  fish. 
We  know  that  it  is  considered  a  very  great  luxury  in  that 
country  as  it  is  in  this  country.  We  know  that  the  Indians, 
as  well  as  the  white  population  of  that  country,  will  be 
largely  dependent  upon  that  for  some  years  to  come,  and  it 
ought  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  look  carefully 
that  there  is  no  violation  of  the  Fisheries  Act.  I  have  reason 
to  fear  that  no  attention  whatever  is  paid  to  the  Provinces 
west  of  Manitoba,  ar.d,  whilst  the  inspector  may  be 
confining  his  attention  to  some  extent  to  the  streams 
immediately  in  that  Province,  that  very  irregular,  in  fact 
very  loose,  arrangements,  if  any,  exist  in  the  North-West, 
and  that  the  destruction  of  the  fish  in  those  Provinces  west 
is  going  on  very  rapidly  indeed.  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  who  resides  in  Eegina,  who  states  that  he 
caught,  or  employed  parties  who  caught,  no  less  than  25 
tons  of  fish  in  Long  Lake  from  the  month  of  November  to 
some  period  in  February  when  he  wrote.  I  placed  that 
letter  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister.  It  was  also  pointed  out 
by  tho  same  gentleman  that  other  parties  had  caught  about 
15  tons  of  fish  in  the  same  lake,  and  in  almost  every  case 
the  fish  were  being  caught  at  the  wrong  season  of  the  year, 
as  they  were  all  full  of  spawn.  If  that  is  the  caso,  and  if 
the  waters  of  the  North  West  freese  up  very  much  earlier 
than  the  waters  here,  as  is  more  than  probable,  if  that  sys¬ 
tem  of  fishing  is  permitted  to  go  on  in  the  early  part  of 
November,  the  whole  fishing  interests  of  that  country  may 
be  destroyed  in  a  very  short  period  indeed.  You  can  imagine 
what  would  be  tho  effect  of  putting  40  tons  ot  fish  from  one 
small  lake  into  the  market.  The  price  was  $75  per  ton. 
A  large  portion,  I  believe,  was  sold  to  the  Government, 
for  the  Indians,  and  the  price,  which  I  estimate  at  3J  cents, 
is  certainly  very  low.  I  fear  the  time  will  come  at  no  dis¬ 
tant  day,  if  some  effort  is  not  made  by  the  Government  to 
protect  those  streams  and  small  lakes  in  the  North-West, 
when  they  will  not  bo  able  to  obtain  fish  at  all,  and  those 
steps  should  be  taken  very  quickly,  because  mills  are  being 
erected  on  those  streams,  and  we  know  how  sinuous  they 
are,  and  the  shoals  and  eddies  that  form  in  them,  and  the 
probability,  therefore,  of  offal  from  the  mills  being  deposited 
which  the  current  may  not  cany  away.  Everybody  heim 
knows  what  the  effect  of  that  is  upon  our  beautiful  streams 
in  Ontario,  and  for  an  instance,  we  have  only  to  step  to  the 
Ottawa  River,  within  a  few  yai’ds  of  this  building.  We 
know  that  fish  are  not  caught  now  as  they  were  in  the  early 
days.  I  know  that  the  same  thing  is  going  on  in  all  tho 
newer  parts  of  Canada,  and  if  mills  are  not  prohibited  from 
boing  erected  upon  these  streams  and  throwing  their  offal 
into  them,  the  effect  before  long  must  be  disastx-ous  to  the 
fishing  interests  of  this  country.  I  heard  a  gentleman  who 
had  ti-avellod  in  the  Noth- West  say  that  he  was  personally 
cognisant  of  the  fact  that  nets  are  being  used,  or  meshes 
with  the  holes  only  one  inch  in  diameter,  and  he  had 
travelled  along  the  shore  of  one  of  those  beauti¬ 
ful  lakes  and  found  them  actually  littered  with  small 
fish,  so  that  he  walked  thi’ough  them  for  some 
hours.  Now,  if  this  is  permitted  to  go  on  it  will  terminate, 


in  a  few  years,  in  the  total  destruction  of  the  fisheries  of  the 
North-West.  I  had  the  ploasure  of  spending  a  few  days 
among  these  mountain  streams  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Calgary,  and  I  know  thoi’e  is  no  water  so  pure  and  so  clear 
as  that  of  these  streams,  which  is  pi’obably  the  best  on  this 
continent.  We  know  for  a  fact  that  mills  are  being  erected 
upon  them  which  are  having  a  very  disasti-ous  effect  upon 
the  fish.  This  is  particulaidy  the  case  in  the  hilly  sections 
whei’e  the  course  of  the  sti’eam  is  swifter  and  where  it  is 
easier  to  get  water  power.  But  mills  ai'e  being  erected  even 
in  the  prairie  section  of  the  country,  on  the  flat  lands,  in  the 
pi’oximity  of  streams,  and  the  offal  is  being  deposited  in  the 
streams  to  some  extent.  I  hope  the  hon.  Minister  will  see 
that  the  officei’S  whom  he  appoints  will  do  their  duty  and 
that  they  will  investigate  these  charges  and  see  if  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  to  prevent  this  destruction  offish  in  the  future. 

Mr.  KAULBACII.  I  am  sorry  to  learn  from  tho  hon. 
member  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  that  the  fishenes  in  the 
North-West  are  being  injui-ed  to  so  great  an  extent.  We, 
of  the  Maritime  Pi’ovinces,  have  experienced  the  same 
inconvenince,  and  I  hope  that  the  Government  will  offer 
the  same  protection  to  the  fisheides  of  the  tidal  waters  as  to 
those  of  the  inland  watei’s  of  this  Dominion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Can  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth 
(Mr.  Hesson)  say  with  wixat  appliances  those  40  tons  of 
fish  were  caught. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  believe,  though  I  am  not  positively 
informed,  that  it  was  by  spearing  them  through  the  ice.  I 
think  that  has  been  the  usual  custom,  and  I  thiuk  that  is 
the  danger  to  be  appimhended. 

Mi1.  WATSON.  They  catch  white  fish  during  the  winter 
by  cutting  holes  in  the  ico  somo  distance  apart  and  by 
dragging  a  net  by  a  rope  botween  the  two  holes  and  so 
drawing  the  fish  out.  It  has  been  reported  to  me  that  fish 
are  caught  to  some  considerable  extent  in  the  Noi’th-West 
out  of  season.  Quite  a  large  business  is  being  canned  on 
this  year  on  Lakes  Manitoba  and  Winnipeg  in  catching  fish 
for  the  Chicago  market.  Of  course  the  industiy  is  princi¬ 
pally  confined  to  the  jack  fish,  or  what  is  known  in  the  east 
as  pike.  With  regard  to  the  season  for  catching  the  white 
fish,  I  am  not  very  well  posted  in  the  matter,  but  I  believe 
a  certain  quantity  of  white  fish  is  caught  out  of  season  on 
these  lakes,  and  it  would  be  well  for  the  Government  to  see 
that  they  are  protected. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  wo  are  all  agreod  that  it 
is  wise  to  pi'otect  the  fishery  interests  both  in  tidal 
and  in  inland  watoi’s,  but  1  do  not  think  it  would 
be  wise  on  the  part  of  tho  Minister  of  Max-ino  and 
Fisheries  to  construe  the  Fisheries  Act,  in  its  application 
to  the  North-West,  as  he  has  done  in  its  application  to 
the  inland  waters  in  the  Province  of  Ontai’io.  A  couple  of 
weeks  ago  I  had  occasion  from  my  place  in  this  House  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hoD.  Minister  to  the  regulations 
enfoi’ced  for  the  pi’otection  of  tho  fisheries  in  certain  of 
our  inland  waters  in  Ontario.  I  was  in  hopes,  from  my 
remarks  then,  that  long  befoi*e  this  he  would  liave  seen  his 
way  to  removing  the  grievances  complained  of,  but  as  yet 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  first  step  has  been  taken  towai  ds  cor- 
recting  what  I  think  is  a  misapprehension  of  the  powei’s  con- 
feri’ed  upon  the  Governor  in  Council  by  the  Fisheries  Act — 
I  refer  to  the  regulations  enforced  since  last  fall  in  regard 
to  the  fisheries  in  Lake  Simcoe.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  Governor  in  Council  is  obliged  either  to  prohibit 
absolutely  all  fishing  or  to  allow  unlimited  fishing; 
but  L  think  that  a  reasonable  construction  of  the 
Act  leads  to  but  one  conclusion,  and  that  is  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council  can  pass  such  regulations  as  to  him  may 
seem  fit  for  the  proper  pi-eservation  of  the  fisheries.  Now 
this  does  not  involve  total  prohibition.  What  ought  to  be 
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prevented  is  unwise  fishing,  such  as  wholesale  slaughter  by 
netting  and  otherwise.  But  to  deprive  settlers  along  the 
waters  of  the  right  to  take,  in  a  comparatively  harmless  way, 
sufficient  for  their  own  use  is  to  interfere  with  an  almost 
natural  right.  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
has,  since  this  matter  was  up  a  couple  of  weeks  ago,  seen  his 
way  to  arrant  relief  to  the  section  of  country  to  which  I 
lefer.  Whilst  we  are  interested  in  the  proper  preservation 
of  fish  it  seems  to  me  that  these  regulations  might  be  so 
modified  as  to  permit  comparatively  harmless  modes  of  fish¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.„gentleman  who  has  moved 
for  the  correspondence  has  not  overstated  the  value  of  the 
fisheries  in  the  North-West.  The  view  that  we  took  of  this 
matter  was  that  it  was  unwise  strictly  to  apply  the  rules 
and  regulations  in  the  case  of  the  settlers  in  the  North- 
West,  the  same  as  they  are  applied  in  the  older  Provinces. 
1  considered  that  the  settlers  going  into  that  new  country 
would,  perhaps,  have  to  depend  largely  upon  the  catch  of 
fish  for  their  subsistence  for  some  considerable  time,  and 
therefore  I  thought  it  best  to  go  slowly  and  cautiously  in 
the  enforcement  of  the  Act.  But  the  time  has  now  arrived 
when  some  measure  of  protection  should  be  given  to  the 
fish  in  the  waters  of  the  North-West,  and  I  have  selected  a 
general  officer  for  the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  such 
portions  of  the  North-West  as  may  be  allotted  to  him, 
and  another  officer  for  the  Qu’Appelle  district ;  I 
propose  gradually  to  enforce  the  regulations  in 
those  districts  where  we  may  judge  it  desirable. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that  thi-oughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  this  Dominion  the  close  season  for 
fishing  varies  very  much  ;  and  that  what  would  be  a  proper 
course  with  respect  to  Ontario  would  be  improper  with 
regard  to  the  North-West.  The  Government  will  obtain 
information  and  endeavor  to  adopt  the  proper  time  in  each 
case  as  the  close  season.  In  regard  to  Lake  Simcoe,  I  may 
say  that  last  season  very  large  petitions  were  presented  to 
the  Department  asking  that  that  lake  be  set  apart  for  the 
propagation  of  fish,  on  the  ground  that  it  had  been  over¬ 
fished  and  the  supply  considerably  depleted.  Acting  on  the 
prayer  of  those  petitions  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed, 
and  the  lake  was  set  apart  for  a  certain  period  for  fish- 
breeding  purposes.  Applications  have  been  made  since 
that  time  to  allow  certain  parties  to  fish  in  the  lake  merely 
for  domestic  purposes.  I  do  not  know  how  far  that  can  be 
done  without  leaving  the  permission  liable  to  be  abused.  I 
am  making  enquiries  into  the  matter,  and  if  it  can  be 
possible  to  allow  residents  on  the  lake  shore  to  fish  simply 
for  their  own  use,  I  see  no  objections  to  that  being  allowed, 
because  I  do  not  suppose  that  would  be  done  to  any  extent 
to  greatly  interfere  with  the  purpose  for  which  the  lake  is 
set  apart. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  Minister  will  remember  that, 
since  the  Order  in  Council  has  been  in  force,  permits 
have  been  granted  to  fish  during  the  summer.  It  seems 
impossible  to  understand  how,  if  it  was  legal  to  grant  per¬ 
mits  to  fish  during  the  summer,  it  is  illegal  to  grant  pei  mits 
to  fish  during  the  winter. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  for  what  pur¬ 
pose  permits  have  been  granted.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
local  officer  may  have  granted,  contrary  to  orders,  or 
because  he  was  not  informed  in  time  that  the  lake  had  been 
set  apart  for  fish-breeding  purposes,  I  will  make  enquiries. 

Mr.  HESSON.  It  was  not  my  wish  in  any  way  to  prevent 
a  settler  from  obtaining  such  quantity  of  fish  as  he  might 
require  for  family  use.  But  I  pointed  out  that  quantities  to 
the  extent  of  twenty-five  tons  in  one  case  had  been  con¬ 
tracted  for  between  November  and  December. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  hope  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  will  receive  the  atten- 
Mr.  Mulock. 


tion  of  the  Minister  and  that  settlers  will  not  be  prevented 
from  taking  a  reasonable  amount  of  fish  for  their  own  use. 

1  am  not  very  well  posted  as  regards  the  spawning  season  ; 
but  I  was  informed  that  with  respect  to  the  white  fish  in 
Lake  Manitoba,  fishing  could  be  allowed  one  month  later 
than  at  present.  The  Minister,  no  doubt,  will  know  the 
proper  season,  and  will  look  into  the  matter.  I  hope  that 
the  privilege  of  the  settler  to  catch  fiffi  for  his  own  use  will 
not  be  overruled. 

Mr.  CAMEKON  (Middlesex).  I  think  thero  are  some 
neighborhoods  in  Ontario  which  will  be  very  glad  to 
know  that  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  is  exer¬ 
cising  some  control  over  fishing  in  those  sections.  I  know 
of  one  place,  where  the  fishing  is  supposed  to  be  of  some 
magnitude,  which  only  knows  of  the  existence  of  fishery 
inspectors  when  the  departmental  reports  show  that  they 
have  drawn  their  salaries.  There  have  been  frequent  com¬ 
plaints,  I  am  given  to  understand,  made  to  those  fishery 
inspectors  in  regard  to  dams  in  that  particular  locality,  but 
no  attention  has  been  paid  to  those  complaints  by  the 
inspectors.  Whether  the  representations  have  reached  the 
Department  or  not,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  I  am  glad  to 
have  this  opportunity  of  drawing  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  the  fact  that  in  one  or 
two  sections  of  western  Ontario  very  serious  complaints 
have  been  made,  and  persistently  made,  in  reference  to  the 
obstructions  of  rivers  by  dams  and  other  obstacles,  thus 
preventing  free  fishing  in  those  waters  that  would  other¬ 
wise  be  afforded  to  the  people  of  those  localities. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  A  great  many  complaints  have  been  made 
by  the  fishermen  on  Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Huron.  In 
regard  to  the  use  of  pound-nets  I  would  recommend  the 
Minister  to  make  enquiry  among  the  fishermen  who  work 
on  these  lakes  and  others  connected  with  the  fishing  busi¬ 
ness.  It  appears  pound-nets  are  the  great  cause  of  com¬ 
plaint.  The  legal  size  of  gill-nets  is  five  inches,  through 
which  small  fish  pass  and  only  the  large  ones  are  taken, 
while  those  pound-nets,  I  understand,  are  in  some  cases  only 

2  or  2J  inches.  The  fishermen  of  course  complain  of  the 
advantage  given  to  those  using  pound-nets,  who  catoh  all 
sizes  of  fish  and  destroy  more  young  fish  in  a  single  pound- 
net  than  ten  miles  of  gill-nets.  I  ask  the  Department  to 
make  enquiries  into  this  matter  from  the  parties  interested, 
those  who  are  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  importance 
of  the  fishing  business  in  those  waters,  and  I  believe  the 
Department  will  obtain  information  of  very  general  interest 
and  advantage  to  the  fisheries  of  the  Province. 

Mr.  EDGAB.  As  the  discussion  has  taken  a  somewhat 
wide  range,  1  want  to  put  in  a  word  for  a  class  of  fish  not 
alluded  to  here — the  speckled  trout,  the  beautiful  salmo 
fontinalis.  I  am  sure  there  is  scarcely  a  county  in  Ontario 
where  there  are  not  streams  which  were  once  stocked  with 
this  beautiful  and  useful  fish.  If  the  inspectors,  under  the 
Minister’s  direction,  would  pay  some  attention  to  prevent 
people  taking  those  fish  off  their  spawning  beds,  a  great  boon 
would  be  done  to  the  country.  I  also  think  that  sportsmen 
and  proprietors  of  farms  all  through  the  country  would  deem 
it  to  be  of  great  advantage  if  the  Government  would  take 
care  to  have  some  of  the  best  streams  restocked  with  spawn 
or  the  young  of  speckled  trout.  That  fish  is  a  great  source 
of  pleasure  and  delightful  sport  to  great  numbers  of  people, 
and  if  it  was  thoroughly  protected  it  would  increase  the 
food  supply  of  the  country.  This  is  a  matter  which  does  not 
appeal  to  the  House  so  prominently  as  the  great  fishing 
interests  of  the  tidal  waters  or  the  great  lakes  and  rivers, 
but  it  is  a  matter  which  appeals  to  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  people  in  the  different,  Provinces. 

Mr.  HILLIAKD.  I  cannot  altogether  agree  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
that  the  restrictions  in  regard  to  fishing  should  be  with- 
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drawn.  I  object  to  spearing  fish  even  for  a  person’s  own  use 
during  the  close  season.  1  consider  the  protection  of  fish 
in  the  close  season  is  of  groat  advantage  in  our  soction  of 
the  country,  and  since  the  regulations  have  been  in  force, 
the  quantity  of  fish  has  been  largely  increased. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  who  has  just  spoken,  and  I  can  speak  from  experi¬ 
ence  in  my  own  county.  I  am  aware  that  in  consequence 
of  the  action  of  the  Minister  of  Marino  in  protecting  fish, 
there  has  been  a  great  increase  in  the  number  of  fish  there, 
to  the  great  material  advantage  of  the  people  of  that  com¬ 
munity. 

Mr.  M'cLELAN.  The  meaning  I  intended  to  convey  was 
not  that  those  waters  should  be  closed  entirely  to  spear 
fishing,  but  that  no  one  should  be  permitted  to  spear  fish 
during  the  close  season. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  RESERVES  OF  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  moved  for : 

Return  of  all  correspondence,  papers  and  documents  which  have 
passed  between  the  Imperial  Government  nnd  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  the  Dominion  Government  and  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia,  relative  to  the  public  reserves  of  British  Columbia  and  to  the 
claim  of  the  Crown  to  the  land  between  high  and  low  water  mark,  and 
generally  all  information  as  to  “  Fore  Shore”  rights  of  the  Dominion. 

He  said  :  It  is  not  my  intention  to  detain  the  House  more 
than  two  or  three  minutes  upon  this  subject.  The  reason  I 
call  for  this  correspondence  is  partly  upon  the  solicitation 
of  many  influential  people  in  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia;  partly  on  a  telegram  recently  addressed  to  my 
colleague  and  myself  by  the  hon.  the  Premier  of  British 
Columbia,  and  partly  from  a  thirst  for  knowledge  relating 
to  that  element  which  I  ploughed  for  so  many  years,  and 
consequently  obtained  a  reasonable  nautical  knowledge 
of,  and  which  I  am  desirous  of  having  backed  up  by  possess¬ 
ing  the  necessary  legal  knowledge.  This  subject  may  be 
divided  into  two  divisions,  and  each  division  into  three  sub¬ 
divisions.  As  to  the  two  divisions,  the  first  refers  to  lands 
generally,  and  the  second  to  tidal  waters.  As  to  the  first 
sub-division  of  the  land  I  desire  to  obtain  information, 
particularly  in  regard  to  what  lands  belong  to  the  Imperial 
Government  or  lands  that  at  one  time  belonged  to  the 
Imperial  Government  before  Confederation ;  next,  those 
lands  which  belong  to  the  Dominion  Government,  and  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  them ;  and  lastly  those  lands  which  belong 
to  the  Province,  or  are  known  as  provincial  lands.  As  to 
the  second  division — waters — the  sub-divisions  are,  first, 
those  having  reference  to  persons  who  have  been  utilizing 
certain  portions  of  certain  harbors,  by  erecting  piers  and 
docks  upon  them,  and  thereby  arrogating  to  themselves 
that  they  have  some  prescriptive  right  to  the  bed  the  sea  in 
those  localities.  The  second  sub-division  is  the  foreshore,  or 
such  lands  as  have  at  different  times  been  submerged,  or  are 
lying  between  high  and  low  water  mark ;  and  lastly  the 
riparian  rights,  or  those  rights  which  individuals  may  possess 
with  reference  to  the  banks  of  rivers  and  pertain  to  them. 
Now  these  are  matters  that  it  would  be  difficult  possibly  for 
a  nautical  man  to  elicit  information  upon  without  engaging 
legal  assistance;  but  I  hope  if  the  Government  bring  these 
papers  down — which  will  no  doubt  be  ere  long,  though  I 
hope  not  too  long — I  shall  then  be  in  a  position  to  state  my 
views  and  cite  instances  where  difficulty  has  arisen  owing  to 
the  absence  of  knowledge  on  these  subjects. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RECORD  IN  THE  MATTER  OF  EUGENE  GOSSELIN. 

Mr.  AMYOT  (Translation)  moved  tor: 

Copy  of  the  record  in  the  matter  of  Eugene  Gosselin,  of  St.  Charles  de 
Bellechase  vs.  The  Queen,  as  it  stands  in  the  office  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Canada,  including  the  proceedings  before  the  Exchequer  Court  and 
before  Dominion  arbitrators. 


He  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  see  why,  the  other  day, 
when  motions  to  be  adopted  without  discussion  wero 
presented,  this  motion  was  not  allowed  to  be  presented 
as  well.  I  do  not  see  what  objection  there  can  be  to  this 
motion.  At  all  events,  since  its  presentation  was  objected 
to,  it  must  be  that  somebody  had  something  to  say  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  my  object  is  to  show  to  this 
House  that  the  Board  of  Dominion  Arbitrators  does  not  at 
all  carry  out  the  object  for  which  it  has  been  created,  at  least 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  It  appears  from  the  records 
askod  for  that  these  commissioners  havo  no  idea  whatever 
of  what  is  legal  evidence.  They  know  neither  the  French 
language  by  themselves  nor  the  English  language  by  their 
secretary.  It  is  absolutely  impossible  for  any  party  to 
obtain  justice  before  that  court.  For  some  time  past 
several  of  the  cases  heard  before  that  tribunal  have  been 
brought  before  the  Exchequer  Court,  and  not  one  of  then- 
decisions  has  been  maintained ;  in  each  case  the  decision 
has  been  against  the  Government.  It  is  well  known  that 
these  commissioners  always  decide  in  favor  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment ;  and  so  true  is  this,  that  in  each  appeal  the  amount 
awarded  by  them  has  been  considerably  increased.  In  the 
presont  case,  in  the  case  of  Mr,  Eugene  Gosselin,  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  perfectly  absurd  on  the  very  face  of  them,  and 
their  absurdity  is  only  excelled  by  the  decision  of  the  arbi¬ 
trators.  It  is  a  fact  that  this  tribunal  has  become  a  con¬ 
stant  danger  in  our  part  of  the  country.  I  have  obtained 
recently  the  papers  respecting  the  loss  of  horses  belonging 
to  a  man  named  Plante,  and  i  will  give  you  an  idoa  of  the 
conduct  of  these  arbitrators.  The  investigation  was  regularly 
held  before  them  ;  the  counsels  for  the  Government  and  for 
the  prosecution  were  present.  The  judgment  of  the  arbitrator 
in  charge  of  the  case  was  favorable  to  the  prosecutor,  and  the 
records  were  transmitted  to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  I  believe. 
Subsequently  it  was  ordered  that  a  new  witness  should  be 
heard,  but  this  witness  was  examined  ex  parte,  without  notice 
being  given  to  the  prosecutor  or  to  his  lawyer  ;  and  it  was 
only  several  months  afterwards  tnat  it  was  learned  that  a 
judgment,  contrary  to  the  first  one,  had  been  rendered.  I 
ask  that  the  papers  mentioned  in  my  motion  be  brought 
down,  in  order  to  show  that  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  the 
House,  and  which  provides  for  the  establishment  of  another 
court,  is  a  justifiable  change,  and  a  change  in  the  interest  of 
the  public.  I  will  now  listen  to  what  there  is  to  bo  said  on 
this  motion,  and  I  shall  answer  if  necessary. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  able  to  guess  why  anybody  should  havo  objected  to 
this  motion.  The  objection  to  which  he  alludes,  I  suppose, 
was  the  fact  that  several  of  us  called  “  stand  ”  the  other  day 
when  it  was  proposed  to  pass  this  as  a  motion  without 
debate.  It  is  evident  from  the  explanation  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  made  that  there  was  room  for  explanation  with 
regard  to  the  motion  ;  and  so  far  as  I  can  understand  the 
explanations  he  has  made,  they  are  to  the  effect  that  he 
wishes  to  show  by  a  copy  of  this  record  for  which  he  asks 
that  the  procedure  before  the  Dominion  Arbitrators,  and 
before  the  Supreme  Court  was  not  of  a  character  to  do 
justice  to  those  who  have  suits  against  the  Crown,  The 
reason  why  I  thought  this  motion  required  explanation,  and 
the  reason  why  I  still  think  it  requires  further  explanation, 
and  is  open  to  objection  is  this  :  This  is  a  case  in  which  I 
believe  the  hon.  gentleman  is  interested  for  the  parties  con¬ 
cerned — at  least  I  have  been  so  informed  by  some  parties 
who  appear  to  know.  The  record  asked  for  is  one 
which  can  be  obtained  from  the  proper  officer  of 
the  court  on  paying  the  usual  fees.  The  record 
asked  for  is  one  which  is  required,  I  believe,  to 
carry  the  case  further.  At  all  events,  it  would  be  useful 
for  the  further  conduct  of  this  particular  case,  and  I  object 
to  this  House  being  made  the  means  of  obtaining  records 
from  any  court  to  be  used  in  the  conduct  of  a  case  before 
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that  court.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  the  court,  it  is 
unfair  to  other  lawyers  concerned  in  those  cases,  who 
may  not  have  the  privilege  of  being  members  of  this 
House,  and  it  is  unfair  to  this  House,  whose  officials  are 
already,  it  is  said,  overburdened  in  the  preparation  of  returns 
concerning  matters  of  purely  public  interest.  When  a  case 
is  one  of  private  interest  only,  in  which  private  litigants 
are  sueing  the  Crown,  and  where  the  record  will  be  useful 
for  carrying  on  the  case,  it  should  be  obtained  in  the  usual 
way  from  the  officers  of  the  court.  I  hope  the  hon.  Premier 
will  give  attention  to  the  case,  and,  after  looking  into  it, 
will  decide,  calmly  and  judicially,  whether  this  is  such  a 
return  as  needs  to  be  brought  down  in  the  public  interest, 
or  whether  it  is  merely  a  return  required  for  the  conduct 
of  the  case  itself.  In  the  latter  case  I  think  it  is  one  that 
should  not  be  granted. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  tho  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  Before  six  o’clock  I  had  the  honor  to 
move  for  certain  records,  and  I  stated  in  the  French 
language  what  was  my  object  in  doing  so.  It  was  to  prove 
that  the  court  of  the  Dominion  Arbitrators  does  not  give 
justice,  and  that  the  law  proposed  by  the  Government  to 
replace  that  court  is  expected  by  tho  whole  Province  to 
which  I  belong.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey)  opposes  my  motion,  stating  that  my  object  was  not 
what  1  had  said,  but  was  to  obtain  gratuitously  a  copy  of  a 
certain  record,  and  he  strongly  objected,  stating  that  I  was 
personally  interested  as  attorney  in  the  case,  and  that  the 
expense  was  large.  I  am  very  thankful  to  him  for  giving 
me  the  occasion  to  say  a  few  words  about  an  order  given  by 
the  Supreme  Court  concerning  the  records  to  which  he 
refers.  But  I  must  state  first  that  the  person  who  gave  him 
the  information  concerning  this  affair  gave  him  false 
information.  I  wish  to  state,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  1  am 
not  interested  in  that  record,  and  am  no  party  to 
the  case.  It  is  true,  Mr.  Gosselin  is  one  of  my 
clients  ;  it  is  true,  I  know  all  about  tho  affair ;  but  I 
would  not  mix  up  in  it  as  attorney,  because  ho  belongs 
to  my  county,  and  I  do  not  practise  in  my  county  ;  and 
besides,  it  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  difficulty  with  the 
public  if  a  member  of  Parliament  interests  himself  in  a 
case  for  or  against  the  Government.  So  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  E’gin  has  been  misinformed,  and  has 
falsely  and  wrongly  informed  this  hon.  House.  I  am 
sorry  he  is  not  in  his  seat,  or  I  suppose  he  would  apologise 
at  once.  Suppose  for  a  moment  that  my  object  was  to 
obtain  a  copy  of  that  record  against  tho  rule  laid  down  by 
the  Supreme  court.  What  is  tho  object  of  that  rule?  I 
think  the  party  who  gave  that  wrong  and  false  information 
must  be  the  party  who  obtained  the  passage  of  that  rule, 
which  says  that  no  record  shall  leave  for  one  minute  the  cus¬ 
tody  of  tho  clerk  of  that  court.  There  is  no  court  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  where  such  a  rule  prevails.  The  offi¬ 
cers  and  judges  of  the  courts  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
have  generally  confidence  enough  in  the  attorneys  practis¬ 
ing  there  to  give  them  access  to  the  records  on  mutual  con¬ 
sent  ;  and  if  the  Begistrar  of  the  Supreme  Court  thinks 
that  tho  lawyers  who  practise  there  are  not  honest 
enough  to  be  entrusted  with  the  records,  I  think  his 
opinion  must  give  a  very  poor  idea  of  those  with  whom 
he  has  been  dealing  up  to  the  present  time.  Such  an 
order,  I  know,  exists  in  the  Supreme  Court,  but  it 
is  an  absurd  ordor.  Suppose  I  were  interested  in  a  volu¬ 
minous  record,  I  would  have  to  go  to  the  court  to  take 
communication  of  the  record  every  time  I  wanted  it.  I 
would  not  be  allowed  to  take  it  to  my  office  or  have  it 
removed  in  any  way.  Well,  I  have  been  interested  in  law¬ 
suits  involving  millions  of  dollars,  and  never  has  such  a 
thing  occurred  in  my  practice.  Such  a  rule  adopted  by  the 
JMr.  Casey. 
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Supreme  Court  is  an  insult  to  the  bar ;  it  is  an  injustice  ; 
and  I  am  sure,  as  soon  as  the  attention  of  the  learned  judges 
who  preside  over  that  court  is  drawn  to  that  order,  they  will 
cancel  it.  Tho  fact  is  that  tho  one  who  must  have  given 
that  false  information  to  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  is 
the  same  one,  I  suppose,  who  does  the  best  he  can  to  make 
that  Supreme  Court  disagreeable  to  a  great  portion  of  this 
Dominion.  He  forces  lawyers  to  choose  agents  here  at  a 
great  expense,  and  when  the  bill  of  costs  is  taxed  he  gives 
one-tenth  of  what  should  be  allowed,  and  of  what  we  have 
to  pay  to  the  agent  imposed  upon  us.  That  great  magnate 
will  notallow  us  to  do  anything  without  having  an  agent.  I 
think  this  officer,  who  has  so  many  good  friends  here,  might 
do  something  better  than  send  delegates  here  to  prevent 
what  he  thinks  is  not  in  tho  public  interest.  Now,  it  might 
be  asked,  what  would  be  the  cost  of  that  copy  ?  Well,  it 
will  cost  from  $4  to  $5  ;  and  the  amount  of  time  we  have 
lost  in  this  House  in  discussing  it,  perhaps  half  an  hour, 
will  cost  let  us  say,  $500  to  the  country.  So,  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  may  go  back  to  his  constitu¬ 
ents  and  tell  them,  “  through  a  blunder  and  a  mistake 
I  wanted  to  save  $5  to  the  country,  and  in  order  to  do 
that  I  got  the  country  to  incur  an  expense  of  $500  !  ”  For  the 
future,  he  had  better  mix  up  in  things  he  knows  better, 
and  take  his  information  from  more  reliable  sources.  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  go  into  these  details  ;  but  I  wanted  the 
opportunity  to  say  what  we  think  in  the  Province  of  Quo- 
bec  of  this  by-law,  for  which  I  do  not  hold  the  Judges  respon¬ 
sible.  En  risumi,  I  may  say  that  my  object  is,  first,  to  estab¬ 
lish  that  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion  we  want  the  new 
law  which  is  proposed  by  tho  Ministry.  In  the  second 
place,  it  was  givon  the  occasion  to  my  hon.  friend  to  learn 
that  when  ho  receives  information  from  anybody  he  had 
better  see  that  tho  information  he  receives  is  reliable  ;  and 
in  the  third  place,  in  the  future,  before  bringing  on  these 
discussions  and  making  small  economies  at  great  expense, 
giving  an  ox  to  have  an  egg,  he  will,  perhaps,  deem  it 
more  prudent  not  to  try  to  prevent  other  gentlemen  from 
obtaining  justice  in  this  House.  We  have  not  been  so 
exacting  when  voluminous  records  have  been  asked  for  by 
him  often  for  useless  purposes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  A  sound  rule  laid  down  by  tho  House  is 
that  proceedings  before  a  court  of  justice  are  not  obtained 
in  the  House,  except  for  public  purposes. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  This  is  for  a  public  purpose. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  know.  That  is  the  general  rule ;  still 
more  is  it  the  rule  when  a  case  is  pending  and  the  ultimate 
decision  not  reached.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  wishes  to 
have  this  record  in  order  to  prove  that  injustice  has  been  done 
his  friend,  Mr.  Gosselin,  by  the  Dominion  Arbitrators.  But 
the  effort  to  establish  whether  justice  or  injustice  has  been 
done  is  now  being  made  before  the  Supreme  Court  or  the 
Exchequer  Court,  which,  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say,  is  the  court  before  which  this  case  is  pending, 
and  that  tribunal  will  dispose  of  the  question  whether  there 
was  error  in  the  decision  of  the  arbitrators  or  not.  If 
the  gentleman  will  reflect  he  will  see  that  though  he  may 
be  able  to  prove  that  the  officers  this  Government  appointed 
as  Dominion  Arbitrators  are  incompetent,  and  that  through 
their  incompetency  a  miscarriage  has  ensued,  that  will  not 
dispose  of  the  principle  of  tho  case.  The  hon.  gentleman 
spoke  as  if  it  were  admittedly  a  proper  thing  that  the 
records  of  a  court  should  not  be  merely  investigated  by 
members  of  the  bar  at  the  office  ol  the  court,  but  should  be 
also  delivered  over  into  their  custody.  That  may  be  the 
course  adopted  in  Quebec,  but  it  is  not  the  course  adopted 
in  Ontario,  and  it  is  not  deemed  an  insult  in  that  Province 
that  the  records  of  the  court  are  not  entrusted  in  the  hands 
of  the  profession.  I  know  it  does  sometimes  happen  that 
records  disappear. 
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Mr.  AMYOT.  My  object  is  not  to  decide  tho  principle  of 
the  case  at  all,  but  to  prove  by  the  record  itself  the  incotn- 
petency  of  the  Dominion  Arbitrators.  As  to  the  handing 
over  of  the  records,  that  is  done  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  not  done  in  Ontario.  "Well, 
we  object  to  the  customs  of  Ontario  binding  us;  wo  want 
our  own  customs  to  pi'evail  with  us. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

BOUNDARY  LINE— ALASKA  AND  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  GORDON  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  haring  reference  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Joint  Commission  with  the  Baited  States  Government  for  surveying  the 
boundary  line  between  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  and  the  United 
States  territory  of  Alaska. 

He  said:  It  is  very  important  that  the  territorial  limits  of 
Canada  should  be  clearly  defined  at  the  earliest  practicable 
date.  You  are  aware,  Sir,  that  the  boundary  line  between 
British  Columbia  and  the  United  States  territory  of  Alaska 
is  practically  undefined.  Questions  of  jurisdiction  may 
arise  at  any  moment,  which  may  cause  trouble  between  the 
two  Governments.  For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  anticipate 
any  trouble  as  likely  to  arise,  so  long  as  the  people  who  go 
in  to  the  undefined  territory  are  from  the  law-abiding  classes 
of  the  two  countries  ;  but  other  persons  may  go  in,  of  a 
different  character,  who  may  cause  trouble,  out  of  which 
questions  of  civil  and  criminal  jurisdiction  may  arise. 
Other  considerations  to  which  I  need  not  refer,  point  to 
the  desirability  of  having  the  boundary  line  clearly  defined 
by  actual  survey.  The  truth  of  the  old  adage, 
that  you  must  travel  from  home  to  get  the  news,  has, 
strange  to  say,  been  brought  to  my  notice  to-day.  Some 
trouble  seems  to  have  occurred  between  the  U nited  States 
and  Mexico,  with  regard  to  the  boundary,  through  military 
parties  of  the  one  or  other  nation  crossing  in  to  each 
other’s  territory  in  pursuit  of  horse  thieves  and  marauders, 
and  with  your  permission  I  will  read  the  article,  taken 
from  the  New  York  World ,  dated  the  1 5th  inst.  : 

“I  don’t  clearly  see  what  sense  there  is  in  making  such  a  fuss  about 
Mexicans  and  Texans  crossing  an  imaginary  boundary  line  after  horse- 
thieves  and  murderers.  We  have  established  precedents  enough  for  it 
in  British  Columbia  A  military  expedition  was  sent  from  Washington 
Territory  to  Alaska,  across  lots,  as  late  as  1883,  by  order  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  Commander  and  m  defiance  of  British  law  and  rule.  The  same 
year  Lieut  Schwatka  crossed  for  nearly  1,000  miles  on  British  soil,  with 
an  armed  body  of  United  States  troops, by  orderof  Gen.  Miles.  Schwatka 
might  have  had  the  flimsy  excuse  that  he  didn’t  know  where  the  boun¬ 
dary  was,  because  it  had  not  then  been  surveyed  ;  but  expeditions  have 
since  been  ordered  over  the  same  route  and  there  is  at  this  moment  an 
expedition  in  Alaska  nnder  Lieut.  Allen,  with  orders  to  cross  over  to  the 
Youkon  and  follow  it  for  three  or  four  hundred  miles  into  British  terri¬ 
tory.  This  is  a  wanton  invasion  of  neutrality,  but  our  Canada  neigh¬ 
bors  have  got  used  to  it  and  seem  to  like  it.” 

That  is  news  to  British  Columbia.  We  have  been  under  the 
impression  that  no  trouble  whatever  has  arisen  between  the 
two  Governments  on  that  coast  since  the  settlement  of  the 
San  Juan  difficulty.  For  my  parQ  I  have  never  heard  that 
any  permission  was  asked,  granted  or  taken,  to  cross  with  a 
military  expedition  through  British  territory  to  Alaska, 
and  I  must  say  that,  if  there  had  been,  it  would  have  been 
very  hard  upon  the  military,  as  far  as  my  knowledge  of  the 
country  goes  it  is  a  most  difficult  country  for  military 
transportation.  The  Montreal  Herald,  commenting  upon  the 
above,  states  that : 

“  Such  statements  can  scarcely  fail  to  attract  the  attention  of  the  Can¬ 
adian  Government  and  elicit  explanations  in  Parliament.  If  a  foreign 
power  has  been  making  such  free  use  of  Canadian  territory,  without  per¬ 
mission  asked  or  received,  it  is  well  we  should  have  the  information  from 
some  official  source,  and  learn  the  whya  and  wherefores.  When  Canada 
was  sending  troops  from  the  east  to  put  down  the  Red  River  rebellion 
our  Government  asked  permission  of  the  United  States  Government  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  the  force  through  the  fault  St.  Marie  canal,  and  the 
favor  was  refused.  As  a  consequence,  the  troops  had  to  follow  the  Daw¬ 
son  route,  at  a  great  cost  to  the  Dominion  Treasury.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances  it  would  have  been  only  proper  in  the  United  States  authorities 


to  have  acted  somewhat  differently  from  what  the  Worl  1  represents  them 
as  having  done.  It  is  possible  that  tne  World  is  mistaken  and  that  the 
United  States  Government  is  innocent  of  the  gross  discourtesy  of  which 
the  World  appears  to  boast.” 

So  far  as  my  observation  has  led  mo,  tho  Government  of 
tho  United  States  and  Canada  on  the  Pacific  coast  have 
been  working  in  the  greatest  harmony,  and  I  am  sure  the 
friendship  existing  between  the  two  peoples  is  of  the  most 
cordial  character.  Wa  bad  an  instance  of  the  courtesy 
between  the  two  Governments  in  the  case  of  the  naval  force 
of  each  Government,  on  different  occasions,  rendering  aid 
to  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  the  other.  In  one  case,  one 
of  Her  Majesty’s  ships  was  sent  to  Sitka,  when  the  United 
States  citizens  were  afraid  of  an  Indian  war,  and  prevented 
any  trouble  amongst  the  Indians  as  against  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  ;  on  another  occasion,  when  there  was  a 
report  got  up  in  the  papers  of  British  Columbia  that  dangers 
of  an  Indian  war  at  Metlakatla  was  imminent,  the  United 
States  sent  their  revenue  cutter  Oliver  Walcott  to  the  scene 
promptly,  and,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the 
feeling  which  was  exhibited  on  those  occasions  by  the  two 
Governments  found  hearty  sympathy  amongst  all  classes  of 
the  people  on  both  sides  of  the  line,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
article  in  the  New  York  World  cannot  possibly  have  any 
foundation  in  fact.  The  Government  will  be  able  to  explain 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  such  statements,  and  I 
am  sure,  if  there  is  any  correspondence  upon  the  subject  of 
the  boundary,  they  will  bring  it  before  the  House.  I  also 
believe  they  will  deem  it  their  duty,  in  the  interests  of 
Canada,  to  have  a  practical  survey  of  that  boundary  estab¬ 
lished  as  early  as  possible,  in  order  to  avoid  any  complica¬ 
tions  arising  in  future. 

Mr.  HOMER.  As  seconder  of  this  motion,  I  will  say 
that  we,  in  British  Columbia,  consider  it  very  important  that 
the  boundary  line  between  the  United  States  Territory  of 
Alaska  and  B  itish  Columbia  should  be  surveyed  and 
marked  out  as  early  as  possible.  That  country  is  supposed 
to  be  rich  in  mineral  wealth  on  both  sides  of  the  line,  and 
in  the  case  of  rich  discoveries  being  made,  a  large  influx  of 
miners  and  other  people  would  take  place,  over  whom  it 
would  be  necessary  for  this  Government  to  extend  its  juris¬ 
diction  ;  but,  in  the  absence  of  a  boundary  line  being  ©stab- 
lished,  it  would  be  quite  impossible  for  these  miners  and 
other  people  to  know  whether  they  were  occupying  United 
States  territory  or  tho  territory  of  the  Dominion.  Com¬ 
plications  might  therefore  possibly  arise,  of  a  very  serious 
nature.  We  all  know,  and  I  believe  our  hon.  friends  from 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  particularly,  the  disastrous 
results  occasioned  by  the  delay  in  the  case  of  the  northeast 
boundary,  which  was  finally  settled  under  the  Ashburton 
Treaty;  and  to  prevent  a  similar  result  in  tin  north-west 
part  of  the  Dominion.  I  hope  the  Dominion  Government, 
in  connection  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
will,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  take  steps  for  the 
purpose  of  surveying  and  marking  out  the  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  territory  of  Alaska  and  British 
Columbia. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  have  listened  with  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  the  mover  of  this 
resolution,  and  especially  to  the  extract  he  read  from  an 
article  or  a  correspondence  in  a  United  States  paper.  That 
article  had  already  received  the  attention  of  some  of  the 
Ministers.  I  had  seen  it  myself  and  had  enquired  about 
the  truthfulness  of  the  statements  made  in  it.  W  e  found  no 
trace  of  any  such  statement  being  correct.  This  matter 
never  came  to  our  cognisance,  and  therefore  we  must  con¬ 
sider  it  as  not  being  founded  in  fact  until  the  contrary  is 
proved.  On  the  other  hand,  I  will  say  that,  so  far  as  the 
relations  between  the  United  States  Government  and  Canada 
are  concerned,  the  most  amicable  relations  have  existed  and 
exist  now.  Whenever  the  United  States  Government  have 
wished  to  cause  some  of  their  troops  to  pass  over  our  terri- 
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tory  for  survey,  or  for  some  other  reason,  special  permission 
has  been  ashed  and  has  been  granted,  in  the  same  way  as 
the  request  has  been  made,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
if  a  similar  request  wore  made  on  the  part  of  our 
Government,  the  same  permission  would  be  given.  Of 
course,  there  was  an  allusion  made  to  the  time  when  we  had 
troops  to  send  to  Manitoba,  and  to  the  fact  that  these  troops 
were  not  allowed  to  go  through  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  canal. 
That  may  be,  but  things  at  all  events  have  changed  since 
that  period,  and  I  must  say  that  the  relations  between  the 
two  Governments  are  of  the  most  friendly  nature  possible. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  a  survey  ought  to  be  made, 
and  another  hon.  member  from  British  Columbia,  who  has 
spoken,  has  dwelt  upon  the  necessity  of  having  a  survey  of 
the  boundary  line  between  British  Columbia  and  the 
United  States  territory  of  Alaska.  Well,  this  matter  has 
been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Government  several 
times,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  one  day  a  survey  will  have 
to  be  made.  But  the  absolute  necessity  of  such  a  survey 
has  not  yet  appeared ;  and  as  the  Government  had  to  make 
a  great  many  other  expeditions  of  a  more  pressing  nature, 
we  have  thought  this  matter  might  be  delayed.  However, 
the  Government  will  not  lose  sight  ol  it.  There  is  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  address. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  matter  was  under  the  attention  of  the 
Government  some  years  ago.  After  some  correspondence 
with  the  American  Government  on  the  subject,  it  was  found 
that  the  survey  of  this  boundary  would  cost  between 
$3,000,000  and  $4,000,000,  and  on  account  of  the  very 
serious  expense  it  would  entail,  neither  Government  was 
disposed  to  carry  on  the  delimitation  of  the  boundary 
between  the  American  possessions  and  British  Columbia.  I 
think  in  1877  a  Mr.  Hunter  was  appointed  by  the  Canadian 
Government  to  mark  the  boundary,  according  to  the  treaty 
of  1825,  at  certain  important  points.  That  was  done,  and 
the  American  Government  agreed  to  accept  that,  for  the 
time  being,  for  all  practical  purposes,  as  the  limitary  line 
between  their  possessions  and  our  own.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  if  the  country  is  occupied  by  miners  on  both  sides,  in 
so  far  as  the  territory  is  occupied,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
ascertain  where  the  true  boundary  is;  but  considering  the 
very  large  expense  that  will  be  required  for  the  purpose 
of  laying  down  the  boundary,  I  do  not  suppose  that  either 
Government  are  disposed  at  the  present  time  to  undertake 
that  survey. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EETUEN  TICKETS  OH  GOVEENMENT  EAILWAYS. 

Mr.  WELDON  moved  for: 

Return  of  any  orders  or  instructions  of  the  Railway  Department  as 
to  the  sale  of  return  tickets,  limiting  the  periods  in  which  such  tickets 
can  be  used  ;  also,  ol  any  claims  made  by  persons  holding  such  tickets 
for  damages  for  being  ejected  from  the  cars,  and  what  amounts,  if  any, 
have  been  paid  for  such  claims. 

He  said :  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Eailways  to  what  has  caused  a  ^reat  deal  of  annoyance  in 
Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  with  regard  to  return 
tickets  on  railways.  At  one  time,  a  regulation  was  passed, 
by  which  parties  could  get  a  return  ticket  and  use  it  at  any 
time;  but,  some  time  ago,  regulations  were  made,  by  which 
the  time  of  using  tickets  was  limited  from  three  to  seven 
days,  if  I  remember  aright,  and  after  that  time  had  expired 
the  tickets  could  no  longer  be  used.  This  has  been  a  cause 
of  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  Some  time  ago,  a  gentleman  hold¬ 
ing  a  position  under  the  Provincial  Government,  came  from 
Newcastle  to  Moncton,  and  happened  to  stay  over  two  days. 
Going  back  he  offered  a  return  ticket,  and  the  conductor 
said  he  must  pay  his  fare.  He  declined  to  pay  it,  and  was 
ejected  from  the  cars ;  he  was  not  even  allowed  to  return 
for  his  valise,  and  it  was  lost.  Whether  he  has  made  a  claim 
on  the  Government  for  damage  I  do  not  know,  but  I  under- 
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stood  he  is  about  to  commence  an  action.  Another  case 
was  one,  an  account  of  which  I  will  read  from  a  local  paper : 

“A  young  lady  from  some  part  of  Cumberland  county  went  to  Truro 
to  make  arrangements  for  attending  the  Normal  School  during  the 
present  winter  After  making  the  necessary  arrrangements  in  town, 
she  deposited  her  money  in  the  savings’  bank,  bought  a  return  ticket, 
and  went  borne  to  remove  her  effects  to  town.  While  at  home  her 
mother  unfortunately  was  taken  ill,  which  detained  the  girl  at  home 
some  days  beyond  the  time  marked  on  her  ticket  (she  did  not  seem  to  be 
aware  of  the  limitation).  Finally  she  came  to  Wentworth  station,  on 
her  return  to  Truro,  got  her  trunk  checked  and  took  her  seat  in  the 
car.  Soon  after  the  train  started  the  conductor  came  along.” 

Then,  after  some  remarks  concerning  the  conductor : 

“  On  looking  at  the  young  girl’s  ticket,  he  pompously  told  her  it  was 
no  good  ;  that  the  time  had  expired.  She  exolained  to  him  the  circum¬ 
stances,  told  him  her  money  was  in  the  savings  bank  in  Truro,  and  that 
her  bank  book  was  in  her  checked  trunk.  The  great  man  with  the  rotund 
figure,  blue  coat  and  brass  buttons  was  inexorable  ;  he  would  not  listen 
to  any  exolanation ;  and  savagely  told  the  girl  that  unless  she  paid  the 
fare  iDto  Truro  he  would  put  her  off  the  train  at  the  next  station.  The 
girl  offered  him  her  waterproof  as  security,  but  he  refused  to  accept  that, 
and  finally  demanded  the  check  of  her  trunk,  which  she  gave  him,  he 
telling  her  that  she  could  redeem  it  at  the  station  in  Truro.  On  getting 
to  Truro  he  handed  the  check  to  an  official,  with  instructions  as  to  its 
disposal.  Next  morning  the  young  girl  came  to  the  station  to  redeem 
her  trunk,  and  explained  the  circumstances  to  the  officer  to  whom  the 
cod  ductor  had  given  the  check.  The  officer  in  question,  feeling  annoyed 
at  the  conductor’s  attempt  to  make  him  a  party  to  so  ungentlemanly 
and  boorish  a  trick,  promptly  handed  the  girl  her  check,  and  when  the 
pompou?  conductor  subsequently  returned  and  demanded  the  fare  which 
he  supposed  would  be  collected  from  the  girl,  he  was  properly  snubbed 
and  informed  that  Truro  station  would  not  be  made  a  pawn  shop  for 
him.  As  might  be  expected,  he  went  off  mad  and  crestfallen:” 

Several  other  instances  of  a  similar  nature  have  come  to 
my  notice.  It  seems  to  me  that  when  a  person  takes  a 
return  ticket  he  ought  to  be  able  to  use  it  at  any  time ;  it 
makes  very  little  difference  to  the  railway,  and  it  is  a  great 
accommodation  to  the  public,  because  persons  are  frequently 
detained.  If  I  am  correctly  informed,  persons  going  from 
Newcastle  to  Moncton  can  only  get  a  ticket  for  only 
two  days.  It  may  be  alleged  that  there  may  be  frauds 
by  persons  disposing  of  return  tickets.  That,  of  course, 
may  happen  even  with  limited  tickets,  but  in  these  cases 
the  conductors  of  the  train,  knowing  the  parties  who  travel, 
can  easily  check  any  fraud  of  that  kind.  The  circumstances 
to  which  I  refer  took  place  in  November  or  December  last ; 
but  I  find  that  even  so  late  as  the  10th  of  March  another 
instance  took  place,  as  follows  : — 

“  It  is  said  that  a  bailable  writ  has  been  served  on  a  conductor  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  who  runs  on  the  northern  accommodation  train 
between  Moncton  and  Campbellton,  for  putting  off  a  passenger  who 
tendered  a  return  ticket,  the  date  of  which  had  run  out,  and  who  had 
refused  to  pay  the  extra  fare.  Probably  no  regulation  on  the  road  has 
caused  so  much  trouble  and  annoyance  to  the  travelling  public  and  to 
the  passenger  department  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  as  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  rules  respecting  the  time  of  use  of  return  tickets.  Since  it 
has  been' put  in  force  the  general  ticket  agent  at  Moncton  has  been 
repeatedly  threatened  with  legal  action  for  the  recovery  of  extra  fares 
exacted  from  passengers,  and  it  is  said  settlements  have  been  made,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  matter  going  into  court.  Conductors  have  several 
times  been  instructed  to  give  one,  two  and  three  days  grace  to  pas¬ 
sengers  travelling  on  return  tickets,  with  the  view  of  arriving  at  an 
amicable  settlement  ot  the  difficulty,  but  there  seems  to  be  as  much 
difficulty  experiencedas  before.  The  public  will  watch  with  interest  the 
result  of  the  case  iu  which  proceedings  have  been  taken.” 

I  trust  that  some  regulations  will  be  made  which  will  give 
more  accommodation  to  the  public  and  prevent  this 
annoyance  and  inconvenience.  Not  only  so,  but  the 
Department  may  be  involved  in  considerable  expense  in 
detending  suits  for  damages,  as  this  extract  shows  a  case  will 
probably  be  brought  against  one  of  the  conductors,  in  order 
to  test  the  legality  of  such  action.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
order  to  avoid  any  litigation  and  to  prevent  annoyance 
to  the  public,  the  Government  should  alter  this  regulation 
and  allow  return  tickets  to  be  used  at  any  time,  thereby 
giving  more  accommodation  and  facility  to  the  travelling 
public  without  causing  any  detriment  or  loss  to  the  railway. 

Mr.  FOSTEE.  I  rise  merely  to  endorse,  so  far  as  I  can, 
the  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the  momber  for  St. 
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John  (Mr.  Weldon).  I  have  heard  a  great  many  com¬ 
plaints  with  respect  to  the  annoyance  caused  by  these  return 
tickets.  I  do  think  that  the  Intercolonial  could,  by  some 
means  or  other,  look  after  what  cases  of  fraud  might  be 
liable  to  occur,  without  making  and  maintaining  a  regu¬ 
lation  which  causes  so  much  annoyance  to  a  great  many 
people  who  live  alongside  the  railway  and  travel  on  the 
road.  It  would  not  be  so  bad  if  the  regulation  were  carried 
out.  I  remember,  when  passing  over  a  part  of  the  line  last 
year,  after  the  regulation  had  been  made,  asking  the  con¬ 
ductor  if  he  rigidly  adhered  to  that  rule.  He  said  he  did 
not.  The  rule  either  should  not  be  made,  or  it  should  be 
regularly  maintained.  I  think  there  is  no  necessity  for  the 
rule  being  made.  It  has  the  effect,  I  know,  in  the  country 
through  which  the  railway  passes,  of  making  farmers  who 
go  to  St.  John,  and  are  in  the  habit  of  buying  return  tickets, 
fearful  as  to  buying  them.  They  do  not  know  at  what 
date  they  will  be  able  to  return.  They  want  to  take 
advantage  of  the  return  tickets,  yet  they  dare  not,  for  fear 
of  trouble  arising.  This  drives  many  of  them  to  take  pas¬ 
sage  in  second-class  cars  when  they  would  otherwise  ride 
first-class.  I  sincerely  hope  this  regulation,  if  it  has  been 
made  by  the  Minister,  may  be  reconsidored,  and  if  it  has 
been  made  simply  by  the  officials,  it  may  receive  the  careful 
consideration  of  the  Department  and,  if  possible,  be 
changed. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland),  I  desire  to  add  my  testi¬ 
mony  to  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken. 
The  system  in  question  is  giving  rise  to  a  great  deal  of 
dissatisfaction,  and  giving  rise  to  a  great  many  complaints 
in  the  section  from  which  I  come.  For  my  own  part, 
unless  the  present  rule  can  be  changed  somewhat,  with 
respect  to  return  tickets,  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  abolish 
them  altogether.  I  can  hardly  see,  in  the  case  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial,  why  the  system  of  return  tickets  should  be 
adopted.  The  object  of  return  tickets  with  ordinary  rail¬ 
way  companies  is  to  give  the  traveller  an  advantage  and 
secure  his  return  by  the  same  road,  and  not  by  some  com¬ 
peting  road.  In  the  case  of  the  Intercolonial  there  is  no 
competing  road  ;  the  travel  both  ways  has  to  go  over  the 
same  road.  If  the  rates  charged  for  single  tickets  can  be 
reduced,  a  reduction  should  be  made  and  return  tickets 
abolished.  But  if  return  tickets  are  to  be  issued  at  all,  they 
should  allow  the  purchaser  to  return  at  any  time  he  chooses. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  objection  to 
the  adoption  of  the  motion,  and  I  am  sorry  the  Acting 
Minister  of  Railways  is  not  present  in  his  seat,  at  the 
moment,  to  speak  on  this  subject.  Of  course,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  that,  while  all  reasonable  accom¬ 
modation  should  be  given  to  the  public,  the  Intercolonial 
should  be  made  as  profitable  as  possible.  I  presume  that, 
in  the  regulations  for  return  tickets  and  the  limiting  of  the 
time,  the  Intercolonial  is  doing  as  other  railways  are  doing. 
I  find  the  practice  obtains  on  other  railways  of  the  country 
which  are  run  on  commercial  principles,  and  they  have, 
from  experience,  found  out  how  best  that  advantage  can  be 
secured  by  a  limitation  of  time.  We  will  bring  down  the 
returns  asked  for  by  the  hon.  member  who  made  the 
motion  and  those  who  spoke  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Westmoreland  (Mr.  Wood)  in  his  idea  that  there  is  no 
necessity  for  return  tickets  on  the  Intercolonial,  as  it  is  a 
local  road.  As  I  understand,  the  commercial  principle  on 
which  return  tickets  are  issued  is,ttthat  more  people  can  bo 
induced  to  travel  if  you  give  them*the  inducement  of  cheap 
rates.  You  say  to  a  man,  you  can  go  to  St  John  and  back 
for  so  much.  But  there  is  not  the  same  inducement  if  you 
say  he  can  return  at  any  time.  In  such  a  case  all  the 
tickets  bought  would  be  return  tickets  and  no  single  rate 
tickets  would  be  purchased.  We  must  establish  some 
general  principle  as  applying  to  the  railway.  Wo  must 


give  inducements  to  the  people  to  travel  over  the  road  as 
much  as  possible,  but  with  a  reasonable  limitation,  as 
regards  return  tickets,  which  will  give  travellers  the  benefit 
they  expect  to  obtain,  namely  a  cheap  rate.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  aware  that  we  do  not  make  a  great  deal  of  money 
out  of  the  Intercolonial. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  sorry  I  was  not  in  the  House  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  made  his  motion.  The  time  for  which 
return  tickets  were  given  has  been  almost  doubled.  But 
finding  abuses  arose  from  the  issue  of  return  tickets,  the 
Department  determined  that  the  time  for  which  tickets 
should  be  issued  would  depend  on  the  length  of  journey — a 
short  time  for  a  short  distance.  We  have  nearly  doubled 
the  time  for  which  those  tickets  were  formerly  available, 
but  we  have  determined  that  the  time  shall  not  be  exceeded. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Up  to  a  short  time  ago  there  was  in 
practice  no  limitation  as  to  the  time  for  which  return  tickets 
were  available.  Since  a  change  was  made  the  annoyance 
has  been  very  great.  The  time  allowed  from  St.  John  to 
Sackville  is  four  days,  and  that  only  gives  a  traveller  two 
days  in  St.  John.  From  Newcastle  to  St.  John  the  same 
time  is  allowed.  Where  four  or  six  days  only  are  allowed, 
circumstances  may  arise  by  which  a  person  is  detained,  and 
he  may  lose  his  ticket.  Such  a  regulation  renders  it  much 
more  likely  for  return  tickets  to  be  sold.  That  would  be 
avoided  by  the  Government  giving  the  public  the  benefit  of 
a  longer  time. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  suppose  that 
we  have  restricted  the  time,  compared  with  what  it  was 
formerly.  He  is  very  much  mistaken.  Wo  have  nearly 
doubled  the  time  for  which  the  tickets  were  formerly 
available. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  time  allowed  on  return  tickets  from 
St.  John  to  Sackville,  four  days,  is  a  very  short  time,  com¬ 
pared  with  what  we  obtain  on  commercial  railways  in  the 
west,  where  it  is  six  days,  exclusive  of  Sunday. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  saying  anything  as  to  that;  I  say 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  reason  to  complain,  in  comparison 
with  what  previously  existed.  I  do  not  remember  now  what 
the  previous  time  was,  but  I  do  know  that  it  is  now  nearly 
double. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  does  not  seem  to  be  long  enough. 

Mr.  POPE.  It  never  would  bo. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  mean,  compared  with  the  experience  of 
other  x’oads,  which  I  think  very  reasonable.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  Great  Western  division  of  the  Grand  Trunk. 
On  short  distances  on  that  line  you  get  six  days,  exclusive 
of  Sundays,  as  the  ordinary  time. 

Mr.  POPE.  What  distances  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  travelled  50,  60,  or  100  miles. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  nearly  doubled  the  time,  but  if 
experience  shows  that  the  time  is  not  long  enough,  we  will 
give  longer  time;  but  we  must  insist  on  that  time,  whatever 
it  is,  being  observed. 

Mr  YAIL.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  the  Acting  Minister 
of  Railways  is  mistaken  as  to  the  time.  I  know  that  a 
short  time  ago  I  expected  to  go  to  Montreal.  I  enquired  of 
the  ticket  agent  at  Halifax  the  time  I  would  have  for  a 
return  ticket,  and  he  told  mo  the  number  of  days,  and  I 
think  it  was  loss  than  half  the  time  formerly  given. 

Mr.  POPE.  That  is  just  where  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
wrong.  The  fact  is,  it  is  double  the  time  formerly  given. 
We  found  that  abuses  were  creeping  in  under  the  old 
arrangement,  and  we  extended  the  time,  nearly  doubling  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  principle  of  giving  return 
tickets  is  a  very  good  one,  but  I  imagine  it  would  be  in 
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the  interests  of  the  travelling  public  if  the  same  system 
were  adopted  in  this  country  as  prevails  on  some  American 
roads  :  that  is  to  sell  a  book  of  ticket*,  paying  so  much  per 
mile  and  travelling  when  you  like,  or  in  whatever  direction. 
I  cannot  understand  why  there  should  be  any  distinction 
between  a  person  travelling  one  day  and  a  person  travelling 
on  another.  If  a  person  pays  for  100  miles  of  travel  he 
should  be  able  to  take  out  the  value  of  that  ticket  and  there 
would  bo  no  trouble  or  expense  to  the  company  ;  there  is  no 
difference  to  the  company  whether  he  travel  on  the  1st  of 
the  month,  the  15th  or  the  30th.  There  might  be  some 
difficulty  in  making  up  the  books,  but  I  think  that  might 
be  done  away  with  by  selling,  as  is  done  on  the  St.  Paul  ard 
Minneapolis,  and  other  American  lines,  ticket  books,  con¬ 
taining  a  number  of  tickets,  each  one  representing  a  mile 
of  travel.  Under  such  a  system  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
about  passengers  coming  back  within  the  time  they 
expected,  or  not.  I  must  say  I  think  that  the  Bill  passed 
last  year  or  the  year  before,  destroying  the  right  of  a  pas¬ 
senger  to  be  carried  over  a  road  when  he  paid  for  the  whole 
trip,  unless  he  kept  within  the  stipulations  and  limitations 
of  the  company,  was  a  great  mistake  ;  and  1  think  the  day 
will  come,  at  no  distant  time,  when  railway  companies  will 
be  compelled  to  carry  passengers  over  their  roads  for  the 
distance  they  paid  for  their  ticket,  no  matter  whether  it  is 
within  the  number  of  days  specified  on  the  ticket  or  not. 

Motion  agree  i  t:>. 

CHARLINCH  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr*  BLAKE  moved  for: 

All  papers,  reports,  correspondence,  Orders  in  Council  and  depart¬ 
mental  orders  with  reference  to  the  appointment  or  removal  of  the 
postmaster  at  Charlinch  post  office,  or  as  to  a  change  in  the  office. 

He  said:  My  hon.  friend  from  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot), 
objected  to  this  motion  passing  the  other  day,  so  I  suppose 
I  must  give  some  explanation  with  regard  to  it.  My 
explanation  is,  that  I  have  been  informed  by  a  person  resi¬ 
dent  in  the  locality  that  this  removal  of  the  office,  or  change 
of  the  postmaster,  has  taken  place  under  unjustifiable  cir¬ 
cumstances.  It  is  said  that  the  ground  upon  which  the 
change  is  made  is  that  the  office  is  now  in  a  more  conven¬ 
ient  situation.  Some  years  ago  the  Post  Office  Department 
stated  that  they  would  move  the  post  office  on  this  account, 
but  since  that  time  the  road  by  which  access  was  bad,  and 
which  was  said  to  be  a  bad  road,  has  been  improved,  under 
the  arrangements  made  by  the  Ontario  Government  for 
attending  to  the  colonisation  roads  in  these  remote  dis¬ 
tricts;  and  there  no  longer  exists  any  ground  of  complaint, 
and  the  inspector  stated  that  in  consequence  the  post 
office  should  not  be  removed.  Last  fall,  it  is  said, 
notice  was  received  on  the  subject  again,  and  following 
on  that,  a  petition  was  prepared  and  sent  down,  with  no  less 
than  forty  four  signatures — a  very  large  number  from  a 
sparse  rural  community,  such  as  that  in  which  the  post 
office  is  situated — but  the  petition  does  not  seem  to  have 
had  the  effect  of  averting  the  decision  of  the  Government 
to  remove  the  post  office  for  some  distance.  It  is  stated 
that  unfortunately  the  old  postmaster  has  not  the  same 
polit: cal  proclivities  as  the  hon.  the  Postmaster  General, 
and  that  he  has  been  taking  his  part  as  a  Canadian  in  some 
of  the  violent  contests  which  have  taken  place  in  the  dis¬ 
trict  of  Muskoka ;  and  though  I  do  not  say  that  the  Post¬ 
master  General  himself  has  been  influenced  by  that  con¬ 
sideration — I  know  he  is  above  that — some  of  his  ardent 
supporters,  who  look  at  these  things  on  a  lower  level,  have, 
it  is  said,  been  moved,  on  that  ground,  to  make  representa¬ 
tions  to  bring  about  the  change.  I  know  that  the  post¬ 
master  has  very  great  claims  for  consideration ;  for  it  seems, 
from  the  papers  which  have  been  put  in  my  hands,  that  he 
was  so  poor  that  he  was  not  able  to  pay  his  taxes,  and  the 
Mr.  Spaoulb. 


council  agreed  to  grant  a  postponement  of  the  payment,  by 
reason  of  his  circumstances. 

Mr.  CABLING.  I  have  no  objection  to  bringing  down 
the  papers.  I  was  not  aware  of  the  political  proclivities  of 
the  gentleman  in  question,  but  I  know  that  application  was 
made  to  have  the  post  office  removed  to  a  more  central 
situation,  for  the  convenience  of  the  public,  and  that  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  inspector,  and  on  his  written  report 
the  post  office  was  removed,  I  believe,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  neighborhood. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  supposo  that  on  the  principle  that  no 
one  of  Her  Majesty’s  subjects  should  be  deprived  of  the 
right  to  have  his  wrongs  brought  before  the  tribunal 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  may  consider  himself  justified  in 
bringing  this  very  small  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  I  may  briefly  state  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
in  my  own  justification,  because  I  would,  no  doubt,  be  held 
responsible  in  connection  with  the  matter — to  some  extent, 
at  all  events.  This  post  office,  as  first  established,  was 
midway  between  two  settlements,  one  on  the  east  and  the 
other  on  the  west.  The  one  on  the  east  grew  larger  and 
more  important  than  the  other1,  and  it  became  entitled  to 
have  a  post  office,  and  one  was  established  there.  In  con¬ 
sequence  of  this,  the  post  office  now  called  Charlinch 
became  of  less  value  to  the  settlement  generally,  and 
it  was  inconvenient  in  all  respects.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  entirely  on  one  side  of  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  settlement,  and  it  was  also  a  considerable  dis¬ 
tance  off  the  road  by  which  the  mails  were  carried,  and 
the  mail  carrier  had  to  go  very  considerably  out  of  his 
way  to  serve  this  post  office.  Oa  these  grounds,  therefore, 
the  post  office  was  inconveniently  situated.  But  for  my 
own  part,  1  was  very  unwilling  to  disturb  the  postmaster, 
more  especially,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  give  me  credit 
for  the  sentiment,  because  he  was  a  political  opponent, 
and  I  give  my  word  that  in  no  single  instance  have 
I  opposed  the  appointment  of  a  postmaster  on  political 
grounds.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  recommended  an 
opponent,  when  he  has  been  able  more  conveniently  to 
serve  the  public  than  one  of  my  own  friends  would  be. 
However,  the  matter  came  to  be  discussed  in  the  settlement, 
and  the  postmaster  of  Charlinch  agreed  to  remove  the  post 
office  to  the  main  road.  He  gave  me  that  pledge  himself. 
He  was  allowed  more  than  a  year  to  carry  out  that  pledge. 
He  failed  to  carry  it  out,  and  after  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  remonstrances  made  by  the  settlers,  the  Postmaster 
General  had  the  post  office  removed.  The  postmaster  there¬ 
fore  has  no  one  to  blame  but  himself;  and  the  change  was 
made  entirely  in  the  public  interest.  The  man  who  has  the 
post  office  now  is  perfectly  qualified.  As  to  his  not  paying 
his  taxes,  that  I  know  nothing  about.  Oa  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  many  of  the  neighbors  1  think  the  Postmaster  General 
will  find  that  he  was  perfectly  justified  in  making  the 
change.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  prepared  to  take 
all  the  responsibility  that  rests  upon  me  in  the  matter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  LAW  OF  COPYRIGHT. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  to  consider  the  following  resolutions:  — 

1.  That  the  present  position  of  the  copyright  law  in  Canada  is  anom¬ 
alous  and  unfair  to  the  public,  to  the  printing  and  publishing  trades  and 
to  the  authors  of  this  country. 

2.  That  without  further  legislation  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  is  powerless  to  make  laws  to  deal  with  the  whole 
question  of  copyright  in  Canada,  because  it  has  been  authoritatively 
decided  that  any  person  who  obtains  a  British  copyright  possesses  the 
sole  and  exclusive  right  of  reprinting  the  work  in  Canada,  and  that  no 
legislation  of  the  Dominion  .n  effect  such  right. 

3.  That  in  order  to  place  Canadian  publishers  upon  the  same  footing 
as  American  publishers,  in  regard  to  the  reprinting  of  British  copyright 
works,  a  Bill  was  unanimous  y  passed  by  the  Dominion  Parliament,  in 
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the  Session  of  1672,  and  reserved  for  the  signification  of  Her  Majesty’s 
pleasure  thereon. 

4.  That  Her  Majesty’s  assent  was  not  given  to  the  said  Bill,  an  d  by 
the  correspondence  on  the  subject  which  was  laid  before  the  House,  the 
reason  for  the  refusal  was  alleged  to  be  that  the  provisions  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Bill  were  in  conflict  with  Imperial  legislation. 

5.  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that 
Her  Majesty  may  be  graciously  pleased  to  invite  Her  Imperial  Parliament 
to  except  Canada  from  the  operation  of  the  statute  of  the  United  King¬ 
dom,  respecting  copyright,  so  far  as  is  necessary  to  give  the  Parliament 
ol  Canada  a  clear  authority  to  legislate  upon  all  matters  respecting 
copyright  in  Canada. 

He  said  :  In  connection  with  this  notice  I  think  there  are 
two  questions  thatjwill  arise,  one  of  a  constitutional  and 
the  other  of  a  commercial  character.  If  there  were  no 
other  ground  than  the  broad  question  of  the  right  of  Canada 
to  make  laws  for  itself  upon  this  subject,  I  do  not  think 
that  I  should  have  felt  at  all  called  upon  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  House,  but  there  are  practical  grievances 
connected  with  the  present  position  of  the  copyright  law. 
There  are  important  trade  interests  suffering  every  day.  The 
reading  public  of  this  country  do  not  possess  the  same  faci¬ 
lities  for  a  cheap  and  plentiful  suppy  of  literature  which  1 
think  they  ought  to  have,  and  the  position  of  Canadian 
authors  is  a  very  unsatisfactory  one.  Now,  I  do  not  at  all 
seek  to  cast  blame  upon  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
I  am  perfectly  well  aware  that  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  tied  behind  their  backs,  just  as  the  legislative 
powers  of  this  Parliament  are  fettered  by  the  present  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  law  ;  and  it  is  in  order  to  relieve  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  this  Parliament  from  that  condition  of  affairs 
that  I  have  brought  forward  this  motion.  In  1872,  when 
the  present  leader  of  the  House  occupied  the  same  position, 
it  will  be  recollected  that  a  Bill  was  passed  to  remove  some 
of  the  same  grievances  which  we  have  to  consider 
tc -night.  That  law  was  passed  under  the  leadership  of  the 
right,  hon.  gentleman,  and  was  reserved  for  the  significa¬ 
tion  of  Her  Majesty’s  assent.  Afterwards,  in  1874, 
when  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  was 
leading  this  House,  the  assent  of  Her  Majesty  had  not  been 
given,  and  an  Address  was  unanimously  passed  by  both 
branches  of  this  Parliament,  urging  Her  Majesty  to  do  so. 
So  that  both  sides  of  the  House  and  everybody  concerned 
in  Canada  seem  to  be  only  too  anxious  to  arrive  at  a  solu¬ 
tion  of  this  difficult  question.  I  know  that  no  audience  has 
yet  been  discovered  who  ever  could  conscientiously  say  that 
copyright  was  a  cheerful  subject  for  a  speech.  In  fact,  it  is 
a  rather  abstruse  and  difficult  question.  A  story  is  told  of 
a  distinguished  British  statesman,  who  was  waited  upon  by 
a  deputation  who  wished  to  present  their  views  upon  the 
subject  of  copyright  to  him.  After  listening  attentively  to 
them  for  an  hour,  and  hearing  all  they  had  to  say,  he  is 
reported  to  have  said :  “  Gentlemen,  when  you  began  I  did 
think  1  knew  a  little  about  copyright,  but  now  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  sure  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  and  what  is 
more,  I  never  shall.”  Now,  I  dare  say  I  should  produce 
the  same  result  on  this  House  if  I  wont  into  the  whole 
question  of  copyright;  but  I  do  not  intend  to 
do  so,  and  it  is  not  at  all  necessary  that  I  should. 
All  we  require  to  do  is  to  consider  a  few  points  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  application  of  the  law  to  Canada.  They  are 
rather  interesting,  and  not  at  all  abstruse,  and  I  will  try  to 
make  the  discussion  as  brief  as  possible.  Since  this  notice 
has  been  put  upon  the  paper,  several  hon.  members  have 
asked  me  :  Why  is  it  necessary  ?  Surely  this  Parliament  has 
the  right  to  make  laws  upon  the  subjectof  copyright  ?  Well, 
at  first  sight  it  would  certainly  seem  that  this  Parliament 
had  the  right  to  do  so,  because,  by  the  91st  section  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  among  other  subjects  which  are 
placed  under  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament, 
there  is  the  subject  of  copyright ;  and  it  was  at  first 
undoubtedly  supposed  that  copyright  was  entirely  within 
the  legislative  jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament.  But  it  was 
discovered  afterwards  that  since  1814  the  English  law  upon 


the  subject  related  not  only  to  British  dominions  in 
Europe,  as  it  did  before  that  date,  but  also  extended 
to  all  the  dominions  of  the  Crown,  the  colonies  and 
dependencies,  wherever  they  existed.  That  law  was  reenact¬ 
ed  substantially  in  1812.  Now,  it  was  claimed  that  the 
British  North  America  Act,  being  moro  recent,  didin  effect, 
repeal  that  law;  it  was  claimed  that  the  91st  clause  of 
that  Act  had  the  effect  of  overriding  previous  legislation  in 
England.  But  that  point  has  been  positively  decided  in  tho 
negative.  The  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  when  they  advised 
Lord  Carnarvon  as  to  the  question  of  giving  the  Royal 
assent — because  the  proposed  Canadian  legislation  would 
interfere  with  the  Imperial  Act — to  the  Act  of 
1872,  which  was  sent  over  for  that  purpose, 
and  was  not  assented  to,  advised  him  to  refuse 
assent,  and  the  same  question  came  up  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal  for  Ontario,  where  it  was  positively  and  clearly 
settled  that  the  English  copyright  law  is  in  force  in  Canada. 
What  is  the  result  of  that  ?  The  result  is,  that  the  English 
Act,  being  a  very  broad  and  liberal  one,  allows  foreigners, 
allows  anyone,  to  take  the  benefit  of  it,  and  it  gives  anyone 
the  right  to  copyright  in  Canada,  without  reference  to  any 
copyright  laws  which  we  may  choose  to  put  on  the  Statute 
Book.  It  gives  them  tho  absolute  right  to  copyright  in 
Canada.  We  have  a  Copyright  Act,  that  of  1875,  but  it  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Imperial  Acts,  and  applies  only  to  those  persons 
who  choose  to  take  out  a  copyright  in  Canada.  Under  our 
Act,  any  person  domiciled  in  any  British  possession  or  in  any 
country  that  has  an  international  copyright  law  with  Eng¬ 
land,  can  take  out  a  copyright  in  Canada,  but  on  the  import¬ 
ant  condition  that  the  author  shall  publish  his  work  in  Canada. 
But  the  English  author  will  not  take  out  a  Canadian  copy¬ 
right  and  will  not  publish  in  Canada  so  long  as  he  has  the 
right  to  copyright  in  Canada,  without  doing  so,  under  the 
Imperial  Act.  It  is  certainly  a  great  hardship  to  our  pub¬ 
lishers,  that  an  author  should  have  the  right  to  copyright 
in  this  country  without  being  compelled  to  publish  in  it. 
No  other  country  in  the  world  would  tolerate  such  a  con¬ 
dition  of  affairs.  There  is  another  provision,  with  reference 
to  English  copyright  in  Canada,  relating  to  the  importing 
of  foreign  reprints  into  Canada.  Under  the  Imperial  Act, 
passed  in  18 17,  and  the  Order  in  Council  which  was  passed 
under  it,  foreign  reprints  could  be  introduced  into  any  col¬ 
onies  which  made  provision  for  compensating  British 
authors,  whose  works  were  copyrighted  in  Great  Britain  ; 
and  under  that,  Canada,  in  1850,  passed  an  Act  for  compen¬ 
sating  British  authors.  They  did  so  by  fixing  12^  per  cent. 
ad  valorem  as  an  authors’  tax,  to  be  paid  at  the  frontier,  in 
addition  to  the  Customs  duty  on  books,  and  to  be  collected 
by  the  Government  for  the  benefit  of  the  English  authors. 
That  was  a  very  good  thing  for  the  Canadian 
public,  as  far  as  it  went ;  and  it  was  under  it 
that  we  have  been  able  to  get  cheap  American  reprints  of 
British  copyrighted  works  ;  but  it  was  very  hard  on  the 
Canadian  publisher,  that  he  could,  under  no  circum¬ 
stances,  reprint  the  British  copyrighted  book,  while  the 
American  publisher  could  do  so,  and  sell  it  in  Canada  under 
the  nose  of  the  Canadian  publisher  whose  hands  were  tied . 
It  would  surely  be  a  good  thing  for  the  Canadian  publisher 
if  he  could  also  reprint  a  British  copyrighted  book  on  paying 
the  British  author  the  12J  per  cent,  authors’  tax.  That  would 
be  good  all  round.  It  would  be  still  better  if  the  Canadian 
publisher  could  reprint  the  book  that  is  copyrighted  in 
London  and  not  pay  any  tax  at  all,  because  the  publisher  in 
London  can  reprint  a  Canadian  copyrighted  book  and  pay 
no  authors’  tax  to  the  Canadian.  In  order  to  try  and  put 
the  Canadian  publisher  on  something  like  a  level  with  tho 
American  publisher  as  to  these  reprints,  the  Act  of  1872 
was  passed.  It  certainly  seemed  very  reasonable  that  while 
the  English  copyrighted  books  could  be  reprinted  in  the 
States  and  brought  into  Canada  on  payment  of  12£  per 
cent,  authors’  tax,  it  should  bo  lawful  for  the  Canadian 
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publisher  to  reprint  the  work  here  on  the  same  condition. 
That  was  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1872,  which  wa3  reserved, 
and  in  reference  to  which  this  Parliament  passed  an  Address 
in  1874,  unanimously  requesting  Her  Majesty’s  assent  to  it. 
The  Address  was  as  follows  : — 

'■'■Resolved., — That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General,  praying  His  Excellency  to  be  pleased  to  convey  to 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaiy  of  S  ate  for  the  Colonies,  the 
respectful  expression  of  the  anxiety  of  this  House,  that  a  Bill  intituled 
‘  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  Copyrights,’  passed  in  the  Ses¬ 
sion  of  1872,  and  reserved  on  the  14th  Jane  in  that  year,  for  the  signifi- 
cation  of  Her  Majesty’s  pleasure  thereon,  should  not  be  allowed  to  elapse 
by  the  expiry  of  the  two  years  limitation  specified  in  the  57th  section  of 
‘  The  British  North  American  Act,  1867,’  and  further  to  assure  His 
Excellency  that  important  interests  in  this  Dominion  are  prejudiced  by 
the  absence  of  legislation  such  as  this  Bill  contemplates.” 

Now,  Lord  Carnarvon  replied  to  that  Address,  and  in  his 
reply  he  gave  the  reasons  why  he  could  not  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  assent  to  that  Bill.  He  substantially  stated  them 
to  be  that  he  had  been  advised  that  the  Imperial  Act  of 
1842  overrides  the  Canadian  Act  and  will  not  allow  this 
Parliament  to  legislate  in  the  direction  of  a  copyright  Act 
which  may  in  any  way  affect  the  British  author ;  and  he 
said  that  upon  this  question  he  was  supported  not  only  by 
the  opinion  of  the  then  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  but  by  the 
opinions  of  those  eminent  lawyers,  Lord  Selborne  and  Mr. 
Herschell,  Q.C.  So  it  is  perfectly  clear  how  we  stand  in  that 
matter.  There  is  a  provision  that  the  American  publisher 
can  reprint  and  send  into  Canada,  when  the  British  author 
registers  his  copyright  here,  paying  the  authors’  tax ;  but 
when  he  does  not  register,  the  American  can  reprint  the 
work  and  it  will  come  in  here  without  paying  the  12|-  per 
cent,  authors’  tax.  The  effect  of  that  seems  to  be  this.  The 
English  author  makes  arrangements  with  the  American 
publishers  and  sells  him  advance  sheets,  and  then  he  agrees 
not  to  register  or  copyright  in  Canada.  The  result  is, 
that  the  American  publisher,  who  has  the  advanced 
sheets,  has  a  great  start  over  all  other  pub¬ 
lishers  in  the  United  States,  and  gets  besides,  the  whole 
Canadian  market,  and  no  Canadian  publisher  can  publish 
the  book.  That  is  not  a  fancy  picture,  but  it  is  a  case  of 
every  day  occurrence.  The  operation  and  effect  of  that 
has  been  very  well  described  in  the  judgment  of  that 
Jearned  and  lamented  judge,  the  late  Chief  Justice  Moss, 
in  a  case,  the  case  of  Smiles  and  Belford,  which  came 
before  the  Ontario  Court  of  Appeal.  The  Belfords  were  a 
firm  of  Canadian  publishers  who  had  under-taken  to  publish 
a  work  called  “  Thrift,”  of  which  Mr.  Smiles  was  the  author 
and  owner  of  the  English  copyright,  and  they  supposed  that 
the  British  North  America  Act  gave  them  ample  authority 
to  do  so.  However,  the  Court  of  Chancery  granted  an 
injunction,  deciding  that  the  Imperial  Act  of  1842  enables 
the  British  author  to  prevent  the  Canadian  reprint  of  his 
work.  The  Court  of'  Appeal  unanimously  affirmed  that 
decision,  and  Chief  Justice  Moss  said  : 

“  I  confess  that  it  is  not  without  reluctance  that  I  have  arrived  at  the 
same  conclusion.  I  fear  that  the  state  of  the  law  which  we  find  inflicts  a 
hardship  on  the  Canadian  publisher,  while  it  confers  no  very  valuable 
benefit  on  the  British  author.  Its  effects,  if  I  rightly  understand  the  mat¬ 
ter,  is  to  enable  the  British  author  to  give  an  American  publisher  a 
Canadian  copyright.  It  is  no  very  violent  assumption  that  every  Ameri¬ 
can  publisher,  who  treats  with  a  British  author  for  advance  sheets  of 
his  work,  will  stipulate  for  the  use  of  the  author’s  name  to  restrain  a 
Canadian  reprint.  By  this  arrangement  he  will  be  enabled  to  secure  the 
practical  monopoly  of  the  Canadian  market,  for  which  he  may  be  iuduced 
to  pay  the  author  some  consideration  ;  bat  however  small  this  consider¬ 
ation  may  be,  I  apprehend  it  will  be  found  sufficient  to  induce  the  author 
to  concede  the  privilege  rather  than  receive  Canadian  copyright  by 
treating  with  the  Canadian  publisher.  But  I  need  scarcely  remark  that 
the  possible  or  probable  effect  upon  a  branch  of  industry,  however  valu¬ 
able  or  important,  cannot  affect  the  interpretation  which  the  court  is 
bjund  to  place  upon  the  statutes  by  which  the  subject  is  governed.” 

Now,  this  extract  shows  more  clearly  than  I  could  express 
it,  the  unfortunate  condition  of  the  law  in  that  point  also. 
Then  there  is  another  feature  of  the  case,  which  presses  very 
hardly  upon  Canadian  publishers.  I  mentioned  before  that 
the  English  law  is  vory  broad  and  liberal.  Under  that, 
Mr.  Edqak. 


American  authors  secure  both  English  and  American  copy¬ 
rights,  while  an  English  author  cannot  possibly  secure  an 
American  copyright,  because  their  law  is  much  more 
stringent.  It  only  allows  citizens  or  permanent  residents 
in  the  United  States  to  obtain  copyright.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  American  author  can  obtain  his  own  copyright  in 
America  and  also  in  England,  and  thereby  he  gets  Canada 
thrown  in.  Without  taking  out  a  copyright  here,  without 
publishing  here,  and  without  paying  the  slightest  attention 
to  the  Canadian  people,  he  holds  us  in  the  hollowof  his  hand. 
He  can  then  sell  at  the  highest  possible  price.  He  has  an 
absolute  monopoly,  which  there  is  no  possible  way  of  get¬ 
ting  over  or  breaking,  and  he  can  sell  his  work  here,  without 
any  possible  competition  from  any  quarter,  at  the 
highest  price  that  can  be  obtained  for  it.  For  instance, 
we  all  know  that  Mr.  Marion  Crawford,  who  is  a  rather 
popular  recent  American  author,  has  published  some  novels, 
which  have  had  an  extensive  sale,  such  as  “  Mr.  Isaacs  ” 
and  “  Doctor  Claudius.”  Well,  he  is  in  that  happy  con¬ 
dition  as  to  Canada.  He  is  an  American,  he  gets  his  Ameri¬ 
can  copyright,  be  gets  his  English  copyright,  and  he  covers 
Canada,  and  nobody  can  introduce  reprints  here  undet- 
the  provisions  I  referred  to  awhile  ago,  as  his  American 
copyright  prevents  that.  He  sells  his  books  at  a  dollar.  You 
cannot  get  one  of  those  books  for  less  than  a  dollar,  which,  I 
suppose,  he  thought  the  maximum  price  at  which  it 
was  possible  to  sell  them.  The  Canadian  authors  have  no 
opportunity  of  getting  American  copyright ;  but,  if  we 
could  legislate  on  the  matter  ourselves,  I  think  we  could 
very  soon  make  some  reciprocal  arrangement  with  our 
neighbors,  by  which  Canadians  would  have  the  benefit  of 
their  copyright ;  and,  if  wo  could  not  do  that,  we  could  at 
any  rate,  if  we  had  the  control  of  our  own  Canadian 
market,  reprint  their  American  copyrighted  books,  even  if 
they  did  go  to  England  and  take  out  a  copyright  there. 
The  result  of  the  position  is  that  we  are  taxed  for  the 
English  author  and  our  Acts  are  disallowed  for  his 
exclusive  benefit,  and  we  have  neither  the  privilege  of 
taxing  ourselves  nor  of  legislating  for  ourselves.  It  would 
surely  be  no  hardship  upon  an  English  author  to  have  to 
take  out  a  Canadian  copyright  before  he  secure!  control 
of  our  country.  He  could  find  Canadian  publishers  just  as 
well  as  he  can  find  American  publishers  to  publish  his 
works.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  other  remedy  in  this 
matter  than  for  us  to  obtain  the  right  to  legislate  upon  this 
subject.  Ever  since  the  Act  of  1872  was  disallowed,  the 
publishers  in  this  country  have  been  almost  in  despair. 
They  felt  that  nothing  could  be  done,  and  they  have  come 
to  the  conclusion — a  great  many  of  them,  who  have  spoken 
to  me  on  the  subject — that  the  only  possible  remedy  is  for 
us  to  get  the  power  into  our  own  hands,  and  make  our  own 
copyright  laws,  just  as  we  do  our  own  laws  about  patents 
and  everything  else.  During  this  Session  a  petition  has 
been  presented  to  this  House  from  the  Toronto  Board  of 
Trade,  on  the  subject,  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Beaty),  which  seems  to  me  to  cover  the  ground  very 
well  indeed,  and  to  voice  the  general  opinion  of  the  large 
publishing  and  printing  interests  of  this  country.  The 
memorial  is  as  follows  : — 

“  That  the  Imperial  copyright  law,  which  has  jurisdiction  in  Can¬ 
ada,  presents  many  anomalies  in  its  operation  in  the  colonies  ;  i3  pre¬ 
judicial  to  the  interests  of  British  authors  and  publishers,  whom  it  is 
designed  to  benefit;  limits  the  eperations  and  retards  the  development 
of  the  Canadian  book  trade,  and  has  an  injurious  effect  on  all  the  indus¬ 
tries  connected  with  native  publishing. 

“That  the  proximity  of  Canada  to  the  neighboring  Republic,  where 
there  is  unrestrained  license  in  reprinting  English  copyrights,  and 
every  freedom  in  sending  them  into  this  country,  makes  the  position  ot 
Canada  an  exceptional  one  in  calling  for  relief  from  these  anomalies, 
and  in  asking  the  Home  Government  to  concede  to  Canada  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  legislating  on  copyright  in  accordance  with  our  special  needs, 
and  for  the  protection  of  such  interests  as  it  is  desirable  to  make  pro¬ 
vision  for,  and  with  the  same  freedom  we  now  possess  in  legislating  on 
patents. 

“  That  while  the  present  copyright  law  prohibits  the  Canadian  pub¬ 
lisher  from  reprinting  English  copyrights  in  Canada,  and  places  him 
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under  penalties  for  violating  the  Act,  it  suffers  American  reprints 
(which,  in  the  main,  pay  no  royalty  to  the  author  or  copyright  owner) 
to  enter  the  country,  and  practically  gives  the  supplying  of  the  entire 
book  market  of  Canada  to  a  foreign  people. 

“That  common  sense  as  well  as  policy  dictates  that  the  privileges  we 
give  to  the  foreign  manufacturer  should  be  given  to  the  native  pub¬ 
lisher,  while  the  effect  of  this  would  speedily  be  seen  in  the  deve  op- 
ment  of  our  own  publishing  industries,  and  would  enable  the  English 
author  to  derive  some  benefit  from  the  sale  of  his  works  in  Canada. 

“  That  were  the  Canadian  publishing  trade  free  to  reprint  English 
copyrights,  with  due  recognition  of  the  author’s  rights,  he  would  not 
only  be  in  a  position  to  supply  the  wants  oi  our  own  people  (now  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  foreigner),  but  it  would  be  within  his  power  to  extend  the 
area  of  his  operations  into  the  United  States,  and  there  endeavor  to 
compete  with  the  piratical  American  reprint. 

“  That  the  effect  of  this  might  sensibly  aid  the  efforts  now  being  made 
in  Congress  to  do  justice  to  the  British  author,  by  passing  of  an  Inter¬ 
national  Copyright  Treaty. 

“That so  long  as  the  United  States  makes  no  reciprocal  concessions 
in  the  matter  of  literature  to  Britain  or  to  British  colonies,  Canada 
should  be  exempt  from  respecting  the  copyright  privilege  granted  by  the 
mother  country  to  American  writers,  who  may  produce  their  works 
first  in  England.  # 

“That  for  all  these  reasons  assigned,  your  memorialists  pray  your 
Honorable  House  to  press  upon  Government  the  wisdom  and  policy  of 
securing  from  the  Home  Government  the  right  to  legislate  upon  the 
whole  subject  of  copyright,  domestic  and  foreign,  as  may  be  deemed 
best  for  all  interests  concerned,  and  with  due  regard  to  Canadian  pub¬ 
lishing  industries,  and  the  intellectual  and  social  benefit  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  public.  ” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thiDk  that  sets  forth  the  case,  from 
a  Canadian  point  of  view,  in  a  very  clear  and  unanswerable 
manner,  aDd  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  remedy  possible 
for  us,  other  than  the  one  suggested  by  these  resolutions, 
namely,  that  we  should  ask  the  Imperial  authority  to  except 
Canada  from  the  operation  of  the  Copyright  Act,  so  as  to 
enable  us  to  legislate  for  ourselves.  I  have  read  a  story  told 
of  Mr.  John  Lovell,  the  well-known  Montreal  publisher, 
who  went  over  to  London,  in  1873,  to  try  to  make  arrange 
ments  with  the  firm  of  Longman’s,  for  publishing  some  of 
their  copyright  works  in  Canada.  His  overtures  were  not 
at  all  favorably  received.  The  member  of  the  firm  to  whom 
he  addressed  himself  is  reported  to  have  told  him  that  he 
would  not  allow  his  books  to  be  published  in  the  colonies, 
and  he  added  :  “  Thank  God,  he  had  got  the  power  now,  and 
he  intended  to  keep  it.”  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  that  lan¬ 
guage  was  used  it  was  only  the  utterance  of  an  individual 
and  of  a  snob,  and  did  not  in  any  sense  express  the  feelings 
of  the  English  people  towards  Canada ;  and  much  less  did  it 
indicate  the  enlightened  views  with  which  British 
statesmen  regard  us  to-day.  All  that  is  necessary  is  for  us 
to  point  out  to  the  Home  Government  that  in  order  to 
remedy  the  grievances  that  are  every  day  pressing  injuri¬ 
ously  upon  the  reading  public,  upon  our  large  printing  and 
publishing  institutions,  and  upon  Canadian  authors,  we 
absolutely  require  the  right  to  legislate  upon  this  subject  of 
copyright  ourselves.  I  would  go  a  little  further,  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  I  would  represent  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
that  the  people  of  Canada  have  understood,  and  understand 
now,  that  all  matters  relating  to  the  peace,  order,  and  good 
government  of  Canada  should  be  legislated  upon  exclusively 
by  this  Parliament,  and  that  this  is  one  case  in  which  we 
have  not  that  power,  and  for  practical  business  reasons  we 
require  to  have  that  power  now.  I  think  we  ought  to  unite 
in  sending  this  message  to  our  kin  across  the  sea,  and  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  Parliament  of  England, 
sitting  at  Westminister,  will  give  a  prompt  and  speedy  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  fair  and  reasonable  request  that  may  be 
made  by  this  Parliament  of  Canada  sitting  at  Ottawa. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  have  accepted  with  much 
pleasure  the  invitation  to  second  the  resolution  moved  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar).  I  con¬ 
sider  that  if  this  resolution  was  carried  by  this  House, 
and  the  Government  were  to  act  upon  it,  a  further  step 
would  be  taken  in  the  extension  of  the  National  Policy  of 
this  country.  I  thank  my  hon.  friend  for  having  con¬ 
tributed,  in  this  manner,  his  share  towards  fortifying  the 
policy  that  we  have  been  trying  to  consolidate  since  1878. 


It  was  easy  for  the  hon.  member  to  lend  us  his  aid  on 
this  question,  because  it  has  always  unite!  both  sides  of 
the  House,  whenever  the  matter  has  been  brought  before 
us.  In  1872  a  Bill  passed  unanimously  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  was  resorved  for  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty.  In  1874  a  resolution  was  passed  unanimously 
by  both  Houses,  asking  Her  Majesty  to  confirm  the  Bill, 
and  allow  it  to  become  the  law  of  this  country.  So  this 
cannot  be  considered  a  party  question,  and  it  is  in  that 
sense  that  1  have  seconded  the  resolution  of  my  hon. 
friend,  and  in  that  sense,  I  am  sure,  he  has  proposed  it. 
The  reason  given  for  reserving  the  Bill  of  1872  was 
that  it  was  ultra  vires.  It  had  been  thought  until  then  that 
copyright  having  been  one  of  the  matters  mentioned  in  the 
91st  section  of  the  British  North  America  Act,  as  coming 
within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Parliament, 
no  more  difficulty  would  arise  if  this  Parliament  legislated 
in  respect  to  that  matter  than  with  respect  to  any  of  the 
other  matters  mentioned  in  that  clause.  Patent  rights,  for 
instance,  were  placed  in  the  same  category  with  copyrights, 
and  the  power  of  the  Federal  Parliament  to  legislate  with 
regard  to  patent  rights  has  never  been  questioned.  Now, 
what  is  the  effectof  the  interpretation  given  by  the  Imperial 
authorities  as  to  the  power  of  this  Parliament  to  legislate 
in  those  matters  ?  It  has  been  this  :  that  while  our  editors 
have  been  prevented  from  reprinting,  under  any  condi¬ 
tion,  the  works  of  English  authors,  we  have  been  flooded 
with  American  editions,  and  American  publishers  have 
reaped  all  the  benefits  in  our  own  country  from 
the  exercise  of  a  privilege  of  which  we  have  been  denied. 
Under  such  circumstances  it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that 
all  those  who  have  had  to  deal  with  this  question  have 
come  to  the  same  conclusion,  that  since,  according  to 
Imperial  interpretation,  the  British  North  America  Act 
had  not,  in  reality,  conferred  upon  us  the  power  to  legislate 
on  this  question,  as  on  others  mentioned  in  the  clauses  to 
which  I.  have  alluded,  the  only  remedy  was  to  make  another 
move  :  have  a  declaration  made  by  this  Parliament  express¬ 
ing  our  desire  to  that  effect,  and  ask  the  Government  to 
request  the  Imperial  authorities  to  pass  such  legislation  as 
would  amend  the  British  North  America  Act,  so  as  to  grant 
us  the  power  that  we  understood  we  had  obtained  by  that 
Act.  In  fact,  what  do  we  claim  by  the  resolutions  now  being 
submitted  to  the  House?  We  claim  only  to  be  put  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Americans  now  occupy  in  our  markets. 
We  claim  to  be  subject  to  the  same  conditions  for  printing 
English  or  foreign  works  under  international  copyright  in 
England  as  the  Americans  have  been  admitted  in  our 
markets;  and  this  would  have  the  effect  of  giving  to  parties 
interested  in  our  publishing  establishments  the  means  of 
extending  their  business,  and  put  them  in  a  position  strong 
enough  to  enable  them  to  give  that  encouragement  to  our 
native  literature  which  is  so  much  needed,  and  so  inciden¬ 
tally  to  grant  such  protection  to  the  productions  of  native 
talent  which  would  ensure  success.  Since  Confederation 
we  have  obtained  much  from  the  Imperial  Parliament.  In 
fact,  the  British  North  America  Act  itself  was  a  great  step 
towards  giving  us  independent  power  of  legislation  in  this 
country  in  all  matters  of  our  own  concern  ;  every  occasion 
that  was  offered  since  has  been  taken  advantage  of  to  develop 
that  independence  of  legislation.  In  1875-76  we  obtained  for 
our  Government  the  right  to  advise  the  Governor  General  on 
and  take  the  responsibility  of  exercising  the  prerogative  of 
mercy, which  was  always  before  acknowledged  to  be  a  strictly 
Imperial  power.  From  time  to  time  our  independent  legisla¬ 
tive  power  has  been  conceded,  so  that  now,  when  we  come  to 
this  simple  question,  we  naturally  ask  why,  when  our  right 
and  power  to  legislate  on  matters  that  were  certainly  more 
important  to  English  industries  than  the  question  of  copy¬ 
right,  was  acknowledged  ;  when  we  have  been  conceded  the 
power  even  to  tax  the  products  of  England  ;  when  we  have 
been  conceded  the  right  to  legislate  on  patents  and  inven- 
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tions,  we  should  be  prevented  from  giving  to  our  own  popu¬ 
lation  the  benefit  of  a  law  that  would  increase  our  power  of 
disseminating  literature  and  science  among  our  population, 
and  should  be  obliged  to  borrow  from  our  neighbors  the 
power  we  want  for  the  publication  of  works  which  we  ought 
to  be  entitled  to  publish  here  as  well  as  our  American  neigh¬ 
bors  to  sell.  Under  these  circumstances,  as  I  mentioned  at 
the  opening  of  my  remarks,  I  have  much  pleasure  in  second¬ 
ing  the  resolution,  and  I  hope  no  objection  will  be  found  to 
prevent  its  adoption  by  this  House. 

Mr.  CARON .  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  mover  of  this 
resolution,  stated  in  his  opening  remarks,  and  it  certainly 
did  not  apply — that  the  subject  he  was  treating  was  not  one 
that  appealed  to  most  audiences.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  the  hon.  member  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  that 
they  have  succeeded  in  making  what  I  consider  most 
interesting  speeches  upon  a  most  important  question.  I 
claim  that  in  the  matter  of  copyright  we,  as  Canadians, 
are  as  interested  as  any  other  people  in  protecting,  to  the 
very  utmost  limit,  the  property  in  copyright  which  exists  in 
this  country.  But  I  cannot  agree  with  my  hon,  friends  in 
the  conclusion  at  which  they  have  arrived,  that  the  law,  as 
it  exists,  is  anomalus  or  unfair  to  anybody  or  any  interest 
in  the  country.  It  is  well  known  that  the  Act  of  1875  was 
passed  when  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie) 
was  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  after  much  consulta¬ 
tion,  correspondence  and  discussion,  with  the  representatives 
of  the  book-printing  and  book-publishing  interests  of  this 
Dominion.  By  the  operation  of  this  Act  many  English 
authors  have,  from  time  to  time,  taken  copyrights 
in  Canada,  on  editions  printed  in  Canada  by  our 
printing  and  publishing  establishments.  And  1  can¬ 
not  see  how  the  hon.  gentleman  can  state  that 
the  public  here  are  not  protected,  in  so  far  as  getting 
reprints  of  books  into  Canada.  As  I  understand  it,  when 
British  authors  do  not  care  to  take  out  Canadian  copyrights, 
or  when  it  does  not  suit  our  printers  or  publishers  to  take 
them  here,  the  public  get  their  works  in  the  cheap  editions 
as  reprints.  Our  Canadian  authors  are  protected  to  the 
very  extreme  limit.  They  have  absolute  sway  and  control 
of  the  Canadian  market,  and  as  I  understand  it,  it  is  now 
contemplated  in  England  to  accept  Canadian  copyrights  in 
the  same  way  as  copyrights  are  made  to  apply  to  the 
British  Empire  by  International  Copyright  Treaties.  The 
British  copyrights  extend  to  all  British  possessions,  and  as 
I  have  already  stated,  it  is  contemplated  to  give  the  same 
sway  to  Canadian  and  colonial  copyrights  in  England.  The 
British  Copyright  Act  at  present  is  limited  in  its  extent 
in  favor  of  the  Canadian  public,  in  so  far  as  by  the  Imperial 
Act,  10  and  11  Tic.,  supplemented  by  our  legislation,  cheap 
foreign  reprints  may  be  imported  into  Canada,  so  that  the 
English  copyright  owner,  if  he  does  not  choose  to  reprint 
the  copyright  in  Canada,  must  suffer  the  competition  which 
is  created  by  cheap  reprints  that  are  brought  into  the  coun¬ 
try.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Bill  of  1872  was 
refused  the  Royal  assent..  One  reason  why  the  Royal  assent 
was  refused  was,  that  it  was  an  attempt  at  the  piracy  of 
British  authors’  works  in  British  territory.  The  Copyright 
Act  of  1875  was  accepted  as  the  result  of  negotiations,  and 
it  solved  the  difficulties  which  up  to  that  period  had  existed. 
It  was  considered  at  that  time  that  the  Act  of  1875  was  not 
trespassing  on  the  rights  of  property,  and  in  consequence 
was  not  refused  the  Royal  assent,  which  had  been  refused  to 
the  Act  of  1872.  The  Copyright  Act  of  1875,  it  will  be 
remembered,  was  also  the  subject  of  a  good  deal  of  discussion 
at  the  time.  It  was  also  in  conflict  with  Imperial  legislation 
affecting  this  important  subject,  but  it  was  considered  a  fair 
measure,  respecting  all  rights,  and  it  was  accepted  and’ 
assented  to.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  under¬ 
stood  as  saying  that  there  is  not  a  great  deal  in  what  has 
been  stated  by  the  bon.  gentlemen  who  have  respectively 
Mr.  Desjardins. 


moved  and  seconded  this  resolution,  but  I  believe  at  present 
the  Act  of  1875  is  working  satisfactorily,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  reopening  of  the  question  at  present  would 
lead  to  any  better  results  than  were  obtained  by  the  Act  of 
1875.  If  the  resolution  which  is  now  moved  were  acce  pted, 
I  believe  that  Canadian  authors  and  Canadian  copyright 
owners  would  lose  the  benefit  contemplated,  of  having  their 
rights  co-axtensive  with  the  British  copyrights  —that  is,  of 
being  made  operative  in  ail  British  possessions  and  eventu¬ 
ally  in  all  countries  having  a  copyright  treaty  with  the 
U uited  Kingdom.  U nder  these  circumstances,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  that  tho  resolution,  which  affects  most  important 
interests,  might  be  considered  for  the  present  to  be  prema¬ 
ture.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  remarks  which  he  made, 
stated,  if  I  correctly  understood  him,  that  the  foreign 
reprints  came  into  Canada  without  any  duty  being  paid 
upon  them.  $ 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  did  not  say  that ;  foreign  reprints  pay 
15  per  cent.  duty. 

Mr.  CARON.  Then  I  misunderstood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  these  reprints  came 
into  Canada  without  paying  any  duty,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  seconded  the  resolution  stated  that  one  of  his 
objects  was  to  apply  to  the  copyright  question  the  National 
Policy,  which  had  been  introduced  as  the  policy  of  the 
country.  Well,  I  think  the  Tariff  shows,  in  so  far  as  the 
interests  of  these  copyrights  purchased  by  Canadians  are 
concerned,  that  these  rights  are  protected  to  the  very 
utmost.  Upon  that  question  I  may  say  that  I  was  informed 
that  when  Dawson  Bros.,  of  Montreal,  purchased  the  copy¬ 
right  of  “  Endymion,”  in  Canada,  and  the  “  Seaside  ”  edition 
of  “  Endymion  ”  came  into  Canada,  this  “  Seaside  ”  edition 
was  confiscated,  because  the  copyright  had  been  purchased 
by  a  Canadian,  and  the  full  protection  created  by  the 
National  Policy  was  applied  in  that  case,  as  it  is  in  every 
other  case.  Under  the  circumstances,  I  believe  that  the 
resolution  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  moved,  and  which 
has  lead  to  the  interesting  discussion  which  wa  have  hoard, 
is  notone  which,  at  present,  should  be  passed  by  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  do  not  see,  from  anything  the  Minister 
of  Militia  has  said,  what  remedy  he  proposes  for  the  two  main 
difficulties  that  the  publishers  and  the  Canadian  public  have 
to  face  in  this  matter.  We  know  that  there  is  nothing  in 
the  Act  of  1875  that  meets  these  difficulties.  It  is  true  that 
the  Cauadian  public  can  get  cheap  American  reprints  of 
American  copyright  books.  That  is  all  very  well,  so  far 
as  it  goes.  But  why  should  not  the  Canadian  public  get  the 
benefit  of  Canadian  reprints  of  British  copyright  books  as 
well  as  the  benefit  of  American  reprints?  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  they  should  not. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  He  can,  if  he  obtains  the  right  from  the 
English  holder  of  copyrights. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Yes  ;  a  Canadian  copyright  can  be  taken 
out,  but  I  say  that  Canadian  copyright  is  not  taken  out. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  I  say  is  this  :  that  if  the  owner  of 
an  English  copyright  sells  it  to  a  Canadian,  be  has  the 
right  to  publish  and  to  control  the  sale  of  the  book  in  this 
country,  to  the  full  extent  of  prohibiting  its  importation 
into  Canada  at  all. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Of  course  be  would,  and  that  is  what  I  would 
like  to  make  him  do.  I  want  to  make  him  como  here  aud 
publish,  either  by  taking  out  a  copyright  directly,  or  selling 
to  a  publisher  who  would  take  out  the  copyright  directly. 
But  be  is  not  compelled  to  do  that.  He  can  prevent  a  single 
copy  of  his  book  being  published  in  Canada,  without  taking 
out  a  copyright  here  at  all,  merely  by  getting  an  English 
copyright ;  and  I  do  not  see  that  we  should  go  back  on  what 
we  decided  in  1872,  that  Canadian  publishers  should  stand 
OP  same  footing  as  American  publishers,  in  respect  of 
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American  reprints  of  British  copyright  works.  The  Canadian 
publishers  are  to  day,  every  one  of  them,  ready  to  pay  the 
12 J  per  cent,  authors’  tax,  as  the  American  publishers  have 
to  do,  if  they  are  only  allowed  to  reprint  British  books. 
But  they  are  not  allowed  to  do  it, in  the  present  condition  of  the 
law  ;  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  Act  of  1875  that  affects  that 
difficulty  in  the  slightest  degree.  Then  there  is  the  other  case : 
where  an  American  author  takes  out  an  English  copyright 
of  a  book,  we  cannot  have  a  Canadian  reprint  at  all.  The 
Canadian  publisher  cannot  touch  that  book  at  all,  except  at 
the  will  of  the  author.  The  trouble  has  been  so  great  that 
Canadian  publishers  have  tried  to  get  over  it  in  several 
ways.  They  have  established  printing  houses  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line,  so  that  the  printers  who  might  have  been 
employed  in  Canada,  and  the  paper  that  might  have  been 
bought  here,  have  been  employed  or  obtained  there.  Toronto 
publishers  have  sent  the  books  over  to  Buffalo  or  somewhere 
else,  in  order  to  publish  there,  aud  then  run  them  back  to 
Canada  as  foreign  reprints.  It  is  a  pity  we  have  to  do 
in  a  clandestine  way  what  the  Canadian  law  ought  to  per¬ 
mit  us  to  do.  The  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Des¬ 
jardins)  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia,  referred  to  the 
.National  Policy,  and  I  admit  that  it  would  be  something 
like  a  National  Policy  to  pass  these  resolutions.  Let  the 
Canadian  publishers  get  the  benefit  of  the  15  per  cent,  duty 
on  books.  If  they  were  permitted  to  reprint  here  a  British 
copyright  book,  on  paying  the  12^  per  cent,  authors’  tax, 
they  would  have  15  per  cent,  advantage  over  the  American 
publishers,  who  have  to  pay  notonly  the  12J  per  cent,  authors’ 
tax,  but  the  15  per  cent,  duty,  too ;  I  admit  that.  Now,  the 
suggestion  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  has  given  to, 
the  House  is,  of  course,  entirely  new  to  me, namely, that  there 
is  some  prospect  of  having  a  modification  in  the  copyright 
law  in  England,  to  meet  some  of  the  grievances  we  suffer 
from  in  Canada,  and  he  leads  us  to  hope  that  there  is  a 
prospect  of  having  an  early  reciprocity  with  England  in 
the  matter  of  copyright.  I  certainly  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  not  have  made  that  statement  without 
being  satisfied  that  something  of  the  kind  would  be  done. 
If  that  is  done,  it  is  certainly  comething  in  the  right 
direction  ;  but  I  am  very  strongly  of  opinion  that  if  this 
House  passes  these  resolutions,  and  in  the  most  respect¬ 
ful  way  requests  the  Imperial  Government  to  place  us  on  a 
free  and  independent  footing  with  respect  to  copyright,  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  will  be  readier  to  make  whatever 
concessions  ought  to  be  made  to  Canada  in  this  matter  than 
if  we  leave  it  as  it  stood  when  the  Royal  assent  was  reserved 
from  the  Act  of  1872.  The  publishei-s  are  feeling  the 
grievances  practically.  Hundreds  of  printers  would  be 
employed  in  Canada  that  are  not  employed,  and  we  should 
have  competition  in  Canada  with  American  reprints,  if  we 
could  legislate  in  the  dii’ection  even  of  the  Act  of  1872. 
Therefore,  I  still  strongly  press  upon  the  Government  the 
propriety  of  allowing  these  resolutions  to  carry. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  object  of  this 
motion  I  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  state  in  the  speech  with 
which  he  introduced  it.  I  have  lost  the  greater  part  of  the 
discussion,  as  I  was  called  away  on  business ;  but  I  have 
spoken  with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  addressed  the  House, 
and,  with  his  consent,  I  would  ask  that  the  matter  be 
allowed  to  stand  over.  I  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

THE  EASTER  RECESS. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  M4.CDONALD  moved  tho  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  asked  the  hon.  gentleman,  at  an  early 
period  of  the  day  with  reference  to  a  rumor  about  events 
in  the  North-West  that  he  did  not  know  much  about. 
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There  is  another  rumor  in  the  corridors,  of  practical  conse¬ 
quence  to  us,  and  that  is,  as  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  Easter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Govei’nment  pro¬ 
poses,  with  the  consent  of  the  House,  to  move,  that  when 
the  House  adjourns  on  Thursday  before  Good  Friday,  it 
stands  adjourned  xxj^til  the  Tuesday  following,  at  three 
o’clock. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  10:30  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  24th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PORTAGE  LA  PRAIRIE  AND  LAKE  OF  THE  WOODS 
RAILWAY  AND  NAVIGATION  COMPANY. 

Mr.  WATSON  moved  : 

That  that  part  of  the  report  of  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on 
Railways,  Canals  and  Telegraph  Lines,  relating  to  the  report  to 
incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Railway  and 
Navigation  Company,  and  declaring  that  the  preamble  of  said  Bill  is 
not  proven  to  the  satisfaction  of  said  committee,  be  not  adopted,  but  that 
said  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  said  committee  for  further  consideration. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  It  is  quite  clear  that  the  report  must  go 
back  to  the  committee.  The  65th  rule  of  the  House  states  : 

“  When  the  committee  on  any  private  Bill  report  to  the  House  that 
the  preamble  of  such  Bill  has  not  been  proven  to  their  satisfaction,  they 
must  also  state  the  grounds  upon  which  they  have  arrived  at  such 
decision.” 

No  ground  was  given  in  this  report. 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  I  understand  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House,  to  whom  I  spoke  on  the  matter,  that 
the  report  must  go  back — that  the  clerk  of  the  committee 
did  not  give  the  reasons  in  the  report  which  was  presented. 
Of  course,  therefore,  the  hon.  gentleman  js  perfectly  in  order 
in  making  this  motion,  which  I  think  should  carry.  • 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  the  committee  who  have  to  arrive  at 

the  conclusion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Government 
whether  it  is  possible  to  fix  a  day  for  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  92)  to  amend  the  Canada  Tempex’anco  Act. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  objection  that 
a  day  should  be  fixed.  I  would  fix  to-mori-ow. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  The  House  does  not  sit  to-morrow. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  we  will  have  it 
to-morrow  week. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  best  plan  would  be,  as  there 
is  a  Bill  already  named  first  on  the  Orders,  that  is,  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Coi’nwall  and  Stormont  (Mr.  Bei’- 
gin),  the  Factory  Bill,  to  make  this  Bill  the  second .  We 
have  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  preference  we  gave  to 
that  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill,  and  these  are  the  two  most 
important  Bills  in  the  hands  of  private  members,  I  fancy. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  must  be  a  motion. 

Mr.  IVES.  There  are  several  other  Bills  on  the  same 
subject,  in  which  I  think  the  House  has  as  much  interest  as 
the  Bill  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to.  It  a  special 
day  is  fixed  for  this  Bill,  I  think  it  should  be  understood 
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that  all  other  Bills  on  the  same  subject  should  be  taken  on 
the  same  day. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  I  would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  friend.  There  are  other  Bills  here  with  reference  to 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act— — » 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  a  sort  of  temperance’s  feast. 

Mr.  McCARTHY  'and  I  think  all  ftiese  Bills  had  better 
be  fixed  for  the  same  occasion. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  think  it  requires  the  pretty  unanimous 
consent  of  the  House  that  the  Order  paper  should  be  interfered 
with  in  any  way. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  move  that  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  No.  92  be  the  second  Order  of  Public  Bills  and  Orders. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  object  unless  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  consent  that  ali  these  Bills  on  the  same 
subject  should  come  up  at  the  same  time.  It  is  a  question 
for  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Let  them  be  moved  one  at  a  time  as  the 
third,  fourth,  fifth  or  sixth  Order.  They  cannot  come  up  ail 
at  a  time  ;  that  would  be  contradictory. 

Mr.  ORTON..  As  there  are  several  Bills,  I  think  pre¬ 
ference  should  not  be  given  to  one  Bill  over  another.  We 
know  that  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  which  this  Bill  is 
intended  to  make  more  emphatic,  is  regarded  by  a  large 
number  of  our  people  as  an  unjust  and  tyrannical  Act. 
There  are  several  amendments  to  that  Act  before  the  House, 
and  there  are  many  who  think  that  this  whole  question 
requires  revision.  Therefore  I  object  to  any  preference 
being  given  to  this  Bill  over  others  on  the  same  subject. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  would  be  extremely  reasonable 
that  the  measures  which  take  the  other  view  of  the  subject 
should  receive  a  preferential  place  on  the  Order  paper  as 
well  as  this  Bill.  My  hon.  friend’s  motion  may  be  adopted, 
and  then  any  other  member  who  desires  to  have  a  Bill 
placed  in  a  high  position  on  the  Order  paper  may  move  to 
that  effect,  and  I  think  the  House  will  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  If  the  practice  be  adopted 
that  any  member  who  has  a  Bill  that  he  thinks  of  special 
public  •importance,  may  rise  and  move  that  it  be  given 
precedence,  the  result  will  be  to  destroy  the  regularity  and 
upset  the  order  of  the  proceedings  of  this  House.  As  1 
understand,  my  hon.  friend’s  motion  is  irregular  without 
notice,  and  I  object  to  it  on  that  account. 

Mr.  FISHER.  This  Bill  does  occupy  an  exceptional 
position.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  know  that  it  is  the  Bill 
embodying  the  opinions  and  desires  of  the  Dominion  Alli¬ 
ance,  a  body  representing  one  of  the  most  important  classes 
of  people  in  the  country.  The  Bill  is  one  which  has  been 
placed  before  the  Government  for  their  approval,  and  it  is 
only  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  the  Government  delayed 
giving  their  answer  upon  that  question  for  no  less  than  a 
fortnight,  that  the  Bill  is  so  late  in  coming  before  the 
House.  Had  it  not  been  for  that,  the  Bill  would  have  been 
before  the  House  and  ready  for  discussion  before  now. 
There  is  another  reason  why  I  say  this  Bill  occupies  an 
exceptional  position.  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  has 
said  that  this  Bill  makes  more  emphatic  the  Scott  Act. 
That  is  not  the  case,  so  far  as  any  matter  of  principle  is 
concerned.  This  Bill  is  simply  intended  to  carry  out  the 
original  intention  of  the  Scott  Act,  and  it  is  only  introduced 
by  the  temperance  people  of  this  country  because  in  some 
minor  particulars  the  Scott  Act  has  been  proved  a  little 
defective,  and  the  temperance  people  simply  wish  to  make 
that  Act  as  workable  and  efficient  as  possible,  not  to  intro¬ 
duce  any  new  principle.  This  being  the  case,  I  conceive 
that  this  Bill  occupies  an  entirely  different  position  from 
the  other  Bills  alluded  to.  Still,  I  have  no  objection,  and  I 
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am  sure  the  temperance  members  of  this  House  would  have 
no  objection,  to  those  Bills  all  coming  up  together  and  being 
all  discussed  atone  time. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  order  of  our  proceedings  is  regu¬ 
lated  by  our  rules,  and  rule  24  says  that  all  items  standing 
on  the  Orders  shall  be  taken  up  according  to  the  precedence 
assigned  to  each  on  the  Order  paper  ;  and  I  do  not  think 
the  order  can  now  be  changed  without  notice.  It  will  be 
in  order  on  Wednesday  of  next  week  for  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  to  move  that  the  Bill  first  on  the  Order  paper  be  not 
now  proceeded  with,  but  that  this  Bill  be  taken  up  instead. 
The  House  can  then  order  that  that  should  be  done. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Notice  must  be  given  then. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No,  a  majority  of  the  House  will  decide 
that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  the  motion  for  con¬ 
sidering  any  Order,  a  member  can  move  that  that  Order  be 
taken  up  this  day  six  months. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  For  instance,  we  have  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cornwall  and  StormoDt  (Mr.  Bergin)  as  the 
first  Order ;  that  is  disposed  of,  and  we  may  put  that  aside  ; 
but  when  the  second  Order  is  reached  it  will  be  for  the 
hon.  member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to  move  that 
instead  of  that,  his  Bill  be  taken  up,  and  the  majority  of 
the  House  will  determine  that  question  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

ANNUNCIATION  DAY— ADJOURNMENT. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  : 

That  when  the  House  adjourns  this  day,  it  do  stand  adjourned  until 
Thursday  next  at  three  o’clock. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TARIFF  CHANGES. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  observe  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
has  given  notice  of  some  very  important  changes  in  the 
proposed  tariff  resolutions.  1  presume  it  is  his  intention 
to  make  some  explanation  before  the  House  goes  into  com¬ 
mittee,  as  to  the  effect  of  these  alterations,  so  that  tbe 
House  may  understand  their  bearing. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  is  my  intention  to  do  so. 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  further  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if 
he  has  additional  intelligence  or  communication  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  Prince  Albert. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  have 
no  further  communication. 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  when  we  may  expect  that  return  with  reference 
to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  steamers’  supplies  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Some  of  the  staff  are  at  work  copying 
the  account,  which  is  very  voluminous. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Finance  whether  the  return  I  moved  for  with 
respect  to  the  number  of  depositors  holding  certain  amounts 
in  the  savings  banks  is  ready  or  when  it  will  be  ready. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  cannot  say  when  it  will  be 
ready,  but  will  make  enquiries,  and  let  the  hon.  gentleman 
know  on  Thursday. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  moved,  a  long  time  ago,  for  papers  and 
correspondence  connected  with  various  subsidies,  either 
land  or  money,  to  railway  companies  in  the  North-West.  I 
observe  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  notice  on  the  paper  to 
grant  subsidies  to  several  railway  companies  in  the  North- 
West. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  have  the  papers 
laid  on  the  Table  to-night. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  will  the  papers  with  reference  to  the 
Manitoba  boundary  and  Indian  title  be  brought  down  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  make  particular 
enquiry  into  that. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  apprehend  that  a  short  contribution 
to  the  debate  at  this  juncture  will  be  more  in  accord  with 
the  sentiment  of  the  House  than  any  elaborate  statement  of 
the  question  now  before  us,  and  I  therefore  claim  the  indul 
gence  of  the  House  while  I  briefly  give  my  views  on  public 
matters  according  to  my  light.  Sir,  the  people  of  Canada 
are  having  rare  opportunities  of  studying  the  political 
ethics  of  the  country.  We  have  had  this  question 
discussed  for  the  past  seven  or  eight  years  ;  but 
notwithstanding  all  the  discussions,  I  daresay  it 
will  be  difficult  for  people  to  arrive  at  a  definite  conclusion 
amid  all  the  contradictory  statements  made.  How¬ 
ever,  experience,  which  is  the  best  educator  of  all,  has 
cleared  up  several  points  in  this  controversy,  and  to  some 
of  these  points  I  propose  to  address  myself.  Ever  since  the 
change  of  Government,  in  1818,  we  find  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  attributing  lack  of  patriotism  to  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  when  we  say  that  matters  are  not  so  prosperous 
and  are  not  satisfactory,  not  only  in  respect  to  the  National 
Policy  but  also  in  respect  to  several  other  matters,  which 
come  within  the  domain  of  Dominion  administration.  These 
gentlemen  are  troubled  with  rather  short  memories,  because 
if  they  would  consider  the  attitude  they  assumed  in  1878 
and  contrast  it  with  our  attitude  to-day  they  would  find  that 
while  in  our  case  there  is  magnanimity,  there  is  in  the  other 
the  opposite  quality.  Our  attitude  is  much  more  lenient 
than  that  of  our  hon.  friends  opposite.  It  is  within  the 
lively  recollection  of  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  that 
the  line  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  during  the 
rigime  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie), 
was  to  state  that  ruin  was  broadcast  and  the  Government 
of  the  day  were  responsible  for  the  depression  of 
trade  then  existing.  In  fact  every  business  trouble 
was  made  known  and  heralded  abroad,  and  when¬ 
ever  a  manufacturing  establishment  had  to  close, 
either  for  repairs  or  other  reasons,  its  closing  was  heralded 
from  the  house-tops  in  and  just  prior  to  1878.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  also  made  special  promises  then 
which  I  need  not  recapitulate ;  they  almost  promised 
everything.  The  people  in  some  sections  of  the  country 
owing  to  the  hopes  held  out  as  to  the  effect  of  a  high  protect¬ 
ive  tariff,  and  by  misleading  statements  in  other  sections  of 
the  country,  were  led  to  accept  the  promises  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  placed  them  in  the  position  they  now 
occupy.  At  that  time  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  point¬ 
ing  out  all  the  derelictions  of  the  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion,  charged  that  Administration  with  being  the  cause  of 
widespread  ruin — a  ruin  which  did  not  exist.  They  failed 
to  point  out  that  we  had  many  industries,  and  they  failed 
also  to  state  that  depression  existed  in  a  more  interne  degree 
in  the  country  to  the  south  of  us,  which  was  largely  pro¬ 
tected;  they  only  told  half  the  truth,  and  half  the  truth  is 
said  to  be  at  times  the  most  dangerous  sort  of  falsehood.  It 


did  not  suit  their  purpose  then  to  tell  the  truth  but  to  hold 
the  Mackenzie  Government  responsible  for  all  the  ills  which 
overspread  the  country.  We  find  on  the  contrary, 
instead  of  matters  boing  depressed  as  represented,  even 
by  this  report  of  the  commisseioner  on  the  indus- 
rios  of  the  country — only  a  partial  report  bocauso 
all  the  manufacturing  centres  were  not  visited — but  even 
this  report  shows  that  instead  of  all  manufacturing  estab¬ 
lishments  going  out  of  work  prior  to  1878,  and  during  the 
regime  of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  no  less  than  one  hundred  and  six 
were  started  during  his  term  of  office.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  is  not  a  very  large  number,  but  it  is  the  number  shown 
by  this  one-sided  report.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  acceded 
to  power  in  1878,  and  no  sooner  did  the  change  take 
place  than  old  establishments,  which  were  in  operation  for 
a  number  of  years,  were  claimed  as  new  industries.  It  is 
quite  true,  however,  that  the  sugar  refinery  resumed  opera¬ 
tion  after  the  change  in  Government.  Shortly  after  the  pre¬ 
sent  Government  came  in,  their  organs  and  their  speakers 
said :  Behold  the  National  Policy  ;  but  some  of  us  kept  a 
record  of  the  actual  experience  from  that  time  forward. 
The  Government  passed  a  measure  known  as  the  National 
Policy  in  1879,  but  it  was  two  years  from  that  date 
before  the  times  got  better,  before  there  wjis  any  change. 
Foi  the  first  two  years  of  the  present  Administration,  in 
1879  and  1880,  they  had  a  deficit.  They  were  confronted 
with  this,  and  told  :  Your  policy  is  not  doing  anything  for 
us;  what  about  those  promises?  The  Administration  had 
promised  to  bring  about  a  change  directly  they  got  into 
power,  they  had  promised  that  as  if  by  a  magic  wand  they 
would  bring  prosperity  in  every  possible  way  as  the  result 
of  their  accession  to  power,  but  it  was  two  long  years  before 
matters  got  better.  During  that  time,  when  they  were 
reminded  that  things  had  not  got  better,  they  said  it  was 
owing  to  the  footprints  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration 
still  existing,  and  that  things  had  not  had  time  to  get 
better.  I  recollect  perfectly  well  when  the  first  lifting  of 
the  cloud  took  place.  It  was  in  the  fall  of  1880,  when  a 
demand  sprung  up  for  our  lumber  and  other  exports.  The 
American  demand  for  lumber  sprung  up  in  the  fall  of  1880. 
We  have  a  large  domestic  market  for  lumber  in  Canada,  but 
the  domestic  market  did  not  impi’ove  until  the  foreign 
demand  created  an  export,  and  then  the  domestic  market 
followed.  The  brief  period  of  prosperity  wo  have  had  since 
has  been  due  entirely  to  our  exports.  In  1878,  the  gentle¬ 
men  told  us  that  we  could  do  all  our  business  within  our¬ 
selves.  They  seemed  to  borrow  the  Celestial  idea.  “  What 
need  we  care  for  foreign  commerce?”  We  were  to  have 
home  markets.  Wherever  there  was  water-power,  we  were 
to  have  manufacturing  industries  built  up.  But  this  has  not 
been  the  case.  On  the  contrary,  the  effect  ol  the  tariff  has 
been  to  centralise  those  establishments.  The  commissioner 
very  convenienty  omitted  to  visit  some  of  those  places 
which  have  lost  their  factories  by  their  being  removed  to 
Toronto,  such  as  Newcastle,  Woodbridge,  and  some  other 
places,  though  they  are  counted  in  Toronto  all  right  for  the 
National  Policy.  The  home  markets  were  not  created.  We 
were  promised  that  the  price  of  our  farm  products  would  be 
very  much  increased.  It  has  already  been  stated  that  our 
manufacturing  had,  in  1878,  assumed  considerable  pro¬ 
portions.  The  member  for  Brant  has  already  informed  the 
House  that  our  importation  for  home  manufacture  in  raw 
cotton  alone  had  increased  from  three  and  a  half  millions 
in  1874,  to  seven  and  a  quarter  millions  in  1878.  That  did 
not  show  that  the  factories  were  languishing  to  any  great 
extent.  As  to  the  markets  for  farm  produce,  I  have  a 
carefully  compiled  report  of  the  prices  of  grain  in  Toronto 
during  the  two  periods.  The  average  price  of  fall  wheat 
under  the  Mackenzie  Administration  was  $l.lb*,  and  under 
the  present  Administration  $1.12,  4  cents  a  bushel  less  than 
formerly,  though  it  was  to  be  increased  by  15  cents  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  pi'omise.  The  prices  of  spring  wheat  were  about  the 
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same,  though  in  1883  the  price  did  run  up  during  the  time 
of  scarcity.  It  is  only  during  a  time  of  scarcity  that  the 
tariff  can  possibly  help  the  price  of  wheat.  We  had  a  time 
of  scarcity  in  1883,  and  the  price  did  run  up,  but  that  is 
not  to  be  depended  upon.  It  is  very  seldom  that  we  have 
times  of  scarcity.  The  crops,  in  this  country  do  not  fail 
very  often,  and  we  ought  to  be  thankful  for  that.  There 
is  a  clause  in  the  National  Policy  Act  by  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  remove  the  tariff  on  wheat  without  any  legisla¬ 
tion,  so  that  there  is  no  guarantee  for  the  farmers.  I 
heard  my  friend  from  North  Bruce  ask  the  member  for 
Norfolk  a  question  as  to  the  price  of  oats  in  Toronto.  The 
average  price  under  the  Mackenzie  Administration  was  a 
shade  higher  than  it  is  now.  Peas  were  75  cents  a  bushel 
under  the  Mackenzie  Administration  and  73  cents  under  the 
National  Policy.  The  barley  cry  got  more  votes  for  the 
National  Policy  perhaps  than  any  other.  Well,  the  price 
of  barley  averaged  80J  cents  under  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  70  cents  under  the  National  Policy.  Wool  is 
about  half  the  price  it  was  under  the  Mackenzie  Adminis 
tration. 

Mr.  IVES.  You  are  trying  to  pull  the  wool  over  our 
eyes. 

Mr.  COCKBhrRN.  No,  I  will  simply  give  the  facts.  We 
are  told  now  that  we  argued  in  1878  that  the  effect  of  the 
policy  would  be  to  make  goods  dear.  We  did  argue  that, 
but  we  argued  more.  The  effect  of  the  policy  was  to  run 
goods  up  a  little  at  first,  though  of  course  they  came  down 
very  much  afterwards,  but  in  the  future  we  may  yet  find 
that  the  policy  may  be  the  means  of  raising  the  price  of 
goods,  if  they  are  able  to  bring  about  any  combination. 
But  we  stated  that  there  were  different  phases  or  stages 
through  which  such  a  policy  passed.  We  also  stated  that 
goods  would  be  made  ridiculously  cheap  at  ether  times,  so 
that  some  factories  would  have  to  close  up  and  not  employ 
their  men.  We  must  all  admit  that  the  effect  of  the  tariff 
was  to  stimulate  manufacturing— -there  is  no  doubt  whatever 
about  that.  It  had  the  effect  of  over-stimulating  it,  and 
caused  a  large  amount  of  capital  to  be  locked  up  and  con¬ 
siderable  capital  to  bo  lost.  I  can  speak  on  behalf  of  myself 
and  on  behalf  of  my  colleagues  here,  that  the  Liberal  party 
are  not  opposed  to  manufacturing,  that  we  recognise  its 
utility,  and  that  it  is  a  great  factor  in  making  up  the  sum 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  But  the  manufactures  are 
safer  under  a  revenue  tariff  than  under  a  high  protective 
tariff,  as  times  change.  Oats  do  not  grow  tough  or  sturdy 
when  raised  in  hot-houses.  One  great  claim  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  at  that  time  was  that  it  would  retain  our  people 
in  our  own  country.  That  has  not  been  the  case,  I  am 
sorry  to  say.  The  figures  quoted  against  the  previous 
Administration  were  taken  from  the  American  Trade 
and  Commerce  Beturns.  I  take  the  last  year  of 
the  Mackenzie  Administration,  and  I  find  the  number 
of  people  reported  by  the  American  Trade  and 
Commerce  Returns  as  leaving  in  1878  was  26,100.  In  1884, 
the  last  year,  we  have  returns  of  those  who  left  amounting 
to  60,580,  more  than  twice  as  many.  Therefore  the  tariff 
is  a  complete  failure  in  that  respect.  It  may  be  said  that 
these  people  have  gone  to  a  highly  protected  country.  We 
have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  I  do  not  think  that  they 
have  improved  their  prospects  by  going  there.  We  have  a 
splendid  country  ourselves.  We  have  plenty  of  territory, 
and  a  country  in  which  the  crops  can  be  relied  upon  more 
than  in  almost  any  other  country  I  know  of.  We  have 
fewer  failures  of  crops,  and  epidemics  among  domestic 
animals  are  very  rare  indeed.  Therefore  I  contend  that 
these  people  have  not  bettered  their  condition  by  going  to 
another  country,  but  the  fact  remains  that  the  National 
Policy  was  powerless  and  did  not  perform  what  they 
claimed  it  would  do  to  keep  our  own  people  in  our  own 
country.  It  was  also  stated  that  our  trade  with 
Mr.  Cockburn. 
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Great  Britain  would  be  promoted,  that  the  tariff 
was  so  framed  that  it  would  bear  more  heavily  on  Ameri¬ 
can  manufacturers  than  on  British  manufacturers. 
Now  by  the  last  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  of  my  hon. 
friend,  the  Minister  of  Customs,  we  find  that  we  imported 
from  Great  Britain  $43,000,000  worth  of  goods  on  which 
we  collected  a  duty  of  $8,000,000  ;  while  we  imported  from 
the  United  States  $50,000,000  and  only  collected  $7,000,000 
of  revenue.  This  showing  does  not  take  into  account  the 
smuggling  that  is  carried  on  from  the  United  States  by 
these  National  Policy  men,  who  are  protectionists  in  the 
day  time  and  free  traders  after  sundown.  In  saying  this 
I  mean  to  cast  no  reflection  upon  the  Customs  Department, 
because  I  believe  the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  is  a  very 
faithful  public  servant,  and  his  Department  is  very  well 
administered  so  far  as  I  know,  but  it  is  impossible  for  him 
to  keep  watch  over  a  frontier  of  3,000  miles. 

Mr.  IVES.  How  is  it  in  Muskoka  ? 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  daresay  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
more  about  the  smuggling  business  than  the  people 
of  Muskoka.  It  is  claimed  that  taxation  has 
not  increased,  but  I  find  by  the  Customs  returns  that 
the  amount  collected  from  Customs  duties  is  71  cents 
per  head  more  under  the  present  Administration  than  it 
was  under  the  former  Administration.  That  does  not  seem 
to  be  a  very  large  amount,  but  it  is  considerable  for  a  whole 
family.  I  am  not  able  to  gauge  exactly  how  the  people 
are  taxed  in  other  ways,  but  I  know  they  pay  higher  prices 
for  many  of  the  articles  they  consume.  We  know  that 
rubber  goods  and  stoves,  for  instance,  have  increased  in 
price.  Stove  manufacturers  are  more  fortunate  than  cotton 
manufacturers,  for  they  have  been  able  to  keep  up  their 
prices.  The  Gurney  wood  cooking  stove  has  increased  in 
price  $3  or  $4.  The  old-fashioned  stoves  have  gone  out  of 
use  and  can  be  bought  cheaply,  but  the  modern  saleable 
stove  is  about  $4  higher  than  it  was  before  the  National 
Policy  was  introduced.  The  only  respect  in  which 
the  Gurney  wood  cooking  stove  is  claimed  to  be 
worth  more  now  than  it  was  then,  is  in  the  addition  of  a 
little  nickel  ornament  worth  about  30  or  40  cents.  Rubber 
goods  have  also  increased  in  price  and  have  deteriorated  a 
good  deal  in  quality.  Now,  our  hon.  friends  on  the 
Government  side  laughed  at  us  when  we  spoke  about 
the  necessity  of  having  a  cheap  country  to  live  in. 
We  find  that  they  are  adopting  these  tactics  themselves  of 
dodging  the  principal  issue  by  calling  our  attention  to 
present  prices.  Some  hon.  members  have  quoted  the 
prices  of  certain  staple  articles  to  prove  that  the  National 
Policy  has  lowered  prices.  The  tariff  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  respect  to  the  prices  of  sugar  and 
cotton.  Although  those  articles  are  extremely  cheap  in 
this  country,  they  can  be  laid  down  after  paying  duty  just 
as  cheap  from  other  countries.  Goods  that  are  higher  are 
higher  in  consequence  of  the  tariff,  and  goods  that  are 
lower  are  not  lower  in  consequence  of  the  tariff.  It  is  said 
to  be  a  poor  rule  that  will  not  work  both  ways,  but  in  this 
case  the  rule  works  against  the  public  every  time.  We  are 
told  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  that  times  are  better  in 
Canada  than  they  are  in  the  United  States  or  England. 
That  may  be,  but  if  that  is  the  case  now  it  was  also  the  case 
in  1878,  and  why  was  not  the  right  hon.  gentleman  honest 
enough  to  have  stated  so  then.  Now,  we  find  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  and  some  of  the  leading  Con¬ 
servative  papers,  gloating  over  the  depression  that  exists  in 
England.  I  do  not  myself  think  the  depression  so  bad 
there  as  they  represent  it  to  bo,  but  it  would  not  be  any 
great  wonder  ifit  were  when  we  consider  the  dense  popula¬ 
tion  of  England,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
live.  It  is  said  that  there  are  large  monsters  of  the  deep, 
iron  steamships,  lying  idle  at  the  docks.  But  that 
is  in  consequence  cf  the  dull  times  in  other  countries.  Those 
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ships  are  built  to  do  the  business  of  other  countries,  or  to  be 
sold  to  residents  of  other  countries  to  cany  their  commerce, 
and  when  times  are  dull  in  other  countries  there  are  fewer 
English  steamships  employed.  Then  wo  are  told  how  bad 
matters  are  in  England  under  a  free  trade  policy.  I  am  not 
advocating  free  trade ;  we  cannot  have  free  trade  here.  I 
advocate  a  revenue  tariff.  Would  those  hon.  gentlemen  be 
kind  enough  to  toll  us  of  the  depression  that  existed  through¬ 
out  England  before  that  country  adopted  free  trade  ?  1 

will  ask  the  members  to  listen  to  me  while  I  read  from  some 
reports  of  the  state  of  things  that  existed  prior  to  the  aboli¬ 
tion  of  protection  in  England  : 

“  Extract  from  a  report  upon  the  condition  of  the  manufacturing 
industries  in  England  in  1841,  under  protection. 

“  Bolton,  December,  1841. — 50  cotton  mills,  formerly  employing  8,000 
hands,  30  of  these  mills  either  standing  idle  or  working  4  days  in  the 
week.  The  Poor  Protection  Society  had  6,995  applicants  for  relief, 
whose  net  earnings  were  only  thirteen  pence  per  head  per  week.  53 
families  had  no  beds  at  all,  and  there  weie  an  average  of  10$  persons  to 
each  blanket  ;  611  families  had  resorted  to  pledging  or  pawning;  609 
families  had  no  change  of  underclothing.  There  were  1,500  houses 
uninhabited  and  a  large  number  not  yielding  any  rents. 

“  Manchester. — 116  mills  standing  idle.  681  shops  and  offices  unten¬ 
anted  ;  549  dwellings  unoccupied.  In  one  district  of  Manchester,  as 
reported  by  Rev.  Father  Hearne,  there  were  2,000  families  without  a  bed 
and  8,666  persons  whose  weekly  income  was  14$  pence  per  head. 
Patient6  in  hospitals  had  increased  15  per  cent.  The  number  in  prison 
had  nearly  doubled.  Cotton  mills  that  were  deemed  to  be  worth 
.£211,000  had  been  sold  for  £66,000. 

“  Burt. — Only  about  one-third  of  the  hands  employed  which  were 
receiving  but  three  and  a-half  pence  per  day. 

“Stockport. — 37  master  spinners  in  a  state  of  insolvency;  3,000 
dwellings  shut  up.  Mr.  Nelstrop,  Mayor  of  Stockport,  stated  that  73,314 
individuals  had  received  relief,  whose  average  weekly  income  was  only 
9j2„  pence.  Thomas  Carlyle  tells  that  a  cynic  had  in  droll  earnest 
chalked  upon  a  cottage  shutter,  ‘  Stockport  to  let.’ 

“  Glasgow. — 12,000  persons  on  relief  funds. 

“  Accrington. — With  a  population  of  9,000  only  100  employed. 

“  Masland. — 2,000  have  become  paupers. 

“  Leeds. — 10,000  supplied  by  relief. 

“  The  above  are  samples  of  scores  of  other  cases  that  can  be  cited. 
The  clergy  stated  that  thousands  of  the  people  did  not  have  half  decent 
clothing  and  had  to  absent  themselves  from  church  in  consequence. 
Some  were  so  much  reduced  physically  as  to  be  past  receiving  religious 
consolation.  Others  remained  in  bed  as  the  pangs  of  hunger  were  not 
so  keenly  felt  while  reclining.  The  Duke  of  Norfold,  a  protectionist  who 
from  feelings  of  compassion,  recommended  that  the  operative  classes 
who  were  suffering  from  hunger  should  take  an  occasional  pinch  of 
curry  powder  in  a  little  water  to  allay  their  craving  for  food.  Speaking 
of  the  corn  laws,  Carlyle  said  :  ‘  God  declares  against  them  audibly  to 
all  just  hearts.’  ” 

Now  there  is  a  picture  of  England  under  protection  in  1841. 
It  was  not  only  manufacturers,  but  the  tenant  farmers  who 
were  in  the  condition  described,  and  the  depression  lasted 
until  there  was  a  change  in  1844  or  1846. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Give  us  something  later  than  that. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  suppose  it  does  not  serve  the  purpose 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  to  hear  these  state¬ 
ments,  but  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had  not  said  so  much 
to  us  about  the  present  depression  in  England,  I  would  not 
have  quoted  these  facts.  Now,  speaking  of  England,  it 
does  not  become  us  very  well  to  gloat  over  the  depression 
that  exists  there  ;  England  is  one  of  the  most  wonderful 
countries  in  the  world.  I  do  not  wonder  at  the  greatness 
of  the  United  States  ;  there  is  nothing  to  hinder  it.  They 
possess  immense  natural  resources,  and  the  country 
could  not  help  becoming  great.  1  am  almost  reminded 
of  the  down-easter,  who  looked  at  everything 
from  a  commercial  standpoint  rather  than  the 
sublime,  said  he  was  not  astonished  to  see  water 
pouring  over  Niagara  Falls  for  there  was  nothing  to  hinder 
it.  There  was  nothing  to  hinder  the  United  States  pro- 
gresseing.  These  little  gems  of  the  sea,  the  British  Isles, 
are  far  greater  wonders  than  any  other  country  under  the 
sun.  The  United  Kingdom  contains  only  120,822  square 
milos,  and  sustains  a  population  of  35,000,000,  and  furnishes 
capital  to  build  railways  and  other  improvements  all  over 


the  globe.  That  country  sustains  a  population  of  290  to  the 
square  mile.  The  United  States  contain  3,094,000  square 
miles,  and  sustain  a  population  of  50,000,000  people  or  only 
16  to  the  square  mile.  In  other  words,  in  the  United  States 
there  are  only  16  people  to  each  square  mile  as  compared  to 
the  United  Kingdom,  which  has  to  support  290  people  to 
the  square  mile.  We  ought  to  have  good  times  in  Canada. 
We  have  had  very  abundant  crops,  a  large  amount  of  public 
money  has  been  expended  on  public  works  and  we  have  a 
great  country  to  settle.  I  have  faith  in  this  country.  I 
think  matters  are  sound,  thanks  to  the  thrift  of  the 
people,  although  trade  is  very  dull  and  people  can  hardly 
understand  why  there  is  sq  little  trade  doing.  There 
is,  however,  an  abundance  of  food  in  the  country.  We 
have  had  a  large  number  of  failures,  which  would  not 
have  been  the  case  under  a  revenue  tariff.  We  find 
a  great  many  of  the  employes  in  manufacturing  estab¬ 
lishments  have  been  idle  or  working  short  time.  A  great 
many  no  doubt  returned  to  work  after  a  time — no  doubt 
the  majority  of  them  will  return  to  work ;  nevertheless 
the  fact  remains  that  a  great  many  at  present  are  unem¬ 
ployed.  In  Toronto,  which  is  one  of  the  most  prosperous 
cities  in  the  Dominion,  and  which  always  thrives,  there 
are  many  hundreds  of  people  out  of  employment  or 
working  short  time.  We  find  our  expenditure  has 
been  increased  very  much.  It  may  be  that  owing  to 
public  works  it  has  been  necessary  to  increase  the  capital 
account ;  but  there  has  been  a  very  large  increase  in  the 
controllable  expenditure,  some  $1,000,01)0,  which  might 
have  been  obviated.  For  this  unnecessary  increase  we  hold 
the  Government  directly  responsible.  There  is  a  very  strong 
presumption  that  the  resources  of  this  country  have  been 
frittered  away,  that  in  some  instances  the  inheritance  of  the 
people  has  been  squandered  in  order  help  friends  of  the 
Government  or  reward  political  supporters.  For  instance, 
with  respect  to  timber  lands  so  called,  we  find  a  very  perni¬ 
cious  system  has  obtained  in  that  regard.  We  hear  of  a  party 
obtaining  $600,000  for  that  for  which  he  paid  a  few  thousands 
of  dollars.  That  immense  profit  belonged  to  the  people, 
but  it  is  gone  now.  There  is  also  a  strong  presumption 
that  contractors  have  been  receiving  large  extras,  thei’eby 
enabling  them  to  make  large  contributions  to  election  funds. 
I  do  not  state  that  it  is  so;  but  thei’e  is  a  strong  presump¬ 
tion  in  that  direction.  I  have  often  wondered  where  the 
large  amounts  of  money  in  circulation  at  election  times  came 
from.  From  what  source  did  the  $25,000  or  more  which  w  ent 
to  Muskoka  and  carried  the  local  election  come  ?  I  did  not 
know  there  was  so  many  patriotic  men  who  were  prepared  to 
subscribe  private  money.  I  also  wonder  where  the  funds  came 
from  which  were  offered  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  members 
of  the  Ontario  Legislalure  a  year  afterwards.  Such  prac¬ 
tices  are  very  wrong.  We  have  had  men  in  our  own  party, 
I  believe,  who  have  spent  large  sums  of  money  at  elections. 
That  was  very  wrong.  I  am  very  glad  I  was  not  among 
the  number.  But  it  is  a  fact  that  considerable  money  has 
been  spent  in  that  way.  Who  is  to  blame  ?  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  who  refused  to  give  us  an  election  law  whereby 
controverted  elections  would  bo  tried  by  the  judges.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  that  bad  habit  prevailed,  to  some  extent,  at  that 
time.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  spent  large 
amounts  of  their  own  money,  and  they  were  very  much  to 
blame  for  having  done  so.  But  that  was  not  half  so  bad  as 
to  take  the  people’s  money  indirectly  from  the  public 
treasury  and  use  it  for  election  purposes. 

Mr.  BOWELL  I  suppose  you  mean  colonisation  roads? 

Mr.  COCKBURN  Colonisation  roads  accounts  in  Ontario 
are  all  right ;  you  cannot  make  anything  out  of  them. 
We  find  the  trade  policy  not  a  success.  We  find  the 
railway  policy  not  a  success.  We  find  that  constant 
applications  are  made  for  large  amounts  of  money  ; 
that  final  arrangements  are  supposed  to  be  made  but 
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the  company  come  back  another  year  and  another  final 
arrangement  is  entered  into.  The  Government  have  not 
carried  out  their  pledges,  and  have  changed  their  railway 
policy  at  different  times.  At  one  time  they  were  going 
to  build  the  road  for  $79,000,000  ;  at  another  time  the 
leader  of  the  Government  said  he  was  going  to  make  suffi¬ 
cient  money  out  of  the  lands  to  build  the  road  without  any 
expense  to  this  country.  He  also  stated  that  some 
$58,000,000  were  to  be  received  from  the  sales  of  land  up 
to  1891.  They  have  not  yet  received  $1,000,000,  clear  of 
expenses,  and  they  will  have  to  hurry  up  in  order  to  obtain 
the  other  $57,000,000.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  boast  of 
being  the  party  of  progress  with  respect  to  this  railway.  1 
will  not  concede  that  claim,  but  I  think  they  might  appro¬ 
priately  call  themselves  the  reckless  party.  They  should 
make  haste  slowly.  We  all  appreciate  the  advantages  of  a 
trans-continental  railway,  but  it  should  be  built  as  the 
resources  of  the  country  will  permit  andin  a  prudent,  econ¬ 
omical  manner.  The  Government  railway  policy  is  very 
unsatisfactory.  Their  land  policy  has  also  been  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  the  population  expected  is  not  now  to 
be  found  in  Manitoba  aud  the  North-West.  What  do  we 
find  they  now  have  on  their  hands?  They  have  a  second 
rebellion  in  this  short  history  of  the  country.  All  this  might 
be  obviated  by  a  little  care  in  explaining  matters  to  the 
people  who  are  not  so  well  versed  as  we  in  Ontario  are  with 
the  usages  of  land  holding.  lam  sure  the  first  rebellion 
might  have  been  avoided  ;  and  I  daresay  if  the  people  of 
that  country  had  proper  representation,  if  they  had  anyone 
to  see  to  their  wants,  or  listen  to  the  complaints  and 
alleged  grievances,  the  present  trouble  might  have  been 
averted.  It  is  also  to  be  noticed  that  the  tone  of  political 
morality  in  this  country  is  not  in  a  very  satisfactory  state. 
There  are  too  many  of  our  people  who  have  no  faith  that 
public  affairs  can  be  administered  in  a  straightforward  and 
honest  manner,  though  I  do  not  subscribe  to  that  doctrine 
myself.  We  are  told  that  you  might  as  well  preach  in 
the  wilderness  as  try  to  inculcate  the  doctrines  of  sound 
political  morality  in  the  country  at  the  present  time.  I 
believe  this  feeling  prevails  to  an  alarming  extent,  though 
for  my  part  I  do  not  despair  of  a  better  time  coming,  when 
public  matters  will  be  in  a  more  satisfactory  state.  I  am 
sorry  the  right  bon.  gentleman  is  not  in  his  place,  though 
whether  he  were  present  or  absent,  I  should  be  sorry  to  say 
anything  disrespectful  of  him.  I  hold,  however,  that  there 
has  been  and  is  a  great  deal  of  political  corruption  in  the 
country,  and  for  the  last  thirty  or  forty  years  that  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  the  central  figure  in  all  political  matters. 
I  therefore  hold  him,  to  a  large  extent,  responsible  for  the 
demoralisation  of  the  rising  politicians  of  the  country ;  the 
tendency  of  his  tactics  has  been  to  develop  a  very  bad 
school  of  politicians.  However,  as  the  debate  is  wearing 
on  and  hon.  gentlemen  are  very  patient,  I  shall  close  very 
soon,  though  1  have  a  great  many  more  notes. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Go  on. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  thinlis 
I  cannot  go  on,  and  that  is  the  reason  he  is  so  liberal  on 
this  occasion,  but  I  am  not  exhausted  by  any  means.  I 
have  endeavored  to  give  a  fair  expost  of  public  matters 
according  to  my  light.  I  think  the  figures  I  have  given 
will  bear  investigation,  and  I  challenge  hon.  members  to 
investigate  them,  for  I  am  not  at  all  afraid  to  stand  by 
my  utterances.  I  am  also  sure  that  my  deductions  and 
general  impressions  will  commend  themselves  to  all  intel¬ 
ligent  and  well  informed  people  who  are  not  biassed  by 
party  considerations.  I  have  endeavored  to  do  the  tariff  as 
much  justice  as  possible.  As  I  have  already  stated  I 
believe  it  has  already  stimulated  some  industries  of 
this  country  and  we  have  had  good  specimens  of  manu¬ 
facture  produced  in  Canada,  which  is  a  gratifying  circum¬ 
stance  ;  but  I  say  that,  taking  the  matter  all  in  all,  the  tariff 
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has  been  inimical  to  the  general  interests  of  the  country. 
With  regard  to  the  policy  we  should  pursue,  I  think  it 
would  be  well  for  the  Finance  Minister  to  return  as  soon  as 
possible  to  a  revenue  tariff.  In  1873  we,  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  stated  that  the  effect  of  the  tariff  would  be  to 
cripple  the  milling  industries  and  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
country,  and  we  know  that  the  milling  industry  is  now  in 
a  depressed  state,  and  that  the  carrying  trade  has  been 
injured.  We  also  stated  that  the  effect  of  the  tariff  would  bo 
very  injurious  to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  And  such 
undoubtedly  has  been  the  case.  The  effect  of  the  tariff  has 
been  to  develop  some  inter-provincial  trade,  but  ibis  has 
been  done  by  a  forcing  process,  and  it  has  forced  out  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  some  of  the  best  men  of  the  country, 
by  injuring  various  lines  of  business.  We  were  biddingfair 
to  take  the  position  of  being  perhaps  the  greatest  maritime 
people  in  the  world,  in  proportion  to  our  population,  but 
the  attempt  to  develop  this  inter-provincial  trade  has  had 
the  effect  of  injuring  the  trade  of  small  carriers — men  who, 
with  small  ships,  did  the  carrying  trade  for  local  ports  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  carrying  products  to  the  eastern 
ports  of  the  United  States,  and  bringing  back  cornmoal  and 
other  provisions.  1  cannot  conceive  of  any  tax  that  could 
be  more  unjust  than  the  tax  on  cornmeal,  for  it  is  an  article 
which  does  not  come  in  -competition  with  us,  as  we  are  not 
producers  of  cornmeal.  I  hold,  therefore,  that  the  Maritime 
Provinces  have  been  injured,  notwithstanding  the  remarks  of 
some  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  more  interested  in,  and  should 
bo  better  acquainted  with,  those  Provinces  than  I  am.  There 
may  be  some  coal  producing  counties  which  have  been 
benefitted,  but  I  do  not  think  that  even  they  have  realised 
the  benefits  to  the  extent  which  has  been  claimed  for  them, 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  point  to  the  fact  that  they  carried  the 
country  ;  they  may  point  to  the  general  elections  and  the 
bye-elections  at  the  polls,  but  they  do  not  count  for  anything. 
Wo  did  not  get  a  fair  election.  We  had  not  a  fair  election  in 
1882,  on  account  of  the  gerrymander  and  the  sops  which  were 
thrown  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  to  many  sections. 
As  to  the  bye-elections  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  act  in  a 
very  different  way  from  what  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  acted  when  he  was  in  power.  They  are 
very  careful  about  opening  constituencies,  and  when  they 
do  open  them  they  put  on  all  possible  power  to  carry  them, 
instead  of  relying  alone  on  the  integrity  and  intelligence  of 
the  peopleasthe  hon. member  for  East  York(Mr.  Mackenzie; 
did.  Of  course  the  fates  were  against  us  at  that  time,  but  the 
one  thing  needful  for  the  people  in  the  Maritime  Provinces 
is - 

Mr,  1YES.  Money. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Yes,  I  know,  that  making  money  is 
the  politics  of  some  hon.  gentlemen.  The  one  thing  most 
needtul  for  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  is  a  fairly 
considered  reciprocity  treaty  in  the  natural  products  of  the 
country,  as  this  would  help  the  coasting  business  and  other 
lines  of  trade  in  those  Provinces.  In  Ontario  they  do  not 
care  so  much  about  it,  though  it  would  be  an  advantage  to 
the  farmers  who  have  horses,  barley,  &c.,  to  sell  and  other 
produce  for  the  American  markets;  and  it  would  also  be  a 
benefit  to  the  lumbermen.  There  has  been  discussion  in  this 
debate  as  to  who  pays  the  duty.  I  believe  that  in  some 
cases  the  consumer  pays  the  duty,  and  in  others  the  producer, 
but  it  is  generally  conceded  by  those  who  have  studied  the 
matter  that  in  barley  and  in  some  other  articles  it  is  divided, 
each  paying  one-half,  which  would  leave  a  margin  for  our 
farmers  and  lumbermen.  I  see  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  is  present,  who  ha.s  been 
agitating  for  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  cornmeal,  a  move¬ 
ment  in  which  ho  will  have  my  hearty  support. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  should  be  happy  to  know  that  we 
could  be  successful,  but  I  am  afraid  not. 
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Mr.  CQCKBURN.  I  am  something  like  the  Minister  of 
the  Exterior — I  am  not  in  the  secrets  of  the  Government. 
I  must,  however,  close  my  remarks,  and  though  I  have 
taken  more  time  than  I  should  have  taken,  I  felt  it  my  duty 
to  give  my  views ;  and  though  they  have  not  been  pre¬ 
sented  very  glibly  I  felt  that  I  should  present  my  impres¬ 
sions  whether  they  wore  appreciated  or  not.  And,  Mr. 
Speaker,  you  will  be  glad  to  know  that  I  have  not  prepared 
a  highfaluting  peroration,  and  so  I  shall  without  further 
remark  resame  my  seat. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  feel  that  I  should  apolo¬ 
gise  to  the  House  for  prolonging  this  debate,  but,  as  is  well 
known,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  have,  during  this  Session, 
taken  up  much  of  the  time  of  the  House.  And  I  do  not  know, 
Sir,  that  I  would  be  induced  even  now  to  say  anything  on  the 
qeust  oa  before  you,  if  it  were  not  for  what  has  fallen  from 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  have  had  the  satisfaction  of 
listening  to  and  reading  a  great  number  of  speeches  delivered 
by  Finance  Ministers  on  the  opening  of  the  Budget,  and  I 
must  say  that  I  have  never  listened  to  or  read  one  with 
greater  satisfaction  than  the  able  dissertation  which  was 
given  to  us  by  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  on  the  opening  of 
his  Budget.  He  had  an  opportunity  then  of  referring  to  the 
progress  of  trade  and  commerce  in  this  country  for  the  last 
live  years,  and  he  could  do  so  with  great  satisfaction,  not 
only  to  himself  and  to  this  House,  but  to  the  country  gene¬ 
rally.  Sir,  all  that  the  Finance  Minister  said  is  capable  of 
being  verified,  notwithstanding  what  has  been  alleged  on  the 
other  side.  I  do  not  purpose,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago, 
to  enter  into  a  general  discussion  of  all  that  has  been 
presented  in  that  address ;  but  I  mean  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
in  reference  to  what  has  fallen  from  some  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  Sir,  we  have  learned  that  if  those  hon.  gentlemen 
htve  no  other  policy  to  present  to  this  country,  they  have 
certainly  a  policy  of  detraction.  That  has  been  their  policy, 
not  only  since  the  time  they  were  consigned  to  the  cold  shades 
of  Opposition  in  1878,  but  those  of  us  who  are  old  enough 
to  remember  how  they  conducted  themselves  in  Opposition 
for  17  or  18  years  before  they  got  into  power  in  1874,  will 
remember  that  that  was  the  policy  they  indulged  in  during 
that  time.  It  was  a  policy  of  detraction,  a  policy  designed  to 
make  the  people  believe  that  this  country  was  not  governed 
in  an  economical  or  proper  spirit,  but  against  the  best 
interests  of  the  people  ;  and  so  long  had  they  harped  on  that 
string  that  the  people  at  last  were  induced  to  think  they 
were  really  sincere,  and  that  the  country  was  not  governed 
sowell  as  it  would  be  if  it  was  governed  by  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men.  Well,  the  people  gave  them  a  chance  to  show  what 
they  were  ma  le  of;  they  had  five  years  of  power,  and  what 
was  the  result  ?  They  came  into  power  under  most  favorable 
circumstances.  They  assumed  the  government  when  the 
exchecquer  was  full  and  overflowing  ;  they  came  into  power 
when  this  country  was  in  a  high  state  of  progress ;  they 
came  into  power  shortly  after  the  American  war  had  ceased, 
a  war  which  had  all  but  exhausted  the  best  energies  of  that 
great  people,  and  one  which  had  materially  crippled  their 
manufacturing  industries,  which  gave  a  great  advantage  to 
the  manufacturing  interests  of  this  country.  But  notwith¬ 
standing  all  that,  Sir,  before  these  hon.  gentlemen  were  in 
power  three  short  years,  their  policy  had  such  an  effect  upon 
the  country  that  it  began  to  go  back  ;  and  untii  they  were 
driven  out  the  country  suffered.  Well,  Sir,  the  people  having 
given  these  hon.  gentlemen  a  chance  to  try  their  hand  at 
governing  this  country,  so  soon  as  they  got  an  opportunity 
to  reconsider  what  they  had  unfortunately  done  in  1874, 
rejected  them  and  ignominiously  turned  them  out  of  power, 
and  they  are  now  in  the  cold  shades  of  Opposition,  having 
had  in  the  meantime  an  other  opportunity  of  getting  back  into 
power,  but  the  people  thought  them  unworthy  of  their  confi¬ 
dence.  I  predict  that  so  long  as  the  generation  is  in  existence 
which  was  in  existence  while  these  hon.  gentlemen  occupied 


the  treasury  benches,  so  long  will  these  hon.  gentlemen  be 
kept  in  the  cold  shades  of  Opposition.  Until  the  people  can 
be  educated  to  forget  all  that  took  place  from  1873  to  1878, 
so  long  will  these  hon.  gentlemen  remain  exactly  where  they 
are.  Now,  Sir,  I  propose  to  examine  some  statements  which 
have  been  made  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
on  this  subject.  I  would  not  condescend  to  do  so,  if  some  of 
these  statements  had  not  come  from  one  who  aspires  to  be  a 
bright  particular  star  in  the  Illiberal  firmamont.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  not  merely  considered  the  question  from 
a  national  or  Dominion  point  of  view;  they  have  not  only 
dealt  with  the  question  of  trade  and  commerce  as  it  affects 
the  whole  Dominion  generally ;  but  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills), who  I  regret  is  Dot  in  his  place — becauso 
I  always  like  to  say  to  a  man’s  face  what  I  would  say  behind 
his  back  — in  fact,  I  would  say  more  to  his  face  than  I  would 
behind  his  back — the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  I  say, 
descended  from  Dominion  politics  down  to  what  might  be 
called  the  local  affairs  of  the  city  of  Hamilton.  Sir,  I  have 
the  honor  to  represent  that  city,  and  pi'oud  I  am  of  the 
honor;  and  I  have  to  say  that  the  only  new  thing  that  has 
been  said  on  the  other  side  in  this  debate  was  the  astound¬ 
ing  statement  put  forward  by  the  bon.  member  for  Bothwell 
with  reference  to  the  city  of  Hamilton.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said — and  I  read  from  the  report  of  his  speech  in 
Hansard : 

“The  Hamilton  Spectator  is  the  organ  of  the  Tory  party.  It  is  a 
paper  friendly  to  the  Administration;  it  advocates  the  doctrine  of  pro¬ 
tection,  and  it  describes  the  condition  of  the  manufactures  in  Hamilton 
at  that  time.  It  says  :  ‘The  Empire  foundry  of  Copp  &  Co.  had  been 
enormously  increased  in  capacity,  and  its  business  has  increased.’  It 
mentions  the  fact  that  the  Wanzer  Sewing  Machine  Co.  had  greatly 
extended  their  business,  and  were  employing  a  much  larger  number  of 
hands  than  before.  It  mentions  that  the  Gurney  Co.  had  also  greatly 
increased  the  capacity  of  their  factory,  and  were  giving  employment  to 
a  greater  number  of  men  than  before.  It  also  describes  the  manufac¬ 
turing  establishments  of  Sawyer  &  Co.  and  of  Burrows,  Stewart  &  Milne, 
it  describes  several  other  establishments  in  Hamilton  that  had  enlarged 
their  capacity,  and  employed  an  increased  number  of  hands.  And,  Sir, 
it  is  well  known  that  the  progress  of  manufactures  in  Hamilton  was 
greater  between  1873  and  1878,  notwithstanding  there  was  a  depression 
existing,  than  it  has  been  between  1879  and  the  present  hour.” 

It  is  that  astounding  statement,  Sir,  that  has  been  the  cause 
of  calling  me  to  my  feet ;  and  it  is  on  account  of  that  that  I 
have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  order  that  I  may 
give  it  a  fiat  and  blunt  contradiction.  I  say  the  facts  do  not 
warrant  the  assertion,  and  I  submit  that  it  is  an  extraordinary 
thing  for  any  member  of  the  House,  occupying  the  position 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  presumes  to  occupy,  to  make  such 
a  statement  in  the  broad  face  of  day.  Sir,  it  is  true,  that 
Hamilton  was  a  flourishing  city  in  1873  and  1874.  There  is 
no  doubt  of  it.  Hamilton  has  always  been,  comparatively 
speaking,  a  flourishing  city.  Its  people  are  energetic,  enter¬ 
prising  and  enlightened,  and  desirous  of  making  their  city 
what  it  should  be,  a  great  manufacturing  centre.  They  are 
engaged  chiefly  in  manufacturing  industries,  and  have 
that  spirit  of  enterprise  which  all  good  citizens  should  have, 
and  which  I  am  happy  and  proud  to  say,  abounds  in  the  city 
of  Hamilton.  No  doubt,  for  some  years,  up  to  1873,  1874 
and  1875,  Hamilton  wonderfully  increased  its  manufacturing 
establishments.  This  House  understands  that  Hamilton  has 
long  been  looked  upon  as  the  seat  of  the  National  Policy. 
The  people  have  long  been  in  favor  of  a  policy  which  would 
foster  and  protect  the  native  industries  of  the  country;  the 
people  had  but  one  opinion  on  that  point,  and  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  represented  Hamilton  before  my  colleague 
and  myself  had  the  honor  of  seats  in  this  House,  were 
elected  on  the  express  promise  and  pledge  that  they  would 
give  their  utmost  support  to  a  protective  policy.  Had  they 
not  given  that  pledge,  they  could  not  have  been  returned, 
and  they  said  to  the  people :  “You  had  better  by 
far  return  us,  who  are  supporters  of  the  Government,  than 
to  return  our  opponents,  who  would  be  in  Opposition, 
and  could  do  nothing.”  "Well,  the  people  believed  them. 
These  gentlemen  were  returned  in  1874  by  a  majority 
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of  something  over  500,  and  the  electors  believed 

firmly  that  a  policy  of  protection  would  be  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  Mackenzie  Government.  Their  represen¬ 
tatives  told  them  that  such  a  policy  would  be  introduced, 
that  although  the  Mackenzie  Government  were  free 
traders,  yet  they  could  see  what  was  for  the  interest  of 
the  country,  and  that  they,  as  representatives  of  Hamilton, 
would  have  sufficient  influence  with  the  Government  to 
induce  it  to  concede  the  point.  More  than  that,  up  to  1878, 
at  every  bye-election,  the  Government  were  being  defeated, 
and  the  people  of  Hamilton  thought  that,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  the  Ministers  would  have  sense  and  prescience  enough, 
and  were  of  sufficient  ability  as  statesmen,  to  see  what  the 
demands  and  requirements  of  the  country  were,  and  that 
when  the  Session  of  1878  came  round  the  Finance  Minister 
would,  as  a  matter  of  course,  come  down  with  such  a  scheme 
for  the  readjustment  of  the  tariff  as  would  give  the  people 
what  they  so  much  required.  They  waited  in  vain  ;  but,  in 
the  hope  that  their  wishes  and  expectations  would  be  grati¬ 
fied,  they  did,  in  some  cases,  enlarge  their  premises,  and  this 
was  noted  at  the  time  in  the  public  press.  The  Session  of 
1878  came  and  went.  When  the  members  of  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  would  meet  members  of  the  Liberal  party  and 
draw  their  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  country 
was  going  to  the  dogs  for  want  of  that  policy 
which  Hamilton  had  been  so  instrumental  in  pro 
pounding  to  the  country,  they  were  always  met  with  the 
assertion  ;  “  Have  faith  in  the  Minister  of  Finance ;  he  is  the 
greatest  Finance  Minister  that  ever  graced  the  treasury 
benches  ;  he  is  no  ordinary  man.”  In  fact,  in  comparing 
him  with  other  financiers, they  spoke  of  him  as  a  “mountain  ” 
compared  to  “a  mole  hill.”  They  considered  him  the  great 
“  mountain  of  finance,”  as  a  man  whose  ability  was  so  great 
that  he  could  only  be  compared  for  a  moment  with  any  of  his 
predecessors  !  Well,  the  time  came  ;  the  “  mountain  ”  was  in 
labor  and  it  was  expected  to  bring  forth  something  more  than 
a  mouse,  but  it  did  not  bring  forth  even  “a  mouse it  was  a 
“  fly  on  the  wheel.”  Of  course  there  was  great  depression 
then.  The  people  saw  that  nothing  could  induce  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day  to  grant  that  great  panacea  which  they 
all  desired  so  much.  Shops  and  manufacturing  establish¬ 
ments  were  either  shut  up  entirely,  or  were  working 
on  half  time,  or  at  half  their  capacity ;  mechanics  who 
should  have  been  earning  $2  or  $2.50  a  day,  were  turned 
out  into  the  streets,  and  those  who  could  not  afford  to  leave 
tho  country  and  go  to  the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  for 
the  purpose  of  earning  a  livelihood,  were  obliged  to 
remain  in  Canada  and  work  for  the  corporation  at  75 
cents  per  day.  Are  there  any  such  scenes  witnessed 
today  in  Canada  ?  Or  anything  approaching  them?  Yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  the  hardihood  to  say  that  “  the 
progress  of  manufacturing  industry  was  greater  from  1873 
to  1878  than  from  1878  to  the  present.”  Hamilton  is,  as  I 
have  said,  almost  entirely  a  manufacturing  city,  and,  except 
so  far  as  manufacturing  industries  are  concerned,  her  com¬ 
mercial  importance  is  not  so  great.  If,  therefore,  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  said  were  true,  the  population  of  the  city 
would  have  decreased,  and  the  value  of  property  would  also 
have  decreased.  But  what  do  we  find  ?  I  have  it  from  the  best 
authority,  and  although  I  would  be  very  loath  to  quote  any 
paper  from  the  opposite  side  of  politics  in  corroboration, 
yet  one  can  go  sometimes  with  profit  into  the  enemy’s 
camp  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  evidence  in  support  of 
his  statement.  In  1871,  the  population  of  Hamilton  was 
31,957  ;  in  1879  it  was  34,268,  or  an  increase  in  five  years 
of  2,311,  making  an  increase  of  462  per  year.  In  1883  the 
population  had  increased  to  38,196,  an  increase  of  3,928  in 
five  years  or  786  per  year.  In  1884,  the  population  had 
increased  to  39,216,  an  increase  in  one  year  of  1,020.  Since 
1881  the  increase  has  been  more  than  double  as  rapid  as 
from  1874  to  1879.  In  support  of  the  progress  of  the 
city,  as  regards  population,  I  refer  hon.  members 
Mr.  Robertson  (Hamilton). 
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to  the  Hamilton  Times  of  the  18th  March  instant.  A 
question  of  representation  in  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Ontario  is  up  before  that  House.  I  will  not  trespass  on  the 
good  nature  of  the  House  by  alluding  to  that  in  any  other 
way  than  merely  to  mention  that  the  hon.  member  (Mr. 
Gibson)  who  represents  Hamilton  in  the  Lwal  House,  is 
desirous  that  there  should  be  two  members  to  represent 
Hamilton,  as  he  claims  that  city  is  entitled  to  two  members 
instead  of  one  ;  so  Mr.  Gibson  has  given  notice  of  his  inten¬ 
tion  to  move  that  Hamilton  shall  be  given  an  additional 
member.  The  Times  newspaper  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  His  argument  is  that  the  population  of  Hamilton  is  now  about  40,000 
and  that  the  population  of  the  city  increases  more  rapidly  than  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  Province  at  large,  so  that  in  ten  years  hence  there  will  be 
50,000  or  60,000  within  the  limits,  and  that  is  quite  true.” 

I  think  I  have  proved  that  part  of  my  statement,  at  all 
events,  by  the  facts  as  I  have  given  them  to  you,  as  they 
have  been  taken  each  year  by  the  assessors  as  they  go 
from  door  to  door,  and  subsequently  by  tho  assertion  of  the 
organ  of  the  party,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
certainly  will  not  say  a  word  against,  that  “  it  is  all  true.” 
How,  let  us  look  at  the  assessed  value  of  property  within 
those  periods.  I  think  those  things  go  to  show  whether  a 
country  or  a  city  is  progressing  or  is  going  to  decay.  In 
1874,  the  assessed  value  was  $13,859,040;  in  1879,  it 
had  increased  to  $15,168,210,  being  an  increase  in  the 
five  years  of  $1,318,170,  or  a  little  more  than  $260,000 
per  annum;  in  1883,  it  had  reached $17,713, 150,  an  increase 
of  $3,544,940  in  five  years,  or  rather  more  than  $500,000  per 
annum ;  in  1884,  the  year  just  expired,  it  has  increased  to 
$18,818,330,  showing  an  increase  in  one  year  of  $1,105,180, 
or  more  than  four  times  the  rate  of  increase  between  1874 
and  1879.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  “it  is  well 
known  that  the  manufacturing  industries  of  Hamilton 
have  not  prospered  so  weil  between  1878  and  the 
present  hour  as  between  1873  and  1878.”  Now,  there 
is  no  doubt  that,  as  between  1882  and  1884,  there 
is  a  difference  in  favor  of  1882.  We  all  know  that 
1881  and  1882  were  years  of  wonderful  activity  in 
trade  and  business.  That  every  manufacturing  interest 
was  then  driven  to  its  utmost  capacity.  We  know  that 
there  was  not  an  establishment — and  I  am  speaking  now 
from  a  local  point  of  view — in  the  city  of  Hamilton  but  was 
working  over  hours  and  could  not  even  then  fill  tho  orders 
fast  enough.  The  time  did  come  when  there  was  a  slacking 
up.  The  great  excitement  that  extended  to  the  North- 
West  began  to  die  away,  and  the  manufacturing  interest 
began  to  flag,  and  therefore,  of  course,  business  is  not  so 
brisk  in  1884  as  it  was  in  1882.  But,  nevertheless,  there 
are  more  men  now  employed  in  the  aggregate  and  higher 
wages  are  paid  than  at  any  former  period  in  the  city’s  his¬ 
tory.  Why,  at  this  day,  although  you  hear  people  com¬ 
plain  about  the  want  of  work,  and  the  impossibility  of  get- 
ing  work  for  the  laborers  to  do,  you  cannot  employ  a  man 
in  the  city  of  Hamilton  for  less  than  $1.25  a  day,  and 
many  of  them  ask  $1.50.  But  then  we  must  take  into 
account  that  this  is  the  winter  season,  and  hun¬ 
dreds  of  laborers  can  only  find  employment  when  the 
snow  is  off  the  ground,  and  the  weather  is  more 
seasonable.  There  is  never  so  much  work  going  on  in  a 
city  or  in  a  country,  if  I  might  so  speak,  in  the  winter 
season,  as  there  is  in  the  other  parts  of  the  year.  But  we 
have  no  mechanics,  unless  brick-layers  and  stone-masons,  out 
of  employment.  We  have  no  man  who  is  able  to  earn  $2.50 
a  day  coming  to  the  offices  of  the  city  hall  and  begging  the 
mayor  to  give  him  work  at  75  cents  a  day  as  a  digger, 
or  scraper  on  the  streets.  We  have  no  such  characters  as 
these.  They  are  all  employed  one  way  or  another,  or,  if  they 
are  not  employed,  they  have  tho  money  lying  by  in  the  sav¬ 
ings  bank  which  they  can  draw  on  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
the  wolf  from  the  door,  a  thing  they  could  not  do  in  187a. 
Now,  a  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the  report  of  the 
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manufacturing  interests  which  has  been  laid  before  this 
House  by  the  Finance  Minister,  and  it  has  been  derided  and 
spoken  about  in  a  way  anything  but  complimentary.  I 
am  free  to  say  that  that  report  does  not  give  a  full 
and  particular  account  of  all  the  industries  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion.  It  never  was  intended  that  it  should.  It  would 
be  quite  impossible  for  any  one  man  or  any  half 
dozen  men  to  go  from  one  end  of  this  Dominion  to 
the  other  and  give  a  full  and  particular  account  of 
its  industries  and  make  comparative  statements  between 
1878  and  1884.  It  does  not  pretend  to  do  that,  and 
with  reference  to  the  city  of  Hamilton  alone  it  leaves 
out  a  great  number  of  most  important  institutions.  My 
colleague  and  myself,  of  our  own  knowledge,  here  in  the 
House,  have  been  able  to  go  over  that  statement  and  show 
that  at  least  50,  if  not  more,  important  establishments  have 
been  left  out.  I  suppose  the  report  meets  the  purposo  for 
which  it  was  intended.  It  gives  a  certain  number  of 
institutions  that  were  in  vogue  in  1878,  and  a  certain  number 
that  have  been  established  since  that  time,  and  they  draw  a 
comparison  and  show  that  of  these  62— we  take  the  city  of 
Hamilton — 40  of  them  were  erected  before  1878,  and 
22  since,  showing  the  comparison,  the  increase  of  capital 
invested,  the  amount  of  wages  paid  out  weekly, 
and  the  amount  of  products  that  have  been  turned  out. 
I  might  mention  that  in  that  report  so  important  a  con' 
corn  as  George  E.  Tuckett  &  Sons’  tobacco  factory,  one 
known  all  over  the  world,  is  omitted.  B.  M.  Wanzer  &  Co.’s 
great  sewing  machine  establishment  is  left  out ;  E.  M.  W&n- 
zer  &  Co.’s  great  screw  factory  is  left  out.  How  these  are  very 
important  establishments,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  had  the 
audacity  to  say  that  “Wanzer  &  Co.’s  establishment  was  not 
employing  one-third  the  number  of  men  this  year  that  it 
was  in  1878.”  Well,  all  I  can  say  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  is 
this,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  E.  M.  Wanzer  &  Co.  have  added  to 
their  capacity  for  turning  out  work  within  the  last  year, 
buildings  and  machinery  which  have  cost  them  $100,000  ; 
so  I  think  that  is  something  which  goes  to  prove  a  state  of 
affairs  contrary  to  that  asserted  as  existing  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  Then,  Sir,  we  have  another 
establishment  in  Hamilton,  which  was  built  immediately 
after  the  National  Policy  was  introduced — an  extensive 
coffin  factory  erected,  as  was  jocularly  said  at  the  time,  for 
the  purpose  of  burying  the  clear  Grit  party.  We  have 
also  got  a  very  large  baby  carriage  factory,  which  is 
evidence  of  a  great  increase  in  population.  So  you  see  that 
putting  one  against  the  other  the  rising  generation  being 
protectionists,  those  who  are  being  buried  are  free  traders— 
the  result  is  inevitable  !  I  will  not  take  up  time  by  enumer¬ 
ating  the  other  establishments  erected  since  1879,  because 
it  is  unnecessary  to  do  so ;  but  they  are  large,  numerous  and 
extensive,  all  of  which  goes  to  show  that  the  city  of  Hamilton, 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  endeavored  to  belittle  and  detract 
from,  is  one  of  the  most  flourishing  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  So  much  for  the  city  of  Hamilton.  I  must  now, 
with  leave  of  the  House,  notice  some  of  the  figures  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave  us  by  way  of  proving  that  the  duty  does 
not  keep  articles  out  of  the  market.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  in  his  speech  : 

“  High  taxes  have  been  imposed,  and  for,  what?  Why,  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  say,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  away  the  foreign  products, 
and  making  Canada  a  close  preserve  for  the  manufacturers  of  Canada. 
We  want  to  have  Canada  for  the  Canadians.  But  has  that  been  the 
i  esult  of  the  policy  ?  Take  the  case  of  the  importations.  The  following 
table  shows  the  importations  in  1879  and  1883  of  a  number  of  leading 
articles.” 

Then  ho  enumerates  carriages,  boots  and  shoes,  blankets, 
furniture,  and  that  sort  of  thing,  and  gives  the  importa¬ 
tions,  some  of  them  very  insignificant —stoves,  for  instance, 
$34,212 ;  whips,  a  good  article — some  gentlemen  ought  to 
have  them  applied  to  them — $3,383.  He  goes  down  into 
these  small  articles  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  the  duty 


does  not  keep  the  articlos  out  of  the  country.  I  did  not 
understand  that  it  was  ever  supposed  that  the  tariff  would 
create  a  close  market,  that  it  would  prevent  other  countries 
from,  exporting  into  Canada,  or  prevent  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country  from  importing  from  other  countries. 
It  was  intended  to  secure  the  markets  of  this  country 
for  such  articles  as  wo  could  produce,  while  such  articles 
as  this  country  could  not  manufacture,  or  could  not 
manufacture  a  sufficiency  of — -of  course  the  people  must 
have  them,  and  they  would  get  them  from  abroad.  But  I 
submit  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  like  other  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  followed  him  on  that  side,  has  not  given  us  a  fair, 
candid  and  upright  statement  with  reference  to  the  very 
articles  he  has  mentioned.  If  he  wanted  to  show  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  the  real  state  of  affairs  that  exist 
to-day  with  reference  to  the  National  Policy,  and  to  com¬ 
pare  it  with  the  state  of  affairs  which  existed  before  that 
policy  was  introduced,  he  should  havo  taken  the  year  1878 
and  compared  it  with  the  year  1884.  And  so  I  propose  to 
do  with  not  a  few  of  the  articles  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
mentioned.  I  do  not  intend  going  over  the  whole  of  them, 
because  there  would  be  no  profit  in  that,  and  we  have 
already  lost  time  enough  over  this  subject.  The  hon. 
gentleman  mentions  blankets,  for  instance,  and  he  says  that 
there  were  $201,070  worth  imported  in  1879,  and  in  1883, 
$265,956  worth.  But  according  to  the  returns  the  importa¬ 
tion  in  1878,  before  the  National  Policy  was  introduced, 
show  a  very  different  figure.  In  that  year  there  were  $226,946 
worth,  and  in  1884  they  come  down  to  $122,178,  being  less 
than  one  half  of  what  they  were  in  1383i  Then  take  furni¬ 
ture.  The  hon.  gentleman  shows  that  in  1879  there 
were  $247,970  imported,  and  in  1883  $264,360.  Now,  what 
was  it  in  1878  ?  In  1878  there  were  imported  into  this 
country  $399,330  ;  in  1884,  only  $206,436  worth  ;  showing 
a  very  great  decrease.  The  hon,  gentleman  did  not  want  to 
show  these  figures;  he  did  not  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  them.  He  evidently  must  have  compared  the 
Trade  Eeturns  of  1883  and  1884,  and  he  chose  to  take  those 
of  1883  and  1879  and  compare  them  and  leave  out  those 
which  would  give  the  real  and  true  test  of  what  this  country 
is  doing  at  the  present  time  as  compared  with  1878,  when  a 
different  tariff  was  in  force.  The  hon.  gentleman  also 
refers  to  pianos.  He  says  that  the  importation  of  pianos  in 
1879  amounted  to  $289,631,  and  they  increased  in  1883 
$338,774.  Well,  what  do  we  find  ?  In  1878  the  importa¬ 
tions  were  $353,466  worth  ;  in  1884  they  were  only  $288,855, 
showing  a  very  great  decrease.  And  we  have  to  take  into 
consideration  this  fact,  that  the  most  expensive  pianos  are 
not.  made  in  this  country ;  they  are  chiefly  made  in  the 
United  States,  and  the  importation  of  this  class  of  pianos 
mount  up  in  value  very  much  more  speedily  than  the 
ordinary  article  manufactured  in  this  country.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  allude  to  pianos  in  that 
way,  that  there  are  not  splendid  instruments  manufactured 
in  this  country,  some  very  excellent  ones,  indeed  ;  but  we 
do  know  this,  that  musicians  have  their  fancies  and  their 
pets  in  pianos ;  they  will  have  a  particular  make  and  no 
other,  and  that  fact  militates  a  good  deal  against  the  Can¬ 
adian  .  piano,  although  in  many  cases  Canadian  pianos 
are  quite  as  good  as  the  very  best  that  are  imported  into 
this  country.  But  I  notice  that  the  hon.  gentleman  cun- 
piDgly  ocd  of  his  list  one  of  the  most  important  musical 
instruments,  the  one  that  tells  the  story  best  as  to  what  the 
National  Policy  is  doing  for  this  country— certainly  with 
reference  to  musical  instruments.  We  all  know  that  the 
manufacture  of  organs  is  a  very  important  industry  in  this 
country ;  we  all  know  that  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
have  them;  nearly  every  well-to-do  farmer  possesses  an 
organ,  or  a  malodeon,  or  a  piano.  But  this  item  of  organs 
shows  what  the  country  requires  and  is  able  to 
pay  for  in  the  way  of  musical  instruments.  We  find 
that  in  1878  we  imported  organs  to  the  tunc  of  $121,525 
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worth  ;  in  1879,  after  the  National  Policy  came  into  force, 
that  sum  was  reduced  down  to  $95,786 ;  in  1883,  down  to 
$71,842:  and  in  1884  down  to  $51,317.  Why  did  the  horn 
gentleman  leave  out  that  item  unless  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  detracting  from  the  condition  of  prosperity  which  this 
country  is  enjoying?  Well,  now,  I  find  he  has  mentioned 
another  insignificant  item  in  respect  to  importation,  and 
that  is  the  item  of  stoves.  In  1878  the  importations 
amounted  to  $59,319  worth,  in  1879  to  $34,212,  and  in  1879 
the  importations  had  fallen  to  $47,428,  but  stoves  always 
had  a  fair  protection  and  have  not  been  so  much  influenced 
by  the  National  Policy  as  other  fgreat  industries.  Is  it 
supposed  for  a  moment  that  the  National  Policy  was 
intended  to  keep  out  every  article  that  could  possibly  be 
manufactured  in  this  country?  You  cannot  secure  such  a 
result.  It  was  never  contended  that  it  would  have  such  an 
effect.  The  people  will  have  their  fancy  about  one  article 
and  another  article ;  and  although  they  may  generally  like 
and  bo  pleased  with  what  we  manufacture  here,  yet 
they  go  over  to  the  other  side  and  they  find  something 
which  pleases  their  taste  and  they  import  it  and  use  it 
instead  of  the  Canadian  product  The  article  of 
sewing  machines  has  been  referred  to  also.  No  doubt 
there  is  a  very  large  importation  of  these  goods  into  this 
country,  notwithstanding  the  duty  placed  upon  them.  Bat 
the  fact  is  the  sewing  machine  industry  of  the  United 
States  has  attained  such  enormous  dimensions,  and  the 
surplus  stock  on  hand  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  has 
been  so  wonderfully  great,  that  manufacturers,  in  spite  of 
the  duty,  are  able  to  send  their  goods  in  here  to  the 
injury  of  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  Dominion. 
That,  instead  of  being  an  argument  against  the  National 
Policy,  is  an  argument  in  favor  of  it;  and  if  the  duty  on 
sewing  machines  is  not  sufficiently  high,  it  should  be 
increased.  But,  I  submit,  even  in  this  respect  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  given  a  fair  and  candid  statement, 
because  although  in  1883  we  imported  sewing  machines  to 
the  value  of  $323,197,  the  value  imported  in  1884  was  only 
$226,232.  Another  very  important  item  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  referred  to,  was  agricul¬ 
tural  implements.  He  told  the  House  nothing,  however, 
as  to  how  many  of  them  had  been  imported  in  1884.  What 
do  we  find  ?  In  1879,  we  imported  to  the  value  of  $240,566, 
and  in  1883  the  amount  was  $583,065.  That  is  true.  But 
the  hon.  member  does  not  take  into  account  the  great  rush 
of  settlement  that  was  going  on  in  the  North-West  at  that 
time,  and  that  American  agricultural  implement  makers 
were  rushing  every  machine  they  could  possibly  turn  out 
into  the  North-West.  The  proof  of  that  is,  that  we  find 
by  referring  to  the  tables  with  respect  to  Manitoba  alone 
that  the  value  imported  there,  in  1879,  was  only  $74,174  ; 
in  1883  it  had  increased  to  the  enormous  value  of  $363,769, 
only  $200,000  less  than  the  whole  value  of  agricultural 
implements  imported  into  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
moreover,  did  not  take  into  account  that  notice  was  given  at 
the  time  the  amended  tariff  was  introduced  that  it  would 
not  come  into  force  until  the  10th  of  May.  Thus  three 
weeks  were  allowed  Americans  to  send  in  agricultural 
implements,  and  the  value  was  run  up  to  the  large  sum  of 
$363,769.  The  duty  was  increased  from  25  to  35  per  cent. 
We  find  there  is  now  no  complaints  in  the  North-West  of 
implements  being  too  dear.  We  know  from  the  reports 
which  come  to  us  that  there  are  thousands  of  machines 
lying  there  waiting  to  be  sold.  They  are  brought  down  to 
the  lowest  price.  What  is  the  consequence  ?  In  1884  the 
total  amount  imported  was  of  the  value  of  only  $189,966, 
showing  conclusively  quite  the  contrary,  I  submit,  to  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  statement  “  that  the  duty  does  not  pre¬ 
vent  articles  coming  into  this  country.”  I  do  not  propose 
to  occupy  any  more  time,  but  I  want  to  refer  to  one  or 
two  items  in  a  general  way  in  order  to  show  how  the  farm¬ 
ing  community  has  benefited  in  one  item  of  their  produc- 
Mr.  Bobertson  (Hamilton). 


tion  since  the  National  Policy  has  come  into  force.  I 
refer  to  cheese.  Canada  has  now  attained  in  England  a  pre¬ 
eminent  position  for  her  cheese,  and  she  is  outbidding  the 
world  not  only  for  quality  hut  for  quantity.  In  1879  the 
Canadian  cheese  product  was  of  the  value  of  $3,790,300  ;  in 
1884,  five  years  afterwards,  it  had  increased  to  $7,251,989. 
I  find  that  the  value  of  cheese  in  1878  was  nearly  half  as 
much  as  the  value  of  our  barley,  beans,  oats  peas  and  rye, 
exported  from  the  country.  But  in  1884  while  those  coarse 
grains  increased  in  value  to  $8,273,994,  yet  cheese  came  up 
and  reached  their  united  value  within  $207,131.  I  will  con¬ 
clude  my  remarks.  I  felt  it  was  my  duty  to  take  upon  myself 
to  contradict  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  who,  I  regret 
again,  although  he  knew  I  was  going  to  answer  him,  has 
not  thought  proper  to  make  his  appearance  in  the  House. 
I  will  close  my  remarks  by  giving  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
a  piece  of  advice,  which  I  am  quite  sure  they  will  act  upon, 
and  that  is  to  go  on  disparaging  the  country  as  long  as  they 
please,  because  hon.  members  in  this  House  understand  them 
and  understand  what  they  are  driving  at,  and  they  may 
rest  assured  that  the  people  of  the  country,  outside  this 
House,  also  understand  them.  There  are  very  few  men 
who  are  so  unpatriotic  as  not  to  know  when  you  set  to  work 
to  create  grievances,  or  to  make  small  troubles  appear  great 
and  not  give  the  country  credit  for  that  progress  it  has 
indisputably  made  since  1878,  and  is  still  making,  that  those 
who  pursue  such  a  course  have  a  sinister  motive,  and  you 
may  rest  assured  that  when  the  time  comes  round  and 
this  House  is  dissolved,  and  we  are  all  sent  back  to  our 
constituents  to  give  an  account  of  our  stewardship,  then  hon. 
gentlemen  will  meet  with  the  same  reward  they  did  in 
1878  and  1882  and  be  returned  here  again  only  to  enjoy  the 
cold  shades  of  a  sunless  opposition. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  listened  with  considerable 
interest  to  the  address  which  has  just  been  delivered  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Hamilton  (Mr.  Bobertson).  He 
attempted  in  bis  introductory  remarks  to  show  that  the  policy 
of  my  esteemed  and  hon.  friend  in  front  of  me  (Mr.  Macken¬ 
zie)  had  the  effect  of  ruining  the  country.  He  went  on  to 
say  that  the  Finance  Minister  of  that  day  was  a  fly  on  the 
wheel ;  that  he  could  not  accomplish  anything  in  the  coun¬ 
try’s  interest,  and  that  it  was  only  when  a  change  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  took  place  that  the  country  began  to  prosper. 
Now,  I  would  like  to  know  what  is  the  matter  just  now. 
We  have  not  the  same  prosperity  in  this  country  that  we 
had  in  1882.  We  have  places  now  that  are  complaining 
seriously  of  the  stringency  of  money,  and  people  who  are 
complaining  seriously  of  the  scarcity  of  work.  We  know 
that  there  are  general  complaints  of  these  matters  through¬ 
out  the  country.  How  is  this  ?  How  is  it  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  not,  in  accordance  with  their  declared  policy, 
looked  after  the  interests  of  the  country  and  seen  that  mat¬ 
ters  of  this  kind  do  not  exist  ?  I  would  like  to  enquire 
with  regard  to  the  engine  works  at  Kingston.  Why  is  it 
that  under  the  operation  of  the  benign  influence  of  the  policy 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  these  works  are  not  in  full  blast, 
and  that  people  have  not  got  employment  in  them  ?  Why 
have  they  had  to  leave  our  soil  and  go  across  to  the  other  side 
to  earn  money  to  support  their  families,  which  they  left  be¬ 
hind  them  in  Canada  ?  Why  has  the  National  Policy  per¬ 
mitted  things  of  this  kind  to  take  place  ?  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  explained  why  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  have  been  so  far  neglectful  of  their  duties,  so  far  recre¬ 
ant  to  their  duty  as  groat  financiei-s  and  promoters  of  pros¬ 
perity,  as  to  allow  matters  of  this  kind  to  exist  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  moment.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  Hamilton 
did  increase  in  population  under  the  Government  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  fork  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  He  does  not  deny 
that,  but  he  claims  there  is  a  larger  increase  under  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  now  exists.  Why,  Sir,  Hamilton  did  a  very 
respectable  manufacturing  business  before  there  was  a 
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National  Policy.  Indeed,  I  believe,  and  have  good  reason 
to  believe,  that  there  are  men.  there  to-day  who  were  bet¬ 
ter  off,  and  made  moi’e  money,  and  were  in  more  comfort¬ 
able  circumstances  financially,  under  the  operation  of  the 
tariff  of  the  Mackenzie  Administration  than  they  are  to-day 
under  the  tariff  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  now  occupy  the 
Treasury  Benches.  1  am  satisfied  they  had  greater  pros¬ 
perity.  You  may  havo  a  few  more  factories,  but  what  is 
the  fact  ?  If  the  National  Policy  tends  to  do  anything  at 
all  it  tends  to  build  up  and  then  break  down— to 
encourage  more  factories  than  are  necessary.  The 
Finance  Minister  extends  his  liberty  and  kindness  in 
the  direction  of  protecting  those  who  are  disposed  to  enter 
into  manufacturing  business,  and  the  result  is  that  more 
factories  are  erected  than  can  find  consumers  for  their  pro¬ 
duce  and  the  end  is  that  there  comes  disaster.  Well,  Sir, 
it  does  not  matter  what  particular  state  of  things  exists  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  disposed  to  clap  their  hands.  When 
the  manufacturei-s  are  now  in  deep  water  they  say,  “Bid 
not  we  tell  you  what  would  come  ;  did  not  we  tell  you  that 
when  new  factories  were  erected  competition  would  arise  and 
the  people  would  get  their  goods  far  cheaper.  To-day  there 
are  hundreds  of  factories  in  financial  difficulties.  I  know  of 
factories  which  were  in  existence  and  did  a  creditable  and 
lucrative  business  before  the  introduction  of  the  National 
Policy,  and  to-day,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  they  are  closed— they 
are  not  able  to  turn  out  a  single  implement,  simply  because 
the  production  in  the  particular  line  in  which  they  were 
engaged  has  been  far  more  than  the  country  required.  The 
great  evil  has  been  that  they  did  not  get  consumers  for  the 
goods  they  produced.  The  Government  has  cast  around  us 
a  protective  policy  and  we  have  not  the  people  to  t»ke 
the  article  manufactured  under  that  policy j  and  the 
result  is  that  in  many  cases  they  have  a  larger 
production  than  is  necessary,  and  the  consequence 
is  stagnation  and  ruin.  The  hon.  gentleman  also 
said  that  the  price  does  not  keep  the  goods  out  of 
the  country ;  that  notwithstanding  the  National  Policy  we 
have  still  a  large  influx  of  goods.  That  is  true ;  and  I  ask 
the  House  to  notice  that  we  are  paying  an  increased  price 
on  all  those  articles  we  are  bringing  into  the  country,  in 
order  to  satisfy  and  encourage  the  owners  of  those  factories 
in  their  erection  and  opei'ation.  People  have  imported 
goods  and  paid  the  increased  duties  imposed  on  them  in 
order  to  encourage  the  erection  of  factories  to  manufac¬ 
ture  those  goods.  Notwithstanding  that  fact  they  have 
not  reduced  the  price,  because  in  some  cases  they 
have  not  produced  a  sufficient  quantity,  and  the 
people  are  driven  to  foreign  markets  to  supply  themselves, 
and  the  result  is  that  they  are  paying  an  extra  price  for 
their  goods.  Now,  Sir,  I  was  surprised  at  the  remarks 
which  dropped  from  the  hon.  gentleman  with  regard  to 
cheese.  He  said  before  he  sat  down  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  one  particular  thing,  and  that 
thing  was  cheese,  and  if  there  was  anything  in  the  world 
to  show  the  benefits  and  the  advantages  of  the  National 
Policy  it  was  the  article  of  cheese.  Well,  Sir,  I  cannot 
understand  how  he  draws  the  conclusion  that  the  National 
Policy  has  been  the  means  of  establishing  so  many  cheese 
factories  in  this  country.  Does  he  pretend  to  say  that  this 
country  would  bo  flooded  with  cheese  Horn  the  United 
States  if  we  had  not  a  protective  policy  ?  Does  he  mean  to 
say  that  our  people  would  not  have  gone  into  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  cheese,  or  that  cheese  would  not  have  been  manufac¬ 
tured  in  this  country,  if  we  had  not  had  the  National 
Policy  ?  Why,  Sir,  the  National  Policy  has  no  more  to  do 
with  the  increase  in  the  manufacture  of  cheese,  or  with 
fixing  the  price  of  cheese,  than  it  has  with  arranging  the 
hour  when  the  sun  rises  or  sets  each  day. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  duty  is  just  the  same  as  it 
was. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  Yes,  the  duty  now  is  just  what  it  was, 
so  that  the  National  Policy  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  But 
the  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  be  convinced  that  the 
National  Policy  really  has  done  wonders  for  cheese.  Well, 
Sir,  I  do  not  know,  but  my  impression  is  that  if  ho  went  to 
the  country  and  addressed  a  rural  audience,  and  told  them 
they  should  thank  with  all  their  heart  and  soul  the  good¬ 
ness  and  kindness  of  the  present  Government  in  so  encourag¬ 
ing  the  manufacture  of  cheese  by  the  introduction  of  the 
National  Policy,  I  should  think  if  there  was  any  snow 
around  he  would  be  snowballed,  for  the  people  would  not 
stand  such  nonsense  ;  they  know  better.  We  are  face  to 
face  with  two  policies.  In  the  first  place  the  policy  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  is  a  policy  of  protection.  Their  policy 
is  to  protect  our  factories  first,  and  never  mind  whether  the 
tariff  levied  on  the  people  is  sufficient  to  raise  a  sum  neces¬ 
sary  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  treasury  or  not ; 
that  is  a  secondary  consideration.  Wo  claim  that 
our  policy  is  this:  Tax  the  people  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  meet  the  demands  on  the  Dominion 
Treasury,  and  no  more.  If  those  who  want  to  manufacture 
goods  within  the  Dominion  are  able  to  manufacture 
within  those  limits,  we  say  to  them  with  all  our 
hearts,  God  speed.  But  we  say  on  the  other  hand,  if  we 
have  in  the  first  place  to  sacrifice  the  rights  of  every  con¬ 
sumer  in  this  country,  if  we  have  to  impose  on  him  a  duty 
which  ho  should  not  be  asked  to  pay,  if  we  have  to  extx-act 
from  his  pocket  annually  a  certain  sum  in  order  to  encourage 
a  certain  individual  to  manufacture  a  certain  thing — we  say 
then,  in  justice  to  the  counti’y,  in  justice  to  the  individual, 
it  is  wrong.  It  is  wrong  that  any  country  should  base  its 
annual  levy  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  demands  on  the 
Treasury,  from  any  such  point  of  view.  I  say  that  a  revenue 
tariff,  properly  and  honestly  administered,  is  amply  suffi¬ 
cient  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  the  manufacture 
of  any  goods  within  this  Dominion  that  can  be  suc¬ 
cessfully  manufactured  here.  Now,  Sir,  the  difference 
between  a  x’evenue  tariff  and  a  pi’Otective  tariff 
I  think  I  have  fully  explained ;  and  I  hold  that  if 
those  who  are  disposed  to  manufacture  were  permitted 
to  import  the  raw  material  free,  and  wore  granted  the 
privilege  and  the  protection  our  tariff  would  necessarily 
give  them,  it  is  all  the  protection  they  should  ask,  and  all 
they  should  receive.  Now,  I  made  a  special  note  of  the 
remark  of  the  Finance  Minister  on  the  cotton  trade.  He 
took  the  opportunity  of  comparing  the  prices  of  cotton  oxx 
the  American  side  with  those  now  manufactured  in  Canada; 
He  mentioned  certain  brands  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  and  certain  bi’ands  manufactured  in  Canada,  and  he 
said  the  prices  are  about  the  same.  Now,  Sir,  he  should 
have  told  us  something  along  with  that.  He  should  have 
told  us  that  in  the  United  States  at  this  moment  not  a 
single  bale  of  cotton  leaves  a  factory  that  is  not  sold  under 
combination.  There  is  not  a  single  mill  in  the  United 
States  at  this  moment  that  has  not  entered  into  an  arrange¬ 
ment  whereby  every  bale  it  turns  out  is  placed  under  the 
control  of  and  sold  by  one  man .  I  know  that.  Now,  in 
the  face  of  that  fact,  what  is  our  position  to-day  when  the 
Finance  Minister  tells  us  that  we  are  now  paying  a  price 
for  cotton  equal  to  the  price  paid  under  a  combination  in 
the  United  States?  What  is  going  to  be  the  prioe 
hei’e  when  we  have  a  combination  ?  What  does 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  ?  Ho  says  to  us :  I  have  no  hesi¬ 
tation  in  saying  that  there  is  not  a  member  in  this  House, 
there  is  not  at  least  a  supporter  of  the  National  Policy,  who 
is  not  prepared  to  say  that  he  would  be  glad  to  see  such  an 
arrangement  made  as  would  secure  to  the  investors  in 
this  country  a  fair  return  for  the  money  they  have  invested, 
as  well  as  a  fair  return  for  the  article  produced.  That  is 
his  statement.  Well,  what  will  be  the  result  of  that? 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  we  have 
more  cotton  mills  in  the  country  at  present  than  can  find 
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consumers,  and  yet  he  is  telling  them :  Gentlemen  put  your 
heads  together,  and  tell  us  what  you  want;  put,  on  your 
prices ;  we  will  be  glad  to  see  you  get  a  good  return  for 
the  money  you  have  invested,  and  for  the  cotton  you  have 
produced.  The  result  will  be  that  these  cotton  mills  will 
combine,  and  on  every  dollar  in  their  stock  they  will  pay 
an  annual  dividend;  money  will  be  forthcoming  to  pay  the 
interest  on  their  investments,  for  the  cotton  the  mills  will 
produce  will  be  offered  to  the  public  at  a  price  that  will  pay 
a  dividend  on  the  entire  investments  in  mills  as  well  as  the 
cost  of  material  and  working  expenses.  That  will  bo  the 
result  when  that  arrangement  is  perfected,  as  I  have  no 
doubt  it  will.  We  know  that  protection  leads  to  combina¬ 
tion,  combination  leads  to  trade  union,  and  trade 
union  leads  to  monopolies ;  one  thing  follows 
another  just  as  day  follows  night.  There  is  one  point  in 
this  connection  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  We  think  to  day  that  we  are  manufacturing  cotton 
in  Canada  very  cheaply.  We  think  we  have  accomplished 
a  great  deal  in  producing  the  articles  we  now  produce. 
Now,  I  have  noticed  in  the  report  for  1882  of  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  of  Manchester,  the  centre  of  the  cotton 
district  of  England,  that  the  price  realised  for  the  entire 
out-put  of  cotton  of  all  kinds  and  grades,  was  threepence  a 
yard;  that  is,  from  the  best  and  most  expensive  goods 
manufactured  out  oi  cotton  down  to  the  lowest,  from 
the  most  expensive  produced  down  to  the  cheapest 
produced.  What  was  the  price  realised  in  1870,  twelve 
years  before?  The  price  realised  then  was  gevenpence  a 
yard.  I  should  like  to  know  how  the  Canadian 
manufacturer,  with  a  limited  population  of  four  and 
a  half  millions,  with  no  other  country  to  look  to 
to  provide  an  outlet  for  the  surplus  products,  is  going  to 
compete  with  the  outside  manufacturer,  and  put  on  all  the 
new  and  expensive  improvements  in  machinery  neces¬ 
sary  to  keep  pace  with  the  times — how  he  is  going  to 
produce  an  article  at  a  sufficiently  low  price,  if  in  the  cotton 
district  of  England  there  has  been  an  actual  reduction  in 
twelve  years  of  133§  per  cent,  in  the  cost  of  the  article  he 
is  turning  out.  I  wish  to  know  how  our  manufacturers  are 
going  to  compete  under  these  circumstances.  I  was  Sony 
to  hear  the  hon,  gentleman  announce  his  intention  to  put  a 
duty  on  winceys,  and  I  am  glad  that  ho  has  decided  to 
take  part  of  that  duty  off.  I  am  sorry,  for  the  great  strug¬ 
gling  masses  of  this  country,  that  it  became  necessary  to 
put  a  duty  on  that  article  that  so  largely  enters  into  the 
clothing  of  the  poorer  classes,  though  I  congratulate  him  on 
the  reduction  he  proposes  to  make.  He  says  he  put  on  the 
duty  to  encourage  the  manufacture  of  that  article  in  this 
country.  It  seems  curious  that  he  is  not  aware  that 
winceys  have  been  made  in  this  country  for  several  years. 
I  can  give  the  names  of  several  places  where  factories  have 
been  established. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Where  ? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  will  endeavor  to  give  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  the  information.  I  am  sorry  that  it  is  necessary  for 
him  to  ask  the  question,  because  he  ought  to  be  posted. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  fix  the  duty  on  win¬ 
ceys  at  22J  per  cent.  I  would  like  to  know  under  what 
calculation,  or  under  what  amount  of  information,  he  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  necessary  to  give  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  a  protection  of  22J  per  cent, 
on  winceys  in  order  to  induce  them  to  manufacture.  Why, 
Sir,  in  order  for  the  Finance  Minister  of  this  country  to  be 
able  to  judge  intelligently  between  the  consumers  and  the 
manufacturers,  he  would  need  to  be  a  mechanic,  thoroughly 
posted  with  regard  to  the  cost  of  these  articles,  the  cost  of 
raw  material,  and  the  cost  of  manufacturing ;  and  we  have  the 
evidence  that  simply  because  he  is  not  posted  he  has  made 
very  serious  blunders.  We  know  that  at  the  commence¬ 
ment  he  gave  the  cotton  manufacturers  too  much  protec- 
Mr.  McMullen. 


tion.  The  result  was  that  we  have  a  large  number  of  mills  ; 
we  have  now  more  than  we  need.  We  have  good  reason  to 
know  that  had  the  cotton  mills  been  left  alone  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  number  not  built  they  would  have  been  able  to  pay  40 
per  cent,  dividend  ;  but  now  there  is  over  competition,  there 
is  financial  disaster,  and  they  are  producing  more  cotton  than 
is  wanted.  Under  a  protective  tariff  it  is  utterly  impossible 
for  any  Finance  Minister  to  so  balance  matters  between  the 
producer  and  the  consumers  as  to  do  justice  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  at  the  same  time  to  place  an  article  in  the  hands 
of  the  consumer  at  a  price  at  which  he  is  fairly  entitled  to 
have  it.  He  cannot  be  possessed  of  that  information,  and 
in  order  to  conduct  a  National  Policy  such  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  inaugurated  and  are  now  trying  to  run— and 
they  are  trying  their  best  not  to  run  it  into  the  ditch— but  I 
am  afraid  they  will,  in  order  to  run  it  intelligently,  require 
to  have  the  assistance  of  a  number  of  men  thoroughly  posted 
as  to  the  different  manufactures,  so  that  they  would  place 
their  products  in  the  hands  of  consumers  at  the  lowest  pos¬ 
sible  price.  The  Finance  Minister  is  not  in  a  position  to 
do  that.  What  does  he  know  with  regard  to  the 
manufacture  of  cotton,  or  of  winceys,  or  of  a 
sulkey  rake,  or  of  a  gang  plough  ?  He  is  entirely 
at  the  mercy  of  those  men  who  come  to  press  for  an 
increased  duty.  They  come  and  put  on  a  poor  mouth,  and 
say:  Mr.  Finance  Minister,  we  want  you  to  give  us  a 
little  further  protection ;  if  you  do,  we  will  establish  cer¬ 
tain  things  in  this  country.  Aod  he  gives  them  what  they 
want,  and  as  the  result  of  all  that,  the  people  of  this 
country  are  suffering,  and  are  paying  more  than  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  necessary  for  them  to  pay,  simply  because  he  does 
not  know  how  to  fix  the  duty  in  order  to  do  justice  to  the 
consumer  as  well  as  the  producer.  Now,  Sir,  I  was  amused 
with  the  comparisons  the  Finance  Minister  made  between 
agricultural  implements  in  our  North-West  and  those  on 
the  other  side  of  the  line ;  and  I  was  glad  to  find  the  hon. 
member  for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Eobertson)  let  out  the  secret 
when  he  said  a  very  large  amount  of  manufactured  imple¬ 
ments  had  been  sent  to  the  North-W  est  which  were  now 
lying  scattered  about  the  country,  and  were  selling  as 
cheap  as  possibly  could  be  oxpected.  That  is  true. 
When  the  Minister  of  Finance  quoted  the  different  prices 
at  Winnipeg,  Brandon  and  other  places  along  the  line 
with  the  prices  on  the  American  side  of  the  line,  he  omitted 
to  mention  the  fact  that  our  North-West  is  over-stocked 
with  Canadian  implements.  I  know  of  a  manufacturing 
concern  in  Ontario  that  has  thousands  of  dollars  worth  of 
implements  in  Manitoba  which  they  cannot  sell,  and  for 
which  they  would  take  50  cents  on  the  dollar  if  they  could 
get  it  to-morrow.  Other  institutions  tell  a  similar  story ;  it 
appears  there  are  as  many  agricultural  implements  in  that 
country  as  can  be  used  for  two  years  to  come,  and  thus  the 
manufacturers  are  at  a  severe  loss.  A  leading  partner  in  a 
large  manufactory  told  me  that  in  this  Dominion  his  firm 
had  $125,000  worth  of  agricultural  implements  scattered  up 
and  down,  between  the  east  and  west,  and  their  entire 
capital  stock  is  $100,000.  They  cannot  sell  their  goods. 
That  is  the  case  in  a  great  many  instances.  I  say  that  the 
wealthy  manufacturing  institutions  are  wiping  out  the 
smaller  ones ;  the  manufacture  of  these  things  is 
being  centralised  ;  institutions  throughout  this  country, 
which  rendered  very  admirable  service  to  the  people 
are,  one  by  one,  being  wiped  out  of  existence, 
those  who  work  in  them  are  suffering,  and  the  manufactur¬ 
ers  themselves  are  losing  the  little  means  they  possessed. 
It  is  only  a  question  of  financial  strength  as  to  how  long 
the  smaller  institutions  can  stand  against  their  wealthy 
rivals.  I  was  also  amused  with  a  remark  that  fell  from  the 
hon.  member  from  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper).  He  said  that  the 
volume  of  farm  produ  ce,  that  the  volume  of  our  exports  of 
farm  produce,  had  largely  increased,  and  that  this  was  one 
of  the  cases  in  which  the  National  Policy  was  doing  a  great 
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deal  of  good.  How  lie  can  possibly  reason  that  the  National 
Policy  has  beon  the  means  of  making  the  crops  grow  or 
of  inducing  the  farmers  to  sow  more  grain  or  produce  more 
largely,  is  beyond  my  comprehension.  It  may  bo  the 
means  in  this  way,  that  the  farmers,  finding  their  resources 
decreasing,  and  in  order  to  provide  themselves  with  the 
necessaries  of  life,  are  bound  to  work  harder  and  produce 
more ;  but  unless  he  can  show  me  that  the  National 
Policy  manures  the  ground,  ho  cannot  prove  to  me 
that  it  is  the  means  of  producing  more  grain. 
Judging  from  such  wild  assertions  as  these  from  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  some  gentle¬ 
men  so  blind  to  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy,  as 
regards  the  farming  interest,  that  they  would  actually 
declare  and  insist  upon  it  that  the  National  Policy  did 
manure  the  ground,  for  they  are  prepared  to  insist  upon 
anything ;  they  support  the  National  Policy  and  will 
swear  by  it,  you  would  think  they  are  prepared  even  to 
die  by  it,  and  I  hope  they  will,  politically.  The  hon. 
member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  then  admitted  that  we 
could  not  control  the  market;  he  admitted  that  the  foreign 
markets  were  beyond  our  control.  This  is  altogether  a 
departure  from  the  statements  made  at  the  inauguration  of 
the  National  Policy,  when  its  advocates  claimed  we  could 
control  the  market ;  they  then  claimed  that  the  National 
Policy  would  bring  in  a  large  number  of  manufactories  into 
operation  and  bring  in  a  large  number  of  operatives  into 
the  country  who  would  consume  everything  we  could 
produce,  and  that  consequently  our  farmers  and  gardeners 
would  have  a  market  at  their  own  doors  where  they  could 
have  remunerative  prices  for  everything  they  had  to  seli ; 
that  they  would,  in  fact,  be  independent  of'  the  foreign 
markot  altogether.  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou  now 
admits  that  the  National  Policy  cannot  do  that.  He  admits 
that  the  predictions  of  its  advocates  at  the  inception  of  the 
National  Policy  some  years  ago,  when  they  declared  Canada 
would  be  independent  in  the  matter  of  markets,  that  we 
would  be  able  to  adjust  this  question  among  ourselves,  that 
our  farmers  would  get  glorious  prices  for  what  they  had  to 
sell,  no  matter  what  went  on  outside,  no  matter  whether 
there  was  war  or  peace  or  whether  things  went  up  or  down, 
these  promises  have  not  been  realised.  We  were  to  have 
Canada  for  the  Canadians,  but  all  this  beautiful  prospect  has 
now  passed  away.  I  was  rather  amused  to  hear  the  hon. 
member  for  Montreal  advocate  the  National  Policy  very 
strongly,  and  then  admit  that  after  all  there  was  depression 
in  Montreal,  that  things  were  not  just  as  nice  as  they  had 
been  in  the  past.  It  was  rather  singular  he  should  have 
gone  so  far  as  to  admit  that ;  and  with  regard  to  the  depu¬ 
tation  of  which  he  spoke  that  was  supposed  to  wait  upon  Sir 
John  Macdonald  in  Montreal  when  a  grand  banquet  was  to  be 
given  him,  denied  that  there  was  any  such  deputation.  How¬ 
ever,  I  notice,  he  could  not  give  any  very  credible  witnesses  ; 
and  in  order  to  back  his  statement  that  there  was  an 
abortive  effort  made  by  political  friends  of  ours  to  thwart 
the  glorious  entertainment  they  were  going  to  give  the  First 
Minister,  ho  brought  a  man  from  the  dead  to  testify  that 
what  he  said  was  true.  I  have  a  few  words  to  say 
with  regard  to  the  milling  interest.  I  know  that 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  among  Canadian  mill¬ 
ers  that  they  should  have  protection,  and  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  must  say  that  if  the  millers  amongst  others 
are  going  to  benefit  by  anything  of  that  kind  they  are  as 
well  entitled  to  it  as  other  manufactures.  If  in  the  interest 
of  the  coal  producers  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  the  millers 
are  asked  to  pay  a  large  amount  on  the  coal  they  use  in  their 
steam  mills,  they  have  a  right  to  get  back  that  money  in  the 
shape  of  protection  to  their  flour.  I  am  satisfied  it  is 
impossible  to  do  anything  in  the  interest  of  millers  unless  a 
very  decided  increase  of  duty  is  put  on  flour  coming  from 
the  United  States.  The  milling  interest  has  suffered  in  the 
past  and  is  suffering  seriously  to-day,  and  the  great  diffi¬ 


culty — a  difficulty  I  do  not  attribute  so  much  to  the 
National  Policy — under  which  they  suffer  is  this.  The 
manufacture  of  flour  in  the  Western  States  is  very  exten¬ 
sive  and  the  rates  of  freight  from  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis 
to  Liverpool  are  about  as  cheap  as  they  are  from 
the  city  of  Toronto,  so  that  it  is  impossible  whilo 
this  state  of  things  exists  for  the  millers  of 
this  country  to  successfully  compete  with  the  American 
producers  of  flour.  I  know  a  very  oxtensivo  miller  in 
Ontario  who  has  himself  told  me  that  if  it  were  not  for  the 
substantial  character  of  his  plant  he  would,  in  his  own 
interests  financially,  be  compelled  to  pull  up  stakes  and  go 
to  a  point  in  the  west  where  he  could  get  his  wheat  cheaper 
and  the  rate  of  freight  to  the  selling  point  as  choap  as  from 
any  point  in  this  Dominion.  The  only  remedy  to  this  would 
be,  in  my  opinion,  if  once  we  became  rich  enough,  to  turn 
our  canals  into  ship  canals  so  that  sailing  vessels  could  load 
at  any  point  on  Lake  Huron  or  Lake  Superior  or  any  of  the 
lakes  and  go  right  through  to  the  Liverpool  market.  By 
that  means  alone  we  might  be  able  to  reduce  the  rates  of 
freight  to  our  millers  that  they  would  be  able  to  compete 
with  the  American  millers,  and  until  that  is  done  I  cannot 
see  how  our  milling  interest  can  be  promoted  further  than 
simply  to  give  them  a  command  of  our  local  markets  with 
which  they  must  content  themselves  since  thoy  cannot 
compete  outside. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair, 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  the  floor  made  the  following  state¬ 
ment  in  his  speech  to-day  : — 

“I  was  rather  amused  to  hear  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  advocate 
the  National  Policy  very  strongly  and  then  admit  that  after  all  there 
was  depression  in  Montreal,  that  things  were  not  just  as  nice  as  they  had 
been  in  the  past.  It  was  rather  singular  he  should  have  gone  so  far  as 
to  admit  that ;  and  with  regard  to  the  deputation  of  which  he  spoke  that 
was  supposed  to  wait  on  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  in  Montreal,  when  a 
grand  banquet  was  to  be  given  him,  he  denied  there  was  any  such 
deputation.  However,  I  notice  he  could  not  give  any  very  credible 
witnesses,  and  in  order  to  back  his  statement  that  there  was  any 
abortive  effort  made  by  political  friends  of  ours  to  thwart  the  glorious 
die  ner  they  were  going  to  give  the  First  Minister,  he  brought  a  man 
from  the  dead  to  testify  that  what  he  said  was  true.” 

I  consider  that  this  was  an  attack  upon  my  veracity  and 
honor  as  a  gentleman  and  a  member  of  this  House,  and  it  is 
only  on  that  account  that  I  take  the  liberty  of  reading  an 
extract  from  a  private  letter  which  I  received  yesterday 
from  one  of  the  oldest  citizens  of  Montreal,  a  friend  of  the 
late  Mr.  Cramp,  who  is  alluded  to  here,  and  a  friend  of  bis 
family.  It  is  dated  Montreal,  20th  March,  1885,  and  con¬ 
tains  th8  following  statement :  — 

“  Mrs.  Cramp  requests  me  to  offer  you  her  very  sincere  thanks  for  the 
very  handsome  manner  you  alluded  in  your  address  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  her  departed  husband,  and  to  add  that  the  expressions 
quoted  by  you  and  ascribed  to  him  she  had  heard  him  repeat  in  his  own 
house.” 

I  regret  having  had  to  read  this  statement,  but,  as  my  ver¬ 
acity  was  impugned,  I  have  been  obliged  to  do  so.  I  also 
regret  having  had  in  this  way  to  refer  to  Mr.  Cramp,  who, 
though  not  a  politi£gl  friend  of  mine,  was  a  personal  friend 
all  his  life  time. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  making  the  allusion  be  has  just  done  to  the 
remarks  I  dropped  in  regard  to  what  be  said  as  to  the 
operations  of  the  National  Policy  in  Montreal.  He  has  not 
gone  so  far  as  to  deny  that  the  manufacturing  institutions 
of  Montreal  are  not  in  a  flourishing  condition  and  that  the 
stringency  which  he  stated  in  his  former  speech  existed 
does  exist.  I  will  now  proceed  to  make  some  remarks 
with  regard  to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  member  for  King’s, 
N.B.  (Mr.  Foster) — I  am  sorry  he  is  not  in  his  place.  In 
the  introductory  portion  of  his  address  he  referred  to  some 
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statements  that  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  the  ex-Finance 
Minister  with  regard  to  the  dissatisfaction,  the  absence  of 
that  contentment  and  cordial  feeling  that  existed  in  this 
country  some  twelve  years  ago,  and  he  characterised  the 
statement  of  the  ex-Finance  Minister  as  untrue  and  unwise. 
I  have  to  say  that  I  believe  the  feeling  to-day  in  this 
Dominion  is  not  by  any  means  so  cordial  as  it  was  twelve 
years  ago.  I  believe,  from  the  manner  in  which  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  from  time  to  time  and  from 
Parliament  to  Parliament  attempted  to  interfere  with  and 
thwart  and  annoy  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion  by 
interfering  with  matters  that  thoy  had  a  right  to 
legislate  on  themselves,  that  they  are  responsible  for  a 
very  great  portion  of  the  discontent  that  now  exists;  but 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  was  a  party  to  that  action. 
On  every  single  measure  that  was  brought  forward  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  rights  and  the  privileges  of  the  Provinces  he 
was  prepared  to  cast  his  vote  with  hon.  gentlemen  on  that 
side  in  favor  of  that  interference.  Last  year,  when  a  ques¬ 
tion  came  up  with  respect  to  matters  of  the  most  vital  im¬ 
portance  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  he  recorded  his  vote 
in  favor  of  the  rights  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  but  on  the 
other  hand  he  recorded  his  vote  against  the  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges  of  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Action  of  that 
kind  from  year  to  year  on  the  paid  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
has  caused  a  great  deal  of  the  feeling  and  a  great  deal  of 
the  dissatisfaction  that  now  exists  in  the  breasts  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  Dominion-  The  hon.  gentleman  from  King’s 
went  into  a  very  elaborate  and  extensive  argument  to  show, 
if  he  possibly  could,  that  the  debt  of  Canada  was  not  equal 
to  thatof  the  United  States.  He  took  to  task  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Noifolk  (Mr,  Charlton)  as  well  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  and  went  into  an  ex¬ 
tensive  shower  bath  of  figures  to  show  us  that  the 
debt  of  the  United  States  was  in  excess  of  the 

indebtedness  of  this  country,  and  the  taxes  col¬ 
lected  there  wore  in  excess  of  the  taxes  collected 

here.  I  have  taken  the  opportunity  of  looking  over  and 

comparing  the  figures  he  submitted  to  the  House,  and  I  am 

prepared  to  say  that  the  entire  debt  of  the  United  States, 
according  to  the  last  returns  which  we  have  in  our  posses¬ 
sion,  is  $1,832,500,000.  Taking  their  population  at 
56,000.000,  that  is  $32  68  per  head.  The  net  national  debt 
of  Canada,  taken  at  $200,000,000 — and  I  am  suro  that  it  is 
a  great  deal  more  than  that,  I  am  satisfied  there  is  no  gen¬ 
tleman  even  on  that  side  of  the  House  who  will  dare  to  ques¬ 
tion  a  statement  putting  the  net  national  debt  of  this 
Dominion  at  that  figure  at  this  moment — with  a  population 
of  4,500,000,  gives  a  not  debt  of  $44.44  per  head.  I  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  presenting  the  figures  to  the 
House  which  he  did  on  that  occasion,  deducted  from  the 
gross  debt  of  tho  Dominion  the  amount  that  stood  charged 
against  the  several  Provinces  at  the  time  that  Confederation 
was  inaugurated,  he  said  :  These  are  provincial  debts,  we 
have  no  right  to  take  these  into  account  in  counting 
up  the  debt  of  this  Dominion,  we  have  a  right  to  place 
those  where  they  were  before  Confederation.  I  look 
upon  that  as  a  fallacious  way  of  going  to  work 
to  calculate  the  present  indebtedness  of  the  Dominion. 
The  erection  of  these  buildings  which  we  occupy  was  part  of 
the  then  debt  of  the  Provinces.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  King’s  dare  to  say  that  the  amount  of  money  spent  in 
the  construction  of  these  buildings  should  not  be  counted  as 
part  of  the  Dominion  debt  ?  But  still,  when  he  proceeded 
with  the  calculation  and  found  that,  unless  he  made  a  deduc¬ 
tion  of  that  kind,  ho  could  not  bring  out  the  figures  to  suit 
his  idea,  he  fell  back  into  that  as  a  means  of  doing  it,  that 
being  the  only  way  he  possibly  could  bring  out  the  calcula¬ 
tion  in  anything  like  a  favorable  light  to  this  country.  The 
net  debt  of  this  country,  then,  is  $1 1.76  greater  than  that  of 
the  United  States.  The  entire  debt  of  the  United  States  at 
present,  national,  state  and  municipal,  is  $2,887,113,069.57, 
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or  per  capita  for  56,000,000,  $51.52.  The  entire  debt  of 
Canada,  Dominion,  provincial  and  municipal,  is  $257,600,- 
000,  or  $52.79  per  head,  or  $1.27  a  head  more  than  the 
entire  debt  of  the  United  States.  I  contend  that  that  is  a 
very  serious  state  of  affairs  in  the  interests  of  this  country. 
I  contend  that,  when  we  have  got  to  compare  our  present 
financial  position  with  the  country  that  unfortunately  had 
an  internal  war  that  doubled  and  trebled  its  debt,  and  that 
we  never  had,  and  consider  that  to-day,  with  a  limited  popu¬ 
lation  and  an  extensive  territory  and  many  developments 
to  make  in  the  interests  of  our  country,  we  stand  $1.27  a 
head  in  debt  more  than  the  United  States,  it  is  a  very  seri¬ 
ous  consideration.  But  there  is  a  more  important  considerar 
tion  which  we  have  not  touched  upon.  There  is  a  point 
which  every  member  of  this  House  and  every  man  in  the 
country  should  seriously  consider,  and  that  is  that  the 
United  States,  since  1878,  the  period  at  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  took  office  in  this  Dominion,  have  reduced  their 
indebtedness  $425,676,968.96,  while  the  Government  oppo¬ 
site  has  increased  the  debt  of  this  country  to  $80,384,030.14, 
while  the  debt  of  the  United  States  is  going  down  from 
year  to  year  the  debt  of  Canada  is  yearly  increasing.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  refer  to  the  question  of  cities.  The  hon; 
member  for  King’s,  New  Brunswick  (Mr.  Foster)  labored 
very  hard  to  show  his  friends  in  St.  John  that  it  was  no  use 
in  their  going  to  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  get¬ 
ting  rid  of  municipal  indebtedness  and  heavy  taxation.  He 
told  them  that  if  they  went  from  St.  John  to  Bangor  they 
would  leave  a  city  that  only  had  $36  of  municipal  debt  per 
head  and  go  to  one  that  had  $157  and  some  odd  cents  per 
head  of  municipal  indebtedness.  Well,  Sir,  I  took  occasion 
to  look  over  the  statistics  of  the  United  States,  and  I  find 
that  in  the  year  1880  there  were  in  the  United  States  268 
cities  with  a  total  population  of  11,327,648,  and  a  gross  debt 
of  $580,516,140,  or  a  per  capita  debt  of  $51.54.  Now  I 
believe  the  per  capita  debt  of  Toronto  is  something  like  $64 
per  head.  We  have  not  very  accurate  data  upon  which  to 
base  a  calculation  as  to  the  exact  municipal  indebtedness  of 
our  towns  and  cities ;  I  am  sorry  to  say  our  census  does 
not  give  us  the  data  upon  which  to  make  a  correct  calcula¬ 
tion.  But  as  I  said  before,  the  hon.  member,  when 
his  friend  left  St.  John,  wanted  to  send  him  to 
Bangor.  Why  send  him  to  Bangor?  Because, 
Bangor  was  heavily  taxed.  He  had  evidently  searched  the 
statistics  of  the  United  States  to  find  a  heavily  taxed  city, 
and  so  the  hon.  member  sends  his  friend  to  Bangor  instead 
of  to  any  other  city  with  a  less  indebtedness.  I  find,  Sir, 
that  there  are  63  cities  in  the  United  States  with  a  per  capita 
debt  under  $10;  there  are  108  cities  with  a  per  capita  debt 
under  $20;  there  are  47  cities  with  a  per  capita  over  $60, 
and  22  with  a  per  capita  debt  of  over  $40.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  send  his  friend  from  St.  John  to  any  of 
those  places.  Oh  no,  he  sends  him  to  Bangor,  and  Bangor 
is  one  of  the  heaviest  taxed  cities  in  the  United  States. 
There  is  only  one  other  city  the  municipal  debt  of  which  per 
head  exceeds  that  of  Bangor.  Well,  I  suppose  he  thought  ho 
would  send  him  to  the  worst  place.  He  did  like  the  evil 
spirit  in  the  “  Pilgrim’s  Progress  ;”  he  made  up  his  mind  that 
he  would  keep  his  friend  as  long  as  he  could  in  the  city  of 
St  John,  and  when  his  friend  was  determined  to  go  he  sent 
him  the  wrong  road,  in  the  very  opposite  direction  that  he 
wanted  to  go.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  give  you  the  municipal 
indebtedness  of  some  of  the  cities  of  the  United  States : 

Population.  Ratep«r  capita. 

Amsterdam,  N.Y. . . .  $  95 

Akron,  Ohio . . . . . .  . . .  1  07 

Bloomington,  III.  . .  17,000  12  89 

Burlington,  Iowa . .  20,000  6  58 

Baltimore,  Ind .  .........  332,000  2  57 

Bradford,  Penn .  10,000  0  00 

Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  .  10,000  4  04 

Newport,  R.I . . .  16,000  7  42 

Quincy,  Mass....... . . . . .  10,500  6  24 
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Population. 

Rate. 

San  Francisco . 

. . .  233,959 

13  08 

Lockport,  N.Y . 

8  09 

Kansas  City,  Mo . .. .. 

24  00 

Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  give  you  boiho  of  the  more  heavily 
taxed  cities,  and  we  will  commence  with  the  favored  city  of 
my  hon.  friend,  Bangor.  And  let  me  remark  in  this  con¬ 
nection  that  the  hon.  gentleman  said  in  his  speech  :  Now, 
1  want  you  to  understand  that  I  want  to  be  fair ;  I  want  you 
to  understand  that  I  have  tried  to  be  fair  in  these  compari¬ 
sons.  Now,  Sir,  wo  will  see  how  fair  he  was.  He  takes 
Bangor  with  16,856  of  a  population,  and  a  municipal  indebted¬ 
ness  of  $157.87  per  capita.  Then  Elizabeth,  New  Jersey,  has 
a  population  of  28,229,  and  a  debt  of  $195.28  per  capita. 
Jersey  City,  N.Y.,  has  a  population  of  120,722,  and  a  per  capita 
debt  of  $127.49.  Memphis  has  a  population  of  33,000,  and 
a  per  capita  municipal  indebtedness  of  $135.59.  Middletown 
has  a  municipal  indebtedness  of  $119.97  per  capita.  I  may 
say  that  there  are  eight  cities  of  the  United  States  with  a  per 
capita  municipal  indebtedness  of  over  $100,  and  one  of  these 
is  Bangor  ;  Bangor  stands  at  the  bead  of  the  list  except  one. 
Now  this  is  the  fair  comparison  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
would  lead  us  to  understand  he  was  disposed  to  make  in 
dealing  with  the  debt  of  the  cities  of  the  United  States.  I 
was  rather  amused  when  ho  came  to  deal  with  the  municipal 
taxes  of  the  Dominion,  that  he  shouid  have  gone  to  Ontario. 
He  appeared  to  be  glad  to  take  the  figures  as  set  down  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  lost  no  opportunity  in  criticising 
in  very  severe  terms  the  manner  in  which  the  affairs  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  have  been  managed.  They  have  tried 
to  show  that  its  money  has  been  squandered,  that  its  business 
has  been  badly  managed  by  the  very  able  and  efficient 
gentlemen  who  have  been  at  the  head  of  that  Government 
for  so  many  years.  But  after  all,  when  they  want  to  make 
a  comparison  in  this  Dominion  they  have  to  go  to  Ontario, 
of  all  the  Provinces,  to  find  the  most  favorable  standard. 
This  is  a  confession  on  their  part  that  its  affairs  are  very  well 
handled.  I  cannot  find  out,  for  the  life  of  me,  how  he  came 
to  make  out  the  entire  municipal  taxation  of  the  Dominion 
to  be  $4  per  head.  He  appears  to  have  borrowed  that 
opinion  from  some  quarter — I  do  not  know  where.  I  can¬ 
not  tell  on  what  data  he  proceeded,  because  I  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  if  there  is  anything  at  all  surrounded  with 
difficulty  it  is  the  endeavour  to  ascertain  exactly  the  munici¬ 
pal  taxation  of  this  Dominion,  that  is,  the  amount  collected 
in  each  municipality  for  municipal  and  school  purposes. 
However,  he  gives  it  to  the  House  at  $4.  He  says  with  a 
flourish  of  eloquence :  I  present  these  figures  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country.  I  think,  he  says,  they  will 
stand  investigation.  Well,  Sir,  that  reminds  me  of 
a  story  I  once  heard  of  an  Irishman  who  came 
to  this  country.  He  landed  at  New  York,  and  engaged  to 
an  American.  After  the  American  had  had  him  some 
time  in  his  employ  he  thought  he  would  have  a  little  fun 
out  of  him,  so  he  said  to  him  one  fine  evening  :  “  Pat,  go  out 
doors  and  count  the  stars  for  me.”  Pat  went  out,  and  after 
a  while  he  came  in  and  said  there  were  9,876,000  or  some 
big  figure  of  that  kind.  “Oh,”  says  the  American,  “you 
must  be  mistaken;  how  can  you  be  so  sure  of  the  num¬ 
ber  ?  ”  “  Well,  sir,”  said  Pat,  “  I  am  quite  certain  that  I 

am  right,  and  if  you  do  not  believe  me  you  can  go  outside 
and  count  them  yourself.”  Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  presented  these  figures ;  wherever  ho  got  them  I  do  not 
know.  But  he  says :  I  present  them  to  the  House,  I  pre¬ 
sent  them  to  the  country,  and  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  I 
believe  that  I  am  correct.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  believe  that 
he  is  at  all  near  correct.  I  believe  when  he  took  that 
amount  as  the  municipal  taxation  of  the  Province,  he  made 
up  his  mind  that  he  would  take  an  amount  that  would  come 
within  the  limit  so  as  to  show  that  we  have  a 
less  municipal  taxation  than  that  the  United  States  in. 


I  do  not  think  we  can  get  such  evidence  as  will  enable  us  to 
come  to  a  correct  conclusion  on  a  question  of  this  kind,  I 
believe  the  only  possible  way  to  make  a  comparison  is  to 
take  the  entire  debt  of  tho  United  States,  the  state,  federal 
and  municipal  debts,  and  putting  them  togethor  compare 
the  gross  amount  with  the  Dominion  debt,  the  provincial 
debt  and  the  municipal  debt  combined.  We  have  done 
that,  and  I  am  sorry  to  havo  to  admit  that  our  debt  exceeds 
that  of  the  United  States  by  $1.27  por  head.  I  took  con¬ 
siderable  trouble  to  read  over  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech. 
Last  year  in  addressing  the  House  he  said  he  had  read  over 
the  speech  of  tho  leader  of  the  Opposition  three  times.  He 
said  he  found  nothing  in  that  speech  worthy  of  notice 
unless  it  was  the  “  may  be,”  “  may  be,”  “  may  bo,”  which 
occurred  several  times.  I  read  over  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
speech  recently  delivered  once,  then  I  read  it  again,  and 
part  of  it  a  third  time,  and  the  only  thing  that  attracted 
my  attention  was  tho  word  metropoK.  I  do  not  know 
where  the  hon.  gentleman  got  the  word  ;  but  all  great  men, 
Mr.  Speaker,  in  this  world  are  known  either  by  having 
invented  something  or  being  the  author  of  a  book  or  the 
author  of  a  word.  The  late  Lord  Brougham  was  known 
to  the  after  generations  of  his  day  as  the  inventor 
of  a  carriage,  and  one  of  the  Dukes  of  Wellington  is 
remembered  as  the  inventor  of  a  pair  of  boots.  The  hon. 
member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  will  no  doubt  be  known 
by  future  generations  as  the  author  of  a  word,  meiropoli. 
I  was  quite  amused  with  the  very  determined  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  assailed  threo  of  the  prominent 
members  of  this  sido  of  the  House,  the  ex-Finance  Minister, 
tho  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson).  Ho  made  an  effort 
to  overthrow  the  whole  of  them.  I  began  to  think  that 
possibly  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  would 
feel  that  his  position  was  in  some  danger  when  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s  made  such  a  very  elaborate  statement  and 
went  so  largely  into  figures  and,  as  he  thought,  into  facts, 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  were  largely  fiction  ;  I  began  to  think 
I  say  that  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  would  begin  to 
think  that  ho  should  try  and  secure  a  position  on  tho 
Treasury  Benches  immediately,  because  when  tho  hon. 
moraber  for  King’s  took  his  seat  he  was  quite  satisfied  that 
ho  had  performed  the  duties  that  devolved  upon  him  with 
the  greatest  amount  of  ability.  I  do  not  know  how  long 
that  hon.  gentleman  may  be  asked  to  remain  on  the  back 
benches,  but  in  his  own  estimation  he  should  be  advanced  to 
a  front  seat  before  very  long.  There  is  one  question  I 
wish  to  bring  before  the  House,  and  it  is  this  :  It  is  not 
very  often  we  get  admissions  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that  are  of  use  to  us  as  going  to  show  the  fallacy 
and  injustice  of  the  policy  which  they  advocate  and 
uphold.  The  Finance  Minister  in  delivering  his  Budget 
Speech  made  some  admissions  that  struck  me  forcibly  when 
he  made  them,  and  I  then  thought  that  if  I  had  the  privilege 
or  pleasure  of  offering  some  remarks  durirg  the  debate  I 
would  undoubtedly  allude  to  them.  He  stated  that  the 
ex-Government,  during  the  time  they  had  been  in  power 
from  1st  July,  1874,  to  1st  July,  1879,  five  years,  had  under 
the  then  tariff  extracted  from  the  people’s  pockets  $98,- 
295,770.34;  while  from  July  1st,  1879,  to  July  let,  1884,  it 
appears  that  under  the  operation  of  their  policy  they  havo 
extracted  from  the  people  $124,723,689.84,  or  $26,426,899.50 
more  than  tho  previous  Government  took  from  the  people. 
It  is  not  often  we  get  such  an  admission.  We  have  often 
met  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  tho  political  stump,  and  they 
have  always  declared — and  I  will  not  be  surprised  if  some  of 
them  still  persist  in  declaring  it — that  under  the  National 
Policy  the  people  pay  no  more  taxes.  Then  where  has 
the  money  come  from  ?  Where  did  the  Finance  Minister 
get  his  extra  $26,000,000,  which  he  declares  he  got  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  extracted  $5.88  per  head  during  five 
years  more  than  was  extracted  under  the  administration  of 
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of  the  late  Government  during  the  same  time. 
I  hope,  therefore,  we  shall  not  hear  any  more 
as  regards  tho  National  Policy  not  making  the 
people  pay  more  money  into  the  Treasury.  It  is  quite 
plain  from  the  admission  of  the  Finance  Minister  himself 
that  they  do  pay  more  taxes.  He  will  not  surely  rise  and 
attempt  to  show  that  tho  money  was  got  in  some  secret 
way.  He  tells  how  the  money  was  got.  He  says  it  was  by 
excise  duties  and  stamps,  and  that  the  late  Government  got 
the  money  from  the  same  sources  ;  and  we  have,  under  the 
operation  of  our  tariff  of  increased  duties  imposed  in  con 
nection  with  our  protective  policy,  succeeded  in  making 
the  people  pay  $26,427,899.50  more  than  they  would  have 
paid  under  the  operation  of  the  policy  of  tho  preceding 
Government.  That  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  admission. 
There  is  another  question  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  From  the  inception  of  the  scheme  of 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  down  to 
the  present  time  we  have  heard  public  declarations  made 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  tho  people  of  this  country 
would  never  be  asked  to  pay  one  dollar  to  the  construction 
of  that  railway.  Now  what  is  the  fact  ?  Over  $12,000,060 
of  the  people’s  money,  out  of  the  surplus  collected  under 
the  operations  of  his  tariff,  has  gone  directly  into  the 
construction  of  tho  road  within  the  last  five  years.  I 
believe  I  am  stating  the  amount  at  something  less  than 
what  I  should  state  it ;  I  believe  over  that  amount  I 
have  named  has  gone  into  that  railway.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Finance  Minister,  or  any  hon.  gentleman  whether 
one  dollar  will  ever  go  back  to  the  pockets  of  the  people 
from  whom  it  was  extracted.  I  answer,  no.  No  portion 
of  that  money  will  ever  bo  refunded.  You  may  say  that 
tho  country  will  get  a  certain  amount  of  money  out  of  the 
sale  of  lands.  Will  it  go  back  into  the  pockets  of  the 
people  ?  Not  one  dollar.  Yet  we  find  hon.  gentlemen 
prepared  to  assert  that  the  tax  payers  of  the  Dominion  will 
never  be  asked  to  pay  one  cent  towards  that  work.  I  hold 
that  tho  most  important  question  in  connection  with  hand¬ 
ling  the  affairs  of  this  Dominion  is  the  increase  of  our  popu¬ 
lation.  I  believe  that  the  immigration  policy  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  has  been  a  mistake.  A  very  large  amount 
of  money  has  been  positively  squandered  and  lost,  and  in 
many  cases  the  people  who  have  been  brought  out  to 
this  country  have  proved  utterly  useless.  If  there  is  any 
particular  class  of  settlors  that  would  prove  beneficial  to 
the  Dominion  it  is  the  class  of  men  possessed  of  some  means 
and  able  to  tako  up  homes  and  work  out  their  own  course  of 
life.  During  the  last  year  this  country  has  not  obtained 
the  proper  stamp  of  immigrants ;  many  of  the  men  brought 
here  were  literally  useless.  They  were  worthless 
to  us.  1  therefore  hold  that  a  very  large 

amount  of  money  has  been  lost  owing  to  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  the  immigration  policy  has  been  treated. 
I  hold  that  the  next  tbiDg  we  should  do,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  to 
cut  off  all  monopolies.  I  believe  myself  that  the  policy 
adopted  in  the  North-West  in  regard  to  the  creation  of  these 
monoplies  in  land,  with  regard  to  the  restricted  manner  in 
which  lands  were  offered  to  those  who  went  in  there  in 
search  of  homes,  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  railway 
land  corporations  and  other  lands  were  surrounded 
by  restrictions  imposed  by  those  who  held  these  lands,  has 
been  a  drawback  to  the  settlement  of  this  country.  The 
proper  course  would  have  been  to  leave  all  the  lands 
absolutely  for  those  who  are  prepared  to  take  up 
homos  and  live  upon  them,  and  if  that  policy  had 
been  adopted  I  believe,  Sir,  we  would  have  had  more  settlers 
there  to-day  than  we  have ;  and  I  believe,  owing  to  the 
course  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  there  have  gone  from 
that  country  many  letters  of  disappointment  from  settlers 
to  friends  in  the  old  country,  telling  them  that  the  repre¬ 
sentations  made  to  them  and  the  offers  by  which  they  were 
induced  to  cast  their  lot  in  with  tho  future  of  that  country, 
Mr.  MoMullen. 
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were  highly  overdrawn,  and  that  they  did  not  realise  in  full 
the  promises  made  to  them.  I  believe  they  found  that  in 
place  of  getting  land  wherever  they  liked  to  settle,  in  many 
cases  they  had  to  take  it  in  out  of  the  way  places  or  else 
it  was  subject  to  restrictions  which  they  could  not 
carry  out.  And  if  there  is  anything  at  all  which  the  people 
of  the  old  country  detest  it  is  a  system  of  landlordism,  such  as 
they  have  been  struggling  with  in  the  old  country,  and  they 
do  not  want  to  bo  subjected  to  that  kind  of  thing  here.  If 
all  the  land  had  been  given  to  them  at  a  fixed  rate,  so  that 
they  would  have  been  induced  to  make  their  homes  there, 
it  would  have  been  the  true  policy  of  settling  that  country 
and  getting  that  influx  of  population  into  it  that  we  would 
all  be  so  glad  to  see.  Now,  Sir,  in  connection  with  tho 
immigration  policy  of  tho  Government  I  may  say  that  I  had 
the  privilege  a  short  time  ago  of  examining  a  book  known  as 
“  The  National  Policy” — a  book  of  which  I  believe  some 
5,000  have  been  issued  at  a  cost  of  $5,000  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  and  circulated  in  the  old  country.  That  book  I 
am  prepared  to  admit  is  the  most  ingenious  invention  in 
the  interest  of  immigration.  I  must  say  that  it  possesses 
peculiar  and  attractive  qualities  as  a  production,  such  as 
could  not  possibly  emanate  from  any  men  except  the  most 
ingenious  thinking  lot  of  men  you  could  como  across.  I 
notice  that  the  first  page  of  the  book  has  a  photograph  of 
the  First  Minister  in  it,  the  second  page  has  a  photograph 
of  five  of  his  colleagues,  and  the  third  page  has  a  photo¬ 
graph  of  live  more  of  them.  I  think  that  is  an  admirable 
way  of  presenting  to  the  people  of  the  old  country  the  attrac¬ 
tions  of  this  country.  Any  man  looking  at  the  pleasant 
kindly  countenances  of  those  eight  or  nine  men,  who  would 
not  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  is  a  paradise,  if  there 
is  one  on  earth,  must  be  a  fool  or  an  idiot.  1  would  caution 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  be  careful  how  they  use  that 
book.  Why,  Sir,  if  too  many  of  the  people  of  the  old 
world  should  get  the  privilege  of  seeing  that  particular  book, 
we  might  find  ourselves  face  to  face  with  a  famino,  for  we 
might  not  be  able  to  feed  the  people  that  would  rush  to  this 
country,  or  give  them  tihe  necessary  accommodation.  I 
notice  that  this  year  the  Government  have  asked  a  smaller 
appropriation  than  last  year  for  immigration,  and  I  do  not 
wonder,  because  I  do  not  believe  if  that  book  is  judiciously 
handled  they  will  require  any  money  at  all,  for  it  will  tako 
the  place  of  any  expenditure  in  that  way.  While  I  am  on 
the  point  of  expenditure  I  would  refer  to  some  matters 
which  I  think  are  worth  looking  into.  There  is  a  certain 
amount  of  expenditure  in  this  Dominion  which  is  quite 
under  the  control  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  this  Houso. 
I  admit  that  there  is  a  certain  amount  of  expenditure 
which  is  perhaps  not  fully  under  their  control.  At  the 
same  time,  S:r,  I  hold  that  where  we  find  that 
even  under  statutory  regulations  we  are  spending  more 
money  than  is  necessary  should  be  spent  it  is  our 
duty  to  retrench  and  curtail  and  cut  down  the  amount, 
and  amend  our  laws  so  that  the  expenditure  shall 
not  be  in  excess  of  the  ability  of  the  people  to  pay.  While 
we  were  talking  about  the  United  States  I  was  looking  over 
what  was  paid  there  to  their  State  Governors.  I  find,  Sir, 
that  in  the  United  States  they  have  47  State  Governors.  I 
find  that  they  pay  these  47  men  $168,900  on  the  whole,  or  an 
average  of  $3,600  apiece.  The  House  will  remember  that 
those  Governors  have  to  seek  their  election  at  the  hands  of 
the  people ;  they  have  to  go  to  the  polls  and  pass  the  ordeal 
of  seeking  votes,  and  incur  all  tho  necessary  expenses  con¬ 
nected  with  the  election,  and  thoy  hold  their  offices  for  four 
years.  I  find  that  wo  have  in  Canada  9  Provincial  Gover¬ 
nors  and  Governors  of  Territories,  and  that  we  pay  the 
whole  of  them  $68,000,  or  an  average  of  $7,550  apiece. 
Therefore  we  pay  our  Lieutenant  Governors  in  this  country 
virtually  twice  as  much  as  they  pay  in  the  United  States 
for  their  State  Governors.  Now  I  hold  that  the  State  of 
of  New  York,  which  pays  its  Governor  $10,000  a 
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year,  is  perhaps  in  point  of  actual  value  worth  about  as 
much  as  the  entiro  Dominion.  I  have  no  doubt  they  could 
afford  as  well  to  pay  as  large  a  salary  for  their  Governor  as 
the  Dominion  could  to  ours.  They  pay  him  $10,000  a  year, 
while  Ontario  pays  our  Lieutenant  Governor,  appointed  by 
the  Crown — for  he  is  not  required  to  seek  the  popular  vote, 
he  is  not  required  to  cultivate  popularity— ho  gets  the 
appointment  from  the  Crown  and  draws  $10,000,  along 
with  perquisites  and  other  expenses  connected  with  his 
position.  I  find  that  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  the  same 
amount  is  paid  to  their  Lieutenant-Governor.  Now,  Sir,  I 
believe  it  is  only  by  the  reduction  of  those  amounts  that 
wo  can  possibly  hope  to  bring  the  amount  of  taxation  lovied 
on  the  people  of  this  Dominion  within  proper  limits.  I  say 
that  it  is  time  that  we  should  commence  seriously  to  consider 
several  items  of  expenditure,  from  the  largest  to  the 
smallest,  cut  them  down  in  every  single  instance  and  bring 
them  within  the  means  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion.  We 
have  been  going  on  in  an  extravagant  way  year  after  year, 
and  every  year  the  amount  is  increasing.  The  incidental 
expenses  are  annually  increasing.  I  find  that  in  the  several 
Departments  in  this  city,  for  the  convenience  of  hon,  gentle¬ 
men  and  their  attendants  and  clerks  in  these  Departments, 
there  is  no  less  a  sum  paid,  according  to  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  of  last  year,  $9,660.25  for  newspapers  and 
periodicals,  not  for  advertising,  or  for  any  work 
done,  but  actually  for  periodicals  and  'newspapers 
supplied  to  the  Departments.  I  find  in  looking  over  the 
items  of  incidental  expenses  connected  with  the  several 
Departments  presided  over  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
that  they  have  spent  in  the  matter  of  incidental  expenses, 
$177,945.56.  Out  of  this  there  has  been  paid  $22,346.79  for 
expenses  connected  with  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  and  members  of  the  Government — travelling 
expenses  of  the  Governor  General  and  suite,  and  members  of 
the  Government.  Included  in  that  amount  I  find  that 
members  of  the  Government,  for  their  own  personal 
expenses  and  cab  hire  in  the  city  of  Ottawa, 
have  actually  drawn  from  the  Treasury  $6,280.18. 
that  they  have  actually  drawn  from  the  treasury  $6,280.18, 
over  and  above  their  salaries  of  $7,000  or  $9,000  a  year, 
their  annnual  sessional  allowance  of  $1,000  a  year,  and  also 
their  allowance  for  mileage,  if  they  come  from  a  distance  to 
attend  to  their  duties  here.  I  think,  when  the  people  of  this 
country  come  to  understand  these  expenditures,  they  will  not 
endorse  them.  I  think,  when  they  come  to  understand  that 
money  is  thrown  away  in  this  kind  of  style,  that  they  will 
rise  in  their  might,  and  will  pledge  every  man  who  comes 
to  Parliament  not  to  support  any  Government,  Reform  or 
Conservative,  that  spends  the  public  money  in  this  way.  I 
say  it  is  time  we  had  an  end  to  this  sort  of  thing ;  it  has 
gone  too  far ;  and  I  hope  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when 
men  will  be  sent  here  to  watch  the  public  accounts  and 
criticise  every  item,  in  the  interests  of  their  constituents, 
and  see  that  the  public  money,  is  not  squandered 
and  frittered  away  in  this  kind  of  style.  Now,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  any  hon.  gentleman  who  follows  me 
will  rise  up  and  say  that  we  are  still  decrying  our  country. 
Well,  all  I  have  got  to  say  is  this :  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  place  us  in  the  position  that  we  must 
tell  the  truth ;  and  if  they  like  to  take  the  alternative  of 
telling  the  opposite,  and  not  decrying  the  country,  we  are 
willing  that  they  should  assume  that  responsibility.  It  is 
our  duty  to  criticise  the  policy  of  the  Government,  every  item 
of  expenditure,  and  every  matter  of  interest  to  our  country, 
and  in  doing  that,  if  we  should  expose  some  matters  which 
are  not  perhaps  too  creditable  to  us,  it  is  only  because  we 
feel  it  to  be  our  duty,  in  the  interest  of  our  country,  in  the 
interest  of  the  people  who  have  sent  us  here,  to  tell  the  truth 
and  the  whole  truth,  and  to  expose  those  things  that  should 
be  exposed.  There  was  another  matter  that  I  should  have 
referred  to,  in  connection  with  the'items  of  expenditure.  A 
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few  evenings  ago  we  had  a  considerable  discussion  with  re» 
gard  to  extra  fees  paid  to  clerk’s  engaged  in  the  several 
Departments  here.  On  looking  over  the  accounts,  I  find 
that  there  is  one  continuous  systematic  effort  to  fleece  the 
public  chest  by  every  man  engaged  in  the  Departments 
hero.  Every  man  engaged  in  any  of  the  Departments,  if 
he  does  an  extra  hour’s,  or  half  hour’s  woi’k,  makes  a 
demand  for  extra  pay,  and  the  members  of  the  Government 
are  apparently  only  too  willing  to  allow  it.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Savings  Bank  Branch  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  I  find  that  $1,927.67  was  allowed  for 
counting  interest  on  deposits — paid  extra  to  men  who 
receive  a  salary,  year  by  year,  for  doing  work  of  this  kind ; 
men  who  receive  full  and  ample  allowance  for  the  work 
they  perform  j  men  who  only  put  in  a  few  hours  a  day,  and 
have  the  balance  for  themselves ;  simply  because  it  becomes 
necessary  for  them  to  make  these  little  calculations,  they 
make  a  demand  and  are  paid  this  amount  in  excess  of  the 
sums  they  receive  for  their  ordinary  employment.  Now,  I 
say  it  is  wrong  that  these  things  should  be  permitted,  and  it 
is  the  duty  of  every  man  in  this  House  to  expose  them ;  and 
if  his  remonstrances  are  not  listened  to  by  the  Government, 
it  is  his  duty  to  carry  these  things  to  the  constituencies  and 
press  upon  the  people  the  necessity  of  pledging  those  who 
are  sent  here  to  see  that  the  annual  expenditure  is  cut  down 
to  the  limit  of  the  people’s  means,  and  to  the  point  that  will 
enable  the  people  to  live  easily.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  been  always  willing  and  anxious  to  criticise 
us  as  free  traders.  Well,  I  have  only  to  say  that  however 
anxious  any  man  on  this  side  of  the  House  might  be  to  see 
a  system  of  free  trade  introduced,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  placed  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  most  ardent  free 
trader  in  this  country  to  realise  free  trade  in  the  present 
generation.  The  way  our  annual  debt  is  rolling  up  places 
an  insuperable  barrier  in  the  way  of  free  trade.  It  is  quit© 
evident  that  we  must  have  either  a  revenue  or  a  protective 
tariff.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  disposed,  for  the  time 
being,  to  insist  on  a  protective  tariff — first,  in  the  interests 
of  the  manufacturing  institutions,  and  secondly,  in  order  to 
meet  the  demands  on  the  Treasury.  We  on  this  side  claim 
that  a  revenue  tariff  is  the  true  basis  of  taxation.  We 
claim  that  people  should  not  be  called  on  to  contribute 
more  than  the  necessities  of  the  public  expenditure  require. 
We  say  that  any  more  is  unfair,  and  unjust,  and  unwise. 
Now,  I  have  endeavored  to  put  my  remarks  in  as  concise  a 
form  as  possible.  I  thank  this  House  for  listening  to  me 
in  my  rambling  remarks,  and  I  hope  that  by  these  discus¬ 
sions  and  criticisms  of  the  public  affairs  of  this  country,  we 
shall  be  guided  in  coming  to  conclusions  that  will  be  for  the 
best  interests  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and  will  tend  to 
build  it  up  and  make  it  what  we  should  be  glad  to  see  it 
become  a  great  and  prosperous  nation. 

Mr.  DICKINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  for  the 
first  time  to  address  this  hon.  House,  and  at  so  late  a 
stage  of  this  important  debate,  the  main  subjects  of  which 
have  already  been  so  fully  and  ably  discussed  by  hon.  mem¬ 
bers,  I  am  impressed,  Sir,  with  the  necessity  of  solicit¬ 
ing  at  the  hands  of  hon.  members,  all  the  consideration 
usually  accorded  to  new  members.  And,  Mr.  Speaker,  at 
the  outset,  I  have  the  proud  satisfaction  of  being  justified 
in  congratulating  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  Government, 
his  colleagues  and  the  House,  on  the  very  satisfactory 
exhibit,  concerning  the  great  general  interests  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  that  the  eminent  Finance  Minister  has  placed  before 
the  House  and  the  country,  in  his  masterly  and  ex¬ 
haustive  Budget  Speech,  and  upon  his  general  conclusions 
in  respect  to  the  present  actual  position,  and  the  well- 
grounded  future  prospects  of  this  great  Dominion  of  ours  ; 
all  of  which,  Sir,  are  fully  justified  by  the  facts  of  the  case. 
In  reference  to  expression  of  opinion  that  I  shall  take  the 
liberty  to  make,  in  regard  to  the  fiscal  policy  of  our 
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country,  I  may  say  that  they  have  not  been  acquired  yes¬ 
terday  or  the  day  before,  but  far  anterior  to  the  year  1878, 
1876,  or  even  1875,  at  a  time  when  the  matter  was  taken 
up  so  ably,  and  when  the  celebrated  resolution  upon  which 
the  National  Policy  was  founded  was  brought  down  to  this 
House  by  the  right  bon.  Premier,  then  sitting  at  your  left, 
apparently  in  a  hopeless  position  of  Opposition,  having 
merely  the  corporal’s  guard  at  his  back,  and  taking  a  step 
that,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  read  or  understand  the 
history  of  constitutional  government,  has  not  had  a  parallel 
—-when  the  head  of  a  great  political  party,  though,  at  the 
moment,  in  opposition  and  in  small  numbers,  propounded 
on  the  opposition  benches  a  policy  which,  though 
strongly  opposed  by  the  Ministry  of  the  day,  was 
subsequently  heartily  endorsed,  and  later  on  reendorsed, 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion. 
My  own  conclusions  on  such  subjects  are  not  arrived  at  by 
the  perusal  of  theories.  It  has  been  my  lot  to  be  com¬ 
pelled,  as  it  were,  to  study  far  more  the  pages  of  my  own 
personal  experience,  in  reference  to  the  effect  of  our  present 
fiscal  policy  on  this  country ;  and  in  arriving  at  conclusions, 
when  I  found  the  generally  accepted  trade  theories,  how¬ 
ever  scientifically  laid  out,  either  in  books  or  in  speeches  of 
public  men,  were  contradicted  by  the  facts,  I  decided  that 
it  was  so  much  the  worse  for  the  theories.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  however,  and  those  who  support  him,  appear 
to  act  on  entirely  the  opposite  principle,  that  where  facts 
contradict  theories,  they  concluded  apparently  so  the 
worse  for  the  facts,  I  shall  not,  at  this  late  stage  of  the 
debate,  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the  House  any  longer  than 
will  be  absolutely  necessary  to  elucidate  some  of  the  points 
in  reference  to  the  working  of  our  fiscal  policy,  and  to 
refute,  as  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  do,  some  of  the  futile 
attempts  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  establish  that  our 
policy  is  not  in  the  best  interests  of  the  country.  I  think 
it  is  not  difficult  for  any  unprejudiced,  impartial 
mind,  to  establish  that  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government  is  eminently  in  the  best  interests  of  our 
country.  With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will  take 
the  liberty  of  making  some  quotations  from  the  Finance 
Minister’s  Budget  Speech,  to  show  why  I  consider  and  why 
I  believe  the  people  consider,  the  country  is  to  be  congratu¬ 
lated  on  the  results  of  his  policy.  The  first  point  in  which 
the  general  ratepayers  of  our  country  are  particularly  inter¬ 
ested  is,  that  the  taxation  under  the  Administration  from 
1874  to  1879,  under  the  regime  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
was  $4.88  per  head,  while  from  1819  to  1884,  under  the 
present  Government,  it  was  10  cents  less  per  head,  not¬ 
withstanding  an  increased  expenditure  in  the  active 
development  of  the  country,  ox  $750,000  per  year.  For 
1883-84  our  tax  per  head  of  the  population  was  actually 
$1.35  less  than  that  of  the  United  States,  although  the 
ex-Finance  Minister  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  has  asserted 
that  ours  is  nearly  double  that  of  the  United  States.  This 
is  the  gist  of  the  result  of  the  Administration  of  last  year, 
and  in  which  the  people  are  especially  interested.  I  shall 
next  take  the  liberty  of  referring  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright) 
who,  I  regret,  is  not  in  his  place  at  the  moment,  for  in  it 
is  explained  the  extraordinary  fallacious  position  which 
that  hon  gentleman  has  attempted  to  maintain  before  this 
House  and  the  country  for  years  past.  The  statement  to 
which  I  refer  is  this  : 

“We  find  that  our  debt  in  six  years  apparently  has  increased  about  60 
per  cent. ;  we  find  that  our  taxes  are  increased  at  the  rate  of  150  per 
cent.,  the  average  amount  to-day  of  taxes  being  160  per  cent,  greater 
han  they  were  six  years  ago. 

“He  then  goes  on  to  explain  why  he  comes  to  that  conclusion  ;  from 
about  17J  per  cent,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  them  very  consider¬ 
ably  over  35  per  cent.,  taking  them  ail  round.’’ 

Now,  according  to  his  own  position,  according  to  the  basis 
he  lays  down  himself,  upon  which  he  makes  his  calculation 
and  estimate  the  actual  taxation  paid  by  the  people,  he 
Mr,  Dickinson. 


exaggerates  only  50  per  cent.,  but  this  may  be  considered 
very  moderate  for  that  hon.  gentleman.  By  this  exagger¬ 
ation  he  exposes  the  falsity  of  the  basis  upon  which  he 
founds  his  estimate  of  the  taxation  per  head  paid  by  the 
people  of  this  country.  Now,  the  practical  fact  is  that  all 
rates  named  under  the  tariff  are  not  necessarily  taxation, 
except  on  such  articles  as  are  necessities  and  cannot  be 
produced  in  the  country,  or  unless  such  as  are  produced  under 
the  paternal  influence  of  the  National  Policy  are  thereby 
rendered  more  expensive  to  general  consumers  than  formerly, 
whereas  the  contrary  are  the  facts,  as  has  been  most 
conclusively  shown  during  this  debate  by  several  hon .  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  If  the  contention  of  the 
hon,  member  for  South  Huron  in  this  connection  be  correct, 
an  article  stated  in  the  tariff  at  100  per  cent,  would  cost  the 
consumer  of  the  country  where  that  tariff  is  imposed  double 
what  it  would  otherwise,  a  contention  so  ridiculous  and 
absurd  that  it  is  hardly  worth  referring  to  further.  Now  I 
take  the  liberty  of  asserting  that  a  basis  such  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  laid  down  for  statements  of  any  kind  being 
false,  insecure  and  a  fallacy,  the  structure  of  argument 
which  he  raises  on  such  a  basis  must  be  equally  fallacious. 
Again,  that  hon.  gentleman  says  : 

“  For  the  last  six  years  this  unhappy  country  has  had  a  protective 
tariff,  administered  by  a  Government  of  practical  politicians,  presided 
overby  a  philanthropic  Minister  of  Finance,  who  desires  to  increase  the 
greatest  happiness  of  the  greatest  number.” 

I  am  able  to  congratulate  the  hon.  gentleman  for  having 
expressed  the  precise  words  that  would  be  used  by  the  great 
majority  in  this  country  in  reference  to  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment,  although  ironical  on  his  part.  He  goes  on  further  to 
say: 

“  By  giving  to  a  few  hundred  persons,  influential  political  partisans, 
who  had  access  to  him,  unlimited  right  to  tax  the  millions  of  consumers 
who  were  not  equally  fortunate.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  for  once,  as  I  said,  expressed  the 
facts  of  the  case,  but  he  states  in  one  breath  that  the  manu¬ 
facturers,  from  the  effects  of  the  tariff,  had  been  highly 
benefited  at  the  expense  of  the  consumer,  while,  in  the 
next  breath,  he  attributes  what  he  terms  their  present 
ruinous  condition  to  the  effects  of  the  National  Policy,  over¬ 
looking  the  fact  that,  if  that  is  true,  and  it  is  not  true,  the 
great  mass  of  our  community  must  be  getting  the  benefit 
from  lowness  of  prices  arising  from  over-production.  The 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  says  further  : 

“A  very  sharp  check  will  be  needed.  In  these  six  years  our  position 
has  altered  very  materially  for  the  worse,  and  not  only  materially  but 
morally.” 

Because,  forsooth,  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  have  emphatically  affirmed  and  re-affirmed  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  the  heaven-born  financier  that  he 
imagines  himself,  and  will  have  none  of  him.  He  has  been 
tried  and  found  wanting,  as  also  have  the  political  party 
with  which  he  is  allied.  Hence  that  hon.  gentleman  hesi¬ 
tates  not  from  his  place  in  this  House  to  cast  this  insult  in 
the  face  of  one  and  all  who  differ  from  him,  and  to  oharge 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  with  having 
deteriorated,  not  only  materially  but  morally.  Again  we 
have  his  gratuitously  implied  insult  to  the  great  body  of  the 
agriculturists  of  our  country,  who  are  a  mainstay  of  this 
Dominion  more  important  than  any  other  interest — that 
exists  in  this  Dominion.  I  refer  to  his  recent  statements 
made  in  his  efforts  to  attack  the  correctness  of  the  census 
or  to  attack  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  On  that 
occasion  he  did  not  hesitate  to  make  a  variety  of  statements, 
of  which,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  X  will  give  a  few 
specimen  bricks.  He  said : 

“Now,  Sir,  in  order  that  the  House  may  know  that  I  am  warranted  in 
saying  that  the  census,  as  at  present  taken,  abounds  with  a  great  many 
details  which  can  by  no  possibility  be  accurate,  I  will  just  call  the 
attention  to  certain  items  in  the  census  of  1881.  I  find  there  that  nearly 
twenty  pages,  and  something  like  fifteen  distinct  entries  required  to  be 
made  up  all  over  the  Dominion,  are  devoted  to  items  like  these  :  Total 
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number  of  pounds  of  home-made  butter,  pounds  of  home-made  cheese, 
pounds  of  grapes,  bushels  of  other  fruits,  pounds  of  maple  sugar, 
pounds  of  hops,  and  a  variety  of  items  of  the  same  kind.  Now,  if  accu¬ 
rate  information  on  these  points  could  have  been  obtained,  the  hon. 
Minister  might  have  been  justified  in  asking  for  it,  and  in  loading  down 
the  census  tables  with  all  these  details ;  but  I  put  it  to  the  common 
sense  of  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  whether  one  farmer  in  a 
hundred,  or  in  five  hundred,  is  able  to  give  the  census  enumerators  the 
number  of  pounds  of  home-made  butter  or  cheese  he  has  produced, 
much  less  the  number  of  pounds  of  grapes  or  of  maple  sugar.  Any 
one  who  has  paid  any  attention  to  the  way  in  which  such  information 
is  obtained  knows  that  farmers  scarcely  ever  dream  of  keeping  accu¬ 
rate  accounts  of  these  various  matters.  The  fact  is,  that  all  these 
details  are  simply  guesses,  and  nothing  more ;  not  one  of  them  can  be 
depended  on.  They  are  approximations,  more  or  less  accurate,  gener¬ 
ally  less  accurate  than  more.  I  dare  say  the  information  would  be 
valuable  if  it  could  be  relied  on  ;  but  the  non.  Minister,  who  i3  a  man 
of  practical  experience,  knows  that  very  few  farmers  keep  accurate 
accounts,  even  of  the  quantity  of  grain  they  raise,  much  less  of  these 
details  with  which  the  census  is  encumbered.” 

In  contrast  with  this  implied  depreciation  of  the  intelligence 
of  the  farmers  of  our  country,  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  responded  in  this  wise  : 

“  He  says  these  people  are  guessing.  It  is  he  who  is  guessing.  He 
says  the  quantity  cannot  be  obtained.  Why,  there  is  not  a  man  who 
makes  sugar  who  does  not  know  almost  to  the  very  pound  how  much 
he  makes.  Is  there  a  man  who  raises  hops  who  cannot  tell  how  many 
pounds  he  sells  ?  Is  it  not  ridiculous  for  the  boa.  gentleman  to  say  that 
this  information  cannot  be  got  directly  ?  It  is  the  very  information  you 
can  get  directly.” 

And  further  : 

“  It  shows  what  an  impracticable  man  the  hon.  gentleman  is.  Let  the 
hon.  gentleman  condescend  once  in  a  while  to  dine  with  a  tarmer,  or  go 
to  a  farmer’s  house  and  look  at  him,  and  the  farmer  will  tell  him  at  once 
that  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  is  perfectly  ridiculous.” 

I  am  informed  that  that  hon.  gentleman’s  constituents  are 
in  a  very  large  degree  farmers.  I  simply  ask  the  question 
— I  will  not  answer  it — whether,  according  to  his  estimate 
of  the  intelligence  of  that  portion  of  his  constituents,  that 
does  not  account  for  the  presence  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
here  in  Parliament.  I  am  reminded  that  his  predecessor  was 
a  farmer,  but  arrangements  were  made  by  which  the  farmers 
of  his  county  should  not  be  represented  here.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  with  the  further  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  will 
refer  to  some  of  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  whom  I  am  sorry  to  see 
is  not  in  his  place.  That  hon.  gentleman,  during  this  debate, 
said: 

“  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  reduced  the  price  of  every  bushel  of  wheat 
the  Canadian  farmer  has  to  sell,  of  every  bushel  of  farm  produce  he  has  to 
sell — he  has  reduced  it  by  the  operation  of  this  policy,  which  has  placed 
us  at  variance  with  our  natural  customers,  and  driven  from  the  markets 
of  Canada  „the  people  who  are  the  consumers  of  our  surplus  food 
products.” 

Now,  is  it  reasonable,  or  is  it  in  accordance  with  common 
sense,  to  make  those  remarks  about  a  country  whose 
exports  of  agricultural  products  in  1884  were  $619,269,449, 
and  of  manufactures,  $11 1,860,242.  The  hon.  gentleman 
went  on  further  to  say : 

“  This  has  been  the  operation  of  the  National  Policy,  a  policy  which 
has  not  only  imposed  direct  taxes  on  the  people  of  this  country  in  the 
shape  of  Customs” - 

It  is  something  new,  probably,  to  this  House,  to  hear  that 
Customs  duties  are  direct  taxation — 

“  but  has  imposed  indirect  duties,  in  the  shape  of  an  enhanced  cost  of  the 
ordinary  articles  of  consumption  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
impose  this  additional  taxation  in  the  shape  of  a  reduction  in  the  price 
of  farm  produce.  Not  for  one  hundred  years  has  wheat  been  lower  in 
England  than  it  is  to-day,  because  she  has  reached  countries  where 
that  article  can  be  produced  cheaplv.  Not  for  many  years  has  the  price 
of  wheat  been  lower  than  it  is  in  Canada  to-day,  notwithstanding  the 
vaunts  and  boasts  of  hon.  gentlemen, that  they  would  afford  agricultural 
protection  to  the  farmers  of  Canada.  They  offered  them  benefits  and 
blessings.  They  have  conferred  on  them  curses  instead.” 

I  will  now  point  out  the  contradictions,  and  these  are  very 
evident.  Here  is  another  palpable  self-contradiction,  but 
that  is  not  unusual  with  the  hon.  gentlman  on  the  opposite 
side  of  tho  House.  He  says,  first,  that  the  National  Policy 


has  lowered  the  prices  for  the  farmer.  Second — and  that  is 
their  stock  argument— -he  says  it  is  well  known  that  England 
regulate  tho  prices.  Next,  ho  says  that  for  100  years  wheat 
has  not  been  lower  in  England  than  it  is  to-day.  There¬ 
fore,  his  argument  is  contradictory,  for  it  opposes  his  own 
contention  that  prices  are  reduced  by  the  effect  of  the 
National  Policy,  whereas  by  his  own  showing  low  prices 
are  produced  by  a  fall  in  tho  English  market.  Then  that 
hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  say  : 

“Sir,  we  cannot  conceal  our  position  from  the  United  States  or  from 
any  other  intelligent  men.  It  is  not  necessary  to  tell  them  ;  they  know 
it.  But  we  can  inform  ourselves,  and  it  is  necessary  that  the  people  of 
Canada  should  know  the  truth.  It  is  necessary  that  the  people  of 
Canada  should  know  the  affairs  of  this  country,  and  it  is  nothing  short 
of  criminal  to  conceal  from  the  people  of  Canada  the  actual  condition 
of  the  public  affairs  of  this  Dominion.  I  do  not  intend  to  conceal 
them.  And  gentlemen  may  prate  about  unpatriotic  conduct  and 
injuring  the  country  if  they  choose.  We  have  heard  enough  of  that 
stuff.” 

An  hon.  gentleman  who,  with  the  responsibility  resting 
upon  him  as  a  i-epresentativo  of  the  people  and  a  member 
of  this  House,  stigmatises  any  pretension  to  patriotic 
conduct  that  he  does  not  agree  with,  as  “  stuff,”  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  hardly  be  appreciated  by  this  House  or  the 
country.  Has  that  hon.  gentleman  come  to  his  conclusion 
on  the  same  principle  that  a  certain  nameless  persor  age  who 
has  a  perpetual  contempt  for  and  sneers  at  the  existence  of 
virtue  of  any  kind  ?  Next,  we  have  a  choice  specimen  of 
his  asserted  truth-telling,  where  he  refers  to  the  present 
position  of  the  sawed  lumber  interest  in  this  Ottawa  section. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  solicit  tho  indulgence  of  tho 
House  whilst  I  refer  to  the  following  statements  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  I  cannot  imagine  where  or  from  what  source 
he  obtained  the  information  that  he  gave  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country,  when  he  stated  in  his  place : 

“  I  may  remind  the  people  of  the  country  that  they  are  growing  poorer 
every  year  through  the  redaction  in  value  of  the  various  properties. 
Farms  can  be  bought  in  any  part  of  Ontario  cheaper  than  they  could  be 
purchased  six  years  ago.” 

Now,  whatever  the  experience  in  this  respect  may  be  of 
the  members  from  the  western  part  of  Ontario,  the  con¬ 
trary,  I  can  assure  this  House  and  the  country,  is  the 
experience  of  the  representatives  from  the  Ottawa  valley 
and  central  Canada.  There  is  a  difference  of  opinion  even 
among  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  that  point.  I  will 
read  an  extract  from  a  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  who  said : 

“  The  hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran),  who  spoke  the 
other  day,  quoted  the  statistics  of  the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Industries  to 
show  that  the  price  of  farm  land  had  gone  up  in  Ontario.  I  believe  he 
quoted  them  correctly,  and  I  believe,  from  my  knowledge  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  collects  those  statistics,  that  they  are  as  correct  as  they  can 
be  made.  I  believe  that  the  value  of  farm  property  in  Ontario  has 
gone  up.” 

But  tho  most  astounding  and  incorrect  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  is  in  respect  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  condition  of  the  sawed  lumber  interest  in  this  section 
particularly  : 

“  What  is  the  state  of  the  lumber  interest?  Are  the  lumbermen  of 
Ottawa  and  of  the  West,  and  of  the  East  working  double  time,  making 
sales  far  ahead  ?  There  is  a  vast  accumulation  of  lumber  in  the  yards  at 
Ottawa,  and  none  of  it  is  sold.  Gloom  and  despondency  prevail  in  the 
lumber  markets  ;  the  shipping  interest  is  low,  not  a  single  prediction 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  regard  to  any  industry  in  the  country 
has  been  realised.” 

Now,  I  deny  that  the  sawed  lumber  interest  of  the 
Ottawa  valley  is  in  a  deplorable  condition,  but  to  the 
contrary,  is  in  a  most  satisfactory  state.  Allow  me  to  state, 
Mr.  Speaker,  thata  very  carefully  compiled  statistical  account 
appearod  in  the  Citizen  last  November,  of  tho  season’s 
cut  on  the  Ottawa,  and  it  gives  an  approximate  estimate 
of  the  amount  of  lumber  cut  in  the  different  mills  during 
the  season  of  1884.  The  gi’oss  amount  is  495,500,000  feet. 
That  amount,  taken  with  tvhat  is  cut  up  the  river,  makes 
the  gross  cut  for  the  Ottawa  Valley  625,000,000  feet,  or 
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about  an  average  season’s  cut.  This  represents  a  cash 
value  of  $7,500,000  to  this  section  of  Canada.  The  report 
continues : 

“Now  that  the  Presidential  contest  is  over  in  the  States,  we  can  look 
to  a  good  trade  for  next  season,  and  with  cheap  labor,  flour  and  pork, 
next  year  bids  fair  to  be  a  most  profitable  one  for  oar  lumber  kings.” 

That  statement  is  corroborated  by  a  lengthy  article  in  the 
organ  of  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  this  city.  It  is  dated 
20th  March.  I  will  read  merely  the  heading  :  “Work  in 
the  Woods.  A  Hopeful  Lumbering  Outlook  for  Best  Sea¬ 
son’s  Trade.”  I  have  here  a  statement  of  the  position  of 
the  lumber  that  is  now  piled  here,  the  remains  of  last  year’s 
cut.  The  source  of  my  information  is  such  that  I  take  the 
responsibility  of  saying  that  I  am  prepared  to  challenge 
any  satisfactory  contradiction  from  any  quarter  in  any 
important  particular.  The  statement  is  this  : 

"  Of  the  495,000,000  feet  cut  last  season  between  Ottawa  and  Grenville 
all  is  sold  and  shipped  except  about  190,000,000  feet  remaining  in  mill 
yards  and  docks,  of  which  about  150,000,000  has  been  sold  since  close  of 
navigation  and  is  now  held  in  second  hand.  The  balance,  about  40,000,000 
principally  coarse  box,  suited  only  for  local  purposes  and  Montreal 
market ;  and  within  the  past  week  most,  if  not  all,  mill  culls  about 
Ottawa  mills  have  been  sold  to  Montreal  buyers  at  about  same  price  as 
last  year,  and  the  buyers  proceeded  to  mills  below  this,  as  far  as  Gren¬ 
ville,  with  the  view  of  securing  from  them  any  amount  of  this  quality  they 
can  obtain.  As  to  next  year’s  cut  a  much  larger  percentage  is  sold  in 
advance  than  is  usual  at  this  season  of  the  year,  and  at  higher  prices, 
(from  $2  to  $5  per  thousand  feet)  over  last  year’s  prices,  particularly  in 
the  upper  grades.  The  advance  on  these  will  much  more  'chan  com- 
pensate  for  any  reduction,  if  any  there  be,  on  che  coarse  box.  As  to 
pine  deals  for  Quebec,  every  deal  now  on  hand  in  this  section,  and  at  all 
other  points  heard  from,  and  the  entire  cut  during  season  of  1873,  are 
now  sold  in  advance,  at  prices  varying  from  $2  to  $10,  1st,  2nd  and  3rds 
per  hundred  standard,  over  prices  obtained  last  season,  which  were 
considerably  more  than  those  obtained  in  1883, 

“Estimate  of  deal  to  be  cut  on  the  Ottawa  during  1885,  is  as  follows  : 
Booth,  Ottawa,  15,000,000  to  20,000,0000  feet;  Eddy,  Hull,  25,000,000 
to  30,000,000  feet;  Gilmour  &  Co.,  Chelsea,  18,000,000  to  20,000,000 
feet;  Edwards  &  Go.,  Rockland,  8,000,000  to  10,000,000  feet;  Jas. 
McLaren,  Buckingham,  5,000,000  to  6,000,000  feet;  Pattee  &  Perley, 
Ottawa,  16,000,000  to  16,000,000  feet;  Hamilton  Bros.,  Hawkesbury, 
16,000,000  to  18,000,000 — say  116,000,000  feet  board  measure.” 

An  important  sale  of  timber  limits,  which  affords  an  index 
to  the  condition  of  the  lumber  trade,  occurred  on  Satur¬ 
day  at  the  Russell  House,  in  this  city,  the  Hall  limits  on  the 
Gatineau  river  realising  $247,000,  one-third  cash,  balance  at 
eight  and  twelve  months.  The  hon.  gentleman  to  whom  I 
have  referred  has  been  egregiously  mistaken,  and  1  think,  as 
a  public  man,  he  should  be  more  careful  in  making  state¬ 
ments  that  may  seriously  affect  an  important  industry.  With 
the  further  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  desire  to  bring  under 
its  attention  the  position  of  the  two  political  parties  in  regard 
to  the  tariff,  so  far  as  actual  taxes  on  the  food  supplies  of  the 
people  are  concerned.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  all  occa¬ 
sions,  inside  this  House  and  outside  of  it,  pose  as  the  friends 
of  the  working  men,  and  as  the  party  who  are  in  sympathy 
with  the  masses.  Let  us  see  whether  their  actions  corres¬ 
pond  with  their  professions  in  this  respect : 


“  The  Customs  duties  on  tea  and  coffee  for  the  undermentioned  years 
were  as  follows:— 


From 
-’74  to 
20  th  Feb., 
’77. 

Coffee,  green . . . 2c.  per  lb. 

“  roasted  or  ground.3c.  *  “ 

Tea,  green...... . ,,.,.„4c.  “ 


black . .  3c. 


From  From  w 
20th  Feb.,  15th  March, 

’77,  to  15th  ’79,  to 24th  24t,Q*eb” 
March,  ’79.  Feb.,  ’82. 

2e.  per  lb.  2c.  per  lb.  Free. 


3c. 

6c. 


5  c. 


3c 
3c. 

&  10  p 

.  ad  val. 

1  2c.  per  lb. 
4  &  10  p.  c 
(  ad  val. 


f  3c-  “  ) 

•4  &  10  p.  c.  >■ 
(  ad  val.  J 


3e.  per  lb. 
Free. 


An  additional  duty,  which  is  still  in  force  of  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
Was  imposed  on  all  tea  and  coffee  from  the  United  States.” 


Thereby  encouraging  especially  to  the  shipping  of  our 
ports.  I  will  now  proceed,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  to  show  the  aggregate  reduction  which  has  taken 
Mr,  Dickinson. 


place-— -the  reduction  of  the  real  taxes,  because  it  was  a 
reduction  upon  the  necessities  of  life  principally,  or  at  least 
what  had  become  the  necessaries  of  life,  so  far  as  tea  and 
coffee  are  concerned.  The  amount  of  Customs  duties 
collected  on  tea,  under  the  old  tariff,  in  excess  of  the  duties 
which  would  have  been  collected  bad  the  previous  Conser¬ 
vative  tariff  remained  in  operation,  was  $304,639.  The 
amount  of  duties  which  would  have  been  collected  on  tea 
and  coffee  under  the  tariff  of  1879,  since  those  articles  were 
made  free,  has  been  reduced  by  an  aggregate,  for  the  years 
1882,  1883  and  1884,  of  $1,869,996.  The  aggregate  further 
loss  to  the  revenue,  by  reductions  in  the  tariff  on  pro¬ 
miscuous  items,  from  1880  to  1884  inclusive,  would  be 
$2,736,931.  The  abolition  of  bill  stamps  since  the  4th  of 
March,  1882,  has  decreased  the  revenue  by  about  a  yearly 
average  of  $100,000,  or  say,  to  date,  $400,000  ;  and  the  loss 
to  revenue  from  the  abolition  of  postage  on  news¬ 
papers  since  the  1st  of  June,  1882,  say  about  four 
years,  an  annual  average  of  $60,000,  or  a  total 
of  $240,000,  making  a  grand  total  of  $5,551,566 
saved  to  the  people  of  our  country  by  the  operation  of  the 
National  Policy  in  respect  to  the  above  items  alone.  The 
result  of  all  changes  under  this  paternal  policy,  as  conclu¬ 
sively  shown  by  the  Finance  Minister,  is  an  average  decrease 
of  taxation  of  at  least  9J  cents  per  head  of  our  population, 
from  1879  to  1884  inclusive,  as  compared  with  Grit  rule  from 
1874  to  1879,  notwithstanding  the  enormous  expenditures 
during  the  former  years  by  the  present  Government  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  now  on  the  eve  of  completion, 
and  general  railroad  extensions.  There  have  also  been 
spent  millions  upon  improvements  of  our  rivers  and  canals, 
and  various  public  buildings  throughout  the  Dominion,  all 
of  which  will,  directly  or  indirectly,  become  revenue-pro¬ 
ducing,  including  a  large  extension  of  postal  service 
throughout  the  entire  Dominion.  In  dealing  with  the 
general  results  of  the  policy  adopted  by  this  Government  and 
the  manner  in  which  it  dealt  with  the  necessaries  of  life — 
lifting  the  burden  of  taxation  from  the  poorer  and  equalising 
it  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make  the  rich  pay  for  their  luxuries 
in  proportion  to  their  wealth  and  habits — the  fact  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of,  that  the  Dominion  is  to-day  paying 
interest  on  millions  of  dollars,  the  result  of  reckless 
extravagance  during  times  of  gloom  and  depression  upon 
the  part  of  the  preceding  administration.  For  all  time  to 
come  the  millions  wasted  in  an  absurd  purchase  of  steel  rails, 
in  useless  North-West  telegraph  failures,  in  Fort  Francis 
lock  construction,  in  the  Welland  canal  enlargement— 
where  the  Government  commenced  at  the  wrong  end,  and 
left  capital  lying  there  for  years.  These  must  be  paid  by 
the  people,  in  consequence  of  their  having  believed 
in  and  trusted  Reform  leaders  and  Reform  professions. 
I  think  it  will  not  be  unprofitable  to  this  House  and  to  the 
country  to  have  their  attention  drawn  to  the  difference  of 
results  in  regard  to  our  general  position,  as  affecting  the 
credit  of  our  country,  with  respect  to  deficits  as  compared 
with  surpluses.  Under  the  rule  of  the  hon.  ex-Minister  of 
Finance,  the  deficits  were  as  follows  : — 


1875- 76 . $1,900,786 

1876- 77.. . 1,460,026 

1877- 78........... . 1,128,147 

1878- 79 . 1,937,999 


$6,426,957 

1879-80,  disputed  . . . .  1,543,228 

Total. . «... . . .  $7,970,185 


So  that,  leaving  entirely  out  of  account  the  amount  as  to 
which  there  is  a  dispute,  the  total  deficits  for  that  period 
amount  to  $6,426,957,  although  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
fact  could  be  established  that  the  larger  amount  is  nearer 
the  actual  deficit.  The  surpluses  under  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  are  as  follows 
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1880-81 . 

From  Dominion  lands 

1881-82  . . . 

Dominion  lands  .......... 

1882- 83  . . . . 

Dominion  lands . . 

1883- 84  . 

Dominion  lands . . 


$4,132,743 

6,313,357 

7,064,491 

"754,265 


$  131,124 
1,744,456 
1,009,019 
951,636 


$18,264,846  $3,836,235 

Or,  a  grand  total,  including  Dominion  lands,  of  $22,101,081, 
as  compared  with  the  total  deficits  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  of  $7,970,188;  while  at  the  same  time  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  relieved  the  people  of  this  country,  by  an  actual 
reduction  of  taxation,  daring  the  same  term,  amounting  to 
$5,551,566.  In  addition,  the  credit  of  the  country  has  so 
improved  that  the  Finance  Minister  has  been  able  to  place 
a  loan  at  an  excess  of  price  over  that  obtained  by  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Huron.  The  difference  in  interest  charge 
woald,  in  fifty  years,  wipe  out  the  loan  altogether.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  claim  before  the  country  that  the  people 
of  Canada  would  be  very  much  improved  were  they  to 
again  grant  them  their  support.  Now,  I  desire  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  and  the  country  the  qualifica¬ 
tions  that  they  possess,  so  far  as  we  can  judge  from  their 
past  administration  and  sayings,  for  governing  this  country 
in  the  future.  I  will  trouble  the  House  with  a  short  extract 
from  the  Budget  Speech  of  the  hon.  ex-Finance  Minister 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in  1878.  After  referring  to  the 
financial  position  of  the  country,  he  said  : 

“  Now,  under  the  circumstances,  it  may  not  unnaturally  be  asked  by 
some  members  of  this  House,  whether  it  would  not  be  advisable,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  we  have  now  had,  for  two  years,  considerable  deficits,  to 
adopt  such  precautions  as  would  render  the  existence  of  another  deficit 
impossible.  Well,  Sir,  I  would  ssy  at  once  that  if  we  possessed  in 
Canada  any  tax  equivalent  to  the  income  tax  now  in  use  in  England, 
probably  I  would  not  hesitate  to  advise  the  House  to  have  recourse  to 
that  means  of  increasing  the  revenue.” 

Take  this  statement  in  connection  with  the  utterance  made 
in  1876  by  the  same  hon.  gentleman,  that  no  legislation 
could  directly  benefit  the  interest  of  the  country.  With 
these  two  statements  before  them,  I  hardly  think  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  will  be  in  a  very 
great  hurry  to  again  repose  their  confidence  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  In  reference  to  the 
general  argument  brought  forward  invariably  in  this  House 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  regard  to  the  merits  and 
demerits  of  the  National  Policy,  we  find  these  hon. 
gentlemen  having  their  annual  wrestling  match,  as  it 
were,  not  only  with  the  Government  of  the  day, 
but  with  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  make  this  statement,  Sir,  and  I  think  I  am 
justified,  because  it  has  been  shown  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country  are  enthusiastic  supporters  of 
the  National  Policy.  Then,  Sir,  there  is  a  natural  result  of 
the  National  Policy  which  I  do  not  recollect  ever  having 
heard  referred  to,  and  that  is  its  effect  on  the  national  spirit 
of  our  inhabitants,  the  cultivation  of  which  is  as  necessary 
to  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  a  country  as  its  financial 
policy.  Again,  what  position  do  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
occupy  on  the  question  of  the  application  of  the  true  princi¬ 
ples  and  intention  of  responsible  government?  We  find 
them,  year  after  year,  arguing  with  the  same  determination 
against  the  avowed  will  of  the  people  as  when  the  National 
Policy  was  first  adopted,  ignoring,  according  to  my  humble 
judgment,  the  characteristics  of  responsible  government, 
which  is  acknowledged  to  be  a  great  boon,  and  is  often 
boasted  of  as  such  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  In  fact, 

I  think  they  claim  a  large  share  of  the  credit  of  having  that 
great  boon  conferred  on  this  country.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  the  principles  of  responsible  government,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Administration  of  the  day  to  carry  out 
the  well-understood  and  defined  wishes  of  the  people.  On 
minor  subjects  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
is  not  always  clear;  but  in  reference  to  this  National  Policy 


there  has  been  no  uncertain  sound  on  the  part  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country.  It  was  adopted  in 
1878  and  re-affirmed  and  endorsed  in  1882,  and  there  is  no 
evidence  in  the  country,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific, 
and  no  constitutional  indication,  that  in  any  degree  have 
the  wishes  and  desires  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  this  country  changed.  Thanking  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
hon.  gentlemen,  for  the  kind  indulgence  you  have  extended 
to  me,  I  would  simply  close  by  asserting,  as  ray  individual 
opinion,  warranted  by  the  present  position  of  the  National 
Policy,  that  it  is  the  sheet  anchor  of  the  future  prosperity 
of  this  Dominion,  And,  Sir,  notwithstanding  what  hoD. 
gentlemen  opposite  may  continue  to  reiterate,  as  a  matter 
of  fact  and  a  matter  of  judgment  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is 
now  so  embedded  in  the  very  soil  of  this  country  that  no 
political  party,  coming  boldly  boforo  the  country  and 
asserting  that  any  material  change  will  be  made,  so  long 
as  the  Dominion  remains  in  its  existing  circumstances  in 
relation  to  other  nations,  will  ever  be  supported  by  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country.  And  it  should  be 
and  is  a  source  of  congratulation,  that  the  great  project 
which  is  to  complete  Confederation,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  is  so  near  its  completion ;  and  as  the  National 
Policy  is  the  sheet  anchor  of  the  development  and  progress 
and  prosperity  of  this  Dominion,  so  the  completion  of  that 
grand  work  is  the  key  stone,  as  it  were,  of  the  arch  of 
Confederation. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  In  continuing  this  debate,  I  shall 
endeavor  to  confine  myself  as  closely  as  possible  to  the  sub- 
jest,  so  as  to  make  my  remarks  as  short  as  is  consistent 
with  a  fair  presentation  of  the  case  to  the  House  and  the 
country.  But  before  entering  on  the  general  discussion  of 
the  Budget,  which  was  so  ably  presented  to  this  House  sev- 
ex-al  days  ago,  I  may  be  permitted  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  some  remarks  that  fell  from  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  The  Government 
had  told  the  country,  he  said,  that  although  they  wore 
building  that  great  national  highway,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  not  one  dollar  would  be  added  to  the  expense  of 
the  people,  and  that  the  work  would  be  accomplished  with- 
out  increasing  the  burdens  of  the  country.  He  then  went 
on  to  state  that  there  had  been  $12,000,000  expended  in 
that  work,  and  ho  asked  when  ho  might  expect  to  see  a 
dollar  of  it  returned  to  the  people.  I  can  only  say  that  if 
there  has  been  $12,000,000  expended  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  that  work,  they  have  a  very  creditable 
showing  to  make  to  the  people,  in  the  construction  of  from 
12,000  to  15,000  miles  of  railway;  and  when  a  comparison 
is  made  between  that  expense  and  the  expense  of  $13,000,000 
made  by  the  late  Government,  the  comparison  is  strongly 
in  favor  of  the  present  Administration.  What  was  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  road  under  the  late  Government  ?  It  was  that, 
although  $13,000,000  had  been  expended  on  it,  only  113 
miles  had  been  built  at  one  end  into  the  wilderness  and  117 
miles  at  the  other  end,  and  between  them  there  was  left  a 
Irak,  that  could  not  be  used  for  a  great  many  years,  so  that 
the  money  was  virtually  expended  without  any  special 
benefit  arising  to  the  country  from  that  vast  expense  for 
years,  had  not  the  present  Government  pushed  it  to  com¬ 
pletion  the  way  they  did.  In  referring  to  the  Finance 
Minister’s  Budget  Speech,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  pleased 
to  say  that  the  Finance  Minister  had  treated  this  House 
to  a  shower-bath  of  words,  for  the  purpose  of  convincing 
the  people  that  their  taxes  had  not  been  raised  and  that 
they  were  in  a  better  condition  than  formerly  ;  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  in  bis  opinion  the  Finance 
Minister  had  failed  to  make  good  his  assertion. 
All  I  can  say  in  reply  is,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  himself  has  been  treating  this  House  to  a  diarrhoea 
of  words  and  sentences,  resulting  in  a  lamentable 
failure  to  establish  the  arguments  he  advanced,  The  hon, 
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gentleman  travelled  over  the  whole  continent  of  America, 
from  end  to  end,  for  the  purpose  of  picking  up  arguments 
to  prove  to  the  people  of  this  country  that  they  are  worse 
off  to-day  than  they  were  five  years  ago  ;  but  with  all  his 
industry  he  lamentably  failed  in  the  endeavor.  Referring 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N,B.  (Mr. 
Foster) — a  speech  which,  to  my  mind,  was  a  very  eloquent 
effort,  containing  close  reasoning  and  strong  arguments— 
he  said  he  had  perused  that  long  speech  twice  over  and 
a  part  of  it  for  the  third  time,  and  could  find  nothing 
in  the  whole  speech  to  attract  his  attention,  but  the  word 
metropoli.  In  that  he  reminded  me  of  the  story  of  the  boy 
•who  was  presented  with  a  very  fine  book,  but  although 
that  book  contained  some  of  the  finest  essays  of 
Bacon,  and  some  of  the  most  admirable  selections 
from  the  works  of  Socrates,  and  some  of  the  finest  efforts  of 
the  most  eminent  men  of  the  day,  a  book  which  was  one  of 
the  best  contributions  to  the  literature  of  the  country,  but 
who,  on  being  asked  what  he  thought  of  it,  answered  that 
he  could  not  see  anything  in  it  but  the  picture  of  a  kite  on 
one  of  the  fly  leaves.  The  explanation  of  this  was  that  the 
boy  had  been  attending  to  his  boyish  amusement  of  flying 
his  kite  and  could  see  nothing  else.  So  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  saw  nothing  in  that 
speech  but  the  word  metropoli,  because  he  was  flying  his 
kite  all  over  the  cities  of  this  continent,  to  see  if  he  could 
catch  any  arguments  to  be  urged  against  the  National  Pol¬ 
icy.  He  was  dealing  with  millions,  travelling  from  Bangor 
to  Boston,  from  Boston  to  Illinois,  and  back,  flying  bis  kite 
from  one  great  metropolis  to  the  other,  and  therefore  he 
could  think  of  nothing  else.  With  reference  to  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  price  of  cotton  in  England,  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  during  a  period  of  twelve  years  in  the  history  of 
England,  where  there  was  no  National  Policy,  the  price  of 
cotton  had  not  increased  but  had  been  reduced  some 
7  pence  per  yard  ;  but  ho  omitted  to  tell  the  House  that 
the  period  was  one  beginning  with  the  close  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  war,  when  cotton  was  perhaps  at  its  highest 
point,  I  may  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  price  has 
been  reduced  in  the  United  States,  even  more  in  proportion 
in  the  same  interval ;  and  that  it  has  been  reduced  to  a  still 
greater  extent  during  the  short  time  that  the  National 
Policy  has  been  in  operation  in  this  country.  At  the  out¬ 
set  of  his  speech  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  country 
was  not  so  prosperous  as  in  188 1.  Well,  I  admit  that  in 
somo  respects  it  is  not;  but  can  that  falling  off  be  attributed 
to  the  National  Policy,  or  to  the  administration  of  this 
Government?  I  believe  not;  I  believe  it  is  mainly 
explained  by  the  fact,  as  shown  by  the  Ontario  Bureau  of 
Statistics,  that  there  was  a  falling  of  $26,000,000  in  the  crop 
of  Ontario,  for  the  year  1883,  as  compared  with  1882.  That 
is  the  reason  why  we  experienced  a  temporary  lull  and  an 
apparent  want  of  prosperity  in  the  country.  True,  we  have 
had,  the  past  year,  a  better  crop,  but  a  groat  deal  of  that  has 
had  to  be  used  to  pay  the  indebtedness  of  the  previous  two 
years  ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  we  cannot 
enjoy  the  prosperity  we  otherwise  would  have  had.  What 
is  the  line  of  arguments  advanced  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  ?  Each  one  seems  to  take  his  own  view  of  the 
question,  and  to  present  to  the  House  and  the  country 
his  view  from  his  own  standpoint ;  and,  strange  to  say, 
their  views  are  as  diamotrically  opposed  to  each  other  as  day 
is  to  night.  One  endeavors  to  prove  one  thing,  the  other 
to  prove  the  reverse.  They  remind  mo  of  the  defence 
adopted  by  a  celebrated  barrister  in  the  case  of  a  client  who 
was  charged  with  stealing  a  kettle.  In  the  first  place,  said 
he,  we  did  not  steal  the  kettle  ;  in  the  next  place,  if  we  did 
steal  it,  it  was  our  own  ;  and  in  the  third  place,  there  was 
no  kettle  to  steal.  So,  in  the  first  place,  hon,  gentlemen 
opposite  say  the  country  is  no  better  off  than  it  was  in  1878, 
on  account  of  the  present  policy  of  the  present  Government ; 
second,  if  the  country  is  better  off,  and  we  admit  it  is 
Mr,  Sproule. 


better  off,  it  is  due  neither  to  the  National  Policy  nor 
to  the  railway  policy  of  the  Government ;  and  third, 
they  say  that  the  present  Government  has  no  policy 
at  all ;  that  it  is  only  proceeding  by  haphazard  to  suit  the 
exigencies  of  any  special  class  who  may  happen  to  wait  on 
the  Ministry  from  time  to  time,  in  order  to  advance  their 
own  individual  or  collective  interest,  I  think  we  may 
reasonably  ask,  Is  the  country  better  off  to-day 
than  it  was  five  years  ago  ?  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  used  a  large  share  of  their  time  in 
the  endeavor  to  prove  that  the  country  is  no  better  off. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  said 
expressly  that  the  country  is  worse  off  to-day ;  that  there  is 
a  reduction  in  the  value  of  the  lands;  that  the  people  are 
undergoing  greater  hardships  to-day  than  they  were  pre¬ 
vious  to  1878.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
in  the  early  part  of  his  speech,  introduced  and  endeavored  to 
support  the  same  grounds ;  but  he  went  on  after  a  while  to 
say  :  We  admit  the  country  is  better  off,  that  there  is  a 
showing  that  the  people  are  better  employed  and  are 
receiving  perhaps  larger  wages,  but  what  is  it  attributable 
to  ?  It  is  not  attributable  to  the  policy  of  the  Government 
at  all,  but  to  causes  over  which  the  Government  or  the 
policy  could  have  no  control.  And  he  cited  to  the  House  the 
fact  that  it  was  due  to  the  increased  export  of  the  agricul¬ 
turists,  that  it  was  due  to  the  increased  amount  of  money 
taken  out  of  the  woods  and  forests  of  the  country,  that  it 
was  due  to  the  increased  amount  of  money  taken  out  of  the 
seas  and  lakes  of  our  country  in  the  fisheries,  and  he  gave 
this  as  an  evidence  that,  although,  as  he  admitted,  the  country 
was  better  off,  it  was  better  off  by  virtue  of  the  large  pro¬ 
duction  in  these  various  lines,  and  not  by  virtue  of  any  im¬ 
provement  brought  about  by  the  National  Policy.  We  may 
ask  for  a  few  minutes  :  Is  the  country  any  better  off  to  day  ? 
If  it  is,  we  may  expect  to  find  the  people  individually  better 
off.  What  does  represent  prosperity  in  a  country  ?  Is  it  not 
wealth  ?  Is  it  not  employment  for  the  people  ?  Is  it  not 
the  earning  of  sufficient  wages  to  supply  themselves  with 
the  necessaries  and  comforts  of  life  ?  If  these  things  are 
not  an  evidence  of  prosperity,  then  I  do  not  know  what  is. 
If  we  look  at  the  condition  of  the  country,  and  we  are  asked : 
Is  it  any  better  off  to-day ;  is  there  any  increased  value  in 
the  land  of  the  country?  I  need  only  take  up  the  return 
made  to  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  in  Ontario,  and  deal  with 
that  part  of  the  country  with  which  I  am  best  acquainted  ; 
and  I  may  say,  in  passing,  that  I  was  surprised  to  find  that 
most  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  Ontario  travelled  all  the 
way  down  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  for  the  purpose  of  using 
arguments  to  prove  to  the  people  of  Ontario  that  the  people 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces  were  worse  off,  but  they  left 
untouched  the  very  arguments  that  were  patent  and  appa¬ 
rent  to  every  member  in  his  own  constituency  at  home, 
and  left  members  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  to  deal  with 
them.  That  was,  to  my  mind,  a  very  unfair  way  of  dealing 
with  the  subject.  In  reference  to  these  statistics,  an  hon. 
gentleman  has  endeavored  to  discredit  them,  and  goes  on  to 
show  that  they  are  not  reliable.  1  can  give  him  the  opinion 
of  the^farmers  of  this  country,  as  expressed  through  their 
Grange,  a  short  time  ago,  and  it  will  enable  him  to  under¬ 
stand  what  value  they  attach  to  those  statistics,  and  what 
they  were  believed  to  have  proved.  At  the  Provincial 
Grange  meeting,  held  in  Toronto  a  short  time  ago,  the 
president,  in  addressing  the  association,  said  this  : 

“  He  rapidly  referred  to  the  centennial  anniversary  of  the  settlement 
of  Ontario,  and  consequently  the  centennary  of  the  birth  of  agriculture 
in  the  same  ;  to  the  recent  abundant  harvest,  and  the  low  price  of  pro¬ 
duce  ;  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of  live  stock  kept  on  farms  and  the 
improvement  in  the  class  of  animals  ;  to  the  improvement  in  farms  and 
buildings  noticeable  throughout  the  Province  ;  to  the  increase  in  value 
of  farm  property  of  over  $50,000,000  in  a  year  ;  and  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Industries,  whose  statements  are  so  valuable.'’ 

They  found  that  these  statistics  were  valuable  because  they 
contained  data  and  information  that  gave  them  an  insight 
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into  the  growing  prosperity  of  the  country,  and  yet  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  although  these  statistics  are  care¬ 
fully  culled  and  collected  by  their  own  friends  in  Ontario, 
are  inclined  to  discredit  them  and  say  they  are  not  reli¬ 
able.  What  do  these  statistics  tell  us  as  to  the  increased 
value  of  the  property  in  the  country  ?  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  said  he  defied  any  man  to  show  that  the 
value  of  property,  especially  in  Ontario,  had  increased 
during  the  last  few  years.  I  have  these  statistics  before  mo, 
and  I  find  in  them,  where  there  has  been  a  careful  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  subject,  that  during  the  year  1883  there  was  an 
increase  over  1882  in  the  value  of  farm  property  amounting  to 
$22,450,525,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  1  find  that  there 
was  an  increase  in  the  value  of  buildings  to  the  extent  of 
$31,319,100.  I  find  that  there  was  an  increase  in  the  value 
of  implements  that  farmers  used  to  carry  on  their  operations 
amounting  to  $6,492,715,  and  I  find  there  was  an  increase 
in  the  value  of  the  live  stock  of  $18,341,645 — or,  in  these 
lines,  buildings,  implements  aud  live  stock,  a  total  increase 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  for  1883  over  1882,  of  78,603,985 
-—and  that,  too,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
a  falling  off  in  the  value  of  crops  that  year  of  over 
$26,000,000.  What  better  evidence  can  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  House  want  to  satisfy  them  that  the  country  is  prosper¬ 
ing,  and  that  the  people  are  growing  in  wealth  and  becom¬ 
ing  more  comfortable  ?  I  can  only  say,  in  referring  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk,  that  in 
looking  over  these  statistics  very  carefully,  I  find  there  are 
only  two  or  three  counties  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
that  show  any  decrease  in  the  value  of  lauds  or  the 
prosperity  of  the  people ;  and,  strange  to  say,  those 
very  counties  are  the  counties  represented  by  hon 
gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  There 
is  the  county  of  Norfolk,  represented  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  and  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  endeavored  the  other  night  to  prove  that  the 
man  who  sent  goods  out  of  the  country  paid  the  duty, 
and  the  man  who  brought  goods  into  the  country  paid 
the  duty — that  the  farmers  paid  the  duties  both  ways 
(Mr.  Jackson).  These  are  the  men  who  represent  that 
county,  and  I  do  not  wonder  that  there  is  some  decrease 
in)  the  wealth  or  some  shrinkage  in  the  value  of  land  in 
countios  where  they  are  subjected  to  the  speeches  of 
these  hon.  gentlemen  from  year  to  year  and  from  month  to 
month.  I  come  nearer  home,  and  deal  with  this  question 
in  reference  to  my  own  county.  The  hon,  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen),  who  spoke  to-night, 
travelled  all  over  the  continent  of  America  to  press 
into  his  service  arguments  suitable  to  the  occasion,  but  he 
forgot  the  facts  patent  to  his  eyes  in  his  own  county,  which 
give  the  strongest  evidence  of  prosperity.  In  the  constitu¬ 
ency  he  represents  I  find  there  is  an  increase  in  every  line. 
In  the  value  of  the  lands  there  is  an  increase  of  $2,120,820 
during  the  last  year  ;  there  is  an  increase  in  the  value  of 
the  stock  amounting  to  $1,154,000,  and  in  the  value  of 
the  implements  of  $238,460,  or  a  total  increase  in  the 
wealth  of  his  own  county,  during  the  last  year,  amounting  to 
$4,146,890  ;  and  yet  he  says  the  country  is  worse  off  to-day. 
What  I  would  like  to  ask  the  House  and  country  is,  what 
importance  they  can  attach  to  the  statements  and  argu¬ 
ments  of  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House,  when  they  endeavor 
to  prove  such  allegations  as  they  are  endeavoring  to  prove 
here,  when  the  people  see  these  facts  before  them  every  day 
in  the  year.  In  my  own  county  we  had  three  men  who 
went  through  the  county  to  value  it  for  the  purpose 
of  equalising  the  assessment  five  years  ago,  and  while  they 
did  their  duty  admirably  and  were  men  of  very  good  judg¬ 
ment,  and  devoted  themselves  assiduously  to  the  task,  the 
return  was  that  the  value  of  the  county  was  a 
little  over  $12,000,000.  A  little  more  than  a  year 
ago  three  more  men  went  through  the  county,  and  in  the 
past  five  years  the  value  of  the  same  county,  the  value  of 


the  land  in  that  county,  the  improvements  the  people  had 
made  in  the  land,  and  the  wealth  of  the  people  as  repre¬ 
sented  by  their  assessment,  taken  by  men  of  equal  ability 
and  taken  with  the  samo  care  that  the  others  had  shown, 
before  them,  had  about  doubled.  It  was  at  the  last  valuation 
$25,000,000.  And  yet  we  are  told  that  this  country  is  going 
to  the  dogs,  that  the  National  Policy  established  by  the 
present  Government  is  tending  to  make  the  people 
poorer  instead  of  richer.  Now,  I  can  only  say  that  if  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  are  using  these  arguments,  collected 
from  Maritime  Provinces,  would  only  come  to  the  farmers 
of'  their  own  counties  and  examine  the  improvements  that 
are  taking  place  there,  they  would  endeavor  to  present  the 
case  in  a  fairer  light  to  their  constituents,  or  else  they 
would  show  no  disposition  to  do  what  is  fair  in  this  ques¬ 
tion.  Now,  in  reference  to  the  wealth  ot  the  country,  as 
represented  by  the  accumulation  of  money  in  the  country, 
what  do  we  find  ?  I  have  before  me  a  statement 
showing  the  increase  in  the  amounts  that  have  been  from 
year  to  year  deposited  in  the  savings  banks  of  our  country 
during  the  last  ten  years,  and  in  the  chartered 
banks.  I  find  that  during  the  years  1876  77-78 
the  amounts  deposited  in  the  post  office  savings  banks, 
in  round  figures,  were  about  $2,000,000  each  year ;  and  in 
the  chartex-ed  banks  they  averaged  $58,000,000.  But  after 
the  present  Government  came  into  power  do  we  find  them 
increasing  or  decreasing  ?  If  there  was  any  correctness  in 
the  allegations  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  attempt  to  pi-ove 
that  the  counti’y  is  retrograding,  we  would  expect  to  find 
a  decrease ;  but,  instead,  there  is  an  increase  in  every  line,  as 
appears  from  the  following  figui’es  :  — 

Post  Office 

Year  Banka. 

1875 . .  . . . . . . .  $2,926,000 

1876. . 2,741,000 

1877  . . . . .  . . . .  2,640,000 

1878  . . . .  ...............  2,754,000 

1879  . 3,105,000 

1880  . 3,946,000 

1881  . . . . . . . . .  6,208,000 

1882. . . . . . . .  ........  ...  9,474,000 

1883.. ...  . 11,976,000 

1884.. ... . 13,245,000 

I  claim  that  these  figures  show  that  thei’e  has  been  a  con¬ 
stant  accumulation  of  wealth  among  the  poorer  classes  of 
the  people  since  the  pi’esent  Government  has  had  control  of 
the  affairs  of  this  country.  In  the  chartered  banks  the 
deposits  increased  from  $58,946,000,  in  1878,  to  $87,341,000, 
in  1884.  Now  I  think  this  is  the  very  plainest  evidence 
we  can  have  that  the  country  is  growing  wealthier.  If 
the  land  is  increasing  in  value  ;  if  the  buildings  of  the  people 
are  becoming  more  valuable;  if  they  are  becoming  pos¬ 
sessed  of  better  facilities  for  carrying  on  their  agricultural 
operations  ;  and  if,  in  addition  to  that,  the  people  are  accu¬ 
mulating  capital,  then  I  cannot  undei’stand  how  it  is  that 
the  country  is  going  backwai’d.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies)  said  that  this  showing 
was  no  argument  at  all ;  that  it  did  not  prove  that  the 
wealth  of  the  country  was  increasing  ;  that  it  only 
showed,  to  his  mind,  that  there  were  not  avenues 
or  openings  in  which  tho  money  could  be  invested  and 
give  a  reasonable  x-eturn,  and  consequently  those  who  had 
capital  locked  it  up  in  the  savings  banks.  Now,  I  think 
that  hon.  gentleman  either  did  not  examine  this  subject 
cai’efully,  or  else  be  was  most  unfair  in  presenting  this  view 
of  the  question  to  the  House.  I  have  ascertained  the 
amount  of  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  for  a  number  of 
years.  Mr.  Stewart,  who  has  charge  of  the  post  office 
savings  bank,  has  furnished  the  following  figures,  classify¬ 
ing  the  deposits.  There  were  141,000  depositors  amongst 
the  farmers  of  the  country,  and  they  deposited  $4,723,000. 
And  how  much  was  the  average  that  each  man  deposited  ? 
Only  $337.28.  There  were  7,850  mechanics,  who  depos¬ 
ited  $1,422,000.  How_  much  was  the  average  that 
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these  mechanics  put  in  ?  The  average  was  $181,14  each.  I 
take  the  trust  accounts— -young  children— and  I  find  there 
were  5,500  depositors,  whoso  deposits  amounted  to 
$110,000,  or  an  average  of  $30.50  to  each  depositor. 
These  deposits  were  made  by  m.8n  who  could  not 
find  avenues  of  trade  in  which  to  invest  their  money 
that  would  ensure  a  reasonable  return,  and  therefore  they 
were  obliged  to  lock  it  up.  I  take  the  laborers  of  the 
country.  There  were  4,270  depositors,  depositing  $724,000, 
or  an  average  of  $160.40  per  man.  I  find  that,  taking  the 
total  of  these  depositors,  there  were  66,682,  and  their 
deposits  amounted  to  over  $13,000,000.  What  clearer 
evidence  can  be  asked  than  this  to  prove  that  this  sum 
represents  the  savings  of  the  industrial  class  of  the  country? 
It  indicates,  also,  that  these  people  are  able  to  supply  them¬ 
selves  with  the  necessaries  and  comforts  of  life,  and  over 
and  above  that,  from  the  products  of  their  labor,  they  are 
able  to  put  these  amounts  in  the  savings  banks.  Although 
they  appear  to  be  small  individually,  in  the  aggregate  they 
represent  a  large  sum,  and  they  show  also  that  the  indus¬ 
trial  classes  of  the  country  are  improving  their  condition, 
and  that  they  have  been  growing  in  wealth  from  1878  up 
to  the  present  time.  I  take  again  the  returns  as  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  number  of  miles  of  railway  in  the  country. 
In  1878  we  had  6,143  miles  of  railway  in  operation,  and  in 
1884  we  have  very  close  on  10,000  miles,  an  increase  of 
almost  4,000  miles  of  railway  within  the  five  years.  Now, 
does  that  represent  wealth  or  does  it  represent  poverty  ?  If 
our  country,  in  order  to  carry  on  its  increasing  trade,  is 
compelled  to  build  these  railways,  and  if  we  have  been 
enabled,  through  the  successful  operation  of  the  policy 
of  the  present  Government,  to  build  this  4,000  miles  of  rail¬ 
way,  then  it  shows  that  the  result,  of  the  policy  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  Administration,  which  they  inaugurated  five  years  ago, 
has  been  beneficial  to  the  country,  and  I  say  it  is  the  very 
strongest  evidence  that  the  country  is  growing  wealthier  all 
the  time.  I  might  ask  hon.  gentlemen  what  farther  evi¬ 
dence  they  need  that  the  country  is  getting  better  off  ? 
I  will  take  the  loaning  companies  of  the  country,  and  what 
do  they  tell  us?  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  from  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  who  had,  I  may  say,  the  audacity 
to  stand  up  in  the  House  and  say  that  the  value  of  the 
property  in  this  country  was  decreasing,  evidently  could 
not  have  consulted  either  the  speeches  ot  the  presidents  of 
these  companies  or  their  financial  statements.  I  have  before 
me  a  return  of  the  Canada  Permanent  Loan  and  Savings 
Company.  It  tells  us  that  in  the  year  1884,  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  there  is  a  less  amount  of  land  held  in  default,  a 
less  amount  held  for  sale,  than  has  been  held  for  many 
years.  The  president  says :  “  The  obligations  of  the 
mortgagees  for  interest  accruing  and  due  were  generally 
met  with  punctuality.”  I  have  before  me  the  returns  of 
the  British  Canadian  Loan  and  Savings  Company.  They 
tell  us  that  out  of  all  their  loans  the  amount  received 
from  borrowers  daring  the  year,  principal  and  interest,  was 
$218,945.  The  amount  overdue  and  in  default  was  only 
$13,770  on  the  whole  operations.  The  number  of  mort¬ 
gages  upon  which  compulsory  proceedings  had  to  be  taken 
during  the  year  were  only  six,  and  the  amount  represented 
by  these  mortgages  was  only  $5,950.  And  yet  hon  gentle¬ 
men  will  tell  us  that  the  people  of  the  country  are  growing, 
poorer.  If  they  were  growing  poorer  how  could 
they  pay  their  way,  as  they  have  done,  and  how 
could  these  companies  make  so  splendid  a  showing, 
when  out  of  a  business  representing  $114,902,000 
only  $5,150  were  in  default  on  the  year’s  operations? 
I  can  only  say,  in  regard  to  my  own  experience  in  the  county 
I  represent,  a  few  years  ago,  before  the  present  Government 
came  into  power,  we  had  private  individuals  lending  money 
to  loaning  companies  in  large  amounts.  This  was  a  pro¬ 
fitable  business  and  yielded  large  returns.  What  has  been 
Mr.  Sprqule, 


the  change  that  has  occurred  during  the  last  few  years  ? 
The  change  has  been  such  that  they  have  been  compelled 
to  give  up  the  business,  because  they  could  not  loan  any  con¬ 
siderable  amounts  of  money,  and  therefore  the  business  was 
not  a  profitable  one.  Farmers  are  paying  off  their  mort¬ 
gages  rapidly  to-day,  they  are  improving  their  buildings, 
increasing  their  stock  and  the  value  of  their  implements, 
and  in  every  part  of  the  country  we  have  the  very  strongest 
evidences  of  prosperity.  Can  any  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
walked  through  Toronto  or  looked  over  Montreal  or  Ham¬ 
ilton,  London,  Oshawa,  and  other  of  our  Canadian  cities  and 
towns,  have  failed  to  see  that  in  every  direction  they  are 
rapidly  growing.  In  Toronto  land,  which  was  only  fields  a 
few  years  ago,  has  been  taken  into  the  city  and  is  being 
covered  with  some  of  the  finest  structures  to  be  found  in 
the  country.  In  Montreal  wealth  and  extensive  building 
operations  are  apparent  in  every  direction.  In  London  the 
same  condition  prevails,  and  in  Hamilton  the 

showing  presented  to-night  by  one  of  its  mem¬ 
bers  is  the  best  guarantee  that  that  city  is 

prospering.  I  think  I  need  say  little  in  connection  with 
this  subject,  beyond  directing  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  short  time  to  the  condition  of  the  people.  If  the 
country  is  better  off  we  naturally  expect  to  find  the  people 
better  off.  How  can  they  become  rich  ?  Only  by  being 
steadily  employed  and  earning  sufficient  wages  for  their 
labor  to  enable  them  to  supply  themselves  with  the  com¬ 
forts  of  life  and  save  something  each  year.  Do  we  find,  on 
looking  over  the  newspapers,  that  any  considerable  num¬ 
ber  of  the  people  are  out  of  employment  ?  Do  we  find  there 
is  any  great  demand  on  the  charitable  institutions  in  the 
large  cities  and  towns,  by  persons  unable  to  supply  them¬ 
selves  with  the  necessaries  of  life  ?  Do  we  find  tho  laborers 
are  not  employed  ?  I  take  up  the  statements  of  the  same 
Bureau  of  Statistics  I  used  a  few  minutes  ago,  and  what 
does  the  report  say  ?  I  find  in  it  returns  given  by  590 
laborers  in  the  cities  of  Toronto,  Hamilton,  London  and 
Oshawa,  and  they  are  said  to  be  correct  returns,  because 
the  parties  themselves  made  them.  We  find  that  out  of 
590  employed  in  those  cities  only  twenty-eight  were  earning 
loss  than  what  was  necessary  to  support  themselves  and 
families.  The  average  earnings  of  each  man  was  $444.85 
for  the  year.  Out  of  that  number  the  average  amount  over 
and  above  that  required  to  procure  the  necessaries  of  life 
was  $41.63  during  tho  year.  Is  this  evidence  that  the 
people  are  worse  off  ?  There  is  another  tale  to  be  told. 
Those  people  said  they  were  not  employed  the  whole  year ; 
that  they  lo3t  fifty-one  days  in  the  year,  and  yet  they  were 
enabled  to  support  themselves  and  their  families  and  put 
away,  as  savings,  $43.63  each  year.  Is  that  evidence  that 
the  laboring  classes  are  worse  off  than  formerly  ?  Need 
we  wonder,  however,  at  this  result,  when  we  look  at  the 
statistics  of  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the  country  ? 
Do  we  wonder,  when  we  find  such  a  large  increase  in  the 
number  employed  and  the  capital  invested,  that  in  every 
lino  there  has  been  a  gradual  increase  in  the  wages  of  the 
people  during  the  last  year  and  the  previous  year.  The 
year  before  last  I  went  to  Toronto  to  engage  some  mechanics 
and  a  plasterer.  After  trying  a  number  of  contractors  I 
found  I  could  not  get  one  of  them  to  send  me  a  plasterer 
for  less  than  $2.75  a  day,  I  paying  the  railway  jour¬ 
ney  both  ways  and  boarding  the  man.  If  men  can  earn 
that  sum  in  wages  can  they  be  in  a  state  of  poverty  ?~ 
It  is  impossible.  Look  for  a  moment  over  the 

wage-earning  class  of  the  community.  If  you 

take  the  farm  laborers,  their  wages  have  been  increased  from 
1878  to  the  present  time.  While  they  received  in  1878 
from  $10  to  $15  per  month  with  board,  they  now  obtain 
from  $20  to  $25.  That  is  the  very  best  evidence  that  they 
are  doing  better,  and  that  the  country  is  better  off.  The 
I  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr,  Paterson)  went  on  to  say  that 
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although  there  had  been  an  increase  in  the  manufactured 
rod  nets,  that  fact  was  no  evidence  that  the  people  were 
etter  off.  He  said  : 

'  ‘  Where  are  those  millions  of  money  that  were  to  be  invested  in  the 
country  if  the  National  Policy  was  passed.  I  want  to  know  where  the 
millions  are.  Will  the  member  for  Cardwell  tell  me  ?  We  have  paid 
some  hundreds  of  dollars — I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  not  run  into 
thousands — for  commissioners  to  go  through  the  country  to  find  evi¬ 
dences  of  prosperity.  They  have  not  found  these  men  ;  they  have  not 
found  these  millions.” 

That  hon.  gentlemen  was  most  unfair,  because  if  he  had 
wished  to  be  fair,  he  would  not  have  overlooked  the  fact 
that  the  report  of  the  commissioners  who  went  through  the 
country  examining  the  condition  of  our  manufacturing 
industries  stated,  in  language  as  plain  as  language  could  be 
made,  that  there  had  been  brought  into  this  country  a  capi¬ 
tal  of  $79,560,000,  or,  at  all  events,  that  that  much  additional 
capital  had  been  invested  in  addition  to  wbat  was 
invested  in  these  industries  in  1878.  Yet  the 
bon.  member  asks  where  are  those  millions,  for  he  has  been 
unable  to  find  them.  It  has  been  said  before,  and  I  think  it 
will  apply  with  equal  force  now,  that  no  one  is  so  blind  as 
a  man  who  will  not  see.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked  where 
are  the  thousand  of  men  who  were  to  be  employed  ;  where 
are  the  large  quantity  of  products  which  was  to  be  turned 
out  if  this  policy  was  adopted  ?  He  overlooks  the  fact  that 
products  to  the  value  of  $59,966,000  was  produced  as  the 
result  of  that  policy  in  1884  over  1878,  and  there  were 
employed  51,528  men.  I  should  like  to  ask  this  House  and 
the  country  whether  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  employ¬ 
ers  could  employ  that  large  number  of  men  and  expend  that 
large  sum  of  money  and  turn  out  that  large  amount  of  pro¬ 
duct  without,  at  the  same  time,  producing  an  improvement 
in  the  condition  of  the  people.  It  is  most  unreasonable,  and 
it  cannot  be  successfully  established  by  any  hon.  gentleman, 
either  here  or  elsewhere.  Then  he  went  on  to  speak  about 
the  woollen  manufacture.  He  says  that  although  we  have 
three  millions  of  woollen  goods  manufactured  in  1884  over 
1878,  yet,  because  there  is  no  evidence  of  any  importation  of 
the  raw  material,  it  is  impossible  that  that  was  the  result. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  look  at  the  figures  showing  the 
large  amount  of  wool  we  have  in  the  country ;  showing 
that  we  have  been  for  years  accumulating  wool  in  the 
country  ;  showing  that  it  had  been  raised  in  large  quantities, 
and  that  the  National  Policy  was  accomplishing  what  was 
claimed  by  the  Finance  Minister  when  the  tariff  was  intro¬ 
duced,  namely :  That  it  would  give  us  at  least  the  privilege 
of  using  up  what  we  raised  at  home,  and  manufacturing  it 
for  the  people,  and  thereby  converting  it  into  a  source  of 
wealth.  Now,  I  may  ask  again,  in  reference  to  the  railway 
policy  of  the  Government,  is  it  reasonable  that  we  should 
build  4,000  miles  of  railway  inside  of  five  years,  expending, 
as  has  been  expended,  $92,000,000,  largely  brought  in  from 
other  countries,  without  it  doing  any  good  to  the  country  ? 
Is  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  we  could  expend,  not  only 
on  railways,  but  on  canals  and  post  offices  and  Custom 
houses  throughout  the  country,  large  sums  of  money,  and 
that  the  people  should  be  no  better  off?  Is  it  reasonable 
that  we  could  employ  the  51,828  people  who  are 
shown  to  have  been  employed  in  1884  over  1878,  in  the 
factories  of  the  Dominion,  and  yet  to  say  that  the  country 
is  no  better  off?  Is  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  we  could 
employ  the  20,000  who  have  been  employed  iu  building 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  in  the  last  few  years, 
and  yet  that  it  is  no  good  to  the  country?  I  think  that 
logic  which  would  satisfy  any  man  that  that  is  the  case  is 
the  strangest  I  over  heard  of.  Hon.  gentlemen  from  the 
western  part  of  Ontario,  in  dealing  with  this  question,  have 
always  steered  clear  of  the  ovidence  which  was  plainly 
before  their  eyes,  and  they  have  gone  to  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  to  hunt  up  arguments.  Take  for  a  moment  the  addi¬ 
tional  market  that  is  given  to  our  farmers  and  producers 
generally,  by  the  building  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway. 
!>3 


I  have  before  me  a  small  cutting  from  a  paper,  showing  the 
amount  of  stuff  that  was  shipped  from  the  port  of  Owen 
Sound,  to  supply  some  of  these  hands  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  during  the  last  year.  This  is  only  one 
port,  and  in  addition  to  Owen  Sound  we  have  Meaford, 
Collingwood,  Southampton,  Kincardine,  Midland  and  Pene- 
tanguishene,  and  if  you  take  these  and  collect  the  aggregate 
returns  from  these  different  ports,  showing  the  total  amount 
of  the  local  produce  of  our  country  that  finds  a  good  market 
there — a  better  market  than  in  the  East — it  will  enable  us 
to  understand  what  the  improvement  has  been  in  that  part 
of  the  country,  from  the  policy  of  the  present  Government. 
We  shipped  from  Owen  Sound  last  year  no  less  than 
8,460  head  of  cattle,  and  these  were  largely  taken 
from  the  counties  of  Grey  and  Wellington — from  the 
county  represented  by  my  hon.  friend,  which  I  have  shown 
has  increased  so  largely  in  wealth  during  the  last  few 
years,  and  from  my  own  county.  Still,  hon,  gentlemen  say 
that  the  policy  has  done  no  good  to  our  country,  and  has 
given  us  no  increased  market.  We  had  in  the  port  of 
Owen  Sound  during  the  last  year— 

Mr.  COOKBUEN.  How  much  will  you  ship  next  year  ? 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  do  not  know,  but  it  will  be  a  great 
deal  more.  We  had  in  Owen  Sound  1,064  steamers,  repre¬ 
senting  a  tonnage  of  463,366  tons.  And  I  say  that  every 
one  of  these  steamers  was  kept  busily  employed  carrying 
on  the  trade  between  that  port  and  the  upper  lakes,  supply¬ 
ing  the  men  employed  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway, 
thereby  giving  us  an  increased  market,  and  an  increase  in 
the  wealth  of  the  people  of  that  country  from  that  source. 
These  steamers  employed  no  less  a  number  than  15,881 
men.  Is  that  no  benefit  to  the  country  ?  That  is  evidence 
from  only  one  port ;  and  when  you  remember  there  are  a 
number  of  ports  on  Lake  Huron  and  Georgian  Bay  that 
are  sending  stuff  in  the  same  direction  and  in  equally  large 
proportions,  it  is  an  evidence  that  we  are  receiving 
a  great  benefit  from  the  building  of  that  railway. 
With  reference  to  the  second  proposition  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
that  I  spoke  of  at  the  outset,  they  state,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  country  is  no  better  off  since  the  introduction  of 
the  National  Policy,  and  in  the  next  place  that,  if  the 
country  is  better  off,  as  some  of  them  admitted  it  was,  it  is 
not  due  to  the  National  Policy  or  the  railway  policy. 
What  is  it  due  to  ?  What  is  this  large  expenditure  of 
$91,000,000  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  by  the  com¬ 
pany,  in  addition  to  what  the  Government  spent,  due  to  ? 
Is  it  not  due  to  the  Government’s  policy  of  building  the  rail¬ 
way  ?  Is  it  not  due  to  the  system  of  building  the  railway, 
and  that  is  only  a  policy  ?  Can  hon.  gentlemen  safely  say 
that  the  Government  had  no  policy  at  all,  and  that  no  bene¬ 
fit  is  accruing  from  that  policy  ?  What  is  the  large  showing 
given  to  us  of  the  increased  number  of  factories  in  this 
country  due  to  ?  Is  it  not  due  to  the  National  Policy  ? 
We  found  these  factories  waning  and  dying  out,  and  the 
number  of  hands  employed  previous  to  1878  decreasing,  but 
since  that  time  they  have  been  growing  rapidly  year  by 
year.  I  would  call  their  attention  for  a  short  time  to  the 
sugar  refineries  that  have  been  started,  to  the  cotton  mills 
that  have  been  built  up  in  the  country,  and  to  the  various 
manufacturing  establishments  which  have  grown  up  in 
every  part  of  the  country  since  the  present  Government 
came  into  power.  And  I  would  ask,  do  the  people  of  the 
country  appreciate  the  great  benefits  they  receive  ?  We 
have  the  strongest  reasons  for  believing  that  they  do,  for 
although  from  1878  to  1882  the  Opposition  were  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  prove  that  they  were  being  injured  by  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  that  it  was  their  duty  to  turn  the  Govern¬ 
ment  out  of  power  and  put  others  in  their  places,  strange 
to  say  they  failed  to  convince  the  people  of  the  country  of 
that  fact,  and  the  result  was  that  the  Government  came 
back  as  strong  iu  1882  as  they  were  in  1878.  We  have 
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reason  to  believe  that  there  has  been  no  material  change  in 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  the  country  since  j  and 
the  results  of  bye-elections  which  have  taken  place 
from  1882  to  the  present  hour  are,  I  think,  strong 
proof  of  it,  I  can  ony  tell  horn  gentlemen  that  if  they 
desire  to  remain  for  a  long  time  in  the  cold  shades  of  opposi¬ 
tion,  they  have  only  to  take  the  same  line  of  argument 
that  they  have  been  adopting  in  this  House  during  the  last 
five  years,  and  they  will  be  successful  in  keeping  them¬ 
selves  there.  If  they  endeavor  to  stultify  the  intelligence 
of  the  people,  by  showing  that  the  country  was  deluded, 
that  the  people  of  the  country  were  deluded,  I  say 
it  is  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  I  can  tell  hon.  gentlemen  that  the  people  under¬ 
stand  what  is  to  their  advantage  just  as  well  as  hon. 
gentlemen  do,  and  they  view  it  from  an  unbiased  stand¬ 
point,  because  they  have  no  object  but  their  own  welfare. 
These  gentlemen  have  in  view  the  coveted  seats  of 
office  which  they  are  craving  for, and  it  is  a  strong  inducement, 
it  compels  them  to  lay  before  the  country  those  garbled 
statements  that  are  from  day  to  day  produced  in  this  House, 
and  those  disingenuous  arguments  which  they  endeavored 
to  use  for  the  purposes  of  convincing  the  country  that  they 
are  not  fairly  dealt  with.  Now,  I  think  I  need  say  very 
little  more  in  reference  to  this  question.  I  may  only  for  a 
moment  refer  to  a  statement  made  by  an  hon.  member — I 
think  for  one  of  the  Ontarios— who  I  understand  is  a  lumber¬ 
man.  He  states  that  the  people  of  this  country  did  not  sell 
any  more  of  their  coarse  grains,  on  account  of  the  National 
Policy ;  that  the  farmers  did  not  want  the  National  Policy 
for  that  purpose.  He  did  not  say  the  farmers; 
He  said,  “We  (speaking  as  a  lumberman)  do  not 
want  it.”  We  were  aware  of  the  fact  in  1878,  that 
the  lumbermen  did  not  want  it,  because  they  got  their 
supplies  of  oats  and  pork  and  other  articles  from  the  west¬ 
ern  States,  and  they  left  the  products  of  the  farm  at  home 
to  be  sent  to  other  markets,  deducting  from  the  products  of 
those  farmers  the  amount  it  cost  to  take  them  to  foreign 
markets  and  sell  them  there.  They  say  that  we  do  not 
want  to  keep  corn  and  corn  meal  out  of  the  country,  but  I 
can  only  tell  hon.  gentlemen  that  the  farmers  want  the 
National  Policy  as  much  to-day  as  they  did  in  1878,  and 
they  appreciate  the  good  done  to  them  by  the  Government 
as  much  to-day  and  as  strongly  as  they  did  in  1878. 
It  is  said  by  the  same  hon.  gentleman  that  this  policy 
has  done  the  farmers  no  good.  Now,  I  can  only  say,  in 
reply  to  that,  that  if  there  is  any  one  class  in  the  country 
more  than  another  that  it  has  benefited,  it  is  the  farmers. 
It  has  given  them  an  increased  market  for  their  products, 
at  least  to  the  extent  of  the  consumption  of  71,000  people, 
employed  in  the  factories  and  on  the  railways  of  the  coun¬ 
try  ;  and  it  has  reduced  the  cost  of  agricultural  implements 
by  the  competition  brought  about  by  the  additional  number 
of  people  engaged  in  their  manufacture.  What  is  the  story 
told  to-day  by  men  selling  machinery  ?  They  say  that  it 
has  been  reduced,  during  the  last  four  or  five  years,  in  value, 
from  20  to  25  per  cent. ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  to-night 
said  that  he  knew  manufacturers  who  had  a  million  dollars 
in  machinery  that  they  would  sell  for  50  cents  in  the  dollar. 
If  this  is  so,  the  farmer  must  be  able  to  buy  cheaper.  This 
policy  has  also  reduced  the  cost  of  living  to  the  farmer. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  endeavored  to  prove  that  if 
the  cost  of  living  to  the  people  has  been  reduced  by  the 
National  Policy,  it  cannot  have  done  the  farmer  any  good  ; 
but  it  has  reduced  the  cost  to  the  farmer  of  those  lines 
which  he  cannot  supply  himself.  It  has  reduced  tho 
cost  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  It  has  made  tea  and 
coffee  free  of  duty,  so  that  they  can  be  got  at  the  lowest 
possible  price.  What  are  the  prices  of  the  necessaries  of 
life  to-day,  compared  with  their  prices  in  1878  ?  I  am  giving 
the  figures  that  were  collected  by  the  hon.  Postmaster- 
General  last  fall,  because  I  have  verified  them  by  the  prices 
Mr,  Sproule. 
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given  me  by  commercial  men  in  my  own  part  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  I  find  them  to  be  strictly  correct : 


1878. 

1884. 

Sugar,  retailed  per  pound . . 

$0  05 

U  U  U 

0  06 

“  white  “ 

0  07 

Syrup  for  table  use,  per  gallon.. 

0  60 

“  ordinary  “ 

0  50 

Tea,  per  pound . . . 

0  60 

U 

0  60 

u 

0  30 

Coflee,  per  pound . . . . 

0  20 

1880. 

1884. 

Suits  of  Canadian  tweeds . 

$  8  00 

it  U 

10  00 

u  a 

12  60 

Men’s  wool  undershirts  and  drawers  1  00 

0  75 

“  Union  “  “ 

0  60  to  0  75 

30  to  50 

Canadian  tweeds  for  men’s 

and 

bovs’s  suits.. . . . 

0  75  to  1  00 

50  to  0  75 

Canadian  blankets,  per  pound. 0  65 to  0  75 

0  45 

This  reduction  in  the  price  of  blankets  is  due  to  the  com¬ 
petition,  and  yet,  though  securing  the  home  markets 
to  these  manufacturers,  they  have  been  enabled  to  reduce 
the  price  and  still  have  as  good  a  profit  to-day  as  they  had 
in  1878: 

1880.  1884. 

Grey  flannel,  per  yard...  35c.,  37|c.,  45c.  25c.,  30c,,  35c. 

Check  “  “  “  ...  37c.  to  40c.  25c. 

In  cotton  goods  there  is  an  equal  reduction,  In  fact,  in 
every  line  representing  the  necessaries  of  life  there  has 
been  a  large  reduction  in  the  price,  compared  with  the  price 
in  1878.  Now,  if  these  figures  do  not  show  that  the 
National  Policy  has  benefited  the  farmer  and  the  laboring 
man,  then  I  do  not  know  what  is  a  benefit.  I  think  we 
may  safely  assume  that  the  farmers  have  been  benefited  by 
the  enlarged  market  they  have  obtained,  by  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  agricultural  implements,  by  the  increased 
amount  of  money  expended  during  the  last  five  years,  by  the. 
increased  value  of  their  products  and  the  decreased  value  of 
the  necessaries  of  life  that  they  have  been  compelled  to 
buy,  and  by  the  rapid  settlement  of  the  North-West  country 
and  the  consequently  increasing  demand  for  the  products  of 
the  agriculturists,  especially  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I 
think  I  have  shown  clearly  that  it  has  reduced  the  cost  of 
living,  and  consequently  it  must  have  benefited  the  labor¬ 
ing  man  as  well  as  the  farmer.  I  think,  too,  the  mercantile 
class  of  the  country  are  better  off  than  they  were  in  1878, 
because  if  you  take  the  last  five  years,  and  compare  them 
with  the  previous  five  years,  you  will  find  that  the  number 
of  people  in  mercantile  business  who  failed  in  this  country 
was  only  5,040,  compared  with  9,185,  during  the  five  years 
previous.  Why  are  fewer  people  failing  to-day  ?  Because 
they  are  in  better  circumstances  and  are  better  able  to  pay 
their  way.  The  amount  of  money  represented  by  the 
failures  in  the  last  five  years  was  $57,467,724,  against 
$133,128,724  in  the  five  years  previous.  Now,  I  claim  that 
this  improved  condition  of  affairs  is  plainly  attributable  to 
the  improved  condition  of  the  people  and  their  greater 
ability  to  pay  their  way  to-day  than  was  the  case  five 
years  ago — to  their  increased  purchasing  power,  and  to 
the  improved  condition  of  the  country  in  every  particular. 
Now,  although  this  question  has  been  debated  at  great 
length  in  this  House,  I  think  the  time  has  not  been  badly 
spent,  for  we  have  two  parties  laying  their  views  before 
the  country — one  party,  in  my  opinion,  endeavoring 
strangely  to  mislead  the  country,  and  the  other  endeavor¬ 
ing  to  place  facts  and  figures  plainly  before  the  people, 
to  enable  them  intelligently  to  judge  of  their  condition 
to  day  compared  with  what  it  was  a  few  years  ago.  I 
say,  while  we  have  a  class  of  people  in  this  House  who  are 
endeavoring  to  mislead  the  country,  and  to  prove  that  the 
people  are  worse  off,  that  a  great  injustice  has  been  done  to 
them  by  the  policy  of  the  present  Government,  and  that  it 
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would  bo  to  the  interest  of  the  country  to  make  a  change 
in  the  Government,  I  think  it  is  onr  duty  to  defend  the 

Jiosition  we  occupy  and  to  endeavor  to  lay  facts  and  figures 
airly  before  the  people,  to  show  them  that  they  are  receiv¬ 
ing  great  benefit  by  the  legislation  introduced  by  the  pre¬ 
sent  Government.  I  can  only  say  that  if  the  facts  and 
figures  before  us  to-day,  and  the  observations  we  can  make 
from  time  to  time,  are  any  evidence  of  what  the  people 
want  and  intend  to  continue,  they  prove  to  my  mind  con¬ 
clusively  that  the  people  believe  that  they  are  much  bet¬ 
ter  off  than  they  were  in  1878,  that  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  are  legislating  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  that  it  is  the  desire  and  intention  of  the 
people  to  continue  in  power  the  same  class  of  men  who 
have  accomplished  these  great  results  in  the  past.  I  can 
only  say,  in  reference  to  the  Opposition  in  this  House  that  if 
they  continue  the  same  line  of  argument  and  attack  which 
they  have  taken  during  the  last  five  years,  I  predict  that 
they  will  remain  a  long  time  in  the  cold  shades  of  Opposi¬ 
tion,  and  that  their  hair  will  have  grown  very  grey  before 
they  will  be  called  on  to  enjoy  the  pleasure  of  holding  office 
in  the  Government  of  this  country. 

Mr.  BECHABD.  I  do  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
House  is  getting  tired  of  this  protracted  debate,  and  is 
desirous  of  seeing  it  brought  to  an  end,  but  I  assure  hon. 
members  that  I  do  not  intend  to  solicit  their  attention  for 
any  considerable  length  of  time.  I  will  endeavor  to  make 
my  remarks  in  the  English  language,  though  I  speak 
it  with  great  difficulty,  but  I  will  do  so  out  of  a  sense  of 
courtesy  to  the  vast  majority  cf  this  House.  Before  the 
National  Policy  was  instituted  our  ears  rang  with  the 
flattering  promises  of  its  advocates  and  promoters,  and  since 
it  has  been  inaugurated  we  have  heard  the  same  gentlemen 
at  every  Session  speaking  in  boastful  language  of  its  success. 
According  to  them,  all  the  prosperity  that  this  country  has 
been  enjoying  for  the  few  years  past  has  been  due  to  the 
influence  of  that  policy.  My  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse),  whom  I  do  not  see  in  its  place,  in  the 
eloquent  speech  which  he  pronounced  on  Friday  last, 
spoke  in  glowing  terms  of  the  National  Policy ;  and  as 
an  evidence  of  how  it  is  appreciated  by  the  people,  said 
that  after  being  adopted  in  1878,  it  ({has  since  been 
re-affirmed  in  1882.  It  is  true  that  the  people,  after  having 
adopted  the  National  Policy,  re  affirmed  it,  but  my  hon. 
friend  should  not  forget  that  the  people  sometimes  change 
their  minds  respecting  questions  of  public  policy,  and  surely 
he  has  not  remained  blind  to  what  has  taken  place  in  Eng¬ 
land,  for  instance,  during  the  last  twenty  years,  where  both 
political  parties,  Liberals  and  Conservatives,  have  held 
power  alternately  and  for  comparatively  short  terms.  Did 
we  not  see,  last  fall,  in  the  neighboring  Eepublic,  the  Kepub- 
lican  party  defeated,  after  having  held  power  for  a  period  of 
twenty-four  years.  That  which  has  occurred  in  other  coun¬ 
tries  has  already  occurred  and  will  occur  in  Canada,  and  it 
is  my  sincere  belief  that  the  day  is  not  very  far  distant  when 
the  Canadian  people  will  modify  their  opinion  respecting 
the  National  Policy.  Some  hon.  gentlemen,  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  with  a  view  of  showing  the  prosperous  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  country,  pointed  to  the  increase  in  our  exports 
of  some  classes  of  products,  such  as  fish,  lumber  and  farm 
produce.  No  doubt  the  exports  of  a  nation  can  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  an  element  of  prosperity ;  the  more  we  export,  the 
more  we  have  produced  ;  but  the  question  here  is,  whether 
those  exports  are  the  results  of  the  National  Policy.  If  our 
fishermen  had  an  abundant  catch,  if  our  lumbermen  exported 
largely  the  products  of  our  forests,  if  our  farmers  were 
blest  with  abundant  crops,  which  they  sold  at  fair  prices  in 
foreign  markets,  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  National 
Policy  had  to  do  with  this.  Surely  no  man  believes  that 
we  can  regulate  here,  by  legislation,  the  prices  which  we 
may  receive  in  foreign  markets  for  our  exports ;  surely  no 


man  in  the  full  possession  of  his  senses  will  believe  such  a 
position  to  be  a  sound  one.  But,  Sir,  those  hon.  gentlemen 
who  spoke  in  such  laudable  terms  of  the  increase  in  our 
exports  had  not  much  to  say  about  the  increase  in  our  im¬ 
ports.  It  is  not  to  be  forgotten,  however,  that  not  very  long 
ago  the  excess  of  our  imports  over  our  exports  was  regarded 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  a  public  misfortune  and  evil. 
At  least,  it  was  so  regarded  when  my  hon.  friend  from 
East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  was  at  the  head  of  affairs. 
Those  hon.  gentlemen  pretended  that  the  balance  of  trade 
was  constantly  against  us  ;  that  as  the  difference  had  to  be 
paid  in  gold,  our  gold  was  drawn  oft  from  the 
country,  and  that  the  system  was  ruinous,  because  it 
placed  us  in  the  condition  of  a  man  who  consumed  more 
than  he  produced ;  but  the  National  Policy,  they  said,  was 
going  to  cure  that  evil.  Has  it  cured  it  ?  The  offioial 
returns  tell  us  that  since  the  National  Policy  has  been  insti¬ 
tuted,  with  the  exception  of  one  year,  our  imports  have 
continued  to  exceed  our  exports ;  and  mind  you,  that  excess 
has  been  in  an  ascending  proportion  within  the  last  two  or 
three  years.  Being  in  this  position,  if  the  theory  of  the 
balance  of  trade,  such  as  interpreted  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  be  correct,  this  country  instead  of  being  prosperous 
ought  to  be  on  its  way  to  ruin ;  but  if,  on  the  contrary,  this 
country  is  prosperous,  the  consequence  is  that  the  theory 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is  erroneous  and  unsound.  Is 
not  this  one  of  those  public  questions  about  which  men 
sometimes  change  their  opinion  ?  And  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  modified  their  opinion  on  this 
question,  why  should  we  not,  on  this  side,  be  entitled 
to  believe  that  the  people  of  Canada  will  also  change 
their  mind  in  respect  to  the  National  Policy  ?  The 
hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse),  during  a  portion 
of  his  speech,  referred  to  the  good  results  of  the  National 
Policy,  with  respect  to  the  interests  of  our  manufacturers, 
and  as  an  evidence  of  those  good  results,  he  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  some  classes  of  goods  which  he  mentioned  are 
cheaper  to-day  than  they  were  before.  On  this  last  point 
I  do  not  differ  with  my  hon.  friend.  There  are  goods  indeed 
which  are  very  cheap  to-day,  and  that  cheapness  is  the  result 
of  the  National  Policy ;  but  the  question  is,  whether  that 
cheapness  is  in  accordance  with  the  interest  of  the  manufac¬ 
turer.  The  National  Policy  was  established,  in  so  far  as 
the  manufacturer  was  concerned,  to  promote  his  interest  by 
protecting  him  against  foreign  competition.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  our  manufacturers  received  a  certain  amount  of 
protection  from  this  tariff  during  the  first  few  years  that  it 
was  in  operation,  but  we  are  now  beginning  to  see 
the  other  side  of  the  question.  Capitalists  have 
invested  too  much  capital  in  some  branches  of  industry, 
and  the  result  has  been  an  over-production.  Hence  the 
suspension  of  operations  in  a  large  number  of  our  manu¬ 
factories,  and  the  fact  that  a  certain  number  of  men  are 
to-day  without  work ;  and  there  is  the  danger  that  threatens 
too  rapid  a  development  of  manufacturing  industries  stimu¬ 
lated  by  artifical  means.  My  hon.  friend  has  also  alluded  to 
the  good  results  of  the  policy  with  regard  to  the  interest  of 
agriculture.  Our  agriculture,  no  doubt,  has  been  very  pros¬ 
perous  for  the  past  few  years,  although  it  is  not  so  prosperous 
to-day  as  it  has  been ;  but  I  deny  that  this  prosperity  is  due 
to  the  influence  of  the  National  Policy.  We  had  the  National 
Policy  in  March,  1879,  and  it  is  remembered  by  all  that 
during  that  whole  year  the  depression  continued  with  more 
•intensity  than  ever.  Never  before  had  more  banks  failed, 
more  bankruptcies  occurred ;  never  had  farm  produce  been 
sold  cheaper  in  any  one  year  than  it  was  during  the  year 

1879,  and  the  first  part  of  1880.  But,  in  the  second  part  of 

1880,  a  revival  of  business  having  taken  plaoe  in  some 
other  countries  with  which  we  have  extensive 
commercial  relations,  that  revival  of  business  was 
also  felt  here.  In  the  succeeding  year  we  were 
blessed  with  abundant  crops,  whilst  crops  failed  in  some 
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European  states.  The  consequence  was,  that  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  demand  for  farm  products  in  those  foreign 
countries,  and  we  had  the  good  fortune  to  sell  them  the 
surplus  of  our  abundance.  Our  farmers  made  a  great  deal 
of  money  ;  those  of  them  who  were  indebted  paid  their 
debts,  and  a  considerable  number  of  them  remained  with 
money  in  hand  to  loan.  This  is  one  of  the  reasons  for  the 
diminution  in  the  rate  of  interest  which  took  place  then, 
and  which  was  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa. 
It  was  said  by  the  promoters  of  the  National  Policy  that  it 
would  secure  the  home  market  for  our  farmers.  I  hold 
that  the  home  market  was  secured  to  our  farmers  before  the 
National  Policy  was  in  existence.  It  is  secured  to  our 
farmers  by  the  large  surpluses  of  farm  produce  which  we 
are  bound  to  export  every  year  to  foreign  markets,  in  order 
to  make  it  profitable  to  us.  When  our  home  market  is 
overcrowded  with  our  natural  products,  it  ought  to  be 
obvious  to  everyone  that  it  cannot  be  advantageous  for  the 
sale  of  similar  products  imported  from  foreign  countries. 
But  there  is  one  protection  that  this  Government  could,  per¬ 
haps,  give  to  our  farmers — the  opening  up  of  new  mar¬ 
kets  by  commercial  treaties  with  foreign  nations. 
Depend  upon  it,  this  is  the  best  and  the  only 
efficient  protection  that  could  be  given  to  the  farmers  ol 
Canada.  While  I  am  on  this  subject  I  am  just  reminded 
that  some  gentleman  in  the  course  of  this  debate  referred  to 
the  possibility  of  negotiating  a  commercial  treaty  with  the 
United  States.  It  has  been  always  considered  or  admitted 
by  all  parties  in  Canada  that  the  treaty  of  1854  was  bene¬ 
ficial  to  both  countries,  and  we  know  that  the  Canadian 
Government  could  never  succeed  in  negotiating  a  treaty 
with  the  United  States  so  long  as  the  .Republican  party 
was  in  power.  But  that  party  have  just  been  driven  from 
power  and  been  replaced  by  a  Democratic  Administration. 
It  is  permitted  to  hope  that,  with  a  Democratic  Adminis¬ 
tration  at  Washing  ton,  the  Canadian  Government,  whether 
it  be  composed  of  Conservatives  or  Liberals,  might  be  more 
successful  in  the  negotiation  of  such  a  treaty  ;  for  it  is  well 
known  that  it  is  in  the  traditions  of  the  Democratic  pdrty 
in  the  United  States  to  extend,  as  .much  as  possible,  their 
commerce,  and  to  restrain  the  restrictions  upon  their  foreign 
trade  as  much  as  is  compatible  with  the  necessities 
of  the  revenue.  We  must  not  forget  that  the  treaty 
of  1854  was  negotiated  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  by  a  Democratic  Administration — the  Administration 
of  General  Pierce-— and  that  the  same  treaty  was  denounced 
by  the  Republican  party  as  soon  as  they  assumed  the 
reins  of  power.  My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa,  who  spoke  on 
several  subjects  in  his  able  speech,  to  seme  of  which  I  have 
already  alluded  and  to  some  of  which  I  shall  have  to  allude 
briefly,  forgot  to  say  anything  of  the  results  of  the  National 
Policy  regarding  emigration.  We  remember  that,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  promoters  of  the  National  Policy,  one  of  its 
results  would  be  not  only  to  check  the  emigration  of  our 
countrymen  to  the  United  States,  but  even  to  bring  back  to 
our  country  those  of  them  who  had  previously  emigrated.  I 
am  sure  that  it  would  be  interesting  for  every  member  of  this 
House  to  see  in  this  respect  the  statistics  of  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  and  to  compare  the  number  of 
those  who  have  returned  with  the  number  of  those  who  have 
gone  to  the  United  States  since  the  National  Policy  was 
inaugurated.  Those  who  returned  are  farmers  who,  after 
having  rented  their  farms,  go  to  the  United  States  for  a  few 
years  to  earn  money.  Those  generally  return  to  our  coun¬ 
try  ;  but  those  who  are  not  land  owners  as  a  general  rule 
do  not  return,  but  stay  on  the  other  side  of  the  line, 
and  if  some  of  them,  from  time  to  time,  make 
their  appearance  in  Canada,  it  is  not  for  a  long  time. 
I  represent  a  constituency  which  is  essentially  agricultural. 
It  has  no  large  city  where  is  generally  to  be  found  a  float¬ 
ing  population  that  is  disposed  to  emigrate.  Yet  I  find, 
referring  to  the  late  census,  that  within  the  last  decade  the 
Mr.  Beohard. 


population  of  my  constituency  has  diminished,  and  that 
reduction  has  taken  place  notwithstanding  the  permanent 
fact  of  reproduction  ;  and  in  this  respect,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hold 
that  we  are  as  well  endowed  as  any  other  people.  But, 
notwithstanding  our  natural  advantages,  I  find  the 
population  of  my  district  has  decreased  by  about  1,000 
souls.  This  is  a  deplorable  state  of  things,  and  I  am 
sure  that  everybody  in  the  country  and  in  this  House 
is  sorry  for  it.  It  is  possible  that  the  flood  of  emigra¬ 
tion  has  not  been  so  large  from  other  counties  as  it  is 
from  mine  ;  but,  Sir,  it  is  well  known  that  all  over  the 
Province  people  are  constantly  leaving  and  going  to  the 
United  States.  We  were  told  that  the  National  Policy 
would  check  that  emigration,  but  to-day  we  are  compelled  to 
say  that  it  has  failed  to  fulfil  the  promises  and  expectations 
of  those  who  inaugurated  it.  The  hon.  member  for  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Tasse),  in  describing  the  state  of  the  country  under  the 
Administration  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
kenzie),  has  referred  to  the  deficits  which  occurred  for  a  few 
years  and  blamed  him  for  not  having  resorted  to  what  he 
termed  a  vigorous  policy.  But  I  think  the  hon.  member  would 
have  been  more  fair  towards  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York 
if  he  had  stated  that  these  deficits  were  not  occasioned  by 
an  extravagant  expenditure,  but  that  they  were  caused  by 
a  diminution  of  the  revenue.  The  public  accounts  show 
that  the  revenue  which  amounted  in  1874-5  to  $24,648,715, 
had  fallen  in  1876-7  to  $22,059,274— a  decrease  of  $2,589,441 
which  would  have  been  more  than  sufficient  to 
cover  the  deficit  of  each  year.  Now,  Sir,  it  would 
have  been  very  easy  for  my  bon.  friend  from  East 
York  to  resort  to  that  vigorous  policy  referred  to 
by  the  member  for  Ottawa,  and  which  we  know 
meant  nothing  else  but  an  increase  of  taxation ;  but 
be  thought  it  would  be  more  humane  on  his  part,  in  the 
difficult  circumstances  in  which  the  country  was  placed, 
to  allow  a  few  deficits  to  accumulate,  knowing  well  that 
they  would  disappear,  and  be  followed  by  surpluses  as 
soon  as  a  revival  of  business  took  place,  than  to  increase 
the  burden  of  taxation  which  would  weigh  more  heavily 
upon  the  shoulders  of  a  suffering  people.  But  this 
patriotic  conduct  of  my  hon.  friend  was  not  appreciated 
as  it  ought  to  have  been.  His  opponents  began 
a  terrible  campaign  against  him.  They  charged  him  with 
being  responsible  for  the  depression  that  then  prevailed  in 
the  country.  It  was  in  vain  that  he  and  his  friends 
answered  that  the  depression  was  beyond  the  control 
of  the  Government,  and  that  as  a  commercial 
crisis  was  prevailing  in  other  countries  with  which 
we  had  extensive  commercial  relations,  it  was  only 
natural  that  the  same  crisis  should  be  felt  here.  But  this 
reasoning  was  of  no  avail;  it  served  the  purpose  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  hold  him  responsible.  If  bank¬ 
ruptcies  occurred,  if  trade  was  in  a  state  of  stagnation,  if 
manufactures  were  closed,  if  farmers  suffered  a  succession 
of  bad  crops,  or  had  to  sell  at  low  prices,  all  these  evils 
were  attributed  to  the  Administration  of  my  hon.  friend. 
Sir,  unfortunately,  the  people  were  convinced  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  and  in  the  fall  of  1878  my  hon.  friend 
left  power.  He  came  down  from  the  exalted  position 
to  which  he,  a  self-made  man,  not  having  had 
the  advantage  of  a  classical  education,  had  attained 
solely  by  his  great  talents,  his  industry  and  his  indomitable 
energy.  He  fell  from  the  proud  position  which  he 
occupied,  but  he  fell  like  an  honest  man  and  a  man  of 
honor,  preserving  his  principles  and  an  unstained  reputation. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  referred,  Sir,  to  the  fact  that 
some  distinguished  members  of  the  Liberal  party  had 
committed  themselves  in  years  past,  either  by  speeches  or 
by  writing,  to  the  policy  of  protection ;  and  he  seemed 
to  find  fault  with  the  Liberal  party  in  Quebec  for 
not  having  adopted  the  same  policy.  I  am  quite  sure,  Sir, 
that  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  whom  he  referred  are  well  able 
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to  defend  their  position.  However,  I  may  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  whenever  a  man,  however  distinguished  he 
may  be,  expresses  his  own  individual  opinions  on  any  pub¬ 
lic  question,  that  opinion  remains  his  alone,  so  long  as  the 
party  has  not  adopted  it — at  least,  so  long  as  the  leaders  of 
the  party  have  not  adopted  the  doctrine  as  that  of  the 
party.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Liberals  of 
(Quebec  have  repudiated  their  principles  and  their  leaders. 
Sir,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  when  such  repudiation  took 
place.  It  is  well  known  that  their  leaders,  during  a  great 
many  years,  were  the  hon.  Mr.  Dorion,  who  is  now  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  lamented  and 
deeply  regretted  Mr.  Holton ;  and,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  when 
those  two  great  leaders  ever  were  repudiated  by  their 
friends,  who  never  had  any  reason  to  be  ashamed  of  them. 
Political  parties  sometimes  find  it  opportune  to  modify  their 
opinions  regarding  some  public  questions,  in  order  to  render 
them  more  adapted  to  actual  circumstances  ;  and  suppose 
the  Liberals  had  in  some  regards  adopted  such  a  course, 
they  would  not  occupy  a  worse  position  than  the  Conser¬ 
vatives  occupy  to-day,  who,  after  having  upheld  during 
forty  years  the  principle  of  a  revenue  tariff,  repudiated 
it  and  adopted  the  principle  of  protection.  When  the  hon. 
gentleman  feels  the  want  of  speaking  of  repudiation  of  prin¬ 
ciples  he  need  not  lose  his  time  in  searching  out  of  the 
ranks  of  his  own  party,  the  subject  matter,  proper  to  satisfy 
his  wishes.  The  hen.  member  showed  some  curiosity  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks.  He  said  he  would  like  to  know 
what  is  the  programme  of  the  Liberals.  I  do  not 
feel  authorised  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  what  is  or 
ought  to  be  any  special  programme  of  the  Liberal  party. 
But  I  will  tell  him  this :  When  in  Opposition  the 
Liberals  find  it  to  be  their  programme  to  watch  the 
conduct  of  the  Conservatives,  to  criticise  their  actions  when 
they  deserve  to  be  criticised,  and  to  warn  the  people  of  their 
faults  ;  and  when  in  power  the  Liberals  find  it  to  be  their 
programme  to  administer  public  affairs  with  honesty  and  in 
accordance  with  the  best  interests  of  the  country.  I 
dare  say  my  hon.  friend,  if  he  was  in  his  seat,  would  find 
this  a  fair  and  patriotic  programme.  The  hon.  gentleman 
alluded,  in  one  of  the  most  eloquent  parts  of  his  speech,  to  a 
disturbed  period  of  the  history  of  France,  and  quoted  a  few 
sentences  from  a  great  speech  pronounced  on  the  occasion 
referred  to,  by  the  powerful  and  overwhelming  Mirabeau, 
who  made  the  best  of  his  oratorical  genius,  to  carry  a  certain 
measure  proposing  a  havy  taxation.  The  hon.  gentleman 
thought  there  was  a  great  similarity  between  the  position 
of  those  who  opposed  that  measure  and  that  of  the  Liberals 
in  this  House,  as  well  as  in  the  position  of  those  who 
favoured  the  measure,  and  that  of  the  Conservatives  of 
to-day ;  but  we  did  not  want  that  comparaison  made  by 
the  hon.  member,  to  know  that  the  party  of  increased  tax¬ 
ation  in  thes  country  is  represented  in  this  House  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  I  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  member 
attempted  to  slur  the  Liberals  of  Quebec.  In  speaking  of 
the  duty  on  petroleum,  he  found  it  pleasant  to  say  that  the 
Liberals  of  Quebec,  he  did  not  know  why,  had  a  love  of 
petroleum,  although  he  would  not  say  that  they  had  any 
affinity  with  the  Liberals  of  France,  who  had  exhibited 
such  a  love  for  petroleum,  that  they  had  been  called 
'pktroleuXu  He  would  not  say  that  they  had  any  affinity 
with  the  Liberals  of  France,  but  he  insinuated  as  much. 
Sir,  there  is  a  charge  here,  and  although  it  is  disguised 
under  the  veil  of  insinuation,  that  circumstance  only  gives 
it  a  character  more  bitter  and  perfidious.  I  know  the 
class  of  men  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  called  the  Liberals 
of  France,  and  I  understand  how  he  meant  to  characterise 
them  in  saying  they  were  called  petroleux.  But  the  insin¬ 
uation  that  there  can  be  any  analogy  between  the  Liberals 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  those  contemptible 
demagogues,  the  dregs  of  the  French  population, 
who,  at  the  termination  of  the  Franco-Prussian  war, 


attempted  to  burn  the  city  of  Paris,  and  succeeded  in  burn¬ 
ing  down  some  of  its  finest  monuments,  I  say  the  insinua¬ 
tion  that  there  can  be  any  possible  community  of  opinion 
and  feeling  between  those  lawless  men  and  the  honest, 
respectable  citizens,  the  law-abiding  men  who  compose 
the  Liberal  party  of  Quebec,  is  an  outrageous  slander 
whichever  may  be  the  mouth  that  utters  it,  and  whenever 
such  a  charge  is  made  within  my  hearing,  I  feel  in  duty 
bound  to  repel  it  with  scorn  and  indignation.  But  it  is  not  the 
first  time  that  charges  of  this  character  have  been  made 
against  the  Liberals  of  Quebec.  For  a  long  series  of  years  they 
have  been  repeated  over  and  over  again  by  the  Conservative 
press  and  by  a  portion  of  the  Conservative  party  of  the 
Province ;  I  do  not  say  by  all  the  Conservatives,  because  I 
know  there  are  numerous  and  notable  exceptions.  Those 
charges  have  been  made  continuously  against  the  Liberal 
party,  not  only  by  insinuation  but  in  plain  and  emphatic 
language.  We  have  been  represented  before  the  people  as 
a  body  of  men  in  sympathy  with  the  Radicals  and  revolution - 
naires  of  France,  as  having  community  of  feeling  with  them, 
as  being  imbued  with  their  principles  and,  like  them, 
hostile  to  the  clergy  and  the  church.  And  although 
the  highest  authorities  of  the  church  years  ago  pronounced 
upon  this  matter,  and  declared  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  Liberals  of  Quebec  should  not  be  considered  as 
being  orthodox  as  the  Conservatives,  yet  we  find  to-day  a 
portion  of  the  Conservative  press  and  a  portion  of  the 
Conservative  party  continuing  this  same  system  of  misrepre¬ 
sentations  against  the  Liberals,  and  affecting  to  be  stand¬ 
ing  in  defence  of  the  church  against  the  supposed  perversity 
of  Liberal  principles.  It  is  fashionable  to-day,  for  a  certain 
press,  as  it  has  been  formerly,  to  couple  the  Liberals  of 
Quebec  with  the  revolutionists  of  France ;  it  is  fashionable 
to-day,  in  speaking  of  the  Liberals  of  Quebec,  to  associate 
them  in  feelings  and  opinions  with  the  Republicans  of 
France.  This  is  done  to-day  by  a  certain  portion  of  the 
press  in  Quebec  and  by  a  portion  of  the  Conservative  party. 
It  is  fashionable  for  that  press  and  a  portion  of  the  Conserv¬ 
ative  party  to  deprecate,  on  all  occasions,  the  Republicans 
of  France,  and  even  the  French  Government.  I  hold  that 
whatever  may  be  the  form  of  Government  that  France 
chooses  to  adopt,  it  is  none  of  our  business  in  Quebec ;  and 
it  is  idle  for  us  to  comment  in  public  newspapers  on  that 
Government,  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  interests  of 
our  population.  But  there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that 
while  a  portion  of  the  Conservative  press  and  ths  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  denounce  the  Republican  Government  of  France 
on  all  occasions,  there  are  others  in  that  party  who  do  not 
seem  to  be  so  horrified  as  are  some  of  their  political  asso¬ 
ciates.  We  know,  Sir,  that  some  of  them  who  stand 
amongst  the  most  distinguished  in  that  party  are  proud  to 
carry  on  their  breasts  decorations  which  they  received  at 
the  hands  of  that  Government,  as  we  know  also  that  some 
of  them  did  not  hesitate  to  be  counted  amongst  the  guests 
at  a  banquet  which  was  given  at  the  city  of  Montreal,  in 
the  summer  of  1883,  in  honor  of  a  distinguished  Frenchman, 
a  member  of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  of  France,  M.  Ver- 
mond,  who  was  reported  at  the  time  by  a  certain 
press  to  be  one  of  the  disciples  and  followers  of 
M.  Gambetta,  Would  you  conclude  from  this  last 
remark  that  the  conduct  of  these  Conservatives 
I  have  referred  to  is  liable  to  blame,  for  having 
been  present  at  that  banquet,  or  for  having  received  decora¬ 
tions  from  the  Republican  Government  of  Franco  ?  On  the 
contrary,  in  my  humble  opinion  in  acting  a3  they  have  done 
on  those  occasions  they  have  shown  themselves  as  being 
men  of  good  sense  and  who,  whatever  might  be  their 
political  associations,  would  not  let  their  actions  be  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  stupid  fancies  and  fanatical  notions  of  a  part 
of  their  political  friends.  But  let  me  tell  the  hon.  member 
for  Ottawa  that  “  those  who  live  in  glass  houses  should  not 
throw  stones  at  others,” 
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Mr.  HESSON  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  109)  respecting  real  property  in  the  North-West 
Territories.' — (from  the  Senate).— (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  11:45  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  26th  March,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  1 10)  to  incorporate  the  Rock  Lake,  Souris  and 
Brandon  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  McDougald.) 

CONSOLIDATED  RAILWAY  ACT,  1879. 

Mr.  MULOOK  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
Ill)  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act,  1879.  He 
said  :  The  general  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  provide  certain 
safeguards  in  the  matter  of  railway  rates,  safeguards  which 
I  think  will  be  found  to  be  reasonable  and  necessary  in  the 
public  interest,  and  at  the  same  time  will  not  operate 
unjustly  against  any  railway  corporation.  There  are 
several  minor  features  in  the  Bill  which  1  will  not  trouble 
the  House  with  referring  to  now,  but  will  take  the  principal 
ones.  The  first  provision  is  one  dealing  with  the 
question  of  obtaining  the  sanction  of  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  a  proposed  schedule  of  rates.  As 
the  House  is  aware,  the  general  Railway  Act  provides 
that  railway  companies  shall  not  collect  tolls  until  their 
schedule  of  rates  has  been  approved  of  by  the  Governor  in 
Council.  Well,  I  am  informed  it  has  now  become  so  much 
a  matter  of  course  to  approve  of  whatever  schedule  of  rates 
is  sent  down  by  a  railway  company,  the  views  of  the  com¬ 
pany  alone  being  represented  to  the  Ministers,  that  practi¬ 
cally  the  rates  are  fixed  by  the  railway  company  without 
due  consideration  of  the  public  interest.  It  is  therefore 
proposed  in  this  Bill  that  in  future,  before  any  rates  are 
sanctioned  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  due  public  notice 
shall  be  given  of  the  application  of  the  railway  company 
for  approval  of  its  rates,  and  that  the  public  shall  be  enabled 
to  procure  copies  of  the  proposed  rates,  and,  if  they  feel  it 
in  their  interest  to  make  recommendations  in  regard  to 
them,  they  shall  be  at  liberty  to  present  their  case  to  the 
Governor  in  Council.  Another  section  provides  for  certain 
penalties  to  be  imposed  on  railway  companies  in  case 
they  should  make  rates  not  sanctioned  by  law.  With 
regard  to  this  section,  I  may  say  that  some  rail¬ 
ways  which  have  been  carrying  on  business  for  many 
years  have  never  submitted  their  tariff ;  one,  at  least,  of 
which  I  have  official  information,  has  never  submitted  its 
tariff  of  rates  to  the  Governor  in  Council  for  approval,  yet 
it  has  been  carrying  on  business  and  collecting  whatever 
rates  it  chooses  to  impose,  and  the  public  have  to  submit  to 
these  or  do  without  the  advantage  of  the  railway  altogether. 
Another  provision  is  to  the  effect  that  a  railway  company 
shall  not  charge  more  for  hauling  for  a  short  distance  than 
for  a  long  distance  where  the  long  distance  embraces  the 
Mr,  Beohard, 


shorter  distance.  By  way  of  illustrating  these  two  sections 
and  showing  that  some  necessity  exists  for  legislating  in  this 
direction,  I  may  refer  to  a  case  of  which  I  have  received 
notice.  Take  the  case  of  the  Northern  Railway  system,  a 
system  composed  of  theNorthern  Railway,  the  main  line  from 
Toronto  to  Collingwood,  connecting  the  two  great  waters, 
Lake  Ontario  on  the  south  and  the  Georgian  Bay  on  the  north. 
That  railway  has  effected  a  certain  arrangement  with  the 
Hamilton  and  North-Western  Railway,  and  has  also  acquired 
certain  leased  lines.  Now,  the  Hamilton  and  North-Western 
Railway  has  never  yet  submitted  its  tariff  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  for  approval.  Nevertheless,  it  has  collected  rates 
that  are,  I  am  reliably  informed,  unjust,  unfair,  oppressive. 
It  does  that  because  the  public  cannot  resist.  The  public 
must  either  not  use  the  railway,  or  must  submit  to  this 
imposition.  In  illustration  of  the  fact  that  there  is  a  griev¬ 
ance,  I  may  mention  some  cases.  Take  the  town  of  Cooks- 
town,  on  the  line  of  the  Hamilton  and  North-Western,  a  rail¬ 
way  which  is  collecting  rates  not  sanctioned  by  law.  That 
point  is  distant  from  the  city  of  Toronto,  by  the  Toronto, 
Grey  and  Bruce  Railway,  62  miles,  but  by  going  northerly 
to  Allandalo  to  strike  the  main  line  of  the  Northern,  it  is 
distant  79  miles.  The  Northern  Railway  system,  including 
the  Hamilton  and  North-Western,  charges  11  cents  per  100 
pounds  for  grain  by  the  carload  from  Cookstown  to  Toronto. 
It  charges  for  drawing  the  grain  to  Allandale  till  it  strikes  the 
Northern  Railway,  and  then  for  drawing  it  down  the  North¬ 
ern  Railway  to  Toronto.  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  is  any 
advantage  to  the  shipper  to  have  his  grain  hauled  round¬ 
about,  and  be  charged  extra  for  it.  Take  the  town  of 
Collingwood,  the  northern  terminus,  a  most  important  point, 
that  with  proper  railway  management  could  be  built  up  to 
be  a  large  town  on  our  lakes,  one  of  the  termini  to  receive  the 
trade  from  the  North-West.  The  local  grain  from  that 
point  is  hauled  over  this  Northern  Railway  a  distance  of  98 
miles,  if  you  are  fortunate  enough  to  be  able  to  get  a  rate 
for  it,  at  less  than  6  cents  per  100  lbs.,  and  yet,  if 
one  is  unfortunate  enough  to  live  50  miles  nearer  to 
Toronto  than  Collingwood,  instead  of  getting  a  rate  at 
all  events  equal  to  his  neighbor  at  a  point  further 
away,  one  has  to  pay— as  for  instance  from  Bradford, 
which  is  42  miles  from  Toronto — 8  cents  per  100  lbs. 
The  Bill  proposes  that,  in  such  a  case  as  that,  no 
more  shall  be  charged  for  hauling  the  short  distance  than 
the  long  distance  under  the  same  conditions.  The  necessity 
for  that  must  be  clear.  At  present,  the  railway  companies  are 
enabled  by  this  system  to  destroy  property,  to  destroy 
towns,  to  build  up  other  towns.  That  is  a  power  that  I 
think  the  Legislature  should  not  allow  to  be  exercised  by 
any  corporations.  Another  clause  in  the  Bill  provides  for 
a  mode  of  enquiring  into  charges  of  unjust  discrimination. 
We  frequently  hear  it  stated  that  railway  companies  dis¬ 
criminate,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  law,  and  yet 
there  is  no  mode  of  enquiry.  Persons  feel  they  are 
aggrieved.  They  think  their  more  fortunate  neighbors  are 
getting  better  rates.  Perhaps  they  are  ;  perhaps  they  are 
not.  If  it  were  necessary  for  me  to  prove  that  there  is  a 
grievance  in  this  respect  and  that  legislation  in  this  direc 
tion  is  necessary,  I  should  be  able  to  prove  it,  I  am  well 
informed  by  shippers,  by  referring  to  the  practice  in  force 
at  the  present  time  over  the  very  railway  system  from 
which  I  have  been  taking  other  illustrations.  Another 
clause  in  the  Bill  is  to  the  effect  that  money  owing  to 
employes,  clerks,  servants  and  others  in  the  service  of  a 
railway,  also  money  owing  for  supplies  and  stores 
and  consumable  articles  necessary  for  the  running  of  a 
railway,  shall  together  form  a  first  charge  upon  the 
earnings  of  the  railway.  At  present  the  mortgage 
bondholders  have  the  first  charge  and  lien  on  all 
the  assets,  real  and  personal,  of  the  railway.  Under 
our  law  a  mortgage  bondholder  cannot  foreclose  a  rail¬ 
way.  He  cannot  sell  it  as  an  ordinary  mortgagee 
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would  soli  a  piece  of  property  mortgaged  to  him. 
It  is  only  useful  to  him  as  a  going  concern.  It  is 
necessary  that  it  should  bo  kept  going  in  order  that  it  may 
be  of  any  value  to  him,  and  therefore  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  labor  and  the  materials  that  are  absolutely  necessary  to 
keep  the  concern  going  in  order  that  it  should  earn  anything 
at  all  should  be  a  first  charge  upon  4be  earnings  of  the 
concern.  There  are  some  other  minor  provisions  in  the 
Bill.  I  think  these  are  the  principal  ones. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Of  course,  I  will  not  discuss 
the  Bill  now,  but  I  wish  to  know  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
if  the  last  clause  he  speaks  of  is  to  have  a  retroactive  effect ; 
whether  this  clause  would  apply  to  the  railways  that  have 
now  a  bonded  debt. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  The  clause  is  not  limited  in  its  effect. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  GIG  AULT  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
112)  further  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878. 
He  said  :  My  object  in  moving  this  Bill,  is  to  amend  the 
Scott  Act,  so  that  electors  may  vote  for  or  against  pro¬ 
hibition  or  for  partial  prohibition.  Partial  prohibition 
shall  mean  the  prohibition  of  all  alcoholic  liquors  other 
than  cider,  beer  and  wine.  For  the  sale  of  wine,  it  shall  be 
necessary  to  obtain  a  license  and  to  pay  the  duty  imposed 
by  the  Provincial  Legislatures.  The  number  of  licenses 
shall  bo  limited  according  to  population.  There  will  be 
one  hotel  license  for  every  500  souls.  The  council  shall 
have  the  right  to  reduce  the  number  of  licenses  to  a  less 
number.  The  form  of  the  ballot  paper  shall  be  changed  so 
that  the  first  space  shall  be  marked  for  the  petition, 
the  second  against  the  petition,  and  the  third  for 
partial  prohibition.  What  is  considered  now  as  the 
third  part  of  the  Scott  Act  shall  become  the 
fourth  part,  and  whenever  partial  prohibition  shall 
be  adopted,  the  Governor  General  in  Council  shall 
publish  an  order  declaring  that  the  third  part  of  the  Scott 
Act  shall  be  in  force  in  the  electoi’al  district  where  the  elec¬ 
tion  has  been  held.  The  Scott  Act  was  enacted  in  order  to 
consult  the  public  with  respect  to  the  traffic  in  intoxicating 
liquors.  Some  electors  believe  that  total  prohibition  pro¬ 
motes  the  cause  of  temperance,  others  are  in  favor  of  the 
license  system,  while  many  electors  believe  that  it  is  un¬ 
wise  and  unjust  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  beer  and  wine.  By 
means  of  the  amendment  which  I  propose,  every  elector 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  supporting  by  his  vote  a  mea¬ 
sure  in  accordance  with  his  views. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

SCHOOL  OF  NAVIGATION  AT  QUEBEC. 

Mr.  AMYOT  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  Parliament  to  vote  a  sum  of  $  1,000  for 
the  maintenance  of  a  school  of  navigation  at  Quebec,  and, 
if  not,  what  sum  do  they  purpose  asking  for  in  that  behalf? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  ask  Parliament  to  vote  a  sum  for  a  school  of  navi¬ 
gation,  there  being  other  arrangements  at  present  by  which 
all  requiring  instruction  receive  it  from  the  examiner 
appointed  there. 

ESQUIMALT  GRAVING  DOCK. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  increase  the  length  of  the  Esquimalt  Grav¬ 
ing  Dock ;  if  so,  to  what  extent,  and  will  it  necessitate  a 
cessation  of  work  by  present  contractors  ? 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Arrangements  have  been 
made  to  lengthen  the  dock  a  distance  of  fifty  feet,  and  doing 
so  will  not  necessitate  any  cessation  of  the  work.  The  dock 
will  be  lengthened  from  380  to  430  feet.  I  may  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  that  in  view  of  the  future  extension 
of  the  dock  it  was  at  first  intended  to  have  an  entrance  at 
the  end,  and  that  would  take  about  50  feet.  We  thought, 
however,  that  as  such  extension  might  not  be  necessary  for 
50  or  60  years  it  would  be  better  at  onco  to  add  that  dis¬ 
tance  to  the  dock  itself  and  leave  tho  question  of  now  docks 
for  a  future  generation. 

ESQUIMALT  GRAVING  DOCK— CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  tho 
Government  to  substitute  granite  for  sandstone,  in  the 
Esquimalt  Graving  Dock ;  and  if  so,  by  how  much  will  the 
cost  be  increased  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No  chango  has  boen  made 
in  substituting  granite  for  sandstone, 

TELEGRAPH  AND  SIGNAL  SERVICE  IN  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA, 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria)  asked,  What  was  the  total 
revenue  from  all  sources  of  telegraph  and  signal  service  in 
British  Columbia,  for  the  year  ending  31st  December,  1884, 
as  also  total  expenditure  on  said  service  for  same  period  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  There  will  be  due  from  the 
1st  of  January  to  the  30th  June,  1884,  $10,372.12  ;  and  from 
1st  July,  to  31st  December,  1884,  $18,7o7.05,  making  a 
total  revenue  of  $33,139.17.  The  expenditure  from  1st 
January  to  30th  June,  1884,  was  $21,093.64;  and  from  1st 
July  to  31st  December,  $18,469.84,  making  a  total 
expenditure  of  $39,543.48,  or  an  excess  of  $5,500  of  expendi¬ 
ture  over  revenue. 

GOVERNMENT  LOANS  IN  CANADA. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  have  torrowed  any  further  sums  of  money 
from  any  banks  or  persons,  in  Canada  or  elsewhere,  in 
addition  to  sums  borrowed  prior  to  1st  of  March  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  Government  have.  That 
answers  the  hon.  gentleman’s  question,  and  perhaps  he  has 
no  objection  to  have  a  little  more  information.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  have,  since  the  last  return,  borrowed  $250,000  from  the 
City  and  District  Savings  Bank,  making  the  total  amount  of 
debt  from  those  sources  of  $12,462,855  at  the  time. 

* 

LOUIS  RIEL. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  Has  Louis  Riel  been  in  the  employ  of 
the  Government  in  any  capacity  at  any  time  during  the 
past  year,  or  is  he  now  in  their  employ  ?  If  so,  in  what 
capacity  has  he  been  or  is  he  employed,  and  what  amount 
has  been  or  is  to  be  paid  to  him  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Louis  Riel  has  not  been  in 
the  employ  of  the  Government  in  any  capacity  at  any  rate 
during  the  past  year,  nor  is  he  now  in  the  employ  of  the 
Government. 

H.  R.  PRINGLE. 

Mr.  CASEY  asked,  Has  H.  R.  Pringle,  of  Cobourg,  been 
at  any  time  since  the  general  election  of  1882,  or  is  he  now 
in  the  employ  of  the  Government  in  any  capacity  ?  If  so, 
what  capacity,  for  what  period  and  what  pay  or  allowance 
has  he  received  or  is  he  to  receive  ? 
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Mr.  POPE.  Mr.  Pringle  has  been  employed  by  the 
Government  as  agent  for  collecting  exhibits  for  the 
Antwerp  Exhibition,  for  a  very  short  time  past,  and  for  a 
very  limited  time.  When  he  is  at  work  his  {jay  is  $5  a  day, 
with  $3  for  expenses. 

Mr.  CASEY.  For  hovv  long  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  cannot  say,  but  for  a  very  short  time,  and 
not  continually. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Docs  he  collect  electoral  exhibits  ? 

Mi\  POPE.  Of  course,  I  am  bound  to  answer  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  question.  If  he  does,  they  will  be  consulted. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— CONSTRUCTION  TO 
INDIAN  TOWN. 

Mr.  WELDON  asked,  What  amount  has  been  paid  on 
account  of  construction  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
Indian  Town  ?  What  was  the  cost  of  survey,  and  does 
such  C03t  include  costs  of  surveys  prior  to  1884  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  have  to  make  a 
motion  for  the  papers. 

IMPORTATION  OF  BEET-ROOT  SUGAR. 

Mr.  VAIL  asked,  Has  an  Order  in  Council  been  passed 
recently  permitting  the  importation  of  beet-root  sugar  from 
Europe  on  payment  of  duty  on  cost  I033  the  drawback,  and 
how  much  is  the  drawback  per  hundred  pounds  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Such  an  order  as  that  referred  to  has 
been  passed  so  far  as  it  affects  raw  sugar.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  asked  from  what  country  the  drawback  is 
paid,  and,  of  course,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  tell  him. 

Mr.  VAIL.  From  Europe? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Europe  is  a  very  largo  area,  and  the 
question  is  too  indefinite ;  if  the  hon.  gentleman  means  Ger¬ 
many,  the  drawback  is  a  fraction  over  2  cents  per  pound. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— TANGENTS  AND 
CURVES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  is  the  number  and  what  the 
aggregate  length,— (1)  Of  the  tangents  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  ?  (2)  Of  the  curves  with  the  average 

curvature  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  number  of  tangents  is  4,739,  with  an 
aggregate  length  of  1,620  miles.  The  number  of  curves  is 
4,945,  with  an  aggregate  length  of  900  miles.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  they  do  not  agree  with  each  other, 
and  the  difference  is  owing  to  the  fact  that  there  are  two 
separate  compound  curves. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  average  curvature  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Four  degrees.  I  may  say  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  I  will  bring  him  down  the  rest  of  the  in¬ 
formation  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Let  tho  question  stand. 

THE  DUTY  ON  FLOUR. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  increase  the  duty  on  flour  this  Session  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  has  been  the  custom  of  the 
Government  not  to  make  known  their  policy  with  reference 
to  changes  in  the  tariff  until  they  submit  them  by  resolu¬ 
tion  to  Parliament,  and  they  see  no  reason  to  change  their 
course  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  Casey. 
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MR.  J.  W.  TRUTCH, 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  asked,  Is  Mr.  J.  W.  Trutch  the 
Government’s  confidential  agent  in  British  Columbia  ?  If 
so,  how  long  has  he  acted  in  that  capacity  and  what  is  his 
yearly  allowance  as  such  ?  Is  he  employed  as  inspector  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  on  behalf  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ?  If  so,  how  long  and  what  is  his  yearly  salary  for 
such  service  ?  Does  he  receive  a  yearly  amount  from 
having  once  formed  part  of  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia  ?  If  so,  what  amount  ?  What  amount  does  he 
receive  from  Government  for  travelling  expenses  for  himself 
and  also  for  the  parties  who  accompany  him  in  his  travels  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  afraid  I  must  ask  tho 
hon.  gentleman  to  give  notice  of  this  matter.  It  is  such  a 
long  question  that  I  think  it  would  require  a  long  return. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  This  is  the  second  notice  I  have 
given  of  it. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  is  a  question.  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  to  give  a  notice  of  motion. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— EARNINGS  AND 
WORKING  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  were  the  earnings  and  working 
expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  February  last  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  earnings  of  the  road  were  $147,294 ; 
the  working  expenses  $159,000.  The  accounts  were  not 
fully  and  finally  adjusted  at  the  time  these  figures  were 
prepared  ;  bat  I  have  given  the  amount  as  nearly  as  I 
could  obtain  them. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— POSTAL  DELAYS. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Act¬ 
ing  Minister  of  Railways  to  the  great  delay  that  has 
occurred  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  We  had  no  mail 
for  some  days  until  last  evening,  when  we  received  four 
mails.  The  mail  due  to-day  has  not  however  arrived. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  informed  that  a  mail  came  in  this 
morning. 

Mr.  WELDON.  That  mail  brought  the  mails  for  Thurs¬ 
day,  Friday,  Saturday  and  Monday ;  but  to-day’s  mail  is  not 
on  band. 

Mr.  POPE.  We  have  had  very  severe  storms  indeed  on 
the  road.  Every  possible  exertion  has  been  made  to  have 
the  mails  carried  through  promptly,  and  no  time  has  been 
lost. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— LAND  GRANT. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  renew  the  following  question  : 
How  many  acres  of  their  land  grant  have  been  finally 
accepted  and  taken  over  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Compauy  within  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  belt, — 

1.  Between  the  first  and  second  principal  meridians ; 

2.  Between  the  second  and  third ;  3.  Between  the  third  and 
fourth ;  4.  Between  the  fourth  and  fifth ;  and  also  5.  In 
southern  Manitoba  outside  the  railway  belt ;  and  6.  Else¬ 
where  outside  the  railway  belt  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  asked  that  a  return  be 
prepai’ed.  I  have  been  told  that  I  will  receive  it  to-day  ; 
and  if  so  I  will  lay  it  on  the  Table. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Government  Notices  of  Motion 
are  called,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Government  to  give  the  House 
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some  further  information  with  respect  to  the  state  of 
affairs  at  Prince  Albert  and  the  North-West  generally,  and 
with  respect  to  the  action  of  the  Government.  I  feel  that  full 
information  is  due  to  the  House  with  respect  to  the  causes 
of  this  affair,  and  as  to  what  the  Government  have  done. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  situation  stands  very 
noarly  as  it  did  before.  There  is  no  information  as  yet,  and 
there  cannot  be  very  well  until  to-morrow,  of  a  junction 
between  the  body  commanded  by  Commissioner  Colonel 
Irvine,  and  the  body  at  Carlton  under  Superintendent 
Crazier.  When  those  bodies  are  united  they  will  have  a 
force  of  250  men.  There  are  100  men  of  the  90th  Regiment 
now  at  Qu’Appelle  ready,  if  necessary,  to  proceed  from 
there  in  the  direction  of  the  South  Saskatchewan.  They 
will  be  followed  by  the  remainder  of  the  regiment,  200  men, 
and  half  a  battery  of  artillery.  Lieutenant-Governor 
Dewdney  telegraphs  me  to-day  that  he  has  seen  the 
principal  men  of  the  Indians  on  the  reserve  near  Broad 
View.  Some  reports  have  been  circulated  about  those 
Indians  being  excited.  They  were  exceedingly  indignant 
at  such  charges  being  brought  against  them,  and  demanded 
that  they  be  brought  face  to  face  with  their  accusers.  We 
have  received  messages  both  from  Battleford  and  Edmonton, 
and  everything  is  quiet  there.  I  had  a  telegram  from  the 
Rev.  Father  Lacombe  to-day,  and  he  vouches  for 
the  loyalty  of  all  the  Blackfeet  Indians  at  Carlton 
and  the  west.  We  are  quite  unaware  of  the  approximate 
cause  of  the  half-breed  rising  under  Riel.  Riel  came 
into  the  country,  invited  by  them,  some  time  ago. 

I  believe  he  came  in  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  extract 
money  from  the  public  purse,  and  during  this  last  summer 
occasionally  there  were  hints — and  more  than  hints, 
intimations — that  if  we  gave  him  a  sum  of  money — and  a 
particular  sum  of  five  thousand  dollars  was  mentioned — he 
would  depart  in  peace.  Of  course  that  could  not  be  enter¬ 
tained  for  a  moment,  and  he  has  remained  there,  inciting 
the  half-breeds,  and  attempting  to  arouse  the  Indians  by 
stating  to  them  that  the  country  all  belonged  to  them,  and 
that  the  whites  had  no  rights  whatever.  As  I  stated  when  I 
last  was  asked  the  question  about  the  state  of  affairs  there, 
it  has  been  alleged  that  Riel  is  exceedingly  indignant  at 
being  told  that  he  wa3  an  outlaw — that  he  was  not  a  British 
subject — and  had  no  rights  there  ;  but  such  an  intimation, 
so  far  as  I  can  discover,  was  never  made  to  him  in  any  way 
by  anybody.  He  has  a  great  influence  over  the  half-breeds 
and  some  over  the  Indians.  From  former  occurrences  in 
the  North-West  he  is  considered  a  sort  of  martyr  in  the 
cause — -a  sort  of  half-breed  Mahdi — and  they  look  up  to 
him  with  a  sort  of  superstitious  regard,  and  from 
that  feeling  he  is  able  to  act  upon  these  poor 
people.  I  do  not  beliove  there  is  the  slightest  danger 
from  the  half-breeds  unless  they  should  be  joined  by  the 
Indians.  If  the  Indians  were  brought  once  into  the  field 
no  one  could  foresee  what  the  consequence  might  be, 
but  I  am  exceedingly  glad  to  state  to  the  House 
that  our  information  goes  to  show  that  the  Indians 
are  quite  quiet,  and  there  is  no  danger  their  join¬ 
ing  with  the  half-breeds.  There  are  one  or  two  Indians, 
whom  we  know  pretty  well  by  name,  who  are  troublesome 
men ;  I  had  better  not  mention  names,  because  all  these 
things  go  over  the  wires — but  there  is  one  who  has  always 
been  troublesome  for  years.  The  hon.  member  for  Both- 
woll  (Mr.  Mills)  would  know  his  name  if  I  mentioned  it. 

I  asked  about  him  and  the  answer  was,  “  It  is  all  bluster 
and  tobacco.”  The  most  influential  Indian  in  the  North- 
West  is  Chief  Crowfoot,  head  of  the  Blackfeet  tribe,  a 
remarkable  and  very  able  man,  and  for  his  fidelity  and  loy 
alty  I  believe  there  is  every  guarantee.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  to  a  great  extent  if  he  were  permitted — which  of  course 
we  could  not  permit — he  would  show  by  action  on  his  own  | 
part  how  loyal  he  is.  | 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  with 
reference  to  the  proximate  causes ;  will  he  say  what  are 
the  remote  causes  of  this  rising  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  causes  of  the  rising 
are  what  I  have  expressed.  The  half-breeds  have  had  a 
great  many  claims,  some  of  them,  as  I  have  stated,  reason¬ 
able  enough,  but  some  of  them  are  not  reasonable.  The 
House  knows  that  at  the  time  the  arrangement  was  made 
for  the  settlement  of  land  titles  in  Manitoba,  on  the  creation 
of  that  Province,  a  large  number  of  Indians  settled  on  the 
Assiniboine  and  Red  River  who  had  got  places,  localities, 
little  properties,  in  possession  under  the  direct  sanction, 
though  perhaps  not  by  any  other  title,  of  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company.  Those  claims  were  recognised  and  a  certain 
quantity  of  land  was  appropriated  for  their  satisfaction. 
Land  scrip  was  issued  to  those  Indians  to  tho  value  of  their 
holdings.  The  half-breeds  scattered  over  the  plains  had  no 
such  rights  from  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  or  any 
one,  but  as  they  heard  that  the  half-breeds  had  received 
certain  moneys,  or  money’s  worth,  within  tho  Red 
River  settlement,  they  claimed  that  they  all  had 
the  same  rights.  Among  those  half-breeds  that  are  at 
Prince  Albert  and  along  both  banks  of  the  Saskatchewan, 
there  are  a  number  who  received  their  land  scrip  for 
their  land  on  the  Red  River,  who  have  left  Manitoba  and 
are  on  the  plains  beyond  the  bounds  of  Manitoba.  They 
made  their  claims  and  they  pressed  them,  thinking  they 
would  not  be  recognised  again.  They  pressed  their  claims 
again ;  they  said  they  were  half-breeds,  and  they  tried  to 
enforce  a  double  claim  on  their  behalf.  A  great  many  of 
these  have  been  identified  and  have  been  refused.  As  a 
whole  the  half-breeds  have  been  told  that  if  they  desire  to 
be  considered  as  Indians  there  are  most  liberal  reserves 
that  they  could  go  with  the  others  ;  but  that  if  they  desired 
to  be  considered  white  men  they  would  get  160  acres  of 
land  as  homesteads.  But  they  are  not  satisfied  with  that ; 
they  want  to  get  land  scrip  of  equal  quantity — I  think 
upwards  of  200  acres — and  then  get  as  a  matter 
of  course  their  homesteads  as  well.  Then  there  was 
some  difficulty  about  the  plots  on  which  these 
half-breeds  had  settled  along  the  Saskatchewan.  No 
man  has  been  disturbed  in  his  settlement,  and  he  has 
been  told  that  he  would  not  be  disturbed.  Sometimes  the 
half-breeds  quarrel  amongst  themselves,  because  in  the  bends 
of  the  rivers  one  man’s  claim  overlaps  another.  These 
claims  have  been  very  difficult  to  settle.  There  have  been 
several  reports  from  different  officials  for  several  years,  and 
a  great  many  of  these  have  been  settled,  but  some  remain 
unsettled.  Finally  there  is  a  commission  which  we  hope 
will  proceed  in  the  spring,  or  as  soon  as  possible,  to  settle 
the  few  claims  that  remain  unadjusted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  was  the  commission  appointed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  commissioners  were 
selected  some  time  ago,  but  one  of  the  commissioners  was 
unable  to  go  and  resigned,  and  we  have  appointed  another 
only  tho  other  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  what  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  volunteer  forces,  and  how  many  of  the 
mounted  police  are  there,  or  on  their  way  to  the  scene  of 
action  ?  I  could  not  well  make  out  from  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  stated. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  There  are  100  men  at 
Carlton. 

Mr.  BLAKE  Mounted  police  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes.  From  the  last  infor¬ 
mation  we  have  received  there  are  also  40  volunteers  from 
Prince  Albert.  There  are  also  upwards  of  90  of  Irvine’s 
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men,  who  are  supposed  to  have  effected  a  junction  yesterday 
morning  with  Crozier  at  Carlton.  They  have  two  or  three 
guns  with  them.  There  are  besides  at  Qu’ Appelle  50  mounted 
police  under  Superintendent  Herchmer,  who  will  go  by  the 
Touchwood  Hills  on  the  route  which  is  towards  the  north, 
keeping  communications  open  if  any  attempt  is  made  to 
obstruct  them.  There  were  this  morning  or  last  night  100 
men  of  the  90th,  and  they  will  be  joined  by  200  men  and  a 
half  battery  of  artillery. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  just  wish  to  say  that  I  think  this  subject 
calls  for  further  explanation  and  fuller  information,  more 
particularly  as  it  has  been  going  on  for  some  time  past, 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given  us,  and  I  think  Parlia¬ 
ment  ought  to  be  informed  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  calling  out  the  volunteers.  I  shall 
take  an  opportunity  in  the  course  of  the  day  of  communi¬ 
cating  my  views  to  the  House  on  that  subject  in  a  more 
formal  manner. 

TRANSLATION  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  MASSTTE.  (Translation.)  Before  the  Order  of  the 
Day  is  called,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Debates  Committee  to  the  fact  that  the  French 
translation  of  the  Debates  is  not  distributed  with  all  possible 
promptness.  Nevertheless,  if  I  am  well  informed,  there  are 
over  200  pages  fof  copy  which  have  been  delivered  to  the 
printers  but  which  have  not  yet  been  published. 

Mr.  BICCHARD.  (Translation.)  As  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Debates,  I  may  tell  the  hon.  member  that 
if  the  distribution  of  the  French  copy  is  not  made  to  his 
satisfaction,  the  delay  must  not  bo  ascribed  to  the  French 
Translators,  for  I  have  been  informed  within  a  few  days  that 
the  translation  keeps  about  on  a  par  with  the  publication  of 
the  Debates  of  the  House,  and  from  the  information  I  have 
received,  it  appears  that  the  translation  remains  for  a  long 
t  me  in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  which  is  the  cause  of  the 
delay  complained  of  by  th8  hon.  member. 

Mr.  MASSUE.  (Translation.)  The  hon.  member  is  only 
corroborating  my  statement,  but  I  should  like  to  have 
further  particulars  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  What  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
said  is  quite  true,  that  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the  French 
copy  of  the  Hansard,  is  in  no  way  due  to  the  translators.  I 
believe  Parliament  has  no  officers  more  efficient,  or  more 
active  and  zealous  in  the  performance  of  their  work,  than 
the  staff  of  French  translators  as  at  present  constituted,  and 
especially  the  chief  of  that  body,  who  seems  to  devote  him¬ 
self  zealously  to  the  work  he  has  in  hand.  As  evidence  of 
that,  I  may  say  that  the  report  of  last  Monday’s  debate  is 
already  translated.  But  unfoi  tunately  the  printers  have 
been  terribly  behind  this  Session.  There  are  240  pages  of 
matter  in  connection  with  the  Hansard  at  present  in  the 
hands  of  the  printers  untouched  ;  and  besides  the  Hansard, 
I  believe  1  am  right  in  saying  that  a  Bill,  which  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron), 
was  translated  and  sent  to  the  printers  on  the  6th  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  and  was  not  touched  by  them  for  nearly  a  month 
afterwards,  the  opportunity  of  proceeding  with  the  Bill  was 
thus  delayed.  Under  the  contract,  the  printers  are  liable 
to  a  penalty  for  delays  of  this  kind,  and  I  suppose  that 
when  the  Committee  meet  they  will  take  up  the  matter  in 
the  light  of  that  contract,  and  perhaps  make  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  to  the  House  to  enfore  the  penalty. 

THE  CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  Orders  are  called,  I  would 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  condition  of 
things  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Corn- 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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pany’s  proposals.  I  had  a  question  on  the  paper,  which  was 
answered  last  Monday  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  effect  that  on  the  Thursday  preceding  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  had  made  certain  pro¬ 
posals  to  the  Government,  and  that  they  had  been  on  Satur¬ 
day  considered  and  not  accepted  by  the  Government.  I  had 
asked  in  my  enquiry  whether  the  papers  could  be  laid  on 
the  Table.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  they  would,  but  that 
there  might  be  another  application.  Now,  I  do  not  know 
whether  there  will  be  another  application  or  not ;  we  do 
know  that  this  matter  has  been  in  the  air  since  before  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  that  the  company  has  made  appli¬ 
cation  to  the  Government,  Parliament  being  in  full  Session, 
for  assistance,  and  that  the  Government  has  not  acceded. 
My  idea  is  that  Parliament  ought  to  have  that  proposal, 
with  the  answer  of  the  Government  to  it ;  there  is  no  rea¬ 
son  for  delay ;  if  there  is  another,  we  can  get  it  when  it 
comes ;  but  we  should  have  this  one  without  delay.  We 
know  that  there  are  various  rumors  in  connection  with  it  ; 
the  Ministerial  organs  give  different  accounts  of  what  it  is  ; 
but,  in  some  way,  either  through  the  Government,  the  com¬ 
pany,  or  the  officials,  I  cannot  toll  how,  vague,  inaccurate 
accounts  get  out  as  to  what  the  proposal  of  the  company  is. 
It  is  of  deep  interest  for  Parliament  and  the  country  to  know 
what  this  is,  and  therefore  the  hon.  gentleman  should  at 
once  lay  on  the  Table  the  proposal  of  the  company  with  the 
answer  of  the  Administration. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  differ  altogether  from 
the  hon.  gentleman.  The  Government  are  charged  with 
the  administration  of  affairs  in  the  confidence  of  Parliament 
and  select  their  own  time  and  their  own  way  of  submitting 
matters  to  Parliament.  The  other  day  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  asked  if  there  had  been  applications  made,  I  said 
there  had  been  on  Thursday,  and  that  they  had  been 
considered  on  Saturday,  and  had  not  been  accepted.  The 
hon.  gentleman  asked  if  papers  would  be  brought  down  ;  I 
said  yes,  but  there  might  be  other  applications.  When  I 
stated  that  the  application  had  not  been  accepted,  I  did  not 
say  it  had  been  rejected.  I  may  say  here  that  some  portions 
of  the  application  were  worthy  of  consideration  and  are  now 
under  consideration,  and  until  the  full  consideration  of  the 
matter  is  given,  I  think  it  is  highly  expedient  in  the  public 
interest  to  bring  down  an  imperfect  correspondence. 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Amongst  some  returns  which  have  been 
ordered  by  resolution  of  the  House  in  connection  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  the  profiles  of  the  line ;  and 
they  were  to  be  ready,  I  think,  on  the  15th  day  after  the 
commencement  of  the  Session.  The  only  profiles  brought 
down  are  the  profiles  of  a  small  section  in  British  Columbia. 
The  other  profiles  have  not  been  brought  down  this  year  as 
yet.  It  is  of  great  consequence  that  we  should  have  them, 
and  I  trust  they  will  not  be  further  delayed.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  when  they  do  come  down  they  come  in  a  very 
imperfect  condition.  They  are  copied  on  tracing  paper  or 
linen,  and  the  scale  or  the  ruled  lines  to  enable  one  to  judge 
of  the  work  done  in  the  intervening  period  are  not  given, 
so  that  one  can  only  approximate.  There  appear  to  be 
other  defects  in  the  profiles  brought  down ;  but,  defective 
as  they  are,  we  ought  to  have  them,  and  I  hope  they  will 
be  brought  down  at  once.  I  may  also  say  that  several 
motions  have  been  made  for  tables  of  the  grades 
and  curves  of  the  railway.  We  have  not  received 
any  of  these  tables  yet.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  that,  as  far  back  as  1878,  in  the  report  of  Mr. 
Marcus  Smith  of  the  proposed  route  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  through  British  Columbia,  there  were 
tables  of  gradients  which  gave  the  gradients  of  different 
characters  and  the  ruling  gradients  and  the  average  grades 
of  each  description,  so  that  we  could  get  an  intelligible 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


747 


understanding  of  what  the  road  really  was.  I  moved  for 
those  for  years  ;  they  have  been  ordered  for  years,  but  not 
one  as  yet  has  come  down.  I  have  been  this  Session  under 
great  difficulties  endeavoring  to  extract  from  the  profiles, 
which  are  imperfect,  that  information  which  ought  to  have 
been  given  to  us,  and  which,  during  my  hon.  friend’s  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  Administration,  was  submitted  to  Parliament 
even  in  advance  of  construction.  The  line  I  am  now  speak¬ 
ing  of  is  a  line  actually  located  and  which  has  been  almost 
entirely  constructed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  see  the  Minister 
of  Railways  about  it  at  once  and  endeavor  to  obtain  the 
papers . 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  TARIFF. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  HESSON.  If  hon,  gentlemen  on  this  side  have 
to  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  they  take  into 
consideration  the  question  now  before  us  and  the  debate  on 
the  tariff  is  thus  prolonged,  the  responsibility  rests  with 
hon,  gentlemen  opposite  ;  because,  so  far  as  the  case  of  the 
Government  is  concerned,  it  might  fairly  have  been  allowed 
to  rest  on  the  excellent  speech  of  the  Finance  Minister. 
That  his  statements  should  have  been  attacked  continuously, 
as  they  have  been,  is  not  only  a  surprise  to  this  House,  but 
a  surprise  to  the  intelligence  of  every  elector.  I  would  not 
crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  did  I 
not  feel  it  necessary,  were  not  the  duty  forced  on  me,  as  it 
is  on  other  hon.  members  on  this  side,  to  answer  the  unfair 
statements  in  many  cases,  and  the  unfair  manner  in  which 
the  question  before  us  is  discussed  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site.  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  listening  to  several  Budget 
speeches  from  the  Finance  Minister,  and  I  must  honestly 
say,  considering  all  the  circumstances  of  the  country,  con¬ 
sidering  the  state  of  affairs  that  exist  the  world  over,  in 
Europe,  in  the  United  States,  and  in  this  country,  every 
Canadian  ought  to  feel  satisfied  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  able  to  present  to  this  House  a  case  so  strong 
and  so  satisfactory  as  the  one  he  presented. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  not  disposed  to  accept  the  ver¬ 
dict  of  the  people  on  the  question  ;  they  have  to  he  con¬ 
vinced  over  and  over  again;  and  it  falls  to  the  lot  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  to  re  assert,  to  re-affirm,  to  re-hash, 
if  I  may  use  the  term,  what  has  been  said  over  and  over 
again  on  every  hustings,  in  every  newspaper  in  Canada, 
since  the  introduction  of  the  National  Policy  down  to  the 
present  time.  That  wo  are  still  obliged  to  repeat  what  has 
been  said  so  often  does  not  show  great  intelligence  on  the 
part  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  are  unwilling  to 
accept  the  verdict  of  the  people  ;  there  is  not  an  elector  in 
Canada  who  has  not  expressed  his  opinion  on  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  if  the  majority  is  to  rule  in  this  coun¬ 
try  what  have  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  say  ?  What  has 
been  the  answer  of  the  electors  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite? 
Not  only  did  the  electors  give  a  decided  answer  in  1878 
against  the  policy  of  the  late  Government,  but  even  during 
the  period  when  the  late  Government  was  in  power,  the 
people  took  every  opportunity  of  showing  their  want 
of  confidence  in  the  policy  of  that  Administration.  Not 
a  constituency  was  opened  but  was  wrested  from  them. 
Every  constituencey,  I  might  almost  say,  was  taken  from 
them,  year  by  year,  as  they  were  opened  and  the  people  had 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion.  What  was  the 
fate  of  the  late  Government  from  the  day  they  took  office  to 
the  day  they  fell,  17th  September,  1878  ?  It  was  one  con¬ 
tinuous  series  of  disasters,  as  constituency  after  constituency 
was  thrown  open.  From  the  day  my  hon.  friend,  the 
Premier,  and  the  little  party  then  in  Opposition  propounded 
the  policy  which  has  since  received  the  unanimous  endorsa- 


tion  of  the  people — a  policy  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
did  not  dare  to  propound — the  people  have  shown  on  every 
occasion  their  approval  of  my  hon.  friend’s  course.  What 
was  his  policy  ?  Ho  was  prepared  to  nail  his  colors  to  the 
mast  and  to  stand  or  fall  by  the  policy  of  protection  to 
Canadian  industries.  His  policy  was  Canada  for  the  Cana¬ 
dians,  and  when  we  went  to  the  country  in  1878  the  response 
which  tho  people  gave  was  a  glorious  victory  for  my  right 
hon.  friend,  and  a  most  crushing  defeat  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  Since  then,  day  by  day,  and  year  by  year,  tho 
answer  of  the  people  has  been  continuous  and  strong  in 
favor  of  the  National  Policy,  an  answer  so  unmistakable 
that  it  requires  no  effort  on  our  part  to  show  what  is  tho 
real  sentiment  of  the  people  on  this  great  question. 
To-day  the  Government  are  as  strong  in  the  hearts  of  the 
people  as  they  were  when  returned  to  office  in  1878,  This 
is  shown  by  the  fact  that,  as  each  opportunity  has  arisen, 
the  people  have  shown  their  continued  support  of  the 
present  Government.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  claimed 
that  the  Government  had  obtained  a  snap  verdict,  and  con¬ 
tended  that  if  opportunity  were  given  the  people  they  would 
reverse  their  verdict  of  1878.  Well,  in  1882,  that  oppor¬ 
tunity  was  given,  and  this  Government  was  returned  with  a 
stronger  majority  than  it  previously  enjoyed,  showing  con¬ 
clusively  that  their  policy  had  not  lost  any  ground  in  the 
minds  of  the  people,  but  on  tho  contrary  had  gained  in 
strength  since  its  inauguration.  Since  then  we  have  had 
several  bye  elections,  and  on  each  occasion  the  same 
approval  of  the  people  was  manifested,  and  yet  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  will  rise  here  and  denounce  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  charge  the  Government  with  all  sorts  of 
extravagance,  I  might  almost  say  with  corruption  in  high 
places.  The  people,  however  had  a  bitter  lesson  and  will 
no  longer  trust  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  tried  them 
once  but  found  them  wanting  and  are  determined  that  we 
shall  not  see  a  revival  of  that  brief  period  when  the  late 
Administration  was  in  office,  a  period  which  was  the  saddest 
which  the  people  of  Canada  witnessed  since  Confederation. 
In  vain  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  endeavor  to  make  this 
question  clear  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  will  not 
learn  :  they  have  eyes  and  will  not  see  and  ears  and  will 
not  hear.  The  electors  have  spoken  to  them  ;  the  verdict 
of  the  people  is  that  the  National  Policy  is  as  strong  in 
their  hearts  to-day  as  ever  it  was,  yet  hon.  gentlemon  oppo¬ 
site  refuse  to  accept  that  verdict.  I  would  ask  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  take  into  consideration  this  fact.  If  the  policy  of 
the  Government  which  has  been  in  operation  the  last  six 
years  were  injurious  to  the  people  would  we  not  see  this 
Table  loaded  down  with  petitions  from  the  electors  of  Can¬ 
ada  asking  the  Government  to  change  its  policy  ? 
Has  a  single  petition  been  presented  to  this  House,  asking 
hon.  members  to  reconsider  the  policy  of  the  Government 
or  to  change  it  in  one  iota  ?  No,  on  the  contrary,  what  do 
we  witness  ?  We  witness  this  fact  that,  if  we  have  been 
called  upon  to  change  anything  of  that  policy,  it  has  been 
to  lengthen  our  cords  and  strengthen  our  stakes,  and  here 
and  there  we  may  be  called  upon  to  increase  the  protection, 
if  it  is  found  to  be  necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  struggling 
industries  of  Canada.  That  is  the  kind  of  application  that 
has  been  made  to  the  Government,  not  to  relax  in  one  single 
iota,  but  to  pursue  that  policy  and,  if  they  have  not  gone 
sufficiently  far,  to  go  somewhat  further  still.  Now,  I  propose 
for  a  few  moments  to  direct  my  attention  to  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  He  chose 
the  other  evening  to  make  certain  statements,  which  I  should 
have  preferred  answering  there  and  then.  My  hon.  friend 
very  properly  refused  to  be  interrupted.  I  will  not  complain 
of  that.  Very  often  it  is  very  unpleasant  indeed,  but  it 
frequently  occurs  to  me  that  it  would  be  much  more  proper 
to  the  subject  to  answer  there  and  then  to  a  question 
that  might  be  suggested  by  any  member  of  the  House 
who  is  looking  for  information  or  asking  for  an  opinion. 
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My  hon.  friend  on  that  occasion  referred  to  the 
industry  of  cheese.  He  wanted  to  know  what 

the  Government  had  done  for  the  cheese  industry  of  Canada, 
what  protection  they  had  given  to  it.  The  hon.  gentleman 
dared  not  deny  that  it  was  a  great  success  in  Canada.  He 
did  not  undertake  to  deny  that,  but  he  asked  what  had  the 
Government  done  to  protect  the  cheese  industry  of  Canada. 
I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  very  same  party  that 
is  now  responsible  for  the  legislation  of  this  country,  when 
in  power  before  they  fell  in  1873,  introduced  that  policy  of 
protection  and  protected  the  cheese  industry  of  Canada  3 
cents  a  pound.  I  will  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  dare  go 
into  his  constituency  or  put  his  foot  on  a  platform  in  my 
constituency  and  ask  the  electors  of  that  county  or  of  his 
own  county  to  withdraw  that  protection  to  the  cheese  of 
Canada.  I  will  ask,  if  that  single  industry  has  prospered 
with  a  duty  of  3  cents  a  pound,  whether  it  is  not  possible 
that  other  industries  might  prosper  with  a  similar  protec¬ 
tion.  If  my  hon.  friend  cannot  see  it,  I  am  perfectly  certain 
the  farmers  of  Canada  can  see  it  to-day.  Is  my  hon.  friend 
afraid  of  a  monopoly  in  the  cheese  industry  ?  Well,  I 
should  say  that  there  is  not  a  single  farmer  in  Canada  but 
would  like  to  see  those  monopolies  very  much  increased. 
My  hon.  friend  grew  very  warm,  too,  over  the  proposed 
resolutions  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance,  when 
he  proposed  to  put  a  further  tax  upon  winceys.  Why,  he 
said,  it  enters  into  the  use  and  consumption  of  every  poor 
family  in  the  country,  and  the  Minister  dares  to  tax 
the  poor  man’s  fabric,,  to  charge  upon  it  a  heavier  duty. 
My  hon.  friend  is  in  trade.  He  knows  the  value  of  winceys 
to-day,  he  knows  that  the  duty  was  increased  upon  them 
long  ago,  and  he  knows  that  the  prices  have  been  very 
much  reduced.  I  have  been  half  a  life  in  trade  myself — 
over  30  years — and  I  never  handled  goods  so  cheap  in  all 
classes  that  my  hon.  friend  has  been  dealing  in,  and  that  I 
myself  deal  in,  and  amongst  them  all  I  never  handled  any 
that  show  the  reduction  so  much  as  cottons  and  winceys. 
If  my  hon.  friend  is  giving  us  a  better  quality  at  a  lower 
price,  if  he  does  not  impose  higher  charges  upon  these 
goods  which  enter  into  the  consumption  of  every  household 
in  the  country,  then  why  should  the  Government  be  charged 
with  taxing  the  poor  man’s  family  for  what  they  wear  ?  I 
give  that  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  he  knows  that 
he  dares  not  rise  in  his  place  and  say  that  he  does  not  get 
as  good  and  even  a  better  value  than  ever  before  in  these 
lines  of  goods.  My  hon.  friend,  and  a  great  many  others 
on  that  side  of  the  House  as  well  as  himself,  referred  in 
former  Sessions  of  this  House  to  the  duty  that  was  imposed 
on  the  farmer’s  implements  of  the  North-West.  The  sym¬ 
pathy  of  those  gentlemen  was  so  great  that  one  would 
have  supposed  that  they,  and  not  the  gentlemen  who  lead 
the  Government,  should  have  been  trusted  with  the 
destinies  of  that  great  country.  We  know  how  sympa¬ 
thetic  they  became,  how  they  appealed  to  the  Government 
in  reference  to  the  heavy  rate  of  taxation  they  were  impos¬ 
ing  upon  the  agricultural  implements  of  that  Province. 
What  are  the  facts?  The  hon.  gentleman’s  whole  course 
is  changed  to-day,  and  it  turns  out  that  it  was  not  with  the 
poor  struggling  settlers  of  that  country  that  he  was  in  sym¬ 
pathy,  but  with  the  manufacturers,  who  were  to  be  the 
bloated  aristocrats  under  the  National  Policy.  Yes,  the 
hon.  gentleman  dared  to  stand  up  and  changed  the  whole 
of  his  past  record  in  the  House,  and  other  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  spoke  in  the  same  direction  and  changed  all  their  refer¬ 
ences  to  the  high  taxation  imposed  upon  the  people  of  that 
country,  and  turned  round  and  sympathised  with  the 
unfortunate  manufacturers.  Did  not  my  hon.  friend  say 
that  the  price  of  farming  implements  sent  into  that  coun¬ 
try  was  50  per  cent,  lower  than  the  manufacturers  could 
afford  to  sell  them  for,  that  they  wore  selling  them  for  50 
cents  on  the  dollar,  that  he  knew  manufacturers  who  had 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  implements  they  would  be  glad 
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to  sell  at  50  cents  on  the  dollar  ?  Where  is  his  sympathy 
now  for  the  poor  struggling  settler  of  the  North-West? 
Has  the  price  of  implements  increased  ?  Did  not  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  reiterate  again  and  again  to  the  gentlemen  that,  if  you 
encouraged  home  production,  you  would  create  competition 
so  keen  and  close  that  the  prices  would  be  reduced,  and  that 
the  articles  would  not  necessarily  cost  more  to  the  farmers  ? 
Experience  has  verified  the  statements  made  on  this  side  of 
the  House  at  that  time,  but  my  hon.  friend’s  visions  of  those 
days  will  lack  verification,  and  he  will  find  it  by-and-bye 
necessary  to  change  his  tune  once  more,  and  to  say  that 
neither  the  manufacturers  nor  the  farmers  of  that  country 
are  to  be  sympathised  with  or  commiserated.  The  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  some  photographic  pamphlets,  some 
literature  for  immigration  purposes  that  he  pointed  out  had 
been  adorned  with  the  photographs  of  the  hon.  Ministers. 
Possibly  the  hon.  member  had  in  mind  a  little  pamphlet 
that  was  once  circulated  by  an  hon.  gentleman  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  having  in  view,  I  presume,  the  settlement  of 
a  Province  different  from  that  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West — the  Province  of  Kansas.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
recognize  the  leader  of  his  own  party  in  that  pamphlet. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Printed  at  the  Mail  office. 

Mr.  HESSON.  It  was  printed  as  a  business  speculation, 
because  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  left  themselves 
open  then  as  they  do  now  to  be  quoted  by  the  American 
press  and  by  the  American  speculators  of  railway  and  other 
land  corporations,  it  was  because  they  were  always  so 
unwise  to  leave  themselves  open  in  that  direction  that  they 
had  that  sort  of  documents  held  up  to  them.  The  hon, 
gentleman  waxed  warm  on  that  point,  and  said  the  photo¬ 
graphs  of  Ministers  adorned  the  pamphlets  for  circulation 
in  the  old  county,  and  the  result  would  probably  be  to 
induce  such  enormous  immigration  into  this  country  that 
there  would  be  nothing  but  starvation  for  the  people  of 
Canada.  I  think  I  can  discover  a  remedy  for  that.  Let 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  issue  a  pamphlet  and  adorn  it 
with  the  photograph  of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Wel¬ 
lington,  and  you  will  not  have  the  people  of  the  old 
country,  if  they  attach  any  value  to  the  utterances 
in  the  pamphlet,  coming  to  this  country,  and  so 
there  will  be  no  danger  of  starvation  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  over-immigration.  My  hon.  friend  referred 
to  the  enormous  reduction  in  the  United  States  debt. 
Now  it  is  undoubtedly  satisfactory,  not  only  to  this  House 
but  to  the  country  and  to  the  world,  to  know  that  the 
national  debt  of  the  United  States  has  very  largely 
decreased  ;  and  I  trust  the  time  may  come  in  our  country 
when  we  shall  have  reached  a  position,  not  only  in  pros¬ 
perity  and  in  general  development,  but  in  the  settlement 
of  the  country  as  well,  whon  we  may  also  bo  enabled  to 
point  to  a  large  reduction  in  our  national  debt.  My  hon. 
friend  has  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  reduction  of  the 
national  debt  of  the  United  States  since  1878  has  been  over 
$425,000,000.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  perfectly  true.  But  when 
he  was  making  the  statement  did  the  hon.  gentleman  forget 
that  this  state  of  things  in  the  United  States  was  only 
brought  about  by  paying  great  attention  to  the  industries  of 
that  country  ?  Did  my  hon.  friend  forget  altogether  that 
he  was  talking  about  a  country  that  was  not  blessed  with 
free  trade  doctrines,  or  with  philosophers  such  as  my  hon. 
friend  and  those  associated  with  him  on  that  side  of  the 
House  ?  Did  he  forget  that  they  had  a  policy  of  protection 
which,  as  compared  with  our  own,  I  may  safely  say,  is 
intensified  three-fold  ?  Had  the  hon.  gentleman  forgotten 
that  in  the  history  of  that  country,  and  until  a  very  recent 
pei’iod,  not  even  a  bottle  of  patent  medicine  could  be  put, 
up,  nor  a  box  of  matches  laid  upon  the  shelf 
of  a  householder,  without  the  Government  stamp  upon 
it?  Did  my  -hon.  friend  forgot  that  they  imposed 
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a  very  much  higher  rate  of  duty  on  every  article  that  was 
permitted  to  come  into  that  country  than  we  do.  Now  if  it 
is  owing  to  a  policy  of  this  kind  that  the  national  debt  of 
the  United  States  has  been  so  greatly  diminished,  may  we 
not  fairly  infer  that  it  is  possible  for  us  also,  in  pursuing 
the  policy  this  Government  has  been  pursuing  since  it  came 
into  power,  to  arrive  at  such  a  state  of  things  as  that  we 
may  also  be  enabled  to  reduce  our  national  indebtedness 
to  a  large  extent  ?  So  much  for  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  Now  I 
desire  to  pay  some  attention  to  the  speech  that  was  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Ontario  (Mr.  Cockburn). 
My  hon,  friend  became  very  eloquent  the  other  day  upon 
the  injustice  we  were  doing  to  Great  Britain  by  imposing 
such  a  high  rate  of  duty  upon  the  imports  from  that 
country.  He  did  not  take  the  trouble,  however,  to  go  into 
the  figures*  That  would  have  been  a  dangerous  operation 
for  him  ;  but  he  drew  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  on 
another  occasion  when  this  question  was  under  discussion 
in  this  House,  I  had  taken  the  trouble  to  investigate  it 
somewhat.  Now  if  there  is  a  party  in  this  country  specially 
desirous  of  remaining  attached  to  Great  Britain  I  think  the 
Conservative  party  may  fairly  claim  to  stand  pre¬ 
eminently  in  that  position,  and  any  policy  that  would 
operate  in  favor  of  the  United  States  as  against  Great 
Britain  would  not  receive,  and  could  not  receive, 
the  endorsation  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  I  took  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns  for  a  few  years  past,  and  I  find  that  in 
1873  the  imports  from  Great  Britain  amounted  to  $68,522,- 
776.  Mr.  Speaker,  that  was  the  year  the  Conservative 
party  went  out  of  power,  and  that  was  the  last  year  that  the 
imports  from  Great  Britain  reached  such  enormous  figure. 
Our  hon.  friends  opposite  came  into  power,  and  whilst  the 
total  imports  of  the  country  did  not  decline,  I  challenge  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  show  that  there  was  not  a  decline  in 
the  import  from  Great  Britain.  Why,  Sir,  they  went  down 
by  leaps  and  bounds  until  the  year  they  left  power  in  1878, 
when  the  imports  from  Great  Britain  had  decreased  until 
they  amounted  to  only  $37,091,596,  as  against  $68,522,776 
in  the  year  when  the  Conservative  party  went  out  of  power. 
Now,  what  was  the  state  of  our  trade  with  the  United  States 
during  the  term  those  hon.  gentlemen  were  in  power  ?  Did 
it  also  decline,  or  did  it  decline  in  the  same  proportion  ?  II 
they  will  investigate  those  returns  carefully,  as  I  have  done, 
they  will  find  that  it  did  not  decline,  but  on  the  contrary,  it 
increased  to  a  very  considerable  extent.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
a  question  occurs  to  me  here — what  length  of  time  would  it 
have  required,  if  that  party  had  remained  in  power,  for  our 
imports  from  Great  Britain  to  have  disappeared  altogether, 
if  they  had  kept  on  declining  in  the  same  ratio  ?  It  is  very 
easy  matter  to  make  the  calculation.  It  would  have  required 
but  about  six  short  years,  if  the  decline  had  kept  on  in  the 
same  ratio,  for  every  dollar’s  worth  of  imports  from  that 
country  to  have  ceased  to  appear  in  Trade  and  Navigation 
Returns.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  to  the  imposition  of  a 
heavier  duty  upon  imports  from  Great  Britain,  allow  me  to 
say  this :  I  have  taken  up  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns, 
and  they  exhibit  this  fact,  that  the  imports  from  the  United 
States  from  1874  to  1878  amounted  to  $251,107,385  ;  and 
the  Reform  party  who  were  in  power  at  that  time  collected 
duties  on  that  sum  to  the  amount  of  $20,894,657.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  is  the  comparison  between  that  state  of 
things  and  the  state  of  things  existing  under  the  Administra¬ 
tion  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the 
present  Government  ?  I  will  take  the  years  from 
1880  to  1884.  I  leave  out  1879  for  the  reason 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  had  not  really  began  to 
take  effect  during  that  year  and  it  would  not  be  fair  to  take 
that  year  into  account  in  the  comparison.  But  I  find  that 
during  this  Administration  from  1880  to  1884,  the  total 
imports  from  the  United  States  amounted  to  $217,865,271, 


and  upon  this  amount  the  Conservative  Government  col¬ 
lected  a  duty  of  no  loss  than  $32,839,809,  as  against  the 
$20,894,657  collected  by  the  Reform  Government  on  a  very 
much  larger  amount  of  imports.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that 
answers  pretty  well  the  statements  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  North  Ontario.  If  my  hon.  friend  is  as  clever  as  I 
give  him  credit  for  being,  I  think  he  will  be  able  to  see 
that  what  he  stated  here  does  not  bear  upon  it  the  stamp 
of  truth.  It  is  clear,  Sir,  in  this  statement  I  have  made, 
that  upon  $33,000,000  less  imports  from  the  United  States 
we  have  collected  about  $12,000,000  more  duty.  That  is 
the  answer.  I  might,  in  order  to  do  justice  to  that  state  of 
things,  also  point  to  this  fact:  that  during  the  Administra¬ 
tion  of  the  Reform  party  the  total  amount  of  raw  cotton 
imported  into  this  country,  from  1874  to  1878,  was  only 
25,641,459  lbs. — that  of  course  was  free — whilst  during  this 
Administration  for  a  like  period,  from  1878  to  1882, 
there  were  imported  94,038,219  lbs.,  or  a  difference 
in  favor  of  thi3  Administration  of  68,397,710  lbs. 
When  that  fact  is  taken  into  consideration  as  being 
a  part  of  the  total  imports  of  production  under  the 
Conservative  Administration,  and  as  the  policy  of  this  and 
of  the  last  Administration  was  that  that  being  a  raw  pro¬ 
duct  and  not  coming  into  competition  with  any  product  in 
Canada,  and  it  being  required  in  order  to  carry  on  the 
manufacturing  industries  of  this  country,  it  had  to  be  admit¬ 
ted  free  under  the  policy  of  both  Governments — you  find  on 
the  goods  imported  from  Great  Britain  nothing  like  so  high 
a  proportionate  duty  has  been  imposed  as  on  goods  imported 
from  the  United  States  under  th.o  rigimeoi  this  Government. 
While  on  the  question  of  imports  I  might  as  well  deal  with 
the  question  talked  of  on  both  sides  of  the  House  and  referred 
to  particularly  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  that  of  the  balance  of  trade.  The  balance  of 
trade  has  been  a  dangerous  question  for  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite ;  and  let  me  point  out  this,  that  is  policy  of  the 
Reform  party  is— and  I  have  heard  it  stated  on  every 
platform  where  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  being 
present, —that  the  prosperity  of  a  country  is  best 
advanced  by  importing  larger  quantities  of  goods 
than  the  country  exports,  and  that  such  a  state  of 
things  is  an  evidence  of  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  the 
people.  It  is  all  very  well  if  the  exports  keep  pace  with 
imports;  it  is  far  better  if  the  exports  exceed  them ;  and  it 
should  be  the  policy  of  a  Government  to  endeavor  to  equa¬ 
lise  and  balance  those  trades.  We  have  evidence  on  the 
other  side  of  the  border  that,  by  the  trade  policy  the 
United  States  has  pursued,  they  have  been  enabled  during 
a  number  of  years  past  to  annually  pile  up  the  balance  in 
favor  of  exports  and  against  imports,  and  it  is  surely  the 
best  evidence  and  the  clearest  indication  of  a  country  becom¬ 
ing  wealthy,  where  a  country  is  a  producing  and  exporting1 
country,  that  the  balance  of  trade  is  in  favor  of  their  exports. 
Do  hon.  gentlemen  recognise  the  fact  that  the  imports  being 
in  excess  of  the  exports  and  the  balance  being  against  the 
country,  it  is  in  a  dangerous  condition  ?  Does  it  not  occur 
to  hon.  gentlemen  that  it  is  much  better  for  the  balance 
to  be  on  the  side  of  exports  rather  than  on  the  side 
of  imports  ?  Let  us  see  what  the  state  of  things  was 
under  hon.  gentlemon  opposite.  From  1873  to  1878  the 
total  imports  was  of  the  value  of  $529,256,154 ;  exports  for 
the  same  period,  $403,403,402,  a  difference  against  Canada 
of  $125,752,782.  It  would  occur  to  any  sensible  person,  I 
think,  that  the  difference  had  to  be  paid  for  in  some  way, 
either  that  we  owed  it  or  it  was  settled  by  failures;  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  that  was  a  very  dangerous  state  of 
affairs.  A  great  difference  exists  between  a  country  like 
Great  Britain,  which  has  imports  of  gold  and  interest 
accruing  from  her  loans,  and  great  wealth  and  prosperity, 
and  a  country  like  our  own,  which  is  a  borrower  and  an 
exporter  of  gold,  and  is  continually  required  to  pay  interest 
on  our  loans  and  our  liabilities  for  foreign  pur- 
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chases.  It  would  not  be  a  fair  or  reasonable  argu¬ 
ment  for  bon.  gentlemen  to  use  in  favor  of  an 

excess  of  imports,  that  in  the  case  of  Groat  Britain 

her  imports  were  greater  than  her  exports,  because 

they  are  large  consumers  and  not  producers  in  the  sense  of 
producers  of  a  food  supply  and  of  raw  material.  To  com¬ 
pare  that  state  of  things  with  the  position  in  a  new  country 
like  Canada  is  not  only  unfair  but  unjust.  Dividing  that 
difference  of  S  125,752,782  by  the  five  years,  we  obtain  a 
sum  of  $25,150,556  as  the  excess  of  imports  over  exports 
annually  dui’ing  those  five  years.  Hon.  gentlemen  say  we 
had  failures  in  crops  during  that  period.  Grant  for  the  sake 
of  argument  that  we  had  one  or  two  short  harvests, 
although  I  will  not  admit  it  and  am  prepared  to  prove  that  it 
is  not  correct.  Were  they  shorter  than  the  harvest  of  1883, 
or  were  they  as  bad  ?  Let  hon.  gentlemen  refer  to  the 
Trade  and  Navigation  Eeturns,  and  they  will  find  I  am 
within  the  mark  when  I  say  we  did  not  export  one 
million  dollars  worth  of  wheat  from  the  country  in  that 
year.  Let  us  take  the  period  from  1819  to  1884  when  this 
party  came  into  power  and  the  present  leader  took  the 
responsibilities  of  Government  on  his  shoulders.  During 
those  five  years  we  imported  goods  to  the  value  of 
$587,102,151,  and  the  value  of  our  exports  "Has  $548,323,039, 
the  difference  being  $39,319,112,  and  dividing  it  by  six 
leaves  an  average  of  $6,563,17!  per  annum.  Compare  that 
with  the  operations  of  that  extraordinary  policy  pursued  by 
the  party  now  in  Opposition  and  let  the  people  of  Canada 
judge ;  and  if  they  can  believe  that,  under  the  policy  pur¬ 
sued  by  bon.  gentleman  opposite,  they  can  become  wealthy, 
then  I  wonder  the  people  have  not  placed  them  in  power 
before  this.  I  now  come  to  a  very  important  part  of  the 
imports  from  1814  to  1818.  Hon.  gentleman  opposite  may 
be  charged  with  this  folly,  that  they  permitted  goods  to 
the  value  of  no  less  than  $182,301,621  to  come  in  duty  free. 
They  may  say  that  this  was  a  wise  policy,  and  one  which 
the  people  supported.  I  deny  it.  The  public  verdict  was 
given  on  that  policy  in  1818.  The  farmers  and 
manufacturers  of  Canada  demanded  a  different  policy,  and 
I  regret  that  bon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
have  not  yet  learned  to  aecept  the  verdict  of  the  people  but 
will  follow  their  own  theories  and  fallacies.  Let  us  investi¬ 
gate  that  amount  of  $182,000,000  of  free  imports  and  see  of 
what  it  is  composed.  During  those  five  years,  I  repeat, 
goods  to  the  value  of  $182,207,651  were  admitted  free,  and 
those  were  for  home  consumption  (I  have  been  careful 
about  that)  and  were  largely  composed  of  items  that  were 
being  produced  in  this  country  by  the  hardest  working 
part  of  our  population.  Let  me  give  the  House  some  idea 
of  what  those  articles  were.  Will  the  House  believe  that 
the  party  in  Opposition  to-day  were  so  fully  committed  to 
their  foolish  policy  as  to  permit  wheat  to  the  value  of  $33,- 
995,349  to  come  in  duly  free.  Did  that  mean  nothing  to  the 
farmers  of  Canada  ?  Was  that  of  no  importance  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  ?  Did  we  require  that  wheat  ?  Not  at  all ;  and  I  am  talk¬ 
ing  only  of  that  which  was  imported  for  home  consumption. 
That,  Sir,  was  the  amount  which  they  have  allowed  to 
come  in  free  in  five  years.  We  will  take  the  item  of  flour, 
not  only  a  product  of  the  farm,  but  a  product  of  the  manu¬ 
factory,  a  product  of  the  mill,  and  what  do  we  find  that 
their  folly  led  them  to  do  ?  It  led  them  to  allow  $12,388,485 
worth  of  that  product  to  come  in  free ;  of  corn  and  meal 
there  was  $15,285,929  came  in  free;  of  all  other  grains 
there  were  $3,429,064— making  a  total  of  $65,098,821  of 
products  of  the  farm  which  came  into  this  country  in  those 
five  years,  and  which  must  to  that  extent  have  driven  out 
the  products  of  our  own  farmers.  Is  that  giving  the  people 
of  Canada  their  home  market  ?  Is  that  the  policy  which 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  follow  to-morrow  if  they 
came  into  power — to  give  up  their  home  market  to  their 
near  neighbors  and  allow  our  own  people  to  be  driven  out 
of  their  own  market  to  a  foreign  market,  and  take  their 
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chances  there  at  whatever  prices  they  might  get  ?  I  was 
always  led  to  believe  that  the  home  market  was  the  best 
market,  and  the  people  of  Canada,  th9  farmers  and  laborers 
of  Canada,  believe  to-day  it  is  the  best  market.  They 
believe  that  it  is  better  that  they  should  find  employment 
at  home  and  a  market  at  home  for  the  products  of  their 
labor.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  only  fair  to  bon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  compare  this  showing  of  the  actions  of  their  Govern¬ 
ment  with  the  condition  of  things  under  the  present 
Government.  I  take  the  years  1830  to  1884,  leaving  out 
1819  for  tho  reason  I  have  already  stated,  that  the  National 
Policy  had  not  begun  in  that  year  to  have  its  proper  effect. 
In  those  five  years,  of  the  goods  I  have  enumerated, 
there  were  only  $14,836,685  worth  imported,  against 
their  sixty-five  millions.  Take  also  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  those  fourteen  million  dollars  worth  of  goods  were 
not  admitted  free,  but  that  we  imposed  on  them  a  duty  of 
$1,884,958.  Under  these  circumstances  I  think  I  have 
given  an  answer  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  question  of 
why  the  industries  of  Canada  ware  in  an  unfortunate  and 
unprosperous  condition  when  they  were  in  power,  and  why 
the  people  cried  out  with  a  loud  voice,  and  with  almost  one 
accord,  “  Give  us  a  change  of  policy.”  It  is  only  necefsary 
to  show  that  wo  excluded  $50,212,142  worth  of  those  very 
products  which  came  iu  competition  with  the  honest  farmers 
of  Canada,  or  an  average  of  over  $10,000,000  a  year  to  show 
why  the  farmers  of  Canada  are  in  favor  of  the  present 
policy.  It  was  only  taking  a  leaf  from  the  chapter  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  or  at  all  events  a  chapter  from  the 
history  of  the  Opposition  party,  when  they  advised  the 
Lower  Provinces  that  they  should  trade  with  their  Ameri¬ 
can  neighbors  because  they  were  nearer  to  them.  Is 
that  what  we  expected  from  the  Confederation  when 
wo  entered  in  1867  ?  Is  that  the  policy  which 
we  supposed  the  Federal  Parliament  of  Canada 
would  adopt  ?  I  am  glad  to  say  that  even 
from  the  Eastern  Provinces  comes  the  cry  for  more 
of  that  inter-provincial  trade.  What  was  the  object  of 
the  investigation  of  that  committee  which  was  appointed  in 
this  House  but  a  year  ago,  headed,  I  believe,  fey  an  hon. 
gentleman  from  the  Lower  Provinces,  Mr.  Paint?  Was  not 
the  objoct  of  that  committee,  if  possible,  to  encourage  and 
foster  that  inter-provincial  trade  to  a  greater  extent  ?  The 
policy  of  the  Reform  party  would  be  to  do  away  with  all  that 
and  to  trade  with  our  neighbors.  I  say,  first  give  us  con¬ 
trol  of  our  own  markets ;  put  us  on  an  equal  footing  with 
our  neighbors,  and  then  wo  are  free  to  say  to  them  on  equal 
terms  that  we  will  open  our  markets  to  them  when  they 
open  their  markets  to  us.  The  policy  of  the  Reform  party 
never  would  have  given  us  access  to  the  American  markets 
and  never  will;  we  cannot  ask  them  to  open  their  doors  to 
us  unless  we  have  something  to  give  them  in  return  for 
what  wo  ask.  I  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for 
a  few  moments  while  I  speak  on  this  question,  and  put 
some  facts  on  record,  so  that  it  may  be  known  to  the  people 
of  Canada  what  the  imports  of  these  farm  products  were 
from  the  United  States  for  homo  use  during  the  past  year. 
They  were  as  follows  : — 


1884. 

Duty. 

Barley . . 

$  4,214 

Beans . . . ......... 

2,317 

Corn  . . .  ... 

171,772 

Oats . . . 

4,458 

Wheat . . . 

44,799 

Flour.  ........................ 

265,594 

Mill  feed . .  .... 

51,455 

All  other  grain., . 

16,511 

Totals . 

$5‘:1,120 

I  ask  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  if  the  farmers  of  Canada 
are  any  worse  by  that  duty  being  imposed  and  collected  ? 
I  ask  them  if  the  price  of  grain  has  boon  so  enhanced  by  it 
that  poor  men  have  not  been  able  to  buy  the  wherewithal  to 
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live  ?  I  ask  them  if  they  should  come  into  power  to-morrow 
would  they  dare  to  tako  off  that  duty  ?  I  ask  them  if  they 
would  not  find  it  necessary  to  carry  out  tho  wishes  of  tho 
people  by  imposing  that  duty  and  carry  out  this  policy  ? 
Then  I  say  it  would  be  much  more  honorable  to  these  gentle¬ 
men  to  have  ceased  this  discussion  long  ago,  and  accept  the 
position  that  they  would  not  and  dare  not  remove  that  duty 
if  they  were  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  see  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail")  is  now  in  his  place.  In  the  course 
of  the  eloquent  and  able  address  which  he  made  tho  other 
day  he  told  us  that  this  policy  had  destroyed  the  West 
Indian  trade.  I  made  a  note  of  this  statement  at  the  time 
because  I  thought  it  somewhat  a  strange  statement  to  be  made 
by  an  hon.  gentleman  living  down  by  the  sea,  one  who  hap¬ 
pens  to  be  in  a  position  to  know  that  his  statement  was  not 
absolutely  correct,  if  he  had  only  taken  the  trouble  to  enquire. 

I  had  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Eeturns  before  me  and  I 
ventured  to  attempt  to  point  out  at  the  time  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  wrong,  but  I  was  called  to  order  by  the 
Speaker,  though  I  think  then  was  the  proper  time  to  point 
out  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  making  a  mistake.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  question,  and  I  find  that 
from  1874  to  1878  the  total  imports  from  the  West  Indies 
were  $8,394,903.  I  looked  at  the  items  which  compose  this 
total  and  I  found  that  wnen  the  Conservative  party  went 
out  of  power  the  imports  from  those  islands  were  something 
more  than  $2,000,000  a  year,  and  I  found  that  tho  policy  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  was  such  that  it  gradually  declined 
year  after  year,  until  the  last  year  they  were  in  power  it 
was  but  a  fraction  over  $1,000,000.  Again  the  Conservative 
party  came  into  power,  and  what  is  the  result  of  their 
policy?  I  will  show  you  exactly  what  change  took 
place.  I  find  that  the  imports  from  the  West  Indies 
from  1880  to  1834,  were  no  less  than  $18,759,862, 
or  an  increase  over  their  period  of  $10,354,854;  an 
increase  in  the  five  yoars  under  the  present  Government 
over  the  five  years  under  their  predecessors  of  $10,354,854 
in  our  imports  from  that  country.  How,  Sir,  amongst  ail 
the  countries  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to,  he  could  not 
have  made  a  more  unfortunate  selection  than  the  West 
Indies  to  show  that  our  foreign  trade  has  been  destroyed 
by  the  policy  of  this  Government.  On  that  very  question, 
we  may  go  further  and  consider  the  condition  of  our  trade 
with  other  countries.  We  believe  that  the  country  knows 
that  the  policy  of  this  Government  has  increased  our  trade 
with  other  countries,  and  has  prevented  the  Americans  from 
being  the  middlemen  to  supply  us  with  the  products  of 
foreign  countries,  as  was  formerly  the  case.  I  find  that  in 
the  five  years  from  1874  to  1878,  our  total  imports  from 
Belgium  were  $1,440,330;  we  increased  them  to  $1,939,687 
from  1880  to  1884,  or  an  increase  of  $499,356.  The  same 
increase  will  be  found  in  our  trade  with  South  America. 
During  the  five  years  preceding  the  departure  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  from  power,  there  was  $1,060,297  imported 
direct  from  South  America ;  we  have  improved  that  to  the 
extent  of  $5,283,377,  or  an  increase  in  our  five  years  of 
$4,177,080.  From  France  we  imported  during  the  five  years 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  $8,480,410,  and  during  our  five 
years,  $8,830,850,  or  an  increase  of  $350,450.  From  Germany 
Ave  imported  during  their  five  years,  $2,957,847,  which  we 
improved  during  our  five  years  to  the  extent  of  $6,648,986, 
an  increase  of  $3,691,139.  Now,  Sir,  what  do  we  find  with 
regard  to  our  trade  with  China  ?  During  the  five  years 
term  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  our  direct  imports  from 
Chiua  were  $3,633,453 ;  during  this  Government’s  five 
years,  from  1880  to  1884,  they  were  $7,588,742,  an  increase 
of  $3,956,289.  Then,  Sir,  come  to  little  Switzerland,  and 
we  find  that  our  imports  from  that  country  have  increased 
from  $440,214  in  their  five  years  to  $1,082,527  in  the  five 
years  under  the  Conservative  regime.  And  with  regard  to 
the  little  country  Italy,  what  do  we  find  ?  That  the  imports 
were  $213,015  during  their  term  of  five  years,  and  that  we 


improved  them  to  the  extent  of  $821,109  during  our  five 
years,  an  increase  of  $608,094.  Taking  our  imports  from 
all  of  these  countries  and  other  countries,  including  those 
from  tho  West  Indies,  we  find  that  we  have  increased  our 
foreign  trade  during'  the  five  years  of  Conservative  Govern¬ 
ment  over  the  five  yoars  of  the  Government  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  the  extent  of  no  less  than  $26,286,269. 
Now,  I  give  that  as  an  answer  to  my  hon.  friend  oppo¬ 
site  and  those  who  sit  behind  him,  and  I  think  it 
ought  to  satisfy  them  that  on  that  ground  .at 
least  they  have  no  reason  to  find  fault  with 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  and  I  may  almost  say  every  gentle¬ 
man  on  that  side  of  the  House  who  spoke,  declared  that  tho 
agriculturists  of  Canada  had  not  obtained  the  slightest  ad¬ 
vantage  from  the  policy  of  the  Government.  Both  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  and  the  hon.  member  lor 
West  Elgin  dwelt  very  strongly  on  this  point,  and  endea¬ 
vored  to  show  by  columns  of  figures,  which  are  placed  on 
record  in  the  Hansard,  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  had  suf¬ 
fered  rather  than  improved  their  condition  in  consequence 
of  this  policy.  Let  me  read  what  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  said  on  that  subject ; 

“As  to  agricultural  productions,  it  will  be  found,  upon  comparison, 
that  never  yet,  since  1879  has  the  imposition  of  grain  duties  conferred 
upon  the  farmers  of  this  country  any  advantage  Avhatever.” 

He  goes  on  further  to  say : 

“  We  have  had  a  tariff  which  was  to  afford  the  farmers  of  this  country 
protection,  and  the  very  utmost  claim  the  hon.  gentleman  has  ever 
made  with  regard  to  the  benefit  the  farmers  derived  from  that  tariff  was 
made  two  Sessions  ago,  that  possibly  the  farmers  were  receiving  3  cents 
per  bushel  more  for  wheat  than  they  would  if  there  had  been  no  duties. 
That  is  the  very  utmost  advantage  that  they  ever  claimed  from  the  oper¬ 
ations  of  the  grain  duties.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  am  prepared  to  take  up  that  challenge.  I  am 
prepared  to  prove  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were 
wrong  years  ago  when  they  declared  that  the  National 
Policy  would  not  have  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  products  of 
the  farmers,  and  that  they  are  wrong  to  day.  They  learn 
nothing,  and  so  gentlemen  on  this  side  are  compelled  to  get 
up  again  and  again  and  reaffirm  what  has  boon  or  ought  to 
have  been  established  long  as  a  well  founded  fact.  Sir,  I 
have  undertaken  to  go  through  the  reports  of  the  markets 
of  the  country  for  years  back — not  the  Conservative  reports, 
but  those  in  the  Crlobe,  the  author,  I  might  almost  claim,  u 
not  the  finisher,  of  that  party — and  what  has  been  the 
course  of  prices  during  those  years?  If  hon.  gentlemen 
dispute  any  single  figure  I  will  simply  refer,  them  to  that 
paper,  which  I  believe  reports  the  market  prices  tiom  day 
to  day  as  faithfully  as  any  other;  although  if  there  was  a 
single  point  it  could  make  against  the  policy  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party,  it  would  no  doubt  make  it  in  the  interest  of 
its  own  party.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  made  a 
similar  comparison  of  quotations  the  other  day  in  order  to 
show  what  the  effect  of  the  National  Policy  ought  to  be  on 
the  price  of  wheat.  I  take  the  market  prices  at  Toronto 
and  Oswego  in  December  of  each  year,  and  compare  them 
for  two  periods  of  years,  and  what  do  we  find  ?  in  18 14  the 
price  of  wheat  in  Toronto  was  94  cts.,  and  in  Oswego  $1.36, 
or  43  cts.  in  favor  of  Oswego;  in  1875  the  price  in  Toronto 
was  96  cts.,  and  the  price  in  Oswego  $1,55,  or  59  cts.  in  favor 
of  Oswego;  in  1876  the  price  in  Toronto  was  $1.28,  and  in 
Oswego  $1.50,  or32  cents  in  favor  of  Oswego  ;  in  1877  the 
price  in  Toronto  was  $1.25,  and  in  Oswego  $1.45,  or  20 
cents  in  favor  of  Oswego;  in;  1878,  the  last  year  of  that 
period,  the  price  in  Toronto  was  85  cents,  and  in  Oswego 
$1.09,  or  24  cents  in  favor  of  Oswego.  Now,  if  we  strike 
an  average  for  thaCperiod,  we  havexs  the  average  price  in 
Toronto  $i.05J,  and* in  Oswego  $1.39,  or  33^  cents  in  favor 
of  Oswego  market  during  the  period  the  party  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power,  as  against  the  Toronto 
market.  Now,  I  come  to  the  period  during  which  the  Con¬ 
servative  policy  was  in  operation  On  the  adoption  of  that 
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policy  we  expected  that  there  would  be  a  change,  but  not 
to  the  extent  of  the  duty  of  15  cents  a  bushel  imposed  on 
wheat.  It  was  never  claimed  by  the  leaders  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  that  the  people  of  Canada  were  going  to  get 
the  full  benefit  of  all  that  protection,  but  it  was  claimed 
that  it  would  give  them  the  home  market ;  and  if  it  was 
sufficient  to  shut  out  the  foreign  products  that  came  into 
competition  with  the  products  of  ethe  farmers  of 
this  country,  it  was  sufficient  for  our  purpose. 
Then,  if  we  did  not  get  the  whole  15  cents  duty  imposed  by 
that  policy,  I  want  to  show  exactly  what  benefit  we  did 
got;  and  I  think  I  can  find  that  in  the  commercial 
columns  of  the  Globe.  In  1879,  the  price  in  Toronto  for  the 
best  quality  of  wheat  was  $1.31,  and  in  Oswego  $1.35,  or  4 
cents  in  favor  of  Oswego ;  in  1880,  the  highest  price  in 
Toronto  was  $1.16,  and  $1.15  in  Oswego,  being  1  cent  in 
favpr  of  Toronto.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  wonder¬ 
fully  surprised  at  this,  but  they  will  find  it  all  in  the  Globe. 
Every  single  figure  I  quote  I  have  taken  from  the  Globe ,  and 
I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  to  deny  the  accuracy  of  my 
figures;  nor  have  I  taken  them  from  particular  days,  but, 
as  I  stated  before,  on  a  particular  week  throughout  the 
whole  ten  years’  period.  In  1881,  the  price  in  Toronto  was 
$1.29,  and  in  Oswego  $1.39;  in  1882,  in  Toronto  it  was  92 
cents,  and  in  Oswego  97  cents,  5  cents  in  favor  of  Oswego ; 
in  1883,  Toronto,  $1.16 ;  Oswego,  $1.12,  or  4  cents  in  favor 
of  Toronto;  in  1884,  Toronto,  74  cents;  Oswego,  82  cents, 
or  8  cents  in  favor  of  Oswego.  Averaging  the  price  for  five 
years,  I  find  that  at  Toronto  the  avorage  was  $1.09J,  and 
in  Oswego  $1.16§,  or  7-<f  cents  in  favor  of  Oswego,  under  the 
operation  of  the  National  Policy,  while,  as  I  have 
shown  you,  the  price  was  33  cents  against  the 
farmers  of  Canada  during  the  period  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  were  in  power.  1  do  not  pretend 
to  say  that  the  National  Policy  did  this.  It  may  be  we 
have  had  better  communication  with  the  seaboard,  or 
improved  railway  accommodation,  or  there  may  be  other 
causes,  but  nevertheless  the  facts  exist  and  let  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  answer  them  if  they  can.  I  will  take  the  price  of 
wheat  in  Chicago  and  in  Toronto.  In  1879,  on  the  30th 
December,  it  was  $1.35  in  Chicago  and  $1.32  in  Toronto. 
That  was  the  year  the  National  Policy  came  into  operation 
and  before  it  had  time  to  have  its  full  effect.  Compare 
prices  in  1885  between  Chicago  and  Toronto.  On  the  19th 
March,  1885,  the  price  in  Chicago  was  73£  cents  and  in 
Toronto  82  cents,  or  8f  cents  in  favor  of  Toronto  ;  or, 
adding  the  3  cents  that  stood  against  Toronto  in  1879,  the 
difference  in  favor  of  Toronto  now  compared  with  the  differ¬ 
ence  then  is  Ilf  cent.  I  will  take  another  illustration  also 
from  the  Globe.  I  will  compare  Montreal  with  New  York. 
On  the  30th  December,  1879,  the  price  of  wheat  in  New 
York  was  $1.49  and  in  Montreal  $1.45,  4  cents  in  favor  of 
New  York  ;  on  the  19th  March,  1885,  the  price  in 
New  York  was  90  cents  and  in  Montreal  93  cents, 
3  cents  in  favor  of  Montreal  ;  or  adding  the  difference 
of  4  cents  that  stood  against  Montreal  when  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  were  in  power,  the  comparison  shows  7  cents  in 
favor  of  Montreal  compared  with  that  period.  We  thus  find 
that  in  Montreal  which  is,  I  might  almost  say,  the  capital 
of  Canada,  we  have  the  best  market  to-day  that  there  is  on 
the  continent ;  and  beyond  doubt,  a  large  portion  of  this 
improvement  is  due  to  the  beneficial  effect  of  the  National 
Policy  on  the  farming  interests  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  Prince  Edward  Island  ( Mr.  Davies)  in 
discussing  this  question  the  other  day,  referred  to  the 
Government  savings  banks  ;  and  it  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  gentlemen  that  he  stated  those  banks 
were  upheld,  not  by  the  working  people  of  Canada,  but  by 
its  wealthy  men,  by  its  business  and  professional  men.  He 
said  it  was  the  business  men  and  the  professional  men  who 
took  advantage  of  the  Government  savings  banks  and  the 
Mr.  Heseon. 
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post  office  savings  banks.  I  would  like  to  see  if  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  did  not  refer  to  the  post  office  savings 
banks  because  we  have  not  got  them  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  I  referred  to  the  Government  savings  banks. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  It  was  the  Government  sav¬ 
ings  banks  that  you  asked  for  and  argued  on. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  But  not  the  post  office  savings  banks, 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  find  that  in  1874  the  total  deposits  in 
the  Government  savings  banks  wore  $3,466,136  ;  in  1878 
they  were  $5,526,955,  or  an  average  increase  of  $500,004  a 
year.  Now,  since  the  introduction  of  the  National  Policy, 
since  the  country  has  rid  itself  of  the  Grit  incubus  of  ruin 
and  decay,  what  do  we  find  ?  We  find  that  the  average 
increase  during  the  period  this  Government  has  been  in 
power  has  been  at  the  rate  of  over  $2,000,000  per  year.  But 
a  few  days  ago  we  had  a  report  published  which,  1  presume, 
is  in  the  hands  of  hon.  members,  showing  the  deposits  on 
the  3 1st  January,  1885,  in  the  Government  savings  banks. 
They  are  as  follows  : — 


Toronto  . . .  . . .  $  786,050 

Manitoba  . . 671,461 

British  Columbia....... . 2,199,319 

Nova  Scotia . 7,027,222 

New  Brunswick . . . 4,556,644 

Prince  Edward  Island  . .  1,626,896 


$16,867,532 

Deduct  the  amount  of  $4,526,955  at  the  credit  of  that  fund 
when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  went  out  of  power  in  1878, 
and  you  have  an  increase  under  this  Administration  of 
$11,340,5*7.  I  would  say  further,  that  there  are  in  Nova 
Scotia  some  twenty-nine  of  these  banks  where  deposits  of 
that  character  are  made,  and  in  every  one  of  them,  with  the 
exception  of  four,  there  has  been  an  increase,  showing  that 
prosperity  is  pretty  widespread  and  not  confined  to  the  cities, 
where  the  business  and  professional  men  have  to  reside. 
The  deposits  being  so  widespread,  it  is  evident  they  must 
have  come  from  the  great  hulk  of  the  people  and  not  from 
any  particular  section  of  the  people.  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  prove,  before  I  leave  this  subject,  not  only  that  the  hon. 
gentlemon  are  incorrect  in  their  views  on  that  matter,  but 
that  they  are  grossly  incorrect.  I  will  take  the  period 
when  the  post  office  savings  bank  was  established,  1869, 
with  a  total  deposit  of  $856,814.  In  1874  that  had  increased 
to  $3, 207, ->051.  That  was  the  period  when  the  Conservative 
party  left  power  and  the  Reform  party  became  responsible 
for  conducting  the  affairs  of  the  country.  From  1874  to 
1878,  under  the  Administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
do  we  find  a  large  increase  ?  Do  we  find  any  increase  ?  No, 
I  am  sorry  to  say — because  a  reference  to  that  period  must 
bring  rather  unpleasant  recollections  with  it,  must 
bring  to  some  people  who  discuss  these  questions, 
recollections  which  are  altogether  unpleasant — instead  of 
there  being  an  increase  during  the  five  years  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  there  was  a  decline  of 
no  less  than  $453,570  in  the  deposits.  What  was  the  effect 
upon  the  depositors  ?  The  number  of  depositors  in  1874 
was  45,329,  pretty  well  distributed  over  the  people,  and  in 
1873  that  number  had  declined  to  40,097,  or  a  decline  of 
5,232  who  had  ceased  to  deposit  in  the  post  office  savings 
banks  of  Canada.  Now  let  me  come  to  the  period  from 
1878  to  1885.  The  total  deposits  now  are  $14,411,857. 
Deduct  the  sum  at  the  credit  of  the  savings  bank  account 
when  the  Reform  party  went  out  of  power,  $2,751,481,  and 
we  have  an  increase  during  the  period  of  the  administration 
of  this  Government  of  $11,657,376.  The  number  of  deposi¬ 
tors  in  1878  was  40,097 ;  in  1884  it  had  risen  to  100,489,  an 
increase  of  60,392.  Now,  to  meet  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen’s,  P.  E.  L,  (Mr.  Davies),  who  said  it  was 
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wealthy  men  who  were  depositors  in  these  banks,  I  will 
give  you  a  statement  showing  the  classes  of  depositors,  the 
amount  deposited  by  each  class,  and  the  average  amount  of 
each  deposit : 


Class. 

No.  of 
Depositors. 

Amt. 

Average. 

Farmers . . 

$4,722,000 

$337 

Mechanics . 

1,422,000 

182 

Trust  account  and  young  children. 

....  6,500 

170,000 

31 

Laborers . 

724,000 

169 

Clerks........ . . . . . 

622,000 

174 

Tradesmen . . . . 

468,000 

292 

Farm  servants . 

277,000 

188 

Professional...... . . . . . 

392,000 

249 

Married  women . 

2,360,000 

195 

Single  women . . . 

Widows . . . .  . . . 

1,276,000 

121 

708,000 

218 

Miscellaneous.... . . . . 

215,000 

I  think  that  ought  to  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  my  hon. 
friend,  who  says  it  is  the  wealthy  men  of  Canada  who  take 
advantage  of  that  bank ;  it  ought  to  be  sufficient  proof  that 
he  has  been  boring  in  the  wrong  place.  I  am  satisfied,  from 
the  enormous  increase  in  the  number  of  depositors,  and  tak¬ 
ing  the  average  of  these  figures,  which  are  furnished  by  Mr. 
Cunningham  Stewart,  who  has  charge  of  this  Department, 
that  my  hon.  friend  will  find  it  is  not  correct  that  deposits 
are  mado  to  the  extent  of  thousands  of  dollars,  one  individual 
making  deposits  in  the  names  of  a  number  of  his  family  in 
order  to  get  round  the  intentions  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  HESSON.  When  the  House  rose  for  recess  I  had 
been  dealing  with  the  Government  and  post  office  savings 
banks  ;  I  had  completed  my  remarks  on  that  phase  of  the 
subject,  and  now,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will 
draw  the  attention  of  hon.  members  for  a  few  moments  to 
another  evidence  of  the  prosperity  of  Canada.  I  may  say 
that  the  object  of  my  remarks  with  reference  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  savings  banks  and  the  post  office  savings  banks 
was  to  present,  not  only  my  own  impression  of  the  light  in 
which  these  facts  should  be  regarded,  but  to  present  it  as  the 
general  opinion,  I  believe,  of  the  country.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  correctly  the  ex-Finance  Minister  when  he  had  the 
honor  of  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  his  former 
colleagues  in  the  Eeform  Government,  assumed  the  position 
that  the  accumulation  of  wealth  in  the  various  institutions 
in  the  country  might  be  legitimately  viewed  as  an  evidence 
of  prosperity.  I  do  not  suppose  that  hon.  gentlemen,  because 
they  have  changed  places,  can  have  changed  their  views. 
If  they  were  consistent  then  we  would  expect  them  to  be 
so  now,  and  as  they  then  gave  utterances  to  expressions  for 
which  they  must  have  felt  themselves  responsible  before 
the  country  as  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  I  suppose  that  any 
humble  individual  of  this  House  may  assume  the  same 
position  as  one  that  is  defensible.  Now,  Sir,  in  dealing 
with  this  question  of  the  large  accumulation  of  wealth  in  the 
country,  as  exhibited  by  th^various  institutions  in  which 
that  wealth  may  be  stored,  I  may  be  permitted  to  refer  to 
the  chartered  banks  of  the  country  during  the  period  the 
Eeform  Government  were  in  power.  The  total  amount  of 
deposits  in  the  chartered  banks  of  Canada  in  1875  were 
$55,984,000;  in  1876  they  had  increased  to  $59,516,000;  in 
1877  they  were  $58,444,000;  in  1878,  $58,946,000 ;  in  1879, 
$58,659,000.  We  see  that  the  deposits  were  almost  station¬ 
ary  during  that  period,  which  gives  no  evidence  of  an  accu¬ 
mulation  of  wealth  during  the  whole  period  that  that  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  in  power.  Whether  that  may  be  fairly 
attributable  to  the  policy  of  that  Government  is  not  for  me 
to  say,  but  it  is  my  strong  conviction  that  those  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen,  having  failed  to  adopt  a  proper  policy  for  the  inter¬ 
est  of  Canada,  were  really  responsible  for  that  state  of 
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affairs.  Now,  Sir,  the  total  increase  during  the  whole  five 
years  that  those  hon.  gentlemen  were  in  power  was  but 
$2,741,000,  an  average  of  $548,200  per  annum.  That  was 
certainly  a  very  small  evidence  of  prosperity  during  tho 
days  these  hon.  gentlemen  were  in  power.  They  will  pro¬ 
bably  say  again,  as  they  have  said  before,  that  it  was  all 
duo  to  bad  harvests.  Sir,  I  cannot  credit  that;  the 
country  will  not  accept  that  statement,  because  if  we 
take  the  exports  of  farm  products  in  those  years  wo 
will  find  a  sufficient  refutation  of  that  argument; 
Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  second  period,  during  the 
existence  of  the  National  Policy,  under  the  administration 
of  the  present  Government.  In  1880  the  deposits  in  the 
chartered  banks  rose  to  $69,742,000.  It  will  be  observed 
that  this  was  only  one  year  after  the  National  Policy  had 
come  into  effect,  which  was  early  in  1879 ;  and  yet  so 
marked  was  that  increase  of  prosperity  that  the  deposits 
rose  to  over  $69,000,000.  In  1881  they  had  increased  to 
$78,078,000  ;  in  1882,  $77,078,000  ;  in  1883,  $89,553,000;  in 
1884,  $87,341,000  ;  in  1885,  bringing  the  deposits  up  to  the 
present  month,  they  are  $93,309,870.  Now,  Sir,  that  ought 
to  be  taken  as  some  evidence  of  the  increased  wealth  of 
this  country.  How  hon.  gentlemen  will  get  rid  of  that,  I 
cannot  see.  I  believe  a  few  who  have  spoken  have  taken 
the  line  that  the  trade  of  the  country  had  been  so  dormant 
that  the  people  could  not,  or  dare  not,  invest  their  monoy 
in  business,  and  so  they  withdrew  their  money  from  the 
trade  and  commerce  of  the  country  and  deposited  it  in  tho 
banks  as  a  better  and  safer  way  of  investing  it.  Now,  Sir, 
I  deny  that  contentional  together ;  and  I  appeal  to  the  facts, 
that  business  has  very  largely  developed  in  this  country, 
that  manufacturing  industries  have  largely  developed,  and 
that  trade,  although,  perhaps  in  some  lines,  overdono, 
is  still  in  a  most  satisfactory  condition,  as  compared  with 
its  condition  under  the  do-nothing  policy,  as  I  may 
fairly  call  it,  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  During 
the  six  years,  from  1880  to  1885  inclusive,  we  find  that 
the  total  increase  of  the  deposits  amounted  to  $34,650,870, 
or  an  average  increase  of  the  deposits  in  the  chartered 
banks  of  $5,775,145  per  annum,  as  against  the  half  a  million 
in  the  period  the  hon.  gentlemen  were  in  power.  Now,  it 
does  seem  to  me  that,  even  granting  that  this  fact  is  not  an 
evidence  of  prosperity — which,  I  think,  no  hon.  gentleman 
of  common  sense  would  assume,  as  an  honest  man — but 
assuming  for  a  moment  that  it  was  not  a  correct  evidence 
of  prosperity,  I  think  we  could  find  plenty  of  other  evidence 
elsewhere  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  I  will  take  three 
institutions,  omitting  the  operations  of  the  loaning  associa¬ 
tions,  the  deposits  in  these  companies  and  in  the  private  banks ; 
I  will  take  just  three  of  the  more  important  institutions  in 
the  country  over  which  this  policy  must  exercise  a  great 
influence,  and  summarise  them  in  this  way:  la  the  chartered 
banks  we  find  that  the  increase  of  deposits  under  the  policy 
of  this  Government,  from  1879  to  1885,  is  $34,659,870  ;  in 
the  Government  savings  banks  the  increase  has  been 
$11,340,577;  in  the  post  office  savings  banks  the  increase 
has  been  $11,657,376,  or  a  total  of  $57,648,823.  Now,  Sir, 
if  that  is  not  accepted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  an 
evidence  of  the  increased  prosperity  of  Canada,  I 
believe  it  will  be  accepted  as  most  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  by  the  electors  and  the  common  sense  people 
of  Canada.  We  have  been  asked  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  What  has  the  Government  done  for 
the  people  of  Canada  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  rise  and  assert  that 
the  Government  have  not  bettered  the  condition  of  the 
farmer,  that  they  have  not  improved  the  position  of  the 
poor  man,  or  afforded  any  relief  to  tho  laboring  man.  We 
have  answered  them  from  this  side  of  the  House  over  and 
over  again,  refuting  their  arguments,  beating  them  at  every 
turn,  proving  that  the  position  of  the  farmer  is  improved, 
and  that  the  labor  of  his  hands  is  better  protected  than  it 
was  under  tho  Eeform  Government,  and  that  tho  farmers 
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get  better  prices  now  as  compared  with  the  prices  in  former 
days,  when  they  had  the  American  fanner  to  compete  with. 
Still,  hon.  gentlemen  will  be  found  to  rise-— and  to-night, 
probably,  some  one  will  follow  me,  and  repeat  that  fallacy, 
which  has  been  exposed  over  and  over  again.  Sir,  in  reply 
to  the  question,  What  has  this  Government  done  for  the 
people  of  Canada  ?  I  say  they  have  given  back  to  the  people 
a  duty  on  tea  of  $1,184,016;  a  duty  on  coffee  of  $76,813 ;  a 
duty  on  tin  of  $91,719;  a  stamp  tax,  a  most  objectionable 
tax,  as  every  hon.  member  will  agree,  has  been  taken  off, 
affording  the  people  a  relief  of  $200,000.  They  have 
been  relieved  from  the  postage  on  newspapers  and 
periodicals  to  the  extent  of  $64,250 ;  there  has  been 
a  reduction  of  the  wire,  turpentine  and  scrap  iron  duty, 
$31,000;  and  of  the  Excise  tax  on  tobaccos,  $700,000,  Will 
hon.  gentlemen  say  that  that  is  not  doing  something  for  the 
people  of  Canada  ?  On  these  items  alone  that  I  have  enu¬ 
merated — and  I  might  go  on  and  extend  the  list — the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  remitted  to  the  people  of  Canada  $2,027,298 
in  duties  on  these  goods  that  enter  into  the  consumption  of 
the  people  of  Canada  in  their  daily  life.  But  some  gentle¬ 
men  may  say:  You  have  taxed  the  farmers’  coal.  This  has 
been  frequently  repeated,  not  only  during  this  debate,  but 
in  the  debates  of  former  years.  I  was  led  to  enquire  as  to 
whether  that  was  really  a  fact,  and  could  be  substantiated 
by  the  circumstances  of  the  years  gone  by.  I  had  the 
patience  to  refer  to  the  quotations  in  the  Globe,  that  very 
excellent  newspaper  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will 
not  discredit,  and  which  I  will  not  discredit  when  questions 
of  prevailing  prices  are  at  issue.  I  say  I  considered  it 
advisable,  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  made  that  state¬ 
ment,  to  enquire  into  the  facts;  and  what  did  I  find  ?  I 
take  a  period  of  the  year  when  the  coal  is  laid  in  by  the 
poor  man,  and  when  it  is  consumed,  namely,  in 
December.  According  to  the  Globe  the  price  of  coal  on 
30th  December,  1874 — and  I  will  take  the  last  week  of  each 
year — was :  hard,  $8  ;  soft,  $7.  1875,  hard,  $8,50  ;  soft,  $7. 
1876,  hard,  $6  50  ;  soft,  $7.  1877,  hard,  $6.50  ;  soft,  $6.50. 

1878,  hard,  $5.50  ;  soft,  $5.50.  The  average  is  $7  for  hard 
coal  and  $6.50  for  soft  coal  during  the  term  of  the  Deform 
Administration.  I  now  come  to  the  time  during  which  the 
National  Policy  was  in  force,  and  a  tax  was  imposed  on 
coal.  I  am  not  going  to  debate  again,  as  it  has  been 
debated  here  and  throughout  the  country,  as  to  who  pays 
the  duty  in  that  case  ;  but  after  I  have  submitted  the  figures 
and  compared  the  two  periods,  I  think  every  intelligent 
citizen,  if  not  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  will  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  tax  on  coal  has  not  been  actually 
charged  to  the  consumer.  I  find,  according  to  the  Globe  :  in 

1879,  hard  coal,  $4.75  ;  soft,  $6.50.  1880,  hard,  $7  ;  soft, 

$6.50.  1881,  hard,  $7;  soft,  $7.  1882,  hard,  $6.50;  soft, 
$6.50.  1883,  hard,  $7 ;  soft,  $6.50.  The  average  price  of 
hard  coal  during  the  time  of  the  National  Policy  aad  when 
a  tax  was  imposed  on  coal,  was  $6.45  per  ton,  against  $7 
under  the  Administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  and 
for  soft  coal  the  average  price  was  $6.60  against  $6.50 
during  the  Administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The 
figures  actually  show  a  difference  of  10  cents  for  soft  coal 
in  favor  of  the  time  when  the  Deform  party  was  in  power; 
and,  singular  to  say,  that  difference  is  the  exact  amount 
of  the  difference  in  the  duty  between  hard  and  soft  coal, 
the  duty  on  the  former  being  50  cents  per  ton  and  on  the 
latter  60  cents.  Those  are  facts  gleaned  with  a  great  deal 
of  care  from  the  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  I 
warrant  them  to  be  correct,  as  having  come  from  that 
source.  I  now  come  to  another  part  of  the  subject,  which 
has  been  discussed  until  hon.  gentlemen  have  been  able  to 
get  as  near  the  facts  as  they  will  be  ever  likely  to  do.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  exodus,  and  if  the  House 
will  pardon  me  for  a  few  moments,  I  will  deal  with  that 
matter  as  it  is  reported  on  by  the  secretary  of  the  Depart- 

Mr.  Hesson. 


ment,  Mr,  Lowe.  In  his  report  presented  to  this  House, 
dated  20th  February,  1885,  we  have  the  following  remarks : 

“Sir — I  have  the  honor  to  report  that,  in  obedience  to  your  instruc¬ 
tions,  I  have  again  made  an  examination  into  the  figures  published  by 
the  Washington  Bureau  of  Statistics,  as  representing  the  alleged  emi¬ 
gration  from  Canada  to  the  United  States  during  the  fiscal  year  ended 
30th  June,  1884. 

“  The  figures  given  are  60.884,  including  124  from  Newfoundland, 
against  70,241  the  previous  year,  showing  a  decrease  of  9,667,  or  13'07 
per  cent.,  under  the  heading  of  1  Dominion  of  Canada.’  ” 

Those  figures  are  taken  from  the  United  States  Bureau  of 
Statistics.  They  are  not  of  our  furnishing;  they  have  not 
been  obtained  by  this  Government ;  and  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  been  in  the  habit  of  quoting  American  figures 
as  being  more  correct  than  our  statistics,  and  they  should 
be  willing  to  accept  that  part  of  the  statement,  coming  from 
that  source.  The  report  continues : 

“  The  way  in  which  the  figures  are  alleged  to  have  fallen  off  at  Port 
Huron  is,  at  least,  a  curious  circumstance.  They  stand  as  follow  since 


1880  .  .... 

1881 . 

1882  ..... 

Years. 

Total  al¬ 
leged  immi¬ 
gration. 

Huron 

Port. 

94,375 

111,170 

71,422 

46,393 

22,801 

1883  . . 

1884  . 

I  think  this  is  worthy  of  some  little  consideration.  When 
it  is  observed  that  an  enormous  number  had  crossed  at  Port 
Huron,  and  that  after  this  Government  had  made  enquiries 
for  themselves,  and  sent  the  secretary  of  the  Department  to 
spend  a  long  time  enquiring  into  the  fact  and  examining  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  Americans  obtained  those  statis¬ 
tics,  it  is  most  remarkable  that  ever  since  that  work  was 
undertaken  by  this  Government  the  number  of  persons 
passing  at  that  particular  point,  where  nearly  all  the  immi¬ 
grants  crossed,  according  to  American  statement,  only 
22,000  crossed  in  1884,  as  against  99,000  in  1882.  The 
explanation  seems  quite  clear.  It  is  simply  this,  that  our 
Government  have  found  a  way  of  verifying  the  figures  as 
regards  this  matter.  And  that  leads  me  to  another  point, 
which  I  think  of  considerable  importance — the  best  method 
of  ascertaining  the  exact  state  of  affairs,  as  regards  the 
alleged  exodus.  I  come  to  the  intimation  on  the  part  of 
our  Government  to  ascertain  for  the  themselves  the  esact 
state  of  affairs.  The  secretary  reports  in  this  way : 

“Before  coming  to  the  examination  of  the  question  as  it  actually 
exists  at  Port  Huron,  I  think  it  is  better  to  point  out  the  leading  fact, 
which  is  established  by  the  figures  representing  the  total  movement  of 
passengers  from  Canada  and  to  Canada  by  the  whole  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  system  in  the  east  and  in  the  west. 

“  The  figures  are  as  follows  : — 

Total  outs  from  Canada  to  the  United  States....  210,941 
Less— European  passengers .  9,010 

Total  net  outs . . .  201,931 


Totals  ins  to  Canada  from  the  States .  206,616 

Less — European  passengers . - . . .  1,778 

Total  net  ins . . . .  204,838 

•  - 

Net  gain  to  Canada  of  difference  between  ins 

and  outs.... . .. .  2,907 

I  hope  I  have  made  that  clear,  as  it  was  intended  to  be  by 
the  secretary  in  his  report.  I  think,  if  we  take  the  whole 
of  the  passenger  traffic  on  the  Grand  Trunk  and  Great 
Western,  east,  west  and  south— -I  think,  if  you  take  the 
entire  travel  out  and  in,  and  strike  the  difference  between 
the  two,  you  must  arrive  as  close  to  the  facts  as  ever  you 
will  be  able  to  do,  unless  you  have  men  placed  there  taking 
an  actual  count  of  them.  These  facts  are  taken  from  the 
Grand  Trunk  Company,  and  the  exhibits  are  in  the  Minis¬ 
ter’s  report,  marked  from  “  A”  to  “  G,”  showing  the  official 
report  by  Mr.  T.  B.  Hawson,  the  Traffic  Auditor  of  the 
Grand  Trunk.  As  they  have  to  account,  not  only  for  all 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


755 


tickets  issued — not  only  for  the  output,  but  for  the  collec¬ 
tion  of  them,  I  think  this  is  probably  as  fair  a  way  as  we 
will  ever  be  able  to  devise,  in  order  to  reach  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  this  vexed  question.  He  says  further: 

“  If  we  test  the  figures  at  the  two  points  of  Sarnia  and  Detroit  by  the 
figures  of  the  Grand  Trunk  system  referred  to,  we  have  the  following 


results : — 

Net  outs  at  Sarnia  (Port  Huron) . . .  38,657 

do  Windsor  (Detroit) . . . 36,312 

Total .  74,969 

Net  ins  at  Sarnia. . 31,411 

do  Windsor . . . 39,338 

Total .  70,749 

Difference,  showing  net  loss  by  Canada  at  the 

two  ports  named . . 4,220 


In  dealing  further  with  this  question,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
in  the  Lower  Provinces  it  is  not  possible  to  arrive  at  the 
facts  in  connection  with  these  figures ;  but  if  we  allow  a 
very  large  margin,  in  order  to  reach  what  the  Americans 
claim  as  being  over  60,000, 1  think  it  would  be  easy  for  hon. 
gentlemen  to  show  what  the  Dominion  has  lost  as  against 
the  number  which  the  Americans  claim  have  gone  into 
their  country.  I  say  that  if  the  Lower  Provinces  have  suf¬ 
fered  a  depletion  of  nearly  40,000  people,  they  will  have 
little  difficulty  in  proving  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  mem¬ 
bers  on  this  side  that  an  exodus  did  exist.  Now,  Sir,  permit 
me,  for  a  few  moments,  to  deal  with  another  matter  which 
has  been  brought  before  this  House.  My  attention  has  been 
particularly  directed  to  it,  from  the  fact  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  from  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  dwelt  upon  it  the  other 
day  to  a  very  great  extent,  and  I  fancied  at  the  time  that 
he  was  takiDg  his  facts  from  his  own  imagination.  I  had 
not  at  that  time  looked  at  the  report  of  Mr.  Blue,  of  the 
Bureau  of  Industries,  but  my  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
it,  and  what  do  we  find  is  the  position  of  Ontario  to-day  ? 
It  was  said  that  the  agricultural  interests  have  not  been 
benefited,  that  the  price  of  grain  has  not  been  improved, 
that  the  value  of  our  farms  was  diminishing,  that  the 
position  of  the  farmer  was  altogether  worse  now  than  it 
was  under  the  Administration  of  the  Reform  party,  and  that, 
in  short,  our  policy  had  proved  to  be  a  humbug.  Now  let 
us  see  what  the  authority  of  the  Reform  Government  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  says  on  that  subject.  He  says  that  the 
increases  in  the  value  of  farm  property,  in  1883  over  1882, 
are  as  follows : — 


TllPTAAflA 

Farm  Lands . $22,450,525 

Buildings . 30,319,100 

Implements . . .  .  6, 492,716 

Live  stock . . .  19,341,645 


Total  for  Province . . . . . .  $78,604,985 


Or  an  increase  of  over  $78,000,000  in  one  year,  and  we 
take  the  authority  from  the  friends  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Good  authority. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Tes,  good  authority;  because  I  believe 
they  would  have  put  the  worst  side  forward  if  there  had 
been  a  worst  side.  I  think  these  figures  are  an  answer  to 
my  hon.  friend,  as  to  the  position  the  farmers  are  in  to-day, 
and  the  position  they  found  themselves  in  when  the  Reform 
party  unfortunately  were  in  power.  The  hon.  gentleman 
was  kind  enough  to  take  the  failures  in  1879,  the 
year  of  the  inauguartion  of  the  National  Policy,  and 
its  indorsation  by  the  people  of  Canada,  and  he  said 
that  the  failures  in  that  year  were  the  largest 
they  ever  had.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
investigate  that  question  somewhat  further  than  my  hon. 
friend  thought  it  advisable  to  do —  I  have  gone  a  little  fur¬ 
ther  back,  and  have  not  simply  taken  the  first  year,  when 


the  shrieks  of  the  dying  industries  of  the  oountry — the 
shrieks  of  manufacturers  and  workmen  of  tho  country 
were  still  in  our  ears,  on  the  winding  up  of  the  policy  of 
tho  late  Government.  Tho  hon.  gentleman,  in  taking  that 
year,  gave  us  an  illustration  of  his  opinion  of  fair  play,  and 
he  threw  out  tho  figures  as  an  index  of  what  the  National 
Policy  has  produced  in  the  country.  If  he  had  gone  a 
little  further  back  he  might  have  given  more  information 
to  the  House  and  country,  which  would  have  been  equally 
valuable.  I  will  begin  with  the  year  1875.  I  will  not  go 
back  to  1874 ;  1  will  do  them  the  justice  of  saying  that  they 
may  not  have  held  themselves  responsible  for  the  results  of 
that  year  any  more  than  we  did  for  the  results  of  1879,  as 
it  was  not  at  all  likely  that  the  policy  of  tho  Reform  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  have  fairly  taken  effect  in  1874.  1  therefore 
take  1875,  not  because  I  think  it  would  do  my  argument 
any  harm  to  throw  out  the  previous  year,  but  because  I 
think  it  is  fair  to  begin  with  1875.  The  failures,  in  num¬ 
ber  and  amount,  for  the  years  1875  to  1879  were  as  follows  : 

Year.  No.  Amount. 

1875  . .  1,968  .  $28,843,997 

1876  . . 1,728  . .  25,517,991 

1877  . 1,892  ...  . .  25,623,903 

1878  . 1,697  .  23,523,903 

1879..,. . 1,902  ......... . 29,347,937 

Totals.  . .  9,187  . $133,142,505 

Sir,  the  average  during  all  that  time  was  $26,500,000  a 
year.  Now,  Sir,  we  come  to  the  succeeding  five  years,  and 
we  find  the  number  of  failures,  and  the  amount  in  each 
year,  to  be  as  follows  : — 


Year. 

1880  . . . 

1881  . 

No. 

907  ............ 

635  ........... 

Amount. 

1882  . . . 

.  787  . . 

1883  .  . . . 

1884  ..............  , 

Totals . 

against  9,187  failures,  and  a  total  amount  of  $133,142,505 
during  their  period.  I  give  that  statement  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman,  and  if  ho  doubts  it,  let  him  go  and  look  at 
Dun,  Wiman  &  Co.’s  report  in  the  Monetary  Times ,  and  he 
will  find  it  to  be  strictly  correct.  These  figures  have  been 
correctly  copied  by  myself,  and  I  know  whereof  I  speak. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  claim  that  we  are  responsible  for 
the  failures  of  1874,  what  do  they  amount  to  ?  I  have 
the  figures  here,  and  I  am  not  afraid  to  put 
them  before  the  people.  In  1874  the  total  failures,  if  they 
are  chargeable  to  the  Conservative  Administration  which 
held  office  up  to  1873,  were  991,  and  the  amount  was 
$12,324,191.  I  give  that,  Sir,  as  the  condition  of  affairs 
in  our  worst  period,  against  their  $26,500,000  yearly  aver¬ 
age  during  the  period  that  they  were  in  power.  Now,  Sir, 
I  heard  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMul¬ 
len)  the  other  evening  ask,  What  has  this  Government  done 
for  Canada?  Well,  Sir,  I  have  been  endeavoring  to-day  to 
tell  the  hon.  gentlemen  what  they  have  been  doing.  I  feel 
that  they  have  first  protected  our  farming  industries.  They 
have  levelled  up,  as  I  have  shown  by  figures  this  afternoon, 
the  prices  of  the  products  of  our  farmers,  by  giving  us  our 
own  markets,  which  are  always  the  best.  But  my  hon . 
friend  says :  O,  what  of  that  ?  Look  at  Bangor ;  see  how 
they  are  taxed  in  Bangor !  I  say  they  have  protected  the 
industries  of  this  country ;  they  have  increased  manufac¬ 
tures  for  our  own  industries.  Then  he  says :  Look  at 
Amsterdam ;  they  have  many  industries  there.  Then,  I 
say,  the  Government  have  given  us  cheaper  and  better 
goods  than  we  have  ever  had  before,  and  our  own  products  at 
that.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  :  Look  at  Akron,  Ohio ; 
and  see  how  little  they  are  taxed  there.  I  say  again,  we 
have  given  employment  to  more  laborers  and  mechanics 
than  ever  had  employment  in  this  country  before.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  says:  Go  to  Baltimore ;  they  have  low  taxes 
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there.  Well,  Sir,  I  try  to  answer  the  question,  and  I  say  we 
have  given  employment  to  capital  as  well  as  labor;  we  have 
more  capital  employed  in  the  country  than  has  ever  been 
employed  before.  Ah,  but,  says  he,  go  to  Kansas  city. 
Well,  we  do  not  choose  to  travel  so  far ;  but  I  say  we  have 
increased  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  of  the  country. 
Then  he  says  :  Go  to  Cedar  Kapids,  Iowa.  Well,  I  say,  we 
have  lowered  the  rate  of  interest  to  the  poor  man  who  has 
to  borrow.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says :  Reduce  still 
further  the  rate  of  interest  paid  in  th<»  post  office  savings 
banks  to  the  workingmen.  That  is  the  kind  of  reply  the 
hon.  gentlemen  give,  and  it  is  about  as  far  as  the  get.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  say  a  few  words  in  closing,  for  I  do  not 
wish  to  weary  the  House.  I  think  it  is  but  fair  to  revert  to 
the  statement  made  by  the  Finance  Minister  when  he 
introduced  his  Budget  Speech.  I  think  it  but  fair  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  as  well  as  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side,  should  accept  that  utterance,  feeling  that  the  country 
will  hold  the  Government  responsible  for  it,  and  will 
hold  them  responsible  also.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance, 
the  other  day,  pointed  out  what  had  been  accomplished  by 
the  Government  in  their  expenditures,  not  only  on  the 
Welland  canal,  but  in  completing  that  great  iron  band 
which  is  necessary  to  cement  our  Confederation,  in  giving 
increased  employment  to  labor  and  capital,  bringing  about 
accumulations  of  wealth  in  the  savings  banks,  and  after  all 
that,  the  hon.  Minister  could  toll  us  that  it  was  all  done  at 
an  increase  of  taxation  of  only  about  12  cents  per  capita  on 
the  people  of  Canada.  And  when  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Financo  told  this  House,  in  his  able  and  eloquent  way,  that 
after  all  this  was  accomplished  the  taxation  for  the  year 
1885-86  would  not  be  more  than  §5  a  head,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  might  have  accepted  that  statement,  and  the  debate 
might  have  been  ended  there  and  then.  But  the  House 
has  been  wearied  with  the  length  of  this  debate,  as  I  prob¬ 
ably  have  wearied  it  myself.  But  I  think  the  House  and 
the  country  have  been  wearied  with  a  debate  that  might 
have  been  terminated  three  weeks  ago ;  and  so  far  as  this 
Government  is  concerned,  we  are  prepared  to  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  people. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  in  the  substance  of  his  closing  remarks.  I  think  it  is 
about  a  week  since  this  debate  was  dead,  and  it  is  pretty 
near  time  it  was  buried.  Before  it  died  I  was  minded 
myself  to  trouble  the  House,  in  order  to  answer  some  repre¬ 
sentations  made  by  some  hon.  members  of  my  own  public 
utterances.  But  I  do  not  intend  on  this  occasion  to  inflict 
on  the  House  any  suggestions  with  reference  to  those  utter¬ 
ances.  I  shall  simply  say,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
we  are  celebrating  the  obsequies  of  the  defunct  debate,  that 
I  do  not  accept  the  statements  which  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  have  made  of  my  public  utterances  on  various  occasions, 
and  I  do  not  wish  them  to  understand  that  they  go  unde¬ 
nied  because  I  do  not  enter  into  an  investigation  of  them. 
I  was  also  minded,  before  this  debate  closed,  to  say  some¬ 
thing  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  tariff  resolutions.  But  that 
is  a  difficult  operation,  because  we  do  not  know  from 
day  to  day  what  the  tariff  resolutions  are  to  be.  The 
hon.  gentleman  this  afternoon,  in  answer  to  an  hon.  member, 
who  asked  if  the  Government  would  alter  the  duty  on 
wheat,  said  that  the  Government  announced  their  tariff 
policy  when  they  brought  down  their  Budget ;  but  it  does 
not  seem  that  they  always  do  it,  because  the  tariff  resolu¬ 
tions  the  hon.  gentleman  announced  on  that  occasion  are 
very  different  from  those  he  expects  to  submit  to  our 
attention  in  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means ;  and  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  only  a  take  a  thought,  as  another  great 
person  was  asked  to  do,  and  alter  his  proposals  with 
reference  to  the  duties  on  inland  freight  charges,  we  shall 
have  a  very  different  Budget  in  the  committee  from  that  | 
Mr.  Hesson. 


which  he  proposed  in  his  speech.  But,  as  I  said,  it  is  not 
my  intention  to  trespass  on  the  attention  of  the  House,  with 
reference  to  the  financial  position  of  the  country  or  t^e 
policy  of  the  Administration  in  this  regard,  but  to  avail 
myself  of  the  constitutional  opportunity  afforded 
by  this  debate,  as  I  announced  my  intention  to  do 
this  afternoon,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  subject  of  considerable  pressing  importance, 
in  respect  to  which  I  do  not  conceive  that  this  House  or 
this  country  has  been  treated  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  ought  to  treat  it.  I  refer  to  the  events  which 
are  transpiring  at  this  moment  in  a  portion  of  the  Dominion, 
and  to  the  action  which  the  Government  has  taken  in 
reference  to  those  events.  The  Hou»e  will  recollect  that  on 
Monday  last  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
subject,  and  invited  them  to  give  the  House  such  informa¬ 
tion  as  they  could  upon  it.  On  that  that  occasion  the  First 
Minister  answered  me,  giving  me  as  the  reason  which  he 
understood  was  assigned  for  the  present  condition  of  things, 
that  some  letter  or  the  other  was  said  to  have  been  written, 
to  the  effect  that  Louis  Riel  was  not  a  British  subject.  He 
further  stated  that  certain  questions  connected  with  the 
half-breed  claims  were  in  process  of  settlement,  that  some 
of  their  demands  were  admitted  to  be  reasonable  and  that 
others  were  very  unreasonable  ;  but  he  informed  us  that 
nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of  rights  had  come  to  the 
cognisance  of  the  Government.  The  Winnipeg  Field  Battery 
had  not  been  dispatched  to  the  scene  of  action  ;  but,  he  said 
last  summer  it  was  deemed  prudent  to  have  some  additional 
force  near  Prince  Albert,  and  Fort  Carlton  had  been  occupied 
with  the  consent  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  by  a  con¬ 
siderable  force  of  Mounted  Police.  I  resumed  enquiry  on 
the  following  day.  I  asked  whether  the  Government 
had  any  additional  intelligence  to  communicate  to  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  said  they  had  nothing  fur¬ 
ther:  To-day  we  have  elicited  from  him  some  further 
information,  but  not  such  as,  I  believe,  the  occcasion  justi¬ 
fied,  or  rather  demanded.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  informed 
us  to-day,  it  having  become  public  in  the  newspapers,  that 
a  portion  of  the  militia  force  of  the  country  have  been 
enrolled  and  are  in  active  movement  towards  the  scene  of 
action,  and  he  gave  us  something  of  the  proximate  and 
something  of  the  remote  causes  to  which  he  said  the  dis¬ 
turbance  was  due.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  even  now  did 
not  give  us  that  information  which  I  think  it  was  his  duty 
to  have  given  us,  as  to  what  the  Government  are  doing. 
The  newspapers  tell  us  that  the  general  commanding  the 
forces  is  on  his  way  to,  if  he  has  not  reached,  Winnipeg,  in 
order  to  take  command  of  the  forces  which  are  to  be  engaged 
in  this  movement.  I  think  upon  that  subject  we  should 
have  been  informed,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
much  more  and  fuller  information  with  reference  to 
the  whole  causes  and  circumstances  which  have  preceded 
this  outbreak.  I  find  in  the  Ministerial  organs  statements 
made  upon  this  subject,  to  which  it  is  worth  while  to  refer. 
I  find  in  the  Mail  newspaper,  its  issue  of  the  25tb  inst.,  a 
special  despatch  from  the  correspondent  of  that  paper  at 
Winnipeg,  from  which  I  will  read  some  extracts : 

“  The  half-breeds  have,  undoubtedly,  good  grounds  for  complaining  ; 
but  they  do  not  intend  to  resort  to  physical  force,  regarding  that  as 
utterly  out  of  the  question.” 

Then  I  find : 

“  The  following  orders  were  issued  last  night— Military  District  No. 
10.— District  orders,  23rd  March.  Orders  having  been  this  day  received 
from  headquarters,  to  hold  the  Winnipeg  Field  Battery  and  90th  Battal¬ 
ion  Rifles  in  readiness  for  immediate  active  service,  these  corps  are 
hereby  notified  to  govern  themselves  accordingly.  The  officers  com¬ 
manding  the  above  corps  are  requested  to  make  the  necessary  arrange¬ 
ments  to  have  the  men  under  their  command  ready  for  embarkation  lor 
the  North-West  Territory  at  any  time  that  may  be  arranged  on  or  after 
the  above  mentioned  day.  Military  District  No.  10,  Headquarters  of 
90th  Battalion.  The  regiment  will  parade  Tuesday  evening,  24th  inst., 
etc.  Major  Jarvis,  commanding  the  Winnipeg  Field  Battery,  isBued  the 
following  orders  at  a  late  hour  The  Winnipeg  Field  Battery  having 
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received  orders  to  prepare  for  active  service,  are  recruiting  up  to 
full  strength.  They  will  parade  at  the  drill  shed,  and  so  forth. 

Now,  this  is  a  statement  in  a  telegram  from  Winnipeg,  dated 
24th  March,  and  speaking  of  the  orders  which  had  been 
received  from  Ottawa,  23rd  March;  yet  the  hon.  gentleman, 
when  ho  was  invited  to  give  us  explanations  on  the  23rd, 
vouchsafed  to  tell  us  that  the  Winnipeg  Field  Battery  had 
not  been  ordered  to  proceed  to  the  scene  of  disturbance,  but 
he  told  us  that  the  year  before  the  Government  thought 
prudent  to  occupy  Fort  Carlton  with  a  force  of  Mounted 
Folice.  Not  a  word  did  he  say  about  orders  having  been 
issued  to  the  Winnipeg  Field  Battery  to  hold  themselves  in 
readiness  to  depart  at  a  moment’s  notice,  or  about  the  90th 
Bifles  having  been  called  out,  and  he  let  the  House  adjourn 
on  that  occasion  without  giving  them  any  information  that 
such  a  step  had  been  taken  by  the  Government.  The  cor¬ 
respondent  goes  on  to  say : 

“  Governor  Dewdney,  Hudson  Bay  Company’s  Commissioner  Wrigley  > 
and  Lieut.-Col.  Houghton  held  a  conference  here  this  afternoon.  Mr. 
Wrigley  on  being  interviewed,  said  he  did  not  consider  there  was  anything 
at  all  alarming  in  the  situation.  There  had  not  been  one  drop  of  blood 
shed  or  a  single  shot  fired.  It  was  true  there  was  what  might  be  called 
an  uprising  in  Carlton  and  Bittleford,  bat  it  appeared  to  be  of 
periodical  occurrence.  This  time  the  misguided  half-breeds,  commanded 
by  the  outlaw,  Louis  Riel,  have  seized  and  made  prisoners  about  forty 
whites,  and  confined  them  in  a  church  at  St.  Laurent.  Among  the 
the  prisoners  are  (then  he  quotes  the  names)  *  *  *  *  Further 
reinforcements  of  police  are  proceeding  to  the  scene  of  trouble.” 

Then  the  Mail  newspaper  of  the  same  day,  in  its  editorial 
article,  says: 

“That  dissatisfaction  has  existed  among  the  half-breeds  in  the 
Saskatchewan  country  for  years  past  is  undeniable.  They  com¬ 
plain,  as  we  have  before  explained,  that  while  the  Metis  of  Manitoba 
were  given  grants  of  240  acres  under  the  Act  of  1870,  their  claims  have 
been  ignored;  and  they  say,  with  equal  truth,  that  the  Government 
should  at  least  give  them  free  patents  for  the  farms  which  they  have  been 
cultivating,  and  compensation  for  disturbances  in  cases  where  the 
Dominion  surveyors  may  find  it  necessary  to  re-arrange  the  shape  of  their 
holdings,  the  old  French  form  of  delimitation  being  at  variance  with  the 
modern  system.  These  claims  the  Interior  Department  is  trying  to 
adjust,  but  it  takes  time  to  deal  with  questions  affecting  the  rights  ol 
property.” 

Then  the  Montreal  Gazette,  another  organ  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  on  the  26th  inst.  published  a  dispatch  from  Winnipeg 
in  these  terms : 

“  There  is  little  doubt  but  that  the  French  half-breeds  are  mustering 
to  bring  pressure  on  the  Dominion  authorities  to  redeem  grievances 
that  they  think  have  existed  in  regard  to  land  claims  for  years,  and  raids 
are  believed  to  have  been  made  on  stores  of  both  the  Hudson’s  Bay  posts 
and  Indian  agents  and  the  officials  arrested,  to  be  held  as  hostages  for 
the  immediate  action  of  the  Federal  authorities.”  *  *  *  * 

“  Not  more  than  600  of  the  rebels  are  armed,  but  they  possess  Reming¬ 
ton  and  Winchester  rifles,  and,  from  long  experience  on  the  plains,  are 
skilled  in  their  use.  The  Indians  have  not  yet  been  induced  to  join  the 
rebels.  Pi-a-pot  is  the  only  chief  of  whom  the  authorities  are  afraid,  as 
Riel  and  his  agents  have  been  operating  with  the  Indians  north  of  Reg¬ 
ina  and  Qu’Appelle  with  some  success.  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  are 
200  miles  north-west  of  the  scene  of  the  troubles,  and  not  likely  to  be 
induced  to  rebel.  A  large  number  of  white  settlers  are  said  to  be  in 
sympathy  with  the  cause  of  the  trouble,  but  are  not  disposed  to  take  up 
arms,  feeling  sure  that  the  Dominion  Government  will  at  once  treat  with 
the  settlers  and  adjust  the  grievances.  Parties  who  have  been  on  lands 
for  years  have  been  unable,  it  is  claimed,  to  procure  their  patents,  and 
speculators  and  others,  who  have  given  fees  to  persons  having  influence, 
have  obtained  deeds  and,  in  many  instances,  taken  lands  over  the  heads 
of  the  first  settlers,  who  improved  them  for  fifteen  to  eighteen  years. 
This  is  the  real  cause  of  the  troubles.  The  militia  authorities  are  moving 
with  alacrity.  The  Rifle  regiment,  300  strong,  under  arms  for  two  days, 
paraded  to-night  in  full  force,  with  the  Field  Battery  and  brass  band. 
Five  thousand  people  must  have  thronged  the  main  street  during  the 
parade  to  the  depot,  where  125  men  ot  the  Rifles,  under  command  of 
Major  Boswell  and  CaptainB  Ruttan  and  Clark,  embarked  for  Qu’Appelle, 
taking  ammunition  and  supplies.  They  will  there  await  the  arrival  of 
the  remainder  of  the  battalion,  as  well  as  the  artillerv,  who  expect  to 
leave  on  Friday  with  General  Middleton,  now  en  route  to  Winnipeg.” 

Then  another  statement : 

“  A  prominent  Catholic  clergyman  telegraphed  last  night  from  Edmon¬ 
ton  that  the  announcement  that  the  Dominion  Government  had 
appointed  a  commission  to  consider  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  and 
investigate  the  cause  of  the  present  troubles  was  having  a  very  benefi¬ 
cial  and  pacific  effect  on  the  half-breeds.  He  expressed  the  opinion  that 
the  appointment  of  the  commission  would  result  in  an  amicable  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  difficulty.” 

And  then  there  is  a  note : 


“  No  official  notice  of  the  appointment  of  the  commission  alluded  to 
has  been  made,  so  far,  at  Ottawa.” 

Then  there  is  this  from  the  Ottawa  correspondent  of  the 
paper : 

“  As  a  precautionary  measure,  100  men  of  the  90th  Battalion,  Winnipeg, 
have  left  that  city  for  Qu’Appello,  when,  in  case  of  necessity,  they  will 
proceed  to  the  scene  of  operation.’  ’ 

Then,  in  to-day’s  edition  of  the  Government  organ  in  this 
city,  the  Citizen,  I  find  a  special  despatch  from  Winnipeg, 
giving  in  substance  the  same  information  as  that  I  have  just 
now  read  from  the  Mail  newspaper.  I  observe  that  the 
Government  newspapers,  while  they  give  this  account 
which  I  have  just  read  of  what  is  occurring,  and  these 
statements  as  to  the  causes  of  what  is  occurring,  in  their 
editorial  columns  complain  most  grievously  of  the  Opposition 
newspapers  and  the  course  they  are  taking  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  and  so  I  have  preferred,  in  view  of  the  vials  of 
wrath  which  are  being  poured  down  upon  these  unfortunate 
newspapers,  to  draw  my  information  solely  from  the  unim¬ 
peachable  organs  which  sustain  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
and  which,  of  course,  would  be  guided  by  the  highest  dictates 
of  patriotism,  of  prudence,  of  accuracy,  and  of  scrupulous 
regard  to  veracity  in  the  statements  they  make  in  reference 
to  the  conjuncture  which  has  occurred.  You  will  observe 
that  it  is  stated  in  these  papers  that  the  French  half-breeds 
have  had  grievances  for  years  ;  that  their  patonts  have  not 
issued,  and  that  influential  persons  have  influenced  officials 
and  obtained  lands  belonging  to  settlers ;  that  the  half-breeds 
have  good  grounds  of  complaint,  and  that  a  Government  com¬ 
mission  has  at  this  convenient  season  been  issue  J  upon  the 
subject.  And  it  is  very  plain,  from  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
told  us  this  afternoon,  that,  in  so  far  as  action  is  concerned, 
serious  action  was  decided  upon  by  the  Administration,  in 
the  way  of  putting  the  military  forces  of  the  country  in 
motion,  on  the  23rd,  the  period  at  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  think  fit  to  inform  this  House,  which  was  then  in 
session,  and  which  had  invited  him  to  give  it  information, 
upon  the  subject  at  all.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Government  has  not  done  that  which  it  ought  to  have  done 
in  this  regard.  I  say  it  is  a  very  serious  thing  that  the 
militia  forces  of  this  country  should  have  been  obliged  to 
be  called  out.  I  am  not  in  the  slightest  degree  condemning 
the  Administration  for  calling  them  out,  but  I  say  it  is  a 
serious  and  grave  occurrence.  For,  I  suppose,  nearly  two 
centuries,  the  law  of  England  has  been  that,  when  the 
militia  forces  of  that  country  are  called  out,  the  Parliament 
of  that  country  is  to  be  summoned  within  fourteen  days  from 
that  date,  and  that  law  has  been  altered  in  late  years,  I  think 
in  the  year  1875,  upon  the  consolidation  of  the  laws  regulat¬ 
ing  the  militia,  by  shortening  the  period  within  which  Par¬ 
liament  is  to  be  summoned  to  ten  days,  which  is  the 
present  law  there.  It  is  obvious  that  it  is  regarded 
as  a  reasonably  serious  thing  that  the  militia  should  be 
called  out,  not  as  we  sometimes  arrange  that  the  municipal 
authorities  shall  call  out  the  militia  for  purposes  of  avoid¬ 
ing  local  riots,  but  by  the  authority  of  the  Executive  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  that  the  Parliament,  the  great  council  of  the 
nation,  should  be  called  in  such  an  emergency.  Well,  Par¬ 
liament  was  sitting  at  this  time.  The  great  council  of  our 
country  was  sitting.  The  Government  decided  to  call  out 
the  troops  in  order  to  quell  this  disturbance,  and  did  not 
think  fit  to  inform  us  of  the  fact.  On  the  contrary,  being 
invited  to  give  us  information,  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us 
they  had  thought  it  prudent  last  year,  forsooth,  to  put 
100  men  of  the  Mounted  Police  in  Fort  Carlton,  but 
what  they  had  decided  upon  doing  that  very  day,  call¬ 
ing  out  a  battalion  and  a  company  of  artillei’y,  he  did  not 
think  fit  to  tell  us  anything  about.  The  action  of  last  year 
was  news  to  us,  not  very  fresh,  but  still  it  was  news,  but 
what]  they  had  done  now  he  did  not  state.  The  diffi¬ 
culties  are  stated  by  Commissioner  Wrigley,  in  the 
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interview  I  have  read  from  the  columns  of  the 
Mail.  It  is  true,  he  says,  there  is  a  disturbance  at 
Carlton  and  Battleford.  but  it  is  one  of  the  periodical 
disturbances  which  are  always  going  on  there.  According 
to  him,  that  country  is  in  a  condition  of  chronic  distur¬ 
bance,  and  we  know  there  was  some  trouble,  not  with  the 
half-breeds,  upon  the  occasion  to  which  I  am  about  to  refex-, 
but  with  the  Indians,  during  the  last  summer.  The  Sas¬ 
katchewan  Herald,  of  the  26th  June,  1884,  gives  an  account 
of  the  trouble  that  then  arose  with  the  Indians,  which 
appears  to  have  been  for  a  short  time  a  critical  state  of 
affairs.  We  had,  of  course,  some  information  from  the 
ordinary  sources  of  public  information  of  trouble  brewing  in 
the  North-West  in  this  quarter.  We  were  aware  from  the 
newspapers  of  the  visit  of  Louis  Riel  to  those  quarters. 
The  newspapers  informed  us,  in  the  month  of  July  last, 
that,  at  the  request  of  some  of  the  inhabitants  of  those 
quarters,  Riel  had  gone  into  the  North-West,  and  then 
spoke  thus : 

“  Considering,  then,  that  my  interests 'are  identical  with  yours,  1 
accept  your  very  kind  invitation,  and  will  go  and  spend  some  months 
amongst  you,  in  the  hope  that,  by  petitioning  the  Government,  we 
will  obtain  the  redress  of  all  our  grievances.” 

The  committee  say : 

“  Mr.  Riel  comes  to  help  us  without  any  pretensions.  He  hopes  that 
before  long  the  North-West  will  be  quite  united,  and  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  see  its  way  to  do  what  is  right  towards  every  class  of  our 
people.” 

At  a  meeting  afterwards  held  at  Pi’ince  Albert,!  at  which 
Riel  was  the  chief  speaker,  he  said  : 

“  He  knew  that  his  hearers  were  laboring  under  Government  diffi¬ 
culties,  and  urged  that,  that  they  should  seek  the  proper  remedy,  sug¬ 
gested  that  instead  of  petitioning  for  each  of  their  rights,  severally,  and 
struggling  for  each  in  turn,  they  should  apply  for  them  all  at  once. 
The  three  districts  of  Assmiboia,  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan  should 
apply  for  admission  to  the  Confederation  as  Provinces,  ask  for  Legisla¬ 
tures  of  their  own,  and  responsible  government,  and  take  all  the  steps 
within  constitutional  limits  to  secure  their  rights.  If  the  people  were 
denied  some  of  their  rights,  they  should  take  all  they  can  gain,  without 
yielding  the  rest,  and  they  would  thus  keep  in  their  hands  the  key  needed 
to  open  future  difficulties.” 

Then  the  newspaper  from  which  I'have  made  these  quota¬ 
tions,  the  Globe  newspaper,  adds: 

“  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  this  invitation  of  Riel  by  the  half-breeds 
to  return  to  Canada,  resume  the  leadership  of  them,  and  guide  their 
efforts  for  the  redress  of  the  grievances  of  which  they  complain,  is 
serious  matter.  They  declare  that  their  purposes  are  peaceful,  and 
Riel  talks  peace.  We  are  willing  to  believe  that  they  mean  what  they 
say.  But  they  must  have  regarded  the  grievances  of  which  they  com¬ 
plain  as  very  grave  indeed,  and  must  almost  have  despaired  of  obtaining 
justice  from  the  Dominion  Government  by  ordinary  means,  when  they 
resolved  to  invite  the  man  who  led  them  in  rebellion  to  return  to  Canada 
and  place  himself  at  their  head.” 

That  was  the  state  of  things  with  reference  to  Riel  last  sum¬ 
mer,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  informed  us,  within  a  day 
day  or  two,  that  the  Goveimment  thought  it  so  serious  that 
they  thought  it  necessary  to  obtain  the  permission  of  the 
Hudson’s  Bay  Company  to  occupy  Fort  Carlton,  which  is  a 
defensible  post,  with  100  men  of  the  Mounted  Police,  in 
view  of  what  was  then  going  on.  1  observe  an  inter¬ 
view  reported  in  the  Globe  newspaper,  of  the  3rd  of  January 
last,  with  Mr.  S.  E.  Chapleau,  sheriff  of  the  North-West,  a 
Government  official : 

“Mr.  Chapleau  states  that  Riel  has  been,  to  all  appearances,  very 
quiet  during  the  summer,  but  it  is  well  known  that  he  is  secretly 
advising  the  half-breeds  to  make  a  demand  upon  the  Government  f.  r 
compensation  for  the  whole  North-West.  Riel’s  argument  is,  that  the 
whole  country  belonged  to  the  half-breeds  and  Indians  before  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  took  possession,  and  that,  to  extinguish  the  half-breed 
claim,  a  sum  equal  to  25  cents  for  every  acre  of  land  sold  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  be  paid  to  them.” 

There  is  the  condition  of  affairs,  as  far  as  we  are  informed. 
You  find  it  stated  in  various  Government  organs  that  there 
have  been  complaints  and  dissatisfaction  amongst  the  half- 
breeds  for  several  years.  You  find  it  stated  by  the  Mail 
newspaper,  the  principal  organ  of  the  Government,  that 
these  complaints,  or  some  of  these  complaints  and  griev- 1 
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ances,  are  well  founded  and  ought  to  be  redressed.  You 
find  it  apparent  that  they  called  upon  Louis  Riel  to  come 
and  help  them  and  lead  them  last  summer.  You  find  it 
apparent  that  he  came.  You  find  it  clear  that,  although  he 
was  talking  peace,  as  the  newspaper  I  have  quoted  says, 
the  situation  was  somewhat  critical.  You  find  the  Govern¬ 
ment  l-ecognising  that  fact  in  one  sense,  by  taking  pre¬ 
cautionary  steps  with  inference  to  the  occupation  of  Fort 
Carlton,  but  you  find  no  active  step  taken,  that  we  can  see,  to 
prevent  this  long-continued  condition  of  dissatisfaction  from 
coming  to  that  head  to  which  it  appeared  to  have  been  coming. 
I  have  looked  at  the  reports  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
for  the  last  few  years,  with  a  view  to  seeing  what  their 
views  were.  It  is  almost  worth  while  perhaps  to  advert  to 
some  of  these  reports,  first  of  all  with  reference  to  the 
claim  of  those  who  are  actually  settled  along  the  river 
banks  in  that  quarter  of  the  countiy,  and  who  had  taken 
up  their  lands  according  to  the  French  fashion — a  long, 
narrow  frontage  lot.  That  claim  appeal’s  to  have  been 
recognised  as  a  reasonable  one  a  long  time  ago,  because  I 
have  before  me  a  map  of  the  surveys  that  have  been  made 
under  the  new  system,  and  in  those  parts  I  find  cut  out 
of  the  regular  rectangular  system  of  survey,  those  lots 
which  fronted  upon  the  river.  One  would  almost  suppose 
from  some  portion  of  these  complaints  that  that  policy  had 
been  departed  from  since.  But  I  am  loath  to  believe  it ;  I 
do  not  say  it ;  I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  a  distinct 
assui’ance  upon  this  point ;  but  I  can  hardly  conceive 
that  anything  so  uni’easonable  should  have  been  done. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  what  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  to  depart  from  the  policy  which  was 
arranged  in  1878,  of  leaving  the  lands  which  were  actually 
occupied  by  these  people  in  long  and  irregular  lots,  to  be 
occupied  by  them,  and  their  titles  to  be  settled  according  to 
their  occupation  practically,  instead  of  insisting  upon  the 
l’ectangular  system  of  survey  to  the  disturbance  of  their 
homesteads.  I  do  not  charge  the  Govei’nment  with  having 
come  to  this  conclusion,  because  we  have  no  information, 
but  it  is  one  of  the  things  upon  which  we  ought  to  have 
information,  and  if  in  that  there  is  nothing,  then  one  of  the 
alleged  causes  of  grievances  could  not  have  had  any  effect 
at  all.  Now,  then,  in  the  year  1881,  I  find  His  Excellency 
informed,  in  the  report  of  the  Department  of  the  Interioi-, 
as  follows : — 

“  Your  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  learn  that  the  white  and  half- 
breed  population  of  the  Territories  have,  throughout  the  past  season, 
enjoyed  complete  immunity  from  contagious  and  epidemic  disease,  that 
their  crops  have  been  good,  that  commerce  has  been  brisk,  and  that  alto¬ 
gether  they  have  experienced  during  the  year  the  inestimable  advan¬ 
tages  of  peace,  confidence  and  prosperity.” 

Then  I  come  to  the  report  of  the  next  year,  and  I  find  it 
stated  : 

“  The  condition  of  the  half-breed  population  of  the  Territories,  and 
the  claims  which  have  been  preferred  in  their  behalf,  to  be  dealt  with 
somewhat  similarly  to  those  of  the  half  breeds  of  the  Red  River,  have 
been  receiving  careful  consideration,  with  a  view  to  meeting  them  rea¬ 
sonably.” 

Then,  in  the  year  1883,  I  find  it  stated  : 

“  In  the  Edmonton  district,  surveys  of  lands  settled  on  have  been 
completed  ;  and  when  the  report  of  the  surveyors,  to  whom  the  duty  was 
entrusted,  has  been  examined  and  approved  in  the  usual  way,  the  claims 
of  actual  settlers  at  that  point  will  be  considered  and  disposed  of.” 

I  find  also  the  report  of  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Surveys,  who 
says : 

“A  survey  has  been  made  of  the  old  settlement  at  Edmonton.  The 
adjustment  suggested  of  the  claims  between  the  settlers  seems  to  have 
been  made  to  the  general  satisfaction  of  the  parties  concerned.” 

Then  I  turn  to  the  report  for  the  year  1884,  and  I  find  only 
one  statement,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  which  bears  upon  the 
case,  and  that  is  the  report  of  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of 
the  North-West  Territory,  who  says: 

‘‘In  conclusion,  I  may  state  that  there  is  a  general  contentment 
throughout  the  Territories  and  great  confidence  in  the  future.  My 
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experience  of  five  years  in  the  Territories  has  convinced  me  that  there 
can  be  no  better  country  for  settlers,  with  even  a  slight  knowledge  of 
farming  and  a  small  capital,  or  where  a  comfortable  home  can  be 
secured  at  so  small  a  cost  and  in  so  short  a  time.” 

Then  we  come  to  the  year  1885.  The  report  for  the  year 
1884  is  presented  for  this  year  of  1885,  in  which  the  same 
reference  is  made  to  the  claims  of  the  old  settlers : 

“  At  the  time  the  offices  of  Deputy  Head  and  Surveyor-General  were 
separated,  and  Mr.  Lindsay  Russell  was  charged  with  the  duties  apper¬ 
taining  to  the  latter  position,  it  was  provided  that  he  should  also 
investigate  and  settle  the  claims  to  land  bv  virtue  of  long  occupations 
advanced  by  the  old  settlers  along  the  North  Saskatchewan.  When  it  was 
found  that  Mr.  Russell’s  health  did  not  admit  of  his  visiting  the  settle¬ 
ments,  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed  remitting  this  portion  of  his  work 
to  the  Land  Board.  Accordingly,  early  in  the  year,  Mr.  Pearce  went  to 
Prince  Albert,  and  from  thence  to  Battleford,  Edmonton  and  St.  Albert, 
and  made  a  careful  personal  enquiry  into  all  the  claims  of  this  class  at 
those  places,  with  the  result  that  all,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  at 
Battleford  and  Edmonton,  have  been  finally  and  satisfactorily  disposed 
of.  The  only  claims  of  old  settlers  remaining  unsettled  are  at  Lac  la 
Biche,  Victoria  and  Battle  River.  The  necessary  investigation  at  the 
two  latter  places  will  be  made  early  next  spring,  but  the  claims  at  Lac 
ja  Biche  cannot  be  properly  adjusted  until  the  surveys  reach  that  point.” 

Then,  turning  to  the  report  from  the  Dominion  Land  Com¬ 
missioner  of  the  Saskachewan  claims  I  find  : 

“  The  question  of  the  claims  of  old  settlers  on  the  Saskatchewan  is  one 
of  long  standing  ;  but,  with  the  exception  of  the  claims  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  Prince  Albert,  nothing  could  be  done  in  the  matter  until  the 
surveys  were  completed.  These  surveys  were  not  finished  until  this 
summer,  and  could  not  have  been  completed  at  an  earlier  date  ;  for, 
had  these  been  prosecuted  in  any  other  way  than  the  one  adopted,  it 
would  have  been  at  a  great  sacrifice  of  both  accuracy  and  economy. 

“Very  full  reports  accompanied  the  evidence  forwarded  to  the  Min¬ 
ister  so  soon  as  the  investigations  were  completed.  The  claims  at  Prince 
Albert  have  been  finall  disposed  of.  Those  at  the  other  points  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  be  settled  within  a  few  weeks 

“The  most  liberal  construction  possible  under  the  circumstances  was 
put  upon  all  the  claims  ;  and,  judging  by  the  result  at  Prince  Albert,  it 
is  confidently  anticipated  that  the  percentage  of  claimants  who  will  be 
dissatisfied  therewith  will  be  very  small— probably  not  5  per  cent. — and 
of  these  more  than  one-half  will  be  only  on  the  grounds  that  their  claims 
have  not  had  as  liberal  treatment  as  the  claims  of  others.  It  may  be 
said  of  these  claimants— upwards  of  seven  hundred  in  number— that,  as 
a  class,  the  ‘land  shark  ’  formed  a  very  small  number. 

“  The  difficulty  in  obtaining  explicit  evidence  has  been  referred  to  in 
the  special  reports  ;  and  in  this  it  need  only  be  mentioned  that  this 
difficulty  did  not  arise  from  unwillingness,  but  from  inability. 

“It  is  somewhat  remarkable  that,  out  of  the  large  number  of  cases 
investigated,  but  few  were  advanced  through  a  residence  on  and  peace¬ 
able  possession  of  the  land  on  the  15th  July,  1870  ;  the  only  points  at 
which  such  were  preferred  being  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Albert — some 
half  dozen  at  the  former,  and  about  forty  at  the  latter.  This  would  go 
to  demonstrate  that  it  has  been  only  within  the  past  few  years  that  any 
idea  of  making  a  livelihood  by  husbandry  has  occurred  to  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district;  and,  when  this  fact  is  considered,  the  progress  they  have 
made  is  really  wonderful.  ” 

Now,  these  are  all  the  statements  which  I  have  been  able  to 
find  bearing  on  this  subject,  with  the  exception  of  one,  and 
that  is  an  allusion,  in  a  report  two  or  three  years  ago,  in 
reference  to  the  claims  to  be  treated  in  a  manner  analagous 
to  that  which  was  accorded  to  the  halt-breeds  of  Manitoba 
— one  slight  allusion  to  that  subject ,  and  it  is  the  only 
allusion  that  you  find  in  these  reports.  But  you  find  a 
statement  that  a  process  of  adjustment,  slow  indeed,  pro¬ 
crastinating,  has  been  going  on  with  reference  to  those  in 
actual  occupation ;  and  as  to  the  other  part,  it  is  going  to  be 
considered  with  a  view  to  reasonable  treatment  being 
administered.  Now,  Sir,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  long  ago  to  have  disposed  ot 
these  questions.  It  seems  to  me  that  they  have  been  com¬ 
plicated,  and  the  difficulties  have  been  enhanced  by  a  sys¬ 
tematic  delay  or  neglect  of  their  treatment;  and  that 
only  after  the  statements  which  I  have  road,  after  the 
statements  from  the  Government  organs;  which  admitted 
a  chronic  state  of  dissatisfaction  to  have  oxisted  in  that 
country  for  years,  which  also  admitted  territorial  grounds 
for  that  state  of  dissatisfaction — the  one  circumstance  was 
added  that  Louis  Biel  had  been  asked  to  go  into  the  coun¬ 
try.  But  when  the  Government  felt  that  the  situation 
was  so  serious  that  it  was  necessary  to  act  in  some  way 
or  .other  in  order  to  preserve  the  peace  by  the  occu¬ 
pation  of  Fort  Carleton,  whatever  impressed  it  on  their 


minds  as  a  thing  still  more  essential — and  I  admit  that  it 
was  essential ;  I  admit  that  their  prime  duty  was  to  see 
that  the  forces  at  their  disposal  wore  so  placed  as  to  be 
enabled  to  the  utmost  to  preserve  the  peace — I  say  it  was 
their  prime  duty  to  havo  addressed  themselves  to  the 
removal  of  these  causes  of  discontent,  to  havo 
addressed  themselves  to  such  measures  as  would 
provent  this  festering  sore  from  festering  still 
further,  and  this  outbreak  from  taking  place.  Force 
is  no  remedy  there  any  more  than  elsewhere.  Bat 
what  they  did  was  to  appeal  to  force,  to  put  100  men  of  the 
mounted  police  into  Fort  Carleton,  and  we  hear  that  they 
did  nothing  more.  We  did  not  hear  of  the  situation  being 
grave,  of  any  difficulty  existing.  The  report  speaks  of 
nothing  but  peace,  prosperity  and  contentment,  and  they 
tell  us  in  those  reports,  this  year,  in  lespeetto  the  only 
claims  which  they  admit  at  all,  which  they  think  worth 
mentioning  in  the  reports,  that  they  are  almost  all  settled, 
and  settled  in  a  manner  eminently  satisfactory.  From  out¬ 
side,  I  hear  a  report  that  a  very  considerable  number  of 
persons,  insignificant  indeed,  compared  with  the  armed 
forces  which  are  advancing  to  meet  them,  but  a  consider¬ 
able  number  of  persons,  with  their  families,  settled  within  a 
recent  period  on  lands  which  belong  to  some  colonisation 
company,  or  which  had  been  assigned  to  some  colonisation 
company,  which  had  not  been  surveyed  and  which  the  colo¬ 
nisation  company  would  not  take  possession  of  because  they 
had  not  been  surveyed.  And  there  has  been  a  difficulty 
going  on  for  some  time  past,  the  colonisation  company  cal¬ 
ling  on  the  Government  to  give  them  their  lands  after 
being  surveyed,  because  sinco  then  they  have  been  sur- 
veyed,andthe  Government  declining  to  exercise  their  powers 
of  ejectment,  whatever  they  may  be,  over  settlers  on  those 
lands— I  say  a  difficulty  existed.  I  have  no  doubt  whatever 
that  there  is  correspondence  upon  this  subject,  that  there 
are  reports  on  this  subject ;  and  I  cannot  conceive,  with  the 
hoards  and  hosts  of  officials,  from  the  Lieutenant-Governor 
of  the  North-West  down,  with  the  inspector  of  colonisation 
companies,  with  the  commissioners  and  assistant  commis¬ 
sioners  in  the  North-West,  that  the  Government  has  not 
demanded  or,  even  without  demand,  has  not  received  reports 
from  time  to  time,  informing  them  as  to  what  the  condition 
of  the  country  was,  as  to  what  the  nature  of  the  feeling 
was,  of  what  the  difficulty  was  which  grew  up  and  culmi¬ 
nated  in  this  disturbance.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
Government  should  have  allowed  this  matter  to  get  to  this 
head,  having  had  a  warning  when  Riel  came  into  that 
country  last  summer,  having  accepted  the  warning  by 
putting  in  a  force  within  striking  distance,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  of  the  scene  of  action—that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  did  not  take  intelligent  and  well-concerted  measures 
to  remove  the  causes  of  grievance,  whatever  they  may  be, 
is,  in  my  opinion,  an  act  worthy  of  very  general  condem¬ 
nation.  It  certainly  demands  explanation  at  the  hands  of 
the  Government  to  this  House,  because  they  could  not  have 
inflicted  a  more  serious  blow  upon  our  prospects  in  the 
North-West  than  they  have  done  by  permitting  this  outbreak 
to  get  to  this  head.  I  do  not  care  what  its  proportions  are ; 

I  trust  they  are  as  insignificant  as  some  of  the  news¬ 
papers  tell  us  they  are.  I  have  not  ventured  myself  to 
estimate  them.  I  have  given  the  account  which  the  Minis¬ 
terial  organs  give  of  them,  and  that  alone.  That  they  are 
considered  important  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  you  have  a 
force  of  some  580  armed  men,  of  whom  190  are  mounted, 
and  half  a  battery  of  artillery  in  full  array  marching 
toward  the  scene  of  action, 'with  General  Middleton,  com¬ 
manding  the  forces  of  Canada,  as  we  are  informed  by  the 
newspapers,  ob  his  way  to  join  those  forces  and  see  that 
everything  is  well  and  rightly  done.  I  say  that  the  cir¬ 
cumstance  that  the  Government  should  have  thought  this 
of  sufficient  importance  to  demand  such  a  demonstration  in 
force  and  such  action  as  this,  is,  of  itself,  though  I  do  not, 
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in  the  least  degree,  blame  the  Government  for  calling  out 
the  troops,  although  they  may  have  acted  in  the  wisest 
manner,  is,  of  itself,  an  unfoi’tunate  event.  It  is  an  unfor¬ 
tunate  circumstanco,  because  it  will  be  made  to  appear  that 
this  affair,  slight  though  it  may  be,  is  yet  serious  enough  to 
call  out  this  action  and  this  display  of  force,  and  the  opin¬ 
ions  of  people  outside,  in  which  their  good  opinion  as 
to  the  peace,  the  order,  the  contentment,  the  prosperity,  the 
good  administration,  the  safety,  the  security  and  the  har¬ 
mony  in  which  we  dwell,  which  is  important  to  us  at  this 
junction,  and  particularly  with  respect  to  this  locality,  will 
be  rudely  shaken  by  the  occurrence  of  the  last  few 
days.  I  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  having  found  it 
necessary  to  take  this  action,  ought  to  have  informed  us ; 
and  they  ought  to  have  informed  us  fully  of  the  action  they 
deemed  it  necessary  to  take.  When  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  asked,  and  even  without  his  being  asked,  what  was 
being  done  on  the  23rd,  we  should  have  known  then  that 
the  Government  had  decided  that  the  field  battery  and 
battalion  should  be  called  out ;  we  should  have  known  that 
they  had  taken  this  step.  Although  hon.  gentlemen  were 
asked,  wo  were  not  told  it.  It  is  hardly  possible  that  the 
decision  should  have  been  reached  after  the  session  of  the 
House,  and  at  a  late  hour  ;  but  if  the  information  given  at 
an  earlier  hour  became  incorrect  by  change  of  events  at  a 
subsequent  time,  before  the  House  adjourned,  the  informa¬ 
tion  should  have  boen  given  us  and  an  opportunity  afforded 
of  deciding  as  to  the  exact  condition  of  affairs,  so  far  as  the 
Government  knew  it.  But  the  Government  seems  to  have 
treated  th:s  question  with  apathy  and  neglect.  What  force 
thero  is  in  the  accusation,  launched  at  them  by  their  most 
devoted  partisans  through  the  columns  of  the  public 
press,  that  the  lands  of  the  settlers  havo  been  patented 
for  favorites  and  supporters,  through  bribes  given 
to  officials,  I  cannot  say;  I  do  not  know.  It 
is  not  their  enemies  who  havo  said  this  but  their  own 
familiar  friends,  their  influential,  their  patriotic,  their  sub¬ 
sidised  organs.  However  that  may  be,  we  know  they  have 
boen  very  active  in  the  North-West ;  so  active,  that  with 
other  things  they  have  not  had  time  to  attend  to  this  one. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  the  other 
day,  caused  a  large  bundle  of  documents  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House;  and  it  was  not  the  only  packago  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  can  cause  to  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
because  there  is  another  and  a  still  larger  bundle  of  similar 
documents  on  a  similar  subject.  He  can  find  thousands  of 
applications  for  timber  limits  and  grants  of  land  in  the 
North-West.  He  can  find  influential  members  of  Parlia. 
ment,  influential  partisans  of  the  Government  outside  of  Par. 
liament,  influential  members  from  all  quarters  of  the  Domi_ 
nion  who  havo  made  application ;  ho  can  find  that  there  was 
the  carcase  at  which  the  eagles  that  follow  in  the  wake  of 
the  Government  were  gathered  together ;  and  I  suppose 
the  effort  to  organise  those  various  applications  to  suit  and 
please  everybody,  that  everybody  and  his  son-in-law  or 
daughter-in-law,  or  his  friend,  or  his  ally,  should  have  a 
suitable  timber  limit,  or  mine,  or  location  of  some  kind,  was 
perhaps  enough  to  exhaust  the  energies  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  leave  them  little  time  to  deal,  in  the  course  of 
the  seven  or  eight  years  during  which  the  claims  have  been 
pending  with  them,  until  they  have  reached  this  head.  I  say 
it  is  most  unfortunate  that  this  question  was  not  dealt  with. 
What  is  done  now  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  forsooth,  that 
he  has  issued  a  commission.  I  asked,  When  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  one  of  the  commissioner’s 
selected  was  selected  some  time  ago,  but  he  resigned. 
Perhaps  he  did  not  want  to  go  into  that  quarter  just  then, 
so  he  said  another  has  been  selected.  I  asked,  When  ?  He 
replied,  the  other  day.  I  supposo  that  means  the  day  before 
yesterday.  It  means  as  soon  as  the  row  broke  out,  when 
the  militia  was  called  out,  when  the  trouble  had  come.  The 
hon.  gentleman  thon  thought  it  worth  while  to  issue  a  com- 
Mr.  Blakj:. 


mission  to  investigate  the  new  and  fresh  grievances  of 
the  half-breeds  of  the  North-West,  which  he  had  not  been 
able  to  glance  at  for  a  long  time;  and  he  hopes,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  cavalry,  of  the  foot  guards,  of  the  artillery, 
of  the  militia-men,  and  of  General  Middleton  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  olive  branch,  to  be  borne  by  his  commissioners 
on  the  other,  he  may  get  himself  out  of  the  scrape.  I  am 
sure  I  hope  he  will ;  but  without  serious  damage  having 
resulted  to  the  country,  by  having  allowed  this  matter  to 
go  so  long  and  so  far,  and  reach  this  point,  without  taking 
the  proper  steps,  that,  I  regret  to  say,  is  absolutely  impos¬ 
sible.  Now,  we  have  a  peculiar  anxiety  to  know  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  going  to  do  on  this  occasion,  having 
regard  to  the  personnel  involved  in  this  transaction.  What 
will  he  do  with  Louis  Biel  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Catch  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Some  years  ago  the  hon.  gentleman 
announced  in  the  town  of  Peterborough  that  “  he  wished  to 
God  he  could  catch  Louis  Riel.”  Riel  was  at  that  time  out 
of  the  country ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  inveighed  against 
me  as  being  the  cause  of  his  being  unable  to  gratify  that 
fervent  prayer  to  his  Maker,  that  patriotic  aspiration  for 
his  country,  because,  forsooth,  with  the  almost  unanimous 
assent  of  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  I  had  caused  to  be 
issued  a  proclamation,  offering  a  reward  for  the  arrest  and 
trial  of  the  same  Louis  Riel.  He  said  by  issuing  that  pro¬ 
clamation  I  had  forced  him  across  the  line,  where,  in  safety 
and  comfort  and  security,  he  could  plot  against  the  peace  of 
Canada;  and  the  patriotic  cheers  of  his  Tory  friends 
greeted  the  hon.  gentleman’s  fervent  prayer  that  he  wished 
to  God  he  might  catch  him,  and  those  patriotic  cheers  were 
redoubled  when  they  found  that  it  was  due  to  the  malign 
influence  of  the  humble  individual  who  now  addresses  you, 
by  offering  a  reward  for  Louis  Riel,  that  he  had  crossed  the 
border,  and  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  fervent  prayer  could 
not  be  realised.  A  little  while  afterwards,  in  the  course  of 
some  investigations  which  went  on  here,  a  right  rev¬ 
erend  prelate  informed  us — and  he  brought  the  let¬ 
ters  to  prove  it— that  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
appointed  him  a  special  commissioner  to  arrange  with 
Louis  Riel  to  leave  the  country ;  that  he  had  handed  him 
out  of  tho  secret  service  money  $1,000,  to  pay  his  expenses 
when  he  was  out  of  the  country ;  and  that  it  was  at  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  own  instance,  at  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
request,  with  the  public  moneys  of  this  country,  supplied 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  purpose,  that  Riel  was  induced 
to  leave  Canada  and  remain  in  the  foreign  country  to  which, 
he  said,  Louis  Riel  had  been  driven  by  me,  and  where,  he 
said,  wrongly  driven  by  me,  he  was  plotting  in  peace,  and 
safety,  and  security,  against  the  country.  Under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  it  is  extremely  desirable  that  we  should  know, 
what  will  he  do  with  him  ?  What  is  the  hon.  gentleman 
going  to  do  with  Louis  Riel  on  this  occasion  ?  He  told  us 
with— I  was  going  to  say  naiveU — but  that  word  would 
hardly  be  applicable  to  the  hon.  gentleman — this  afternoon, 
that  he  had  received  a  sort  of  intimation,  that  Riel  had 
actually  expressed  a  sort  of  an  idea  that  if  he  got  a  sum  of 
money  out  of  the  public  treasury  he  would  not  disturb  them 
any  more.  Of  course,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  was 
impossible — for  the  second  time  such  a  thing  was  impossible. 
Why  should  he  think  so?  Where  did  Riel  learn  the  lesson? 
Who  taught  him  it  paid  to  kick  up  a  row  here,  that  he  might 
get  an  Archbishop  to  negotiate  for  the  public  money  of 
Canada  to  consolo  him  ?  It  was  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
ho  learned  the  lesson  which  he  was  endeavoring  to  repeat 
this  year,  but  which,  the  hon.  gentleman  forcibly  says,  could 
not  be  thought  of  on  this  occasion — I  suppose  from  the  fact 
that  no  secret  service  money  was  available.  There  is  yet 
another  policy  which  may  be  adopted.  The  hon.  gentleman 
may  catch  him,  or  he  might  bribe  him  to  go  away,  or  he 
might  do  what  one  of  his  most  influential  organs  suggests 
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lie — no,  not  he,  might  do,  for  we  know  that  these  things 
are  never  done  by  persons  in  authority,  but  a  little  bird 
suggests  them,  and  thoy  get  done  some  how  or  other.  Here 
is  the  suggestion : 

“  But  one  thing  is  clear,  namely,  that  when  Eiel  is  captured  he  ought 
to  be  strung  up  on  the  first  convenient  tree,  without  ceremony.” 

Now,  that  is  a  sort  of  sanguinary  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
question— a  summary  method  of  punishment.  Where  do  I 
find  it  ?  Why,  I  find  it  in  the  Montreal  Gazette — in  the 
special  correspondence  from  Ottawa,  of  the  Montreal  Gazette, 
of  the  23rd  of  March.  Now,  is  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  ?  Is  it  to  be  understood — indicated  as  this  is 
by  the  Montreal  Gazette,  by  its  special  correspondent  at 
Ottawa,  where  the  Government  is,  and  where  the  corres¬ 
pondent  is,  and  where  the  principal  proprietor  is,  and  where 
are  the  sources  from  which  it  draws  its  wealth  and  means — 
I  say  is  it  to  be  understood  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  to  establish  lynch  law,  and  string  up  Louis  Riel  to 
a  tree,  in  short  order  ?  We  have  a  variety  of  policies.  We 
have  the  two  policies  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  which  I 
referred,  and  now  we  have  the  Montreal  Gazette  policy  ; 
and  really  under  the  circumstances  we  are  pardonably 
anxious  to  know  what  he  will  do  about  it.  I  say  it  is  our 
duty  to  vindicate  the  national  authority  which  has  been 
outraged,  to  restore  the  peace  which  has  been  disturbed — 
decidedly,  but  if  it  be  at  all  possible,  without  the  shedding 
of  one  drop  of  blood.  I  say  that  that  done,  the  course  of  law 
should  be  pursued,  the  course  of  law  and  justice  should  be 
pursued  in  the  regular  course  of  law  and  order  ;  and  I  regret 
extremely  that  in  the  columns  of  an  influential  Canadian 
newspaper  a  suggestion  so  disgraceful  as  that  this  act 
should  be  committed  should  have  appeared.  But  there  is 
more  to  do  than  that.  There  is  more  to  do  than  vindi¬ 
cate  the  national  authority  and  vindicate  the  course  of 
justice  and  law.  There  is  the  redress  of  whatever  grievances 
may  exist — those  grievances  which  are  said  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  organs  to  be  substantial — those  grievances  which 
existed  for  a  long  time,  and  which  the  issuance  of  this 
commission  indicates  must  have  existed.  There  is  another 
thing  which  is  to  be  done ;  for  us  more  is  to  be  done.  We 
ought  to  receive  full  information ;  we  ought  to  have  that 
information  which  will  enable  us  to  know  where  the 
responsibility  has  to  be  fixed  for  the  delays,  for  the  apathy, 
for  the  procrastination,  for  the  neglect,  for  the  want  ol 
proper  regard  and  apprehension  of  the  situation,  the  want 
of  proper  decision  and  fair  dealing  in  the  administration 
of  power  which  have  resulted  in  the  present  state 
of  things.  We  want  full  information  upon  it.  There 
must  be  information  in  the  records  of  the  Government. 
They  must  havo  in  their  offices  reports  on  this  subject. 
If  they  do  not  know,  if  their  officers  in  that  country 
have  not  reported,  we  want  to  know  it.  We  want  to 
know  what  they  are  doing  with  a  Lieutenant-Governor 
there,  and  other  officials,  who  have  not  been  able  to 
find  out  that  this  case,  has  not  been  serious.  But  there  must 
be  some  information;  because  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us, 
the  other  day,  that  he  thought  it  prudent  to  fortify  Fort 
Carlton  and  throw  a  force  of  men  into  it,  so  that  there  must 
have  been  news  justifying  such  a  course  as  long  ago  as  last 
summer.  Why  was  not  a  commission  issued  then,  since  it 
had  been  found  that  this  disturber  of  the  peace  was  in  the 
country  and  remained  there?  Why  were  not  the  steps 
which  are  now  regarded  as  fit  to  be  taken  for  a  peaceable 
solution  of  the  difficulty  not  then  taken  ?  We  want  full  and 
immediate  information  of  every  description,  which  may 
enable  us  to  ascertain  what  these  grievances  are,  and  of  how 
long  standing  they  are ;  what  steps  have  been  taken  towards 
redressing  them  ;  what  information  the  Government  has 
asked  from  its  officers,  from  time  to  time,  to  appreciate  the 
situation  ;  what  information  has  from  time  to  time  been 
received,  with  a  view  of  dealing  with  the  situation  ;  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  learned  last  summer  :  what  he  did 
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last  summer,  besides  throwing  the  police  into  Fort  (jar  1  ton  ; 
and,  in  a  word,  we  want  to  know  how  it  comes  that  a  long¬ 
standing  condition  of  grievances  and  dissatisfaction,  notori¬ 
ous,  at  aDy  rate,  for  a  very  considerable  time,  has  resulted 
in  the  questionable  step  of  last  year,  of  calling  on 
this  man  to  come  to  the  country,  with  a  view  to  advise— 
has  resulted  in  the  prudential  action  of  the  Government 
last  year — how  it  is  that  no  effectual  step  was  taken  to  do 
that  which  ought  to  havo  been  done — to  convince  those 
people,  by  all  methods  of  appealing  to  their  reason,  their 
justice,  and  their  consideration,  that  thoy  were  to  be  dealt 
with  promptly,  by  removing  the  causes  of  dissatisfaction, 
and  thus  avoiding  the  painful  condition  we  are  now  in, 
and  the  difficulty  under  which  we  must  inevitably  labor, 
no  matter  how  this  occasion  may  end ;  and  I  am  sure  there 
is  a  unanimous  feeling  and  hope  on  the  part  of  every  man 
in  this  House  that  it  may  end  very  well  indeed,  and  that 
the  precautions  the  Government  have  taken  may  be  in 
excess  of  the  occasion.  But  I  maintain  that  Parliament 
would  be  wanting  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not  insist  on  having 
that  information  early  and  immediately,  and  I  maintain 
that  the  Government  has  been  wanting  in  its  duty  in  not 
granting  that  information  early  and  immediately,  and 
enabling  us  to  judge.  I  do  not  censure ;  I  point  out  where 
I  conceive  the  conduct  of  the  Government  to  require  expla¬ 
nation  ;  but  the  grounds  of  judgment,  either  of  acquittal  or 
condemnation,  ought  to  be  laid  before  Parliament,  and 
ought  to  be  laid  before  Parliament  at  once ;  and  to  that 
end  I  move,  in  amendment  thereto,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  “  that,”  and  insert  the  following  instead  thereof: 

“  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
forthwith  to  lay  before  this  House  the  fullest  information  on  the  subject 
of  the  claims  and  alleged  grievances  of  the  inhabitants  of  Prince 
Albert,  North-West  Territories,  and  the  neighborhood,  and  of  the  action 
of  the  Government  and  its  officers  thereon  ;  and  of  their  action  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  movement  of  last  summer,  and  in  reference  to  the  present 
disturbances.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon. 
gentleman  concluded  his  speech  by  saying  that  he  hoped 
this  thing  would  end  well — that  it  was  the  wish  of  every 
man  in  this  House  and  every  man  in  the  country  that  it 
should  end  well.  All  I  can  say,  Sir,  is  that  if  it  does  not 
end  well,  some  of  the  responsibility  will  rest  upon  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself.  I  deeply  regret  that  a  man  Holding  the 
responsible  position  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  once  having 
been  a  member  of  a  Government,  and  once  having  been 
responsible  for  the  government  of  that  country,  should 
take  this  opportunity—  when  men  are  in  armed  insurrection, 
so  far  as  we  know,  against  the  authorities  of  the  land ;  when 
we  do  not  know  whether  they  may  be  assisted  or  not  by 
the  savages  of  the  plains — to  make  a  speech  for  the  purpose 
of  attacking  the  Government,  reckless  of  the  consequences, 
reckless  of  the  knowledge  that  every  word  he  uses  will  not 
only  be  truly  repeated,  but  will  be  falsely  exaggerated  all 
over  the  world.  It  will  be  read  by  the  Metis  from  the 
Rocky  Mountains  to  Winnipeg,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  assumed  that  the  Government  has  been  wrong — ■ 
that  he  has  assumed  that  there  has  been  delay,  neglect,  and 
all  the  rest  of  it— -that  they  are  oppressed  and  wronged, 
and  driven  to  desperation,  by  the  wrong-doing 
of  the  Government,  by  the  wilful  apathy,  the 
wilful  delay,  and  the  corrupt  delay  of  the  Government,  in 
preferring  to  help  speculators  and  friends  and  influential 
members  of  Parliament  to  settling  the  wrongs  of  the  Metis. 
This  is  the  statement  that  will  go  abroad,  coming  from  the 
hon.  gentleman  ;  and  if  they  havo  any  encouragement  to 
renew  there  an  exhibition  of  that  spirit,  which  I  believo  at 
this  moment  is  depressed,  it  will  be  owing  to  the  statements 
made  at  this  time  by  the  bon.  gentleman,  not  thinking  of  his 
responsibility— careless,  rather,  of  his  responsibility — and 
for  the  sake  of  making  what  he  considers  a  clever  speech 
risking  the  continuance  of  the  peace  of  this  country,,  risk¬ 
ing  the  chance  of  an  immediate  suppression  of  this  insur- 
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rection— -if  it  can  be  dignified  by  that  name— all  for  the 
miserable  and  unstatesmanlike  desire  of  having  a  little 
attack  on  the  Government.  I  have  heard  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  make  many  lugubrious  speeches;  but  I  have  never 
heard  him  make  a  speech  in  which  such  an  utter  want  of 
patriotism,  such  a  mere  factious  spirit,  was  displayed  as  in 
this.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  ought  to  have  given 
information  on  the  23rd  that  the  militia  were  called  out.  I 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  militia  were  not  called  out 
then,  and  I  could  not  have  given  that  information  without 
stating  what  was  untrue.  The  fact  of  the  matter  was  this : 
Taking  time  by  the  forelock,  after  having  shown,  not 
apathy  or  neglect,  but  as  a  military  man  told  me  to-day, 
having  shown  extraordinary  quickness  in  making  all 
precautionary  arrangements,  my  hon.  friend,  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  sent  a  telegram  on  that  day  to  ask  if  there  was 
any  want  of  militia,  how  many  men  the  militia  force  could 
supply.  That  was  the  message  he  sent  on  that  day,  and 
therefore  we  could  not  communicate  to  this  House  what 
was  not  in  existence.  But  if  we  had  called  out  the  militia, 
I  say  it  was  not  our  duty  to  inform  this  House.  It  was 
not  our  duty  to  spread  wide,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
done  to-day,  the  fact  that  there  were  men  wild  and  foolish 
and  desperate  enough  to  take  arms,  or  to  pretend  to  take 
arms,  against  the  Crown,  or  against  the  authorities  of  the 
country.  It  was  our  duty  to  localise  and  minimise  the 
occasion  there.  It  was  our  duty  to  put  down  this  riot — for 
it  is  little  more-— without  alarming  the  country,  without 
alarming  the  timid  people  in  that  country,  without  alarm¬ 
ing  the  expectant  immigrants  who  are  coming  to  this 
country.  It  was  our  duty  to  put  it  down  as  quietly  and 
peaceably  as  possible,  to  neglect  no  precaution  or  care, 
to  be  fully  armed  in  any  case,  so  that  if,  contrary 
to  our  expectation,  if,  contrary  to  our  belief, 

if,  contrary  to  our  hope,  it  should  turn  out  to  be  a  serious 
thing,  if  instead  of  being  a  riot,  it  should  rise  to  the  dignity 
of  an  insurrection,  we  were  not  to  be  found  wanting.  But 
it  was  arranged  to  keep  this  matter  quiet.  "We  had  quietly 
collected  our  forces  and  made  the  arrangements,  and  we 
know  and  believe  that  if  the  trouble  be  merely  confined  to 
the  Metis,  it  will  be  localised.  Mr.  Speaker,  instead  of  the 
Government  being  justly  subject  to  the  attack  for  the 
manner  in  which  that  country  has  been  governed,  I  say, 
if  there  is  one  thing  which  Canada  ought  to  be  more  proud 
of  than  another,  it  is  the  peace,  the  quiet,  and  the  order 
that  have  existed  in  the  North-West  ever  since  the  success¬ 
ful  result  of  the  Red  River  expedition  under  General 
Wolseley.  Sir,  since  that  time  there  has  been  rising 
after  rising  in  the  United  States,  although  they 
had  their  whole  frontier  lined  with  soldiery,  25,000 
men,  or  nearly  so,  watchiDg  the  western  frontier  and 
the  northern  frontier.  There  they  had  continued  trouble ; 
we  heard  of  Indians  being  shot  down  like  dogs  ;  we  heard 
of  cruelties  and  outrages  committed  upon  tue  aborigines.  Sir, 
there  has  not  been  one  single  blow  struck  in  anger  in  our 
North-West,  until  this  thing  happened  the  other  day ;  with 
a  small  force  of  300,  and  latterly  500  men— and  I  say  that 
force  is  insufficient  for  the  enormous  duty  it  has  to  perform 
—-peace  has  been  preserved  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other.  The  Ontario  and  Quebec  farmer  has  gone  up 
and  settled  there  with  just  as  full  a  feeling  of  security  and 
safety  as  if  he  were  settling  in  Muskoka,  or  away  up  on  the 
River  Desert.  We  had  no  right  to  expect,  at  the  time  we 
assumed  the  responsibility  of  governing  that  country,  that 
We  would  have  been  so  uniformly  successful  in  governing 
it  in  peace  and  quiet  as  wo  have  been.  You  must  recollect 
that  country  is  occupied  by  savages,  or  semi-savages,  by 
men  who  are  now  driven  to  desperation  through  the  dis¬ 
appearance  of  their  only  means  of  procuring  food  ;  and 
hungry  men  are  desparate,  starving  men  are  ready  to  grasp 
at  anything,  ready  to  charge  those  in  power  with  being  the 
cause  of  their  starvation.  Look  back  at  the  Hansard  for 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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the  last  three  or  four  years,  and  you  will  find  that  when 
I  came  forward  here,  in  my  capacity  as  Minister  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  and  asked  for  votes  to  support  these  poor  people,  we 
were  taunted  across  the  floor  with  our  extravagance.  I 
stated  then  we  were  obliged  to  ask  for  these  votes  ;  I  stated 
that  as  Christian  men  we  could  not  afford  to  let  these  poor 
people  starve ;  I  stated  that  the  buffalo  had  disappeared, 
that  the  game  they  depended  on  for  support  had  disap¬ 
peared  ;  they  were  surrounded  by  whites ;  all  their  old 
opportunities  of  support  were  taken  away ;  they  were 
crowded  out  of  their  country — and  yet  we  were  told,  again 
and  again,  and  I  appeal  to  hon.  members  if  they  did  not 
hear  the  taunts  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  about  the 
increased, lavish  expenditure  of  this  extravagant  Government 
in  the  North-West ;  that  we  were  wasting  the  means  of  the 
white  people  of  the  five  or  six  Provinces  in  that  insatiable 
gulf,  the  North-West.  We  have  succeeded  ;  we  have  kept 
that  country  quiet ;  and  when  Louis  Riel  was  sent  for  last 
summer,  he  was  sent  for  by  these  poor  people,  suffering  from 
hunger;  because, while  we  went  to  a  large  expenditure  in  keep¬ 
ing  them,  we  did  not  give  them  such  a  quantity  of  food  as 
would  make  them  hang  around  the  different  stations  and 
become  habitual  beggars.  We  kept  them  on  short  rations, 
on  short  allowances,  and  we  tried  to  force  them — I  am 
speaking  now  of  Ihe  Indians — and  we  have  forced  them  upon 
their  reserves  ;  by  slow  degrees  we  are  introducing  among 
them  habits  of  cultivation.  Well,  the  Metis  are,  as  you  know, 
half  Indian  ;  they  have  many  of  the  characteristics  of  the 
Indians,  especially  the  Metis  of  the  plain.  Those  who  are 
in  Manitoba  and  in  some  of  the  settlements  have  become,  to 
a  certain  degree,  like  the  Indians  in  the  older  Provinces ; 
they  have  become  agriculturists  ;  they  have  taken  to  agri¬ 
cultural  pursuits  ;  but  the  nomads  are  just  as  wild  in  their 
habits,  as  irregular  in  their  conduct,  and  as  impulsive  in 
their  actions  as  their  full  blooded  red  brethren.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  there  has  been  procrastination  and  delay. 
If  there  is  one  thing  more  than  another  on  which  I  think 
the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs  can  plume  itself,  it  is 
upon  its  treatment  of  the  aborigines  and  its  treatment  of 
the  half-breeds,  in  settling  all  their  claims  peacefully  and 
quietly.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  deny  that  the  Metis 
in  Manitoba  proper  have  been  carefully  attended  to ;  he 
will  not  deny  that  the  Indians  there  and  that  the  half- 
breeds  there  are  satisfied.  Although  I  say  it  is  an  improper 
thing;  although  I  say  it  was  an  unjust  thing,  it  was  an 
inopportune  thing  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
foist  a  discussion  on  the  land  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  this  time,  yet  I  will  say  this,  that  the 
course  taken  towards  the  Metis  has  been  kind,  paternal, 
and  in  every  way  for  the  purpose  of  forwarding  their 
best  interests.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked  the  question, 
whether  the  new  system  of  surveying  had  not  been  intro¬ 
duced  with  respect  to  the  old  settlement  along  the  North 
and  South  Saskatchewan.  In  accordance  with  the  principle 
of  the  surveyors,  the  surveyors  had  commenced  and  had 
decided  to  carry  out  that  principle  of  laying  out  all  the 
lines  under  the  normal  practice  of  surveying  that  has  been 
laid  down  in  the  Dominion  Land  Act ;  but  while  that  was 
being  done,  it  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  depriving  any 
man,  woman  or  child  of  land  they  had  a  title  to,  by  posses¬ 
sion  or  otherwise ;  it  was  not  that  they  had  the  remotest 
idea  of  taking  possession  of  it.  Only,  the  regular  piece  of 
land  would  be  so  much  in  one  quarter,  so  much  in  another, 
and  so  much  in  another.  That  was  the  original  arrange¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Surveyor-General,  and  it  naturally  raised 
the  suspicion,  as  you  can  quite  understand,  among  the  half- 
breeds,  that  they  were  going  to  be  forced  out  of  their  irre¬ 
gular  tracts  of  which  they  were  in  possession,  and  would  be 
compelled  to  take  square  blocks.  The  moment  that  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Department  it  was  altered  ; 
and  the  half-breeds  were  informed  they  would  keep  and  get 
their  lands  according  to  their  custom .  They  have  got  their 
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lands  ;  many  of  the  lots  are  settled  ;  and  of  those  that  are  not 
settled,  the  majority  are  fraudulent  claims,  made  by  Metis 
who  got  their  240  acres  as  Manitoba  half-breeds, and  then  went 
out  to  the  plains,  having  squandered  the  value  of  the  scrip  of 
the  land  they  got  in  Manitoba,  saying  :  One  Metis  looks 
like  another  ;  the  Government  will  never  know  it;  and  they 
claimed  the  land  again*  The  cause  of  the  delay  was  that 
the  Government  tried  to  prevent  these  frauds  being  prac¬ 
tised,  that  they  tried  to  prevent  the  man  who  got  his  240 
acres  in  Manitoba  from  getting  240  more  on  the  plains,  and 
after  that,  asking  for  160  more  as  a  settler  under  the 
homestead  right.  That  has  been  the  cause  of  all  the  delay ; 
and  many  of  the  claims  have  been  settled.  When  the 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  about  a  commission  having 
been  issued  the  other  day,  I  may  tell  him  that  we  have  had 
official  after  official  examining  and  settling  those  claims, 
and  it  is  only  the  residuum  of  those  claims  that  have  not 
been  settled.  Mr.  Pearce,  for  instance,  who  was  Inspector 
of  Dominion  Lands,  and  is  a  very  efficient  officer,  was 
appointed  to  examine  into  these  claims,  but  the  Metis 
thought  that  he  did  not  adopt  towards  them  a  sufficiently 
conciliatory  manner,  and  this  to  a  certain  extent  interfered 
with  the  success  of  his  mission.  He,  however,  settled 
many  of  those  claims  in  a  most  benevolent  manner, 
if  I  may  use  the  expression,  towards  these  people. 
Mr.  Duck  also  settled  a  large  number  of  claims  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  Duck  Lake,  where  these 
people  have  taken  the  law  into  their  own  hands  ;  and 
it  was  only  to  wind  up  the  matter  that  some  months 
ago  it  was  decided  to  send  a  commission  up  there  in 
the  spring — we  could  not  well  send  it  in  the  middle  of 
winter — for  the  purpose  of  settling  up  and  winding  up  the 
final  claims.  In  the  meantime  not  one  of  those  half-breeds 
has  been  disturbed ;  more  than  that,  they  have  been  person¬ 
ally  assured  that  their  possession  was  just  as  good  as 
if  they  had  the  deeds  in  their  pockets ;  but,  mind  you, 
these  men  are  quarreling  among  themselves,  just  as  white 
speculators  do,  when  they  try  to  jump  each  other’s  claims  ; 
and  it  is  to  settle  the  residuum  of  these  claims  this  com¬ 
mission  has  been  appointed.  We  asked  some  time  ago,  but  we 
could  not  get,  the  gentleman  w©  wanted  to  go.  We  wanted 
to  press  him  ;  he  accepted  at  first,  but  found  his  health  would 
not  allow  him  to  go ;  and  I  will  mention  the  names  of  the 
chief  commissioners  who  are  appointed  to  wind  up  the 
troublesome  claims,  the  litigated  claims,  in  which  these 
people  are  disagreeing  amongst  themselves.  Mr.  Street, 
a  lawyer  at  London,  whom  everybody  knows,  a 
man  of  the  highest  position  as  a  man  of  honor 
and  a  professional  man ;  Mr.  Goulin,  who  is  on  the 
spot,  a  half-breed  himself;  and  Mr.  Forget,  a  very 
able  man,  a  French  Canadian,  who  has  been  there  for  many 
years,  and  is  the  clerk  of  the  Council  of  the  North-West. 
These  three  men  have  been  appointed  to  go  up  on  the  spot 
and  sit  judicially,  and  settle  the  quarrels,  not  only  the  claims 
against  the  Government,  but  the  quarrels  and  the  contradic¬ 
tory  and  conflicting  claims  of  the  Metis  themselves.  That 
is  the  course  taken  by  the  Government,  and  I  ask  the  House 
if  there  could  be  any  other  course,  if  there  could  be  any 
more  proper  course  adopted,  than  has  been  taken  by  the 
Government — first,  to  assure  the  people,  from  door  to  door, 
that  their  rights  would  be  respected,  that  not  an  acre  would 
be  taken  from  them,  that  their  possession  was  as  good  as  a 
deed.  But,  oh,  says  the  hon.  gentleman,  there  has  been 
apathy  in  this  matter ;  these  people  have  been  driven  to 
desperation ;  these  people  would  not  have  sent  for  Biel  if 
the  sense  of  injustice,  if  the  denial  of  justice,  had  not  forced 
them  to  take  this  extraordinary  step.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  waits  until  the  Indian  or  the  half-breed  ceases  to 
grumble,  he  will  have  to  wait  till  the  day  of  doom.  They 
always  grumble.  If  you  give  an  Indian  four  pounds  of  pork, 
and  it  is  two  pounds  more  than  he  is  entitled  to,  he  will 
grumble  because  he  does  not  get  six ;  and  the  half-breed  has 


all  the  acquisitiveness  of  the  Indian,  and  the  strong  desire 
to  press  his  claims  of  the  white  man.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  rests  his  attacks  upon  what  he  calls  the  organs  of  the 
Government,  and  it  is  in  this  Parliament  and  at  this  time, 
with  men  in  arms  against  us,  that  he  sees  fit  to  quote  the 
organs  of  the  Government,  the  Montreal  Gazette  and  the 
Mail,  and  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  as  speaking  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Government  speaks  for  itself.  I 
have  heard  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  sat  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  indignantly  deny  that  he  would  be  responsible 
for  the  Globe,  or  for  any  of  the  papers  that  usually  supported 
bis  party.  Fancy  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  getting  up  just 
now  and  reading  the  Standard  or  the  Morning  Post  as  a 
charge  to  be  brought  against  Mr.  Gladstone  or  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone’s  Government.  In  the  first  place,  he  would  not 
be  allowed  to  read  the  newspaper  ;  and,  in  the  next, 
he  would  neither  have  the  want  of  patriotism  nor 
the  want  of  taste  to  do  it.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
lo,  and  behold,  according  to  the  old  law  of  England,  when¬ 
ever  the  militia  is  called  out  Parliament  must  be  summoned. 
That  has  disappeared  to  a  great  extent,  and  the  reason  for 
the  original  rule  has  altogether  gone.  We  all  remember 
that,  in  those  days,  when  the  kings  of  England  not  only 
reigned  but  governed,  there  was  a  permanent  standing  fight 
between  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Crown,  as  to  who 
should  command  the  militia.  There  was  always  a  jealousy 
against  the  standing  army,  because  the  Crown  had  the  clear 
right  and  the  only  right  to  command  the  standing  armies, 
but  the  militia  force  was  a  citizen  soldiery,  they  were  under 
the  command  and  control  of  Parliament,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  could  not  call  them  out.  They  were'  under  the  com¬ 
plete  check  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Bead  the  contests  that 
were  fought  with  the  Crown  from  the  time  of  Charles  I. 
upwards,  as  to  who  should  have  the  control  of  the  trained 
bands, the  Crown  or  the  people.  The  people  gained  it, and,  with 
their  usual  conservatism,  they  held  to  that  principle  that  the 
militia  should  not  be  summoned  in  any  way  except  with 
the  command,  with  the  sanction,  with  the  immediate  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  But  that 
was  because  there  was  a  danger  that  the  citizen 
soldiery  might  be  used  as  the  army  of  a  despot  to  crush  the, 
at  that  time,  infant  liberties  of  England.  Here  we  have  no 
such  fear;  our  militiamen  are  the  same  as  ourselves.  We 
are  all  militiamen.  I  am  not  very  sure,  but  I  suppose 
that,  at  my  age,  I  am  in  the  reserved  rank,  and  that  I  can¬ 
not  be  called  out,  even  to  put  down  Louis  Biel.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is,  fortunately  for  himself,  not  over  the  age,  and 
he  may  be  drawn.  I  wonder,  if  he  is  called  out  to  put 
down  Louis  Biel, if  he  will  say :  It  is  unconstitutional ;  Parlia¬ 
ment  must  be  called  and  Parliament  must  meet ;  I  won’t  go ; 
when  Parliament  is  consulted,  and  after  three  or  four  votes 
of  censure  and  want  of  confidence,  perhaps  Parliament  may 
say  that  the  riot  has  become  a  rebellion,  and  then  constitu¬ 
tionally  we  will  go  and  kill  a  great  many  thousand  half- 
breeds  and  lose  a  great  many  people  of  our  own  ;  but  we 
will,  at  all  events,  back  up  the  constitution.  So  strange  is 
the  utter  want  of  fear  of  the  militia  in  this  country,  or 
rather,  to  use  the  hon.  gentleman’s  phrase,  the  apathy  of 
the  people  when  such  an  attempt,  such  an  atrocious 
attempt  against  their  liberties  is  made  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  as  calling  out  the  militia,  that  Parliament 
has  actually  handed  over  the  right  to  call  out  the 
militiamen  to  any  two  justices  of  the  peace ;  the 
mayor  of  a  town  and  a  couple  of  magistrates — I  forget 
exactly  the  provisions  of  the  Act— can  call  them  out  and 
crush  an  incipient  rebellion,  and  I  think  that,  if  the  warden 
of  a  county  or  the  mayor  of  a  town  or  incorporated  village, 
or  two  councillors  can  exercise  that  power,  in  order  to  keep 
the  peace,  Her  Majesty’s  Government  can  do  it.  But  we 
are  to  be  considered  guilty  of  a  great  breach  of  the  liberties 
of  the  subject  because  we  did  not  consult  Parliament, 
because  we  did  not  make  a  low  bow  and  explain  the  whole 
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thing.  We  did  not  want  to  explain  the  thing.  We  do  not 
want  to  explain  it  until  it  is  over.  First  let  it  be  put  down, 
let  the  law  be  vindicated,  let  the  insurrection  be  suppressed, 
and  then  let  the  gentleman  bring  as  many  votes  as  he  likes, 
as  many  charges  as  he  likes,  but  let  him  not  appeal  to  the 
organs  of  the  press.  And,  by  the  same  token,  he 
reads  a  number  of  sensational  despatches  going  to 
these  different  newspapers,  as  if  they  were  true, 
as  if  the  Government  were  responsible  for  them. 
I  suppose,  if  the  Government  is  responsible  for  the  news¬ 
paper,  then  it  is  responsible  for  every  sensational  piece  of 
information  that  comes  to  it  from  any  source  over  the 
wires.  That  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  style.  What  do  you 
think,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  I  take  it  that  all  these  rumors  come  from 
Winnipeg.  Winnipeg,  for  all  practical  purposes,  is  not  so 
far  from  the  scene  of  action  as  we  are.  We  get  the  news  as 
quickly  as  they  do ;  but,  of  course,  from  the  fact  that  the 
Metis  and  the  Indiana  are  nearer  to  them,  they  are  more 
interested  than  we  are  ;  and,  like  all  persons  specially  inter¬ 
ested,  they  are  timid,  they  are  nervous  ;  one  man  frightens 
another;  the  story  goes  that  there  are  fifteen  policemen 
killed,  that  the  stores  have  been  sacked,  that  Fort  Carlton 
has  fallen ;  and  all  these  come  from  Winnipeg.  We  all 
know  how  it  is  with  correspondents,  especially  the  man  that 
handles  the  wires ;  when  he  has  a  sensational  story  on  one 
hand  and  the  truth  on  the  other,  I  rather  think  that  he  will 
neglect  the  true  and  prefer  to  send  the  sensational  story. 
And  this  is  the  foundation,  the  sole  foundation,  on  which 
the  leader  of  Her  Majesty’s  Opposition  gets  up  a  story  here  for 
the  purpose  of  its  going  home — not  for  the  purpose— God  for¬ 
bid  I  should  say  so — but  it  will  have  the  effect  of  going  to 
England,  and  of  enabling  the  enemies  of  Canada,  of  enabling 
those  who  try  to  stop  emigration  to  Canada,  those  who  try 
to  discredit  us,  who  try  to  prevent  our  great  railways  from 
getting  credit  in  England,  to  accomplish  their  purpose,  if 
that  were  possible.  It  will  go,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  got  a  cablegram 
from  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  wanting  to  know  about  it — ho  had 
heard  of  it  himself — and  he  wanted  to  know  if  it  was  the 
case.  Of  course  it  came  from  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 
from  some  of  the  American  railways,  and  from  New  York. 
He  said  he  had  heard  that  three  Indian  chiefs  had  joined 
Eiel,  and  that  he  had  a  thousand  men  under  his  command. 
That  was  the  telegram  published  in  England.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  and  cited  these  sensational  paragraphs* 
His  speech  will  go  to  England,  and  it  will  get  an  import¬ 
ance,  Mr.  Speaker,  which  it  would  not  otherwise  have 
obtained.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  says :  Oh  !  we  must  have 
been  frightened  ourselves,  because  we  took  possession  of 
Fort  Carlton,  and  sent  100  men  up  there  during  last  year. 
Well,  Sir,  we  did  not  take  Fort  Carlton  in  the  first  place ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  we  did  not  send  100  men.  We  have 
our  police  force  moving  frum  one  part  to  the  other.  I  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  most  active  army  of  Uhlans,  during  the  French 
and  German  war,  or  of  Cossacks,  never  have  moved  so  con¬ 
tinuously  and  so  speedily  and  successfully  as  that  small  body 
of  men  over  that  immense  country.  Well,  Sir,  before 
Eiel  came  in  these  settlers  had  never  sent  in  a  Bill  of  Eights  to 
us,  never  sent  any  complaints  to  the  Government.  We  saw  in 
the  papers,  in  the  same  way,  I  suppose,  that  he  has  seen 
these  sensational  despatches— we  saw  that  Eiel  had  arrived 
there,  and  was  asking  for  everything.  The  grievances  that 
have  been  spoken  about  in  reference  to  their  lands  were 
never  scarcely  noticed  by  them  in  comparison  to  other 
things.  Eiel  came  in  there.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  says, 
he  made  his  profit  out  of  it  before,  and  he  came  in  there 
again,  perhaps  driven  to  poverty  and  starvation  by  bad 
habits  and  ill-luck.  He  had  too  readily  listened  to  the 
invitation  of  the  poor,  starving  people,  xho  Metis,  in  the 
vicinity  of  Duck  Lake.  He  came  there  for  his  own  purpose. 
He  had  excited  them,  and  made  them  believe  he  was  a  sort 
of  El  Mahdi.  He  had  led  them  in  the  great  war — unfor¬ 
tunately,  but  the  unfortunate  chief  has  always  had  the 
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sentiment  of  the  people  with  him,  like  the  unfortunate 
Bourbon,  La  Eoche  Jaquelein,  or  Charles  the  Pretender ; 
it  is  the  unfortunate  man  that  has  the  popular  senti¬ 
ment  with  him.  He  came  in  there  and  appealed  to 
the  sympathies  of  the  half-educated  or  uneducated 
men.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  policemen  were  moved 
to  the  barracks  at  Prince  Albert,  which  were  held  by  a 
very  few  men,  and  in  order  to  have  additional  reinforce¬ 
ments.  The  fort  then  stationed  at  Carlton  was  empty  ;  the 
Hudson  Bay  people  were  not  using  it,  and  we  asked  them  if 
we  could  send  men  there.  They  told  us  at  once  that  we 
might  have  it  as  long  as  we  liked,  and  we  sent  fifty  men. 
We  had  100  men  atEegina,  and  fifty  at  Fort  MacLeod,  from 
whom  they  were  drawn.  There  was  no  great  force  there; 
we  were  just  quietly  keeping  the  men  there,  without  any¬ 
body  knowing  anything  about  it,  or  exciting  observation, 
in  order  to  be  ready  should  there  be  an  unfortunate  outcome 
from  this  man’s  want  of  loyalty,  and  the  other  men’s  want 
of  common  sense  in  listening  to  him.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  say  that  the  complaint  of  these  people,  as  published  and  as 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  has  very  little  reference 
to  this  land  question.  This  land  question  is  a  bagatelle  com¬ 
pared  with  their  other  complaints.  There  are  a  very  few 
things  unsettled,  and  they  will  be  easily  settled.  There  are 
points  which  are  not  yet  settled,  but  these  men  will  not  be 
dispossessed.  When  the  boundaries  are  settled  and  all  their 
quarrels  with  their  neighbors  are  arranged,  they  will  get 
their  patents  fully,  that  they  have  a  right  to.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  went  over  their  “  grievances”  ;  he  rolled  that  word 
under  his  tongue  as  a  sweet  morsel— the  “grievances”  of 
these  people  ;  their  “just  claims”  denied.  But  I  say  there  have 
bsea  no  just  claims  denied.  Every  just  claim  has  been 
acknowleged.  The  most  of  those  just  claims  have  been 
settled,  and  those  that  are  not  settled  will  be  settled  as  soon 
as  it  can  be  ascertained  beyond  doubt  that  fraud  is  not  being 
practised  upon  the  people.  What  interest  can  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  any  Government — the  hon.  gentleman’s  Govern¬ 
ment,  if  it  were  in  power — have  in  keeping  up  a  grievance? 
It  can  do  no  Government  any  good.  It  would  be  much 
easier  for  us  to  give  everything  to  anybody  that  asks  it. 
There  would  be  no  grievances  if  we  gave  away  everything. 
But  we  are  guardians  of  the  public  property ;  we  are  bound 
by  oath  to  see  that,  in  the  performance  of  our  duties,  the 
Crown,  that  is  to  say  the  people,  shall  not  be  defrauded  of 
an  acre  of  land  by  unjust  claims ;  they  are  bound  to  protect 
the  public  Treasury,  to  protect  the  money  of  the  public,  and 
their  money’s  worth,  whether  in  land  or  goods.  That  is 
what  we  are  doing,  that  is  what  we  will  do,  what  we  will 
continue  to  do,  notwithstanding  the  inopportune,  the 
unpatriotic  attempt  of  the  Opposition  to  assail  us.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  lug  in  something  about  colonisation 
companies ;  that  he  heard  the  colonisation  companies  were 
not  using  the  people  right.  What  had  that  to  do 
with  this  question  of  Eiel’s  rights?  What  had  that 
to  do  with  the  claims  of  the  Metis  ?  But  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  organised  claqueurs  behind  him  clap  him  on 
in  everything.  Any  stick  is  good  enough  to  hit  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with,  and  so  he  lugs  in  the  colonisation  companies, 
some  claims  made  against  the  Metis.  What  in  the  world 
had  that  to  do  with  the  Metis  ?  It  was  brought  in,  and  it 
shows  the  spirit  with  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  actuated 
and  guided  in  the  whole  of  this  business.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  wants  to  know  what  we  will  do  with  Eiel.  Why, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  gentleman  offered  $5,000  to  try  and 
catch  him,  and  he  did  it  with  the  same  object  with  which 
he  makes  this  speech  to-day.  The  man  who  was  shot, 
Thomas  Scott,  was  of  Irish  origin.  The  French 
Canadians  from  Lower  Canada  stood  like  a  wall 
behind  Sir  George  E.  Cartier  and  myself.  He  could 
not  gain  them,  and  so  he  tried  to  gain  the  Irish. 
Who,  then,  was  so  strong  a  patriot  as  he  ?  How  loud-mouthed 
was  he  in  regard  to  this  Irishman,  one  of  his  own  country- 
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men,  and  one  of  his  own  faith  :  $5,000  was  offered  for  this 
traitor  and  murderer,  and  it  never  was  paid.  Eiel  came 
down  to  Ottawa  and  took  the  oath  as  a  good  and  loyal  sub¬ 
ject  of  Her  Majesty ;  .and  he  had  a  right  to  come  and  take 
his  seat.  But  I  do  not  think  the  present  Government 
countenanced  Eiel.  I  think  it  was  not  this  Government 
that  brought  him  here.  But  I  had  made  a  speech,  it 
appears,  at  Peterboro’,  saying  that  I  wished  to  God  we 
could  catch  Eiel.  There  never  was  a  prayer  more  sin¬ 
cerely  offered  than  that  which  I  uttered  at  that  time. 
If  we  had  got  Eief  then,  he  would  have  been  brought  and 
tried  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  or  in  Quebec.  We  have 
got  a  special  statute,  under  which  such  criminals  can  be 
triend,  and  he  would  have  been  tried  and  found  guilty. 
But  he  could  not  be  tried  were  the  jury  was  particeps  criml- 
nis,  his  fellow  soldiers  who  had  fought  under  him ;  if  he 
bad  been  brought  down  here  we  would  have  got  a  convic¬ 
tion  against  him,  and  the  consequence  of  conviction  would 
have  followed.  I  was,  therefore,  very  anxious  to  catch 
him.  Dut  the  hon.  gentleman  made  unwittingly  a  mis¬ 
statement  of  the  facts,  when  he  said  that  we  asked  Arch¬ 
bishop  Tache  to  bribe  him  to  leave  the  country.  That  was 
not  the  case.  We  tried  to  arrest  him,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  sought  to  help  us  by  offering  the  reward.  But  it  was 
offered  so  loudly,  it  was  trumpeted  abroad  so  strongly,  that 
the  man  ran  away. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Oh,  oh. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hon.  members  may 
laugh.  The  man  was  in  the  United  States  ;  he  was  living 
under  the  security  which  he  obtained  under  the  American 
flag*  It  was  of  primary  importance— -it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance — that  he  should  no  longer  be  a  disturbing  quan¬ 
tity.  We  could  not  catch  him ;  the  American  Government 
would  not  surrender  him,  though  he  had  committed 
murder,  because  it  was  a  political  offence.  His  sympa¬ 
thisers  crossed  the  lines  to  him  and  kept  hatching  fresh 
troubles.  Then,  in  the  interests  of  peace  and  of  this  coun¬ 
try — and  if  the  same  thing  should  happen  now,  I  would  do 
it  again — I  asked  Archbishop  Tache  to  see  that  man  with 
whom  he  had  some  influence,  and  induce  him  logo  away  to 
a  distant  part — to  California  or  any  where,  some  distance 
from  the  frontier — and  cease  to  agitate  the  country,  and 
allow  us  to  settle  the  North-West  and  make  it  what  it  has 
since  become,  a  scene  of  peace  and  order.  We  asked  Arch¬ 
bishop  Tache  to  get  Eiel  to  go  away,  and  we  said  wo  would 
pay  his  expenses  for  one  year.  I  ask  the  House 
whether  that  was  not  good  policy ;  I  ask  if 
that  was  not  practical  statesmanship  ?  He  went  away, 
and  the  country  has  grown  to  its  present  posi¬ 
tion,  which  it  would  have  never  done  if  Eiel  had 
remained  on  the  frontier  still  agitating,  still  arousing 
and  still  inciting  those  misguided  people  who  had 
faith  in  him.  I  say  I  was  justified,  in  the  interests  of  the 
country,  in  the  interests  of  peace,  in  the  interests  of  the 
great  future  of  the  North-West.  What  I  did  in  that  respect 
was  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  interests  of  that  coun¬ 
try  ;  whatever  the  hon.  gentleman  did  in  that  respect  was 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  race  against  race,  religion  against 
religion.  I  leave  it  to  this  House,  and  I  leave  it  to  the  sober 
judgment  of  this  country,  when  this  subject  is  carefully 
looked  into,  whether  it  will  not  be  said  that  what  I  did  was 
done  to  promote  peace  and  prosperity  ;  whereas,  every  action 
of  tho  hon.  gentleman,  from  the  time  he  offered  the  $5,000 
and  made  those  incendiary  speeches  in  the  House  of  Assem¬ 
bly,  at  Toronto,  up  to  this  moment,  and  the  equally  incen¬ 
diary  motion  he  has  made,  and  supported  by  an  incendiary 
speech,  I  am  willing  that  our  actions  should  be  compared. 
With  respect  to  this  motion,  I  will  say  that  in  the  interests, 
of  the  country,  I  will  bring  down  just  such  information  as  I 
think  will  best  conduce  to  the  settlement  of  the  question  as 
it  now  stands,  and  I  will  not,  unless  I  am  compelled  by  a 


vote  of  this  House,  which,  of  course,  I  must  oboy  with  all 
humility,  be  forced  prematurely  to  make  one  single  state¬ 
ment  that  will  have  a  tendency,  in  my  opinion,  to  postpone, 
for  one  single  day,  the  settlement  of  that  country. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAET WEIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker,  those  of 
us  who  have  had  the  pleasure  of  sitting  in  this  House  for 
any  length  of  time  with  the  First  Minister,  are  tolerably 
well  aware  that  the  justice  of  his  cause  is  always  in  inverse 
ratio  to  the  violence  of  his  declamation.  When  the  First 
Minister  has  a  good,  straightforward  case,  he  is,  as  a 
lawyer  of  his  position  should  be,  always  able  to  place 
it  before  tho  House  in  a  quiet,  intelligent  and  reasonable 
manner.  When,  on  the  other  hand,  the  First  Minister 
knows  that  his  conduct  has  been  utterly  indefensible,  then 
we  have  an  exhibition  such  as  that  which  we  have  lately 
witnessed.  We  have  every  unworthy  taunt,  every  unjust 
insinuation,  every  calumny  and  sneer  that  his  imagination 
can  think  of. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Oh,  oh. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  If  hon.  gentlemen  did 
not  hear  me,  I  will  repeat  it.  We  have  all  those  things 
hurled  against  men  who  dare  to  bring  him  to  account,  and 
invariably  we  are  told  that  criticism  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  of  the  day  means  want  of  patriotism  to  our 
country.  That  is  the  invariable  refrain  which  rings  from 
those  benches.  They  may  do  what  they  please  ;  they  may 
drive  the  people  to  revolt ;  they  may  plunder  the  people 
in  every  imaginable  way  ;  but  if  one  word  of  condemnation 
comes  from  those  benches,  wo  are  unpatriotic,  because 
it  does  not  suit  their  high  mightinesses  that  their  conduct 
should  be  criticised.  1  regret  exceedingly  that  this  thing 
should  have  occurred.  I  believe,  as  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  the  First  Minister  says,  this  occurrence 
is  going  to  do  a  very  considerable  amount  of 
mischief  to  the  future  of  this  country,  and 
I  regret  that,  for  every  possible  reason.  But  I  put 
it  to  the  common  sense  of  the  House  and  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  is  there  to-day  one  newspaper,  from  one  end 
of  Canada  to  the  other,  which  is  not  filled  with  accounts  of 
the  disturbance  in  the  North-West  ?  Aro  not  these  things 
already  known  from  one  end  of  North  America  to  tho  other  ? 
Have  we  not  had  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  him¬ 
self,  that  before  he  knew  it, and  let  tho  House  mark  the  words, 
these  things  were  made  public  in  England  and  in  the  English 
press;  and,  Sir,  these  things  being  known,  these  things  being 
of  common  record,  these  things  being  in  the  highest  sense 
public  property,  is  the  only  place  in  all  North  America 
where  this  matter  is  not  to  be  discussed  the  Parliament  of 
Canada?  That,  Sir,  is  the  position  which  the  hon.  the 
First  Minister  has  taken.  Sir,  I  say  there  is  no  sense, 
no  expediency  in  that  position.  I  say  it  is  infinitely 
better  that  it  should  go  forth  that  the  members  of  this 
House  are  unanimously  in  favor  of  upholding  law,  that  we 
are  disposed  to  assist  the  Government  in  putting  down 
armed  revolt  or  riot,  or  whatever  you  may  choose  to  call  it, 
but  that  at  the  same  time  they  should  declare  they  are  will¬ 
ing  to  redress  all  just  grievances  ;  and  that  they,  the  great 
inquest  of  the  nation,  are  prepared  to  make  examination 
into  the  causes  which  are  alleged  to  have  brought  about 
this  unfortunate  occurrence.  Now,  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  :  That  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
shown  clearly  and  distinctly  that,  year  by  year, 
through  a  whole  series  of  years,  it  has  been  known  that 
these  people  were  discontented,  that  the  Government 
have  had  ample  warning,  ample  opportunity  to 
remedy  these  wrongs.  Why,';  Sir,  I  recollect  myself 
— and  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr. 
Mills)  can  bear  testimony,  too— that  in  1878,  about 
the  time  we  went  out  of  office,  these  men  were 
making  complaints,  and  my  hon.  friend  then  found  it 
necessary  to  take  special  precautions  and  measures  to  allay 
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their  apprehensions.  Now,  that  is  seven  years  ago.  Ample 
time  has  elapsed  for  issuing  the  commission.  More  than 
ample  time  has  elapsed  for  the  redress  of  grievances  and 
the  settlement  of  claims.  The  hon.  gentleman  admitted 
that  they  knew  a  year  ago  that  this  dangerous  agitator,  a 
man  who  has  been  an  outlaw,  guilty  of  rising  in  armed 
insurrection  against  the  Government  of  this  country — that 
this  man  had  come  into  that  country.  They  had  every  kind 
of  warning  that  men  could  have,  that  there  was  danger 
brewing ;  and  my  hon.  friend  simply  declares — he  does  not 
censure  the  Government — he  asks  how  it  is,  with  these 
patent  facts  before  them,  with  this  information,  with  a 
knowledge  of  the  character  of  Riel,  and  of  the  character 
of  these  Mffiis — whom  the  First  Minister  described,  if  I 
heard  him  aright,  as  little  better  than  semi-savages— that 
with  all  these  elements  of  danger  before  them,  the 
Government  omitted  to  take  the  most  ordinary  precautions. 
That  is  the  complaint;  and  can  complaint  be 
juster  or  more  reasonable.  I  was  very  sorry,  indeed,  to  find 
that  the  First  Minister  on  this  occasion  should  have  repeated 
the  assertion,  which,  I  think,  he  must  have  regretted,  which, 
I  think,  he  must  have  wished  buried  in  the  oblivion,  that 
when,  in  June,  1873,  he  brought,  what  I  must  call,  a  most 
slanderous  charge  against  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  that 
he  had  deliberately  deprived  him,  the  present  First  Min¬ 
ister,  of  the  opportunity  of  bringing  Riel  to  justice.  He 
knew,  and  we  have  here  the  evidence  of  Archbishop  Tache, 
to  show  that  he  knew  that  when  he  made  this  charge  in  July, 
1872,  in  December,  1871,  he  had  himself  supplied  Riel  with 
the  means  of  leaving  the  country,  and  of  maintaining  him¬ 
self  in  a  foreign  country,  for  the  purpose,  as  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  stated,  of  hatching  plots  against  this  country.  Here  is 
an  extract  from  Archbishop  Tache’s  testimony  in  our 
journals : 

'•  I  came  to  Canada,  6th  October,  1871.  I  saw  Sir  George  Cartier  in 
Montreal  and  Quebec,  and  he  spoke  to  me  about  Riel’s  leaving  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  he  strongly  advised  me  to  use  my  influence  to  get  Riel  to  leave 
the  country  for  a  while.  This  was  in  October  or  November,  1871.” 

That  charge,  to  which  1  alluded  being  made  in  Juneor  July, 
1872.— 

“  I  told  Sir  George  that  I  agreed  in  his  opiaioa,  but  thai  it  was 
extremely  difficult  for  me  to  interfere,  as  I  had  been  so  badly  treated, 
being  deceived  about  the  amnesty.  He  urged  me,  saying  I  was  the  pas¬ 
tor  of  the  people,  and  he  insisted  so  much  that  I  at  last  said  I  would  try, 
but  I  said  :  ‘  You  must  remember  that  man  is  poor  ;  his  mother  is  a 
widow,  with  four  young  girls  and  three  young  boys,  and  she  has  no 
means  of  support,  especially  when  her  eldest  son  is  away.  He  himself 
has  only  his  labor  for  his  support  ” - 

The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  that  Riel  was  here  in 
October  or  November,  1871.— 

“  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  ask  him  to  leave  his  home  without 
some  compensation  or  some  means  of  travelling.’  ‘That  is  true,'  said 
Sir  George  ;  ‘  we  will  see  about  that.’  He  then  asked  me  if  I  would  go 
to  Ottawa.  1  Yes,’  said  I,  ‘  I  intend  to  be  there  the  beginning  of 
December.’  ‘  Then,’  said  he,  ‘  we  will  settle  the  matter  there.’  I 
came  to  Ottawa  the  beginning  of  December.  Sir  George  also  came,  and 
then  I  saw  him  and  Sir  John.  I  had  several  conversations  with  both  of 
them,  but  one  especially  I  remember  with  Sir  John.  It  was  on  the  7th 
of  December,  about  noon,  in  his  office.  I  do  not  remember  who  began, 
but  he  insisted  that.  I  should  advise  Riel  to  leave  the  country  for  a 
while,  and  added  these  words,  so  far  as  I  can  recollect  them  :  ‘  If  you 
can  succeed  in  keeping  him  out  ot  the  way  for  a  while,  I  will  make  his 
case  mine,  and  I  will  carry  the  point,’ 

“  The  question  of  amnesty  has  caused  me  so  much  pain  already  that  I 
thought  L  would  be  justified  in  using  all  honest  means  to  secure  Hir 
John's  assistance  in  the  granting  of  the  amnesty,  and  it  was  on  that 
ground,  and  on  that  ground  only,  that  I  promised,  as  I  did  then,  pro¬ 
mise  Sir  John,  that  I  would  endeavor  to  persuade  Riel  to  leave  Red 
River  for  a  while.  I  made  to  Sir  John  the  same  observations  which  I 
had  already  made  to  Sir  George  about  the  necessity  of  giving  some 
money  to  Riel  if  he  were  asked  to  leave  the  country.  It  was  agreed  by  Sir 
John  that  they  would  do  something  about  that  matter — that  he  would 
consult  with  Sir  George  Cartier  and  give  me  an  answer  afterwards.  I 
got  an  answer,  dated  27th  December,  1871,  from  Sir  John,  which  I  pro¬ 
duce  under  direction  of  the  committee,  as  follows  : — 

“  ‘[Private  and  strictly  confidential.] 

“  ‘  Ottawa,  27th  December,  1871. 

“  ‘  My  Dear  Lord  Archbishop— I  have  been  able  to  make  the  arrange¬ 
ment  for  the  individual  that  we  have  talked  about.  I  now  send  you  a 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright,, 


sight  draft  on  the  Bank  of  Montreal  for  $1,000  ;  I  need  not  press  upon 
Your  Grace  the  importance  of  the  money  being  paid  to  him  periodically 
— say  monthly  or  quarterly,  and  not  in  a  lump,  otherwise  the  money 
would  be  wasted,  and  our  embarrassment  begin  again.  The  payment 
should  spread  over  a  year.  Believe  me,  Your  Grace’s 

“  ‘Very  obedient  servant, 

“  ‘(Signed)  John  A.  Macdonald. 

“  ‘His  Grace,  the  Archbishop  of  St.  Boniface,  Montreal.’  ” 

Now,  I  ask  what  possible  justification  could  there  be  in  July, 
1872,  for  charging  my  hon.  friend  with  having  driven  Louis 
Riel  out  of  the  country,  to  hatch  plots  and  mischief  against 
the  State,  as  the  First  Minister  declared  my  hon.  friend  had 
done  ?  I  might  just  add  one  word.  Ai’chbishop  Tache 
goes  on  to  say  : 

“  In  my  conversations  with  Sir  John  and  Sir  George  there  was  no 
allusion  to  the  Ontario  proclamation  which,  indeed,  was  not  ordered 
till  a  later  period  ” 

Sir,  it  strikes  me  that  the  First  Minister  would  do  well  to 
refresh  his  memory  befoi’e  he  again,  in  this  House,  declares 
that  in  July,  1872,  it  was  his  sincere  prayer  that  he 
might  catch  Louis  Riel.  Now,  he  and  Archbishop  Tache  can 
settle  the  matter  between  them.  I  have  never  heard  the 
Archbishop’s  veracity  impugned.  Sir,  if  we  are  to  go  to 
the  root  of  this  ti’ouble  I  believe  it  will  be  found 
to  a  great  extent  to  be  this.  1  do  not  in  the  slight¬ 
est  degree  dispute  the  ability  of  the  First  Minister, 
but  I  only  say  to  him  here  what  I  have  said  in  many  other 
places,  that  he  and  his  successor  in  office  have  been  guilty 
of  a  great  and  grievous  error  in  their  dealing  with  the  North- 
West.  Sir,  I  speak  with  knowledge  when  I  say  that  it  is 
utterly  impossible  for  any  man  to  administer  the  affairs  of 
that  country  properly  unless  he  has  been  fi-equently  in  it  or 
is  a  native  of  it.  The  First  Minister,  when  he  entered  office, 
took  upon  himself  the  charge  of  that  huge  Department.  No 
man  knew  better  than  he  that  it  was  utterly  impossible — 
and  1  use  the  words  advisedly — for  him  to  discharge  the 
arduous  duties  of  First  Minister  and  leader  of  his  party, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  administer  that  great  Department. 
Unless  my  memory  altogether  fails,  over  and  over  again  the 
First  Minister  had  declared  that  it  was  a  grievous  error  on 
the  pai’t  of  his  predecessor,  my  friend  from  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  to  attempt  to  discharge,  at  one  and  the  same 
time,  the  functions  of  First  Minister  and  Minister  of  Public 
Works.  There  is  no  doubt  that  my  hon.  friend  has  ruined 
his  health  in  the  public  service  by  attempting  to  discharge 
duties  which  were  too  much  for  the  strength  of  any  single 
man  to  discharge.  But,  Sir,  what  does  the  First  Minister  do  ? 
It  was  of  the  greatest  possible  importance  that  the  man  who 
took  charge  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  should  give 
his  whole  soul  and  mind  and  strength  to  it,  and  the  whole 
soul  and  mind  and  strength  of  any  man  in  Canada  would 
have  been  barely  adequate  (even  had  he  taken  the  precau¬ 
tions,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  neglected,  to  visit  the 
country  every  year  of  his  administration)  to  the  proper  dis¬ 
charge  of  the  puties  of  the  office.  Now,  I  believe  it  is  true 
that,  during  all  the  years  the  First  has  Minister  held  office, 
neither  he  nor  his  successor  set  foot  in  that  country.  We 
have  here  the  spectacle,  which  has  always  led  to  great  evils 
and  troubles,  of  attempting  to  govern  a  country  requiring 
close  and  accurate  knowledge  at  a  distance  of  2,000  or 
3,000  miles.  Consequently,  these  men  are  ignorant  of 
facts  which  would  have  been  apparent  to  them  had  they 
taken  up  their  residence  in  the  country  or  visited  it,  or  had 
they  used  those  means  which  any  man  having  the  smallest 
stake  in  the  country  would  have  used  to  acquaint  himself 
with  its  wants  and  necessities.  As  a  consequence,  the 
present  and  the  late  Minister  of  the  Interior  have  been 
perfectly  ignorant  of  all  these  things;  they  have  been  in 
the  hands  of  their  subordinates.  No  doubt  their  intentions 
wei’e  good  enough;  but  they  have  no  knowledge,  and 
they  have  neglected  the  plain  and  easy  means  of 
knowledge.  What  has  been  the  result?  One  result 
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the  First  Minister  alluded  to,  and  one  result  is  plain  enough 
to  us  all.  Never  has  there  been  a  more  wanton  waste  of 
,  public  money  than  in  connection  with  the  Department 
specially  under  the  control  of  the  First  Minister  and  his 
successor.  On  the  mounted  police  we  expended 

last  year  $489,000  ;  on  surveys  and  Dominion  lands, 
$895,000;  and  on  Indians  $1,166,000;  or  we  spent, 
in  all,  in  the  year  1888-84,  $2,547,560  on  these 

three  services;  and  we  have  had  to  spend  a  great 
deal  more  for  Mr.  Dowdney  and  ail  the  other  officials,  who 
have  taken  our  money  and  left  us  in  utter  ignorance  of 
everything  it  behoved  us  to  know.  Then,  as  myhon.  friend 
truly  said,  thero  has  been  a  far  more  serious  error  com¬ 
mitted.  Practically,  to  all  intentions  and  purposes,  the 
North-West  has  been  looked  on  for  many  years  as  one  great 
field  for  plunder.  Was  there  a  man  who  you  dared  not  put 
in  office  down  here  ?  You  sent  him  up  to  the  North-West. 
Was  there  a  man  whose  character  was  too  bad — and  it  must 
be  pretty  bad — to  provide  an  office  for  under  the  immediate 
inspection  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  was  sent  up  to  the 
North-West.  Was  there  a  man  you  could  not  supply 
with  printing  or  other  contracts ;  he  must  get  a 
timber  limit,  a  coal  area,  a  colonisation  company, 
or  this,  that  or  the  other,  out  of  the  North-West. 
This  has  been  within  the  knowledge  of  every  one  who  has 
gone  there.  No  wonder  that  the  people  are  discontented  and 
leave  the  country.  Their  rights,  as  we  all  know,  have  been 
interfered  with.  Had  these  hon.  gentlemen  simply  sat  still 
and  allowed  the  people  to  go  in  and  develop  that  country 
there  would  have  been  none  of  these  risings  or  disturbances ; 
wo  should  have  had  a  strong  and  prosperous  Province  there, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  position  would  have  been  tenfold 
stronger  to-day,  and  the  condition  of  Canada  infinitely  bet¬ 
ter.  The  hon.  gentleman  charged  my  hon.  friend  with 
unpatriotic  conduct  and  quoted  English  precedents  to  him. 
The  hon  gentleman  is  very  fond  of  quoting  English  prece¬ 
dents.  Has  he  looked  at  the  precedents  set  us  from  day 
to  day  by  the  Conservative  leaders  in  England,  in  their  criti- 
icisms  of  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  Egypt  and  the 
Soudan  ;  in  their  criticisms— which  I  do  not  approve  of — 
on  the  conduct  of  officers  who  have  just  been  engaged  with 
the  enemy  at  the  front.  Let  him  consult  the  English  news¬ 
paper  fyies,  let  him  consult  the  organ  of  the  party  whom 
he  says  he  is  affiliated  with,  and  he  will  find  that  my  hon. 
friend’s  motion  and  language  are  mildness  itself  compared 
with  English  precedents,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  might 
have  appealed.  Sir,  my  hon.  friend  stated— and  I  believe 
every  man  behind  him,  and  I  hope  every  man  in  this 
House  agreed  with  him — although,  recollecting  certain 
things  which  happened  before,  I  fancy  he  is  more  likely  to  get 
support  for  that  sentiment  from  this  side  than  his  own — 
that  he  was  willing  to  assist  the  Government  to  the  best  of 
his  power  to  re-establish  law  and  order  in  that  country.  He 
said  that  he  was  not  going  to  censure  them  for  neglecting 
to  take  the  steps  they  should  have  taken  ;  but  he  said  :  We 
are  ready  to  help  you  to  put  down  this  revolt,  but  we  say 
you  ought  to  explain  to  us  and  give  us  information ;  it  is 
idle  for  you  to  attempt  to  conceal  it ;  it  is  being  discussed 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  and  it  is  the 
merest  child’s  play  to  say  it  should  not  be  discussed  in  this 
House.  This  Houso  is  the  proper  place  to  discuss  it ;  the 
people’s  representatives  have  a  right  to  bo  informed  of  the 
doings  of  the  Government,  and  to  consider  whether  it  is 
blameable  or  not. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  consults  the  Eng¬ 
lish  newspapers  he  will  find  that  Mr,  Gladstone  refused  to 
give  information. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  Sir,  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone  may  have  refused  to  give  information  about  matters 
of  negotiation  with  foreign  potentates,  but  my  hon,  friend 
will  find  that  the  Conservative  party  did  not  accept  that  as 
a  sufficient  reason  for  not  pressing  for  information, 


Mr.  McNEILL.  I  think  they  have. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  as  my  hon.  friends 
opposite  are  always  citiDg  the  actions  of  that  party  as  being 
just  what  is  good  and  right,  we  may  be  pardoned  for  citing 
them  now  and  then,  although  we  do  not  go  one-fourth  or 
one-tenth  as  far  as  they  do.  My  hon.  friend’s  motion,  I 
repeat,  is  exceedingly  mild,  compared  with  the  comments 
and  resolutions  offered  day  by  day  and  hour  by  hour  by  the 
Conservative  party  in  England,  with  respect  to  the  serious 
matters  in  which  the  country  is  engaged  at  this  moment. 
The  plain  matter  of  fact  is  this:  The  hon.  gentleman  knew 
that  he  ought  to  have  taken  this  matter  up,  and  ought  long 
ago  to  have  appointed  a  commission.  He  has  been,  accord¬ 
ing  to  his  custom,  according  to  the  title  he  has  earned  among 
the  Indian  tribes,  putting  it  off  until  to-morrow — until 
it  is  too  late,  I  fear,  to  expect  to  settle  it  by  a 
commission.  Now,  he  is  responsible  for  the  mistakes 
which  resulted  from  that  neglect ;  and  it  is  too  late  to  ask 
us,  who  recollect  the  events  of  1871,  who  recollect  his  blun¬ 
dering  and  the  blundering  of  his  Government  in  1871,  who 
recollect  the  mischievous  consequences  which  flowed  from 
his  mistakes  and  errors,  to  sit  still  while  he  repeats  those 
errors,  with  even  more  mischievous  consequences,  to-day. 
Now,  just  let  us  come  back  to  the  plain  facts.  Is  anything 
clearer  than  this :  that  at  least  a  year,  practically  a  year 
and  a  half,  ago,  as  the  facts  read  by  my  friend  show,  the 
Government  were  aware  that  there  was  danger; 
they  were  aware  that  there  were  complaints ;  they 
were  aware  that  these  men  had  serious  grounds  for 
complaint;  and  they  were,  above  ali,  aware  that 
the  man  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  admits  has  great  and  undue  influence  with  the 
half-breeds  was  in  the  midst  of  them,  stirring  them  up  to 
strife  ;  and,  if  I  understand  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
this  afternoon,  deliberately  offered  to  the  Government  to 
withdraw  from  the  country  on  payment  of  a  certain  sum  of 
money.  Was  there  no  warning  in  that?  Certainly, 
remembering  what  had  already  occurred,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  have  immediately  taken  precautions  ;  he  should 
have  sent  his  commissioners,  not  now,  but  then,  about  a 
year  ago,  and  then,  in  ail  probability,  we  would  havo  cut 
the  ground  from  under  Monsieur  Riel’s  feet,  and  we  would 
not  have  bad,  at  this  most  inconvenient  period — and  it  is  a 
most  inconvenient  period,  in  many  ways,  for  the  bon.  gentle¬ 
man — to  deal  with  this  trouble  which,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  truly  said— and  I  am  sorry  I.  cannot  contradict 
him— may  ultimately  inflict  very  considerable  injury  upon 
us.  We  are  quite  willing  to  cooperate  with  him  in  every 
reasonable  movement  he  requires  to  make,  for  the  purpose 
of  restoring  good  order  in  that  country  ;  but  we  require  an 
open  statement  of  bis  intentions.  Everybody  will  admit 
that  such  a  statement  will  not  in  the  slightest  degree  preju¬ 
dice  or  interfere  with  our  warlike  operations ;  every¬ 
body  will  admit  that  it  is  not  possible  for  Mr. 
Riel  to  derive  any  considerable  assistance  from  the 
knowledge  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  ordered 
half  a  battery  or  a  regiment  to  proceed  to  the  scene  of 
action.  I  approve  of  the  hon.  gentleman  taking  all  reason¬ 
able  precautions  that  the  expedition,  when  it  goes  forward, 
should  go  forward  in  such  strength  that  it  will  over-awe 
these  people  and  bring  them  to  their  senses,  without  injury 
to  any  single  man,  without  any  blood  being  shed  in  that 
territory ;  but  I  say  we  ought  to  face  the  situation.  There 
is  no  use  in  hiding  from  ourselves  what  the  plain  facts  are. 
If  we  conceal  our  knowledge  of  the  situation  it  will  not,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  benefit  us ;  because  it  is  already  a  matter 
of  public  discussion  and  notoriety  from  one  end  of  the  Eng« 
lish  speakiDg  world  to  the  other.  We  have  no  wish  to  urge 
the  Government  to  hasty  action,  but  what  we  desire  is  that 
they  should  give  us,  in  Parliament  assembled,  such  informa¬ 
tion  as  my  hon.  friend  desires,  information  which  will  enable 
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us  to  form  an  intelligent  idea  of  the  ground  upon  which  the 
Government  now  propose  to  act. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  think  it  has  been  made  quite  suffi¬ 
ciently  clear  yet,  by  quotations  made  on  the  present  occasion, 
what  the  object  was  for  which  the  hon,  gentleman  who 
now  leads  the  Government  induced  Riel  to  leave  the  coun¬ 
try  in  1871.  It  has  been  shown  by  my  hon,  friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Sir  Kichard  Cartwright)  that  the  First  Mini¬ 
ster  induced  him  to  leave  in  the  autumn  of  1871,  and  stipu¬ 
lated  that  be  should  remain  away  for  a  year  at  least,  and  that 
several  months  before  that  year  expired  the  First  Minister 
said  he  “  would  to  God  he  could  catch  him.”  He  says  now, 
“  never  was  there  a  prayer  more  fervently  uttered  than  that 
which  he  uttered  on  that  occasion.”  He  has  so  far  forgotten 
the  transaction— -we  must  charitably  hope  he  has  forgotten 
the  facts — as  to  tell  us  ho  did  not  pay  Eiel  to  leave  the 
country,  but  to  get  him  further  from  the  frontier  into  the 
United  States  after  he  had  already  entered  that  country. 
Sufficient  has  been  quoted  from  the  evidence  of  Mgr.  Tache 
to  show  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  utterly  mistaken  on  that 
point.  It  appears  there  were  two  other  questions  which 
troubled  him,  with  regard  to  Eiel,  at  that  time,  and  made  it 
advisable  to  get  Eiel  away.  Mgr.  Tache  said,  in  his  evi¬ 
dence,  on  22nd  April,  1874  :  — 

“  I  saw  Sir  George  Cartier  in  Quebec,  Montreal,  and  different  other 
places,  in  November  and  December.  When  I  spoke  to  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald  on  the  subject  he  never  denied  that  the  amnesty  had  been  pro¬ 
mised,  but  he  said  ‘  No  Government  could  stand  on  that  question.  ’ 
1  told  him  there  had  been  promises  of  amnesty  frequently,  and  he  did  not 
deny  the  statements.  He  repeated  that  no  Government  could  stand 
that  endeavored  to  procure  the  amnesty.” 

This  was  the  amnesty  which  had  bean  promised  to  Eiel  by 
the  Government,  and  which  Archbishop  Tache  reproached 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  with  not  giving.  Ultimately 
the  bon.  gentleman  went  out  of  office,  leaving  this  question 
unsettled,  which  he  declared  he  could  not  settle,  which  be 
declared  no  Government  could  settle  and  live.  He  went 
out,  having  deceived  those  to  whom  he  had  promised  that 
amnesty,  having  deceived  the  reverend  prelate  himself, 
who  had  taken  the  trouble  to  negotiate  that  amnesty,  and 
he  left  that  question  to  be  settled  by  his  successor,  and  his 
successor  did  settle  it,  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  all  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Dominion.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
accused  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  with  having  tried  to  set 
race  against  race  and  class  against  class ;  but  was  it  not  under 
the  Government  of  which  my  hon.  friend  who  leads  the 
Opposition  was  a  member  that  this  burning  question,  which 
had  separated  race  from  race,  which  had  made  bad  blood 
between  our  French  and  English  speaking  people,  which  had 
excited  feud  between  the  Orangemen  and  Roman  Catholics, 
was  settled  ?  But  now,  under  the  management  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  for  which  he  claims  so  many  virtues, 
that  burning  question  which  we  hoped  we  had  settled 
forever  has  been  re-opened.  I  wish  to  give  you  the  real 
reason  why  it  was  thought  best  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
not  to  have  Eiel  in  the  country ;  I  wish  to  state  the  reason 
why  it  was  considered  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  worth  a 
$1,000  then  to  have  Eiel  out  of  the  country,  and 
the  same  reason  partly  exists  to-day.  There  were  then 
general  elections  coming  on  in  Canada ;  there  are  now  at 
least  two  elections  coming  on,  and  it  may  be  desirable  now, 
as  it  was  then,  to  get  Riel  out  of  the  country.  Mark  you, 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  told  us  that  there  had  been 
danger  of  Fenian  plots  being  hatched  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line  with  Eiel’s  assistance,  and  that  was  the  reason  he  wanted 
to  get  him  out  of  the  country  ;  but  Archbishop  Tache  says  : 

“Nothing  whatever  was  at  any  time  said  by  Sir  John  or  Sir  George,  to 
the  effect  that  there  was  any  danger  that  Riel,  or  those  who  had  been 
acting  with  him,  might  join  the  Fenians.  The  only  reason  given  for 
having  Riel  leave,  was  to  prevent  any  increase  in  the  excitement  at  the 
coming  general  elections.  This  reason  was  given  both  by  Sir  John  and  Sir 
George.  The  reason  was,  that  the  presence  of  Riel  in  Manitoba  during 
the  election  would  be  taken  up  by  the  press,  and  would  cause  excite- 
meat  in  the  Povinoe  of  Ontario  during  the  elections  there.  ’ 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


It  was  not,  therefore,  in  order  to  secure  the  safety  of 
Manitoba,  as  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  ;  it  was 
not  in  order  to  “  give  security  to  that  country  and  enable 
it  to  grow  up  as  it  has  since,”  but  it  was  in  order  to  “  pre¬ 
vent  excitement  in  Ontario  during  the  elections.” 

“  There  was  nothing  that  I  remember  said  as  to  any  excitement  ia 
Manitoba  itself  created  by  Riel’s  presence  in  Manitoba.” 

It  was  not  for  the  sake  of  Manitoba  at  all  that  Eiel  was 
obliged  to  leave  that  Province,  but  for  the  sake  of  avoiding 
embarrassment  to  the  Government. 

“  Sir  George  told  me,  as  one  of  the  raasons  to  induce  me  to  exercise 
myself  to  procure  Riel’s  departure,  that  by  this  act  they  would  likely 
obtain  a  larger  support  in  the  elections,  and  would  thus  be  better  able  to 
procure  the  amnesty.  In  the  conversation,  both  with  Sir  George  and  Sir 
John,  they  said  that  the  absence  should  last  over  the  time  of  the 
elections.” 

Over  the  very  time  when  the  right  hon.  gentleman  was 
saying  in  Ontario:  “  would  to  God  I  could  catch  him.” 

“  I  understood  the  words  in  Sir  John’s  letter,  and  ‘  our  embarrass¬ 
ment  begin  again,’  to  refer  to  the  possibility  of  Riel’s  coming  back 
before  the  Ontario  elections  and  the  embarrassment  caused  thereby  to 
the  Government.” 

The  Archbishop  goes  on  to  record  his  negotiations  and  to 
say  that  he  had  further  instructions  from  Sir  George  Car- 
tier  in  regard  to  the*  matter,  and  that  he  thought  it  proper 
to  pay  the  money  in  a  lump  instead  of  instalments,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  first  proposed,  and  he  negotiated  on  this 
basis  with  Eiel  and  Lepine  together,  and  they  said: 

“  We  have  had  enough  of  the  trouble  and  the  risk  for  ourselves,  and  I 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  all  the  expenses  are  to  be  paid  by  the 
Canadian  Government,  because  I  consider  we  are  going  away  on  their 
behalf,  and  we  would  consider  ourselves  as  under  pay  in  their  service  ; 
otherwise  we  would  not  accept  one  cent  from  them.” 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon,  gentlemen  opposite  cheer  that 
statement,  that  they  considered  themselves  in  the  pay  of 
the  Government  which  they  support ;  and,  as  we  know  the 
money  was  paid,  and  that  they  would  not  accept  it  under 
any  other  conditions,  that  must  have  been  the  understanding, 
that  they  went  away  in  the  pay  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
Enough  on  that  subject.  I  wish  to  protest  again,  in  the 
name  of  the  House  and  in  the  name  of  the  country,  against 
the  unconstitutional  statement,  that  it  is  no  time  to  find 
fault  with  the  Government  when  there  happens  to  be  what 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  chooses  to  call  a  mere  riot,  an 
insignificant  riot,  in  some  part  of  the  North-West  Territory. 
No  matter  how  large  or  how  insignificant  it  may  be,  it  is 
not  only  the  privilege,  but  the  duty  of  this  House  to  criticise 
any  action  on  his  part  which  may  have  brought  about  that 
riot.  He  has  tried  to  turn  away  the  attention  of  the  House 
from  the  issue  by  making  it  appear  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  found  fault  with  him  1  or  calling  out  the  troops. 
He  quoted  a  lot  of  his  phrases  and  argued  the  question  as  if 
my  hon.  friend  had  been  urging  that  the  militia  could  not 
be  called  out  here  without  the  consent  of  Parliament  or 
previous  notification  of  Parliament.  He  never  said  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  He  took  particular  pains  to  say  he  did 
not  mean  that ;  that  probably  it  was  necessary  to  call  out  the 
militia,  and  he  was  not  criticising  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  calling  them  out.  But  he  did  say,  what  is  quite 
true,  and  the  only  constitutional  view  of  the  ques¬ 
tion,  the  only  view  a  House  respecting  itself  can 
take  of  the  question,  that  this  House  has  a  right  to 
be  told  when  the  militia  have  been  ordered  out,  if  it  is  in 
session  at  the  time.  Even  if  they  were  ordered  out  in  a 
city,  to  quell  a  riot  at  a  workshop,  the  House  would  have  a 
right  to  be  told ;  how  much  more  when  they  are  ordered 
out  by  the  authority  of  the  Government,  on  a  special  des¬ 
patch  from  the  Minister  of  War  himself.  Have  we  not  the 
right  to  be  told  when  we  are  at  war  ?  Those  are  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  words.  He  spoke  of  our  being  “  at  war,”  and  of 
armed  men  standing  up  against  us.  Have  we  not  a  right 
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to  be  told  ?  I  think  we  have,  and  we  have  a  right  to  get 
information  in  an  authentic  and  satisfactory  form.  We 
have  had  plenty  of  information  on  this  subject.  The  papers 
all  over  America  and  Europe  have  boon  full  of  it  for  days, 
and  there  have  been  these  sensational  despatches  which  the 
right  horn  gentleman  referred  to,  and  which  my  lion,  friend 
and  leader  did  not  quote  from.  He  quoted  from  special 
despatches  sent  to  Government  organs  and  from  editorials 
in  Government  organs,  which  are  generally  understood  to 
be  inspired. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAGDONALH.  Oh  !  hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  CASEY.  They  are  not  inspired?  Well,  it  will  be 
a  sad  announcement  to  tho  thousands,  or  perhaps  millions 
who  hang  upon  the  words  of  those  organs,  as  representing 
the  policy  of  the  Government  which  they  admire  and  of  the 
leader  whom  they  adore,  when  they  are  told  that  what  they 
took  for  inspired  gospel  is  only  the  irresponsible  utterance 
of  an  editor  !  These  editorials  are  supposed  to  be  inspired, 
and  I  believe  rightly,  as  a  general  thing,  and  it  was  from 
editorials  of  that  kind  that  my  hon.  friend  quoted.  We  have 
had  sensational  despatches  and  editorials,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  says  speaks  for  itself, 
did  not  speak  for  itself.  That  is  what  we  complain  of,  that 
it  would  not  speak  and  give  us  the  correct  information  to 
do  away  with  all  the  sensational  trash  which  has  been 
agitating  us  so  much. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  cannot  allow  this  debate  to  close 
without  expressing  my  opinion  of  the  present  position  of 
matters  in  the  North-West  and  the  action  of  the  Govern, 
ment  in  dealing  with  that  country,  I  think  the  House 
and  the  country  have  great  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  North-West  Territory  has  been  dealt 
with,  that  is,  as  regards  the  half-breeds  and  the  native 
races.  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  these  native  races,  the 
different  tribes  of  Indians,  have  been  for  many  years, 
for  centuries,  I  may  say,  fighting  among  themselves.  Since 
they  came  under  the  care  of  this  country,  since  the  Govern¬ 
ment  undertook  the  care  and  the  charge  of  these  Indians, 
we  have  had  peace  among  them,  all  over  tho  country,  until 
now:  I  think  a  great  deal  too  much  importance  is  attached 
to  this  rising  in  the  North-West.  I  know  these 
people  who  are  now  threatening,  who  are  now  proba¬ 
bly  in  arms.  I  know  them  thoroughly  and  well. 
I  have  lived  among  them,  and  I  know  their  dis¬ 
position  and  tendencies.  The  people  are  naturally  a  good 
people  ;  they  ate  a  brave  and,  I  may  say,  a  generous  people  ; 
descended,  on  one  side,  from  the  native  hunters  of  the 
plains,  and  on  the  other  from  the  French  voyageurs  who 
first  settled  in  that  country,  and  among  them  are  names 
which  are  historical  in  France ;  the  restlessness  of  disposi¬ 
tion  of  these  people  has  been  brought  about  by  the  nature 
of  tho  life  they  lead.  Before  Canada  became  at  all  con¬ 
nected  with  the  country,  while  it  was  yet  under  the 
Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  they  were  not  a  quiet  or  a  seden¬ 
tary  people.  They  lived  by  hunting,  and  they  were  often 
at  strife.  If  I  chose  to  go  very  far  back,  1  could  show 
that  they  were  frequently  at  war  with  their  neighbors. 
In  1816,  during  tho  time  of  the  troubles  in  the  North-West, 
it  is  well  known  that  there  were  fights,  and  that  Governor 
Semple  and  his  followers  were  killed  at  the  Frog  plains, 
quite  near  where  Winnipeg  now  stands.  It  is  known  that 
on  two  occasions  the  Imperial  Government  had  to  send 
troops  out.  It  is  nearly  half  a  century  since  the  first 
troops  were  sent  out  by  the  way  of  Hudson’s  Bay,  and  they 
had  to  remain  to  keep  order  among  the  ancestors  of  theso 
very  people  who  are  now  in  arms  on  the  Saskatchewan. 
When  the  troops  were  withdrawn  there  were  pensioners 
established  in  the  Bed  Biver  settlement,  and  when  the  Biel 
rebellion  broke  out,  we  saw  what  sort  of  people  they  were. 
Supposing  the  same  thing,  that  is  a  rebellion,  had  broken 
out  among  a  tribe  of  savage  Indians,  or  among  any  other 


wild  people  usually  looked  upon  as  savages,  would  they 
have  behaved  themselves  with  tho  goneral  moderation  these 
people  did  ?  Certainly  not.  Tho  half-breeds  did  not  thou 
proceed  to  extreme  violenco,  but  acted  with  general  mod¬ 
eration,  and  they  had,  as  they  thought,  grievances  to 
complain  of.  The  people  who  are  on  tho  Saskatchewan 
now,  who  are  settled  at  Duck  Lake,  are  the  same  people  that 
joined  Biel  before — the  old  French  half-breeds  ;  and  my 
opinion  is  that  they  will  not  be  a  difficult  people  to  deal 
with.  My  opinion  also  is  that  the  Government  have  takon 
the  very  "best  manner  of  dealing  with  them,  having  quietly 
sent  out  tho  troops  to  overawe  them  with  a  superior  force. 
They  are  not  naturally  disposed  to  resort  to  violence,  and  I 
think  with  good  management  tho  disturbance  will  subside 
and  peace  be  restored  in  a  very  short  time 
I  think  the  Government  have  taken  the  very  best  means 
they  could  to  bring  about  that  very  desirable  end.  Now,  it 
is  well  known,  as  the  First  Minister  said,  that  the  food  on 
which  they  relied,  that  is,  the  buffalo,  have  disappeared  from 
the  plains,  and  they  have  not  yet  taken  to  agriculture,  as 
they,  no  doubt,  will,  in  a  little  time.  But,  sweep  away  the 
means  of  subsistence,  to  which  they  have  been  accustomed, 
from  any  people,  and  you  cannot  expect  them  at  once  to 
settle  down  into  a  different  kind  of  life.  The  fact  is,  tho 
half-breeds  were  born  hunters  and  soldiers.  They  used 
formerly  to  be  frequently  at  war  with  the  Black- 
feet  or  the  Crees.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  got  into  a  great 
discussion  here  to-night  about  this  matter.  It  will  look 
as  if  we  wished  it  to  go  abroad  that  we  had  a  great 
war  on  hand,  such  as  that  now  in  progress  in  the 
Soudan  or  threatening  in  India.  A  few  discontented 
people  in  the  North-West  Territories  take  up  arms,  and  the 
police  are  sent  to  control  and  subdue  them.  We  immedi¬ 
ately  magnify  that  into  a  great  war,  and  our  discussion 
upon  it  will  be  looked  upon  abroad  as  if  Canadians  were 
giving  themselves  unnecessary  trouble  about  a  very  small 
matter.  My  impression  is,  Sir,  that  the  whole  thing  will 
collapse  ;  that  these  people  will  return  to  a  quiet  life ;  that 
if  prudently  managed,  as  I  am  sure  it  will  be,  there  will 
soon  be  an  end  of  the  disturbance. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  can  sympathise  with  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  there  will  bo  no  bloodshed,  and  that  the  trouble 
will  pass  over  quietly.  I  fear,  however,  that  it  will  injure 
the  country  to  a  considerable  extent,  by  preventing  people 
from  Europe  emigrating  to  that  country,  who  have  hitherto 
been  led  to  believe  that  the  North-We3t  is  in  a  very  peace¬ 
able  condition.  But  I  rise  to  explain  a  point  stated  by  the 
First  Minister,  that  the  Government  ought  to  be  thankful 
for  th8  peace  of  that  country.  Well,  as  a  resident  of  that 
country,  in  which  I  have  lived  for  about  nine  years,  I  say 
we  ought  to  be  thankful  for  the  peace  of  the  country, 
because  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  people  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  who  have  had  more  patience  with  the  Government 
than  the  people  in  that  country  to-day.  I  do  not  beliovo  it 
would  be  possible  for  a  body  of  men  to  come  together  and 
misgovern  a  country  more  than  the  present  Administration 
have  misgoverned  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  for  the  last 
six  or  seven  years.  I  do  not  state  this  with  tho 
simple  object  of  opposition,  but  as  a  warning  to 
gentlemen  opposite.  The  First  Minister  knows  very  well 
that  the  people  of  that  country  have  had  grievances, 
which  have  been  presented  to  him  in  memorials  from 
the  Local  Government  of  Manitoba,  through  its  Premier. 
As  the  hon.  gentleman  is  noted  for  smoothing  down  all  the 
delegations  that  come  to  Ottawa,  he  has  succeeded,  appai- 
ently,  in  smoothing  down  the  Premier  of  that  Province, 
who  now  seems  to  be  one  of  his  servile  followers.  Ho 
knows  that  previous  to  that  gentleman  coming  down  here 
a  Bill  of  Bights  was  passed  by  the  Local  Legislature.  He 
knows  that  that  gentleman  has  been  down  here  since  with- 
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out  any  additional  instructions,  and  has  agreed  to  a  certain 
settlement  of  all  claims  made  by  the  Local  Legislature. 
Now,  I  could  give  my  opinion  as  to  the  probable  results  of 
the  settlement  of  those  claims.  The  people  claim  they 
have  certain  rights  which  the  other  Provinces  enjoy,  but  of 
which  they  have  been  deprived.  Among  those  rights  they 
claim  the  right  to  build  railways  in  any  part  of  that  Province, 
without  interference,  and  that  right  has  been  denied  them. 
They  have  presented  this  bill  of  rights,  and  I  understand 
by  the  First  Minister,  he  assured  the  Local  Government 
through  the  Premier,  that  those  rights  would  be  accorded  ; 
and  the  Premier  apparently  has  been,  if  I  may  say  so,  soft 
soldered  by  the  First  Minister,  and  has  gone  back  satis¬ 
fied.  It  is  not  known  whether  the  Local  Legislature  will 
accept  the  terms  as  arranged  by  the  Premier  or  not ;  in 
fact,  it  is  not  known  that  the  Premier  of  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  will  press  the  proposed  settlement  of  those  rights. 
I  think  myself  he  will  not,  as  he  will  be  afraid  of  being 
defeated. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Who  was  elected  in  Winnipeg? 

Mr.  WATSON.  Well,  he  was  a  supporter  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite;  but  I  think  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  realise  that  the  election  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg 
was  actually  a  defeat  for  themselves.  That  gentleman  was 
elected  only  after  being  taken  into  the  Government  and 
after  being  elected  mayor  of  the  city  of  Winnipeg ;  thus  he 
had  the  patronage  of  the  city  of  Winnipeg  and  the  patron¬ 
age  of  the  Local  Government,  and  the  people  up  there  have 
not  the  ballot,  as  you  have  here,  but  they  vote  openly,  and 
that  is  the  reason  ho  was  elected..  He  was  supported  by  a 
horde  of  officials  from  the  Dominion  Government  and  a  horde 
of  officials  from  the  Local  Government.  The  people  of  that 
country  are  practically  opposed  to  this  Government.  I  can 
state  that  the  Local  Government  does  not  represent  the 
actual  feeling  of  the  people  in  that  Province.  The  gentle¬ 
man  who  seconded  the  Address  in  the  Local  Legislature  is  a 
gentleman  who  represents  a  constituency  in  that  Province, 
but,  Sir,  he  only  represents  thirty-five  electors.  In  fact  the 
Premier  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  exercises  the  same 
power  over  the  constituencies  as  the  First  Minister  does 
here,  by  virtue  of  the  Gerrymander  Bill,  which 
he  passed  in  the  session  of  1881-82.  I  may  also  inform 
the  First  Minister  that  there  are  two  members 
belonging  to  the  Opposition  in  the  Legislature 
of  Manitoba,  who  represent  one-quarter  of  the  whole 
Province.  That  will  give  him  an  idea  as  to  whether 
the  Premier  of  Manitoba  enjoys  popular  support,  I  can 
warn  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and  this  House  that  ho 
ought  to  be  thankfal  that  this  is  the  only  trouble  he  had  in 
the  North-West.  The  people  of  that  country  are  as 
loyal  to  the  Crown  as  the  people  of  any  other  Province  of 
the  Dominion  ;  but,  as  I  said  before,  they  claim  that  they  are 
deprived  of  certain  rights  and  that  they  have  been  deceived, 
and  now  they  demand  those  rights  to  bo  recognised.  They 
claim  the  right  to  build  railways  and  the  right  to  admin¬ 
ister  the  lands  of  the  Province. 

Mr.  ORTON.  What  are  their  grievances  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Centre  Wellington 
(Mr.  Orton)  knows  the  grievances  of  that  country  as  well  as 
1  do,  but  he  is  so  wedded  to  his  party  that  he  says  it  is  all 
right,  and  that  the  people  are  contented  and  happy.  I  see 
by  the  Winnipeg  papers  that  the  Conservatives  are  banding 
themselves  into  what  they  call  an  Equal  Rights  Associa¬ 
tion. 

Mr,  FERGUSON  (Leeds  and  Grenville).  Farmers’ 
unions. 

Mr.  WATSON.  No ;  many  of  the  gentlomen  who  have 
been  holding  those  meetings  are  Conservatives  and  have 
elected  a  Conservative  president,  and  they  are  strong  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  The  people  of  the 
Mr.  Watson, 


Province,  1  repeat,  have  been  deceived  by  this  Government, 
in  reference  to  the  construction  of  railways.  The  peopio 
who  are  settled  in  north-western  Manitoba  were  promised 
railway  communication  years  ago.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  was  located  in  that  direction,  and  an  Order  in  Councli 
was  passed  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  follow 
the  4th  base  line  until  if  came  between  range  21  and  range 
22,  and  that  it  should  then  run  in  a  north-westerly  direction 
to  where  the  Shell  River  enters  the  Assiniboine.  Settlers 
located  along  this  proposed  line,  which  has  not  been  built, 
six  or  seven  years  ago,  and  have  been  working  their 
land  and  spending  their  money  ever  since.  These  settlers 
have  thousands  of  bushels  of  grain  in  their  granaries 
which  they  cannot  sell  for  want  of  railway  communication. 
I  might  also  state  that  the  people  of  south- western  Manitoba 
are  to-day  very  much  annoyed  and  very  much  agitated, 
from  the  fact  that  they  have  squandered  their  wealth  in 
that  country  in  cultivating  large  tracts  of  land  on  the  pro¬ 
mise  of  railway  communication  being  afforded  them.  Maps 
showing  routes  wei’e  issued  and  afterwards  withdrawn,  I 
believe  at  the  instigation  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  present  Government.  The  Mani¬ 
toba  and  South-Western  Colonisation  Railway  was  wiped 
out  of  existence,  and  the  people  of  that  district  have  not  tho 
advantages  of  railway  communication  which  they  would 
have  had  years  ago,  except  for  the  joint  action 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  monopoly  and 
this  Government.  On  the  question  that  has  been 
principally  discussed  in  this  House  during  the  last 
two  or  three  weeks— the  tariff — I  desire  to  say  one 
or  two  words.  There  are  no  hon.  gentlemen  present  and 
there  aro  no  residents  of  the  North-West  who  are  not  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  tariff  has  been  very  injurious  to  tho  North-West 
interests. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  is  so  wedded  to  his 
party  ho  cannot  see  it.  I  think  the  truth  of  my  statement 
was  proved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Hamilton  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son)  the  other  night,  when  he  stated  tho  quantities  of 
machinery  imported  into  that  country,  in  1883  and  1884, 
when  he  stated  that  something  over  $370,000  worth  of 
machinery  was  imported  when  the  duty  was  only  25  per 
cent.,  and  when  the  Government  saw  fit  to  raise  it  to  35  per 
cent,  the  amount  only  reached  the  value  of  $170,000.  The 
people  had  either  to  buy  inferior  machinery  or  buy  less,  or 
they  had  to  pay  more  for  it.  The  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  with  respect  to  keeping  immigrants  in  that  country 
has  also  proved  a  failure.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  is  the  case. 
So  far  as  regards  the  natural  resources  of  the  country,  they 
cannot  be  beaten  by  any  other  country  in  the  world ;  there 
is  no  better  field  for  immigrants  ;  and  none  offering  better 
natural  advantages.  But  the  country  must  have  railways 
and  cheap  implements. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  a 
few  remarks  to  make  and  I  will  not  lake  up  much  time. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  Oh. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  long,  and  even  if  I  am  interrupted  that  will  not 
hinder  me  from  going  on.  The  reason  why  I  rise  is  bocause 
I  have  been  provoked  to  do  so ;  only  for  that  I  would  not 
have  risen  ;  I  would  not  have  taken  part  in  the  discussion  ; 
but  as  the  hon.  French  member  who  represents  the  city  of 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse)  has  been  pleased  to  do  me  the  honor  of 
mentioning  my  humble  self  the  other  day,  when  ho  stated 
I  had  thrown  mud  on  the  memory  of  the  late  Sir  George 
Etienne  Cartier,  I  rise  to  state  that  what  I  said  about  Sir 
George  Etienne  Cartier  is  true.  I  have  written  it  because  I 
thought  it  was  true,  and  let  anyone  dare  to  deny  it.  That 
is  the  reason  why  I  have  written  it.  Now,  if  I  have  thrown 
mud  in  the  face  of  Sir  George  Etienne  Cartier,  it  was  he 
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himself  who  kneeded  this  mud  with  his  own  hands ;  and  I 
repeat  it  loudly  in  this  House.  If  what  I  said  is  untrue  let 
it  be  pointed  out  to  me.  If  it  is  not  true,  I  will  be  the  first 
to  admit  it.  I  do  not  at  all  conceal  from  myself  the  bear¬ 
ing  of  what  I  have  written  ;  but  what  I  have  written,  I  have 
seeD,  I  have  heard  it;  and  I  will  say  more,  I  have  been 
attacked  because  I  have  said — — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  confine 
himself  to  tho  amendment.  When  the  amendment  has 
been  disposod  of,  then  be  can  speak  on  the  main  motion. 
The  hon.  member  will  see  tho  inconvenience  of  raising 
that  question,  which  may  bring  answers  from  other  mem¬ 
bers  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  I  claim  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
only  a  few  minutes.  My  hon.  friend,  the  member  for 
Ottawa,  has  accused  me  of  throwing  aspersions  on  the 
memory  of  the  late  Sir  George  Cartier  in  a  book  I  have 
lately  written.  Of  course,  this  discussion  may  be  out  of 
place.  My  hon.  friend  has  chosen  the  arena  of  this  House 
instead  of  the  arena  of  the  journalist ;  but  I  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  for  two  or  three  moments,  in 
order  that  I  may  put  myself  right  on  this  matter.  In  my 
few  remarks,  it  is  said  I  appeared  to  cast  aspersions  on 
the  private  character  of  Sir  Goorge  Cartier.  I  main¬ 
tain  that  what  I  wrote  then  was  true;  that  is  the  reason 
why  I  wrote  it ;  if  it  was  not  true,  I  would  not  have  written 
it.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  the  proof,  I  have  got  it 
here.  Some  fifteen  years  ago,  the  words  I  used  have  been 
repeated  by  Maurice  Sand ;  so  there  is  nothing  new  as  re¬ 
gards  the  language  attributed  to  Sir  George.  Let  anyone 
read  what  is  in  this  book  of  Maurice  Sand — that  is  my 
justification.  As  to  another  point  let  him  read  the  will  of 
the  late  Sir  George  Cartier  in  the  book  I  have  published. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Blake  : 

That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
forthwith  to  Fay  before  this  House  the  fullest  information  on  the  subject 
of  the  claims  and  alleged  grievances  of  the  inhabitants  of  Prince  Albert, 
North-West  Territories,  and  the  neighborhood,  and  of  the  action  of  the 
Government  and  its  officers  thereon  ;  and  of  their  action  in  reference  to 
the  movement  of  last  summer,  and  in  reference  to  the  present  disturb¬ 
ances. 

■  Yeas : 


Messieurs 


Allen, 

Fairbank, 

McMullen,  , 

Armstrong, 

Fisher, 

Fleming, 

Mills, 

Auger, 

Mulock, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Forbes, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Bechard, 

Geoffrion, 

Platt, 

Bernier, 

Glen, 

Ray, 

Blake, 

Gunn, 

Rinfret, 

Bourassa, 

Harley, 

Robertson  (Shelburne), 

Burpee, 

Holton, 

Scriver, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

lanes, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Irvine, 

Somerville  (Bruce), 

Cartwright, 

Jackson, 

Springer, 

Casey, 

King, 

Sutherland  (Oxford), 

Casgrain, 

Kirk, 

Trow, 

Catudal, 

Landerkin, 

Vail, 

Charlton, 

Langelier, 

Watson, 

Cockburn, 

Laurier, 

McCraney, 

Weldon, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Wilson, 

Mclsaac, 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Yeo. — 57. 

Abbott, 

Ferguson  (Leede&Gren  iMassue, 

Allison, 

Ferguson  (Welland), 

Moffat, 

Montplaisir, 

Amyot, 

Fortin, 

bain  (Soulanges), 

Foster, 

O’Brien, 

Baker  (Victoria), 

Gagne, 

Orton, 

Barnard, 

Gault, 

Paint, 

Beaty, 

Gigault, 

Pinsonneault, 

Bell, 

Gordon, 

Pope, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Grandbois, 

Pruyn, 

Hackett, 

Haggart, 

Reid, 

Bergin, 

Riopel, 

Blondeau, 

Hall, 

Robertson  (Hastings), 

Bowcll, 

Hay, 

Ross, 

Bryson, 

Burns, 

Cameron  (Inverness), 

Cameron  (Victoria), 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Carling, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Oimon, 

Cochrane, 

Colby, 

Costigan, 

Coughlin, 

Coursol, 

Curran, 

Cuthbert, 

Daly, 

Daoust, 

Dawson, 

Desaulniers  (Mask’nge),Macmaster, 

Desaulniers  (St. M’rice), Macmillan  (Middlesex), 
Desjardins,  McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Dickinson,  McCallum, 

Dodd,  McCarthy, 

Dugas,  McDougald  (Pictou), 

Dundas,  McDougall  (0,  Breton), 

Dupont,  McLelan, 

Farrow,  McNeill, 

Amendment  negatived. 


Hesson, 

Hickey, 

Hilliard, 

Homer, 

Hurteau, 

Ives, 

Jamieson, 

Jenkins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kilvert, 

Kinney, 

Kranz, 

Labrosse, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 
Langevin, 

Lesage, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Sir  John), 
Mackintosh, 


Royal, 

Rykert, 

Shakespeare, 

Small, 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Tascliereau, 

Tasse, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Tilley, 

Townshend, 

Tapper, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Valin, 

Vanasse, 

Wallace  (Albert), 
Wallace  (York), 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Hastings), 
White  (Renfrew), 
Wigle, 

Williams, 

Wood  (Brockville), 
Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Wright. — 122. 


Motion  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  agreed  to,  and  House  again 
resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Before  we  proceed  with  the 
resolutions  with  respect  to  prison  labor,  it  is  intended  that 
I  should  make  some  statement,  and  I  will  make  it  here. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  intimated,  in  the  remarks  he 
offered,  that  a  great  many  changes  had  been  proposed  since 
we  submitted  the  resolutions  to  the  House.  Practically, 
there  are  not  a  great  many  changes  proposed.  The  first  was 
with  respect  to  the  duty  on  carpets.  The  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Customs  was  called  to  the  fact,  that  under  the 
wording  of  the  original  resolutions  a  question  would  arise 
as  to  druggets,  printed  felts,  squares  of  carpets  and  carpet 
mats;  and  therefore  it  is  proposed  to  name  and  specify 
them,  so  that  no  question  may  arise  with  respect  to  them. 
Next,  with  regard  to  the  next  item  : 

Towels  of  every  description,  25  per  cent.,  and  damask  of  cotton, 
linen  of  cotton,  and  linen,  bleached,  unbleached  or  colored,  25  per  cent. 
ad  valorem. 

That  proposition  was  submitted  by  the  Minister  of  Customs 
and  myself  for  the  consideration  of  the  Government  some 
time  since,  and  it  was  favorably  entertained ;  but  the 
matter  was  afterwards  overlooked,  and  was  not  submitted 
when  the  original  resolutions  were  submitted  to  Council ; 
and  therefore  these  amendments  are  introduced  now.  Then 
it  was  found  that  a  duty  of  30  per  cent,  on  umbrellas  and 
parasols  operated  unfavorably  against  a  portion  of  those 
articles—iron  or  brass  ribs,  runners,  caps,  notches, 
tin  caps  and  ferrules,  required  for  the  manufacture  of 
umbrellas ;  because,  by  a  provision  on  the  Customs  laws  it  is 
declared  that  parts  of  articles  shall  pay  the  same  duty  as 
entire  articles.  Under  that  provision  a  duty  of  30  percent, 
would  give  no  benefit  to  the  manufacturers,  as  was  intended 
by  the  original  resolution.  We,  therefore,  propose  to  pro 
vide  that  the  parts  I  have  named  shall  bo  admitted  at  20 
per  cent,  ad  valorem.  With  respect  to  striking  out  items 
Nos.  1  and  2  in  part  4,  and  substituting  the  following  in  lieu 
thereof :  — 

Checked,  striped  or  fancy  cotton  winceys,  over  25  inches  wide,  a 
specific  duty  of  2  cents  per  square  yard  and  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  the 
words  struck  out,  “  not  more  than  one-fourth  wool,”  form 
the  only  change  made  in  the  proposition.  Difficulty,  has 
been  found  in  deciding  whether  articles  were  one-fourth  or 
one-sixth  wool,  or,  indeed,  whether  they  had  any  quantity 
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of  wool  in  them.  Therefore,  that  is  struck  out.  Then 
another  difficulty  arose,  under  the  proposition  as  to  the 
classification  of  these  goods,  by  which  it  would  be  difficult 
to  decide  between  20  and  25  per  cent.,  and  after  consul¬ 
tation  and  conference  with  persons  connected  with  the 
trade,  as  to  the  harmonious  and  smooth  working  of  the 
matter,  it  was  decided  to  make  winceys  of  all  kinds,  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  2 instead  of  25.  Then  there  are 
several  items,  under  the  heading  of  oysters,  according  to  the 
size  of  the  packages,  and  giving  different  rates  of  duties. 
They  are  as  follows : — 

Add  the  words  ‘  including  Oysters  ’  after  the  word  !  preserved  ’  and 
before  the  words  ‘not  specially,’ etc.,  in  the  item  respecting  ‘salmon 
and  all  other  fish  prepared,’  &c. 

And  also  adding  the  following  items  :  — 

Oysters,  shelled,  in  bulk,  a  specific  duty  of  10  cents  per  gallon. 

Oysters,  canned,  in  cans  not  over  one  pint,  a  specific  duty  of  three 
cents  per  can,  including  the  cans. 

In  cans  over  one  pint  and  not  over  on®  quart,  a  specific  duty  of  five 
cents  per  can,  including  the  cans 

In  cans  exceeding  one  quart  an  additional  specific  duty  of  five  cents 
for  each  quart  or  fraction  of  a  quart  of  greater  capacity  than  a  quart, 
including  the  cans. 

Oysters  in  the  shell,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

Packages  containing  oysters  or  other  fish,  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

The  next  item  has  reference  to  foreigu-caught  fish.  The 
attention  of  the  Government  was  called  to  the  fact  that  by 
naming  J  a  cent  on  fresh  fish,  when  the  fish  were  smoked 
they  weighed  double  or  thereabout  the  fresh  or  boned  fish, 
so  it  is  proposed  to  make  them  1  cent  per  pound.  These 
are  the  alterations  proposed  by  the  amendment  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE*  Of  course  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  mat¬ 
ter,  but  simply  to  ask  for  information.  I  observe  a  proposed 
change,  by  which  the  hon.  gentleman  reduces  the  duties 
from  25  per  cent.,  on  certain  classes  of  articles,  and  makes 
a  duty  of  22J  per  cent,  on  a  much  larger  range  of  imports. 
Will  that  involve  a  considerable  additional  tax,  so  far  as  the 
returns  to  the  revenue  are  concerned  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  will  bo  able  to  state,  when 
we  come  to  that,  what  the  estimate  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  cannot  state  with  reference 
to  that  item  at  this  moment.  The  whole  proposition,  so 
far  as  the  memorandum  is  given — I  have  not  got  it  before 
me — the  whole  changes,  including  carpets,  will  give  about 
$75,000  additional  revenue.  I  will  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
the  details  afterwards,  but  I  have  not  got  them  at  hand. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  that  addition  proposed  by  virtue  of 
these  new  changes  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  No ;  the  whole  of  the  changes 
proposed  will  give  about  $75,000,  making  allowance  for 
inci-eased  manufactures  as  the  result. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  that  include  tobacco  and  cigars  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  Ob,  no  ;  that  is  much  larger. 
It  is  because,  as  I  stated  at  the  outset,  the  probability  is 
that  $300,000  would  be  lost  the  next  fiscal  year  on  Excise 
duty,  and  this  is  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  return. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  whole  of  the 
change  made  that  amount. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  I  did  not  mean,  of  course,  the 
whole  result. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  only  the  dry  goods  changes  ? 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  changes  on  dry  goods  ; 
the  others  give  very  little  indeed.  I  will  be  able  afterwards 
to  give  the  estimates  in  detail. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  All  you  propose  now 
to  take  is  the  prison  labor  resolution. 

Sir  Leonard  Tilley, 


Resolved,  that  it  is  expedient  to  prohibit  the  importation  to  Canada 
of  all  goods  manufactured  or  produced  by  prison  labor,  or  which  have 
been  made  within  or  in  connection  with  any  prison,  gaol  or  penitentiary 
and  to  attach  a  penalty  to  any  such  importation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  have  the  kind¬ 
ness  to  state  what  descriptions  of  goods  manufactured  by 
prison  labor  are  customarily  imported,  and  in  what 
quantities  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  principal  articles  imported  into  the 
country  bearing  duty  are  scythes,  hoes,  shovels,  forks,  rakes 
and  articles  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Any  others  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  I  do  not  remember  any  just  now.  I 
think  there  may  possibly  be  articles  of  carriage  hardware, 
such  as  hames,  axles,  and  some  other  articles  under  that  gen¬ 
eral  head.  I  think  there  are  some  very  limited  quantities 
of  boots  and  shoes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Could  the  hon.  gentleman  state  where 
these  goods  are  manufactured  in  the  United  States  in  prisons 
— at  what  points  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  A  large  proportion  are  manufactured  in 
Jackson,  Michigan.  It  is  one  of  the  prisons  from  which  I 
know  a  yery  large  quantity  of  goods  are  imported.  There 
are  also  some,  I  think,  from  Auburn,  N.Y. ;  in  fact,  nearly 
every  State’s  prison  in  the  United  States  has  utilised  labor, 
which,  as  the  hon,  gentleman  knows,  is  vory  cheap,  in  manu¬ 
facturing  those  articles,  and  they  come  in  at  a  low  price,  and 
come  in  direct  competition  with  our  manufactures, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  able  to  make  any 
statement  of  the  value  of  the  articles  imported? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  at  present. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Nor  of  the  quantities? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  no  information  been  obtained  by  the 
Government  on  that  subject  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  only  information  we  have  as  to  the 
value  is  the  different  invoices  which  are  brought  in  con¬ 
stantly  ;  and  by  comparing  them  with  the  product  of  free 
labor,  both  in  the  United  States  and  this  country,  we  have 
learned  this  important  fact,  that  no  free  labor  establishment 
can  possibly  exist  while  this  is  carried  on.  As  to  the  total 
quantity,  I  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  ;  it  would 
be  somewhat  difficult  to  do  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  been 
in  the  habit  of  adding  to  the  value  of  invoices,  so  as  to  bring 
them  up  to  the  fair  market  value  of  that  class  of  goods 
manufactured  by  free  labor  ?  Or  does  the  Department  allow 
the  invoices  to  come  in  without  raising  them  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  law  to  justify  the  Customs 
Department  in  taking  the  steps  indicated  by  the  bon. 
gentleman.  If  American  prison  labor  is  sold  for  home  con¬ 
sumption,  then  the  manufacturers  of  free  labor - 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  it  so  sold  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  fancy  it  is. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  would  liko  to  know  that  definitely? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  From  our  information,  it  is  in  many 
cases  ;  and  wherever  it  can  be  ascertained  that  it  has  been 
shippod  to  this  country — and  I  may  say  that  it  has  been  a 
constant  source  of  trouble  to  the  Department — wherever  it 
can  by  any  possibility  be  ascertained  that  these  invoices 
cover  goods  at  a  lower  rate  than  the  rate  at  which  they 
are  sold  at  homo,  wo  have  insisted  upon  the  prices  being 
raised. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understood  the  Customs  law  to  he,  that 
the  rule  is,  for  duty  purposes,  to  fix  the  price  at  which  the 
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article  is  usually  sold  in  the  country  of  production,  and 
that  rule  is  carried  out. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  So  far  as  we  can  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  tell  us 
that  there  are  large  quantities  of  these  goods  produced  by 
tree  labor  in  the  United  States  which  are  sold  at  a  higher 
rate  than  similar  goods  produced  by  prison  labor? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  in  many 
cases,  even  the  goods  which  are  manufactured  by  free  labor 
are  imported  at  a  much  more  lower  rate  than  they  are  sold 
to  the  consumer  in  the  United  States ;  and  from  this  fact, 
that  upon  many  articles  manufactured,  particularly  if  they 
be  from  imported  goods,  as,  for  instance,  the  article  of 
scythes — they  receive  on  that  ai’ticle  $1  or  $2  draw¬ 
back  on  each  dozen,  according  to  quality.  In  many 
eases  of  that  kind  we  have  insisted  upon  the  $2  per  dozen 
being  added ;  but  the  largest  proportion  of  the  importations 
of  these  articles,  so  far  as  they  have  gone  under  my  observa¬ 
tion,  have  been  the  product  of  prison  labor. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  failed  to  expx-ess  clearly  my  mean¬ 
ing.  I  asked  the  hon.  gentleman  if  ho  had  any  information 
to  enablo  him  to  tell  the  House  whether  these  goods,  com¬ 
peting  with  goods  of  the  same  quality,  the  product  of  free 
laboi‘,  are  sold  at  a  lower  price  in  the  United  States  market 
than  the  goods  with  which  they  compete. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  On  some  occasions  they  are.  Some¬ 
times,  when  there  is  a  large  surplus,  they  will  sell  them  off 
at  any  price.  But  in  order  to  secure  the  foreign  market,  as 
they  call  that  of  Canada,  they  will  sell  the  goods  at  a  lower 
price  at  home  than  they  will  at  other  times ;  and  after  they 
fix  the  fact  that  they  sell  in  the  home  market  at  a  partic¬ 
ular  price,  we,  under  our  law,  have  to  collect  the  duty  on 
the  prices  at  which  they  are  sold  in  their  own  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Are  not  goods  sold  at  a 
slaughter  price  in  the  United  States,  on  which  the  Customs 
Department  here  charge  the  full  value,  which  is  higher  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Certainly  not.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  read  the  regulation  he  will  find  that  it  matters  not  at 
what  price  the  articles  may  be  sold  in  the  United  States, 
that  is  the  price  fixed  by  law  to  be  the  value  for  duty  when 
they  come  into  this  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  am  certainly  under  the 
impression  that  the  Minister  would  not  be  straining  his 
powers  if  he  insisted  that  the  duty  should  be  levied  on  the 
price  at  which  the  articles  were  sold  in  the  United  States, 
not  at  an  exceptional  period,  but  on  the  regular  selling 
price.  If  I  understand  the  Minister,  at  certain  odd  times 
there  may  be  a  large  output  of  these  goods,  and  they  are 
thrown  on  the  mai'ket ;  and  I  understand,  so  far  as  the 
working  out  of  our  law  is  concerned,  that  in  valuing  them 
for  duty,  the  exceptional  price  he  refers  to  would  not  be 
accepted  by  the  Customs  Department  of  Canada  to  guide 
them.  When  it  is  only  at  certain  times  when  they  are  sold 
below  the  price  at  which  the  product  of  free  labor  is  sold,  I 
understand  that  the  Customs  Department  is  not  bound  to 
accept  that  low  price,  but  that  it  is  within  their  power  to 
add  to  the  value  to  bring  them  up  to  the  price  at  which 
they  are  ordinarily  sold ;  and  that  being  the  case, 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  as  strict  and  effi¬ 
cient  in  watching  that  matter  as  he  is  in  many 
other  matters  pertaining  to  his  Department,  it  seems  to  me 
he  could  have  obviated  the  difficulty  almost  wholly  if  not 
entirely  without  the  necessity  of  this  clause.  I  suppose,  if 
the  value  of  the  goods  is  uniform,  it  makes  little  difference, 
so  far  as  the  valuation  is  concerned,  if  whether  they  are  the 
product  of  free  labor  or  of  prison  labor ;  the  injustice  is  in 
admitting  the  product  of  prison  labor  at  a  lower  valuation. 
With  the  exercise  of  due  caution,  therefore,  it  seems  to  mo 
that  the  Minister  had  the  power  in  his  own  hands  for 


excluding  the  product  of  prison  labor  which  was  sent  into 
Canada  at  a  lower  price  than  tho  same  goods,  the  product 
of  free  labor,  were  sold  for  in  the  United  States;  and  an 
injustice  has  been  done  both  to  the  artisans  and  to  the  manu¬ 
facturers.  Although  he  ba3  had  a  remedy  in  his  own  hands, 
he  has  apparently  allowed  the  evil  to  go  on. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  would  bo  well  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  justify  his  remarks  by  reading  the  law* 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  judging  you  according  to  your 
action. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  stated  the 
law  as  it  is.  It  matters  not  at  what  price  tho  article  is  sold 
for  consumption  in  the  foreign  market ;  that  must  be  the 
price  at  which  it  is  admitted  here.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  if  an  article  is  sent  into  Canada  at  an  excep¬ 
tionally  low  price  the  law  gives  the  power  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  add  to  the  invoice  for  duty.  That  is  not  the  case, 
unless  the  exceptional  price  be  fixed  specially  for  the 
foreign  market.  If  it  is  sold  at  the  same  price  in  the  home 
market,  that  must  be  the  price  accepted  for  duty.  While 
the  price  of  the  product  of  free  labor  and  that  of  the  pro¬ 
duct  of  prison  labor  were  the  same,  we  had  very  little  diffi¬ 
culty  in  this  country;  but  as  soon  as  the  combination  was 
broken,  the  articles  manufactured  in  the  prisons  have  been 
thrown  on  the  market  at  a  much  lower  price  than  they 
were  previously  sold  for. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  May  I  ask  this  question?  Has  it 
been  the  case  that  the  Castoms  officers  have,  at  certain 
times,  added  to  these  invoices,  and  at  other  times  they  have 
not  ?  According  to  what  the  Minister  says,  sometimes  the 
articles  are  sold  at  the  price  of  the  product  of  free  labor  in 
the  United  States,  and  at  other  times  at  a  sacrificed  price. 
Do  the  officers  of  his  Department  add  to  the  price,  instead 
of  following  a  uniform  rule  in  valuing  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  at  all.  Invoices  have  been  ropeat- 
edly  added  to,  but  that  was  only  when  the  article  was  sent 
to  this  country  to  bo  sold  at  a  lower  rate  than  in  the  home 
market. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  law  has  been  interpreted  in 
practice  to  limit  the  power  of  the  Customs  authoi’ities  to 
add  to  the  values,  just  because  there  was  an  exceptional 
drop  by  a  particular  manufactux*er  in  the  United  States  for 
a  short  time ;  but  from  my  little  experience,  from  the  com¬ 
plaints  made  to  me  at  different  times  by  importers,  I  do 
not  understand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  holds  that  the 
price  for  duty  should  be  kept  down  at  that  abnormally  low 
point,  although  it  was  the  price  in  the  United  States.  But 
it  is  the  general  price  at  which  the  article  is  sold  for  home 
consumption  on  which  the  duty  is  charged,  and  a  lower 
valuation  cannot  be  justified  by  simply  proving  that  there 
was  a  drop  in  one  particular  case.  I  pass  to  another 
point.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  there  was 
not  much  trouble  with  reference  to  this  particular 
article  in  the  way  of  exports,  because  there  was  until 
recently  a  combination  between  the  various  manufacturers, 
as  well  as  those  who  employed  free  as  those  who  employed 
prison  labor,  and  so  there  was  a  uniform  price,  a  compara¬ 
tively  high  price.  That  combination,  however,  has  been 
broken,  and  there  is  now  competition  and  the  price,  of 
course,  is  reduced.  If  am  incorrect  I  would  like  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  make  it  clear.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  also 
state  the  method  in  which  he  proposes  to  ascertain  prac¬ 
tically  whether  goods  are  the  product  of  prison  or  of  free 
labor ;  because,  of  course,  the  moment  this  law  is  passed, 
means  will  be  taken  to  evade  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  latter  question  1h  '  hon.  gentleman 
has  put  has  been  aKeady  considered,  and  all  the  difficulties 
ho  has  mentioned  presented  themselves  to  my  mind  the 
moment  the  proposition  was  made  to  place  this  resolution 
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on  the  Statute  Book.  Not  only  will  the  manufacturers 
change  the  name  in  the  future,  but  they  have  done  so  in  the 
past  A  very  superior  article  is  manufactured  in  the  work¬ 
shops,  and  it  has  a  particular  name  in  the  United  States; 
but  when  the  Americans  sell  it  to  Canada,  they  give  it 
another  name,  so  as  to  put  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
Customs  appraisers  actually  arriving  at  the  exact  value  of 
the  goods.  The  question  as  to  how  we  are  to  ascertain 
whether  goods  come  from  the  prison  or  not  has  been  fully 
considered  by  myself  and  the  officers  of  the  Department, 
but  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  the  law  will  be  evaded  in 
many  cases.  The  only  way  in  which  wo  can  try  to  put  a 
stop  to  its  evasion  is,  when  we  can  detect  it  to  seize 
and  confiscate  the  goods.  With  reference  to  the 
complaints  made  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  no  doubt  they 
have  been  very  numerous  ;  and  if  he  will  give  me  one 
of  the  cases  presented  to  him,  I  will,  in  all  probability,  be 
able  to  show  him  that  the  matter  has  not  been  represented 
to  him  in  its  exact  light.  We  have  had  many  difficulties  of 
the  kind.  Articles  in  the  United  States  have  a  certain 
value  in  the  American  market,  and  undergo  a  certain  dis¬ 
count  when  sent  to  Canada.  The  Americans  have  what 
are  termed  export  lists  and  home  consumption  lists.  The 
Canadian  importers  purchase  the  articles  at  export  prices, 
as  in  the  cases  no  doubt  represented  to  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  we  never  accuse  our  merchants  of  fraud;  but  all  we 
say  is  :  If  you  havo  purchased  at  the  export  price,  you  must 
add  to  the  value  of  the  invoice  for  duty,  the  difference,  as 
far  as  we  can  ascertain  it,  in  value,  of  the  prices  at  which 
the  goods  are  sold  at  home  and  the  export  prices. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  In  discussing  the'  prison  labor 
question,  one  important  factor  appears  to  have  been  over¬ 
looked.  We  have  been  discussing  it  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  extra  cost  entailed  by  the  duty;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  Canadian  importers  can  buy  the  products  of  prison 
labor  in  the  United  States  at  prices  much  cheaper  than 
those  at  which  the  goods  are  sold  for  home  consumption  ; 
and  although  the  importers  may  be  compelled  tc  enter  the 
goods  at  the  full  market  price  for  duty,  we  cannot  interfere 
in  the  slightest  degreo  with  the  prices  at  which  they  pur¬ 
chased  them ;  and  in  that  respect  the  product  of  foreign 
prison  labor,  at  30  cents  a  day,  has  a  groat  advantage  over 
the  product  of  our  free  labor,  at  $2.50  or  $3  a  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  observation  has  its  application  to  al^ 
imports. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  in  precise  terms,  but  in  a  certain 
degree.  The  case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  is  another  application  of  the  difficulty.  You  buy 
your  goods — I  do  not  care  whether  they  are  the  product  of 
free  or  prison  labor— at  a  reduced  price,  say  10  per  cent. 
The  Customs  duty  is  30  per  cent;  but  the  importer  still  gets 
the  benefit  of  the  10  per  cent,  reduced  invoice  rato.  The 
difficulty  is,  of  course,  exaggerated  in  the  question  of  prison 
labor,  if  it  would  be  the  fact  that  the  product  of  prison 
labor  can  be  sold  in  the  home  market  cheaper  than  the 
goods  manufactured  by  free  labor. 

Sir  LEONARD  TILLEY.  The  illustration  given  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  aptly  covers  the 
case.  The  hon.  member  who  addressed  himself  to  the 
House  a  few  moments  ago  said  it  was  competent  for  the 
Department,  by  the  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  the  market 
value  at  home  to  remedy  the  difficulty.  But  the  difficulty 
cannot  be  remedied.  Take,  as  an  illustration,  a  dozen  of 
scytheb,  the  market  value  of  which  is  $8;  but  the  manufac¬ 
turer,  who  has  prison  labor,  will  sell  them  to  the  Canadian 
importer  at  $7  a  dozen,  because  he  has  the  labor  at  30  to  35 
cents  a  day.  Substantially,  the  market  value  is  $8  a  dozen, 
for  that  is  the  value  for  which  they  are  sold  in  the  Ameri¬ 
can  market.  However,  they  are  sent  in  here  at  $7  and  the 
Mr.  Bo  well. 
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Customs  authorities  make  the  importer  pay  25  per  cent, 
duty  on  the  $8  full  value ;  that  is  $2  added  to  the  $7,  or  a  cost 
of  $9,  where,  if  they  were  not  sold  for  $7  on  account  of  prison 
labor  the  lull  cost  would  be  $10.  It  is  therefore  impossible, 
by  the  application  of  the  law,  to  impose  a  duty  that  will 
cover  the  whole  case,  and  the  Government  were  compelled 
to  prohibit  altogether  the  importation  of  the  products  of 
rison  labor.  True,  the  consumer  may  have  to  pay  more, 
ut  the  question  is,  shall  the  honest  labor  of  the  country 
be  driven  out  of  it  by  the  prison  labor  of  any  country  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  doubt  there  is  force  in  the  way  in 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  and  the 
Finance  Minister  have  put  the  question,  but  what  they  say 
applies  to  the  importation  of  all  goods,  and  really,  to  believe 
the  statements  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  reference 
to  the  practice  followed  by  American  houses,  we  have  only 
to  tell  them  the  goods  are  for  Canada  to  get  them  at  reduced 
rates. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  is  not  confined  to  American  houses. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Perhaps  not,  but  I  shall  base  my 
remarks  upon  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
that  they  reduce  prices  on  the  other  side  for  the  Canadian 
market,  and  that  the  only  means  we  have  of  knowing  that 
goods  are  prison  labor  goods  is  the  fact  that  they  are 
entered  at  a  less  value  than  that  at  which  they  are  sold  at 
home. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  was  the 
way  you  knew  them  to  be  prison-made  goods. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  at  all.  Those  prison-made  goods  in 
the  past,  whatever  may  be  the  case  in  the  future,  bore  the 
mark  of  the  prison  and  the  place  where  they  were  manu¬ 
factured. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Is  it  proposed  to  insist  upon  the 
importer  making  a  sworn  statement  that  the  goods  are  not 
mado  by  prison  labor. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  was  the  course  which  suggested 
itself  at  first,  but  I  have  grave  doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of 
doing  it.  You  would  place  the  importer  in  this  position. 
He  might  go  to  a  wholesale  establishment  for  his  goods  and 
they  might  be  falsely  labelled,  and  he  could  not  take  that 
affidavit,  except  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief.  I 
confess  that,  from  what  I  have  seen  in  four  or  five  years’ 
experience,  great  care  must  be  taken  in  the  wording  of  any 
affidavit  or  oath  which  may  be  drafted  for  the  purpose  of 
being  taken  by  any  importer. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That,  of  course,  occurred  to  one  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  first  suggestion  I  made.  The  affidavit  of  an 
importer  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief  would  be 
based  upon  the  fact  that  he  did  not  buy  from  the  prison 
man  or  his  agent,  and  the  goods  did  not  bear  the  prison 
mark.  He  could  not  tell.  He  did  not  know  they  were 
made  by  prison  labor.  Suppose  that  were  so,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  required  that,  which  is  the  more  stringent  affi¬ 
davit  any  conscientious  man  could  be  asked  to  take  under 
the  circumstances,  unless  he  were  required  to  trace  the 
goods  from  the  factory,  and  it  afterwards  turned  out  that 
the  man  was  deceived,  would  the  goods  be  confiscated  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Under  the  law  I  suppose  they  would, 
just  as  the  law  gives  power  to  the  Customs  Department  in 
other  cases.  If  an  entry  is  made,  and  the  goods  are  taken 
from  the  charge  of  the  Customs  authorities,  and  the  duties 
are  paid  upon  them,  if  you  afterwards  ascertain  that  they 
have  been  entered  at  a  lower  rate  than  the  value  for  which 
they  are  sold  in  the  home  market,  you  ask  them  to  amend 
their  entries.  In  many  cases  that  is  done  where  the  mer¬ 
chant  has  honestly  purchased,  and  in  other  cases  where  it 
has  been  ascertained  that  it  was  fraudulent.  I  suppose  we 
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shall  have  to  adopt  the  same  principle  to  ascertain  these 
facts  that  is  adopted  now  to  ascertain  the  facts  connected 
with  the  sale  of  goods  by  the  different  houses  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  markets  in  the  United  States — that  is,  for  officers  occa¬ 
sionally  to  visit  those  places,  who  are  not  known,  and  who 
report  that  a  certain  house  is  selling  at  a  lowor  price  for 
export  than  for  home  consumption.  We  follow  that  up, 
either  by  seizing  or  by  compelling  amendments  to  the 
entries  which  have  been  made.  The  same  policy  will  have 
to  be  adopted  in  ascertaining  where  the  goods  have  boen 
made,  and  tracing  them  to  the  different  houses  from  which 
they  have  been  sent  to  Canada. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  Minister  said  I  had  misunder¬ 
stood  him.  When  I  said  I  understood  that  the  way  in 
which  they  detected  that  the  goods  were  coming  in  was  by 
the  invoice  being  lower  in  price,  he  corrected  me,  and  said 
it  was  because  the  goods  all  bore  the  mark  of  the  prison. 
Is  that  the  fact  in  all  cases  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  becomes  my 
successor,  a  position  which  evidently  he  is  working  very 
hard  to  obtain,  I  can  assure  him  that  he  will  find  hundreds 
of  modes  adopted  by  different  people  to  evade  the  law. 
Very  often  the  goods  coming  from  the  manufacturers  do 
bear  the  mark.  When  they  find  they  are  caught  in  some 
attempt  to  defraud  the  revenue,  they  will  adopt  some  other 
mode,  either  by  changing  the  name  of  the  article  which  it 
boars  in  the  United  States,  when  sold  for  home  consumption, 
or,  in  other  cases,  by  sending  it  to  Canada  without  any  mark 
at  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Then  you  should  not  have  said  they 
always  bore  the  mark. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  I  said,  nearly  always.  If  not,  I 
correct  the  statement  now.  But,  when  they  are  invoiced  in 
that  way  to  Canada,  we  at  once  ascertain,  upon  the  informa¬ 
tion  we  have  and  upon  the  information  we  obtain  from  the 
different  wholesale  markets  in  the  United  States,  what  the 
ruling  price  of  that  particular  article  is.  Then  a  difficulty 
often  presents  itself  as  to  the  quality  and  value  of  the  article, 
and  we  have  to  come  to  the  best  conclusion  we  can,  from  the 
circumstances  and  the  facts  that  our  officers  can  obtain.  I 
will  be  a  little  more  particular  in  saying  “  all  ”  in  future. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  struck  me,  when  the  Minister  made 
that  statement,  that  there  might  be  some  State  regulation 
requiring  that  these  goods  should  be  so  branded.  Can  the 
hon.  Minister  inform  me  on  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  nothing  of  that  kind,  that  I  am 
aware  of. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  thought  at  once  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  tracing  anything  that  came  to  Canada  if  it  bore 
the  prison  mark  and  if  it  were  compulsory  to  place  a  cer¬ 
tain  mark  upon  it  before  it  went  into  competition.  I  thought 
it  was  likely  that  they  were  compelled  by  law  to  do  so,  as 
the  goods  were  going  into  competition  with  free  labor. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  By  the  prison  mark,  I  mean  the  name 
of  the  manufacturer.  I  can  give  the  hon.  gentleman  an 
illustration,  showing  the  difficulties  which  surround  the  car¬ 
rying  out  of  the  law.  In  Michigan,  in  Jackson  prison,  I 
think  it  is,  they  have  a  workshop  outside  of  the  prison  and 
one  inside  the  prison,  and  they  manufacture  the  goods  out¬ 
side  ostensibly  by  free  labor,  when  we  have  every  reason  to 
know  that  much  of  the  prison  labor  is  utilised  in  the  work¬ 
shops  and  in  the  manufacture  of  goods  which  come  osten¬ 
sibly  from  the  free  labor  shops  outside. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Will  the  Minister  of  Customs  tell  us 
when  he  first  noticed  that  these  goods  wore  being  imported 
into  Canada? 


Mr.  BOWELL:  These  difficulties  are  so  constantly  aris¬ 
ing  that  1  have  never  charged  my  mind  with  the  date  of 
the  first  offence. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  How  many  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  more  than  ton,  I  think. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Ever  since  you  came  into  office,  and 
this  is  the  first  time  you  have  taken  any  step  to  remedy  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  the  Minister  said  there  had  boon 
no  difficulty  until  recently,  and  it  had  arisen  because  a  com¬ 
bination  was  broken  up. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  said  we  had  no  difficulty  to  the  same 
extent  until  the  combination  broke. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  About  a  year  ago,  as  far  as  I  can 
remember. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And,  if  I  rightly  understood  the  hon, 
gentleman,  since  that  time  there  has  been  competition 
between  the  manufacturers  by  free  and  by  prison  labor, 
but  there  is  a  different  level  of  prices  in  the  home  market 
for  the  same  goods  of  the  same  quality.  Is  that  so  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL,  The  moment  a  combination  is  broken 
the  party  who  breaks  it  throws  the  goods  into  the  market 
at  a  lower  price,  and  very  often  he  brings  the  other  manu¬ 
facturers  down  to  his  level,  to  a  certain  extent;  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that,  in  the  matter  of  prison  labor,  the 
illustration  given  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  places  it  outside 
of  the  general  breaking  of  a  combination,  as  far  as  a  foreign 
market  is  concerned. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  where  we  differ, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Then,  there  is  very  little  use  arguing  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  fain  hope  there  was  some  use  in 
endeavoring  to  persuade  the  hon.  gentleman  to  reach  the 
true  conclusion.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  there 
was  a  combination,  and  that  the  combination  is  broken  j 
that  since  thon  there  has  been  a  competition,  and  that  the 
result,  of  course,  has  been  that  some  of  the  parties  have 
lowered  their  prices,  because  it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that 
there  can  be,  for  any  length  of  time,  two  different  prices  for 
the  same  article,  of  the  same  quality,  in  the  same  country. 
The  cheapest  will  get  the  trade.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  there  is  a  specialty  with  reference  to  prison  labor  for 
exports.  But  close  up  free  competition  and  you 
get  the  price  of  prison  labor  down  to  the  ordi¬ 
nary  level  of  prices  in  manufacturing,  and  you  have 
the  price  at  home  so  low  that  the  prison  laborer 
has  a  practical  advantage.  The  manufacturer  is  reduced  to 
the  point  at  which  he  cannot  manufacture  profitably  ;  the 
article  being  so  low  in  the  home  market  there  is  not  really 
that  opportunity  for  making  a  slaughter  sale  in  the  foreign 
market  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded.  Now,  I  have 
no  objection  at  all  to  the  protection  of  free  labor  against 
prison  labor.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  it  is  a  very  good 
thing  that  free  labor  should  not  come  in  competition  with 
prison  labor.  But  I  have  been  anxious  to  ascertain  what 
the  facts  were  on  which  the  hon.  gentleman  based  his 
motion,  that  he  would  practically  protect  free  against 
prison  labor,  either  by  the  proposal  that  he  makes  or  by  the 
machinery  he  is  making  to  carry  out  that  proposal.  So  far 
as  I  can  judge  from  his  statement,  he  is  not  going  to  do 
much.  It  will  be  much  cry  and  little  wool, 
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Mr.  DUNDAS.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs 
if  it  is  usual  to  charge  a  duty  upon  bags  holding  flour  im¬ 
ported  into  this  country  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes  ;  it  is  now. 

Mr.  DXJNDAS.  How  long  has  it  been  so  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  alltho  time,  because  bags  were  per¬ 
mitted  to  bo  imported  in  bond.  When  they  were  exported 
filled  with  grain  or  with  flour  they  were  allowed  to  make  an 
ex-warehouse  entry  and  send  them  out  of  the  country  with¬ 
out  paying  duty ;  but  at  present  they  have  to  pay  a  duty 
upon  all  the  bags  that  are  imported. 
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Mr.  HUNDAS.  How  long  has  that  arrangement  been  in 
force  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think,  since  the  1st  of  August  last. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  12:40  a.m., 
Friday. 
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Official  Reporters  of  Debates ,  employment  of,  during 
recess  (Ques.)  76  (vol.  i) 


Bain,  Mr.  T.,  North  Wentworth. 

Adulteration  of  Focd,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  {Mr.Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2469,  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  {Mr.  Costigan)  on  M. 
for  2°,  2478  ;  in  Com.,  2479-2483  (vol.  iii). 

Cherriei',  George  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga, 
dismissal  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  of,  by 
Govt.  (M.  for  copies  of  papers,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  ei’oction  of  (Ques.)  290 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1535  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1709-1712  (vol.  ii)  ;  1776-1779;  “man¬ 
hood  suffrage,”  1952-1954  ;  (Amt.)  1993  ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2052,  2062  (vol.  iii)  ;  2758  (vol.  iv)  ;  “registra¬ 
tion  of  voters,”  2252,  2280,  2289  ;  “  officers  and 
duties,”  2356  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Cos¬ 
tigan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1310, 1313  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  2554  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Armstrong)  to  M.  for 
3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 

Muskoka  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  Systom  (Ques.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1035 
(vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  2833-2838,  2839,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  l-ags)  791  (vol.  ii). 

Wood  Supply  to  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ques.)  1387 
(vol.  ii). 

Baker,  Mr.  E.  C.,  Victoria,  B.C. 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  (Ques.)  479 
(vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.,  (B.  67,  1°)  246  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com,,  963  (vol.  ii). 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  156  {Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3013-3022 ;  in  Com.,  3023, 
3050  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Res.  {Mr.  Chapleau) 
3024  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1121,  1124-1129;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m. 
h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1282  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.  C.,  names,  &c.  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1442  (vol  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  cone.,  3371  (vol.  iv). 

Deep-water  Fisheries  off  coast  of  B.C.  (Quos.)  3073 
(vol.  iv). 

Discovex-y  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouso  on  (Ques.)  479 
(vol.  i). 

Dom.  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  Length  of  (Quos.)  743 ;  sub» 
stitutiou  of  Granite  for  Sandstone  (Ques.)  743  (vol.  i). 
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Baker,  Mr.  E.  C. — Continued. 

Fisheries  Inspector,  B.C.,  name  and  dale  of  appoint, 
inent  (Quos.)  694  (vol.i). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Chinese)  1587  (v*>l.  ii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Ordor) 
2015  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamors,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  By.,  on  M. 

for  Ret.  (correction)  79  (vol.  i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  189  (vol.  i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2834  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.C.,  Cor.  betweon  Govt,  of  Can.  and 
B.C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  870  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Reserve  Lands  in  B.C.,  purchase  of  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  &c.*)  1413  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  B.C.,  establishment  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3423  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions,  in  Com.  ol 
Sup.,  2936;  cone,,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Masters  and  Matos,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiary  in  B.C.,  suspension  of  Rules,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  824  (vol.  ii). 

Postal  Revonuo  at  Vic.,  (M.  for  Rot.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 
Public  Reserves  and  “  fore  shore  ”  rights  in  B.C.  (M. 
for  Ret.)  703  (vol.  i). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916,  2920,  3386  (vol. 
iv). 

Satuma  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Sir  James  Douglas,  steamer,  Repairs  to,  &c.  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.)  831  (vol.  ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  ( Mr . 

McLelan)  on  prop.  Res.  and  in  Com.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 
Superior  Court  Judges,  Quebec,  B.  161  ( Sir  John  A. 

Macdonald)  on  prop.  Res.,  3375  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Dominion  Exhibition)  1027 
(vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Chinese  Immigration  Rep.)  3241  (vol.  iv). 
Collection  of  Revenues  :  Customs,  3237  ;  Public  Works  (agent 
and  contingencies,  B.C.)  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2831  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing  of)  cone.,  3371. 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamships  Subventions  (U.S.  and  Vic.,  B.C.) 

2936  ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  <Scc.)  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Exam,  of  Masters  and  Mates)  2946 ; 

(Govt.  Steamers)  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Capital:  B.C.  (Esquimalt  Graving  Dock)  2916. 
Consolid.  Fund:  B.C.,  3386.  Income:  Harbors  and  Rivers 
(Mar.  Provs.  generally)  2920  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  cost  of 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  743 
(vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (steel)  811  (vol.  ii)  ;  (trans¬ 
portation  charges)  3224  (vol.  iv). 


Beaty,  Mr.  J.,  Jun.,  West  Toronto. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2433;  (Amt.)  2438  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1874-1880 
(vol.  iii). 

Insolvents,  discharge  of  past  (B.  34,  1°*)  113  (vol.  i). 

Insolvents  Estates,  distribution  of  (B.  39,  1°*)  113 
(vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tapper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  185,  (vol.  i). 

Private  Bills,  petitions  for  (M.  to  extend  time  for 
receiving)  40  (vol.  i). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  (B.  125)  prop.  Res., 
1040-1045  ;  1Q*  of  B.,  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Postmaster  Geul.,  Dept,  of)  904  (vol  ii). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
dry,  Montmagny)  on  M,  for  2°,  157  (vol.  i). 

Bechard,  Mr.  F.,  Iberville. 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1069  (vol.  ii). 

Richelieu  River  Floods,  memorials  from  riparian  owners 
(Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  739-741  (vol.  i). 

Belleau,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Levis. 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levis,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
89  (vol.  i). 

Official  Arbitrators,  legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  88 
(vol.  i). 

Supremo  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  168  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.  T.,  South  Grenville. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  paragraph  in  Globe  news- 
paper  (remarks)  48  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  852  (vol.  ii). 

Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H-,  Beauharnois. 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition  (M.  for  copy  of  Cor. 
between  Govt,  and  High  Com.)  305  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.  (M.  for 
papers)  928  ;  (reply)  935  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  (B.  35, 1°*)  113  (vol.  i); 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  prisoners  held  for  trial 
(remarks)  3440  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of  (M.  for  Cor.)  307  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Toronto  News,  French 
Aggression,  &c.  (remarks)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Legislation:  H.  of  C.  (increased  expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Com.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  alteration  of  (Quos).  148 
(vol.  i). 
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Borgin,  Mr.  D.,  Cornwall  and  Stormont. 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amts.  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.*)  33  (vol.  i)  ;  Bets,  respecting  (remarks) 
939  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Southern  By.  Co.  and  the  Brie  and  Niagara 
By.  Co.  (B.  9,  2°*)  57  (vol.  i). 

Factories,  employment  in,  regulation  (B.  2,  1Q*)  29 ; 
Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  362;  (B.  85,  1°*)  362  ;  printing 
of  B.  in  French  (remarks)  605 ;  2°  m.,  873-881 ; 
Order  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  on  M.  for  2°,  940 ; 
(remarks)  943  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  944  (vol.  ii). 

Factory  Bep.,  printing  and  distribution  of  (Ans.)  211 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1432 ;  (explanation)  1432  (vol.  ii)  ; 
in  Com.  (remarks)  2203 ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2085  (vol  iii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Inspection  of  Factories,  Bes.  respecting,  on  Order  for 
Com.  (remarks)  606  (vol.  i). 

Militia  clothing  and  great  coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2907 
(vol.  iv). 

Ontario  Pacific  By.  Co.’s  (B.  72, 1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Bifle  Associations,  headquarters,  annual  grant,  &c.  (M. 
for  Bet.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Kiver  St.  Clair  By.  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.  (B.  8, 
2°*)  57  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Immigration  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  great  coats)  2907  (vol.  iv). 

Billy,  Mr.  L.  A.,  HimousJci. 

Insolvency  (B.  32,  1°)  101  (vol.  i). 

Blake,  Hon.  E.,  West  Durham. 

Address,  on  the,  8. 

Administration  of  Justice,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3111 
(vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  ( Mr . 
Caron )  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bep.  of  Com.  on  Bes.  (Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  to  M. 
for  3°,  3001  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.W.T.  B.  144  (Mr.  Caron )  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2929,  2932-2934 ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2962, 
2966  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  2967  (vol.  iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costi- 
gari)  in  Com.,  2467-2469 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com., 
2541  (vol.  iii) ;  2751 ;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60) 
2751  (vol.  iv). 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.  (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.)  45  (vol.  i). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  7  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley')  on 
M.  to  introd.  B.,  32 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  102  (vol.  i)  ;  in 
Com.,  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  905,  922 
(vol.  ii). 

Allan  Line,  payments  to,  for  assisted  passages  (Ques.) 
567  (vol.  i)  ;  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

American  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to  N.  S.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 


Blake,  Hon.  E  .—Continued. 

Amherst  and  P.E.I.  By.  Incorp.  B.  on  M.  to  introd., 
349  (vol.  i). 

Analysts,  Public,  Bemuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2541-2543  (vol.  iii). 

Andre,  Father,  letter  from,  in  Jan.,  1883  (Ques.)  3425 
(vol.  iv). 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  to  M.  for  copy  of  Cor.  between  Govt,  and 
High  Com.,  306  (vol.  i). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025, 
1026,  1029,  1033  (vol.  ii). 

Assistant  Bee.  Gen.  of  Montreal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895 
(vol.  ii). 

Auditor  and  Assist.  Bee.  Gen.  of  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Auditor  and  Bee.  Gen.  of  St.  John,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Bank  Advances  to  the  Govt.  (Ques.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  B.C.  B.  105  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com., 
2396  (vol.  iii). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  47 ;  on  M.  to  ref.  His  Ex.'s 
Mess,  to  Sp.  Com.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  (Mr. 
Caron)  in  Com.,  2825  (vol.  iv). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M*  for  Bep.  of  Auditor  Gen.,  &c.,  137 
(vol.  i). 

Bonuses  to  Bys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (personal  expla- 
nation)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Supply,  3445  (vol.  iv). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Bounty  on  Manufactures  of  Iron  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&c.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts,  Bets,  respecting  (remarks)  939 
(vol.  ii). 

Brokerage  and  Commi&8i°n,  Com.  of  Sup.,  896 
(vol.  ii). 

Buckram,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  and  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  and  Germany,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Southern  By.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara  By.  Co. 
B.  9  (Mr.  Bergin)  in  Com.,  245  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson) 
on  1°,  449;  on  ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713;  on 
M.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Pub. 
Bills  and  Orders,  714  (vol.  i) ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives) 
to  M.  for  2°  (Ques.  of  Order)  952 ;  in  Com.,  955-957 
960,  961 ;  in  Com.,  1056 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White , 
Cardwell)  1060  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2648, 
2651,  2654,  2657)  vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  65  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
on  1«,  235  (voh  i). 
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Blake,  Hon.  E  . — Continued. 

Can.  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  (Ques.)  563  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.,  ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  undor  prop. 
Res.,  2238  (vol.  iii). 

- Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Resolution 

(Ques.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

- Allowances  to  Canadian  manufacturers  (M.  for 

copios  of  Cor.,  &c.)  41  (vol.  i). 

— - — — ■  Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C.  (Ques.)  362 
(vol.  i), 

— - — - Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  (Ques.)  694 

(vol.  i). 

— - Branch  Lines  (Ques.)  694  (vol.  i). 

—  B.  C.  Sections,  work  on  (M.  for  Rep.,  &c.)  204 
(vol.  i). 

- - Calgary  and  summit  of  Rocky  Mountains, 

cost  of  (M.  forStmnt.)  145  (vol.  i). 

— — - — -  Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  cost  of  and  equip¬ 
ment  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  145  (vol.  i). 

— - Change  in  arrangement  between  Co.  and  Govt. 

(Ques.)  695  (vol.  i);  1744,  1913  (vol.  iii). 

—  — —  Correspondence  between  Co.  and  Govt,  re 
change  in  arrangements  (Ques.)  2029  (vol.  iii), 

" - Construction  near  Lytton,  B.C.  (M.  for  Ret.) 

225  (vol.  i). 

- - Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  ( Mr .  Pope )  on  M.  for 

Com.  on  Res*  (reply  to  annual  Stmnt.)  2586-2619  ;  in 
Com.,  2724-2750 ;  on  M.  to  receive  Rep.  ot  Com., 
2858 ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  2859  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Vail )  2861  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey )  2862  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr>  Laurier )  2863  ;  in  Com.,  3031,  3033;  on 
M.  for  3°,  3293  (vol.  iv). 

— = — — Cost  of  construction  from  Winnipeg  to  615 
miles  west  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  226  (vol.  i). 

- —  Curves,  Grades  and  Tangents  (Ques.)  694,  744 

(vol.  i)  ;  2239  (vol.  iii). 

- Earnings,  main  line  and  leased  lines,  &c.  (M. 

for  Stmnt.)  61  (vol.  i). 

- - - Earnings  and  Working  Expenses,  Eastern  and 

Western  Division  (Ques.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

- Expenditure  on  account  of  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 

145  (vol.  i). 

- Expenditure  on  main  line  between  Callander 

and  Port  Arthur,  and  Selkirk  and  Kamloops  (M.  for 
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350  (vol.  i)  ;  1677  (vol.  ii)  ;  1955  (vol.  iii). 
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- — - — —  Town  Sites,  sales  of,  transactions  on  joint 
account  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  67  (vol.  i). 
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1113-1117,  1125-1130,  1282;  on  M.  for  3°  1293; 
(Amt.)  1294;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  104)  1296;  on  M.  to 
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(vol.  iii). 
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(vol.  iv). 
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Tilley)  on  M.  for  2°,  126  (vol.  i) ;  on  Order  for  39, 
2532  (vol.  iii). 
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Cotton  Yarns,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (vol.  ii). 

County  Court  Judges  (Man.)  B.  162  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3435  (vol.  iv). 

Court  of  Claims  for  Can.  B.  93  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  1°,  450  (vol.  i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  tho  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151 
(vol.  1). 

Criminal,  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (vol.  ii). 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Rep,  of  re  Indian  sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds,  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2475  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  3044- 
(vol.  iv). 

Customs  Collections  in  Algoma,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  40 
(vol.  i). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  924  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizures,  Pines  exacted  and  disposition  of  same 
&c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means  844  (vol.  ii). 

Damask  of  Cotton,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  (Ques.)  1130 
(vol.  ii). 

Death  of  Col.  Williams  (remarks)  3074  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  presentation  of  First  Rep.,  32, 
34  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  3rd  Rep.,  2168  (vol.  iii) ; 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone.,  3371  (vol.  iv). 
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Depth  Clerks,  dolay  in  Payment  of  (Ques.)  2170  (vol. 
iii). 

Deptl.  Contingences,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  917,  922,  924 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  CommiteesB.  26  {Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Eos.,  68 ;  (Amt.)  to  appoint  Sol. 
Com.  to  consider  and  report  to  House,  70;  Amt.  neg. 
(Y.  59,  N.  121)  72 ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  73 ;  in  Com.  on 
B.,  175  (vol.  i). 

Despatches,  Official,  respecting  engagements  in  the 
N.  W.  T.  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (Ques.)  693,  714  (vol.  i)  ; 
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(vol.  iii). 

—  — —  Crozier,  Supt.,  Rep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy 
with  Half-breeds  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Dewdnoy,  Gov.,  communications  with  Govt. 
(Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— — “ — —  Disposition  of  Insurgents  by  Gen.  Middleton 
(Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

— — — “  Dumas,  Michel,  appointment  of,  as  farm 
instructor  (Ques  )  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- - - -  Dumont,  Gabriel,  ferry  licenso  granted  to 

(Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

■“ — — —  Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  on  reading  of 
telegrams,  790  (vol.  ii). 

- Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for  2°, 

2855  ;  in  Com.,  2855-2857  (vol.  iv). 

- - Free  transport  of  bodies  of  volunteers  killed 

(Ques.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 

— - Govt,  officials  in  the  N.W.,  communications 

with  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Grandin,  Bishop,  communication  from  (Ques.) 
3321,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Half-breed  grievances,  2030-^2040  ;  (reply) 

2051  (vol.  iii). 

- - Houghton,  Col.,  mission  to  N.W.  in  1884, 

3425  (vol.  iv). 

— — - Indemnity  to  members  on  active  service,  on 

prop.  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  812  (vol.  ii). 

- Information,  further  (Ques.)  745  (vol  i)  ;  811, 

813,  838,  889  (vol.  ii). 

- -  ■  Isbester,  appointment  of,  as  farm  instructor 

(Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

-  . —  Land  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  (Ques.) 

3424  (vol.  iv). 

— * - Langevin,  Sir  Hector,  communications  from 

Mr.  Jackson,  re  Half-breei  Claims  (Ques.)  3426 
(vol.  iv). 
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(Ques.)  3428  (vol.  iv). 
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to  (Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 
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(vol.  ii.) 
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gagements  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— - -  Mounted  Police  Recruits  (remarks)  1566 

(vol.  ii). 

■ — - - North-West  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed 

claims  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— — — —  On  personal  explanation  of  Mr.  Ives  (re¬ 
marks)  1064  (vol.  ii). 

— — — —  Official  despatches  respecting  Engagements 
(remarks)  2999  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

■  ■-  ■  Payne  and  Applegarth,  murder  of  (remarks) 

859  (vol.  ii). 

— — - —  Pets.,  Res.,  &c.,  on  Half-breeds  and  settlors’ 
claims  (Ques.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

—  —  Princo  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  land,  settlors’ 
or  squatters’  improvements  (Ques.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

— — — — -  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  settlements, 
Reps,  of  Messrs.  Russell  and  Aldous  (Ques.)  3426 
(vol.  iv). 

- - —  Prisoners  held  for  trial  (remarks)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  3441  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Qu’Appelle  Half-breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh 
(Ques.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- - —  Question  of  Order,  3161  (vol.  iv). 

— —  — — -  Resumt  of  Events  since  1878  (speech)  3075- 
3110;  (Res.)  in  amt.  to  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3110;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  105)  3213  (vol.  iv). 

— — - Riel’s  proposal  to  accept  money  (Ques.) 

3426  (vol.  iv). 

— - River  Lot  Claims,  settlement  of,  Mr,  Poarce’s 

letter  respecting  (Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- — - — —  Schmidt,  Louis,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ques.) 
3424  (vol.  iv). 

— — - — — -  St.  Laurent,  River  lots,  re-survey  (Ques.) 
3424  (vol.  iv). 

— —  — —  Stoney  Indian  rising,  further  information 
asked,  863  (vol.  ii). 

■  —  St.  Louis  do  Langevin,  Pet.  from  settlors 
(Ques.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- — —  Survoys  of  rivor  lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.(Ques.) 
3424  ;  mode  of  (Ques.)  3  424  (vol.  iv). 

—  —  —  Tache,  Archbishop,  communication  from,  re 
Half-breeds  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 
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nipeg  (remarks)  839  (vol  ii). 

-■  -—Troops,  movements  of  (remarks)  838,872, 
887  (vol.  ii). 
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2029,  2170  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  3370(vol.  iv). 
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Rys.  (Ques.)  838  (vol.  ii). 

Dewdney,  Gov.,  communications  with  Govt.  (Ques.) 
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&c.)  52  (vol.  i). 
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Fielding  (Ques.)  2170  (vol.  iii). 
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(vol.  iv). 
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1008  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (vol.  ii). 
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chewan  (Ques.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 

Dom.  Lands  in  B.C.,  timber  duos  (Ques.)  2240 
(vol.  iii). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  307 
(vol.  i). 

Dom.  Notes,  issuo  and  redemption  of,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  897  (vol.  ii). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol. 

ii) . 
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53  (vol.  i). 
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Duck  Lake,  engagement  at  (remarks)  790  (vol.  ii). 
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(vol.  iv). 
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3301  (vol.  iv). 
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Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 
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Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii) ;  Township  Surveys,  2171  (vol. 
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3453  (vol.  iv). 
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Richard.  Cartwright )  373  (vol.  i). 
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SteoJ,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  803-805,808,810  (ii). 

Subsidies  to  Man.  (prop.  Ees.)  2889  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3219-3222  (iv). 

Supply  : 

Administration  of  Justice,  3411,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Canals — Capital;  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303,3307;  (Trent 
Riv.  Nav.)  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Charges  of  Management,  cone.,  2763  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Commutation 
of  Stamp  Duty,  &c. )  897 ;  (Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.) 
896;  (Issue  and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes)  897  (vol.  ii) 

Civil  Oovt.  (Auditor  Genl.’s  Office)  901  ;  (Civil  Service  Exam¬ 
iners)  976,  977;  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901,  (contingencies)  916, 
921,  923;  (Finance  and  Treasury  Board)  901,  (contingencies) 
916  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  3410  ;  (Interior,  Dept, 
of)  3408  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904;  Deptl. 
Contingencies  (Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  computing 
interest)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Customs,  3233-3241,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  3348  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2818,  2839,  2863  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  2765;  (Election 
Expenses)  3451  ;  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450; 
(Committees,  Extra  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.)  2796.  Miscellane¬ 
ous  (Library,  Salaries,  &o.)  2796;  printing,  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2801,  2806.  Senate  (Extra  Expenses)  3148  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Campballton  and 
Gaspe)  2942;  (Can.  and  Antwerp)  2942-2944,  cone.,  2958; 
(France  and*  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2936,  2942,  3041 ; 
(Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.B  ,  or  Halifax)  2912  ; 
(New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  to  Great  Britain) 
3457  ;  (Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B.)  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Salaries,  Military  Branch  and  District  Staff)  2903  (iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245;  (Dep.  Speaker’s 
Salary)  3368  (vol.  iv) ;  (Disturbance  in  the  N.  W,,  Vote  of 
$1,000,000)  2234  (vol.  iii);  (Expenses  of  Election  under  Can. 
Temp.  Act)  3388  ;  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remunera¬ 
tion  to  Counsel)  3391,  cone.,  3396;  (Losses  and  Expenses 
through  Troubles  in  N.  W.  T.)  3454;  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on 
Butter-making)  3456;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compilation 
of  Cor.,  &c.)  cone.,  3434;  (Printing  Commission)  3392; 
(Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  for  supplies  furnished  Lord 
Lome  and  party)  3452 ;  (Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary) 
3420;  (Refund  of  Bank  Imposts)  3387,  cone.,  3396;  (Refund 
of  Duties  to  persons  in  P.  E,  I.)  3455,  cone.,  3470;  (Relief  of 
Distressed  in  N.  W.  T.)  3454  (vol.  iv). 

Morth-West  Mounted  Police,  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Examination  of  Masters  and  Mates) 
2946;  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.)  2949  (vol.  iv). 
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Bowell,  Hon.  M.— Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Penitentiaries  ;  Kingston  (Gratuity  to  widow  of  C.  McManus) 
cone.,  3374 ;  (Removal  of  prisoners)  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Gonsld.  Fund  (Telegraphs)  3420.  Income ; 
Buildings  (N.S.)  2917  (vol.  iv). 

Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416 
(vol.  iv). 

Superintendence  of  Insurance,  2957 ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  (B.  163)  1°*,  2°*,  3q*,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Tagging  Metal,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 

Tariff,  The.  See  “  Ways  and  Means.” 

Tar  Pine,  in  Cora,  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (vol.  ii). 

Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (vol.  ii). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Three  Kivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  (B.  150,  1°) 
2751  (vol.  iv)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Ees.,  2555  (vol.  iii); 
2°  m.,  2934;  in  Com.,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Eets.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Trade  Eelations  with  U,  S.  (remarks)  3163  (vol.  iv). 

Transportation  Charges,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Trent  Eiv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Umbrella  or  Parasol  ribs,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  858  (vol.  ii). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  the  N.  W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2234  (vol.  iii). 

Washington  Treaty,  Transport  Eegulatione,  papers,  &c. 
(Ans.)  3249  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff;  in  Com.,  772-776  ;  (as¬ 
bestos)  857  ;  (axle  grease)  857 ;  (barrels  containing 
petroleum,  &c.)  843  ;  (borax)  808  ;  (buckram)  807  ; 
(chains,  iron  or  steel)  849 ;  (colored  labels  for  fruit) 
857 ;  (cotton  bed  quilts)  857  ;  (cotton  yarns)  808  ; 
(cutlery)  844;  (damask  of  cotton)  858;  (duck)  808; 
(earthenware  and  stoneware)  848;  (extract  of  fluid 
beef)  857;  (fish)  859;  (foot  grease)  806;  (gas  coke) 
783  ;  (Geneva  gin  and  brandy)  3224,  3229 ;  (glucose 
syrup)  849-852,  855 ;  (hoop  iron)  807 ;  (house  fur¬ 
nishing  hardware)  848;  (jute  cloth)  806;  (mineral 
water)  808 ;  (mouldings  and  picture  frames)  846  ; 
(musk)  806;  (partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.)  858; 
(pine  tar)  810  ;  (pitch  pine)  810  ;  (plate  glass)  856 ; 
(pumice  and  pumice  stone)  810;  (quercitron  or  oak 
bark)  810;  (red  liquor)  803;  (rubber,  re-covered) 
807 ;  (salt  cake)  806 ;  (sheet  iron  hollow  ware)  857  ; 
(silver  and  German  silver)  808  (vol.  ii) ;  (spirits 
and  tobacco)  3212,  3216,  3225  (vol.  iv) ;  (steel) 
803-805  ;  (steel,  in  sheets)  808  ;  (steel,  No.  20  gauge) 
808;  (steel  railway  bars  or  rails)  810  (vol.  ii) ; 
(sugar)  3219-3222  (vol.  iv) ;  (tagging  metal)  806; 
(towels)  857  (ii)  ;  (transportation  charges)  3224  (vol. 
iv)  ;  (umbrella  or  parasol  ribs,  &c.)  858  (vol.  ii)  ; 
(whiskey)  3225  (vol.  iv) ;  (white  shellac)  806 ; 
(woollen  fabrics)  800,  841 ;  (woollen  rags),  783,  786, 
792  (vol.  ii) ;  cone.,  3520,  Excise  Duties,  in  Com., 
3294;  cone.,  3470  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Ees.)  granting  $1,700,- 
000  for  N.  W»  Expenses,  2532,  2559  (vo).  iii). 
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Bowell,  Hon.  M. — Continued. 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt,  B.  118  {Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports,  on.  M  for  Ket., 
138  (vol.  i). 

Whiskey,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225  (vol.  iv). 

White  Shellac,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  80S  (ii). 

Woollen  Fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  800,  (ii). 

Woollen  Eags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783,  786, 
702;  legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

Bryson,  Mr.  J„  Pontiac. 

Ottawa  Eiver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Ees.  {Mr.  White, 
Renfrew )  1215  (vol.  ii). 

Burns,  Mr.  K.  F.  Gloucester. 

Can,  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson ) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Burpee )  1048  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
“  qualifications  in  citios  and  towns,”  1809  (vol.  iii). 

Way  and  Moans — The  Tariff:  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  595-599  (vol.  i). 

Burpee,  Mr.  C.,  Sunbury. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  H.W.T.  B.  141  (Mr. Caron) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3429  (vol.  iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  98  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Jamaica,  Confederation  of  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.)  wthdn.,  505  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Amt.  (Amt.)  1047  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86) 
1050  (vol.  ii). 

Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Coal  entered  ex-warehouse,  free,  or  for  exportation  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  100  (vol.  i). 

Drawback  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  (M.  for  Bet.)  100 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ”  (Indian),  1522  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1810,  1987,  1991,  2001 ;  “  manhood 
suffrage,”  1959;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2004, 
2058,  (Amt.)  2060,  2073,  2079;  “  who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  (Amt.),  2120;  “registration  of  voters,” 
2251  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1502  (vol.  ii)  ; 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  on  M.  forconsdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063  (vol.  iv). 

I.  C.  E.  Casualties  to  Trains,  &o.  (M.  for  Eet.)  100  (i). 

— - Eevenue  and  Working  Expenses(M.  for  Stmnt.*) 

101  (vol.  i). 

— - Boiling  Stock,  Purchase  and  Building  of  (M. 

for  Eet.*)  101  (vol.  i). 

Lughrin,  Charles  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor  between, 
re  Can.  Temp.  Act  (M.  for  Eet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Beoiprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Ees.  {Mr  Davies)  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Post  Office,  receipts,  &o.  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1100  (vol.  ii). 


Burpee,  Mr.  C. — Continued. 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on  Ees., 
2986 ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Kirk)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts. 
3403  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.,  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin)  in  Com.  on  Eos.,  2986  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Kirk)  to  M. 
to  cone,  in  Amts,  3403  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  Eolations  with  foreign  Countries  (Ques.)  78  ; 
with  Jamaica,  429  (vol.  i). 

Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M.,  West  Middlesex. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

- Officers  and  men,  pay  and  allowances  (M.  for 

Eet.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (vol.  iv). 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  {Mr.  Orton) 
on  Ees,,  119  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com.> 
1107,  1111-1114,  1117-1119,  1121,  1122,  1126;  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1292  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  979,  982  (ii). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Doutre,  J.,  services  re  Halifax  Commission,  3392  (iv). 

Drill  pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (vol.  iv). 

Duty  on  Grain,  Abolition  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.)  54 
(vol.  i). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  Increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  fn  Com.  of  Sup.,  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Flour,  corn  and  corn  meal  imported  and  exported  (M. 
for  Eet.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103(<S7r  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1373-1379  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suff- 
iage,”  1440;  “person”  (Indian)  1493;  “qualifica¬ 
tions  in  cities  and  towns,”  1699-1707,  1890,  1895- 
1900,  1994,  (Amt.)  1999,2002;  “  manhood  suffrage,” 
1973;  “registration  of  voters,”  2193-2197,  2263; 
“qualifications  in  counties,”  2061,  (Amt.)  2071, 
2073,  2077,  2084,  2085,  2395  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2102,  (Indians)  2149-2152,  (Amt.)  2274,  (Amt.) 
2285,2289,2291;  “appeal,”  2395;  on  M.  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066 
(vol.  iv)  ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  2209  (vol.  iii). 

G.  T.  E.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure  (M.  for  Eet.)  816  (vol.  ii ). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2451  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.} 
3422  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Branch,  &c.,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903 
(vol.  iv). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906,  2909  (vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  J.  H,,  Appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(M.  for  O.  C.,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  legislation  respecting 
(Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 
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Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M. — Continued. 

Koyal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  979,  982  (vol.  ii)  ; 

(Militia,  Dept,  of,  contingencies)  2913  (vol.  iv).  . 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914  ;  (Ammunition)  2905  ; 
(Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2906-2909  ;  (Drill  Pay,  &c.) 
2911  ;  (Royal  Military  College)  2913  ;  (Salaries,  Military 
Branch  and  District  Staff)  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  Increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3391  ;  (Doutre,  J.,  Services  on  Halifax  Commission) 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  By.  Co.’s,  names  of  officers  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
312  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means —  in  Com.  (re-covered  rubber)  807 
(vol.  ii). 

Cameron,  Mr.  Hector,  North  Victoria. 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  ( Mr .  Jamieson)  on  M.  to 
place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  for  2°,  949;  in  Com.,  954,  956,  957, 
961,  962  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2644,  2650,  2652, 
2654,2655,2660,  2673  ;  (Amt.)  2671  (vol.  iv). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.,  on  M. 
for  Papers,  931  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.  Besolutions,  &c.,  in  Com.,  2746,  2748  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  Bill  28  (Mr.  Haggart)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute 
Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  resuming  adjd.  deb.  for  2°, 
941  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1393  ;  (correction)  1397  ;  “  ten¬ 
ant,”  1477  ;  “registration  of  voters,”  2180,  2230, 
2233  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1424  ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1435  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1435  (vol.  ii). 

Grenei’al  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Bos.,  1310,  1313,  1315,  1316  (vol  ii). 

Gf.  T.  B.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and* departure,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  817  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays,  965 
(vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2491,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  497,  499  (vol.  i). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2491,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Bos.  (Mr.  White, 
Benfrew)  1219  (vol.  ii). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  By.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  82, 
1°*)  349  ;  2°  m.,  428  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn., 
428  ;  (B.  91,  1°*)  428. 

Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh,  Inverness. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1057  (vol.  ii). 


Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh — Continued. 

Cape  Breton  Island,  claims  of,  undor  terms  of  Con¬ 
federation  (prop.  Bes.)  607-615  ;  wthdn.,  615  (vol  i). 
Eastern  Extension  By.,  N.S.,  Earnings  and  Working 
Expenses  (Ques.)  148;  (M.  for  Stmut.*)  313  (vol.  i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage  ”  (correction  re  Indians)  1419  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1629-1632,  1836 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  in  counties,”  2395  ;  “  registration  of 
voters,”  2278,  2283  (vol.  iii). 

Great  American  and  Europoan  Short  Line  By.,  on  M. 
for  Bet.,  79  (vol.  i). 

Mclsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  as  a  harbor  of  rofuge 
(Ques.)  36;  Engineers’  Beps.  respecting  (M.  for  copies) 
60  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  sub-port,  ou  M.  for  papers, 
&c.,  445  (vol.  i). 

Bociprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1015  (vol.  ii). 

Supply  : 

Railways— Capital:  Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  3384  (vol.  iv). 
Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton,  extension  of  (Ques,) 
78  (vol.  i). 

Cameron,  Mr.,  M.  C.,  West  Huron. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W*T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com;,  2962  (vol.  iv). 

Bell  and  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  ()., 
&c.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B,  131  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2825,  2827  (vol.  iv). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corp3  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 
Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1745 
(vol.  iii). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  913,  918,  921,  925  (ii). 
Claims  of  unenumerated  Half-breed  Minors,  Man. 

(Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Cox  Divorce  (B.  138,  1°*)  1473  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.,  Change  of  Arrangements  with  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1744  (vol.  iii). 

— — —  Postal  and  Transport  Service  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 
— — - —  Bes.  respecting  further  Loan  (Speech)  2630 ; 
(Amt.)  2643;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723;  on  M.  to 
rec.  Bep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  2858  (vol.  iv). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to 

M.  for  Stmnt.,  108  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  communication  with  Imp. 
Govt.  (Ques.)  1744 ;  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr. 
Blake)  2045-2051  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
want  of  confidence,  3154-3160,  3163-3175  (vol.  iv). 
Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Elections  Acts  Amt.  (B.  14,  1°)  41  (vol.  i). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt,  aid  to  (Ques.)  148;  (M.  for 
copies  of  Claims,  &c.*)  448  (vol.  i). 

Evidence,  Law  of,  in  Criminal  Cases  (B.  6,  1°*)  29  ;  2° 
m.,  176  ;  2°  on  a  div.  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187 ;  in 
Com.,  496-498  (voh  i.) 
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Cameron,  Mr.  M.  C. — Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt. 
( Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1138-1143  ; 
in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1394,  1438 ;  “  owner,” 
1472;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1475,  1478;  “occupant,” 
1483;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1502,  1527,  1580;  “farm,” 
1591,  1592;  “farmers’  sons”  (Amt.)  1591;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1692-1699  (vol.  ii), 
1924-1931;  “in  counties,”  2074;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2216-2220,  (Amt.)  2227,  2241,  2274-2277, 
2281-2284,  (Amt.)  2286,  2300,  2302-2305,  2313, 
2317,  2319;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2323,  2326- 
2329,  2332,  2345-2348  ;  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
2345,  2351-2354;  “  officers  and  duties,”  2356,  2389; 
“appeal,”  2360-2366;  “offences,”  2390  (vol.  iii) ; 
on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1421,  1437,  1531 ;  on  taking 
up  items  consecutively,  1471 ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1494 
(vol.  ii),  1919  (vol,  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Weldon)  3060 ; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3067,  neg.  (Y.  38,  N. 
87)  3068  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Business,  on,  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol. 
i)  ;  Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920  (vol.  iv). 

High  Commissioner,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  925  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3319,  3339 
(vol.  iv). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  918,  921  (ii). 

I.  C.  R.  Receipts  and  Expenses  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com,,  1086,  1073, 1092  ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Midock)  to  M.  for  3°,  1325;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Casey)  1329  (vol.  ii). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  {Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2508-2511,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  the  N.W.  south  of  24-mile 
Belt  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases,  compellable  wit¬ 
ness  (B.  6,  1°*)  29 ;  2°  m.,  176  ;  2°  on  adiv.  and  ref. 
to  Sel.  Com.,  187  ;  in  Com.,  496-498  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2797  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parliament  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
on  prop.  Res.,  1666  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  appointments  by 
Govt,  under  Act  of  1883,  receipts  and  expenditures, 
&c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  cone.  3398  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  litigation  in  Supreme  Court 
(M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  Factum  of  Govt,  and  Provs., 
Notes  of  Shorthand  Reporters,  Rep.  of  Court,  &c.,  &c.) 
45  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883  (prop.  Res.)  928,  1211 ;  cone, 
in  Res.  asked,  1226 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  1281  (ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  {Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2400  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com., 
2894 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mulock)' to  M.  for  3°,  2959  (iv) 


Cameron,  Mr.  M.  C. — Continued. 

Loans  contracted  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.,  Claim  for  a  subsidy  (Ques.)  188  (vol  i). 

Man.  Half-breed  minors,  temporarily  absent,  and  claims 
of  unenumerated  (Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  Grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2508-2511  (vol.  iii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B. 

11  {Mr.  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  130  (vol.  i). 
Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Ontario  Law  Reports,  in  Cora,  of  Sup,  3351  (vol.  iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Regulations  in  B.  C.,  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Acct.  B.  113  {Mr.  Chap- 
leau)  2397  (vol.  iii). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920,  2921  (vol.  iv). 
Rys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (ii). 
Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.)  292  (vol.  i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T  (B.  45,  1°*) 
147;  2Q  m,,  362,  490  (vol.  i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  (Res.)  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404 ;  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  77)  3408 
(vol.  iv). 

Returns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  427  (vol.  i). 
Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  Half-breed  minors  (Ques.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  Deptl.  Contingencies  (High  Commissioner)  935  j 
(Inland  Revenue)  918,  921 ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  901  ; 
(Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  3319,  3339  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Corns.,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.)  2796 ; 

Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act ,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3356;  (Ont.  Law  Reps.) 
3351  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Income  :  Dredging,  2921  ;  Harbors  and  Rivers, 
(Ont.)  2920  (vol.  iv). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  {Mr. 

Caron)  on  M.  for  2°,  2828 ;  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 
Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west  (M. 
for  Ret.)  231  (vol.  i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  (Amt.)  to  M.  for 
Ret.,  30  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.W.,  3154-3160,  3163-3175  (vol.  iv). 

Campbell,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Victoria,  N.S. 

Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due  (Ques.) 

888;  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  N.  S.,  Management  of  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers  disbanded  in  Military  District  No.  9  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 
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Campbell,  Mr.  R.,  South  Renfrew. 

Franchise  B.  108  ( Sir  John  A,  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
(remarks)  2385  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  3471  (vol.  iv). 

Carling,  Hon.  J.,  London. 

Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393; 
cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  allowances  (Ans.) 
2029  (vol.  iii). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ans.)  351  (vol.  i). 
Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone.,  2764 
(vol.  iv). 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of  Post¬ 
master,  &c.,  on  M.  for  papers,  708  (vol.  i). 

C.P.R.  Postal  and  Transport  Service  (Ans.)  1744  (ii). 
Depositors  in  Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
822  (vol.  i). 

GlammisPost  Office,  enquiry  respecting  (Ans.)  1131  (ii). 
G.  T.  R.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

LeFonds  Post  Office,  establishment  of  (Ans.)  816  (ii). 
Letter  Postage,  reduction  of  (Ans.)  33 ;  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  292  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Bags,  furnishing  of  (Ans.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Mail  Service  between  Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke 
(Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Service  on  the  Canada  Southern  Ry,,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  120  (vol.  i). 

Mails  between  Shiloh  and  Fergus  (Ans.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 
Maitland, Postmaster  at,  removal  of  (Ans.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 
Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ans.)  351 
(vol.  i). 

Militia  Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  (B.  151)  prop. 
Res.,  2420;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2555  ;  in  Com.,  2557 
(vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.,  2751  ; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2756  ;  1°*  of  B.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 
Postal  Privileges,  Extension  to  Local  Govts.  (Ans.) 
290  (vol.  i). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol. 

ii)  ;  cone.,  2764  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  General’s  Rep.  (presented)  76  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308-3310,  3393 ;  cone., 
3398  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  (Ans.)  2359,  2559 
(vol.  iii). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  271  (vol.  i). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.  C.,  Mail  Subsidy,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Bept.  of)  902  (vol.  ii),  cone., 
2764  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3308-3300;  (Allowance  to 
Asat.  Postmaster  at  Ottawa)  3393  ;  cone.,  3398  (vol.iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (U.S.  and  Vic.,  B.O.) 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Barracks  at  London)  3412  (vol.  iv). 


Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A.,  Quebec  County. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (M.  to 
cone,  in  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.)  2957 ;  1°*  of  B., 
2958;  in  Com.,  2961,  2963,  2967;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  3001,  3427  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.  T.  prop.  Ros.,  2531  (iii)  ; 
in  Com.  on  Ros.,  2926,  2929,  2932  (vol.  iv). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903-2906  (vol.  iv). 

Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due  (Ans.) 
889  (vol.  ii). 

Artillery  Association,  Dom.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (vol.  iv). 

Barrack  Huts,  B.  C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (vol.  iv). 

Batoche,  Battle  of,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton  giv¬ 
ing  details  (read)  1822 ;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii). 

Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  committed  by 
Volunteers,  2999,  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Bergin,  Surgeon  Genl.,  Services  of  (Ans.)  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  (B.  131) 
2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824-2826  (vol.  iv). 

Big  Bear,  releaso  of  Prisoners  by  (tel.  read)  2750  (iv)» 

Blais,  Achille,  funeral  expenses  of  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  ii). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Census  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  (Ans.)  149  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  &c.  (Res.)  74  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898 ;  cone.,  914  (vol.  ii.) 
2913  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1127  (vol.  ii). 

Clarke’s  Crossing,  arrival  of  Troops  at  (telegrams  read) 
1205  (vol.  ii). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906  (vol.  iv). 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Res.  ( Mr.  Edgar)  7 1 2  (vol. i) . 

Corspndts.,  Dismissal  of,  from  Camp  (Ans.)  1608  (ii). 

C.  P.  R.,  Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 
time  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B. 
22  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151 
(vol.  i.) 

Death  of  Col.  Williams  (remarks)  and  telegram  read, 
from  Gonl,  Middleton,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Despatches,  Official, respecting  engagements  in  the  N.W. 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii),  2999  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  arrival  of  troops  at  Clarke’s 
Crossing  (telegrams  read)  1205  (vol.  ii). 

- Battle  of  Batoche,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middle- 

ton  giving  details  (read)  1822;  2nd  despatch,  1835 (iii). 

- Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  com¬ 
mitted  by  Volunteers,  2999  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Carriage  of  War  Supplies  by  Am.  Rys.,  839  (ii). 

- — - -  Col.  Ouimet’s  absence  from  duty  1167,  1205  (ii). 

— — —  Col.  Otter’s  march  to  Battleford  1386  (vol.  ii). 

- —  Col.  Scott’s  Battalion  (Ans.)  1064  (vol.  ii). 

— - - Cost  of  Expedition  (Ans.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

- - Despatch  from  Genl.  Middleton  announcing  cap¬ 
ture  of  Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  2139  (vol.  iii). 
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Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R,  A.— Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W. ,  Dismissal  of  Correspondents 
from  Camp  (Ans.)  1608  (ii), 

— - -  Disposition  of  Insurgents  by  Genl.  Middleton 

(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

■  - -  Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  despatch  of  Troops 

(Ans.)  '790  (vol.  ii). 

- - Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Boivell )  on  M.  for  2°, 2855; 

in  Com.,  2856-2858  (vol.  iv). 

- - Free  transport  of  bodies  of  Volunteers  killed 

(Ans.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 

— — —  Funeral  expenses  of  Blais  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  ii) 

■  - -  Further  intelligence  (Ans.)  811,  813  (vol.  ii). 

• —  Indians  at  Touchwood  (tel.  read)  1566  (ii). 

- - Instructions  issued  to  Genl.  Middleton  respect¬ 
ing  Insurgents  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii), 

■  - —  •  Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  of  (Ans.)  3425(vol.  iv). 

- Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  (Ans.)  1566  (ii). 

— - Official  despatches  respecting  Engagements 

(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii)  ;  2999  (vol.  iv). 

- - - Personal  explanations,  966  968  (vol.  ii.) 

—  Pillage  of  houses  of  Half-breeds  by  Volunteers 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

— ■  —  Release  of  Prisoners  by  Big  Bear  (telegram  read) 

2750  (iv). 

- Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delaney,  Gowanlock,  and  other 

prisoners,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton  (road)  2357 

(vol.  iii). 

■  - -  Riel,  capture  of,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton 

(read)  1895  (vol.  iii). 

-  —  Skirmish  with  Poundmakor  (Ans.)  1646  (vol.  ii) . 

- Troops,  movements  of,  from  N.  S.  (Ans.)  838. 

872 ;  tel.  from  Col.  Amyot,  1328  (vol.  ii). 

— - - Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal  (Ans.)  1983  (vol.  iii) 

- - -  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 
teers,  3459  (Res.)  3463  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Rifle  Association,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv), 
Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com  of  Sup.,  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  despatch  of  Troops  (Ans.) 
790  (vol.  ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  N.S.,  Earnings  and  Working 
Expenses  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’lslet,  Erection  of  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners  outside  of  Gaols  B.  87  (M. 

to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders)  1063;  2°  m.,  1658  (ii). 
Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 
Expedition  to  the  N.  W.,  Cost  of  (Ans.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 
Expense  (N  W.  T.)  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for  2° 
2855 ;  in  Com.,  2856-2858  (vol.  iv). 

Flannel  Shirts  for  Militia,  Contract  (Ans.)  1306  (ii). 
General  Middleton’s  Instructions  (Ans.)  1306  (vol.  ii). 
Grant,  G.,  Militia  Dept ,  Superan.  of  (Ans.)  253!  (iii). 
Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  of,  to  N.  W.  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 
Improved  Rifled  Ordnance,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Indians  at  Touchwood  (tel.  read)  1566  (vol.  ii). 
Instructions  issued  to  Genl.  Middleton  respecting  insur¬ 
gents  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Insurgents,  Disposition  of,  by  Genl.  Middleton  (Ans.) 
2169  (vol.  iii). 


Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A. — Continued. 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  Summary  proceedings  before  B. 
(Ans.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Kits  served  out  to  the  Militia  (Ans.)  1568  (vol.  ii). 
Laurie,  Maj.  Genl.,  Mission  of,  to  the  N.  W.  (Ans.) 
2997  (vol.  iv). 

Lavis’s  patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents  (Ans.)  2029  (iii). 
Man.  Legislature,  Session  of  1884,  Man.  Central  Ry. 
Co.  (Ans.)  862  (vol.  ii). 

Martin,  John,  continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of,  on 
M.  for  copies  of  Pet.,  201  (vol.  i). 

Medals  for  Volunteers  who  served  in  the  N.  W.  (Ans.) 
2274  (vol.  iii). 

Middleton,  Genl ,  despatches  from,  1822-1835  (vol.  ii)  ; 

1895,  2139,  2357,  2750  (vol.  iii). 

Military  Branch,  &c.,  Salai’ies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889 
2903  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Col.  Graduates  in  the  Militia  (Ans.)  1040  (ii.) 
Military  Magazine  at  St.  John,  N.B.,  Disposal  of,  on  M. 
for  Ret.  606  (vol.  i). 

Military  Organisations  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  (Ans.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

Military  Properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Military  Storehouse,  Quebec,  Lease  (Ans.)  1039  (ii.) 
Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  152,  1*)  2853  ;  2°  m.,  3045; 
in  Com.,  3016  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  and  Defonce,  Annual  Rep.  (presented)  40  (vol.  i). 
Militia,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898,  914  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2913  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2235,  2434. 

Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  (Ans.)  1566  (vol.  ii). 
Mounted  Infantry,  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411 
(vol.  iv). 

Noz’th-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  prop.  Res.,  2412-2414,  2418 
(vol.  iii). 

Otter's,  Col.,  march  to  Battleford  (remarks)  1386(vol.  ii). 
Ouimet’s,  Col.,  absence  from  duty  (remarks)  1167,  1205 
(vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew )  on 
M.  for  2°,  266  (vol.  i). 

Pensions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 

Personal  Explanation,  966  ;  (remarks)  968  (vol.  ii). 
Pillage  of  houses  of  Half-breeds  by  Volunteers  (Ans.) 
2169  (vol.  iii). 

Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  capture  of,  despatch 
from  Genl.  Middleton  (read)  2139  (vol.  iii). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  (Ans.) 
247  (vol.  i). 

Protestant  Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion  (remarks) 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998 ;  telegram  from  Col. 
Ouimet  (read)  3094  (vol.  iv). 

Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delaney,  Gowanlock  and  other  prison¬ 
ers,  telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton  (read)  2357  (iii). 
Riel,  capture  of,  tel.  from  Genl.  MiddletOD  (read)  1895 
(vol.  iii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  ;  cone,, 
2932  (vol.  iv). 
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Caron,  Hon.  J.  P.  R.  A..— Continued. 

Scott’s  Col.  Battalion  (Ans.)  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  (Ans.)  1646  (vol.  ii). 
Summary  proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (M.  to 
transfer  to  Govt.  Orders)  2420  (iii)  ;  2°  m  ,  2821  (iv). 
Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Militia,  Dept,  of)  898;  (contingencies)  914  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2913  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  0.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914;  (Ammunition) 
2903-2906;  (Barracks  at  London)  3412;  (Barrack  Huts, 
B.O.)  3412;  (Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &c.)  2903;  (Cloth¬ 
ing  and  Great  Coats)  2906,  2908-2910;  (Dom.  Artillery 
Association)  2913;  (Dom.  Rifle  Association)  2913;  (Drill 
Pay,  &c.)2910;  (Improved  Rifled  Ordnance)  2915 ;  (Military 
Properties,  care  ot)  2916 ;  (Mounted  Infantry  at  Winni¬ 
peg)  3411 ;  (Royal  Military  College)  2913,  cone.,  2922  ; 
(Salaries,  Military  Branch  and  District  Staff)  2889,  2903 
(vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous :  Disturbance  in  theN.W.  (Vote  of  $700,000)  1304 
(vol.  ii);  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  2235,  2434  (vol.  iii). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii). 

Supremo  Court  of  N.  B.,  causes  entered,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
number,  294  (vol.  i). 

Transfer  of  Batteries  (Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Troops,  movements  of  (Ans.)  838,  872 ;  telegram  from 
Col.  Amyot,  1328  (vol.  ii). 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vo!.  ii). 
Veterans  of  1812,  extension  of  Pensions  to  Widows  of, 
(Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 

Victoria  Eifles,  Montreal  (Ans.)  1983  (vol.  iii). 
Volunteers  killed,  Free  Transport  of  bodies  (Ans.)  2029 
(vol.  iii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ans)  1131  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteer  Corps  in  the  N.W.,  organization  of,  in  1879 
(Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup  , 
2434,  2235  (vol.  iv). 

Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volunteers, 
3459,  (Eos.)  3463  (vol.  iv). 

'Williams,  Col.,  Death  of  (remarks,  and  tel.  read)  3073 
(iv). 

War  Supplies,  carriage  of,  by  American  Eys.,  839 
(vol.  ii). 

Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  purchase  of  (Ans.) 
2171  (vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (Ees. 
granting  $1,700,000)  in  Com.,  2532  (vol.  iii). 

Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J.,  Huron,  South  Riding. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c., in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (iv). 
Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Address,  on  The,  24  (vol.  i). 

Administration  of  Justice,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411,  3433, 
3448  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  ( Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3428  (voh  iv). 
Advances  to  Pi'ovinces  B.  7  ( Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  on  M. 
to  introd.,  32  (vol.  i). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906,  921  (vol.  ii). 
Air  Brakes,  application  of,  on  I.C.E.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3299  (vol.  iv). 


Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J  —Continued. 

Allan  Line,  payments  to,  for  assistod  passages  (Ques.) 
567  (vol.  i). 

Allowance  to  Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  in  Com , 
of  Sup.,  3392 ;  cone.,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

American  Gold,  substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  (Ques.) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2904,  2906  (vol.  iv). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023, 
1027,  1034  (vol.  ii)  3452;  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Axle  Grease,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  851  (vol.  ii). 

Baillairge,  G.  F.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.>  3350 
(vol.  iv). 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  (M.  for  Eots.  of  amounts)  37; 
(Ques.)  113  (voh  i). 

Bank  of  B.C.  B.  105  ( Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  on  1°,  631  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander  and  Dopt.  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Eep.  of  Aud.  Genl.,  &c.,  138  (i). 

Budget,  The  (Ques.)  76,  149;  (reply)  333  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Antwerp  Steamship  subvention,  cone.,  2958 
(vol.  iv.) 

Can.  and  Germany  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  65  {Mr.  McCarthy)  on 
1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  E.  Advances  to  Co.  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1305  (vol.  ii). 

— — ■=” -  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  {Mr.  Pope)  on  Ees. 
(remarks  on  adjmt.  of  deb.)  2643 ;  in  Com.,  2724, 2729, 
2730,  2738;  on  Amt.  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  to  M. 
to  receive  Eep.  of  Com,,  2859  (vol.  iv). 

- - -  Engineers’  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417. 

-■  ■■■  Expenditure  to  complete  Govt,  construction 
(Ques.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  Loan,  $30,000,000  payments  on  account  of 
(Ques.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

— —  Publication  of  prop.  Ees.  in  Mail  newspaper 
(remarks)  1712  (vol.  ii). 

— — __  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

— Section  B,  Judge  Clarke’s  Eoport  on  award  to 
contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

- Subsidy  to  Co.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301,  3303,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  45  (i). 

Catholic  population  of  Prov.  of  Quebec  (Ques.)  363  (i). 

Census,  Quinquennial,  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21 
{Mr.  Pope)  on  1°,  46  ;  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  76;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  171;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  212; 
neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  120)  215  (vol.  i). 

Census,  The,  Fourth  and  Fifth  vols.,  issue  of  (Ques.) 
48,  455  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  1881,  Absentees  from  Canada  during  (Ques.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

Charges  of  Management,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2763  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387;  cone., 
3396  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3023  (vol.  iv). 
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Cartwright,  Sir  R.  J  .—Continued. 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  906,  908,  910,  912,914. 
916,921,  969  (vol.  ii)  ;  2764,  3408,  3411,  3i48;  cone., 
2764,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  ( Mr .  Cliapleau )  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  276,  280  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
892;  in  Com.,  1097,  1100,  1104,  1114;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  to  rocom.,  1286  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Servico  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973  (vol.  ii). 

Clark,  G.  M.,  sums  paid  to,  apart  from  salary  as  Judge 
(Ques.)  235 ;  (M.  for  Ret.)  697  (vol.  i). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats  (Militia)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906 
(vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3232-3237, 
3241,  3242,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to,  for  services,  on  M.  for  Rot., 
699  (vol.  i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  B.  126  ( Mr .  Tope)  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2430,  2433,  2436  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Receipts  and  Expend.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  30  (vol.  i) 

Consolid.  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr. 
Gostigan)  in  Com.,  2970  (vol.  iv). 

Cornwall  Canal,  Repairs,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154,  in 
Com.,  3013  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  Timber,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  Collections  in  Algoma,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  40  (i). 

Customs,  Dept,  of  (contingencies)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  925 
(vol.  ii);  3233-3237  (vol.  iv). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  844  (vol.  ii). 

Debates ,  Official  Rep.  of,  delay  in  distributing  daily 
edition  to  newspapers  (remarks)  595  (vol.i)  ;  omission 
from  (remarks)  on  adjmt.  of  Hse.,  3249;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com.,  3459 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3383  (vol.  iv). 

Deposits  in  Banks,  Govt.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3353  (iv). 

Dep.  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Royal)  72  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  families  of 
Militiamen  (remarks)  894  (vol.  ii). 

— - —  Dismissal  of  correspondents  from  camp  (Ques.) 
1608  (vol.  ii). 

- - Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2857  (iv). 

* — *-■ —  Further  information  asked,  886  (vol.  i). 

— - On  adjmt.  of  deb.  (remarks)  3160,  3212  (iv). 

— - On  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways 

and  Means,  765  (vol.  i). 

- - —  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr.  Blake)  2042-2014 

(vol.  iii). 

— -  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 

teers,  3463  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands,  Rev.  for  7  months,  1884-85  (Ques.)  290. 


Cartwright,  Sir  R-  J .—Continued. 

- Sales  of,  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

— - Sales  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

— - -  Sales  and  receipts,  on  account  of  (Ques.)  2854 

(vol.  iv). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (vol.  ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300  (vol.  iv). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to  (prop.  Res.)  295, 
363;  (reply)  390;  neg.  (T.  59,  N.  118)  394  (vol.  i). 

Excise,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Excise  Revenue  for  May,  1884,  and  May,  1885  (Ques.) 
2531  (vol  iii). 

Excise  Revenue  for  6  months,  1884-85  (Ques.)  290  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  45  (i). 

Expenso,  N.W.T.,  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2857 
(vol.  iv). 

Exports  and  Imports,  distinguishing  products  of  Can- 
ada  (M.  for  Ret.*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Exports  of  Canadian  produce  (Ques.)  606  (voh  i). 

Extra  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (vol.  iv). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Factories,  operatives  in  (M.  for  Rets.,  &c.)  37  (vol.  i). 

Factory  Rep.,  printing  and  distribution  of  (remarks)  211 
(vol.  i). 

Fish  breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (vol.  ii). 

Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3389  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fiuance  and  Treasury  Board,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915  (ii). 

Five  per  ct.  Consolid.  Loan,  retirement  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  O.C.,  &c.)  484  (vol.  i). 

Five  per  cent  Loan,  Sinking  Fund  (Ques  )  2465  (iii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

Flour,  increase  of  Duty  on  (Ques.)  744  (vol.  i). 

Foot  Grease,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means  806  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1134;  (Amt.)  1137,  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104)  1166;  on 
M.  for  Com.  (remarks)  1385;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suf¬ 
frage,”  1459  ;  “  tenant,”  1479  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian) 
1573  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1817,  1915-1918,  1988,1992,  1995;  “in  counties,” 
2068,2071,2073,2079,  2082,  (Amt.)  2085;  “  regis- 
tration  of  voters,”  2220-2223,  2232,  2279,  2281, 
2285,  2288,  2297,  2299,  2300;  “revision  of  voters’ 
lists,”  2326,  2338,  2340,  2349  ;  “  general  provisions,” 
2344,2355;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2382; 
(remarks)  2146  (vol.  iii)  3063  (vol.  iv) ;  (Ms.  that 
Com.  rise)  2207,  2137  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com. 
rise,  1509,  1514  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman 
(remarks)  1798;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1923; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1969  (vol.  iii)  ;  reading  extracts, 
1462 ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to 
House,  1511,  1619  (vol.  ii). 
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Cartwright,  Sir  11 .  J.— Continued. 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 
2028  (vol.  ii);  2274,  2281  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  119  (Mr. 

Costigan )  on  M.  for  2°,  2419  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  Coke,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (vol.  ii). 
Geneva  Gin  and  Brandy,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224  (vol.  iv). 
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Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2235  (vol.  iv). 

Voyageurs  to  Egypt,  number,  names,  residence,  &c.,  of 
officers  and  men  (M.  for  Ret.*)  210  (vol.  i). 

Water  and  River  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  fffeans— -Budget  Speech  (reply  to)  333  ;  The 
Tariff  (remarks)  conclusion  of  Deb.,  662 ;  Distur 
bance  in  the  N.  W,,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake )  in  Amt.  to 
Com.,  765-768  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  (cutlery)  844; 
(axle  grease)  857  ;  (duck)  808  ;  (foot  grease  806  ; 
(gas  coke)  783  (vol.  ii) ;  (Geneva  gin  and  brandy) 
3224  (vol,  iv) ;  (glucose  syrup)  849,852,  851,  855  ; 
(hoop  iron)  807  ;  (plate  glass)  856  ;  (rod  liquor)  808 
(vol.  ii);  (spirits  and  tobacco)  3225  (vol.  iv)  ;  (steel) 
803,  805,  808  (vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar)  3215,  3219  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(towels)  858  (vol.  ii)  ;  (whiskey)  3225-3229  (Vol.  iv)  ; 
(winceys)  840;  (woollen  fabrics)  795,  840  ;  (woollen 
rags)  783,  787  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Excise  duties)  3295  (vol.iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
on  prop.  Res.,  835  ;  in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv). 

Welland  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3302,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Whiskey,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  3225-3229  (iv). 

Williamsburg  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Winceys,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  840  (vol.  ii). 

Woollen  fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  795,  840 
(vol.  ii). 

Woollen  rags,  in  Com,  on  Ways  and  Means,  783,  787  (ii). 

Casey,  Mr.  G.  E, ,  West  Elgin. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.^for  3°,  3429  (vol.  iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2469-2474  (voh  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com,, 
2480-2483  (vol.  iii). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024, 
1030,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.,  119  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac • 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.  48  (vol.  i). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  358  (vol.  i). 

Canada  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048;  in  Com.,  1054  -1055; 
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Casey,  Mr.  G.  ES.— Continued. 

on  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell )  1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2648,  2652,  2667  (vol.  iv). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.,  on  M. 
for  Papers,  929,  933  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  on  M.  for  2°, 
284  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Resolutions  respecting  further  loan  (remarks) 
on  adjmt.  of  dob.,  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2725,  2727,  2729, 
2733,  2736 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Amt.)  2862; 
neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91)  2863  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  construction 

between,  sums  paid  (M.  for  Stmnts.)  123  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B.  Arbitration,  Evidence  taken  (Ques.) 

112  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  Award  of  damages  to  contractors, 

validity  of,  case  submitted  to  Counsel,  &c.  (&L  for 
copy)  131  (vol.  i). 

- - —  Section  B,  case  submitted  by  Govt  and  contrac¬ 
tors  to  Arbitrators,  Evidence  taken,  &c.  (M.  for  j 

copies)  208  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Section  B,  claim  of  contractors  on  which  award 
of  $395,600  was  based  (M.  for  copy)  134  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  Engineers’  Reps,  on  re-measurement 

and  re-classification,  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  121  (vol.  i). 

— — - Section  B,  Judge  Clarke’s  Rep.  on  Award  to 

contractors  (Ques.)  78 ;  (M.  for  copy)  132, 134  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding 

character  of  Award  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

- — - Section  B,  payment  of  Award  of  $395,600  to 

contractors  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

— - - Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amts,  to 

M.  for  Ret.,  100, 110  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969,  972,  984  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau )  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  274,  278,  280  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
899  ;  on  M.  for  2°,  1097  ;  in  Com.,  1 097--1 105,  1 1 10— 
1117,1123,  1127-1130;  on  M.  for  3°,  1286  ;(Amt.) 
1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293  ;  on  Amt,  (Mr.  Mit¬ 
chell )  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  B.  (Ques.)  28  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  984  (vol.  ii) 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3237  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  First  Rep.  (remarks)  34  (vol. 
i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.,  3360  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake )  for  Special 
Com.  to  report  to  House,  71  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker,  on  H.  to  appoint  Malachy  Daly,  Esq., 
72  (vol.  i) ;  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3354,  3357 
(vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M. 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
768  (vol.  i). 

— - Stoney  Indian  rising  (remarks)  863  (vol.  ii). 
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Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  resmng.  adj.  dob.  for  2°,  943  (ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1263-1266  ;  in  Com.,  "woman  suffrage,”  1401-1408, 
1459;  "usufructuary,”  1452,  1458;  15  owner,”  1470; 
“  tenant,”  1477 ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1496,  1528-1530, 
1578,  (Chinese)  1532,  1590;  "farm,”  1592;  "actual 
value,”  1596,  1604 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1739-1743  (vol.  ii),  1828;  (Indians)  1837 
(Amt.)  1845;  "manhood  suffrage,”  1956-1959,  1988; 
"qualifications  in  counties,”  2052, 2061 ;  (Amts.)  2064, 
2070,  2079,2080,2394;  on  disqualifying  barristers, 
2086 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2086,  2093 ;  “  registration 
of  voters,”  2254-2258,  2270, 2272,  2282,  2283,  (Amt.) 
2238,  2290,  2308-2310;  "revision  of  voters’ lists,” 
2321,2323,2325,  2333,2343;  "general  provisions,” 
2344,  2347,  2350;  "  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians) 
2383-2385  (vol.iii)  ;  scarcity  of  copies  of  B.  (remarks) 
1131;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1422,  1497  (vol.  ii),  2208 
(vol,  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1436,  unparliamentary 
language,  1466;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1619  (vol.  ii),  1825 
(vol.  iii)  ;  taking  up  items  consecutively  (remarks) 
1471  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798 
(vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt. B.  135  (Mr.Costigan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1309-1316  ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
1317  (vol.  ii). 

Gosselin,  Eugene,  record  in  the  matter  of,  on  M.  for 
copy,  703  (vol.  i). 

G.  T.  R.  mail  trains,  Brockvillo  and  Toronto,  arrival  and 
departure  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  817  (vol.ii). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  99  (i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr,  Pope)  in  Com.,  1068,  1072,  1087  (vol.  ii) ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock )  to  M.  for  3°,  1326 ;  on  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  1328  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  91)  1332  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costigan)  in 
Com.  on  Res,,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  969,  972  (vol.  ii). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2793,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parlt,  B.  139  (Sir  John  A,  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Res.,  1664  ;  in  Com.,  1663  (vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3354,  3357  (iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payment  for  "  Annual  Register,”  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1030  (vol.  ii). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.-Col.,  Charges  against  (M.  for  copy  of 
Rep.  of  Maj.  Genl.,  45  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892  (vol.  iii). 

Port  Moody,  B.C.,  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  of  (Ques.) 
816  (vol.  ii). 

Pringle,  H.  H.,  of  Cobourg,  employment  of,  by  Govti 
(Ques.)  743  (vol.  i). 
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Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c. ,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Bailwaj^s  in  (he  Co.  of  Grey,  refund  of  Bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  00  (vol.  i). 
Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memori¬ 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  576  (vol.  i). 

Keturns,  incomplete,  re  N.  W.  Troubles  (remarks)  1209 
(vol.  ii). 

Beturns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  289,  427,  455  (i). 
Bidgetown  as  a  port  of  entry,  Pets.,  &c.  (M.  ior  copies*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Biel,  Louis,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  743  (i). 
Short  Line  By.,  Plans  and  Bops.  (Ques.)  567  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Bet.,  880  (vol.  ii). 

Stoney  Indian  rising  in  the  N.W.  (remarks)  863. 
Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  984;  (Interior, 
Dept,  of)  969,  972  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024 ;  (Colo¬ 
nial  Exhibitions)  1032  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1030  (vol.  ii)  ; 
Customs,  3237  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3351,  3354,  3357  ;  (pay 
ment  to  H.  J.  Morgan,  for  “  Annual  Register”)  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M .(Sir  Leonard  Tilley') 
for  Com.  (remarks)  539,  599-605,  633-641 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Blake)  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.T.,  768  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  788;  (woollen  fabrics)  797  (ii). 
Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 
(Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Bos.,  835;  in  Com.,  1675  (ii). 
Woollen  rags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  783,  797 
(vol.  ii). 

Casgrain,  Mr.  P.  B.,  V islet. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  Mi  (Sir  John  A.  Mac - 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  47  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for 
Papers,  935  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  2654  (vol.  iv). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Court  of  Claims  for  Can.  B.  93  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  1°,  450  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Short  Line  By.  from  Montroal  to  the  Atlantic* 
on  M.  for  Eeps.  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.,  38  (vol.  i). 
DeCheno,  Capt.  A.  M.,  enquiry  respecting  (M.  for  copies 
of  complaint*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  for  Com. 
on  Ways  and  Means,  770  (vol.  i). 

- Col.  Ouimet’s  absence  from  Duty  (remarks) 

1167,  1205  (vol.  ii). 

- Distinctive  rewards  for  Bravery  (Ques.)  2359 

(vol.  iii). 

Elgin  Station,  L’lslet,  erection  of  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  B. 
87  (Mir.  Caron)  in  Com.,  1658  (vol.  ii), 


1  Casgrain,  Mr.  P.  B.— Continued. 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  proposed  Bes. 

( Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  369  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  Mr,,  agent  in  Paris,  Bep.  of  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com,  1384;  “woman  suffrage,”  1395  ;  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1447;  “person”  (Indian)  1516,  1519,  1536; 
(Chinese)  1588;  “farm,”  1591;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1690-1692  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Amt.)  1791 ; 
“  who  shall  not  vote,”  2099  (voh  iii)  ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1423  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  unparliamentary 
language,  1466;  Appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1511 
(vol.  ii). 

Gold,  Beserve,  Govt.,  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  355  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  451  (vol.  i). 
Inspection  of  Banks,  legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  51 ; 

(prop.  Bes.)  81  (vol.  i). 

Lieut.  Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Lower  Travei'sa  Lighthouse,  Supply  of  wood  to,  M.  for 
Bot.*)  30  (vol,  i). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Bep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  at  village  of  Montmagnv  (Ques  )  246  (vol.  i). 
Bailway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea  board,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  198  (vol,  i). 

Beturns,  enquiry  for,  363  (vol.  i). 

Short  Lino  By.  to  the  sea  coast,  survey  by  Mr.  Wick- 
steed,  C.E.  (M.  for  copy  of  Bep.)  52;  Plans,  Beps. 
&c,  (Ques,)  246,  429,  479  (vol.  i). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  cf  C  ,  expense  of  (Ques.)  290  (i). 
St.  Patrick’s  Day,  on  M.  (Mr.  Curran)  foradjmt.,  591  (i). 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  Chief  Justice  (Ques.)  129  (i). 
SorPLY: 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024  ;  (Colo¬ 
nial  Exhibitions)  1035;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1028  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Relief  of  Distress  in  N.W.T.)  3455  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  limitation  B.  68 
(Mr.  Landry,  Monimagny)  on  M.  to  introd.,  246  (i). 
Translation  of  Debates  and  Votes  and  Proceedings, 
(remarks)  594  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake). 
(Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.)  in  Amt.  to  Com.,  770  (i). 

Catudal,  Mr.  M.,  Napierville. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1441  (vol.  ii), 

French  Canadians  in  Customs  Dept.  (Ques.)  2171  (iii). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1069,  1089;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  (vol.  ii). 
Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  purchase  of(Ques.) 
2171  (vol,  iii). 

Chairman,  Mr. 

[For  Bulings,  &c .,\see  “  Order,”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “  Pro¬ 
cedure”  under  Subjects.] 
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Chapleail,  Hon.  J.  A„,  Terrebonne. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B,  143  ( Mr .  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  2461,  2470  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122,  2°  m.,  2476  ;  in  Com., 
2179-2483  (vol.  iii). 

B.  C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Rules,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  824  (vol.  ii). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for 
Papers,  933  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.,  on  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan 
(speech)  2565-2586;  in  Com.,  2731,  2732  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ans.)  212;  on  presenta¬ 
tion  of  (remarks)  235  (vol.  i). 

■  Commission,  rooms  rented  and  payment  of 

Secretary  (Ansi)  567  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Immigration,  legislation  respecting  (Ans.) 
505,  632  (vol.  i). 

- - Restriction  (B.  124,  1°)  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  wthdn., 

3023  (vol.  iv). 

- - —  Restriction  (B.  156)  prop.  Res.,  3002  ;  in  Com., 

on  Res.  and  1°*  of  B.,  3023  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050  ; 
Order  for  3°  dschgd.,  3075  (vol.  iv). 

- — - Interpreter,  prop.  Ros.,  2421  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com. 

on  Res.,  3024  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  900,  914,  973-976,  983-985 
(vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  (B.  31,  1°)  101;  prop.  Res. 
and  in  Com.,  273-277,  279,  282  (vol.  i)  ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  889;  2°  in.,  1095;  in  Com.,  1097-1106, 
1109-1122,  1126-1130  ;  3°  m.,  1281  ;  on  Order  for  3° 
(M.  to  recom)  1281 ;  in  Com.,  1282  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  1823 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Son.  Amts.,  2396  (iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973-976, 
983-985  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  in 
French  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Dept,  of  Sec.  of  State  Acts  Amt.  (B.  102,  1°)  629  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies  (Sec.  of  State)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
904  (vol.  ii). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.,  on  M. 
for  copies,  444  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  M.,  agent  in  Paris,  Rep.  of  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1171-1177  ;  in  Com.,  “  person  ” 
(Chinese)  1590;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  reading  extracts, 
1461  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  R.,  imperfect  Rets,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson 
(remarks)  862  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2834, 2839,  2842  (vol.  iv). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  Affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1090,  1092  (vol.  ii). 

Jones,  W.  H.,  Sec,  of  State’s  Dept.,  superannuation  of 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Rys.  in  Man.  and 
N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Ret,,  95  (vol.  i). 


Ciiapleau,  Hon.  J.  A  —Continued. 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  {Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron )  in  Com.,  497,  499,  502  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797,  2804  (vol.  iv). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Res.,  1663;  in  Com.,  1668  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sap,,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Message  from  His  Ex.,  Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep. 
(presented)  234  (vol.  i). 

Offences  Against  the  Person  B.  123, 2°  m.,  2767  (vol.  iv). 
Official  Reporters  of  the  Debates,  employment  of,  during 
recess  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Penitentiaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9S7  (vol.  ii). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892-1894  (iii). 
Proofs  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Accounts  (B.  113,  1°*) 
964  (vol.  ii.)  ;  2°  m.,  2397,  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2804 
(vol.  iv). 

Returns,  Imperfect  (remarks)  67,  534  (vol.  i)  ;  862  (ii). 
Returns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  211,504  (vol.  i)  ; 
1206  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Yincent  d9  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  987 
(vol.  ii). 

Sec.  of  State,  Dept,  of,  Act.  Amt.  (B.  102,  1°)  629;  2° 
m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 

Sec.  of  Stato,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  900  (vol.  ii). 
Sec.  of  State’s  Rep,  (presented)  127  (vol.  i). 

Sunday  Excursions  prohibition  B.  19  {Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  264  (vol.  i). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers  (prop.  Res.)  218 ;  in 
Com.,  270  (vol.  i)  ;  (M.  to  cone,  in  Res.)  889  (ii). 

Supply  ; 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973-976,  983-985;  (Sec.  of 
State,  Dept,  of)  900,  (contingencies)  914  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration  2834,  2839,  3812  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2797  ; 

(Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.),  2804  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  987  (vol.  ii). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  1671  (vol.  ii). 

Writ  for  Levis  County,  issue  of  (Ans.)  633  ;  (remarks) 
661  (vol.  i). 

Charlton,  Mr.  J.,  North  Norfolk. 

Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture  and  Mineral  Lands  and 
Town  sites  (M.  for  Ret.*)  209  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  White ,  Cardwell)  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (ii). 
C.  P.  R.,  Amounts  duo  Contractors,  &c.,  non-payment 
of,  by  Co.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

— —  Debt,  floating  and  unsecured  (Ques.)  219  (vol. 
i)  ;  1677  (vol.  ii.) 

— Laborers’  Wages,  payment  of,  on  construction 
(Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

— —  Loan  (Ques.)  29  (vol.  i) ;  paymont  of  interest 
on,  1131  (vol.  ii). 
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Charlton,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

C.P.E.,  Interest,  payment  of  by  Co.  (Ques.)  1677  (ii), 

- Eesolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2676-2688;  in  Com.,  2731 ;  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2860  ;  (Amt.)  nog.  (Y.  53, N.  91) 
2861  (vol.  iv). 

- Sums  paid  or  advanced  to  Co.  as  Interest  or 

Subsidy  (Ques.)  1677  (vol.  ii). 

- - —  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M, 

for  Stmnt.,  103  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan )  on  M.  for  2°,  2439 
(vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau )  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mitchell )  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283  (vol.  ii). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  209  (i). 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  prevention  (B.  47,  1°*)  147  (i). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan )  in 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2476  (vol.  iii);  on  M.for  3°, 3043  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eop.,  on  First  Eep.  (remarks)  34  (vol.i). 

Debt  of  Can.,  Floating  and  Unfunded  (Ques.)  2465  (iii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Engagement  at  Duck  Lake, 
despatch  of  Troops  (remarks)  791;  cost  of  Expedi¬ 
tion  (Ques.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

Dredging,  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1158-1160;  in  Com* 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1390,  1439  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian) 
1503,  1523;  (Chinese)  1587;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1608,  (Amt.)  1623  (vol.  ii), 
1770-1773;  (Indians)  1850,  1864-1871;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1947-1952 ;  “  registration  of  voters,” 

2279,  2282,  2286,  2287,  (Amt.)  2288,  2289,  2306- 
2308,  (Amt.)  2317;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,” 
2340,  2350 ;  “general  provisions,”  2344,  (Amt.)  2344  ; 
“appeal,”  2363;  “officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians) 
2377  ;  “  offences,”  2390  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for3°  (Amt.) 
3053,  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  (vol.  iv) ;  on  Ms. 
that  Com.  rise,  1423,  1436,  1500,  1529  (vol.  ii) ; 
(personal  explanation)  1872  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1920 
(vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets,  (remarks)  1856  (vo1.  iii)  ;  on  personal 
explanation  of  Mr.  Sproule,  2772  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  1307,  1308,  1312  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Loans  (Ques.)  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Notes  in  circulation  (Ques.)  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Grazing  Land  Leases,  geographical  position,  &c.  (M. 
for  Bet.*)  209  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2813  (vol.  iv). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Ees.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  84  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  41  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1079  (vol.  ii). 


Charlton,  Mr.  J  —Continued. 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Ees.,  2449-2452  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2893  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  27<§6,  2798  (vol.  iv). 
Letter  Postago,  reduction  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.) 
29 1  (vol.  i). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795,  2798  (iv). 
Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber,  &c.,  applications 
for,  and  not  granted  (M.for  Bets.*)  209  (vol,  i). 
Loans  obtained  by  Govt,  from  Banks,  &c.  (Ques.) 
1305  (vol.  ii;. 

Loan  of  £4,000,000  recently  effected  (Ques.)  2998  (iv)< 
Loans  to  Govt.,  Temporary  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of  (M.  for  copy  of 
Eep,  made  by  Govt.  Commission)  61 ;  wthdn.,  67  (i). 
National  Policy  pamphlet  (M.  for  copy*)  124  (vol.i) 
North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2426  (iii). 
Observance  of  the  Lord’s  Day  (B.  19,  lc*)  46  ;  2°  m  , 
256  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  and  Biver  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.iv). 
Offences  against  the  Person  B.  123  (Sir  John  A.  Macdon¬ 
ald)  on  M.for  2°,  2767 ;  in  Com.  (Amt.)  2767 ;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  72)  2767  (vol.  iv). 
Order  Paper,  omission  from,  of  a  question  (remarks) 
2774;  (explanation)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1891  (vol  iii). 
Pensions,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  (Ques.)  2359,  2465 
2559  (vol,  iii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  article  in  Toronto  News  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1680  (vol.  ii). 

Protestant  Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion,  remarks 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Debt  of  Canada  (Ques.)  29,  76  (vol.  i)  ;  927  (vol. 
ii)  ;  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Ees.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2883-2889  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Eeceipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  (Ques.) 
1677  (vol.  ii). 

Eeciprocal  Trade  Eolations  between  U.S.  and  Canada 
(M.  for  Bet.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Eeturns,  enquiries  for  1038,  1608  (vol.  ii) ;  1955 

(vol.  iii)  ;  2676,  3000  (vol.  iv). 

Seduction  and  like  Offences  (B.  27,  1°)  76 ;  2°  m.,  619  (i). 
Sunday  Excursions,  prohibition  (B.  19,  1°*)  46 ;  2°  m., 
256;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Immigration,  2813  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation,  :  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796,  2798 
(vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Lifeboats,  Stations,  &c. )  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  1812)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Income  :  Dredging,  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 
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Charlton,  Mr,  J .—Continued, 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt,  by  Banks  (Ques.)  350  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  granted  on  Lands  out¬ 
side  of  disputed  Territory  (M.  for  Bets.*)  209  (vol.  i). 
—  in  the  NW,  (M.  for  Bet.),  30,  121  (Vol.  i), 

— — — -  issued  since  Jan.,  1882,  in  N.W.T.,  &o.  (Ques.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

- —  or  Berths  in  B.C.,  total  applications,  date, 

namos  and  addresses,  &e.,  (M.  for  Bet.*)  210  (vol.  i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber  (remarks)  2676  (vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  War  of  1S12,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion,  Protestant  (remarks) 
2998  (vol.  iv) . 

Washington  Treaty,  termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2902  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  463-478  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (woollen 
fabrics)  798  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Woollen  Fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  796 
(vol.  ii). 

Cochrane,  Mr.  E.,  East  Northumberland. 

Debates,  Official  Bep.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Tassd)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  3rd  Bep.  of  Com.,  3368  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Capital  (Murray)  3307  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973  (vol.  ii). 

Cockburn,  Mr.  A.  P.,  North  Ontario . 

C.  P.  B.  Bets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Slmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt,,  112  (vol.  i). 

Forests,  protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Bep.  (M,  for 
copies)  202  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
2°,  1258;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1438  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Advancement  Act  of  1884,  application  of  (Ques.) 
77  (vol.  i.) 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  services  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Murray  Canal  Boute,  Cor.  and  Pets.  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
1442  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Bos.  {Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1217  (vol.  ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  {Mr. 
McLelan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  1279  (vol.  ii). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  occupation  of  building  by  Govt, 
employes  (Ms.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.)  56,  202  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  715-719  (vol.  i). 

Colby,  Mr.  C.  C.,  Stanstead. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  963  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2663  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1087  (vol.  ii). 
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Colby,  Mr.  C.  C.  — Continued. 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  ( Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  269  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  {Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  623  (vol.i). 

Bichelieu  and  Ont,  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  {Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1350  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  ports,  in  Com.  on 
Bes.,  2982-2987 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr  Langelier)  to  M.  to 
con.  in  Bos.,  3277-3281  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2982-2987  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3277-3281  (vol.  iv). 

Cook,  Mr.  H.  H.,  East  Simcoe. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ”  (Chinese)  1590  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  registration  of 
voters,’'  2213-2216  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi - 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bos.,  1308  (vol.  ii). 

Infecdious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com  ,  1085-1090  (vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  627  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  re  Col.  Amyot  and  movement  of 
Troops  (remarks)  1336  (vol.  ii). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  mem¬ 
orials  respecting  (M.  for  copy)  569  ;  (reply)  592  (i). 

Steamboat  Jnspoction  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr. 
McLelan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Costigan,  Hon.  J.,  Victoria ,  N.  B. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  (B^  143)  in  Com., 
2751  (vol.  iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  955  (vol.  ii). 

Canned  Goods  (B.  142,  1°*)  2345  ;  in  Com.,  2767  (iv). 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1122  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Inland  Bevenue  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  146),  2° 
m.,  2935;  in  Com.,  2968-2971;  M.  to  cone,  in  Son. 
Amts.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  A  cts  Amt.  (B.  154)  2°  m. 
and  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  Timber,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Deptl.  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  916-921  (vol.  ii). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3355,  3357  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W., Dumont,  Gabriel,  Ferry  license 
granted  to  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Excise,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Excise  Bevenue  for  6  months,  1884-1885  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

Fish  Inspector  in  the  City  of  St.  John  (Ans.)  2997  (iv). 
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COStigan,  Hon.  J. — Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1503  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  qualifications  of 
voters  in  cities  and  towns,”  1900;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2343  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Motors  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  119  (prop. 
Res.)  83*7  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (prop.  Res.) 

1306;  in  Com.,  1307-1312,  1315,  1319  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Summorsido,  P.E.I.  (Ans.) 
350  (vol.  i). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  916- 
921  (vol.  ii) ;  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 
International  Ferries  B.  17  ( Mr .  Patterson ,  Essex )  on 
M.  for  2°,  255  (vol.  i). 

Kinnoe,  D.,  increase  of  salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
License  Commissioners  in  Essex  (Ans.)  606  (vol.  i). 
License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883  (Ans.) 
1568  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
3421  (vol.  iv). 

Returns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  428  (vol.  i). 
Scott  Act,  prosecutions  under  (Ans.)  41  (vol.  i). 

Spirits  takon  out  of  Bond  (Stmnt.)  3395  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  15  (Sir  Hector  Langeoin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals— Income  :  Welland  (land  damages)  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Government  (Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of) 901,  contingencies, 
916-921  (vol  ii). 

Collection  oj  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Pood)  3242  ;  (Culling 
Timber)  3241  ;  (Customs)  3234  ;  (Excise)  3241  ;  (Inspection 
of  Staples)  3241  ;  (Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241, 
3457  (vol.  iv ). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398;  (administration  of)  3421  (vol.iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3355,  3357  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (whiskey)  3226,  3231  (iv). 
Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv)» 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  (B.  118) 
prop.  Res.,  832-837 ;  1°*  of  B.,  837 ;  in  Com.,  1672 
(vol.  ii). 

Welland  Canal,  land  damages,  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Coughlin,  Mr.  T North  Middlesex. 

Carriers  by  Land  (B.  5,  1°*)  29;  2°  m.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Coursol,  Mr.  C.  J.,  East  Montreal. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  criticisms  of  Press  as  to 
cause,  and  slur  on  French  Members  commanding 
Battalions,  888  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
2Q,  1248 ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1389  (vol.  ii). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny )  on  M.  for  2°,  169  (vol.  i). 

Curran,  Mr.  J.  J  ,  Centre  Montreal. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W;  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3431  (vol.  iv). 
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Curran,  Mr.  J.  3 .—Continued. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Special  Com.,  48  (vol.  i); 

Can.  Co-oporativo  Sup.  Association  (B.  81,  1°*)  349  (i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  2664  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M.  for  2° 
(Amt.)  6  m.  h.,  284 ;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  289  (vol.  i)» 

.»  Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  3 1  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
on  Res.,  275  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  1125  (vol.  ii). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3356  (iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal 
(Ques.)  1983  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1408  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1623-1626  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2811,  2831  (vol.  iv). 
Insolvent  Debtors’  Assets  Distribution  (B.  4, 1°*)  29  (i). 
Martin,  John,  continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of  (M. 

for  copies  of  Pets.*)  201  (vol.  i). 

Nav.  of  River  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  (Mr.  McLelan)  on 
Order  for  2°,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  veracity  questioned  (remarks)  725 
(vol.  i). 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.’s  Capital  Stock  Reduction 
(B.  43,  1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day  (M.  for  adjmt.)  593  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Immigration ,  2811,  2831  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary)  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  161  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court,  contested  cases  bofore,  and  judgments 
(M.  for  Ret,)  210  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.(Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  521-527  (vol.  i). 

Daly,  Mr.,  M.  B.,  Halifax  (Deputy  Speaker). 

Sable  Island,  telegraphic  communication  with  (Ques.) 
57  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  153  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Kirk)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3402  (vol.  iv). 
[For  Rulings  see  “Order,”  “Privilege”  and  “Pro¬ 
cedure,”  under  Subjects.] 

Davies,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Queen's,  P.E.I. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467,  2468,  2471,  2474,  2541  (vol.  iii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  1051;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  1061  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald, 
King's)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2656  (vol.  iv). 
C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2692,  2702 ;  in  Com.,  2739, 
2741,  2744,  2745  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2863  (iv). 
Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2534, 
2536-2540  (vol.  iii). 

Cape  Tormentine  Ry.,  connection  (Ques.)  2997  (iv). 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  BL— Continued. 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  ( Mr .  McCarthy')  on  Amt.  ( Mr . 
Curran)  6  m.  b.,  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  907-911,  913, 914,  916,  918> 
922-924  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  276,  281  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  for  3°  of  B.,  1296  ; 
(Amt.)  1297;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  (vol.  ii)  1301. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2431,  2434-2437 ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Ives ) 
2770  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
{Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Hall) 
150  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  916,  918, 
922-924  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Buildings  in  Charlottetown,  construction  of 
(Ques.)  1039  (vol.  ii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Eos.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  384  (vol.  i). 

Explosive  Substances  B.  95  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.,  1167  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Flag  Treaty  botweon  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1153-1156  ;  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1418,  1458;  “tenant,”  1476, 
1478  ;  “  occupant,”  1483  ;  “  person  ”  (Indians)  1576 
(Chinese)  1583;  “farm,”  1592;  “farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  “qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1638- 
1643  (vol.  ii),  1824-1828,  1939-1945;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1987,  1991,  1992,1  996;  “qualifications  in 
counties,”  2054,  2058,2066-2069,  2071,  (Amt.)  2072- 
2074,  2077 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2090,  2096 
(Indians)  2157-2160,  (Amt.)  2160;  “registration 
of  votors,”  2210,  (Amt.)  2211,  2229,  2230,  (Amt.) 
2234,  2269,  2271-2273,  2280,  (Amt.)  2281,  2286, 
2287,  2289,  2291,  (Amt.)  2292,  2301,  2313,  2316, 
(Amt.)  2318;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2326,  2329, 
2331,2347;  “general  provisions,”  2353;  “appeal,’ 
236 1 ;  “  c  fficers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2378,  2389  (vol . 
iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1423,  1496,  1497,  1501, 
1527,  1529  (vol.  ii),  2137,  2208  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ques. 
of  Order,  1435-1436,  1437  ;  reading  extracts,  1482, 
1465  (vol.  ii),  1921  (vol.  iii)  ;  irregularity  of  proce¬ 
dure  1470;  (explanation)  1658  (vol.  ii)  ;  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1800  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  on  prop.  Eos.,  1307 ;  in  Com.,  1308,  1315,  1319, 
1320  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2548-2551  (vol,  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol.  i). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  {Mr.  McLelan)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Ees.,  2522  (vol.  iii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2835,2845-2849, 2852  (iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  Affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com,,  1067,  1090,  1093  ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1331 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334  (vol.  ii). 


Davies,  Mr.  L.  H.— Continued. 

I.  C.  B.,  Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Judges  in  N.  B.,  appointment  for  year’s  circuit  (Ques.) 
568  (vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  {Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2804,  2805  (vol.  iv). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Bos  ,  1664  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  {Mr. 
Carling)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2556  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Bos.,  2756  (vol.  iv). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  907-911  (vol.  ii). 
Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  ( Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  218  (vol.  i). 
Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.  E.  I.,  expenditure  on  mainten¬ 
ance  and  construction  (M.  for  Bet.*)  533  (vol.  i). 
P.E.I.  By.,  Cape  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of  laborers 
on  (M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.)  143  (vol.  i). 

— - Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c  (M.  for 

Bet.*)  1442  (vol.ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2804  (iv). 
Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 
Beciprocity  with  the  U.S.  (Bes.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of 
Sup.)  995-1001;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  98)  1023,  (vol.  ii). 
Befund  of  Duties  to  merchants  and  fishermen  in  P.E .1., 
Commissioner’s  Bep.  (M.  for  copy)  831  (vol.  ii). 
Bichelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co’s  B.  61  {Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1348,  1351  (vol.  ii). 

Supply: 

Civil  Government :  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Agriculture)  922, 
(Customs)  916,  924,  (Inland  Revenue)  918,  919,  (Privy 
Council)  914,  (Sec.  of  State)  914;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  911  ; 
(Marine,  Dept,  of)  907-911,  (contingencies)  923;  (Publio 
Works,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration ,  2835,  2845-2849,  2852  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796  ; 
(Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  &c.)  2804-2805  (vol.  iv). 

Statutes  of  Can.,  Bevision  of,  Commissioners’  Bep.,  on 
M.  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  to  cone,  in  Moss,  from 
Sen.,  781  (vol.  ii). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  {Mr. 

Caron)  on  M.  for  2°  and  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 
Supremo  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  162  (vol.  i). 

Three  Bivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  {Mr. 

Bowell)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2555  (vol.  iii). 

Trade  Eolations  between  Canada  and  the  U.  S.  (Ques.) 
1387  (vol.  ii). 

Treaty  Negotiations  by  Sir  Ambrose  Shea  (Ques.) 
1387  (vol.  ii). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2897  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  545-555  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts.  Amt.  (B.  118) 
{Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  837  (vol.  ii). 


INDEX. 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  H  —Continued. 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 

Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Wharves  on  P.  B.  I.,  Grant  for  construction  (Ques.) 
351  (vol,  i). 

Dawson,  Mr.  S.  J„  Algoma. 

C.  P.  R.,  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2718-2720  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3409  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 
Customs  Collections  in  Algoma  (M.  for  Ret.)  39  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tass6)  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3368  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake )  to  M. 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
769  (vol.  i). 

Troops,  Transport  of  (remarks)  887,  1380  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1160;  in  Com. 
“  woman  suffrage,  ”  1408  ;  “  owner,”  1473  ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1486,  1491,  1492,  1521,1569  (expla¬ 
nation)  1503  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1775;  “  manhood  suffrage,”  1979;  (Indians) 
2006-2008,  2012;  “  in  counties  ”  2078;  “  who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2122,  2149;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2248-2268,  2298;  “  officors  and  duties” 
(Indians)  2369,  2387  (vol.  iii) ;  “preamble,”  2758 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  2143  (vol.  iii). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2816  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392  (vol.  iv). 
Keewatin,  Govt,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service, in  Com.  of  Sup., 2952  (iv). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell )  in  Com., 
3048  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 
Ontario’s  Boundaries  (romarkB)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
3438  (vol.  iv). 

Ont.,  Westerly  Boundary  of,  shorthand  notes  of  argu¬ 
ment  before  P.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  440  (vol.  i). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr  White, 
Renfrew)  1218  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  'of,  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper 
(remarks)  247  (vol.  i)  ;  article  in  Port  Arthur  Herald 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  mem¬ 
orials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  587  (vol.  i). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Cameron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3408  (vol.  iv). 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.’s  (B.  52,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 
Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Dept,  of  Interior)  3409  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2816  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Assistance  to  institutions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 


Dawson,  Mr.  S.  J .—Continued. 

Indian  Affairs  (Grant  to  supplement  Fund)  3243  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog  Alarms, 
constr.)  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Govt,  of  Keewatin)  3244  ;  (Hudson  Biy  Expedi¬ 
tion)  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.)  2947  (vob  iv). 
Public  Works — Capital :  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  harbor) 
2917  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff:  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
to  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com.  769  (vol.  i);  in 
Com.  (steel)  810  (vol.ii). 

Do  St,  Georges,  Hr.  J".  E.  A.,  Portneuf. 

Customs  Department,  French  Canadian  employes 
(Ques.)  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1533  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  the  Yiger  Agency  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Lobol,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent,  acting  without  sureties 
(Ques.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Pointo  aux  Trembles,  construction  of  Wharf  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.)  234  (vol.  i). 

Railway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea- board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  195  (vol.  i). 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  accounts  duo  to  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
1443  (vol.  ii). 

Besauliiiers,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Maskinongi. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2995  (voi.  iv). 

Desjardins,  Mr.  A.,  Hochelaga. 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  711  (i). 
Debates ,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  treatment  of  natives  by  tbo 
Volunteers,  2998  (vol.  iv). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv)» 
Eabro,  Mr.,  Salary,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1451,  1455  (vol.  ii). 

International  Coal  Co.’s  (B.  51,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Supreme  Court  Judgment 
(Ques.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 
Model  Farm,  Establishment  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453 
(vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  587  (vol.  i). 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  incorp.  Act  Amt.  (B.  61, 
1°*)  g188  (vol.  i)  ;  notice  of  prop.  Amt.,  1210;  in 
Com.,  1348  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Legislation :  H.  of  0.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Elec¬ 
tion  Expenses)  3462  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Salaries)  991  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (vol.  iv). 

(Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies)  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec) 
fortnightly  line)  2938,  2942  (vol.  iv). 
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Dickinson,  Mr.  M.  K.,  Bussell 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.  incorp.  (B.  28,  1°*)  88  (vol,  i) ;  M. 
for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff:  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  729-733  (vol.  i). 

Dodd,  Mr.  M.,  Gape  Breton. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Mr.  Trow’s 
pair  with  Mr.  Williams  (remarks)  1470  (vol.  ii). 
Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B.  (Ques.)  289  (vol,  i). 
Px’ivilege,  Ques.  of,  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr. 
Edgar,  1955  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Kos.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Dlindas,  Mr.  J.  XL,  South  Victoria,  Ont. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  ( Mr .  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Kos.,  1309  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  E.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival  and 
departure  of,  on  M.  for  Ket.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — In  Com.,  776  (vol.  i)  ;  (woollen  fab¬ 
rics)  796  (vol.  ii). 

Dupont,  Mr.  F.,  Bagot. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B,  141  {Mr. 

Caron )  on  M.  to  adjn.  dob.,  3432  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B,  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald')  on  M.  for  2°, 
1234  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070  (vol.  ii). 

Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D.,  West  Ontario. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  {Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2962,  2965  (vol.  iv). 

Capo  Breton  Ky.,  construction  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 
Colonization  Co.’s,  modification  of  agreements  (Ques.) 
2241  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2434  (vol.  iii). 

Copyright,  Law  of  (prop.  Kes.,  708-711  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  K.,  Ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  under  prop. 
Kes.  (Ques.)  2238  (vol.  iii). 

- Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  {Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  2°, 

3024-3026  (vol.  iv). 

__ — _  Connection  with  Quebec  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

- Curves,  Grades  and  Tangents  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

- 1 —  Eastern  Section,  quantities,  classifications,  and 

prices,  Engineers’  Estimates  (M.  for  copies)  299  (i). 

- - Eastern  Section,  Western  Division  (M.  for  copies 

of  Estimates,  &c.)  302  (vol.  i). 

- - —  Location  in  B.C.,  Change  of  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

- Progress  Estimates,  Eastern  Section  (Ques.) 

235  (vol.  i). 

- - Kolling  Stock  on  Eastern  Section,  Change  in 

Western  Division  (M.  for  Eot.)  302  (vol.  i). 

- — - Section  B.,  Award  of  $34,179.17,  credits  in 

Public  Accounts  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 

- - —  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 

100,  105  (vol.  i). 


Edgar,  Mr.  J".  D. — Continued. 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Col.  Otter’s  march  to  Battle- 
ford  (remarks)  1386  (vol.  i). 

— ■ - Civil  Service  Volunteers  (remarks)  3043  (iv). 

- Poundmaker,  Surrender  of  prisoners  by  (Ques.) 

2065  (vol.  iii). 

— - Kes.  ( Mr,  Blahe)  want  of  Confidence,  cn  M. 

to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  28  (Mr.  Haqqart)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1007  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Timber  duos  (Ques.)  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  {Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Evans  Divorce  (B.  106,  1°  on  a  div.)  672;  2°  agreed  to 
(Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i). 

Export  Duty  on  Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs  (M.  for 
Ket.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  proposals  for  (Ques.)  51  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv), 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
{Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1197-1200;  in  Com.,  “woman 
suffrage,”  1399;  “  owner,”  1473;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1553,  (Chinese)  1582,  1584  (vol. 
ii) ;  “farm,”  2393;  “qualifications  in  counties,” 
“  manhood  suffrage  ”  1968-1970,  1993,  2001,  (Amt.) 
2003,  (Indian)  2022,  2053,2066,2080,2394;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2282,  2289,  2305,  2312,  2316- 
2319;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2330,  2331,  2334, 
2337  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com,, 
3052;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°, 
3057  (vol.  iv)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks) 
1799;  (personal  explanation)  1872  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques. 
of  Order)  1510;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510 
(vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2025,  2274,  2319  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.B.  135  {Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com,  on  Re3.,  1320  (vol.  ii). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Insolvency,  attention  of  Govt,  called  to  Kep.  of  Com., 
1095  (vol.  ii). 

- - Legislation  (Ques.)  1038  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s,  &c.  (B.  127, 
1°)  1094  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  &c.,  Act  Amt.  (B.  66, 
1°)  235  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.  K.,  Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  (Ques.) 
2238  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grants  to  Kys.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2518,  2521,  2533  (vol.  iii). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ky.  and  the  C.  P.  K. 
(Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1893  (vol.  iii). 


INDEX 


xxxvii 


Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D  . — Continued. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Toronto  News  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1680  (vol.  ii)  ;  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen 
(personal  explanation)  1955  ;  Franchise  B.  Pets.,  gen¬ 
uineness  of  Signatures,  2103  (vol.  iii). 

Qu’Appolle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  By.  and 
Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Kes.,  2521  (iii). 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (iv). 

Returns,  enquiry  for  (remarks)  1039  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Clair  Rancho  Co.,  rent  paid,  &c.  (Ques.)  2210  (iii). 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  (Ques.)  632  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Qovl.  (Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  133  {Mr.  McLelan ) 
in  Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2995  (vol.  iv). 

Fairbank,  Mr.  J.  EL,  East  Lambton. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  ( Mr. 
Caron)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2930  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2965 ; 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  296*7  (vol.  iv). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  to 
prop.  Res.,  253  (vol  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1057 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  1060 
(vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2653,  2669  (vol.  iv). 

C.P.R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2734. 

- Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 

on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  {Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2536, 
2538  (vol.  iii). 

Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Jamieson) 
to  substitute  Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.  for  2°,  948  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  “  qualifica¬ 
tions  iu  cities  and  towns,”  1779,  1784  (vol.  iii)  ; 
“  actual  value,”  1605  ;  “  person  (Indian)  1519, 1531 ; 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1415;  on  M.  for  2°,  1226  (vol.  ii); 
“qualifications,  &c.”  “  manhood  suffrage  ”  1971-1973, 
1993,  1997;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2082  ;  “who 
shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2152;  “  revision  of  votors’ 
lists,”  2338,  2342,  2348  (vol.  iii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070,  1081;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  M4  for  3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2949  (iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  {Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2789  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in  (Ms.  for  Rets.) 
819,  823  (vol.  ii). 


Fairbank,  Mr.  J.  H .—Continued. 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  591  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c  )2949  (iv). 
Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  in  the  N.  W.  B.  160 
{Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3379  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — in  Com.(woollen  fabrics)  793  (vol.ii). 

Farrow,  Mr,  T.,  East  Huron. 

Adultoration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  ( Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2468  (vol.  iii). 

Census  in  Mam  and  N.  W.  T.,  &c.  (Ques.)  149  (vol.  i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1121  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 
Divorce  Court,  creation  of  a  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 
Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Fishery  Commission,  remuneration  of  Counsel,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Fort  Francis  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“tenant,”  1481  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act, 1874,  Amt.  B.135  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com  ,  2552  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  454  (vol.  i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2844  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2513,  2521  (vol.  iii). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  {Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  in  Com.,  2895  (iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Railway  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  South-Western  Col.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com,  on  Res.,  2513  (vol.  iii). 

Members  Indemnity  Act  Amt.  (B.  116, 1°*)  813  (vol.  ii). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals  (Fort  Francis,  amount  due  Hugh  Sutherland)  3385  (iv). 
Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  985  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2844  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3388  ;  ( Parliamentary  Companion)  3387  (vol.  iv). 
Ways  and  Means— in  Com  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (vol.ii). 

Ferguson,  Mr.  J.,  Welland. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers,  Sale  and  Inspection  of  (B.  122) 
prop.  Res.,  936  (vol.  ii). 

Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Jane.  Ry.  Co.’s  Acts 
Amt  (B.  38,  1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  ( Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on  M. 
for  2°,  255  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Regulations  in  B.C,,  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Supply : 

Canals— Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  786 ;  (woollen 
fabrics)  794  (vol.  ii). 
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Ferguson,  Mr.  C.  F.,  North  Leeds  and  Grenville. 

Can.  Tomp.  Act,  1878,  Amt  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  957,  962,  1057,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell ) 
1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2654  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1601  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2203  (iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Kes.,  2489,  2491-2493  (vol.  iii)* 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  ( Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Fisher,  Mr.  S.  A.,  Brome. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467-2470  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers,  Sale  and  Inspection  of,  B.  122 
(Mr.  Ferguson ,  Welland)  on  prop.  Eos.,  938  (vol.  ii)  ; 
on  M.  for  2°,  2477 ;  in  Com.,  2478-2482  (vol.  iii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032, 
1034,  1035  (vol.  ii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Bes. 
(Amt.)  242;  agreed  to  (Y.  105,  N.  74)  253  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  voting  on  the  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 
121  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Tomp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M. 
to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  714 

»  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  955,  956,  959,  960,  962,  963  (vol. 
ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2649,  2653,  2661  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies)  to  M.  for  3°,  1299  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  1032,  1034  (ii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  947(ii). 

Fisheries  Protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  703  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  remuneration  of  Counsel,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°) 
1254-1258;  “usufructuary,”  1455;  “tenant,”  1479, 
1482;  “person”  (Indian)  1504,  1538;  “actual 
value,”  1595,  1599, 1602, 1604,  (Amt.)  1595;  “  qualifi¬ 
cations  in  cities  and  towns,”  1647-1654  (vol.  ii),  1804, 
1994,  1996,  2080;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1967  ;  “  who 
Bball  not  vote,”  2098,  (Indians)  2116-2119;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2211,  2294  (vol.  iii) ;  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3070,  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3071  (vol.  iv) ;  on 
Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1425,  1434  (vol.  ii). 

House  of  Commons,  Commissioners’  Bep.  re  Staff  (Ques.) 
2750  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2831,  2833,  2837,  2839, 
2841,  2842,  2850  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1071,  1081,  1090;  on 
M.  for  3°,  1321  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Sutherland, 
Oxford)  1323;  on  Amt  (Mr.  Mulock)  1326  (vol.  ii). 


Fisher,  Mr.  S.  A.— Continued. 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2401  (vol.  iii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Beciprocily  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1021  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3284  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3284 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032, 1034  ; 
(compiling  Agricultural  and  other  Statistics  in  MaD.  and 
N.  W.  T.)  1035  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2831,  2835,  2837,  2839,  2841,  2842,  2850  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Fleming,  Mr.  J.,  Peel. 

Bonuses  granted  to  Bys.,  Memorials,  &c,,  respecting  (M. 
for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1146-11 49 ;  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1410  ;  “  usufructuary,”  1457 ; 
“owner,”  1473;  “tenant”  (Amt)  1476,  1471, 
1479  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1545  ;  on  M.  that  Com. 
rise,  1531  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1994,  (Amt)  1997;  “in  counties,”  2062, 
2080;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2164;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2197-2199,  2298;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2341  (vol.  iii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Township  of  Toronto  (M.  for 
List*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for 
3°,  1325  (vol.  ii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr, 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  to  M, 
for  2°,  186  (vol.  i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Bepairs  to  (Ques.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Oat.  municipalities,  memori* 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Forbes,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Queen's,  N.S. 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  claim  of  Govt,  re  Newfield  and 
Moravian  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Automatic  Buoys, ^Liverpool  Harbor  (Ques.)  479  (vol  i); 
1914  (iii). 

Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections 
(Ques.)  478  (vol.  i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse  protection  (Ques.)  1915  (iii). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Detectives  or  Police  in  N.  S.  (Ques.)  889  (ii). 

Fish-ladders  in  La  Have  Bivor,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  increase  of  duty  (Ques.)  148  (i). 

Free  Fishing  to  American  Fishermen  (Ques.)  3321  (iv). 

Grant,  Alpin,  position  under  Govt.  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Hardware  and  By.  Supplies,  purchase  of,  by  Dept,  of 
Bys.  and  Canals  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 
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Forbes,  Mr.  J.  F. — Continued. 

Hardware  and  Supplies  furnished  Dept.  Marine  and 
Fisheries  at  Halifax  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 
Liverpool  Harbor,  Automatic  Buoys  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i); 
1914  (vol.  iii). 

Marine  Stores,  purchase  in  Halifax  (Ques.)  1914  (iii.) 
Mil  liard,  Mr.,  Fines  imposed,  collection  (Ques.)  12 11  (ii)* 
Railway  Supplies,  purchase  in  Halifax  (Ques.)  1915  (iii)* 
Rogers’  Fish-ladders,  purchase  or  use  (Quos.)  3073  (iv). 
Rogers,  W,  H.,  Fishery  Inspector  for  N.  S.,  breach  of 
Sawdust  Law  (M.  for  Ret.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River,  N.  S.  (Ques.)  22o9  (vol.  iii). 
Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 
Somerville  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  DSpt.  of)  902  (vol  ii). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ques.)  52  (i). 

Fortin,  Mr.  P.,  Gaspt. 

Fishery  Bounties,  number  and  amount  of  Claims  paid, 
&c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Foster,  Mr.  G.  E.,  King's,  N.B. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  to 
prop.  Res.,  243-247  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(. Mr .  Cameron,  Huron )  2702-2708  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Pets,  respecting  (M.  for  Rot.*) 
533  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Tern.  Act,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in  Com.,  957, 
960-963,  1046  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  1051 ;  on 
Amt.  ( Mr .  Rickey )  to  M.  for  3°,  1053;  in  Com.,  1058 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2650,  2660,  2670  (iv). 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915 
(vol.  iv.) 

Carloton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Cjm.  of  Sup.,  3415  (vol.iv). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.,  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau )  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  891;  in  Com. on  B.,  1112,1114  (vol.  ii). 
Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  978  (vol.  ii). 
Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  919  (vol.  ii). 
Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act,  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjf.  deb.  for  2°,  944  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1 156-1158 ;  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1558  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1819,  1822-2001;  “in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2055,  2057  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2089, 
2098  (vol.  iii);  Ques.  of  Order,  1619  (vol.  ii),  1825 
(vol.  iii)  ;  (remarks)  1715  (vol.  ii),  2164  (vol.  iii). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Boards  of  Commissioners 
under  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Amt.  (B.  58,  1°)  170 ;  2°  m,,  620 
(vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
in  Com.  2896  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  978  ;  (Inland  Revenue, 
contingencies)  919  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Cavalry  and  Infantry  School  Corps)  2915  (vol.  iv). 
Railways— Capital:  Carleton Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416(iv). 


Foster,  Mr.  G.  E.— Continued. 

Supremo  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ouimet)  to  M.  for  2°, 
165  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  of  N.  B.,  causes  entered  for  Argument 
(M.  for  number,  &c.)  294  (vol,  i). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ques.)  1131  (vol.  ii). 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  relaxation  of 
provisions  (M.  for  Cor.)  101  (vol.  i). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  706  (i). 

Scott  Act  Pets.  (M.  to  erase  name)  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3274- 
3276,  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  535-545  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (woollen 
fabrics)  800  (vol.  ii). 

Gault,  Mr.  M.  H.,  West  Montreal. 

C.  P.  R.  Employes  Relief  Ass.  incorp.  (B.  75,  1°*) 
313  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1120-1124  (vol.  ii). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Arms,  description  of  (Ques.) 
814;  Troops  ready  to  start  (remarks)  839  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
“  person  ”  (Chinese)  1582 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1638  (vol.  ii). 

Government  yards  in  Montreal  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071  (vol.  ii). 

Postmaster  GodI  ,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  paragraph  in  Globe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  Dopt.  of)  901  ;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept, 
of)  904  (vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Disturbance  in  the  N.W,  vote  of  $700,000)  1306 
(vol.  ii). 

Vote  of  $700,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1305  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (umbrella  and  parasol  ribs, 
&c.)  858  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 
(Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Res.,  835  ;  in  Com.  on  B., 
1673  (vol.  ii). 

Gigault,  Mr.  G.  A-,  Rouville. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Act  Amt.  (B. 
46,  1°)  147  (vol.  i). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  Establishment  (Ques  )  76  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  112, 1°)  743  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  1062  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  in 
French  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 
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Gigault,  Mr.  G.  A  . — Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1245-1248  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1789  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Lang ev in) 
in  Com.,  3400  (vol.  iv). 

Gillmor,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Charlotte. 

Arts,  Agricul.  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  1033  (ii). 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1058  (vol.  ii). 

Carleton  Branch  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3416  (vol.  iv.) 
Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1033  (vol  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1226-1269  ;  “person”  (Indians)  1534,  (Chinese) 
1585  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1707- 
1709  (vol.  ii),  1807,  1984,  1990,  1997;  “in  counties,” 
2054,  2060,  2072,  2074  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2114-2116  ;  “  registration  of  voters,” 

2258  (vol.  iii),  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3059 ;  on  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38  N.  87)  3069  (vol.  iv)  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1437  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bos.,  1317  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  B.  Free  Passos  during  1834  (M.  for  Bet.)  234  (i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2840,  2843  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Servioe,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
2952  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract,  B.  151  (Mr. 

Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 

Band’s  Micmac  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3421  (iv). 
St.  Stephen’s,  N.B ,  public  buildings,  construction  of, 
(Ques.)  1148  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Maritime  Provs.  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2978;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M. 
to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3281  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1033  (ii). 
Immigration,  2840,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog  Alarms, 
construction)  2952  ;  (  Maintenance  and  Repairs,  &c.)  2951  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary)  3121  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works — Consld.  Fund:  Telegraphs,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416  (iv). 
Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  648-656  (vol.  i). 

Weirs  in  the  County  of  Charlotte,  N.B.,  Licenses,  &c. 
(M.  for  Bet.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Girouard,  Mr.  D.,  Jacques  Cartier. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2668  (vol.  iv). 

Consld.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2432-2436  (vol.  iii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3128-3154  (vol.  iv)* 


Girouard,  Mr.  D.— Continued. 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  309  (i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1446  ;  “  tenant,”  1480  (vol.  ii). 

Histoires  Genealogique  des  Families  Frangaises,  3456 
(vol.  iv). 

La  Banque  du  Peuple  (B.  53,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  171  (vol.  i)  ;  paragraph  in  Globe  (personal 
explanation)  3393  (vol.  iv)  ;  paragraph  in  Montreal 
Times  (personal  explanation)  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Bepresentation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Cameron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3407  (vol.  iv). 

1  Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3267 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  (increased  expenses  under  Internal  Econ. 

Commissioners’  Rep.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Histories  Genealogique  des  Families  Franqaises) 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  157  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  N.W.,  3128-3154  (vol.  iv). 

Glen,  Mr.  JF.  F.,  South  Ontario. 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (duck)  809  ;  (hoop  iron) 
807  ;  (steel)  808  (vol.  ii). 

Gordon,  Mr.  D.  w.,  Vancouver  Island. 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  Boundary  line  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.)  705  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Bestriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  3022  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can. 
and  B.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  870  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Begulations  in  B.C.,  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Bailway  Belt  on  Yancouver  Island  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Guay,  Mr.,  Levis. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1633  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Bomuald  d’Etchemin,  Station  at  (Ques.)  1567  (ii). 

Gunn,  Mr.  A.,  Kingston. 

License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883  (Ques.) 
1568  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  850-852 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar)  3218  (vol.  iv). 

Hackett,  Mr.  E.,  Prince,  P.F.I. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1431 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1654-1657  (vol.  ii) ;  “  who  shall  not 
vote,”  2095  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr,  Jenkins)  to  M. 
for  3°,  3054-3056  (vol.  iv). 


INDEX 


xli  * 


Hackett,  Mr.  E, — Continued. 

P.  E.  I.  By.,  Capo  Traverse  Branch,  paymontof  Labor¬ 
ers  (M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.)  142  (vol.  i). 

Keci procity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Davies )  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1001  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  687-692  (vol.  i). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
63  (vol.  i). 

Haggart,  Mr.  J.  G.,  South  Lanark. 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  (B.  28,  1°*)  88;  2°  m.,  1007  (ii). 
Supply : 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  3372  (iv). 

Hall,  Mr.  R.  N.,  Sherbrooke. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2434,  2138  (vol.  iii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.  (Amts.)  150  (i). 
Fort  Macleod  Ranch  and  Tel.  Co.’s  B.  80  (M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey  of  the  Dom.,  Management  of  (Ques.) 
114  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Rot., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins) 
in  Com.,  1348  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2979-2982,  2937  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3274  (vol.  iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Dominion  Exhibition)  1026  (ii). 

Hay,  Mr.  R.,  Centre  Toronto. 

Patent  Act.,  1872,  Amt.  (B.  89,  1°*)  362  (vol.  i). 

Hesson,  Mr.  s.  R.,  North  Perthi 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36.  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.  117  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1047  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Res.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks  on 
adjmt.  of  deb.)  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2742,  2750  (vol.  iv). 

- - Rets  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract 

(M.  for  Stmnt.)  481,  483  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  @f,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  Ill  (vol.  i), 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1130  ;  (remarks)  1209,  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  977,  982  (ii). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  First  Rep. 
(remarks)  35  (vol.  i). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3355, 3358  (iv). 
Fisheries’  Act,  extension  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ques.)  51  (i). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.(M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
700  (vol,  i). 
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Hesson,  Mr.  S.  R  —Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  farmers’  sons,”  1595 ;  “  actual  value,”  1599,  1605 
(vol.  ii),  (explanation)  1752;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1987  ;  “in  counties,”  2059,  2081, 
2082,  2084,  2085  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  (Indians) 
2133;  “registration  of  voters,”  2246,  2283,  2295, 
2305,  (explanation)  2185,  (correction)  2214  ;  on  Ms. 
that  Com.  rise,  1423,  1497  (vol.  ii)  ;  2208  (vol.  iii); 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1494  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2028  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  2552  (vol.  iii). 

Gold  Reserve,  Govt.,  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  353  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2835, 2836,  2853  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1072  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  918  (vol.  ii). 
Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Ros.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  83  (vol.  i). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt,  in  B.  C.  and  Homestead  Act  (Ques.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Lotter  Postage  reduction  (Ques.)  33 ;  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  291  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  in  Com,  of  Sup., 
3422  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Central  Ry.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3382  (voh  iv). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2809  (iv). 
Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1351  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  977, 982 ;  (Inland  Revenue, 
Dept,  of,  contingencies)  918  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2835,  2836,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2809  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  ot)  3422  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary)  3355,  3358  (vol.  iv). 

Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (vol.  ii). 
Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  747-756  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (towels) 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
on  prop.  Res.,  835 ;  in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Hickey,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Dundas.  y 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  M.  to  adju.  deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M. 
for  3Q,  3431  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.  (Amts.)  955, 956, 959,  963, 1055 ;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  1051  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2650, 
2653  (vol.  iv). 
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Hickey,  Mr.  C.  E. — Continued. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  B.  20  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)* in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  Amt.  ( Mr  Tasst)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  3369  ;  neg.  (Y.  53, 
N.  91)  3370  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John'  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1600  (voL  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1887-1890,  1989;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2330  ;  “  registration  of  voters”  (Amt.) 
2279  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1461  (vol.  ii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1029  (vol.  ii). 
Supply: 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (ii). 
Immigration,  2852  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  ;  cone.,  1812  (vol.  ii) 
27G6  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38  (Res.  recognising  services)  37 
(vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  ( Mr .  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1676  (vol.  ii;. 

Hilliard,  Mr.  G.,  West  Peterborough. 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  {Mr.  White, 
Benfrew)  1224  (vol.  ii). 


Homer,  Mr.  J.  A.  H  ,  New  Westminster. 

Alaska  and  B.C.  boundary  line,  on  M.  for  copies  of  ji 
Cor.,  &c.,  705  (vol.  i). 

C.P.R.,  Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 
time  (Ques.)  146  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  156  {Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3022  (vol.  iv). 

- Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Res.  {Mr.  Chapleau) 

3024  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.,  j 
“person  ”  (Chinese)  1582  (vol.  ii).  1 


Innes,  Mr.  J.,  South  Wellington. 

Franchises.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1736-1739  (ii) ; 
“registration  of  voters”  (Amt.)  2279  (vol.  iii) ;  on 
M.  forconsdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3065  (vol.  iv). 

Mails  between  Shiloh  and  Fergus  (Ques.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2982  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol  iv). 

Irvine,  Mr.  D.,  Carleton,  N.B. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  960,  1055  (ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2674  (iv). 
Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.  S.  (M.  for 
copies)  443  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.» 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1544  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1814-1817  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2097  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1425  (vol.  ii). 
Obstructions  in  Rivers,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.  S. 

(M.  for  copies)  443  ;  wthdn,  415  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  784,  786, 
792  ;  (woollen  fabrics)  800  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  (Ques.) 
606  (vol.  i). 

IS,  Mr.  W.  B-,  Bichmond  and  Wolfe. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson) 
on  1°,  449  ;  on  Ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713  (vol.  i)  ; 
on  M.  for  2°  (Amt.)  951 ;  neg.  {Y.  17,  N.  109)  954;  in 
Com.,  956 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Burpee)  1048  ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1053 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  White , 
Cardwell)  1060  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan  (speech) 
2622-2630  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  {Mr.  Coughlin)  on  M.  tor  2°, 
284  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  280  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Bxamaners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973  (vol.  i). 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir 
Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com.,  2432-2435,  (Amt.)  2438 ;  on 
Order  for  3°,  2532  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2768 ;  (Amt.) 
2768  (vol.  iv.) 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
{Mr.  Bobertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.,  150  (vol.  i). 
Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26 
{Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Res.,  72  (vol.  i). 


Holton.  Mr.  E.,  Chateauguay. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 
Cherrier,  Geo.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  dis¬ 
missal  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  (Ques.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 
Exchange  Bank  of  Canada,  Govt.  Claim  against 
(Ques.)  89 ;  on  prop.  Res.  {Sir  Bichard  Cartwright) 
368  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
(M.  that  Com.  rise)  1430  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Heney,  John,  Govt,  property  occupied  by  (Ques.) 

3426  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Interior,  Dept,  of)  3408  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Consolid.  Fund:  Quebec,  3385  (vol.  iv). 
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Ives,  Mr.  W.  IB —Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Engagement  at  Duck  Lake, 
despatch  of  Troops  (Ques.)  790;  (remarks)  815  ;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  par.  in  Toronto  Globe,  1063  (ii). 
Dom.  Drainage  Co.'s  B.  28  (Mr.  Haggart )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1008;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  372  (vol.  i). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act,  to  M.  for  rsmng  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  940  (ii). 
Fort  Macleod  Banch  and  Telegraph  Co.’s  (B.  80,  1°*) 
349  (vol.  1). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1986-1988 ; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1794, 2242  (vol.  iii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain )  83  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in 
Com.,  2760  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  131  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock )  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  Biver  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
Beps.,  &c.,  697  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233,  3231  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  788  (vol  ii). 

Jackson,  Mr.  J„  South  Norfolk. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell )  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (ii). 
Divorce  Cases,  Evidence  in  (remarks)  428  (vol.  i). 
Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows,  building  (M.  for  Bet.)  53  (i). 
Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
293  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
Com,,  1342;  “person”  (Indian)  1538;  “qualifications 
in  cities  and  towns  ”  171  ’-1715  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi - 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bos.,  1312  (vol.  ii). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Bowan  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.)  142  (vol.  i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  (Ques.)  289  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Bags,  furnishing  of  (Ques.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Bowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Befuge,  construction  of  (M. 
for  Bet.)  297  (vol.  i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell  harbors  of  refuge,  on  M.  for 
Bet.  62  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M .(Sir  Leonard  Tilley') 
for  Com.,  662-666  (vol.  i). 

Weights  add  Measures  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  118, 
on  prop.  Bes.  (Mr  Costigan)  837 :  in  Com.,  1672  (ii)_ 

Jamieson,  Mr.  J.,  North  Lanark. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Fisher)  to  prop.  Bes.,  252  (vol.  i). 


Jamieson,  Mr.  J .—Continued. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  92,  1°)  448  ; 
(Ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°)  713;  M,  to  make  B.  2nd 
Order  of  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714  (vol.  i); 
2°  m.,  949;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in 
Com.,  955-964;  consent  of  Govt,  asked  for  3°,  1040  ; 
3°  m.,  1045;  in  Com..  1017  ;  on  Amt.  (.Mr  Rickey) 
1053  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  1060 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Gigault)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  Ques.  to  fix  day  for 
consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2529  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to  disagree 
with  Sen.  Amts,,  2644;  neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  84)  2647; 
(Amt.)  2648;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651;  (Amt.) 
neg.  (Y.  75,  N.90)  2552  ;  (Amts.)  2653,2655,2657  (iv). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  M.  to  resume 
adjd.  deb.  for  2Q  (Amt.)  to  substitute  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (vol.  ii). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors,  on  prop.  Bes.  (Mr. 
Beaty)  M.  to  pass  to  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  1045  (ii) 

Jenkins,  Mr.  J.  T-,  Queen's ,  P.E.I. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com., 
2482  (vol.  iii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1056  (vol. ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2655  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1127  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1344  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  “manhood  suffrage,” 
1981  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053;  agreed 
to  (Y.  114,  N.  17)  3062  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1080  (vol.  ii). 

Beciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1019  (vol.  ii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  and  communication  with  P.E.I. 
(Ques.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1674  (vol.  ii). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  65  (i). 

Kaulbach,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Lunenburg. 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
N.  S.  Volunteers,  1094  (vol.  ii) ;  (explanation) 
vote  on  Sen.  Amts,  to  Can.  Temp.  Act,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Bogers’  Patent  Fish-ladder,  Cor.  and  Beps.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  871  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Kilvert,  Mr.  F.  E.,  Hamilton. 

Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  By.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B,  77, 
1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  (B.  114)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  (B.  107,  1°  on  a  div.)  672,  694;  2° 
agreed  to  (Y.  87,  N,  40)  694  (vol.  i). 

Share  and  Loan  Capital  of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society  (B.  114,  1°*)  783  (vol.  ii). 
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King,  Mr.  G.  G.,  Queen's ,  N.B. 

Franchise  B„  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°, 126 1-1263  ;  in  Com.  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1524  (vol. 
ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1806  ;  “  who 
shall  not  vote”  (Indian)  2164;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2266,  2285,  (Amt.)  2285  (vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — Tho  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  561-566  (vol.  i). 

Kinney,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Yarmouth. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bee.,  1313  (vol.  ii). 

Windsor  Branch  By.,  O.C.,  Agreements,  &c.,  respect¬ 
ing  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Kirk,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Guysborough. 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough, 
N.S.  (Ques.)  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Buildings  in  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  certificates,  Liquor  sold  under, 
in  N.S.  (M  for  Bet.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Coal,  purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings,  quantity  and 
value  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  313  (vol,  i). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Fish-breeding,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2954  (vol,  iv). 

Fishery  Bounty,  distribution,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1259-1261  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1834 ;  “  in  counties,”  2067,  2072,  2078 ; 
“who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1308,  1312  (vol.  ii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 

Harbors  in  Guysboro’  Co.,  re-survey  of  (Ques)  51  (i). 

Indians  and  Half-breeds,  Education  of,  in  Man.  and  the 
N.W.T.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  theN.W.  and  Man.  (Ques.)  568  (i). 

Laurie,  Maj.  Gen.,  mission  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ques.) 
2997  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950, 
2952  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3422  (vol.  iv)> 

Military  Col.  Graduates  in  the  Militia  (Ques.)  1040  (ii). 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor,  N.S.,  Breakwatersj 
Engineers’  Beps.  (M.  for  copies,  &c*)  147  (vol.  i). 

N.  S.  Claims  for  a  Subsidy  (Ques.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  Steamship  subvention 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborough,  Canso  and  Arichat, 
communication  between  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  sub-port  (M.  for  Papers,  &c.) 
445  ;  (reply)  448  (vol.  i). 

Returns,  enquiries  for,  490,  504,  534  (vol.  i). 


I  Kirk,  Mr.  J.  A. — Continued. 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1011  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Francis  Lake,  road  dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 
Rimouski,  steamer,  subsidy  to  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 
Subsidy  to  N.S.,  increase  of  (Ques.)  567. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin )• 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes. 
(Amt.)  3293  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.  (Amt.)  3400  ; 
neg.  (Y.  40,  N.  83)  3403  (voh  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals— Income :  Miscellaneous  (road  dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis) 
3418  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (distribution  of  Bounties)  2956  ;  (Fish-breeding,  &c.) 

2954  ;  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  Salaries ,  $c.,  2950,  2952  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works  : — Consolid.  Fund  :  Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.  S.) 
3419.  Income:  Buildings  (N.S)  2917;  Dredging,  2921.  (iv). 
Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2750  (iv). 

Kirkpatrick,  Hon.  G.  A.,  Frontenac. 

[Nee  Speaker,  Mr.] 

Kranz,  Mr.  H.,  North  Waterloo. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  2474  (vol.  iii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to  (prop.  Bos.) 
236  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  memorials,  &c.,  respecting  (M.  for 
copies*)  448  (vol.  i). 

Private  Bills,  reception  of  (M.  to  extend  time)  88  (i). 

Lander  kin,  Mr.  G.,  South  Grey. 

Analysts,  Public,  Remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2542-2546  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts,  Ret.  respecting  (remarks)  939  (ii). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1108  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973  (vol.  ii). 
Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1353-1360  ;  “  tenant,”  1482  ;  person  ” 

(Indian)  1520,  1539  ;  “actual  value,”  1602  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Indians)  1845- 
1849,  1985,  1997,  (Amt.)  2000,  2021;  “qualifications 
in  counties,”  2074;  “registration  of  votei’S,”  2267» 
2301;  “officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2385;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  2025,  2027  (vol.  iii) ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1432  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  1433  (vol.  ii) ;  on 
ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798  (vol.  iii). 
Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures,  on  per- 
sonal  explanation  of  Mr.  McNeill,  2172;  (letter  read) 
2496(  vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3348  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  M.  for 
3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 
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Lander  kin,  Mr.  G.—  Continued. 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  917,  919  (ii). 
Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3450  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  1669  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  application  for  and  licenses 
granted,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906  (vol.  ii). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (ii). 
Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (ii). 
Privilege,  Quos.  of  (Mr.  Sproule)  remarks,  89  (vol.  i). 
Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  bounties  granted  to  (M.  for 
Ret.)  86  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  in  the  County  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to  County 
Council,  &c.  (M.  for  copy  of  memorial)  58  (vol.  i). 
Returns,  enquiry  for,  455  (vol.  i),  1205  (vol.  ii). 
Superintendent  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 

(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901  ;  (Civil  Service  Board  of 
Examiners)  973  ;  (Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  contingencies, 
917,919;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  906;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept, 
of)  902  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey ,  3348  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  fl.  of  C.  (increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  ( Parliamentary  Companion )  3387. 

Trutcb,  J.  W.,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Quos.)  744 
(vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (ii). 

Landry,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kent ,  N.B. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  962,  1059  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.  2436  (vol.  iii). 

Debates ,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3370  (vol.  iv)  . 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  946  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1449  ;  “  person  ”  (Indians)  1554  ; 
(Chinese)  1584,  1588  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1812  ;  “in  counties,”  2057  ;  “  who 
shall  not  vote,”  2100  ;  (explanation)  2195  ;  “  regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2230, 2232,  2260  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  to  M.  for  3°,  3058  (vol.  iv) ;  on  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1798  (vol.  iii) ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1465  (vol.  ii). 

Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  the  St.  John  River  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Richibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  business  (M, 
for  Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3276  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.B.  158  (Sir  Hector Langevin)  on 
Amt,  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  3276  (iv). 


Landry,  Mr.  P.  A.— Continued. 

Supply: 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (N.  B.  and  P.  E.  I.  to 
Great  Britain,  &c.)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Wintor  crossing  from  P.  E.  I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
65  (vol.  i). 

Landry,  Mr.  P.,  Montmagny. 

Bolduc,  Capt,,  Resignation  of  (M.  for  Ret.)  29  (vol.  i). 
C.  P,  R.  Short  Lino  Ry.  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  instruc¬ 
tions  given,  Reports,  &c.,  of  Engineers)  33  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W;,  criticisms  of  Press  as  to 
cause,  and  slur  upon  French  members  commanding 
Battalions,  887  (vol.  ii). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  tenders  for  construction  of  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1635,  1637  (ii). 
Immigration  Office  (Ques.)  employes  names,  &c.  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  30  (vol.  iv). 

Library  and  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  (remarks)  40  (i). 
Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of  (M.  for  copies*)  147  (vol.  i). 
Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  ports,  in  Com.,  on 
Res.,  2978,  2982,  2995  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to 
M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3273. 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Second  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  (Ques.)  1744 
(vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.  Survey  from  St.  Charles  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Subsidies  to  Rys.  further  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2978,  2982,  2995  ;  on  Amt.(Mr.  Lan¬ 
gelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3273  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  lino)  2939  (vol.  iv.) 

Supremo  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  (B.  3,  1°)  28 ; 
Order  for  2°  read,  102 ;  2°  m.,  151 ;  (reply)  167  ;  2° 
neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (vol.  i.) 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  limitation  (B. 

68)  M.  to  introd.,  246;  1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court,  Judgments  rendered  by,  since  establish¬ 
ment  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i.) 

Langelier,  Mr.  F.,  Megantic. 

Administration  of  the  N.W.  in  Com.  on  Res.,  (Mr.  Caron) 
2928,  2934  (vol.  iv). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Air.  Costigan)  on  M.  for 
2°,  2477  (vol,  iii). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025  (vol.  ii). 
Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  29  (vol.  i). 
Bras  St.  Nicholas,  deepening  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Pet.*) 
312  (vol.  i). 

Brosseau  &  Lisabelle,  Customs  Brokers,  frauds,  &c.,  by 
(Ques.)  1387  (voi.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 
Costigan)  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 
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Langelier,  Mr.  F.— Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  funeral  expenses  of  Achille 
Blais  (Ques.)  2169;  pillage  of  houses  of  half-breeds 
by  Volunteers  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii),  2990  (voliv). 
Fog-horns  and  letter-box  fronts,  tenders  for  (M.  for 
copies  of  advertisements,  &c.*)  313  (voi.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  293*7-2942  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  or.  M.  for 
Com.,  1364-1373  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1388 ; 
“usufructuary”  1444,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1452,  1454, 
1455,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  (Amt.)  1476,  1480; 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1632-1638 
(vol.  ii),  1984,  1996,  1903-1908;  “in  coun¬ 

ties,”  2064,  2067,  2070,  2394;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2185-2190,  (Amt.)  2228;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2331,  2333,  2342:  “appeal,”  2365; 
“  officers  and  duties,”  2388 ;  “  offences,”  2390  (vol. 
iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins )  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  neg. 
(Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062 ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063 ;  (Amt.)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2816-2818,  2831,  2834, 
2837,  2838,  2892  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  B.,  Cost  of  working,  &c.,  from  1879  to  1884,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Pope)  to  M.  for  Stmnt.,  202  (vol.  i). 
Lavis’s  patent  pole  and  Militia  tents  (Ques.)  2029  (iii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Qom.  of  Sup.,  1028  (vol.  ii). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  for  Com  on  Res.,  2556 ;  in  Com.,  2557 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.) 
2754  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Railway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  193  (vol.  i)» 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
987  (vol.  ii). 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept,  at  Montreal  (Ques.)  1387  (ii). 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  (M.  for  Papers,  &c.)  88  (i). 
Simard,  Joseph,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  Geo. 

Lavoie  (M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Ldngevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2932,  2986  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3259  ;  (Amt.)  3266  ;  neg.  (Y. 
39,  N.  107)  3289;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  101) 
3292  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1025 ; 

(Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1028  (ii). 
Immigration,  2816-2818,  2831,  2834,  2837,  2838,  2892  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Vote  of  $700,000  for  N.  W.  Troubles)  1304 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  2236  (vol.  iii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  2903  (vol.  iv). 


EX 


Langelier,  Mr.  F. — Continued. 

Supply —Continued.. 

Ocedn  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  987  (vol.  ii). 

Quarantine,  2853  (vol,  iv). 

Quebec,  advances  on  account  of  Provincial  Subsidy 
(Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Yote  of  $700,000  and  $1,000,000  for  N.  W.  Troubles,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1304  (vol.  ii),  2236  (vol.  iii). 

Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector,  Three  Livers. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan)  remu¬ 
neration  to  Analysts,  prop.  Res.,  2497  (vol.  iii). 
Agent  and  contingencies,  B.C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308 
(vol.  iv.) 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  boundary  lino,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.,  705  (vol.  i). 

Amherst  and  P.B.I.  Ry.  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to  introduce, 
349  (vol.  3). 

Ascension  Day,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  1822  (vol.  iii). 
Baillairge,  G.  F.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Bank  of  B.  C.  (B.  105,  1°)  631 ;  2°  m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees,  on  M.  for 
Rot.,  304  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency,  Petitions  respecting  (M. 

to  ref.  to  Sol.  Com.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Extension  of  (Ans.)  77  (i). 
Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of,  on  M.  for  Ret ,  29  (vol.  i)J 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  on  navigable  waters,  Act  Amt.  (B. 

101,  1°)  606  (vol.  i) ;  2°  m.,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.,  receipts  and  expendi¬ 
tures  of  liquidators,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  303  (i). 
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Half-breed  Claims,  communication  from  Mr.  Jackson, 
(Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 
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McCarthy,  C.,  Public  Works  Dept.,  Superannuation  of 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 
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Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2521  (iiij. 
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cone,  in  Amts.,  3401  (vol.  iv). 
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{Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria )  on  M.  for  2°,  428  (vol.  i). 
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— — —  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.  (Amt.)  2863  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864  (vol.  iv). 

— - Short  Line  Ey.,  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic,  on  M. 
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43  (vol.  i). 

Nav.  of  River  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  {Mr.  McLelan)  on 
Order  for  2°,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  purchase  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  189  (i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board  (Res.)  189  (vol,  i). 

Return,  enquiry  for,  895  (vol.  ii). 


Laurier,  Hon.  W .—Continued. 

Riel,  Treatment  of,  in  Prison  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.,  2976,  2986,  2994 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3250 ;  (Amt.)  3257 ;  in  Com  on  B.,  3399  (vol.  iv). 
Supply : 

Legislation  :  H.  of  0.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  3373  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Ouimet)  to  M.  for  2°,  167  (i). 
Ways  and  Means— on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.W.,  3119-3128  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (iv). 

Lesage,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Dorchester. 

C.  P.  R.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic, 
Yernon  Smith’s  Rep.  (M.  for  copies)  294  (vol.  i). 

■  —  Short  Line  Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic 

(M.for  Reps,  of  Govt,  Engineers,  &c.)  38  (i). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  of  (Ques.)  350  (vol.  i). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2992-2994 ;  (Amt.)  3289 ;  neg. 
(Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  Rep.  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 

Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.,  West  Lambton. 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  357  (vol.  i). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  Allowances  (Ques.) 
2029  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  on  M. 

for  3°,  1301;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1303  (ii). 
Cornwall  Public  Buildings  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 
Coste, Louis  an  I  Eugene,  employment  of  (Ques.)  1 131  (ii). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Trial  of  Riel  (Ques.)  2358  (iii). 
Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  309  (i). 
Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Quos.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 
Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res. 

{Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  390  (vol.  i). 

Fishing  Licenses,  Lake  Erie,  names  of  persons  granted 
(M.  for  Ret.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1150-1153;  on  M. 
for  Com.,  1344-1347,  1352 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1732-1736  (vol.  ii),  1860-1864 ;  (Indians) 
2009-2012;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2066,2070, 
2075;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  (Indians)  2153- 
2155;  “registration  of  voters,”  2264,  2283,  2286, 
2316;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2324,  2338,  2343  ; 
“  general  provisions,”  2344 ;  “  appeal,”  2364 ; 

“  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2371  ;  on  consdn.  of 
B.  (Amt.)  3066  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Superintendents,  office  of  (Ques.)  88  (vol.  i). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Air.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1082,  1084  (vol.  ii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  {Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  184  (vol.  i). 

License  Commissioners  in  Essex  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 
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Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.~  Continued. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B. 

11  (j Mr.  Allen )  on  M.  for  2°,  128  (vol.  i). 

Moody,  John,  employment  of  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Northerly  and  Westerly  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  proceed¬ 
ings,  moneys  paid,  &c.  (M.  for  Bet.)  210  (vol.  i.) 
Personal  Explanation,  re  statement  made  by  Min.  of 
Marine  (remarks)  693  (vol.  i). 

Bys.  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  59  (vol.  i). 
Kefund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  585  (vol.  i). 
Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley  (M.  for  Bet.)  205  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr. 

McLelan )  on  prop. Bes.,  1279  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  2905  ;  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2908  ; 
(Drill  Pay,  &c  )  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  office  of  (Ques.)  188  (i). 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.  C.,  King's,  P.E.l. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1818,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1047 ;  (Amt.)  1062  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice,  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall )  150  (i). 
Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  944,  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Amt.)  1623  (vol. 
ii) ;  telegram  read  re  election  in  P.E.l. ,  1903  (iii). 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°,  3054  (iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Bed  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  P.E.L,  2918  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Act  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1674  (vol,  ii). 

Weight  and  Measurement  of  Boot  Crops  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  201  (vol.  i) 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.l.  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
62  (vol.  i). 

Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.,  Carleton,  Ont. 
Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Address,  on  The,  19;  M.  for  Com.  to  draft,  27;  draft 
Bep.,  27  ;  His  Excell.  reply,  113  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  (B.  141,  1°*) 
2345  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2962,  2967 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3002,  3427  (vol.  iv). 
Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1, 1Q*)  1  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  the  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.  on 
Bes.  (Amt.)  2934  (vol,  iv). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  7  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  on  M. 
to  in  trod.,  32  (vol.  i). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (M.  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders)  1320  (vol.  ii). 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A— Continued. 

American  Engineers’  visit  toN.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457 
(vol.  iv). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2546  (vol.  iii). 

Andre,  Father,  Letter  from,  in  1883  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 

Annunciation  Day,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  714  (vol.  i). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (vol.  ii). 

Ash  Wednesday,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Banking  Facilities  for  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton ) 
on  Bes.,  120  (vol,  i). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency  (M.  for  Sp.  Com.)  47  ; 
Pets,  respecting  (M.  to  refer  to  Sp.  Com.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Boll  and  Kavanagh  Land  Claims,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.,  &c.,  481  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  (Mr. 
Caron)  in  Com.,  2825,  2827  (vol.  iv). 

Bonuses  to  Bys.  by  Out.  Legislature  (remarks)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3446  (vol.  iv). 

Boundary  between  Ont.  and  Man.  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

B. C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Buies,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  824 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts  Beturn  (remarks)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  Establishment  of  (Ans.)  76  (i). 

Business  of  the  Session  (remarks)  211  (vol.  i);  (M.)  to 
moot  at  1  o’clock,  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Cabinet  Bepresentation  for  B.C.  (Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (Ans.)  363  (vol  i). 

— — “  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  ques.  to  fix 
day  for  2°,  713  ;  procedure,  714  (vol.  i);  (Ans.) 
to  fix  day  for  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2530  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2650,  2652-2656  (vol.  iv). 

Druggists’  Licenses  (Ans.)  1306  (ii). 

•“-——Expenses  of  prosecutions  under  (Ans.)  1306  (ii)  j 
3320  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Besolution 
(Ans.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

- Change  in  existing  arrangements  (Ans.)  695 

(vol.  i),  1744  (vol.  iii). 

- — — — ■  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  prop.  Bes. 
2420  (vol.  iii) ;  in  Com.,  3032  (vol.  iv). 

- Debt,  floating  and  unsecured  (Ans.)  219  (i). 

— =-  Extension  of,  to  Quebec  (Ans.)  291  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Length  of  gaps  (explanation)  838  (vol.  ii ) . 

— - — —  Forty  Mile  Belt  in  B.C.  (Memo,  read)  1983  (iii). 

- — Govt.  Mortgage,  changes  (Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 

- —  Homesteads  within  By.  Belt  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Land  Area  in  the  48- mile  belt  accepted  by  Co. 
(Stmnt.)  782  (vol.  ii). 

— . —  Land  Giant  accepted  by  Co.,  number  of  acres 
(Ans.)  568,  74 1  (vol.  i). 

- —  Land  rejected  by  Co.  in  By.  Bolt  (Stmnt.)  965  ; 

(Ans.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i.) 

— : —  Payment  of  Interest  by  Co.  (Ans.)  1677  (vol.  ii). 
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Macdonald,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  John  K— Continued. 

C.  P.  E.  Proposals  by  Co.  (remarks)  *746  (voh  i). 

- Eolief  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 

- —  Ees.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks)  on 

adjmt.  of  deb.,  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2724,  2725,  2727,  2729- 
2731,  2733,  2734,  2737-2741,  2743-2747,  2862  ;  on 
M.  to  rec.  Bop.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  2859  (vol.  iv.) 

- Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  ( Mr .  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2535-2539 
(vol.  iii). 

Capital  Account  Expenditure,  on  M.  for  Stmnt. ,  46  (i). 

Cape  Breton  Island  Claims  under  terms  of  Confedera¬ 
tion,  on  prop.  Ees.  ( Mr .  Cameron ,  Inverness)  615  (i). 

Carlton,  Evacuation  of,  Eep.  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  {Mr.  Coughlin)  on  M.  for  2Q,  102 
(vol.  i). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  {Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M.  for  2°, 
254  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  75  ;  in  Com.  on  B,,  171 ;  on  Amt.  {Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  to  recom.,  214  (vol.  i). 

Central  Prison  of  Out.  Acts  Amt.  (B.  129,  1°*)  1226 
(vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2402  (vol.  iii). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Eep.  (Ans.)  29  ;  on  presenta¬ 
tion  (remarks)  236  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Eestriciion  B.,  notice  of  Eos., 
2497  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  B.  (Ans.)  28  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr,  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1097  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°, 
1284  (vol.  ii). 

Clark,  G.M.K.,  sums  paid,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  697  (vol.  i). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (iv). 

Colonisation  Co.’s  modification  of  agreement  (Ans.) 
1678  (vol.  ii),  2241  (vol.  iii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  117  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
(remarks)  1671  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2430  (vol.  iii). 

Consolidn.  of  the  Statutes,  Eep.  of  Commissioners  (pre¬ 
sented)  32  (vol.  i). 

Contingencies,  Depth,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  915  (vol.  ii). 

Corpus  Christi,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2301  (voh  iii). 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Ees.  {Mr.  Edgar)  713  (i). 

County  Court  Judges,  Man.  (B.  162)  in  Com.  on  Ees., 
3435,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  (Ans.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds,  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third 
Eep.  of  Com.,  3363  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Corns.  (B.  26)  prop. 
Ees.,  67  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Blake)  to  appoint  Sel.  Com. 
to  rep.  to  House,  70;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills)  72;  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  73;  2°  and  in  Com.,  175;  3°  on  a 
a  div.,  212  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker  (M.)  appointing  Malachy  Daly,  Esq., 
72  (vol.  i)  ;  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3353  (iv). 


Macdonald,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  John  A..— Continued. 

Dewdney,  Gov.,  communications  from  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 

Disputed  Boundaries  of  Out.,  Imperial  Legislation 
(Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  1ST.  W.  (Ans.)  693,  714  (vol.  i), 
733;  (remarks)  1832  (vol.  ii). 

— - Andre,  Father,  letter  from  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Assistance  to  families  of  Militiamen,  894  (ii). 
— —  Assistance  to  Settlers  (&ns.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

- - Civil  Service  Volunteers  (Ans.)  3043  (iv). 

— - Claims,  &c.,  of  Half-breeds  (Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

- Compensation  for  losses  (Ans.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- — — -  Crowfoot,  communication  from  (read)  1038  (ii). 

- -  Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy  with 

Half-breeds  (Ans.)  3425  (voh  iv). 

-  Dewdney,  Lieut.-Gov.,  communications  with 

Govt.  (Ans.)  3425  (voh  iv). 

- Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at  (Tels.  read)  790 

(voh  ii) ;  Eep.  of  Fight  (Ans.)  1743  (voh  iii). 

— — • —  Dumas,  Michel,  appointment  as  farm  in¬ 
structor  (Ans.)  3425  (voh  iv). 

Expense  B.  129  {Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2856  (iv). 

- - - — •  Fort  Pitt  Disaster,  confirmation  of  news,  1281 ; 

(Tel.  read)  1301  (voh  ii). 

— -  Frog  Lake,  Massacre  at  (Stmnt.)  994  (voh  ii). 

-  — —  Govt,  officials  in  the  N.W.,  communications 
with  (Acs.)  3425  (voh  iv). 

— - Grandin,  Bishop,  communications  from  (Ans.) 

3321,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

— — - —  Half-breed  grievances  {Mr.  Blake)  2040-2042 
(voh  iii). 

— — —  Half-breed  Commission  (letter  read  from  Mr. 
Street)  1607;  work  of  (remarks)  1566,  2169  (ii). 

— - Imp.  Govt.,  commn.  with  (Ans.)  1744  (voh  iii), 

- - Indemnity  to  Mombors  in  the  field,  on  prop.  M. 

'  {Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  812  (voh  ii). 

- Indians  at  Fort  Qu’Appolle, loyalty  of  (Teh  road) 

1320  (voh  ii). 

— — —  Isbester,  James,  appointment  as  far  instructor 
(Ans.)  3425  (voh  iv). 

- —  Mounted  Police  Officers,  Bops,  from,  of  Engage* 

ments  (Ans.)  3425  (voh  iv). 

— — —  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means,  761-765  (voh  i). 

— — —  on  further  information  (remarks)  745,  813  (ii). 

— - - Poundmaker,  Skirmish  with,  Teh  from  Herch- 

mer  (read)  1649  (voh  ii). 

- — —  Prisoners  held  for  Trial,  3443  (voh  iv), 

-  Prisoners  surrendered  by  Poundmaker  (Ans.) 
2065  (voh  iii). 

— — —  Eaid  on  Houses  at  Battleford,  889  (voh  ii). 

— — - —  Belief  of  destitute  families  (remarks)  3321  (iv). 

- — — —  Eeligious  Bites  refused  prisoners  2998  (voh  iv). 

- — - —  Ees.  {Mr.  Blake)  want  of  confidence  (reply) 
3110-3119  (voh  iv). 

— - Eewards  for  Bravery  (Ans.)  2359  (voh  iii). 

- - Eiel’s  proposal  to  accept  money  (Ans.)  3426  (iv) 

— - Eiel,  Trial  of  (Ans.)  2358  (voh  iii). 
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— - -  Stoney  Indian  rising  (Stmnt.)  863  (vol.  ii). 

- Volunteers,  recognition  of  Services  of  (Ans.) 

2029  (voL  iii)  ;  prop.  Res.,  3321  (vol.  iv). 

Divorce  Court,  creation  of  a  (Ans.)  'I1?  (vol.  i). 

Dom.  and  Prov.  Franchises,  despatch  from  Mr.  Fielding 
(Ans.)  2110  (vol.  iii). 

Dom.  Day,  Sitting  of  the  House  on  (Ans.)  2773  (vol.iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  28  (Air.  Haggari )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1007  ;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands,  frauds  in  Dept.  (Ans.)  1315,  2170  (vol.  iii). 

■ - -  Dumont’s  lot  on  Saskatchewan  (Ans.)  2029 

(vol.  iii). 

—  in  B.  C.,  Timber  dues  (Ans.)  2240  (vol.  iii). 

——  •  Revenue  for  7  months  1884-85  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

- -  Sales,  receipts  on  account  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Dumas,  Michel,  appointment  as  farm  instructor  (Ans.) 
3425  (vol.  iv). 

Duck  Lake  Engagement,  Sep,  of  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for  (Ans.)  713  (vol.  i). 

Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Colon.  Co.’s  Township 
Surveys  (Ans.)  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Corn,  of  Sup  ,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  of  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Claims  against  (Ans.)  89 ;  Advances 
to,  on  prop.  Eos.  {Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  393(vol.  i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account,  on  M,  for  Stmnt.,  46  (i). 

Explosive  Substances  (B.  95, 1°*)  545  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  m., 
893;  in  Com.,  1167 ;  3°  m.,  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  {Mr. 
McCarthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  proposals  for  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of  (Ans.)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  295  (i). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,&c.,  221  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Arrangements  with  U.S.  (remarks)  2890  (iv). 

Franchise  (B.  103,  1°)  629  (vol.  i)  ;  Order  for  2°  read 
(remarks)  1095;  2°  m.,  1133;  in  Com.,  1385; 
81  woman  suffrage,  1388,  1458  ;  “  owner,”  1444,  1445, 
1449,  1452,  1453,  1457;  “tenant,”  1415,  1481; 
“occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1484,  I486, 
1487,  1489,  1563,  1574  (vol.  ii),  2023  (vol.  iii); 
(Chinese)  1582,  1558  ;  “  farm,”  1591  ;  “  parish,” 
1593;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594;  “actual  value,” 
1596,  1600  (vol.  ii),  “qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1745,  1932,  1937, 1983-1988,  1992-2003, 
2757-2759  (vol.  iv)  ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2053,  2060,  2062,  2064,  2065,  2079,  2080,  2394; 
on  disqualifying  revising  barristers,  2086  (vol.  iii)  ; 
“  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2104,  (Amts.) 
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2139;  “registration  of  voters,”  2172,  2177-  2180, 
2228,  2231,  2241,  2244,  2269,  2273,  2279-2294,  2300, 
2310-2319  ;  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2321,  2326  - 
2335,  2339-2345,  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
2351,  2353-2356;  “appeal,”  *2360-2365,  2395; 
“  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2370,  2373, 
2388,  2389  ;  “  offences,”  2390  ;  « farm,”  2393 

(vol.  iii) ;  “  preamble,”  2758 ;  M.  to  refer  back 
to  Com.,  3051  ;  in  Com.,  3052  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mc¬ 
Intyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3056 ;  “  remuneration  of  revising 
officers,  &c.,”  prop.  Res.,  2420  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Weldon)  3059  (vol.  iv)  ;  on  procedure,  1470 ;  on  Mr. 
Trow’s  pair  with  Mr.  Williams  (remarks)  1470 ;  on 
taking  up  items  consecutively  (remarks)  1471  (vol. 
ii)  ;  on  Ms.  that  Com,  rise,  2137,  2207  (vol.  iii)  ;  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510, 
1512,  1513  (voi.  ii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1825,  1969, 
2143  ;  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr.  Mills,  2140; 
(remarks)  2146,  2160  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2026,  2028,  2496  ((vol.  iii)* 

French  Half-breeds  at  St.  Laurent, Claims  of  (Ans.) 
2358  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1316,  1319  (vol,  ii). 

Geological  Survey,  Management  of  (Ans.)  114  (i). 

Govt.  Agents  in  the  N.W.T.,  Fees  from  Settlers  (Ans.) 
2170  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business  (Ms.)  to  take  in  Thursdays,  451  (vol  i)  ; 
Wednesdays,  965;  Mondays,  1336  (vol.  ii);  Satur¬ 
days,  1824  (vol  iii),  2676;  (remarks)  3293  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Loan  B.  145  {Mr.  Rowell)  in  Com.,  2464  ;  on  M. 
to  cone,  in  Res.,  2525  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.  W.,  communications  from 
(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv).  # 

Grandin,  Bishop,  commn.  from  (Ans.)  3423  (iv). 

G.  T.  R.  Returns,  on  enquiry  respecting  (remarks)  662 
(vol.  i)  ;  964  (vol.  ii). 

- - —  Stockholders,  Ret,  respecting  (remarks)  28, 

101,  113,  350,  566  (vol.  i) ;  Ans.  of  Mr.  Hickson 
(Ans.)  927,  1094,  1278  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2210 
(iii)  ;  enforcement  of  Order  of  House,  3426  (iv). 

— — —  Riviere  du  Loup  Branch,  Sale  of  (Ans.)  1039  (ii). 

Guns  used  in  fight  with  Poundmaker  (Ans.)  2170  (iii). 

Half-breed  Minors,  Man.,  Claims  of  unenumerated  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Half-breed  Commission,  information  respecting  (Ans.) 
1567,  1607  (vol.  ii)  ;  Claims  recognized  and  rejected 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Half-breed  Indian  Reserves  and  Homesteads  (Ans.) 
1567  (vol.  ii). 

— ™  Plotson  the  Saskatchewan  (Ans.)  1567  (vol. ii). 
- -  Scrip  (Ans.)  1914  (vol.  iii), 

— — —  Settlement  of  Claims  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

— — - —  Settlement,  undisturbed  occupation  (Ans.)  1567 
(vol.  ii). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 
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Horses  for  Troops  in  N.W.,  purchaso  of  (Ans.)  1306  (ii), 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (iv). 

Hughes,  1).  J.,  Official  conduct  of  (Ans.)  77 ;  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  98  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of'  Sup.,  2841,  2846  (vol.  iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3450. 

Indian  Advancement  Act,  application  of  (Ans.)  77  (i). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Reserve,  Victoria  Arm,  B.C.  (Ans.)  1211  (ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  the  N.W.  and  Man.  (Ans.)  568  (i). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  867  (vol.  ii)  ;  3243,  3314-3320, 
3341,  3392,  3393;  cone.,  2922,  3373  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Superintendents,  office  of  (Ans.)  88  (vol.  i). 

Indian  Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  632  (i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors,  distribution  of  Assets  prov.  B.  4  (M. 
to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders)  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvency,  on  ques.  as  to  Legislation  (remarks)  1033 
(vol.  ii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain)  85  (vol.  i) . 

I.  C.  R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296,  3297  (vol.  iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  915,  968-973  (vol.  ii),  2764  (vol.  iv). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex )  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Isbester,  J.,  appointment  as  farm  instructor  (Ans.) 
3425  (vol.  iv). 

Jamaica,  Trade  relations  with  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Judges  in  N.B.,  appointment  'for  year’s  circuit  (Ans.) 
568  (vol,  i). 

Judicial  Reform  in  the  N.W.T.,  petitions,  &c.  (Ans.) 
1306  (vol.  ii). 

Justice,  Penitentiaries  Branch,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (ii), 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  (B.  147)  prop.  Res., 
782  (vol.  ii)  ;  2443-2445,  2503  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2891,  2894  (vol.  iv). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt  in  B.C.,  and  Homestead  Act  (Ans.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Law  Reports,  Ont.,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent,  acting  without  sureties 
(Ans.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Librarian  of  Parliament,  office  of  (Ans.)  41  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  Joint  Com.  (M.  for  Mess,  to  Sen.)  36 
(vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  (B.  139)  prop.  Res.,  1659,  1661 ;  in 
Com., 1668-1670 ;  2°  m.,  2402  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2760  (iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  N.B.  (Ans.)  362  (vol.  i). 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Lingan  Mines,  C.  B.,  aiding  civil  power  at,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 
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Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  1211;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.(remarks)1226(ii). 

- —  (B.  134,  1°)  1281  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2400  (vol.  iii)  ; 

in  Com.,  2768,  2894,  2897 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to 
M.  for  3°,  2959  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Boards  of  Commissioners  under  (Ans.)  77  (i). 

- - Constitutionality  of  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

— —  Putting  in  force,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

- — —  Regulations  directing  License  Fund  under 

(Ans.)  76  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Supreme  Court  Judgment  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Loan  of  £4,000,000  recently  effected  (Ans.)  2998  (iv). 

Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  in  the  N.W.T., 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (vol.  iv). 

McLeod,  N.,  Superannuation  of  (Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

McManus,  O.,  gratuity  to  widow  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,3350 
(vol.  iv). 

Man.,  Claim  for  a  Subsidy  (Ans.)  188  (vol,  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowed)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2780-2783  (explanation)  2785 ;  in  Com., 
2791,  2794,  2824,  3047-3050  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Half-breed  Minors,  Claims  preferred  and  rejected 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii);  temporarily  absent  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2503  (vol.  iii). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  908  (vol.  ii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Out,,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  Bi  11 
(Mr.  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  129,  131;  on  Order  for 
Com.,  215  ;  in  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Members’  Indemnity,  payments  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  (Ans.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Meredith,  Qhief  Justice,  resignation  of,  on  M.  for  copy, 
43  (vol.  i). 

Messages  from  His  Ex.:  Ans.  to  Address,  113  (i). 

- — —  Claims  of  Man.,  202  (vol.  i). 

- Internal  Economy  Commission,  40  (vol.  i). 

— ——  Pets.,  Res.,  &c.,  on  Bankruptcy,  101  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Thanks  of  Queen  for  condolence  on  Death  of 
Duke  of  Albany,  32  (vol.  i). 

- —  Washington  Treaty,  Fishery  Clauses,  Cor.  and 

Papers,  3232  (vol.  iv). 

Meeting  of  the  House,  irregularity  (remarks)  2998  (iv). 

Minister  of  Interior,  absence  of  (Ans.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Minister  of  Rys.,  office  of  (Ans.)  41,  52  (vol.  i). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3153  (iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payments  to,  by  Govt,  for  services,  on 
M.  for  Stmnt.,  120  (vol.  i)  ;  for  “  Annual  Register,” 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Services  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  or  (Ans.)  351  (vol. 
i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Mounted  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392  (vol.  iv)* 

. —  Recruits  (Stmnt,  of  number,  and  horses  pur¬ 
chased)  1607 ;  (remarks)  1566  (vol.  ii). 
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N.  S.  Rys.,  Consolid.  and  completion  (Ans.)  2530  (iii). 

North  Shore  Ey.,  purchase  of,  by  Govt.  (An s.)  189  (vol. 
i)  ;  use  of  by  C.  P.  E.  (Ans.)  1915  (vol.  ii). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  (B.  144)  prop* 
Res.,  994  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2402  ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  2421,  2426,  2428;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of 
B.,  2430  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  in,  2t Y 0  ;  3°  m.,  2820  (vol.  iv). 

- (B.  140,  1?*)  1670  (vol.  ii);  2°  m,  2772;  3°  m., 

2822  (vol.  iv). 

- — — —  Commissioners’  Eep.  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  ii);  (pre¬ 
sented)  2820  (voL  iv). 

■ - Increase  of  forco  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

— - Officers  Reps,  of  Engagements  (Ques.)  3425  (iv). 

N.  W.,  Papers  respecting  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1,  1°*)  1  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling )  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Eos.,  2556  (vol.  iii)  ;  M. 
to  receivo  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.,  2753 ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2756  (vol.  iv). 

Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  (Mr.Tupper)  on  M.for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.) 
219  (vol.  i). 

Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt.  (B.  123,  1°*)  1037 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  3°  (remarks)  2763  (vol.  iv). 

Ontario’s  Boundaries,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans)  51, 
115,  567  (vol.  i),  299S,  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- on  M.  for  copies  of  O.C.’s  Imp.,  Can.  or  Provl., 

52  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Claims  to  country  north  of  height  of  land  and 
south  of  Hudson’s  Bay,  &c.  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Ontario,  Northern  Boundary  of,  Res.  of  Govt.  (Ans.) 
1133  (vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M. 
for  2°,  628  (vol.  i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers,  Prince  Albert  (Ans.)  964  (ii). 

Payment  of  Depth  Clerks,  delay  in  (Ans.)  2170  (iii). 

Pensions,  New  Militia  cone.  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  (Ans.)  115 
(vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks  and  rule  read) 
1891-1894  (vol.  iii). 

St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Plans  and  Surveys,  Receipt 
of  (Ans,)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Preservation  of  the  Peace  in  the  vicinity  of  Public 
Works  Act  Amt.  (B.  131,  1°#)  1278  (vol.  ii). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Township  Surveys 
(Ans.)  2170  (vol.  iii). 

Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2803, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  article 
in  Hamilton  Spectator,  813  (vol.  ii). 

— - on  article  in  Toronto  News  :  French  aggression^ 

&c.  (remarks)  1679  (vol.  ii). 

- - on  paragraph  in  Free  Press  (remarks)  171  (i). 

Privy  Council  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899  ;  contingen* 
cies,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Prorogation  (Ans.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 
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Provincial  Leg.,  compilation  of  Cor.,  &c.,  cone.,  3434(iv). 
Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i). 
Qu’Appelle  Yalley  Farming  Co.’s  agreement  (Ans.) 
816  (vol.  ii). 

Queen’s  Birthday,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2030  (vol.  iii). 

Ry.  Bolt  on  Yancouver  Island  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  llQB.(Mr.Laurier) 
199  (vol.  i). 

Eys.  and  Canals,  Dopt.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (vol.  ii). 
Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  on  M.  for  Ret.  (M.  to  adjn. 
deb.)  88  (vol.  i). 

Relief  of  distress  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3455  (iv)* 
Representation  of'  the  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.  B.  45  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron )  on  M.  for  2°,  362  (vol.  i). 
Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  293  (vol.  i). 

Returns,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  427  (vol.  i),  966, 
1038,  1132,  1167,  1209  (vol.  ii),  2936  (vol.  iv). 

— - — —  Preparations  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 
Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  B.  130  (M.  to  dschg.  Order) 
2402  (vol.  iii). 

Richelieu  Navigation  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  on 
prop.  Amt.  (remarks)  1210  (vol.  ii). 

Ridoau  Canal,  increase  of  water  supply,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3313  (vol.  iv). 

Riel’s  proposal  to  accept  money  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 
Riel,  Treatment  of,  in  prison  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 
Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  erected  on  private  property 
issue  of  Patent  (Ans.)  2030,  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 
St.  Clair  Ranch  Co.,  Rents  paid,  &c.  (Ans.)  2240  (iii). 
St.  George’s  Day,  on  M.  for  adjmt.,  1305  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Vincent  da  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  986-* 
989  (vol.  ii). 

Salaries,  H.  of  C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  (Ans.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District, 
employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 
Seduction,  &c.,  punishment  of,  B.  27  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  619  (vol.  i). 

Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 
Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  half-breed  Minors  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Settlement  of  Settlers  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &c. 
(Ans.)  2358  (voh  iii). 

Select  Standing  Corns.  (M.)  2 ;  M.  for  Sp.  Com.  to  pre¬ 
pare  Lists,  2?  ;  Committees  appointed  and  Lists  pre¬ 
pared  (presented)  30 ;  cone,  in,  32  (vol.  i). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Engineers’  Reps.  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

-  Govt.  Grants  to  (Ans.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

■ - Plans  and  Reps.  (Ans.)  479,  567  (vol.  i). 

- - — -  Rep.  of  Mr.  Wicksteed  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

—  - -  2nd  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

— —  from  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on  Res., 

2977;  (Amt.)  2982  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Survey  from  St.  Charles  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 
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Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.-— Continued. 

Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Speoch  from  the  Throne,  consideration  of  (M.)  2. 

Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  on  M.  for  Kot.,  205 
(vol.  i). 

Standing  Committees,  non-summoning  of,  for  organiza¬ 
tion  (remarks)  67  (vol.  i). 

- -  on  Colonization  and  Immigration  (M.)  to  add. 

Messrs.  Baker, Vic.,  and  Jackson  to  Com.,  299  (vol.  i). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  (Ans.)  290 
(vol.  i;. 

Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation  (B.  130,  1°)  1226 
(vol.  ii). 

— - - .Revision  of,  Commissioners’  Rep.  (M.)  to  cone. 

in  Mess,  from  Sen.,  777  (vol.  ii). 

— - Distribution  of  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3448  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  (B.  158)  prop.  Res.,  2531 
(vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  ;  (Amt.)  2982  ;  in 
Com.  on  B.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

_Sunday  Excursions,  prohibition  B.  19  ( Mr .  Charlton ) 
on  M.  for  2°,  266  (vol.  i). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Chapleau )  271  (vol.  i). 

Superior  Court  of  Qae.,  Chief  Justice  of  (Ans  )  429  (i). 

Superior  Court  Judges,  Que.  (B.  161),  prop.  Res.,  3375; 
in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  163  (vol.  i). 

Surveys  and  Explorations  in  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  2029  (iii). 

..  Surveys  and  Plans  of  Battleford  and  Edmonton  (Ans.) 
2357  (vol.  iii). 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Supply  : 

Administration  of  Justice ,  985  (vol.  ii),  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024  (vol.  ii). 
Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  Riv.  Nav.)  3312.  Income : 

Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply)  3313  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Oovt.  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  901,  contingencies,  916; 
(Interior,  Dept,  of)  968,  973,  contingencies,  915  (vol.  ii), 
cone. ,  2764  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Justice,  Penitentiaries  Branch)  914 ; 
(Marine,  Dept,  of)  908  ;  (Privy  Council  Office)  899,  contin¬ 
gencies,  914  ;  (Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  914  (vol.  ii). 
Dominion  Lands— Income  (Land  Board  at  Winnipeg)  3345  (iv). 
Dominion  Police,  985  (vol.  ii),  suppl.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Assistance  to  Institutions)  3392  ;  (B.O.)  3314  ;  (Grant 
to  supplmt.  Fund)  3242 ;  (Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle 
and  High  River)  cone.,  2922  ;  (Man.  and  N.  W.T. )  3314,  3317- 
3320,  3341,  cone.,  3373  ;  (N.S-)  3243;  (N.W.T.,  to  complete 
service)  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Election 
Expenses)  3452  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members) 
3450  (vol.  iv) ;  (Salaries)  991  (vol.  ii).  Miscellaneous  (Library, 
Salaries,  &c.)  2796;  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  kc.)  2803, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Aiding  civil  power  atLingan  Mines,  C.B.)  3452  ;  (Cloth¬ 
ing  and  Great  Coats)  2909  ;  (Royal  Mil.  Coll.)  2914  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (American  Engineers’  Visit  to  N  S.)  3457  ;  (Dep. 
Speaker’s  Salary)  3351,  3353  ;  (Establishment  of  a  Model 
Farm)  3453;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies)  3244; 
(Hudson  Bay  Expedition)  3245  ;  (Losses  and  Expenses  through 
Troubles  in  N.  W.  T.  (3454  ;  (Liquor  License  Act,  putting 
in  force  of)  3244  ;  (Mounted  Police  Barracks)  3244  ; 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A  —Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

(Ontario  Law  Reports)  3351 ;  (Payment  to  H.  J.  Morgan  for 
“Annual  Register”)  3351;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compila¬ 
tion  of  Cor.,  Ac  )  cone.,  3434  ;  (Relief  of  Distress  in  N.W.T.) 
3455 ;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245  ;  (Transport  of  fami¬ 
lies  from  Oka  to  Township  of  Gibson,  Indian  Reserve)  3467 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  cone.,  2237  (vol.  iii). 
Immigration ,  2841,  2846  (vol.  iv). 
iV.  IF.  Mounted  Police,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  :  B.C.,  990  ;  Dorchester,  989  ;  Kingston,  985  (vol. 
ii),  (gratuity  to  widow  of  McManus)  3350;  (vol.  iv);  Mani¬ 
toba,  989  (vol.  ii),  (payment  to  Dr.  Sutherland)  3351  (vol. 
iv)  ;  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  986-989  (vol.  ii). 

Pensions  (New  Militia)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Veterans  of  War 
of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii). 

Rys. — Capital;  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3296,  3297  (iv)1 

Timber  Licenses  issued  since  1882  in  N.W.T.,  &c.  (Ans.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

Timber  Limits  in  Territories  awarded  Ont.,  115  (vol.  i). 
Trade  Relations  between  Canada  and  U.S.  (Ans.)  1387* 
(vol.  ii)  ;  with  Jamaica  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Transport  oi  families  from  Oka  to  Township  of  Gibson, 
Indian  Reserve,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 
Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i);  in  Com.,  1670  (vol.  ii). 
Treaty  Negotiations  by  Sir  A.  Shea  (Ans.)  1387  (vol.  ii). 
Trent  Riv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 
Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ans.)  2750  (vol.  iv). 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 
Volunteers  on  Active  Service,  increase  of  pay  of  (Ans.) 
2170  (vol.  iii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  recognition  of  Services  (Ans.) 
1568  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3376  ;  in  Com., 
3377-3380  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  to  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  3380  ;  1°*  of  B.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  of  18.47-38,  on  Res.  recognizing  Services, 
38  (vol.  i). 

Vote  for  relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  1744  (iii). 
Vote  to  Genl.  Middleton  (notice)  3457  (vol.  iv). 
Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remai-ks)  2559  (vol.  iii),  2773,2899,2901,3075;  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (reply)  to  Mr.  Weldon,  3320- 
3333  (vol.  iv). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  office  of  (Ans.)  188  (i). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake) 
re  Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
761  (vol.  i),  3110-3119  (vol.  iv)  ;  (personal  expla¬ 
nation)  re  workingmen  of  Montreal,  521 ;  (remarks) 
as  to  time  for  concluding  deb.,  662  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com, 
(whiskey)  3226  ;  Excise  Duties,  3295  (iv). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 

Tuvper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Writ  for  Levis  County,  issue  of  (Ans.)  633;  (remarks) 
661  (vol.  i). 

Mackenzie,  Hon.  A.,  East  York. 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr, 
Caron)  2927,  2930,  2932  (vol.  iv). 
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Mackenzie,  Hon.  A.— Continued. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald )  for  Sp.  Com.,  48  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts.  respecting  (Ques.) 
112  (vol.  i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin )  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii) . 

Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock, 
1745  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  R.  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  Ill  (vol.  i) . 

— Section  B.,  Engineers'  Reports  on  re-measure- 
ment  and  re-classification,  on  M.  for  copies,  123  (i) . 
- — — -  Section  B,  Judge  Clark’s  Rep,  on  Award  to 
Contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.W.  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  172  (i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  280  (vol.  i). 

Clark,  G.  M.  K.,  sums  paid  to,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  698  (i) . 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com,,  2434  (vol.  iii) . 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 

Gostigan)  in  Com.,  3045  (vol.  iv) . 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Stoney  Indian  rising  (re¬ 
marks)  863  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands  sold  or  leased  for  timber,  logs,  staves, 
cordwood,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  40  (vol.  i). 
Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  (Mr,  Me 
Carthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A ,  Macdonald)  on  Ques.  of 
Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  Pots.,  presentation  of  (remarks)  2024  (iii). 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Gosti¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1310  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070  (vol.  ii). 

Inspectors  of  Public  Works  Ret.  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i) . 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2776  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  2786  (vol.  iv). 
Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Rep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i). 
Meeting  of  the  House,  irregularity  of  time,  2997  (iv). 
North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps.,  &c.,  697  (vol.  i) . 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper, 
reflecting  on  Mr.  Galt  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i) . 
Protestant  Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion  (remarks) 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998  (vol,  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Out.  Municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  57 1  (vol.  i) . 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings,  amount  expended,  on  M. 

for  Ret.,  81  (vol.  i) . 

Supply : 

Canals—  Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Williamsburg)  3301 ;  (Welland) 
3202  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Militia,  Dept,  of)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Railways — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (I.  0.  R.)  3300  (vol.  iv). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  273  (vol.  i). 


Mackenzie,  Hon.  A.— Continued. 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  ( Mr. 
Bowell)  on  1°,  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559  (vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — on  explanation  of  Mr.  McLelan 
(remarks)  535  (vol.  i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82 
(Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria)  on  M.  for  2°,  428  (vol.  i). 

Mackintosh,  Mrs  G.  H.,  Ottawa  City. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3175-3190  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1241-1245;  on  M.  for  Com.  (explanation)  1376  (ii). 

High  Commissioner,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting 
Immigrants  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  allusions  in  deb.  (remarks) 
3247  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2387  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2808  (vol.  iv.) 

Ways  and  Means— on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.  W.,  3175-3190  (vol.  iv), 

Macmaster,  Mr.  D.,  Glengarry. 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  387  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2324,  2343;  “general  pro¬ 
visions,”  2352;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2380-2382,  2386  (vol.  iii) ;  personal  explanation, 
correction  in  Official  Debates ,  2619  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Port  Arthur  Herald 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Miscellaneous  (Doutre,  J.,  cla  m  re  Halifax  Commission)  3392  (iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  160  (vol.  i). 

Macmillan,  Mr.  D.,  East  Middlesex. 

Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees  (M.  for  Ret.) 
303  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 
Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3468  (vol.  iv). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramiehi  (M.  for  Ret.)  295  (vol.  i). 

London  Life  Insurance  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  (B.  76,  I0*) 
313  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  1723  (vol.  ii), 

McCallum,  Mr.  L.,  Monck. 

C.  P.  R,  Resolutions,  &c.,  in  Com.,  2742,  2744  (vol.  iv). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2908  (iv). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (remarks)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3446  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B,  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1871,  1994-1996  ; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2258,  2272,  2283,  2284; 
“  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2373, 2383,  (remarks) 
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McCallum,  Mr.  C.  — Continued. 

1965  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1424,  1496 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order,)  1467  (vol.  ii),  1733,  1867  ; 
(personal  explanations)  1873, 1970  (vol.  iii)  ;  member 
not  speaking  to  ques.  before  Com.  (remarks)  1919 
(vol.  iii). 

Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  Eiver  Improvements  (M.  for  copy 
of  Reps.,  &e.)  615,  695  (vol.  i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ry.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  570,  616  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303  ;  (Welland)  3302. 

Income  (Welland)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2908  (vol.  iv). 

Railways—  Capital :  Short  Line  between  Oxford  and  New  Glas¬ 
gow,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (ii). 

Welland  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2302,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Western  Ont.  Pac.  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  94, 1°*)  534  (i). 

McCarthy,  Mr.  D.,  North  Simcoe. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  65, 1°)  235  (vol.  i). 

- - B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in  Com.  (Amt.)  1058;  on 

Amt.  {Mr.  White,  Cardwell )  1061  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Cameron,  Kurort)  2688-2692 ;  in  Com.,  2728, 
2740,  2744-2746  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  {Mr.  Coughlin)  2°  m.,  282  ;  on 
Amt,  {Mr.  Curran)  6  m.  h.,  287  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  289  ;  (B 
13)  2°  m.,  254  (vol.  i). 

Court  of  Railway  Commissioners  (B.  12,  1°)  40  (vol.  i). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada  incorp.  (B.  60, 
1°*)  180  (vol.  i). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranch  Tel.  Co.’s  B.  80  {Mr.  Hall)  on  M. 
to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  2357  (vol.  iii), 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  454  (vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  {Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  496-499,  502,  504  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  {Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  622  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on  M. 
for  2°,  268 ;  (B.  64,  1°)  234  ;  2°  m.,  622  ;  M.  wthdn. 
and  Order  dschgd.,  629  (vol.  i). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  86,  1°)  362  (vol.  i). 

McCraney,  Mr.  W.,  Haltom 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  958?  1059  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  White, 
Cardwell)  1061 ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2647,  2651  (vol.  iv). 

. . Druggists  Licenses  (Ques.)  1306  (vol.  ii). 

—  Prosecutions  under  (Ques.)  1306  (ii)  3320  (iv). 

"  Liquor  Certificates  granted  under,  in  Halton 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  67  (vol.  i). 

C.P.  R.  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 


McCraney,  Mr.  W .—Continued. 

“  Dominion  Annual  Register,”  payments  on  account  of 
(M.  for  Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  4.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1410;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1541; 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1773- 
1775  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  nog. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Lands  in  Trafalgar,  unsold  (M.  for  List*)  533 
(vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Muloch)  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payments  to,  by  Govt.,  for  services  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  120  (vol.  i). 

Return,  imperfect  (remarks)  101  (vol.  i)  ;  enquiry  for, 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  for  Com. 
(explanation)  5 14  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (mouldings  and 
picture  frames)  846  (vol.  ii). 

Wood  Supplies,  Govt.  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ques.)  429  (i). 

McDougall,  Mr.  H.  F.,  Cape  Breton. 

Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes,  bounty  paid  on  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  (M.  for 
Stmnt.)  140  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Fisheries,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

McDoiigald,  Mr.  J.,  Pictou. 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  (B.  15,  1°*)  46  (vol.  i). 
Rock  Lake,  Souris  and  Brandon  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp,  (B. 

110,  1°)  742  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Miscellaneous  (American  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to  N.S.)  3466* 
(vol.  iv). 

Railways— Capital :  I.C.R.,  3299;  Short  Line  Railway  (Ox¬ 
ford  and  New  Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (steel)  805  (vol.  ii). 

MeGreevy,  Mr.  T.,  West  Quebec. 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of  (Ques.)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

McIntyre,  Mr.  P.  A.,  King's,  P.E.I. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com*, 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1790  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3056  ; 
nog.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  P.E.l.  2918  (vol.  iv). 

Mclsaac,  Mr.  A.,  Antigonish. 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  extension  of  (Ques.)  77  (i). 
Mail  Service  between  Antigonish  and  Sherbruoke 
(Ques.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  N.S.,  expenditure  on  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  147  (vol.  i) . 
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McLelan,  Hon.  A .  W.,  Colchester. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &cM  B.  143,  2°  m.,  2466  ; 
in  Com.,  2467-2475,  2541  (vol.  iii) . 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  claim  of  Government  re 
Newfield  and  Moravian  (Ans.)  143  (vol.  i) . 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2541,  2544,  2546,  2548  (vol.  iii). 

Automatic  Buoys,  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S.  (Ans.)  479 
(vol.  i),  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Rep.  of  Auditor  Genl.,  &c.,  135, 
137  (vol.  i). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  98  (vol.  i). 

Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  collections 
(Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  (Ans.)  479  (i). 

C.  P.  R.  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Amt.)  100,  107  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Fisheries  Exhibit,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  registration  of  Shipping,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  {Mr.  Costigan )  2°  m.,  2439  ;  in 
Com.,  2534-2540  (vol.  iii). 

Cape  Race  Light,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Caron,  Clovis,  salary  and  expenses  as  Fishery  Overseer 
(Ans.)  290  (vol.  i) . 

Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  outbreak 
in  the  N.  W.,  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  protection  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Communication  with  P.E.I.  (Str.  Lansdowne )  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  927  (vol.  ii) . 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B,  154  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
prop.  Res.,  2419;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2475  (vol.  iii). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  845  (vol.  ii). 

Deep  water  fisheries  off  coast  of  B.  C.  (Ans.)  3073  (iv). 

Discovery  Island,  B.  C.,  Lighthouse  on  (Ans.)  479  (i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communica¬ 
tions  from,  re  outbreak,  3426  (vol.  iv). 

-  Land  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  (Ans.)  3424  (iv). 

- Leduc,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communica¬ 
tions  with  Govt.  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- Memorials.  &c.,  respecting  grievances,  answers 

to  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- North-West  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims, 

(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Petitions  and  Res.,  &c.,  Half-breeds  and  Settlers 

Claims  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements, 

Reps,  of  Messrs.  Russell  and  Aldous  (Ans.)  3426  (iv). 

- Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers 

and  Squatters  Improvements  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Qu’Appelle  Half-breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh 

(Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- River  Lots,  Claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s 

letter  respecting  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- St.  Laurent  River  Lots,  re-survey  (Ans.)  3424 

(vol,  iv).  j 


McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W. —Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Peti¬ 
tion  from  Settlers  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Schmidt,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ans.)  3424  (iv). 
— — —  Surveys  of  River  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.  (Ans.) 
3324  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Surveys  on  Rivers,  mode  of  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv.) 

- Tach6,  Archbishop,  communica  tion  from,  re 

Half-breeds  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

-  Yegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  (Ans.) 

3424  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

- Surveys  and  Examinations  of  Survey  Rets.,  in 

Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

• - Sales  of,  for  1884-85  (Ans.)  2997,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3245  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  Act,  extension  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  51  (i). 
Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  Inspector,  B.C.,  name  and  date  of  appointment 
(Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries,  protection  of,  after  July  (Ans.)  2360  (iii). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M,  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Bounty  distribution,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 
Fishery  Bounties,  number  and  amount  of  Claims  paid, 
&c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  56  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3390  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2955  (iv). 
Fish-breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953-2955  (vol.  iv). 
Fish  Ladders  in  La  Have  River,  Ans.  2239  (vol.  iii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  295  (vol.  i), 
France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2938  (vol.  iv). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  American  Fishermen  (Ans.)  3321 
(vol.  iv). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  119  (Mr. 

Costigan )  2°  m.,  2419 ;  in  Com.,  2439  (vol.  iii). 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  2°  m.,  2548 ;  in  Com.,  2549-2554  (vol.  iii) . 
Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Gauvreau,  Jules,  salary  and  expenses  as  Fishery  Over¬ 
seer  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Govt,  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243  (vol.  iv). 
Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  Acts  Amt.  (B.  148)  prop. 
Res.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  ^tes.,  2522;  in  Com., 
2522 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  and  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii). 
Half-breed  and  Settlers’  Claims,  Pets,  and  Res.  (Ans.) 
3426  (vol.  iv). 

Heney,  J ,  Govt,  property  occupied  by  (Ans.)  3426  (iv). 
Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol  iv). 
Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  furnished  to  (Ans.) 
783  (vol.  ii). 
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McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W. — Continued. 

Huron  and  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.,  cone.,  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Inland  Eevenue  Acts  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costigan)  prop. 
Ees.  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Ees.,  2526 ;  in  Com.  on 
Ees.,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Inland  Eevenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  917  (ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals, 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1080  (vol.  ii). 

Inside  Service,  Extra  Clerks,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Interior  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3408 ;  cone.,  3433  (iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.) 
3073  (vol.  iv). 

Land  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2522  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.  south  of  24-mile  Belt 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  and  communication  with  P.E.I. 
(Ans.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  engine  and  boiler  (Ans.)  189  (i). 

Leduc,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communications  with 
Govt.  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Life  boats  and  Stations,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
3250  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Fog  Alarms,  construction  of,  in  Cora, 
of  Sup.,  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B.  (Ans.)  239  (vol.  i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Eowan  (Ans.)  149  ;  on  M. 
for  copies  of  Cor.,  142  (vol.  i). 

Lindsay,  D.,  Deputy  Collector  of  Inland  Eevenue,  Super¬ 
annuation  of  (Ans.)  2531  (vol.  iii). 

Liverpool  Harbor,  JN.S.,  Automatic  Buoys  (Ans  )  479 
(vol.  i),  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Longley,  G.  C.,  Collector  of  Inland  Bov.,  Superannua¬ 
tion  of  (Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  (Ans.)  289  (vol.  i). 

Maintenance  and  Eepairs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951  (iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell )  in  Com., 
2790;  on  Ees.,  2925  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Depth  Eep.  (presented)  113 
(vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906-911,  922  (vol.  ii). 

Marine  Hospitals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Stores,  purchase  of,  in  Halifax  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Masters  and  Mates,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (vol.  iv). 

Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  Half-breed  grievances, 
answers  to  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Millard,  Mr.,  collection  of  Fines  imposod  upon  (Ans.) 
1211  (vol.  ii). 

Moody,  John,  employment  of  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  (Ans.)  112  (vol.  i). 


McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W.  — Continued. 

Navigation  in  Canadian  Waters  Act  Amt.  (B.  132)  prop. 
Ees.  and  in  Com.,  1278  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (vol.  ii)  ;  M- 
to  dschg.  Order  for  2°,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Navigation  of  Eiver  St.  Lawrence  (B.  159,  1°*)  3293  ; 
on  Order  for  2°,  3436;  2°  m.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Central  Ey.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3382  (vol*  iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Ees.  re  Half-breed  Claims  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Obstructions  in  nav.  waters,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ey.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3414  (vol.  iv). 

Parrsborough  Breakwater,  construction  of,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  tenders,  66  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgravo  and  Guysborough,  Canso  and  Arichat, 
communication  between  (Ans.)  114  (vol.  i). 

Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  Eeps,  of 
Messrs.  Eussell  and  Aldous  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers  or  Squatters’ 
Claims,  Improvements  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Tree  Press 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Ees.  ( Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  2377-2883  (vol.  iv). 

Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and 
Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2522  (iii). 

Qu’Appello  Half  breeds,  Eep.  of  Mr.  Walsh  (Ans.)  3426 
(vol.  iv). 

Queen  of  the  Isles,  Str.,  employment  of  (Ans.)  1131  (ii). 

Eeturns,  production  of  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i), 

Eeturn,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  838,  1133  (vol.  ii), 

RimousU,  Steamer,  Subsidy  to  (Ans.)  114  (vol.i). 

Eivers  and  Streams,  Eental  of  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Eiver  lots,  N.W.,  settlement  of  Claims,  Mr.  Pearce’s  let- 
letter  respecting  (Ins.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Eoach,  Mr.,  and  Pilotage  Commission  (Ans.)  3427  (iv). 

Bogers’  patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Eeps.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  872  (ii)  ;  purchase  and  use  of  (Ans.)  3073  (iv). 

Eussell,  A.,  Dept,  of  Interior,  Superannuation  of  (Ans.) 
2530  ;  Eussell,  L.,  2531  (vol.  iii). 

St.  Laurent  Eiver  Lots,  re-survey  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  petitions  from  Settlers  (Ans.) 
3424  (vol.  iv). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor,  regulations,  &c. 
(Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Satuma  Island,  B.  C.,  Lighthouse  on  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  Eiver,  N.  S.  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ans.)  3424  (voh  iv). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  Eiver  (Ans.)  1039  (ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  (B.  133)  prop. 
Ees.,  1279  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  1280  (vol.ii)  ;  2°  m.  and 
in  Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  805  (vol.  ii). 

Supplies  for  Steamer  Neptune,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Accts., 
&c.,  229  (vol.  i). 
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Supply : 

Civil  Govt. :  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Agriculture)  921,  (Inland 
Revenue)  917;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  910  (vol  ii) ;  (Interior, 
Dept,  of)  3408,  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  906- 
911,  contingencies,  922  (vol.  ii). 

Dominion  Lands — Capital  (Surveys  and  Exam,  of  Survey  Rets.) 
3344.  Income  (Inside  Service,  extra  Clerks,  &c.)  3346  ;  (Land 
Board  at  Winnipeg)  3345 ;  (Outside  Service,  Agencies)  3346 
(vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Canadian  Fisheries  Exhibit)  2956;  (Distribution  of 
Bounty)  2956;  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953-2955.  Consolidated 
Fund,  3387  ;  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2955  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey,  3346  (vol  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  cone.,  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  3250;  (Agencies,  Rents,  &c.)  2951 ; 
(Cape  Race  Light)  2952;  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms) 
2952  ;  (Maintenance  and  Repairs,  &c.)  2951 ;  (Salaries,  &c.) 
2950  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission)  3392;  (Fabre, 
Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies)  3245;  (Fishery  Commission, 
increased  remuneration  to  Counsel)  3390;  (Govt,  of  N.W.T.) 
3243;  (Hudson  Bay  Expedition)  3245  ;  (N.  W.  Council,  Sal¬ 
aries,  &c.)  3392 ;  (Surveys,  Lakes  Huron  and  Superior)  3244 
(vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2938  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Hospitals,  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Can.  Registration  of  Shipping)  2950  ; 
(Examination  of  Masters  and  Mates)  2946;  (Govt.  Steamers) 
2945;  (Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.)  2946,  2947,  2950 ;  (Obstruc¬ 
tions  in  nav.  waters)  2950;  (Water  and  River  Police)  2950  ; 
Wrecks  and  Casualties)  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Rys. — Capital :  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3297  ;  (Repairs, 
&c.)3300 ;  (Short  Line  Ry., Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3414  (iv). 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956  (iv). 

Surveys  of  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

Surveys  on  Kivers  in  N.W.,  mode  of  (Ans.)  3424  (iv). 

Tach6,  Archbishop,  communication  from,  re  Half-breeds 
(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Yegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  (Ans.)  3424 
(vol.  iv) . 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3336  (vol.  iv). 

W^ter  and  Eiver  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  505-512 ;  (explanation)  534  (vol.i)  ; 
in  Com,  (cutlery)  845  ;  (steel)  805  (vol.  ii). 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 

McMullen,  Mr.  J.,  North  Wellington. 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  {Mr.  Orton ) 
on  Bes.,  117,  120  (vol.  i). 

Bergin,  Surgeon  Genl.,  Services  of  (Ques.)  1914  (iii). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  (M.  for  Kep.  of  And.  Genl.,  &c.)  135,  136  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  dispute  with  Mr.  Tilton 
(M.  for  Bet.*)  312  (vol.  i). 

Bonded  machinery  in  use  (Ques.)  3320  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  B.,  Government  employes  along  lino  (M.  for  names, 
&c.*)  56  (vol  i). 

— Besolntions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2708-2712  (vol.  iv). 


McMullen,  Mr.  J  —  Continued. 

C.  P.  B.,  Bets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  482  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  2650  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Commission  (M.  for  copy  of  Commission,  names 
of  Commissioners,  date,  salary,  &c.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com, 
on  Bes.,  277  (vol.i);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  M. 
for  3°,  1297  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  977  (vol.  ii). 
Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to,  for  services  (M.  for  Bet.) 
699  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Biel,  Trial  of  (Ques.)  2358 
(iii) ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr.  Blake's  Bes.,  32 12  (iv). 
Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Ques.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 
Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  390  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Laurier ,  to  M.  for  2°,  1200-1204  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman 
suffrage,”  1395  ;  “  tenant,”  1476,  1477,  1479  ;  “  quali¬ 
fications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1685-1690  (vol.ii),  1853, 
1856,  1860;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1961-1964,  1992, 
1995,  2000;  “qualifications  in  counties”  (Amt.) 
2052,  2059,  2063,  2067,  2070,  2075,  2080,  2082  ;  “who 
shall  not  vote,”  2100,  (Indians)  2135-2137  ;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2190-2193;  “revision  of  voters’ 
lists,”  2396  ;  “  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2386  ; 
“  farm,”  2393  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1438, 
1509,  1514  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  B.,  Beturns  required  under  Act  of  1879,  &c.,  miles 
of  Main  Line,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  230  (vol.  i). 

— —  Biviere  du  Loup  Branch,  Sale  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 
Grant,  G.,  Militia  Dept.,  Superannuation  of  (Ques.) 
2531  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.  W.,  names,  &c.  (M.  for  Bet.) 
66  (voh  i). 

High  Commissioner,  amounts  paid  on  account  of  (M. 
for  Bet.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,2832, 2834, 2842,2849  (iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1078,  1090  (vol.  ii). 
Indemnity  to  Members,  increase  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3450  (vol,  iv). 

I.  C.  B.,  Coal,  Carriage  of,  from  Spring  Hill  Mines  (M.  for 
Bet.  of  quantity)  533  (vol.  i). 

■■  —  Free  Passes  and  reduced  faro  Tickets  (M.  for 

Bet.*)  505  (vol.  i). 

— - — >  Miscellaneous  works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3299  (iv). 
Jones,  W.  H.,  Sec.  of  State’s  Dept.,  Superannuation  of 
(Ques.)  2530  (vol,  iii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Lindsay,  D.,  Deputy  Collector  of  Inland  Bevenue, 
Superannuation  of  (Ques.)' 2531  (vol.  iii). 

Longley,  G.  C.,  Collector  of  Inland  Bev.,  Superannu¬ 
ation  of  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 
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McMullen,  Mr.  J .—Continued. 

McCarthy,  C.,  Public  Works  Dept.,  Superannuation  of 
(Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

McLeod,  N.  (Indian  Affairs)  Superannuation  of  (Ques.) 
2530  (vol.  iii). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  {Mr. 

Carling )  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 
Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  respecting  (Ques.)28  (i). 
Printing  and  Publishing  Co.’s,  sums  paid  to  and  services 
rendered  (M.  for  Rets.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Montreal  Herald 
(remarks)  1131  (vol  ii). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Rot., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Ry.Comnrs.  and  Dom.  Arbitrators  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 
Rye.  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  refund  of  Bonuses  to  Co.  Coun¬ 
cil,  &c.,  on  M.  for  memoi’ial,  60  (vol.  i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memori¬ 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  578  (vol.  i). 

Queen  of  the  Isles,  Str.,  employment  of  (Ques.)  1131  (ii). 
Returns,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  211,  490  (vol.  i), 
1038,  1063,  1913  (vol.  iii). 

Returns,  imperfect,  Govt,  advertising  (remarks)  67  (i). 
Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of,  sums  roceived  by  Dept, 
of  Fisheries  (M.  for  Ret.*)  448  (i);  (Ques.)  2359  (iii). 
Ross,  N.  N.,  of  Quebec,  name  and  salary  of  successor  to 
(Ques.)  862  (vol.  ii) . 

Russell,  A.,  Dept,  of  Interior,  Superannuation  of  (Ques.) 

2530  ;  Russell,  L.,  2531  (vol.  iii). 

Speaker,  Dep.,  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (vol.  iv). 
Superan.  Fund,  number  on  list,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.)  56  (i). 
Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  977  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2832,  2834,  2842,  2849  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450  ; 
(Publishing  Debates)  991  (vol.  ii) ;  (Miscellaneous  Salaries, 
Library,  &c.)  2797  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Railways — Capital:  I.C.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3299  (vol.  iv). 
Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  gratuity  to  (Ques.)  632  (vol.  i). 
Tilton,  Mr.,  and  Staff  Commander  Bolton,  dispute  be¬ 
tween  (M.  for  Ret.*)  312  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  722-729  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (winceys) 
842  (vol.  ii). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services 
(Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  sums  paid  to,  and  services  ren¬ 
dered  (M.  for  Ret.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

McNeill,  Mr.  A.,  North  Bruce. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  955,  962  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  {Mr.  Coughlin)  on  M.  for  2°,  285  (i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 

1121, 1125, 1126  (vol.  ii). 


McNeill,  Ml’.  A —Continued. 

Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  for  resuming  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  348  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1412;  “qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2073;  (remarks)  1946,2204;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
1468  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pots.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (personal 
explanation)  2171 ;  (affidavits)  2495  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  2554  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1069;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Casey) 
to  M.  for  3°,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

Medals  for  Volunteers  who  served  fin  the  N.W.  (Ques.) 
2271  (vol.  iii). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  {Mr.  Car¬ 
ling)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2556;  in  Com.,  2558  (iii). 
Privilege,  on  Ques.  of,  Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness 
of  Signatures  (remarks)  2103  (vol.  iii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  903  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3395  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  798  (ii). 

Massue,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Richelieu. 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition,  on  M.  for  copy  of 
Cor.  between  Govt,  and  High  Commissioner,  306  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  delay  in  distributing  French 
translation  (remarks)  746  (vol.  i). 

Dom.  properties  in  County  of  Richelieu  (M.  for  Stmnt.*) 
147  (vol.  i) . 

Mills,  Hon.  D.,  Bothwell. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  {Mr. 
Caron)  in  Com.,  2961,  2963,  2964;  (Amt.)  2967 ;  n eg. 
(Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968 ;  on  M.  for  3°,  3000 ;  (Amt.)  neg. 
(Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  {Mr. 
Caron)  2926,  2931  (vol.  iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  ( Mr.  Costigan) 
on  M.  for  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2471-2474  (vol.  iii). 
Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 3308  (iv). 
Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 
Alaska  and  B.  C.  Boundary  Line,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.,  706  (vol.  i). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2543-2547  (vol.  iii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 
Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  {Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  47  (vol.  i). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  {Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2825  (vol.  iv). 

B.  C.  Eastern  Boundary,  Cor.  with  Govt,  of  B.  C.  and 
Imp.  Govt.,  &c.  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1744 
(vol.  iii). 
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Mills,  Hon.  D.  — Continued. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2944  (vol.  iv). 

Canada  and  Germany,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Ives )  to  M.  for  2°,  953 ;  in  Com.,  1047 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2652,  2656,  2664  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks)  on 
adjmt.  of  deb.,  2643 ;  in  Com.,  2736,  2741-2743, 
2745;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ros.  (Amt.)  nog.  (Y.  55,  N. 
89)  2864  (vol.  iv). 

- In  Com.  of  Sup.,  3383  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Section  B,  Judge  Clark’s  Rep.  on  Award  to 
Contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2534- 
2536  (vol,  iii),  2767  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Curran )  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Census  Commissioners  and  Enumerators  in  the  N.  W., 
&c. ;  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Pope )  75  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  Man.  and  the  N.W.  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com., 
171 ;  (Amt.)  to  recom.  nog.  on  a  div.,  215  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
3024  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1097;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell )  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°, 
1283  (ii)  ;  on.  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts,,  1823  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  975,  981  (ii). 

Commercial  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Committees,  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795 
(vol.  iv). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  M.  for  2°,  127  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Ives)  2770  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2475  (vol.  iii). 

.Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  First  Rep.  of  Com.  (remarks) 
35  (vol.  i) ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.,  3362  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii)  j 
cone.,  3372  (vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  920  (ii). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Corns.  (Amt.)  to  Res. 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  72  (vol.  i). 

Disputed  Territory,  Indian  title,  information  relating  to 
(Ques.)  594  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Commission,  work  of  the 
(Ques.)  791 ;  (remarks)  1566. 

— Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  791  (vol.  ii). 

—  Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for  2°,  2855 
(vol.  iv). 

— — —  Major  Walsh’s  Rep.  (remarks)  839  (vol.  ii). 

— - on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of  confidence,  3190- 

3199 ;  on  adjmt.  of  deb.,  3160  (vol.  iv). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector 
Dangevin)  451  (vol.  i). 


Mills,  Hon.  D. — Continued. 

Employment  of  prisoners  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  B‘ 
87  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.,  1658  (vol.  ii). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  M.  for  2°,  882-886  (ii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  225  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2937,  3042  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1161-1166; 
in  Com.,  1388;  “woman  suffrage,”  1391,  1458; 
“usufructuary,”  1449,  1453,  1454,  1455 ;“  owner,” 
1472 ;  “  tenant,”  1477  ;  “  occupant,”  1483  ;  “  farm,” 
1591  (vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii) ;  “person”  (Indians)  1484, 
(Amt.)  1485, 1507, 1568,  (Chinese)  1583, 1589 ;  “city,” 
1593;  “  farmers’  sons,”  1594;  “  actual  value,”  1599, 
1605  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1747,  1761,  (Indians)  1849,  1910-1913,  1934-1937; 
“manhood  suffrage,”  1964-1967,  (Indians)  1976, 1988, 
1991-2003,  2004-2006  (vol.  iii),  2758  (vol.  iv) ; 
“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2053,  2056,  2060,  2063, 
2065-2069,  2072,  2075,  2078-2083,  2035,  2394; 
“disqualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086;  “who 
shall  not  vote”  (Amt.)  2087,  (Indians)  2149, 
2160;  “registration  of  voters,”  2181-2185,  2229, 
2233,  (Amt.)  2227,  2243,  2266,  2270,  2273,  2280, 
(Amt.)  2282,2285,  2287,  2288,  2293,  2300,  2315,  2316, 
2318;  “rovision  of  voters’  lists,”  2322,  2325,2332, 
2336,  2340-2343,  2345-2349 ;  “  general  provisions,” 
2353,  2354 ;  “  officers  and  duties,”  2356,  (Indians) 
2373-2376,  2387,  2388,  2389;  “offences,”  2390; 
“  appeal,”  2361,  2364,  2366,  2396 ;  “  preamble,”  2759 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3051 ;  in  Com., 
30.2,  3062;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3052;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  3054;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3059; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Holton) 
3070;  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  3071;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88) 
3072  (vol.  iv) ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1432;  read¬ 
ing  extracts,  1461-1465,  1619  (vol.  ii),  1920, 

2242  (vol.  iii)  ;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510  ; 
on  M.  that  Cora,  rise,  1422, 1432 ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
1435;  taking  up  items  consecutively  (remarks)  1471 
(vol.  ii)  ;  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  2139  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2024  (vol.  iii). 

Goneral  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1320  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol.  i)  ; 
Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Loan  B.  145  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  prop.  Res.,  2463  ; 
in  Cora.,  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917,  2921,2923 
(vol,  iv). 

Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv)4 
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Hughes,  D.  J.,  charges  against,  on  M.  for  Rot.,  99  (i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2330  (vol.  iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3450 
(vol.  iv). 

Indian  affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Canada 
and  B.  C.  (M.  for  copies)  863-867  (vol.  ii). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3242,  3313,  3314,  3318, 
3342 ;  cone.,  3373  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  632  (i). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2922  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071,  1090  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
MulocJc)  to  M.  for  3°,  1326  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey )  to 
M.  for  3°,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3297  (vol.  iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  970  (vol.  ii);  cone., 
2764  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys,  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2446-2448  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron )  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on 
prop.  Res.,  1662 ;  in  Com.,  1667  (vol.  ii),  2762  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2798  (iv). 

License  Act,  Dorn.,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  312  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster')  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2784-2786 ;  in  Com.,  2792-2795,  2924 
(vol.  iv). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  909  (vol.  ii). 

Militia,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lakes  Superior  and 
Huron,  ownership  of  (M.  for  O.C.,  &c.)  66  (vol.  i). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2427  (iii). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.to  receive  Rep.of  Com.on  Res., 2753  (iv). 

Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  (Mr.  Tapper)  on  M.  for  2°,  219  (vol.  i). 

Ont.  and  Man.,  Boundary  between  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Boundaries  (M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  Imp.,  Can. 
or  Provl.)  53  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Claims  to  country  north  of  Height  of  Land, 
and  south  of  Hudson  Bay,  &c.  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

- Disputed  Boundaries  of,  Imperial  legislation 

(Ques.)  51,  115  (vol.  i)  ;  2854,  2998,  3321 ;  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3437  (vol.  iv). 

- Northern  Boundary  of,  Res.  of  Govt.  (Ques). 

1132  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  628  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1893  (vol.  iii). 


Mills,  Hon.  D. — Continued. 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  construction  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2917  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii); 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  (Ques.) 
246  (vol.  i). 

P.E.I.,  Refund  of  Duties  to  merchants  and  fishermen, 
Commissioners’  Rep.  (M.  for  copy)  831  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Cam.  of  Sup.,  2798, 
2802,  2805-2807  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  interpolation  of  words  in  despatch 
3247  (vol.  iv). 

Proofs  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Accounts  B.  113  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  in  Com.,  2466  (vol.  iii). 

Railway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  200  (vol.  i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities, 
memorials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  670  (vol.  i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3406, 
3408  (vol.  iv). 

Returns,  enquiries  for,  427,  715  (vol.  i),  1955,  2393 
(vol.  iii),  2936  (vol.  iv.) 

Returns,  preparation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 

Robertson,  John  D.,  compensation  to,  for  premises  and 
land  taken  for  I.C.R.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Minister  of  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  900  (ii). 

Senate,  Salaries,  &c.,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Statutes  of  Can.,  revision  of,  Commissioners’  Rep.,  on 
M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  to  cone,  in  Mess,  from 
Sen.,  781  (vol.  ii). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3224  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766 
(vol.  iv). 

Canals— Income  :  Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply) 
3312  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  934;  (Civil  Service  Exam¬ 
iners)  975,  981 ;  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Indian  Affairs)  915, 
(Inland  Revenue)  920 ;  (Interior,  Dept,  of)  970  (vol.  ii), 
cone.,  2764  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  909;  (Militia,  Dept, 
of)  898  ;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  902  ;  (Sec.  of  State, 
Dept,  of)  900  (vol.  ii). 

Coll,  of  Revenues:  Post  Office,  3308,  3310;  Public  Works  (Tel. 

lines,  B.  C.)  3307  ;  (Agent  and  contingencies,  B.  C.)  3308  (iv). 
Dominion  Lands— Capital  (Surveys  and  Examination  of  Survey 
Rets.)  3344.  Income  (Land  Board  at  Winnipeg)  3345;  (Inside 
Service,  extra  Clerks,  &c.)  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2830  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (B.  0.)3313;  (Grant  to  suppl.  Fund)  3242;  (Indus¬ 
trial  Schools  at  Qn’Appelle  and  High  River)  2922;  (Man. 
and  N.  W.  T.)  3314,  3318,  3342,  cone.,  3373  (vol.  iv). 
Legislation:  H.  of  C.  (Corns.,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  Ac)  2795; 
(inc:  eased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450  (vol.  iv)  ;  ( Debates , 
publishing)  991  (vol.  ii),  cone.,  3372.  Miscellaneous  (Library, 
Salaries,  &c.)  2796,  2798  ;  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2808,  2805-2807.  Senate  (Salaries,  &c.)  cone.;  2765 
(vol.  iv). 
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Supply — Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2944  ;  (Can.  and  Germany)  2945 ;  (France  and  Quebec,  fort¬ 
nightly  line)  2937,  3042  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245  ;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary 
aDd  contingencies)  3244;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245  (iv). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945  (vol.  iv.) 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone.,  2765  (iv). 
Public  Works— Capital :  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  Harbor) 
2917.  Income :  Harbors  and  Rivers  (Mar.  Provs.  generally) 
2923;  (Ont.)  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Railways — Capital:  C.  P.  R.,  3383;  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous 
works)  3297  (vol  iv). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Ees. 
{Mr.  Chapleau )  272  (vol.  i). 

Surveys  and  Exam,  of  Eeturns,in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (iv). 
Surveys  and  Exploration  in  N.  W.  (Ques.)  2029  (iii). 
Telegraph  lines,  B.  C ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Three  Eivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  B.  150  {Mr. 

Bowell)  in  Com.,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont. 
(Ques.)  114,  115;  M.  for  Bet.,  115;  (M.  for  copies, 
&c .*)  124,  210  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  on  1°,  031  (voi.  i). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  993  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone., 
2765  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  Services  in  the  N.  W.,  Eecognition  of,  B. 
100  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3378; 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Watson )  3384  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup,,  2902,  3333-3330  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff:  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com,,  512-521,  (explanation)  539  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  (sugar)  3224  (vol.  iii)  ;  (woollen  rags)  784  ; 
(woollen  fabrics)  793,  795  (vol  ii) ;  (whiskey)  3228  ; 
disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Ees.  granting  $1,700,000, 
2532  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ees.  {Mr.  Blahe)  in  Amt.  to  Com., 
want  of  confidence,  3190-3199  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.B.  Ifc8  {Mr. 
Costigan )  on  prop.  Eos.,  835 ;  in  Com.  onB.,  1675  (ii). 

Mitchell,  Hon.  P.,  Northumberland,  N.B. 

Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills')  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
AusHalian  and  Tasmanian  Colonies,  trade  with  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  &c.)  36  (vol.  i).  . 

Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
303  (vol  i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Eep.  of  Aud.  Genl.,  136,  137  (i). 
Business  of  the  House,  Tariff  deb.  (Ques.)  595  (vol.  i). 
C.  P.  B.,  Ees.  respecting  further  loan,  in  Com.,  2860  (iv). 
Casualties  on  G.  T.  E.  and  C.  P.  E.  and  Branches  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  226  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1097,  1111 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  1282 ;  neg. 
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(Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen, 
Amts.,  1823  (vol.  iii). 

Collection  of  Eevenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  150  (i). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (ii),  3233  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  First  Eep.  (remarks)  35  (vol. 
i)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.to  cone,  in  Third  Eep., 
3370  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  3362  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  movement  of  Troops  from 
N.  S.  (remarks)  873  (vol;  ii). 

- —  Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  (Ques.)  1646  (ii). 

Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Fishery  arrangements  with  the  U.S.  (remarks)  2890  (iv). 

Fishery  protection  Steamers,  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  (M.  for  Eet.)  295  (vol.  i). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  224  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2938,  2940  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1145,  (explana¬ 
tion)  1149;  in  Com.  ‘person”  (Indians)  1577, (Chinese) 
1582  (vol.  ii)  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1807,  (Amt.)  1938;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1959,  1980, 
(Amt.)  1987,  1991 ;  “qualifications  in  counties,"  2069, 
2072  ;  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr.  Blake,  2542  ;  on 
ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1800  (vol.  iii);  (Ques, 
of  Order)  1467  ;  reading  extracts,  146 1  (vol.  ii). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ey.  Bridgo  Co.’s  incorp.  B. 
50  (Mr.  Temple)  on  M.  to  conc.in  Sen.  Amts.,  1380  (ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol. 
i)  ;  Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  E.  Double  Track,  Montreal  and  Toronto,  assur¬ 
ance,  &c.,  given  to  Govt.  (M.  for  copy,  &c.)  143  (i). 

- Importation  of  Bails  (Ques.)  1566  (vol.  ii). 

* - —  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 

and  departure  of,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  817  (vol.  ii). 

- Eeturns,  enquiries  for,  566,  662  (vol.  i),  964 

(vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii),  3000,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

- Beturn,  imperfect,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson 

(remarks)  860 ;  (Ques.)  1278  (vol.  ii). 

- Eeturns  required  under  Act  of  1879,  &c.,  miles 

of  Main  line,  &c.  (M.  for  Eet.)  229  (vol.  i). 

- Stockholders’  List,  Eet.  respecting  (Ques.)  28, 

101,  350;  (remarks)  113;  (M.  for  Eet.)  234  (vol.  i)  ; 
(remarks)  2210  (vol.  iii)  ;  and  Ans.  of  Mr.  Hickson 
(Ques.)  927 ;  and  action  of  Mr.  Hickson  (Ques.) 
1094  (vol.  ii)  ;  enforcement  of  Order  of  House  (Ques.) 
3426  (iv). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.  T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3340  (iv). 

Insolvent  Debtors  Assets  Distribution  B.  3  (Mr.  Curran ) 
on  M.  for  1°,  29  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.  B.,  cone.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 
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Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9*70  (vol  ii). 

Interior,  Depth  Rep.  (appeal  to  Members  to  speak 
louder)  49  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Eys.  in  Man. 
and  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Eot.  (personal  explanation)  94 
(vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  prop.  Ees.,  2453-2456  ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
2459 ;  (personal  explanation)  2460  (vol.  iii) ;  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Blake )  to  M.  for  3°,  2891  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951 
(vol.  iv), 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell )  in  Com.  on 
Ees.,  2924;  in  Com.  on  B.,  3048,  3050  (vol.  iv). 
Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B.  11 
{Mr.  Allen )  on  M.  for  2°,  130  (vol.  i). 

Newfoundland  and  the  Dorn.,  Trade  Eelations  between 
(Ques.)  3042  (vol.  iv). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  {Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2425  (iii). 
Official  Assignees  under  Bankrupt  Act,  1869  (M.  for 
Bet.  of  Estates,  &c.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Postmaster  GenL,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  903  (vol.  ii). 
P,  E.  I.  and  G.  B.,  &c.,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sap.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 
Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2799, 
2800,  2801  (vol,  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  remarks  of  Mr.  McMullen,  1131 
(vol.  ii). 

Volunteers’  Services,  recognition  of,  in  the  N.  W.  B.  160 
{Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3380  ;  on 
Amt.  ( Mr.  Watson )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3380  (iv). 
Eefund  of  Duties  to  persons  in  P.E.I.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3455  (vol.  iv). 

Salaries,  Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2951  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  {Mr. 

Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3287  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3287 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Charges  of  Management  (Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.)  897  ; 

(Printing  Dom.  Notes)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Government  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  991 ;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of) 
911;  (Interior, -,Dopt.  of)  970;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of) 
903  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fishery  Protection  Steamers)  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 
Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3340  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper)  27S9- 
2801  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Salaries,  &c.)  2951  (vol.  iv), 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2938-2940  ;  (P.  E.  I.  and  G.B.,  &c.)  2942  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Refund  of  duties  to  persons  in  P.  E.  I.)  3455  (iv). 
Railways— Capital :  I.  C.  R.,  cone.,  3396  (vol.  iv). 


Mitchell,  Hon.  P. — Continued. 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i), 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559-2773  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2899,  3336-3338 ;  (personal  explanation)  2902 
(vol.  iv). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports,  on  M.  for  Eot„ 
138  (vol.  i) 

Moffat,  Mr.  It,  Bestigouche. 

Customs  Law,  violation  of,  in  N.S.,  by  John  Loandor 
Mackenzie  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Dodge,  Brenton,  of  Kentville,  N.S.,  dismissal  of  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.,  in  Com.  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2056  (vol.  iii). 

Mulock,  Mr.  W.,  North  York. 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Eos., 
2543,  2546  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  E.  connection  with  Ont.  system  of  Eys.  (M.  for 
copy  of  offers,  &c.*)  532 ;  (Que3.)  569  (vol.  i)  ; 
offers  to  construct  line  (M.  for  copies)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

----- —  Ees.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2731, 
2736,  2738,  2744  (vol.  iv). 

■-  -  —  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on.  M.  for  Stmnt.,  482  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Stmnt.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Fisheries  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.,  &c.,  &c.) 
55  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  ( Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com,,  2537, 
2540  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  279  (vol  i) ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  889  ; 
in  Com.,  1106,  1113,  1118,  1121;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  1295  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1303 ; 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1304  (vol.  ii) ;  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amts.,  1823  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  974  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  M.  for  2°,  126  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  2768  (iv). 

Consolid.  Ey.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  (B.  Ill,  1°)  742  (vol.  i)i 

Controverted  Elections  Acts  Amt.  (B,  98,1°)  605  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3354  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  theN.W;,  luxuries  for  the  Volunteers, 
forwarding  of  (remarks)  968  (vol.  ii)  ;  Duck  Lake, 
Rep.  of  engagement  (Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Dominion  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Ees.  {Sir 
Bichard  Cartwright)  370  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  (B.  90,  1°)  426  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  Com., 
1379,  1384;  “woman  suffrage,”  1421,  1426-1430; 
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Unlock,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

“  owner,”  1473  ;  “  tenant,”  1482  ;  “  occupant,”  1484 ; 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1520,  1538 ;  “  actual  value,” 
1607;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1715-1723 
(vol.  ii),  1882,  1887;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1978, 
(Amt.)  1985,  1992,  2000;  “qualifications  in  counties,” 
2053  ;  (Amt.)  2054,  2059,  2064,  2070  ;  (Amt.) 
2072,  2073,  2076;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2137 ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2223-2227,  2248, 
2272,2286,  2287,  2291,  2300,  2302,  2317;  “revision 
of  voters’  lists,”  2322,  2327,  2329,  2331,  2335,  2340, 
2349;  “ general  provisions,”  2354;  “appeal,”  2360, 
2363;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2372  (vol.  iii); 
“  preamble,”  2758;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Jenkins )  to  M.  for 
3°,  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  on  M.  to  refer 
back  to  Com,,  3052;  in  Com.,  3052;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt,)  3052  (vol.  iv)  ;  (remarks)  1933  ;  on  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1800;  on  procedure,  1470; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1619  (vol.  ii),  1920  (vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3349  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1066, 1068, 1074-1078, (Amt.) 

1090  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1324,  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  90) 
1327  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  it.,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  permits  granted  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
1444  (ii)  ;  Legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in 
Com.,  2759-2762  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  in  Com.,  2897 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  2958  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2783 ;  in  Com.,  3049  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  Active,  number  of  members  of  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
533  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3045  (vol.  iv). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  By.  Co.  and  Northern 
By.  Co.  of  Can.,  &c.  (M.  for  copy  of  Lease)  56  (vol.  i). 

N.  W.  Council  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  267,  624  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1891  (vol.  iii). 

Postmaster  at  Maitland,  removal  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  production  of  (Ques.)  188  (vol.  i)  ;  (remarks) 
1133  (vol.  ii); 

Bichelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Bideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (vol.  iv). 

Scott  Aot  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2320  (vol.  iii) . 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  270  (vol.  i). 


Mulock,  Mr.  W.— Continued. 

Supply : 

Canals— Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  (iv). 
Income  :  Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply)  3313  (iv). 
Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  974  (vol.  ii). 

Bom. Lands—  Income  (Outside  Service,  Agencies)  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey, ^3349  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3354  ;  (N.W.  Council, 
Salaiies,  &c.)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund{( Ont)  3385.  Telegraphs, 
3420  (vol.  iv). 

Eys.— Capital :  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3296  (vol.  iv). 
Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle  incorp.  (B.  39, 
1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Tolls  on  certain  Bailway  Companies  (M.  for  Stmnt.,  &c.) 
51  (vol.  i). 

Trent  Biv.  Navigation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv)» 

O’Brien,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Muskoka. 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of  Post¬ 
master,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Papers,  708  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  description  of  Arms, 
(remarks)  814  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Fisheries  of  the  Dom.,  Queen  vs.  Bobinson  (M. 

for  copy  of  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court)  229  (vol.  i). 
Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Sunday  Excursions  prohibition  B.  19  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  265  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  783 ;  (wool¬ 
len  fabrics)  794  (vol.  ii). 

Orton,  Mr.  G.  T.,  Centre  Wellington. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3002 ;  on  M.  to  adjn. 
deb.,  3432  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr. 

Caron)  2929-2931  (vol.  iv). 

Banking  Facilities  for  Agriculturists  (B.  36,  Bes.) 

115,  118  ;  1°*  of  B.,  120  ;  2°  m.,  620  (vol.  i). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Bes., 
(Mr.  Kranz)  238  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  onM. 
to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2649,  2653  (vol.  iii.) 
Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Curran)  6m.  h.,  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2893  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement"  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  2925  (vol.  iv). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cono.  in  Bes.,  2428  (iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  News  Record  (explana¬ 
tion)  3000  ;  on  explanation  of  Mr.  Kaulbach  of  vote 
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Orton*  Mr.  G.— Continued. 

on  Can.  Temp.  Act,  3073 ;  on  reach' ng  newspaper  para¬ 
graphs  (remarks)  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  wost,  on 
M,  for  Ret.,  234,  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope )  on  M,  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  3472  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  787,  789  (ii). 

Ouimet,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Laval. 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  Houses  of  ill-fame,  gambling  and 
disorderly  houses  (B.  56  1°),  170  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Rys.  in  Man. 

and  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  97  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  164;  (Amt.)  165  (vol.  i). 

Paint,  Mr.  N.,  Richmond,  N.S . 

Clearing  Vessels  without  Harbor  Master’s  certificate 
(Ques.)  862  (vol.  ii).‘ 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  omissions  from  (remarks)  3474 
(vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1991 ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2072,  2077,  2078;  “who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  2166  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1311,  1313  (vol.  ii). 

Groat  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ry.,  Cor. 
between  Dorn.  Govt,  and  Govt,  of  N.  S.,  Engineers’ 
Reps.,  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  78  (vol.  i). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Mr.  McLelan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 

Rand’s  Indian  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3403  (iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (ii). 
Canals — Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (St.  Peter’s  Oanal)  3312.  Income : 

Miscellaneous  (road  dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis)  3419  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms, 
construction)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937,  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Rand’s  Indian  Dictionary)  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3417  ; 
I.O.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  ;  (Short  Line  between  Ox¬ 
ford  and  New  Glasgow)  3415  (vol.  iv;. 

Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  850  (vol.  ii). 

Paterson,  Mr.  W.,  South  Brant. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467-2474  (vol.  iii). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2542-2546,  2548  (vol.  iii). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2766  (vol.  iv). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lako  Erie  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  59,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 


Paterson,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Out.  Legislature,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3447  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Immigration  to  Man.  and  N.  W.,  Cor.  between 
the  Govt,  and  Co,  (M.  for  copies*)  147  (vol.  i). 

- Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2720-2723  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2537- 
2540  (vol.  iii). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  B.  126  (Mr.  Pope)  in 
Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2527 ;  in  Com.,  2528 
(vol.  iii),  2968-2971 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts., 
3433  (vol.  iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3235  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  293 
(vol.  i);  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  Official  Rep,,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3363  (voh  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3352,  3357 
(vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  917,  921, 
923  (vol.  ii). 

Division  List,  correction  (remarks)  994  (vol.  ii). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  (M.  for  Ret.)  139 
(vol.  i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  by 
Govt.  (M.  for  copies  of  Papers,  &c,*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A,  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1360-1364;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian) 
1489,  1492,  1571,  1574  (voh  ii)  ;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1793-1798,  1800-1804,  1931; 
“manhood  suffrage,”  1981,  2001,  (Indian)  2013- 
2019;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2056,  2059,  2074, 
2079,2084;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2123- 
2127,  2162;  “registration  of  voters,”  2259-2263, 
2199-2205,  2269,  2273,  2279,  2283,  2285,  2291,  2298, 
2300,  2315,  2318;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,” 

2337;  “officors  and  duties,”  2356,  (Indian)  2367- 
2369,  2376,  2387 ;  “appeal,”  2367;  “offences,”  2391 
(voh  iii) ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3052 ;  on 

M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3068;  neg.  (Y.  38 

N.  87)  3068;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3071 
(voh  iv) ;  on  procedure,  1470;  on  Ms.  that  Com. 
rise,  1423,  1430,  1435,  1507,  1556  (voh  ii),  2138, 
2209  (voh  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  reading  extracts, 
1463,  1765;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House  (rule  read) 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1921;  (Ques.  of  Privilege)  2102; 
(remarks)  2146  (iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1309,  1312,  1317,  1320 
(voh  ii),  2551  (voh  iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Meens,  850-853, 
856  (voh  ii). 
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Paterson,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3450 
(vol.  iv). 

Indian  “Lands  unsold  in  Township  of  Toronto  (M* 
for  List*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Indian  Supplies  in  the  N.  W.,  Tenders,  &e.  (M.  for  Sets.*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  10*70,  1089;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Casey')  1331  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys,  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop,  Ees.,  2456-2460  (vol.  iii). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.  on  Ees.,  1669  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c,,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798  (vol.  iv). 
License  Act,  Dom.,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  311  (i). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bovoell)  in  Com., 
2791,  2792  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Morgan,  J.  EL,  appointment  as  Forestry  Commis¬ 
sioner  (M.  for  O.C.,  &c.*)  117  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 

Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 
Printing  Com.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Eep.,  149  (i). 
Band’s  Micmac  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 
Roads  and  Bridges,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Senate,  extra  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3448  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies  to  Eys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Ees.,  3472  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3215,  3218  (vol.  iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibi¬ 
tions)  2766  (vol.  iv);  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Civil  Government:  Depth  Contingencies  (Agriculture)  921; 
(Customs)  916,  921,  923  ;  (Inland  Revenue)  917,  921 ;  (Finance 
and  Treasury  Board)  916;  (Interior)  915;  (Militia)  914 
(Public  Works)  921 ;  (Railways  and  Canals)  923  (vol.  ii). 
Collection  oj  Revenues  (Customs)  3236  (vol.  iv) 

Immigration ,  2819,  2832,  2836,  2840,  2844-2846,  2849-2862  (iv). 
Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3316-3318;  (Assistance  to  Institu¬ 
tions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  C.  (Election  Expenses)  3462;  (Increased 
Indemnity  to  Members)  3460.  (Miscellaneous  (Salaries, 
Library,  &c.)  2798.  Senate  (extra  Expenses)  3448  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3352,  3357  ;  (Rand’s 
Micmac  Indian  Dictionary)  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii);  cone.,  2765  (iv). 
Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund :  Roads  and  Bridges,  342#. 
Telegraphs,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  Eolations  with  Mexico  (Ques.)  632  (vol.  i). 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii)  ; 
cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1675  (vol.  ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Duties  on,  Memorials,  &c.  (M.  for 
copies*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  (M.  for  Ret.) 
138  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  412-426  ;  in  Com.,  772-775  (vol.  i) ; 
(earthenware  and  stoneware)  848 ;  (glucose  syrup) 
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850-853,  858 ;  (steel)  804  (vol.  ii) ;  (spirits  and 
tobacco)  3229;  (sugar)  3215,  3218;  (whiskey)  3226 
(vol.  iv) ;  (winceys)  842  (vol.  ii). 

Patterson,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  North  Essex. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1986  (vol.  iii). 
International  Ferries  (B.  17,  1°*)  46  ;  2°  m.,  254  (i). 
Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Co.  (B.  24, 
1°*)  67  (vol.  i). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  121,  1°*)  927  (ii). 

Platt,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Prince  Edward,  Ont.  . 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt,  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048;  in  Com.,  1059  (vol.  ii);  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2647  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B,  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1127  (vol.  ii). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1336-1341°;  “woman  suffrage,”  1439;  “per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1525  ;  “actual  value,”  1606  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1784-1789; 
“  manhood  suffrage  ”  and  (Indians)  1977 ;  “  revision 
of  votors’  lists,”  2343 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2127-2129  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Cora,  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Importation  of  Prison  Manufactures  (Ques.)  2169  (iii). 
Life-boats  and  Stations,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947-2950  (iv). 
Market  Battery,  Kingston,  lease  of  property  (M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (vol.  iv). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303-3306  (vol.  iv). 
Port  Crodit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  made  to  Govt.,  &c.  (M. 
for  copies*)  124  (vol.  i). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater,  construction  (M.  for  Cor., 
&c.)  210  (vol.  i.) 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1032  (ii). 
Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303-3306;  (Trent  Riv. 
Nav.)  3312  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Maintenance  and  Repairs,  &c.) 

2951;  (Salaries,  &c.)  2951  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2909;  (Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2911 
(vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2916  ;  (Lite-boats  and 
Stations,  &c.)  2947-2950  ;  (Wrecks  and  Casualties)  2950  (iv). 
Tete  du  Point  Barracks,  lease  of  (M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Trent  River  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means—  in  Com.  (hoop  iron)  807  ;  (salt  cake) 
806 ;  (steel)  805  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1677  (vol.  ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  “  Range  Lights  ”  at  (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.) 
210  (vol.  i). 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
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Pope,  Hon.  J.  H.,  Compton. 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Cora,  of  Sup.,  904, 921  (vol.  ii). 

Agricultural,  &c.,  Statistics,  compilation,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1036  (vol,  ii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Cosligan )  on  M,  for 
2°,  2478  ;  in  Com.,  2479-2481  (vol.  iii). 

Air-Brakes,  I.C.R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3299  (vol.  iv). 

Allan  Line,  payments  to,  for  assisted  passages  (Ans.) 
567  (vol.  i). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibitions,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition,  on  M.  for  copy  of 
Cor.  between  Govt,  and  High  Com.,  306  (vol.  i). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023,  1025  (vol.  ii). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  services  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  479  (i). 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Canada  and  Germany,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  under 
prop.  Res.,  2238  (vol.  iii). 

- Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C.  (Ans.)  362  (i). 

- Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  (Ans.)  694  (i). 

- Branch  Lines  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

— ■ — — -  B.  C.  Sections,  work  on,  on  M.  for  Reps.,  &c., 
204  (vol.  i). 

• - — -  Chango  in  arrangements  between  Govt,  and  Co. 

(Ans.)  1913  (vol.  iii). 

— - Connection  with  Ont.  system  (Ans.)  569  (i); 

— — —  Connection  with  Quebec  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

— —  Construction  near  Lytton,  B.  C.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  226  (vol.  i). 

— . Cor.  between  Co.  and  Govt,  re  chango  in  arrang- 

ments  (Ans.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 

- - Cost  of  construction  from  Winnipeg  to  615 

miles  west,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  228  (vol;  i). 

”  f  ■  —  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  (B.  153,  1°*,)  2858 ;  in  Com., 
3031;  3°  m.,  3293  ;  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294 
(vol.  iv). 

——Eastern  Division, Earnings  and  W orking  Expenses 
(Ans.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

-  ■  ■■  ■  Eastern  Section,  Progress  Estimates  (Ans.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

—  Eastern  Section,  quantities,  classifications  and 
prices,  Engineers’  Estimates,  on  M.  for  copies,  300, 
301  (vol.  i). 

-  Expenditure  to  complete  Govt,  construction 
(Ans.)  1130  (vol  ii). 

— —  Govt.  Sections  in  B.  0.,  working  of,  by  contrac. 
tors  (Ans.)  632  (vol.  i). 

— — -  Grades  and  Curves,  number  of  (Ans.)  632  ;  maxi¬ 
mum  and  minimum  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

-  ■■■■' .  Grades,  Tangents  and  Curves  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i)  ; 
2239  (vol.  iii). 

-  —  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  3383  (vol.  iv). 

—  Laborers’  wages,  payment  of,  on  construction 
(Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

,ti  -  Levels,  Grades,  Tangents,  &c.,  from  summit  of 
Rockies  to  Moody  (Ans.)  888  (vol.  ii). 
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C.  P.  R.,  Location,  chango  of,  in  B.C.,  2239  (vol.  iii). 

- North  American  Contracting  Co.,  and  grades, 

curves,  main  line,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  145  (vcl.  i). 

- Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 

time  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

_____  Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shod,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  R9ps.,  Plans,  &c.,  296  (vol.  i). 

— - Progress  Estimates  (Ans.)  on  adjmnt.  of  House, 

188;  for  Feb.,  429  (vol.  i). 

— - Prop.  Res.  and  Mail  Newspaper  (remarks)  1712 

(vol.  ii). 

- Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan  (speech) 

2559-2565 ;  in  Com.,  2724,  2733,  2741,  2748-2750  >' 
M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com,,  2858  (vol.  iv). 

- Rails  for  Govt,  section  in  B.C.  (Ans.)  1914  (iii), 

— .  Rates  in  B.  C.  (Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

— - -  Rolling  Stock,  Eastern  Section,  Western  Divi¬ 

sion,  change  in,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  303  (vol.  i). 

- — « —  Route,  construction,  rolling  stock,  extensions, 
cash  subsidy,  land  grant  bonds,  &c.,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Stmnts.,  45  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  Award  of  $195,600  to  contractors, 

payment  of  (Ane.)  77  (vol.  i). 

- - Section  B,  Award  of  $34,179.17,  credits  in 

Public  Accounts  (Ans.)  114  (vol.  i). 

—— —  Section  B,  Arbitration,  Evidence  taken  (Ans.) 
112  (vol.  i). 

- - -  Section  B,  Engineers’  Reports  on  re-measure¬ 
ment  and  re-classification,  on  M.  for  copies,  122  (vol.  i) 
Section  B,  opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding 
character  of  Award  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Section  B,  Rep.  of  Judge  Clark  on  Award 
(Ans.)  78,  133  (vol.  i). 

- - Subsidy,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3295  (vol.  iv). 

— - Tangents  and  Curves,  number  and  aggregate 

length  (Ans.)  744  (vol.  i). 

— ___  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Stmnt.,  103,  (vol.  i). 

— —  Western  Division,  Earnings  and  Working  ex¬ 
penses  (Ans.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

_____  Western  Terminus,  route  or  routes  from  Port 
Moody  to  English  Bay,  on  M.  for  plan,  &c.,  145  (i). 

Capo  Breton  Ry.,  construction  of  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

— — -•  Surveys,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Ry.,  connection  with  (Ans.)  2997  (iv). 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ry.,  payment  to  contractors 
for  construction  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Catholic  population  of  Prov.  of  Quebec  (Ans.)  363  (i). 

Census  Commissioners  and  Enumerators  in  the  N.W.T., 
(prop.  Res.)  46  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74 ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Rep.  of  Com.,  125  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  1881,  Absentees  from  Canada  during  (Ans.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

Census,  Quinquennial,  of  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.  (B.  21,  1°) 
46  ;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdm  of  B.  m.,  212  (vol.  i). 

Census,  Fourth  and  Fifth  Yols.,  issue  of  (Ans.)  48  (i)0 
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Change  of  Names  in  the  N.W.T.  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Cholera,  precautions  against  (Ans.)  568  (vol,  i). 

Clark,  G.  M.,  Sums  paid  to,  apart  from  salary  as  Judge 
(Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  (B,  126)  prop.  Res., 
451  (vol.  i);  Res.  in  Com.,  892;  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1032-1035  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1064  (vol. 
ii)  ;  in  Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  (B.  44)  in  Com., 
1065-1073,  1089-1094  (vol.  ii). 

Cornwall  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (vol.  ii). 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  (Ans.)  1130  (ii). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  921,923  (vol.  ii). 

Dominion  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (vol.  ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3384 
(vol.  iv). 

Fort  Francis  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (vol.  iv). 

G.  T,  R.,  Double  Track  between  Montreal  and  Toronto, 
assurance,  &c.,  given  to  Govt.,  on  M.  for  copy,  144  (i). 

— - Imperfect  Ret.  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson  (re¬ 

marks)  861  (vol.  ii). 

Grant,  Alpin,  position  of,  under  Govt.  (Ans.)  429  (i). 

Great  American  and  Europoan  Short  Line  Ry.,  on  M, 
for  Ret.,  79  (vol.  i). 

Grenville  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Hoalth  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

High  Commissioner,  Instimctions  issued  to,  respecting 
Immigrants  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Immigrant  Patients  in  Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3358  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2810,  2813,  2816,  2831- 
2853  (vol.  iv). 

Immigrants  to  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  45  (vol.  i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.  C.  (Ans.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3342  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
(B.  44,  1°)  125  (vol.  i) ;  2°  m.,  892 ;  3°  m.,  1321 ;  on 
Amt.  ( Mr .  Sutherland,  Oxford)  1321 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mulock)  to  M.  for  3Q,  1325  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts. 
2397  (vol.  iii). 

Inspecting  Engineers’  Salaries,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3417, 
(vol.  iv). 

Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works;  persons  employed  as, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  139  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.  R.,  Claims  of  Contractors,  Sec.  16  (Ans.)  505  (i). 

- — —  Construction  to  Indiantown  (Ans.)  744  (vol.  i), 
816  (vol.  ii). 

■ - —  Cost  of  Equipment  (Ans.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

- Cost  of  Working,  &c.,  from  1879  to  1884,  on 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Amt.)  203  (vol.  i). 

— - Equipment,  valuation  of  (Ans.)  888  (vol.  ii). 

- -  Earnings  and  Working  Expenses :  3073 

(vol.  iv) ;  monthly  „  (Ans.)  76,  114;  for  Jan.,  1885, 
428  (vol.  i) ;  for  March  and  April,  2029  (iii) . 

— - —  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296,  3299,  3300,  3417  ;  cone., 
3396  (vol.  iv). 
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I.  C.  R.  Receipts  and  Expenses  (Ans.)  1744,  1914  (iii). 

- - —  Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  (Ans.) 

2289  (vol.  iii). 

Lachine  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Lake  St.  Francis  Road  Dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 

Lynch's  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Boivell )  in  Com., 
3049  (vol.  iv). 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027-1031  (ii). 

Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (vol.  iv). 

Muskoka  Lakes  and  River  Sevorn  Canal  System  (Ans.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  N.S.,  projected  line,  on 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,  146  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  1°, 
234 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  627  (vol.  i). 

Pembina  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Cape  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of 
laborers,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Petitions,  &c.,  142  (i). 

Pringle,  H.  II.,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  744  (i). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  (Ans.)  816  (ii). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (iv). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2853,  3358,  341 1  (vol.  iv). 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  76  (vol.i). 

— - -  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913,  923,  975  (vol.ii). 

Ry.  Commissioners  and  Dom.  Arbitrators  (Ans.)  114  (i). 

Ry.  Supplies,  purchase  of,  in  Halifax  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Oat.  municipalities,  Memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  593  (vol.  i). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret:,  707  (i). 

Returns,  production  of  (Ans.)  188 ;  (remarks)  113,  455 
(vol.  i),  1 132  (vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii). 

Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3312, 3418  (vol.  iv). 

Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorials  from  Riparian  own¬ 
ers  (Ans.)  606  (vol.  i). 

St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  (Ans.)  569  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchimin,  Station  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ans.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  calendar  year  1884  (Ans.) 
113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  theMar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Simard,  J.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Sleeping  Cars,  I.C.R.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ans.)  2531 
(vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2988  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  (B.  164)  prop.  Res.,  3457 ;  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  3470 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (vol.  iv.) 
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Pope,  Hon.  J.  R.— Continued. 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibi¬ 
tions)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv) ;  (Archives,  care  of)  1023,  1025  ; 
(Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032-1035  (vol.  ii),  3452  (vol.  iv); 
(Compiling  Agricultural  and  other  Statistics  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.)  1036  ;  (Criminal  Statistics)  1026  ;  (Dominion  Exhi¬ 
bition)  1026  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Health  Statistics)  2766  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(Mortuary  Statistics)  1027-1031  (ii). 

Canals — Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Cornwall)  3301 ;  (Murray)  3303  ; 
(Lachine)  3301;  (Tront  River  Nav.)  3311  ;  (Welland)  3301, 
3311  ;  (Williamsburg)  3301;  (  Amount  due  Hugh  Sutherland) 
3385  (vol.  iv).  Income  ;  (Rideau,  Land  damages  in  Township 
of  Pittsburg)  3418  ;  (Increase  of  water  supply)  3312  ;  (Gren¬ 
ville,  payment  to  J.  Simard)  3418.  Miscellaneous  (road  dyke, 
Lake  St.  Francis)  3419 ;  (Surveys  and  Inspections)  3313  ; 
(Welland)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of.)  904,  (contingencies)  921 ; 
(Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913,  975,  (contingencies) 
923  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2810,  2813,  2816,  2831-2853  (vol,  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3342  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp); 

2943;  (Can.  and  Germany)  2945  (vol.  iv.) 

Miscellaneous  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3466; 
(Purcell  &  Ryan,  for  supplies  furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and 
party)  3152  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine ,  2853;  (Immigrant  Patients)  3358;  (Sheep  Scab) 
3358,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Rys.^Capital :  C.  P.  R,  3383;  (Inspecting  Engineers’ Salaries, 
4c.)  3117  ;  (Pembina  Branch)  3417  ;  (Subsidy)  3295.  Cape 
Breton  Ry.  (Surveys)  3418  ;  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase 
of)  3415;  Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  3300,  3384  ;  I.  O.  R.,  3383, 
cone.,  3396 ;  (applying  Air  Brakes)  3299 ;  (miscellaneous 
works)  3296-3299;  (Repairs,  &c.)  3300;  (Sleeping  Cars) 
3117.  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3413 
(vol.  iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspections  (Canals)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313 
(vol.  iv). 

Sutherland,  H.,  amount  due,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Trent  Yalley  Canal,  plans  and  estimates  of  cost,  &c., 
on  Ms.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,  145,  202  (vol.  i). 

Trent  Elver  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Turkish  Pauper  Immigrants  (Ans.)  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Welland  and  Williamsburg  Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3301,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A,,  sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services 
(Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Pruyn,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Lennox. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1425  (vol.  ii). 

Napanee,  Public  Buildings  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Reid,  Mr.  J.,  Cariboo. 

C.  P.  E.  Eates  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Lotbiniere. 

Flannel  Shirts  for  the  Militia,  Contract  (Ques.)  1306  (ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1506,  1538 ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1680-1683  (vol.  ii). 

House  of  Commons  Commissioners’  Eep.  re  Staff  (Ques.) 
2750  (vol.  iv). 


Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  J —Continued. 

Lo  Foods  Post  Office,  establishment  of  (Ques.)  816  (ii). 
Peachy,  J.  W.,  Superannuation  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  527-532  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  A,,  West  Eastings. 

Criminal  Law  Amt ,  Punishment  of  Burglars  (B.  71,  1°) 
270  (vol.  i)  ;  (B.  136,  1°)  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Debates ,  Official  Eep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  (Ques.)  3362  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Gatling  Guns  for  use  of 
Troops  (Ques.)  813  (vol.  ii). 

Veterans  of  1812,  Extension  of  Pensions  to  widows  of 
(Ques.)  36  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  T.,  Hamilton. 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  to 
place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714  (i). 
Con  solid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  2769  (vol.  iv). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings  cut  in  the  Ice,  &c.  (B.  22, 
1°*)  57;  2°  m.,  131;  M.  for  Com.,  150;  Order  for 
Com.  dschgd,  and  B.  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  496  (vol.  i) . 
Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng. adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  943  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.,  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  1922  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  conduct  of  (remarks)  3445  (vol.  iv). 
Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B,  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  501.  503  (vol.  i). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com., 
3047  (vol.  iv) 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1894  (vol.  iii). 
Soundings  taken  in  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Eep.  of 
Supdt.  (M.  for  copies*)  1533  (vol.  i). 

South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  (B.  37, 
1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2830  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration,  2818,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2797  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.)  2947  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  719-722  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  T.,  Shelburne. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (Ques.)  363  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  92,  1°)  448  (vol.  i). 
Coal,  tenders  to  supply  Fog-whistles,  &c ,  in  Bay  of 
Fundy  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  919  (vol.  ii). 
Fraser,  D.  M.,  and  Dept,  of  Agriculture,  Cor.  between 
(M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 
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Robertson,  Mr.  T.— Continued. 

Great  Tillage  River  Improvements,  Colchester,  N.S., 
(M.  for  Stmnt.  in  detail*)  67  (vol.  i)„ 

Lion ,  seizure  of  Schooner,  in  N.S.  (M.  for  copies  of  Eep., 
&c .*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster')  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

ParrsboroughBreakwater,  construction  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  Tenders)  66  (vol.  i). 

Bogers’  Patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Eeps.  (M.  for 
copies)  870  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.:  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Inland  Revenue)  919  (vol.  ii). 

Ross,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Lisgar. 

C.  P.  B.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Cameron ,  Huron)  2712-2718  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  Settlers  through 
outbreak  (Quos.)  2851 ;  Compensation  for  losses 
(Ques.)  332l;  Belief  of  destitute  families,  3321  (iv). 
Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ques.)  2854  fvol.  iv). 
Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2491  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on.  M.  for 
Com.  on  Bee.,  2777 ;  in  Com.,  2793,  3050  (vol.  iv). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  249L(vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Immigration ,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Royal,  Mr.  J.,  Provencher. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  tho  N.  W.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3002  ;  on 
M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3431  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Watson)  2867  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Res.  (Amt.)  72  .(vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  settlers  through 
outbreak  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

- - Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  com¬ 
mitted  by  Volunteers  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Compensation  for  losses  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  Bop.  of  (Ques.) 

1567  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of  confidence,  3199- 
3212  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Belief  of  destitute  families  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 
Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A,  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1390  (vol.  ii). 

Half-breed  Commission,  information  respecting  (Ques.) 
1566  (vol.  ii). 

Land  grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2448  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  By.  Co.’s  (B.  74,  1°*)  313  (i). 
North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  695  (vol.  i)4 


Royal,  Mr.  J  .—Continued. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  interpolation  of  words  in  despatch, 
3247  (vol.  iv)  ;  par.  in  Free  Press  (remarks  170  (i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3406  (iv). 

Statistics  relating  to  Public  Service  (Ques.)  2854  (iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr. Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  168  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means—  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.  W.,  3199-3212  (vol.  iv). 

Rykert,  Mr.  J.  C.,  Lincoln  and  Niagara. 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  982  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizure  of  School  Books  at  Toronto  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1450  ;  “  tenant,”  1477  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1761-1770, 2002 ; 
“  in  counties,”  2058 ;  “  revision  of  voters’  list,”  2342 
(vol,  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1435,  1465;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1437,  1500  (vol.  ii) ;  on  ruling  of  Chair¬ 
man  (remarks)  1799,  1849  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 
2274,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  69  (M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.)  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  of  Halifax,  entry  of  School  Books 
at  undervaluation  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Jurisdiction  B.  11  (Mr.  Allen) 
in  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Ont.,  Westerly  Boundary  of,  argument  before  P.  C., 
shorthand  notes  (M.  for  copy)  430-440  (vol.  i). 

Printing,  Public,  changes  in  Contract  (M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.)  245  (vol.  i). 

Railways  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  granted  to,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  87 ;  adjd.  deb.  rsmd.,  89  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  982  (vol.  ii). 

Wines,  spirits,  ale,  beer,  porter,  &c.,  imported,  amount 
of  Rev.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Scriver,  Mr.  J.,  Huntingdon. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1058  (vol.  ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2649,  2664  (iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2912  (vol.  iv). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Can.  and  U.S.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  443  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1447,  1448, 1451 ;  “  occupant,”  1484 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1995  ; 
(Indians)  2018  (vol.  iii). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)]  on  Amt.  to  substitute 
Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2° 
943  (remarks)  944  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals, 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1334 ;  on  Amt; 
(Mr.  Catudal)  to  M.  for  3°,  1327  (vol.  ii). 
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Scriver,  Mr.  J.— Continued. 

Lake  St.  Francis  Road  Dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 
Oka  Indians,  transport  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  R.  164  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Supply  : 

Canals— Income i  Miscellaneous  (Road  Dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis) 
3419  (yol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  ( Post  Office)  3310;  (Customs)  3234  (iv). 
Indians  (Transport  of  families  from  Oka)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2912  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine  (Sheep  Scab)  3411  (vol.  iv.). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (barrels  containing  petro¬ 
leum  or  its  products)  843 ;  (umbrella  and  parasol 
ribs,  &c.)  858 ;  (woollen  rags)  787  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr. 
Costigan)  on  prop.  Res.,  832  (vol.  ii). 

Shakespeare,  Mr.  N.,  Victoria,  B.  C. 

B.  C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Rules  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.)  823  (vol.  ii). 

Cabinet  Representation  for  B.  C.  (Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 
Chinese  Commissioners’  R?p.  (Ques.)  29,  211  (vol.  i). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau ) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3011  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau ) 
3024  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1391;  “person”  (Chinese) 
1583,1591  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications”  (Indians  and 
Chinese)  1974;  (remarks)  1944  (vol.  iii). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Gfovt.  of  Canada 
and  B.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  869  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
304  (vol.  i). 

Manufacturing  Industries  of  Canada,  Rep.  on  (remarks) 
on  absence  of  information  respecting  B.  C.,  594  (i). 
Rice,  increased  duty  on  (Ques.)  695  (vol.  i) . 

St.  George’s  Day,  Adjmt.  for  (M.)  1305  (vol.  ii). 

Shanley,  Mr.  Walter,  South  Grenville. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Mr. 
Light’s  Rep.)  3266  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Welland)  3301,  3311;  (Trent 
Riv.  Nav.)  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Rys.— Capital :  C.P.R.  (Pembina Branch)  3417 ;  (Subsidy)  3296  ; 
I.O.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  (vol.  iv). 

Small,  Mr.  J.,  East  Toronto. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
Sen.  Amts.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.86)  2660,  (vol.  iv). 
Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Capital  Stock  reduction  (B.  10, 
1°*)  2°,  57  (vol.  i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  traffic  in,  further  provision  (B.  70, 
1°)  270  (vol.  i). 

lO 


Small,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  &c.,  Summary  Proceedings  B.  128 
(Mr.  Caron)  1°*,  1130  (vol.  ii). 

Kootenay  Ry.  Co.  of  B.C.  incorp.  (B.  83,  1°*)  349  (i) 

Pawnbrokers’  Provision  (B.  137,  1°*)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  recognition  of  Services  (Ques.) 
1566  (vol.  ii). 

Smyth,  Mr.  H.,  Kent,  Ont. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  (8.  16,  1°*) 
46  (vol.  i). 

Patents  of  Invention  Acts  Amt.  (B.  29,  1°)  88  (voh  i). 

Somerville,  Mr.  J.,  North  Brant. 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  services  of  (M.for  Ret.)  479  (vol»  i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  First  Repi 
(remarks)  35  (vol.  i). 

Expenses  of  Members  of  the  Govt.,  &c.,  in  Eng.  or  else- 
where  (M.  for  Ret.*)  124  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1269-1272  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,” 
1441;  “person”  (Indian)  1549  (vol.  ii) ;  “who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2129-2133;  “registration  of 
voters,’  2276,  2291,  2296  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  (vol.  iv). 

Govt,  Printing  and  Advertising  (Res.)  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3033-3039  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2812,  2836, 2843-2845  (iv). 

Mounted  Police,  compensation  for  injuries(M.  for  Ret.*) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2799-2802,  2804,  2806-2809  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  3162, 
2213  ;  personal  allusions  in  deb.,  3248  (vol.  iv). 

Rental  of  Offices  for  use  of  Govt,  in  Ottawa  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  (Ques.)  3073  (voh  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration,  2812,  2836,  2843-2845  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &o.) 

2T99-2802,  2804,  2806-2809  (vol.  iv). 

Speaker,  Mr.  (Hon.  G.  a.  Kirkpatrick)  Frontenac . 

Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.T.  B.  141,  inter¬ 
ruptions  by  Members  not  in  Order,  3430  (vol.  iv). 

Address,  Ans.  to,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  113  (i). 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co’s,  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to 
introd.,  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Stndg.  Orders  ref.  to,  349  (i). 

Bankruptcy,  Pets.,  Ras.,  &o,,  Message  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  101  (vol.  i). 

Beauce,  Yacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant  issued 
and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92,  on  M.  to  place  B. 
2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders  (procedure) 
714  (vol.  i)  ;  on  Son.  Amts,  (rulings)  2657,  2664. 

Cape  Breton,  Yacancy  in  the  Representation:  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 
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Speaker,  Mr. — Continued . 

Census  of  the  N.  W.  B.  21,  Member  nailed  to  Order  on 
imputing  motives,  213  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  234  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31,  on  Amt.  ( Mr ,  Davies)  | 
(ruling)  remarks  must  be  confined  to  Amt.,  1300  (ii). 

Claims  of  Man.,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  202  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  JB.  117,  suggestion  to 
refer  B.  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commorce,  1677  (ii) . 

Controverted  Elections,  Judge’s  Reps,  (read)  1,593  (i). 

Cumberland,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Debates ,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Engagement  at  Batoche,  des¬ 
patch  respecting  (read)  1380  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (ruling)  speech  must  be  fin¬ 
ished  before  corrections  can  bo  made,  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Divorce  Cases,  Evidence  in  (explanation)  428  (vol.  i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road,  on  prop.  Res.  (ruling)  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  451  (vol.  i). 

Estimates,  The,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  289  (vol.  i) ; 
Suppl.  for  1884  85,  2820;  Suppl.  for  1885-86,  3359; 
Further  Suppl.  for  1885-86,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  85,  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can.  Temp.  Act 
(ruling  on  procedure)  944  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103,  Chairman’s  ruling  in  Com.  sustained 
(Y.  76,  N.  46)  1513,  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1944  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  Signatures  to,  English  practice 
quoted,  2027-2029;  (remarks)  2274;  on  presentation 
of,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Grenville,  South,  Election,  Ret.  of  Member  elect  (an¬ 
nouncement)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary,  letter  from,  re  Royal  Assent  to 
Bills  (read)  1514  (vol.  ii). 

H.  of  C.  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  69,  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amis,  (remarks)  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  full  discus¬ 
sion  of  B.  not  in  Order  on  an  Amt.,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors  Assets  B.  4,  on  M.  {Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders  (Votes  and  Pro¬ 
ceedings  quoted)  1281  (vol.  ii). 

Inspection  of  Factories  Res.,  suggestion  that  same  stand 
first  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  607  (vol.  i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  40  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  i),  2795,  2796, 
3449  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  The,  and  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  (remarks)  40  (i). 

Lennox  Election,  Judge’s  certificate,  &c.  (read)  1 ;  War¬ 
rant  issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Levis  Electoral  District,  Judge’s  Rep.  (read)  and 
Warrant  issued,  593 ;  Ret.  of  Member  elect  (announce¬ 
ment)  1385  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  Res.  (ruling)  reference  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Com.  not  in  Order,  2783, 2786  (iv). 


Speaker,  Mr. — Continued. 

Manitoba  Indian  Agency,  missing  Ret.  (produced)  67  (i). 
Maskinonge,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  Member.  1  (vol.  i). 

Megantic,  Ret.  of  Member  to  represent  (announcement) 

1  (vol.  i). 

Members,  New,  Ret.  of  (announcement)  1,  133  (vol.  i), 
1192,  1385  (vol.  ii),  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Messages  from  His  Ex.  (read),  1,  40, 101,  113,  202,  234, 
289  (vol.  i),  1024  (vol.  ii),  2234  (vol.  iii),  2820,  3232, 
3159,  3423,  3470,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Grant  to,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3470 
(vol.  iv). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (procedure)  3046  (iv). 
Nicolet,  Ret.  of  Member  to  represent  (announcement) 
1  (vol.  i). 

Northumberland,  West,  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.  (read) 
and  Warrant  issued,  593 ;  Ret.  of  Member  elect, 
(announcement)  1192  (vol.  ii). 

Ontario,  West,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  War¬ 
rant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Parlt.,  opening  of,  Commons  summoned  to  Senate,  1 
(vol.  i)  ;  Prorogation,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks  and  authorities 
quoted)  1891,  1893,  2027-2029,  2274,  2320  (vol.  iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of  (ruling)  should  conclude  with  a 
motion,  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  (ruling)  in  Order  to 
move  the  previous  question,  &c.,  1045  (vol.  ii). 
Prorogation,  Letter  from  Acting  Sec.  to  Gov.  Gen. 

(read)  3473;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3475  (vol.  iv). 
Queen’s  County,  P.  E.  I.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representa¬ 
tion  :  Warrant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (i). 
Royal  Assent  to  Bills  (announcement)  1516  (ii),  3475 
(vol.  iv). 

Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name  (remarks)  2320 
(vol.  iii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv). 
Soulanges  Election,  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  (read) 
1 ;  Ret.  of  Member  elect  (announcement)  113  (vol.  i). 
Speech  from  the  Throne  (Rep.)  2  (vol.  i). 

Staff  of  the  House,  Res.  and  Schedules  adopted  by  Com¬ 
missioners  (presented)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C,,  Expense  of  (Ans)  290  (i). 
Supply : 

Legislation,  H.  of  C.  (Committees,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  Ac.) 
2793;  (Contingencies)  2796  (vol.  iv) ;  (Publishing  Debates) 
991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Comm.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Limitation  B. 

68,  on  M.  to  introd.  B.  (remarks)  246,  270. 
Vacancies,  notification  of,  1  (vol.  i). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.,  Recognition  of  Services  B. 

160  (ruling)  on  Ques.  of  Order,  3380  (vol.  iv). 
Warrants  issued  for  new  Elections  (announcement)  1, 
593  (vol.  i). 

Washington  Treaty,  Cor.  and  papers  (read)  3232 ;  rul¬ 
ing)  allusion  to  previous  deb.  not  in  order,  2899  (iv). 
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Speaker,  Mr. — Continued. 

West  Middlesex  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.  (read)  1  (vol.  i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82,  on 
M.  for  2°,  suggestion  that  Order  be  dschgd.,  428  (vol.  i). 

$700,000  for  N.W. Troubles,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read) 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

$1,700,000  for  N.W.  Expenses,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  2234  (vol.  iii). 

Speaker,  Mr.  Deputy. 

“  Order, ”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “Procedure.”] 

Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.,  East  Grey. 

Adulteration  of  Pood,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  ( Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  2468  (vol.  iii). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2547  (vol.  iii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compens.  on  prop.  Res.,  241  (i)> 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  956,  957,  958  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1052;  in  Com.,  1054, 
1057  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell)  1061  (vol.  ii); 
on  Sen.  Amts.,  2648  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  980  (vol.  ii). 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

Delates,  Official  Rep.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tass6)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3365  (vol.  iv). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.,  on  M. 
for  copies,  445  (vol.  i). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  M.  for  2°,  831  (vol.  ii). 

Fish-breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  2954  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3390  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ’’(Indian)  1492, 1551 ;“  actual  value,”  1598; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Indians)  1850, 
2012 ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2073  ;  “  registra¬ 
tion  of  voters,”  2218 ;  explanation,  2257;  “appeal,” 
2361,  2366  ;  “officers  and  duties,”  2388,  2389; 
“  offencep,”  2390  (vol.  iii) ;  explanation  of  vote  on 
Mr.  Langelier’s  Amt.  (remarks)  3062  (vol.  iv) ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1437 ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  reading 
extracts,  1464  (vol.  ii),  1920  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  ofSignatures  2392  (iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.,  2550  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays,  966  (ii). 

Histoire  Genealogique  des  Families  Frangaises,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1038. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2492  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2948  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2Q,  2400  (vol.  iii). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.— Continued. 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1030  (vol.  ii). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2492  (vol.  iii). 

Parent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  267  (vol.  i). 

Personal  Explanation,  article  in  Canada  Presbyterian 
and  Moaford  Monitor ,  2772  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  903  (ii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  89,  566  (vol.  i). 

Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  188  (i). 
Refund  of  Ry;  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M,  for  copies,  583  (vol.  i.) 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt,  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 
Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1030  (ii). 
Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  980;  (Postmaster  Genl., 
Dept,  of)  903  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2954  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration  2812  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3390;  (Histoires  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran¬ 
chises)  3456;  (Lynch's  Treatise  on  Butter -making)  3456  (iv). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats,  Stations,  &e.)  2948  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Taritf:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tdley)  for  Com.,  733-739  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1674  (vol.  ii). 

Stairs,  Mr.  J.  Fitz-William,  West  Halifax. 

Animal  Charcoal,  importations  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (i). 
Canada  aid  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2534, 
2538,  2540  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1120,  1124  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizures  at  N.  S.  ports  of  entry  (M.  for  Stmnt.*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  809  (vol.  ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2941,  3041  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1310,  1314  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  2550  (vol.  iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  854  (ii). 
Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Mr.  McLelan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 

I.  C.  R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3298  (vol.  iv). 

N.  S.  Rys.,  consolid.  and  completion  (Ques.)  2530  (iii). 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ques.) 
148  (vol.  i). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  2991  (vol.  iv). 

Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  804  (vol.  ii). 
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Stairs,  Mr.  J.  Fitz-William— Continued. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eye.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2991  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3216,  3218  (iv). 
Supply : 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  3318  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2943;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2941,  3041  (iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  994  (vol.  ii). 

Rys. — Capital;  I,  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  (vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  994  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  641-648  ;  in  Com.  (duck)  809  ; 
(glucose  syrup)  854  ;  (steel)  804  (vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar) 
3216,  3218  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1673  (vol,  ii). 

Sutherland,  Mr.  3EL,  Selkirk. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1315  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Sutherland,  Mr.  J.,  North  Oxford. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2648-2652  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 

(M.  that  Com.  rise)  1496, 1497  (ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071,  (Amt.)  1085;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  1321 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  131,  N.  16)  1324; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  2397  (vol.  iii). 
Prisoners,  employment  of,  outside  Gaols  (B.  87,  1°*) 
362  (vol.  i). 

Taschereau,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Beauce. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1236;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1447  (vol.  ii). 
Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3268. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cono.  in  Res., 
3268  (vol.  iv). 

Tasse,  Mr.  J.,  Ottawa  City. 

Change  of  Names  in  the  N.  W.  T.  (Ques.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brock- 
ville)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  3364, 
neg.  (Y.  18,  N.  127)  3369  ;  on  cone.,  3373;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.  of  Com.,  3458  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 

Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3465  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  who  shall  not  vote,”  2093,  2097  (vol.  iii). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1219-1224  (vol.  ii). 


I  Tasse,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ques.)  2531 
(vol.  iii),  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation ;  H.  of  0.  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Commissioners)  3450  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  677-687  (vol.  i). 

Taylor,  Mr.  G.,  South  Leeds. 

Fish  Breeding,  &c.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1502  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “qualifications  in 
counties,”  2061  (vol.  iii). 

Terry  Divorce  (B.  97,  1°  on  a  div.)  605  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1676  (vol.  ii). 

Temple,  Mr.  T.,  York,  N.B. 

Central  Bank  of  N.  B.  (B.  40,  1°*)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1129  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2054,  2058,  2084 ; 
“revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2341  (vol.  iii). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  50, 
1°*)  170  (i) ;  M.  to  oonc.  in  Sen,  Amts.,  1386  (ii). 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2494  (vol.  iii). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  Cor.  between  Dom.  and 
Local  Govt,  of  N.B.  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2494  (vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3271  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3271  (vol.  iv). 

Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard,  St.  John,  N.B. 

Advances  to  Provinces  (B.  7,  1°)  32 ;  2°  m.,  102  (i). 
American  Gold,  substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  (Ans.) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Ascetic  Acid,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (vol.  ii). 
Assistant  Rec.  Genl.’s,  Montreal,  St.  John  and  Winni¬ 
peg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Bank  Advances  to  the  Govt.  (Ans.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  B.  C.  (B.  105,  1°)  631  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Can.,  Stmnts.  respecting  (Ans.)  112  (i). 
Budget, The  (Ans.)  76, 149,  211,  (annual  Stmnt.)  313  (i). 
Brokerage  and  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Business  of  the  House,  Tariff  deb.  (Ans.)  595  (vol.  i). 
C.  P.  R.,  Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  Co.  on  Loans  (Ans.) 
350  (vol.  i),  1131  (vol.  ii). 

— - Loan  $22,500,000,  payments  to  Co.  (Ans.)  29  (i). 


INDEX 


lxxvii 


Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard— Continued. 

C.  P.  E.  Loan,  $30,000,000,  payments  on  account  of 
(Ans.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

Carpet  Mats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (vol.  ii). 

China  and  Porcelain  ware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1104  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  (B.  117, 1°*)  832  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  (B.  20,  1°)  46  ;  2° 
m.,  126  (vol.  i). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  814  (vol.  ii). 

Dominion  Notes,  issue  and  redemption,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (vol.  ii). 

Earthenware  and  Stoneware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  aid  to  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes.  ( Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  367 ;  (explanations)  37 1,  39 1  (i) . 

Factories,  Operatives  in,  on  M.  for  Bets.,  Stmnts.,  &c., 
37  (vol.  i). 

Factory  Commission,  Bep.  of,  distribution  of  (remarks) 
478  (vol.  i). 

Financial  Commnr.  in  Eng.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Financial  Inspector,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Five  per  cent.  Consolid.  Loan,  retirement  of,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  487 ;  (explanations)  489  (vol.  i). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  220  (vol.  i). 

Flour  and  cornmeal,  increase  of  Duty  on  (Ans.)  148, 
744  (vol.  i). 

Gas  Coke,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (vol.  ii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849(vol.  ii) . 

Gold  Beserve,  Govt  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  353,  355  ;  (remarks)  361  (vol.  i). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Sec.’s  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  898  (ii). 

Imitation  precious  stones,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
846  (vol.  ii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  82  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Banks,  Legislation  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  (Ans.)  1040  (ii). 

Library  of  Parlt.  (B.  139)  prop.  Bes.,  594  (vol.  i). 

Loan,  recent,  Prospectus  and  Advertisements,  on  M. 
for  Bet.,  37  (vol.  i). 

Manila  Hats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  847  (vol.  ii) . 

Manufacturing  Industries  of  Can.,  Bep.  on  (remarks) 
on  absence  of  information  respecting  B.  C.,  594  (i) . 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.  recommending  grant  of  $700,000 
for  N.  W.  Troubles  (presented)  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Can.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i) . 

N.  S.’s  Claims  for  a  Subsidy  (Ans.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Operatives  in  Factories,  on  M.  for  Bets.,  Stmnts.,  &c., 
37  (vol.  i). 

Pickles  and  Sauces,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
843  (vol  ii). 


I  Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard— Continued. 

Picture  Ft'ames,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846 
(vol.  ii). 

Polariscopic  Test  for  Sugar  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
821  (vol.  ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.) 
148  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  on  M.  to  conm  in  Second  Bep ,  149  (i). 
Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 
Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  Legislation  (Ans.)  51  (i)* 
Prussiate  of  Potash,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846 
(vol.  ii). 

Public  Debt  of  Can.  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Public  Debt,  the  gross  amount  of  (Ans.)  76  (vol.  i). 
Quebec,  Advances  on  account  of  Provincial  Subsidy 
(Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  on  Enquiry  for  (Ans.)  363  (vol.  i). 

Rice,  increased  Duty  on  (Ans.)  695  (vol.  i). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  construction  of 
(Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Savings  Banks  in  Mar.  Provs.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Stamp  Duty,  commutation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 
Steam  Communication  with  France  (Ans.)  567.  568  (i). 
Small  Savings,  encouragement  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  91  (i). 
Subsidy  to  N.  S.,  increase  of  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 

Supply  (Res.  for  Com.)  28  (vol.  i)  : 

Charges  of  Management  (Asst.  Rec.  Genl.,  Montreal)  896; 
(Auditor  and  Rec.  Genl.,  St.  John)  896;  (Auditor  and 
Asst.  Rec.  Genl.,  Winnipeg)  895;  (Brokerage  and  Commis¬ 
sion)  896  ;  (Commutation  of  Stamp  Duty,  &c  )  897  ;  (Country 
Savings  Banks,  N.B.,  N.S.  and  B.C.)  896:  (Financial  Com¬ 
missioner  in  Eng.)  896;  (Financial  Inspector)  895;  (Issue 
and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes)  897  ;  (Printing  Dom.  Notes) 
898  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Govt.  (Gov.  Genl.  Sec.’s  Office)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt,  by  Banks  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i), 
Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  gratuity  to  (Ans.)  632  (vol.  i). 
Tissue  Paper,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (vol.ii). 
Trade  Relations  with  Foreign  Countries  (Ans.)  78 ;  with 
Mexico,  632  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of  (B.  104,  1°)  630  (i). 
Umbrella  or  parasol  ribs,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means  (Res.  for  Com.)  27 ;  (Budget  Speech) 
313;  time  for  conclusion  of  Deb. ’(remarks)  662; 
in  Com.,  771  (vol.  i)  ;  (acetic  acid)  849;  (carpet 
mats)  856;  (china  and  porcelain  ware)  847:  (cut¬ 
lery)  844 ;  (earthenware  and  stoneware)  847 ;  (gas 
coke)  783  ;  (glucose  syrup)  849  ;  (imitation  precious 
stones)  846  ;  (Manila  hats)  847  ;  (pickles  and  sauces) 
843 ;  (picture  frames)  846 ;  (prussiate  of  potash) 
846 ;  (tissue  paper)  849 ;  (woollen  fabrics)  840  ; 
(woollen  rags)  785  (vol.  ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  alteration  of  (Ans.)  148 
(vol.  i). 
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INDEX 


Trow,  Mr.  J.,  South  Perth. 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough,  N.S. 
(Ques.)  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  ( Mr .  Jamieson )  on 
Amt.  ( Mr .  Townshend)  1050  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  R.  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  982  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  omissions  (remarks)  3474  ; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.  of  Com.,  3458  (vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 918,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Duck  Lake,  Rep.  of  fight  at 
(Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Res.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Sales  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1460;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594; 
“actual  value,”  1596  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1908 ;“  in  counties,”  2056,  2073, 
2076  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2133,  (Amt.) 
2163;  “registration  of  voters,”  2240,  2280  ;  “revis¬ 
ion  of  voters’  lists,”  2343  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  3063,  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  (vol. 
iv) ;  on  pairing  with  Mr.  Williams  (explanation) 
1470  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks) 
1799  ;  M.  to  print  extra  copies,  1855  (iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pete.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  questioned 
(remarks)  2024  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 

Horses  for  Troops  in  N.W.,  purchase  of  (Ques.)  1306 
(vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44,  in  Com.,  1065;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Muloch )  to  M. 
for  3°,  1326  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2831-2833,  2834  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.  south  of  24- mile  Belt 
(Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Legislation  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Loans  to  Govt.,  Temporary  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Rv.  Co., Land  grants  to,  in 
Qom.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  {Mr.  Bowell )  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2787 ;  in  Com.,  2792,  2795,  3050  (iv). 

Members’  Indemnity,  payment  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  (Ques.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Military  organizations  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  862 
(vol.  ii). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Pauper  Turkish  Immigrants  (Ques.)  3475  (vol.  iv). 


Trow,  Mr.  J .—Continued. 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 
Postmaster  at  Maitland,  removal  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Deposits  (Ques.)  2559  (iii). 
Printing  of  Parlt.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Tenth  Rep.  of  Com., 
3394  (vol.  iv). 

Prorogation,  closing  remarks,  3474  (vol.  iv). 

Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 
Refund  to  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memorials 
respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  592  (vol.  i). 

Statutes,  Distribution  of  (Ques.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1034  (ii). 
Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  982  ;  Deptl.  Ooi- 
tingencies  (Inland  Rev.)  918,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2831-2834  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  0.  (increased  Expenditure  under  Rep.  of 
Internal  Economy  Commission)  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (Lynch’s 
Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456;  (Purcell  &  Ryan,  lor 
supplies  furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and  party)  3453  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works— Capital :  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  Harbor) 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Consolid.  Fund:  Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.W.T.) 
3420  (vol.  iv). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2750  (iv). 
Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii). 

Tapper,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Pictou. 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. , 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1643,  1832 ; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2250  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067  (vol.  ii). 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  Duties  of  (B.  41,  1°)  125  (vol.  i). 
Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  {Mr. 
Cameron ,  Huron)  on  M.  for  2°,  180 ;  (Amt.)  6  m.  h.# 
182,  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  87)  187 ;  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Criminal  Law  Amt.  (B. 

43,  1°*)  125;  2°  m.,  218  (vol.  i). 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.’s  (B. 
79,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Scott  Act,  prosecutions  under  (Ques.)  41  (vol.  i) 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  156  (vol.  i). 

Truro  Bank  incorp.  (B.  78,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Water  Lots  in  N.  S.,  applications  for  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 
Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff:  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  455-463  (vol.  i). 

Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  in  Navigable  Waters  (B.  18, 
1°)  46 ;  2°  m.,  215 ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  218  (vol.  i). 

Townsliend,  M.  C.  J.,  Cumberland. 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  (M.  to 
introd.)  349  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  88,  1°*)  362  (vol.  i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  1050  (vol.  ii). 
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Townshend,  Mr.  C.  J.— Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1249-1254;  in  Com.  (Amt.)  “woman  suffrage,” 
1388 ;  agreed  to,  1442  (vol.  ii) . 

Tyrwhitt,  Mr.  R.,  South  Simcoe. 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  (B.  69,  1°  1 )  269  (i). 

Vail,  Hon.  W.  B.,  Digby. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  (Mr.  Gostigan ) 
in  Com.,  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Ees. 
2548  (vol.  iii). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (vol.  iv). 

Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (vol.  iv). 

Beet- root  Sugar,  importation  of  (Ques.)  744  (vol  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Ees.  respecting  further  loan,  on  ML  to  cone,  in 
Ees.,  2861  (Amt.)  2861  (vol.  iv). 

— - Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 

for  Stmnt.,  100  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Antwerp  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2942-2945 ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Gostigan )  in  Com.,  2538  (iii). 

Carleton  Branch  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers’  Bep.  (M. 
for  copy)  54  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  976,  934  (ii). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Gostigan ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2476  (vol.  iii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3226-3238,  3240  (iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  917, 922  (ii) . 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Eos.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Eastern  Extension  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2964  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  negotiations  (remarks)  3074  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  protection  of,  after  July  (Ques.)  2359  (iii). 

Fishery  Bounty  distribution  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.)  219  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2930,  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1274-1277;  in  Com.,  “  farmers’  sons,”  1594;  “actual 
value,”  1606  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns”  (Amt.)  1829-1832,  1990,  1994,  1999-2002; 
“in  counties,”  2394,  2084,  2085;  “who  shall  not 
vote  ”  (Indians)  2165 ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2190, 
2249,  2278,  (Amt.)  2280,  2288,  2294,  2316  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Ques.  of  Order  (reading  extracts)  1461  (vol.  ii)  ; 
(remarks)  2146  (vol.  iii). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  Americans  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  1310  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945,  3396  (vol.  iv). 


Vail,  Hon.  W.  B  . — Continued. 

Harbors  and  Eivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922  (vol.  iv). 
Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Mr.  McLelan)  on  M. 

for  Com.  on  Ees.,  2522 ;  in  Com.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 
Health  Statistics,  cone.,  27 66  (vol.  iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition  Supplies  (Ques.)  783  (vol.  ii). 
Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 
Lansdowne,  steamer,  engine  and  boiler  (Ques.)  189  (i)» 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Servico,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950(iv)' 
Motaghan  Eiver  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884 
(M.  tor  Bet.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of 
Sup  ,  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (vol.  iv). 
Military  Properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Obstructions  in  nav.  waters,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 
Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 
Polariscopic  Test  for  Sugar  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave  as  a  sub-port,  on  M.  for  Papers,  447  (i). 
Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Depositors,  on  M.  for  Bet., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  allusions  (remarks)  3248 
(vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Eeturns,  Enquiries  for,  211,  455,  714  (vol.  i),  838  (ii). 
Eeturn  Tickets  on  Govt.  Bys.,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  707  (vol.  i). 
Sleeping  Cars.,  cone.,  3396  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  29  7 7  (vol.  iv). 

Sugars,  importation  of,  at  Halifax,  from  Jamaica  (M. 
for  Bet.)  40  (vol.  i). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3216-3218,  3222- 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Supplies  for  the  Hudson  Bay  str.  Neptune  (M.  for  copies 
of  Accts.,  &c.)  229  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,Agr.  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2786  (vol.  iv). 
Canals— Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  ;  (Wel¬ 
land)  3302,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Government  { Civil  Service  Examiners)  976,  984  ;  (Depth 
Contingencies),  914,  917,  922;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of) 
904  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233,  3236-3238,  3240  ;  (Inspec¬ 
tion  of  Staples)  3242  ;  (Post  Office)  3310;  (Public  Works) 
3308;  (Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Distribution  of  Bounty)  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2806  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2942-2945,  cone.,  2958  ;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line) 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Hospitals ,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Salaries,  &c.)  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Militia  (Ammunition)  2905  ;  (Barracks  at  London)  3412  ; 
(Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2909;  (Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2910; 
(Military  Properties,  care  of)  2916;  (Salaries,  Military  Branch 
and  District  Staff)  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945,  3396;  (Obstruc* 
tions  in  nav.  waters)  2950  (vol.  iv). 
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Vail,  Hon.  W.  B. — Continued. 

Supply — Continued . 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  ;  (vol.  ii),  2766  (vol  iv). 
Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.S.)  2917;  Harbors  and 
Rivers  (Mar.  Prove,  generally)  2922  (vol.  iv). 

Rys  — Capital :  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3415  ;  Eastern 
Extension  Ry.  (Repairs,  &c.)  3301.  I.C.R.,  cone.,  3396, 

(Sleeping  Care)  3417  ;  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New 
Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Superintendence  of  Insurance ,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Trent  Riv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3302,  3311  (vol.  iv). 
Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii),  2766  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  666-676  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (sugar) 
3216-3218,  3222-3224  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559,  2774;  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901, 
3339  (vol.  iv). 

Wheat,  flour,  cornmeal  and  corn,  Duty  collected  in 
N.S.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv). 

Valin,  Mr.  P.  V.,  Montmorency. 

Supply : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  service)  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Vanasse,  Mr.  F.,  Yamaska. 

Expenditure  for  Rys  ,  Canals,  &c.,  in  B.C.,  N.W.T.,  and 
other  Provs.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Govt,  rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers  (Ques.)  2238  (iii). 
Longueuil  and  L6vis  Ry.  Survey  (Ques.)  429  (i). 

Wallace,  Mr.  N.  C.,  West  York,  Ont. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1341;  in  Com.,  “  tenant,”  1477,  1178;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1491 ;  “  actual  value,”  1602, 1604  (ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2002,  2066,  2083  (iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  Rep.  of  speech  in  Globe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  1824  (vol.  iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Mem¬ 
orials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  578  (vol.  i). 
School  Books,  consignment  by  Nelson  &  Sons  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  796  (vol.ii). 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Watson,  Mr.  R.,  Marquette ; 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
Administration  of  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  2931  (vol.  iv). 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Incorp.  Act.  Amt.  (B.  62,  1°*) 
210  (vol.  i). 

Bonuses  granted  to  Rys.,  memorials,  &c.,  respecting 
(M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ques.)  351  (i). 
C.  P.  R ,  Completion  of  line  west  of  Winnipeg,  dates, 
&o.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  964. 


Watson,  Mr.  R .—Continued. 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2743, 
2744;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2865  (Amt.)  2867,  neg. 
(Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  to  M.  for  2°,  954  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts.  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1113-1115  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1058  (vol.  ii). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice,  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151  (i). 
Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3236  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Col.  Scott’s  Battalion  (Ques.) 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

— - — —  further  intelligence,  812  (vol.  ii). 

- organization  of  Companies  in  the  N.  W.,  816  (ii). 

- on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr.  Blake’s  Res.  (want 

of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

-  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921 ;  cocc.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 
Drill  Sheds  and  Rifle  Ranges,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  809  (vol.  ii). 
Duties,  Imposition  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1274;  in  Com.,  “woman  suffrage,”  1468;  “per¬ 
son”  (Indian)  1492,1522,1542;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“actual  value,”  1606  (vol.  ii);  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns”  (Indians)  1853,  (Amts.)  1933, 
1990,  1992,  (Indian)  2008 ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2058 ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2268,  2295  ; 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2344  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  nog.  (Y.  46,  N.  96) 
3061  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com,  on  Res.,  1307,  1315,  1316,  1319  (vol.  ii) ;  in 
Com.,  2550-2554  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921,  3420  (iv). 
Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat,  construction  of 
(Ques.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3318  (iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1085,  1093  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  M.  for  3°,  1332  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.,  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2448;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2492,  2493,  2512,  2513,  2517,  2519,  2521  (vol.  iii). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2776  ;  (remarks)  2788  ;  in  Com.,  2793- 
2795,2924-2926,3047,3049;  on  M. for  3°,  3075  (iv). 
Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii) 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2517,  2519,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2512,  2519  (vol.  iii) . 
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Watson,  Mr.  R.—  Continued. 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ques.) 
351  (vol.  i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  (Ques.)  351  (i). 
.North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  696  (vol.  i). 

N.YV.  Central  Ry.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  ( Sir  John 

A.  Macdonald I)  on  prop.  Res.,  2414;  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  2429  (vol,  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  277  1  (vol.  iv) . 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants 
to,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2492,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.  (B.  63,  1°*)  210 ;  M.  to  refer  back  Rep.  of 
Sel.  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  &c.,  713  (poI.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1035  ; 

(Dominion  Exhibition)  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Income  :  Miscellaneous  (Surveys  and  Inspections)  3313 
(vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3236  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Lands — Income  (Agencies)  3346  ;  (Land  J&oard  at 
Winnipeg)  3345  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3318  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Drill  Shed  and  Rifle  Ranges)  2915  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (Man.)  990  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works  :  Dredging,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923.  Harbors  and  Rivers 
(Man.)  2921 ;  (N.  W.  T.)  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (iv.) 
Tug-barges,  dredge  and  machinery  on  Red  River  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers’  Services  in  the  N.  W.,  recognition  of 

B.  160  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.  on  Res., 
3377 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Amt.)  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Vote  for  Relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.  W.  (Ques.)  1744 
(vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Res.  ( Mr .  Blake )  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.,  769  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (duck) 
809  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  1673  (vol  ii). 

Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W.,  St.  John  (N.B.)  City  and  County. 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Mr.  Caron) 
in  Com.,  2961  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Caron)  2929  (vol.  iv). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B,  131 
(Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.,  2824-2826  (vol.  iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  98  (vol.  i). 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Campbellton  and  Gaspe,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.  (Amt.)  2864;  neg,  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865  (iv). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  959-964;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1045  ;  in  Com., 
1046,  1050  (vol.  ii). 
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Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W. — Continued. 

Cape Tormen tine,  Ry.  connection  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

Central  Bank  of  N.  B.  (B.  40,  1°*)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Coal  entered  ex-Warehouse,  free  or  for  exportation  (M. 
for  Stmnt.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233-3235,  3240  (vol.  iv). 

Horn.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  29  (Mr.  Haggart)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1008  (vol.  ii). 

Drawback  on  Ship-building  Mtrls.  (M.  for  Ret,*)  100  (i). 

Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Fishery  Leases  and  Licenses  issued  by  Dept,  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  (M.  for  Ret,*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M,  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2938  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1 149 ;  in  Com.,  “  usu¬ 
fructuary,”  1452;  “owner,”  1472;  “tenant,”  1478; 
“person”  (Indian)  1493,  (Chinese)  1583;  “farm,” 
1592  ;  “  parish,”  1593 ;  “  farmers’  sons,”  1595 ;  “actual 
value”  (Amt.)  1596,  1600  ;  “ qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1727-1731  (vol.  ii),  (Amt.)  1805  ;  “  regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2253,  2277,  (Amts.)  2278,  2282, 
2283,  2286,  2288,  2289,  2291,  2297,  2316,  2310; 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2323,  2328,  2339,  2341, 
2343,  2349  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  3058,  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060  (vol.  iv) ; 
on  consdn.  of  B,  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1425  ;  on  taking  up  items  consecu¬ 
tively,  1471,  1472;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from 
Chair  to  House,  1512  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chair¬ 
man  (remarks)  1799  (vol.  iv). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  and  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  50,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  in  Com.  ofSup.,  3388  (iv). 

Infectious  acd  Contagious  Diseasos  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1090,  1092 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1322 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  1333  (vol  ii). 

Instructions  to  Health  Officers  in  N.B.,  and  Quarantine 
Regulations  (M.  for  Set.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  R,,  Casualties  to  Trains,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret  *)  100  (i). 

- - — -  Claims  of  Contractors  of  Sec.  16  (Ques.)  505  (i). 

- - -  Commissioners  appointed  to  settle  claims  (M. 

for  copies  of  O.C.,  &c.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

— — -  Construction  to  Indiantown  (Ques.)  744  (vol. 
i),  816  (vol  ii). 

— — —  Erection  of  Wire  Fences,  Contracts  for  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

—  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3384,  3298  (vol.  iv), 

— - -  Revenue  and  Working  Expenses  (M,  for  Stmnt.) 

101  (vol.  i). 
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Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W.  — Continued. 

I.C.E.  Boiling  Stock,  purchase  of  (M.  for  Ret.)  101  (i). 
Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 
Lighthouse  at  Quaco,  Memorials  or  Cor.  (M.  for 
copies*)  1442  (vol  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B,  58  ( Mr .  Foster )  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956 ; 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Magazine  at  St.  John,  N.B,,  disposal  of  (M.  for 
Bet.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron )  in  Com., 
3047  (vol.  iv). 

Mill  St.,  St.  John,  By.  crossing  on,  Memorials  and  Cor. 

(M.  for  copies*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  B.  132  (Mr.  McLelan ) 
in  Com.  on  Res..,  1278  (vol.  ii). 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  123  (Mr.  Chapleau )  in 
Com.,  2767  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3414  (iv). 
Partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
858  (vol.  ii). 

P.B.I.  or  N.B,  and  G.B.  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  (Ques.) 
246  (vol.  i). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2918,  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Railways  and  Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 
Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Davies )  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1016  (vol.  ii). 

Registration  of  Shipping,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Returns,  enquiries  for,  Fisheries  Cor.,  2936,  3000  (iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.  (M.  for  Ret.)  706  (vol.  i). 
St.  John  Bridge  and  By.  Extension  Co.  (Ques.)  569  (i). 
St.  John,  City  and  County,  issue  of  Writ  for  Election 
(Ques.)  3427  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3266  (vol.  iv). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr.  McLelan ) 
in  Com.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Kys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res,,  3266  ; 
in  Com.  on  B.  (vol.  iv). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (Mr. 

Caron )  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 

Supply: 

Civil  Government  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  911;  (Railways  and 
Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Public  Works)  3307  ;  (Customs)  3233- 
3235,  3240  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration ,  2833  (vol,  iv) . 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796  (vol. 
iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  con¬ 
struction)  2952 ;  (Maintenance  and  Repairs,  &c. )  2951  (vol.  iv). 


Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W. — Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Campbellton  and 
Gaspe)  2942;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2938; 
(P.E.  I.  and  G.  B.,  &c.)  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A,  B  and  C  Batteries)  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Canadian  registration  of  Shipping) 
2950  ;  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945  ;  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.) 
2950  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (P.  E.  I.)  2918  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  I.  O.  R.,3384;  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  ; 

Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3414  (iv). 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956, 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Serv.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 
Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  B.  150  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com,,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
Cor.  and  papers  (Ques.)  3249;  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3322-3330  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.) 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters,  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tapper )  on  M.  for  2°,  217  (vol.  i). 

Wells,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Fast  Bruce. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Kranz )  236  (vol.  i). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives')  2168 ;  (Amts.) 
2432-2439  (vol.  iii), 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act  Amt.  (B.  30,  1°)  101  (vol.  i). 

White,  Mr.  J.,  East  Hastings. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  361  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  956,  958 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee )  1049  (vol.  ii). 
C.  P.  R.,  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 
Debates ,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of 
Com.,  3359  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tassi )  3369 ;  Fourth  Rep., 
3458  ;  remuneration  of  amanuensis  (remarks)  3474 
(vol.  iv). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  308  (i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.,  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1492  ;  “  qualifications,  &c.”  “  man¬ 
hood  suffrage”  and  (Indians)  1983,  2008;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  counties,”  2067  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2088,  2092,  (Indians)  2155-2157  (vol.  iii)  ;  (explana¬ 
tions)  1494,  1527 ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1497 ; 
(remarks)  1652,  1701  (ii),  2151, 2214, 2203, 2206  (iii) 
— — — —  Scarcity  of  copies  (remarks)  1131  (vol.  ii); 

- - Pets,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 

2027  (vol.  iii). 
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White,  Mr.  3 .—Continued. 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol.  i) . 
Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (vol.  iv) . 
Insolvent  Debtors,  distribution  of  Assets  provision  B.  4, 
on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders,  1281  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2511  (vol.  iii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock )  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv), 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155,  on  M.  for  Com,  on  Bes- 
(personal  explanation)  2786  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  625  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (iv). 
Superintendent  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Bes. 

(Mr.  Chapleau )  273  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  0.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451. 

Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2806  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund  (Telegraphs)  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Rys. — Capital :  Oarleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3417  (iv). 
Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

White,  Mr.  P.,  North  Renfrew. 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 

Costigan )  on  M.  for  2°  and  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1996  (vol.  iii). 

G.  T.  B.  Mail  Trains,  Brockvillo  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

Guerin,  Lister,  Bep.  of  Survey  of  Improvements  on 
Ottawa  Biver  (Ques.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1084;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Suther 
land,  Oxford )  to  M.  for  3°,  1322  (vol.  ii). 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Bapids  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  (Ques.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  prop.  Bes.,  1211  (reply)  1225 
(vol.  ii) . 

Ottawa  Biver  Survey  and  Exploration  (Ques.)  131  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  (B.  25,  1°*)  67 ;  2°  m.,  266 ; 

(reply)  268 ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (vol.  i). 
Printing  done  outside  of  Contract  (M.  for  Bet.)  860  (ii). 
Eefund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  581 ;  (explanations) 
588,  591,  593  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Bys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Bes.,  3471  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456  (vol.  iv). 


White,  Mr.  T.,  Cardwell. 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Fund  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal 
(B.  48,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

C.P.B.,  Besolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com,, 
2726-2729  (vol.  iv). 

- - —  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr, 

McLelan)  to  M.  for  Stmnt.,  108  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  voting  on  the,  on  M,  for  Stmnt., 
121  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
M.  for  2°,  950  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951,  953 ;  in  Com.} 
958,  963, 1056  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1059  ;  neg.  (y! 
39,  N.  78)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2650,  2663 
(vol.iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2539  (iii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com  ,  2432,  2438  (vol.  iii);  on  Amt.  (Mr, 
Ives)  2769  (vol.  iv). 

Davis  Divorce  (B.  84,  1°  on  a  div.)  426 ;  M.  to  appoint 
day  for  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  426 ;  2°  on  a  div., 
567  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  Official  Bop.  of,  First  Bep.  (presented)  32 ; 
(remarks)  33 ;  (M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Bep.)  40 ;  on 
Delay  in  distributing  Daily  Issue  (remarks)  595  ;  on 
delay  in  distributing  French  Translation  (remarks) 
746  (vol.  i)  ;  Ms.  to  cone,  in  Third  Bep.  2168  (vol.  iii), 
3359 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tassi)  3367 ;  on  omissions,  3249, 
3474 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Fourth  Bep.,  3458  ;  on  cone., 
3372;  (vol.iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Indemnity  to  Members  in 
the  Field  (prop.  M.)  812  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Ins.  Association  (B.  55,  1°*) 
170  (vol.  i). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  310  (i). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada  (B.  60)  in 
Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  proposed  Bes. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  380  (vol.  i). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  M,  for'rsmng.adjd.deb.  for  2°,  946  (ii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  TJ.S,  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  223  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1192-1197  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (manhood  suff¬ 
rage)  1945,  1996,  (remarks)  2015,  (Indian)  2019; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2245,  2283,  (remarks)  2261 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1498, 1529  ;  on  Ques. 
of  Order,  1620  (vol.  ii),  1921  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman, 
1798  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Somer * 
ville,  Brant)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3039-3041  (iv). 

Inland  Bev.  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W.  B,  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Bes.,  2452  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2783  (vol.  iv). 
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White,  Mr.  T Continued. 

Man.  South-Western  Col.  Ey.  Co.,  Land  Grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Kes.,  2511  (vol.  iii). 

Pension  Fund  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal  (B.  49, 
1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  Second  Rep.  (M.  to  cone,  in)  149  (vol. 
i) ;  Seventh  Rep.,  1822  (vol,  iii)  ;  9th  Rep.,  3293 ; 
Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2802, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  513  (vol.  i). 
Returns,  preparation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3388  (vol.  iv). 
Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2320  (vol.  iii). 
Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2896  (iv). 
Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3223  (vol  iv). 
Supply : 

Immigration ,  2814  (vol.  iv). 

legislation:  H.  of  0.  (Committees,  extra  Sessional  Clerks, 
&c.)  2896.  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2802,  2805  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Rets.,  preparation  of)  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  394-412;  in  Com.,  174  (vol.  i) ; 
(sugar)  3223  (vol.  iv) . 

Wigle,  Mr.  L.,  South  Essex. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com,  rise,  1501  (vol.  ii). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  (M.  for  Ret.)  120  (i). 
Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  795  (ii). 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  T.  EL,  East  Durham . 

Calgary,  Edmonton  and  Athabasca  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  73,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  23, 1°*)  67 
(vol.  i). 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.  H.,  East  Elgin. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2474  (vol.  iii). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 
Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  905  (vol.  ii). 
Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res,, 
2548  (vol.  iii). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of  (M.  for 
copies)  356  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt,  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  957,  1058  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2656  (iv). 
Commercial  Agencies,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1417  ;  “  occupant,”  1484 ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1515,  1536  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1723-1727  (vol.  ii)  1901 ;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1960,  1986,  1989 ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2060,  2068,  2073,  2077  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2120-2122  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2205- 
2207,  2265,  2287  ;  “  appeal,”  2362,  2367  (vol,  iii). 


Wilson,  Mr.  J.  H .—Continued. 

Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Hughes,  D„  J.,  Charges  against  (Ques.)  77 ;  (M.  for 
copies  of  Papers  and  Cor.)  98  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B„ 
44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1065,  1091  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford )  to  M.  for  3°,  1322  (vol.  ii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027-1030  (vol.  ii). 
O’Malley,  Lieut  Col.,  Charges  against  and  suspension 
(M.  for  copy)  101  (vol.  i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwoll  Harbors  of  Refuge  (M.  for 
Ret.)  62  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol,  ii). 
Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings,  amount  expended  on 
(M.  for  Ret.)  79  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766 
(vol.  iv);  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1027-1030  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Income:  Rideau  Canal  (water  supply)  3313  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Government  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  905;  (Public  Works, 
Dept,  of)  911  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Food)  3242 ;  (Post 
Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2833,  2842  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245 ;  (Dep.  Speaker’s 
Salary)  3351  (vol  iv). 

Penitentiaries  (Man.,  payment  to  Dr.  Sutherland)  3350  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works  :  Consolidated  Fund :  (Ont.)  3385  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonusus  to  Ont.  municipalities, 
Memorials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  589,  618  (i). 
Sutherland,  Dr.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (iv). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Brockville. 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson ,  Hamilton )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Halt)  151  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  ia  Third  Rep.  of 
Com.  (Amt.)  3361  ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.82)  3369  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B,  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1600  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2203  ; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2317  (vol.  iii). 

Islands  in  River  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &c.  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  (Ques.)  112  (i). 
Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Yalley,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  205  (i). 
Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Til¬ 
ley)  for  Com.,  656-661  (vol.  i). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Westmoreland. 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co’s,  incorp.  B„,  on  M.  to 
introd.,  349  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tass£)  on  M.to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3365  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1731  (vol.  i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  58, 1°)  170  (vol.  i). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 
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Wood,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langeoin ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2982  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3269-3271  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration,  2845  (vol.  iv). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.L,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
63  (vol.  i). 

Woodworth,  Mr.  D.  B.,  King's,  N.S. 

C.P.E.,  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau )  in  Com., 
1126  (vol.  ii). 

Debates ,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Half-breed  grievances  (re¬ 
marks)  2045  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Ees*  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Transport  of  Troops  (remarks)  887  (vol.  ii). 

. —  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 
teers,  3467  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1228-1234;  in  Com.,  “  person”  (Chinese)  1584  ;  on  M. 
that  Com.,  ribe,  1422  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1467;  read¬ 
ing  extracts,  1464;  unparliamentary  language,  1540; 
(explanation)  1561  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2023  (iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  854  (ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2848  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langeoin)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  2°,  2892  (iv). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  182;  in  Com.,  501  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2787  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  Hew  Glasgow  Ey.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3414  (iv). 

Eeciprocity  with  the  U.  S,,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies)  in  Amt. 
to  Com,  of  Sup.,  1010  (vol.  ii). 


Woodworth,  Mr.  D.  B.— Continued. 

Sale  of  Ey.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  121, 1°*)  927  (vol.  ii). 
Supply  : 

Immigration ,  2848  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  O.  (Publishing  Debates )  2765  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii). 

Railways— Capital :  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow) 
3414  (vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  555-561  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (glucose 
syrup)  854  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt,  B.  118(ilfr. 

Costigan)  on  prop.  Ees.,  835  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tupper )  on  M.  for  2°,  217  (vol.  i). 

Wright,  Mr.  A.,  Ottawa  County. 

C.  P.  E.  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3026-3031  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M. 

to  cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3370  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 

Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3466  (vol.  iv)* 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1143  (vol.  ii). 

Yeo,  Mr.  J.,  Prince,  P.E.I. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ey.,  payment  to  Contractors  for 
construction  (Ques.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside,  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1647  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Eev.  Collector  at  Summerside  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Eeciprocity  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (vol.  ii). 
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A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  Officers  and  Men,  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex )  313  (i). 
Abolition  of  Duty  on  Grain.  See  “  Customs.” 
Accidents.  ^“Casualties.” 

Accommodation  for  Members:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  49  (i). 

Active  Militia,  number,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mulock ) 
533  (i). 

Acts,  Continued.  See  “  Expiring  Laws.” 

Address,  Ans.  to  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  113  (i). 
Administration  of  Justice  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (ii), 
3448  (iv). 

Administration  of  Justice,  &c.,  in  the  N.  W.  T. 

B.  No,  141  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  2345 ;  Res. 
prop.,  2531  (iii) ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2926;  2°  of  B,2934; 
M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67) 
2957  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2961  ;  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mills)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968 ;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  3000 ;  deb.  adjd.,  3002 ;  Order  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.,  3427 ;  Amt.  neg.  (Y,  35,  N.  89)  3433  (iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  B.  No.  1  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  1  pro  forma  (i). 
ADJOURNMENTS  : 

Annunciation  Day  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  7 14  (i). 

Ascension  Day  :  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  1822  (iii). 

Ash  Wednesday  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  125  (i). 

Corpus  Christi  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2301  (iii). 

Dominion  Day  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2773  (iv). 

Easter  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  713  (i);  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  888  (ii). 
Queen’s  Birthday  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald I)  2030  (iii). 

St.  Georoe’s  Day  ;  M.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  1305  (ii). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day  :  M.  (Mr.  Curran)  693  (i). 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  :  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  2889  (iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  No.  143 

(Mr.  Costigan).  1°*,  2356  ;  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2467- 
2541 ;  Res.  (remuneration  of  Analysts)  prop.,  2497  ; 
in  Com.,  2541,  2542  (iii),  2751  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60)  2751  ;  3° 
of  B.,  2751  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.:  M.  for  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
45  (i). 

Advances  to  C.P.R.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  1305  (ii). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  No.  7  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley).  1°,  32 ;  2°,  102  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1064 
(ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Advertising  and  Printing,  Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033  (iv). 
Agreement  by  C.P.R.  Co.  to  terms  of  Res.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake )  1915  (iii). 


Agricultural  Ins.  Co.  of  Can.,  incomplete  Ret.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Blondeau)  1386  (ii). 

Agricultural,  &c.,  Statistics,  compilation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1036  (ii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  No.  122  (Mr.  Ferguson, 
Welland ).  Res.  prop.,  936 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  939  ;  M. 
to  transfer  to  Govt,  Orders,  1320  (ii)  ;  2°,  2476  ;  in 
Com.,  2478  ;  3°*,  2497  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  68.) 
Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture,  and  Mineral  Lands  and 
Town  Sites  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
Agriculture,  Bureau  of,  Establishment  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Gigault)  76  (i). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904,  921  (ii). 

Agriculturists.  See  “  Banking.” 

Aid  to  Rys.  See  “  Land  Grants  ”  and  “  Subsidies.” 

Air  Brakes,  I.C.R. :  in  C->m.  of  Sup.,  3199  (iv). 

Alaska  and  B.  0.  Boundary  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &o. 
(Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Albany,  Duke  of,  Thanks  of  Queen  for  Condolence  ; 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  32  (i). 

Alberta  and  Athabaska  By.  Co.’s  Incorp.  B,  No. 
73  (Mr.  Williams).  1°*,  313  ;  2°*  405  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
791  ;  3°*,  816  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  88.) 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  B.  No.  15  (Mr.  Me- 

Dougald).  1°*,  46;  2°*,  113;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  616 
(i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Algoma,  Customs  Collections.  See  “  Customs.” 

Allan  Line,  Payments  to,  for  assisted  passages :  Ques. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  567  (i) ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  Claim  of  Govt,  re  Newfield  and 
Moravian:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  148,  312  (i). 

Allison,  Mr.  D.  W. :  Election  declared  null  and  void  on 
Judges’  Rop.  ou  Controverted  Election,  1  (i). 
Allowances  to  Canadian  Manufacturers  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

American  Engineers’  Visit  to  N.S. :  in  Com.  of  Siip.j 
3457  (iv). 

American  Gold,  Substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  :  Qite8. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  505  (i). 

Amounts  Collected  in  Western  Ontario.  See  “  Domin= 
ion  Lands.” 

Amounts  due  Contractors  on  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Charlton)  533  (i). 

Andr£,  Father,  Letter  from,  in  Jan.,  1883 :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Animal  Charcoal,  Importations  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 

Stairs )  533  (i)4 
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Animals,  Cruelty  to,  Prevention  B.  No.  47  (Mr. 

Charlton)  1°*,  147  (i). 

Animals,  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases 
aifecting,  B.  No.  44  (Mr.  Pope).  1°,  125  (i)  ;  2°, 
892;  in  Com.,  1064-1094;  3°  m.,  1321;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland ,  Oxford)  to  recom.,  1321 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  131, 
N.  16)  1324;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom.,  1324;  neg. 
(Y.  54,  N.  90)  1327 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Catudal)  to  recom., 
1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to 
recom.,  1328 ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  94)  1332 ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  x’ecom.,  1332 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Scriver)  to  recom.,  neg.  on  a  div.,  1334; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom.,  neg  (Y.  50,  N.  81)  1334; 
3°,  1335  (ii);  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  2397  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  70.) 

Annual  Register.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of 
Bank  of  Montreal  B.  No,  48  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*  693  (i). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Annunciation  Day,  Adjmt.  for  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  714  (i). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition:  cone.,  2766  (iv). 
Antwerp  International  Exhibition  :  M.  for  copy  of  Cor. 

between  Govt,  and  High  Com.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 
Appraiser  at  Summerside,  P.E.I. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
Arbitrators.  See  “  Official.” 

Archives,  care  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023,  1025  (ii). 
Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  888  ;  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1444  (ii). 
Armour,  Mr.  Justice  :  Rep.  on  Lennox  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tion,  1  (i). 

Arms,  Description  of  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Gault)  814  (ii). 
Artillery  Association,  Dom.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  2913  (iv). 
Asbestos  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Ascension  Day,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  Hector  Lanqeoin) 
1822  (iii). 

Ascetic  Acid:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  849  (ii). 

Ash  Wednesday,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
125  (i). 

Assets,  Distribution  of  Insolvent  Debtors,  See  B.  4. 
Assignees.  See  “  Official  Assignees.” 

Assisted  Passages  :  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

Assistance  to  Settlers,  &c.,  through  Rebellion  :  See 
“Disturbance  in  the  N.W.” 

Assistant  Postmaster  of  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393 ; 
cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Assistant  Reg.  Gen,,  Montreal,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895, 
896  (ii), 

ASSOCIATIONS,  &c. : 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of  Bank  of  Montreal.  See 
B.  48. 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association.  See  B.  81. 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  76. 
CONGREGATIONAL  MISSIONARY  SOCIETY.  See  B.  54. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society.  See  B.  114. 

Lutheran  Church  of  Canada.  See  B.  60. 

Pension  Fund  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal.  See  B.  49. 


“  A  Trip  to  Dom.  of  Can.,”  Pamphlet  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Auditor  Genl.  and  Dept,  of  Marine,  Rental  of  Rivers  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Auditor  and  Rec.  Genl.  of  St.  John  and  Winnipeg  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.  895  (ii). 

Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  ; 
M.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  ref.  to  Public  Accounts 
Com.,  76  (i). 

Australian  and  Tasmanian  Colonies,  Trade  with  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36  (i). 

Automatic  Buoy,  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake) 
694  (i). 

Axle  Grease  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 

Bain,  Mr.  J.  W. :  Election  declared  null  and  void  on  Judge’s 
Rep.  on  Controverted  Election,  1 ;  re-elected  113  (i). 
Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  Rets,  of  amounts  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  37  ;  (Ques.)  113  (i). 

Banking  and  Loan  Facilities  to  Agriculturists 
B.  No.  36  (Mr.  Orton).  Res.  prop.,  115 ;  in  Com. 
and  1°*  of  B,,  120  (i). 

Bank  of  British  Columbia  B.  No.  105  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  1°,  631 ;  2°,  894  (ii) ;  iu  Qom.  and  3°*, 
2396  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  83.) 

Bank  of  Montreal  Annuity  and  Guarantee 
Funds  Society  B.  No.  48  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell). 
1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49) 

Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bank  of  Montreal  Pension  Fund  Incorp.  B.  No. 

49  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  112  (i). 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  62  (Mr. 

Watson).  1°*,  210 ;  2°*,  281  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°* 
1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
for  Sp.  Com.  47 ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  101 ;  ref.  to 
Com.,  102  ;  M.  to  ref.  Petitions  to  Com.,  125  (i). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex)  303  (i). 

BANKS  AND  BANKING  : 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank.  See  B.  15. 

Bank  of  Winnipeg.  See  B.  62. 

Bank  of  British  Columbia.  See  B.  105. 

Banking  and  Loan  Facilities  to  Agriculturists.  See  B  36. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes.  See  Bs.  16,  46  and  100. 
Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
37;  Ques.  113,  743  (i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  112  (i). 
Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick.  See  B.  40. 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor.  See  B.  117. 

Deposits,  Govt.,  in  Banks  :  M.  tor  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
29  (i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Advances  to  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  censuring  Govt.,  295  (i). 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada.  See  B.  10. 

Govt.  Notes  in  Circulation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 
Insolvent  Banks.  See  Bs.  66  and  127. 
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BANKS  AND  BAN K [NG — Continued. 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gasgrain)  51; 

prop.  Res.,  81  (i). 

La  Banque  do  Peupde.  See  B.  53. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Depositors  i  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fairbank) 
819  (ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  2359, 
2465,  2559  (iii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs) 
148  (i)  ;  in  Oom.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Cameron ,  Middlesex)  51  (i). 
Savings  Banks  (P.  0.  or  otherwise)  Depositors  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  633  (i). 

Truro  Bank.  See  B.  78. 

Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 
Barrack  Huts,  B.C, :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barrels  containing  Petroleum  or  its  Products  :  in  Com- 
on  Ways  and  Means,  843  (ii). 

Batoohe,  Battle  op  :  Despatch  respecting  first  Engage¬ 
ment,  1380 ;  telegram  from  Gen.  Middleton  giving 
details  of  second  fight,  1822 ;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii). 
Batoche,  Capture  op  :  Rumored  indignities  committed  by 
Volunteers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  2999,  3425  (iv). 
Batteries,  A,  B  and  C.  See  “Militia.” 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  extension  op  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mclsaac )  77  (i). 

Beauce  :  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  Warrant  issued  and 
Ret.  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Beaver  Line  op  Steamers  and  I.O.R.,  Freight  Rate  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importation  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  744  (i). 
Bell  and  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Belleville  and  North  Hastings  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3158  ;  in  Com., 3473  (iv), 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2357  (iii). 

Bergin,  Surgeon-General,  Services  op:  Qies.  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  1914  (iii). 

Big  Bear.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.” 

Bill  (No.  1)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Oaths  of 
Office. —  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  ) 

1°*,  1  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  2)  To  regulato  the  Employment  of  children  and 
young  persons  and  women  in  the  Workshops,  Mills  and  ! 
Factories  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 
I0*,  29  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd  ,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  3)  To  limit  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court. — (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny.) 

1°,  28;  Order  for  2°  read.,  102;  2°  m.,  151;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Ouimet)  165;  neg.,  167  ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169 
(vol.  i) . 

Bill  (No.  4)  To  provide  for  the  distribution  of  Assets  of 
Insolvent  Debtors. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°,  29;  2°*,  619  (vol.  i) ;  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders, 
1280;  agreed  to,  1281  (vol.  ii) ;  Order  dschgd.  and 
B.  wthdn.,  3375  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  5)  Respecting  the  liability  of  Carriers  by 
Land. — (Mr.  Coughlin.) 

I0*,  29;  2°  m.,  102  (vol.  i). 
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Bill  (No.  6)  To  further  amend  the  Law  of  Evidence  in 
Criminal  Cases.-— (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

I0*,  29;  2°  m„  176 ;  consdn.  resmd.,  180;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  182;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  87)  187;  2° 
and  ref.  to  Sol.  Com.,  187  ;  in  Com.,  496  ;  Amt  (Mr. 
Amyot)  to  recom.  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  76)  504;  3°*,  616 
(vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  7)  To  amend  the  Act  37  Victoria,  Chapter  17, 
intituled  :  “  An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a  cer* 
tain  sum  of  monoy  to  the  Province  of  British  Columbia 
for  the  construction  of  a  Graving  Dock  at  Esquimalt, 
and  for  other  purposes.”-— (Sir  Leonard  Tilley,) 

1°,  32  ;  2°,  102  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1064  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Bill  (No.  8)  Respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Railway  Bridge 
and  Tunnel  Company.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*  40 ;  2°*,  57 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  245  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  25.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  Respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  Com* 
pany  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Railway  Company.—* 
(Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.,  245;  3°*,  281  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Bill  (No.  10)  To  reduce  the  Capital  Stock  of  the  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1®*,  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com,  and  3°*,  428  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Bill  (No.  11)  To  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Maritimo 
Court  of  Ontario. — (Mr.  Allen.) 

1°*,  40 ;  2°  m,,  127 ;  2°*,  131  ;  Order  for  Com.  read,  215 ; 
in  Com  ;  496  ;  3°*,  616  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  12)  For  constituting  a  Court  of  Railway  Com¬ 
missioners  for  Canada,  and  to  amend  the  Consolidated 
Railway  Act,  1879.— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  40  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  13)  Respecting  Carriers  by  Land.— (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy.) 

1°*,  40;  2°  m.,  254-282;  Amt.  (Mr.  Curran)  6  m.  b., 
285 ;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  and  2°*,  289  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  14)  To  consolidate  and  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Election  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons.— * 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°,  41  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  15)  To  continue  an  Act  respecting  the  Albion 
Mines  Savings  Bank.— (Mr.  McDougald.) 

1®*,  46  ;  2°*,  113  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  616  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  To  amond  the  Law  relating  to  Bills  of  Ex¬ 
change  and  Promissory  Notes. — (Mr.  Smyth.) 

1°*,  46  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  17)  Respecting  International  Ferries. — (Mr.  Pat¬ 
terson,  Essex.) 

1°*,  46;  2°  m.,  254;  2°*,  256  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  18)  Respecting  Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  con¬ 
structed  in  navigable  wators.— (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°,  46;  2°  m.,  215;  2°*  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  218 
(vol  i). 
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Bill  (No.  19)  To  provide  for  the  better  observance  of  the 
Lord’s  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday,  by  prohibiting 
Sunday  Excursions  of  certain  kinds. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

1°*,  46  ;  2?  m.,  256  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  20)  To  modify  the  application  of  “  The  Consoli¬ 
dated  Insurance  Act,  1877.” — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

1°,  46;  2°,  126  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.,  2430;  Order  for  3°, 
2532 ;  deb.  adjd.,  2533  (vol.  iii)  ;  ref.  back  to  Com., 
2768  ;  3°,  2770  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  49.) 

Bill  (No.  21)  To  provide  for  the  taking  of  a  Census  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories  and 
the  District  of  Keewatin. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

1°  of  B,  and  Res.  prop.,  46;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74 ;  in 
Com,,  75;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  125  ;  Res. 
agreed  to  and  2°  of  B.,  126;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdn.  m. 
and  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  recom.,  212  ; 
n eg.  on  a  div.,  212 ;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to 
recom.,  213;  neg.  (Y.  62  N.  120)  215;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  to  recom.,  215  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  215;  3°*,  215 
(vol.  i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Bill  (No.  22)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law,  to  declare  it  a 
misdemeanor  to  leave  unguarded  and  exposed  holes  cut 
in  the  Ice  on  any  navigable  or  frequented  waters. —  (Mr, 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

1°*,  57  ;  2°,  131 ;  in  Com.,  150  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  ref.  to 
Sel.  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  23)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Williams.) 

1°*,  67  ;  2°*,  113  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  16.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  To  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex  and 
Detroit  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Patterson ,  Essex.) 

I0*,  67 ;  2°*,  113;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 

Yic.,  c.  21.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  Further  to  amend  “The  Patent  Act  of  1872.” 
— (Mr.  White,  Renfrew.) 

1?,  67 ;  2°  m.,  266 ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No,  26)  To  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy 
Speaker. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop ,  67;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  refer  to  Sel.  Com., 
70;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  121)  72  ;  1°*  of  B.,  74;  2°*  and 
in  Com.,  175  ;  M.  for  3°  agreed  to  on  a  div.  and  3°*, 
212  (vol.  i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  1.) 

Bill  (No.  27)  To  provide  for  the  punishment  of  Seduction, 
and  like  offences. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

1°*,  76;  2°,  619  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  28)  To  incorporate  the  Dominion  Drainage  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Haggart.) 

1°*,  88;  2°*,  113  (vol.  i) ;  M.  for  Com.,  1007  ;  deb. 
adjd.,  1008;  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii) ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3053  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  95.) 

Bill  (No.  29)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  Patents  of 
Inventions.— (Mr.  Smyth.) 

1°*,  88  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  30)  To  amend  and  consolidate  “  The  Consolidated 
Railway  Act,  1879,”  and  the  Acts  amending  it.— (Mr. 
Wells.) 

18,  101  (vol.  i). 


Bill  (No.  31)  To  amend  and  consolidate  the  Canada  Civil 
Service  Acts  of  1882,  1883  and  1884.— (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  101;  Res.  prop.,  210;  Res.  (letter  carriers)  in  Com., 
270 ;  Res.  (C.  S.  Examiners,  &c.)  in  Com.,  273,  281 
(vol  i)  ;  cone,  m.,  889  ;  cone,  in,  892  ;  2°  of  B.  m., 
1095;  2°  and  in  Com.,  1097-1130,  1281;  3U  m., 
1282;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  neg.  (Y. 
67,  N.  112)  1286;  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1291 ; 
neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to 
rocom.,  1294;  nog.  (Y.  53,  N.  104)  1296  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Davies)  to  recom.,  1297  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Lister)  to  recom.,  neg.  on  same  div., 
1303;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom.,  1303;  nog.  on 
same  div.,  1304;  3°  on  a  div.,  1304  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Senate  Amts.,  1823,  2396  (vol.  iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c,  46.) 

Bill  (No.  32)  Respecting  Insolvency.— (Mr.  Billy.) 

1°,  101  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  33)  For  the  equitable  distribution  of  Insolvents’ 
Estates. — (Mr.  Beaty.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  34)  For  the  discharge  of  past  Insolvents. — (Mr. 
Beaty.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  35)  Further  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway 
Act,  l879.--(Mr.  Bergeron.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  36)  To  provide  Banking  and  Loan  facilities  to 
those  engaged  in  Agricultural  pursuits. — (Mr.  Orton.) 

Res.  prop.,  115  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B  ,  120  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  37)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  672  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Bill  (No.  38)  To  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  The  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junction  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland.) 

tQ*,  125;  2°*,  179;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic  ,  c.  18.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  To  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Diocese  of 
Qu’Appelle,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  there¬ 
with.— (Mr.  Mulock.) 

I0*,  125  ;  2°*,  180 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  Further  relating  to  The  Central  Bank  of  New 
Brunswick. — (Mr.  Temple.) 

I0*,  125;  2°*,  180  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*.  939  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Bill  (No.  41)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  duties  of  Jus¬ 
tices  of  the  Peace  in  relation  to  Summary  Convictions. — 
(Mr.  Tupper). 

1°,  125;  2°,  892  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  42)  To  amend  150' Act  respecting  Offences  against 
the  person.— (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°  m.,  218  deb.  adjd.,  219  (vol.  i). 
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Bill  (No.  43)  To  authorize  the  Royal  Canadian  Insurance 
Company  to  reduce  its  Capital  Stock,  and  for  other 
purposes. — (Mr.  Curran .) 

1°*  125  ;  2°*,  188  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  791  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Bill  (No.  44)  Respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases 
affecting  Animals. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

1°,  125  (vol.  i);  2°,  892;  in  Com.,  1064-1094;  3°  m., 
132 1 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford )  to  recorn.,  1321 ; 
agreed  to  (Y.  131,  N.  16)  1324;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock ) 
to  recom.,  1324;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  90)  1327 ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Catudal)  to  recom.,  1327 ;  neg.  (S.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey )  to  recom,,  1328  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  94) 
1332;  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  recom.,  1332;  neg. 
(Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Scriver)  to  recom., 
neg.  on  a  div.,  1334;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies )  to  recom., 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334;  3°,  1335  (vol.  ii)  ;  Sen. 
Amts  cone,  in,  2397  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,c.  70.) 
Bill  (No.  45)  Respecting  the  representation  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  in  the  House  of  Commons.— (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron . ) 

1°*,  147;  2°  m.,  362,  490;  deb.  adjd.,  495  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  46)  Further  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bills  of 
Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes. — (Mr.  Gigault.) 

1°,  147  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  47)  For  the  more  effectual  prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals. — (Mr.  Charlton.)  jj 

1°*,  147  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  48)  Respecting  the  Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds 
Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 
Is*,  170  ;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  To  incorporate  the  Pension  Fund  of  the  Bank 
of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bill  (No.  50)  To  incorporate  the  Fredericton  and  St.  Mary's 
Railway  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Temple  ) 

1°*,  170 ;  2°*,  289  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  873  ;  Sen- 
Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (vol.  ii).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  26.) 
Bill  (No.  51)  For  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Coal  Company  (Limited). — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  29.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  Respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Dawson.) 

1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  Respecting  La  Banque  du  Peuple.— (Mr. 
Girouard.) 

1°*,  170 ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  8.) 

Bill  (No.  54)  To  confirm  the  Union  of  the  Canada  Congre¬ 
gational  Missionary  Society,  and  the  Congregational 
Union  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick.— (Mr. 
Abbott.) 

1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  259  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (voL  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  34.) 


Bill  (No.  55)  To  authorize  the  Dominion  Grange  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Association  to  insure  against  fire  the 
property  of  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry  wheresoever 
situate  in  Canada.— (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  246  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1210  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  93.) 

Bill  (No.  56)  Respecting  Disorderly  Houses. — (Mr.  Ouimet.) 

1°,  170  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  57)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada. — ■ 
(Mr.  Ouimet.) 

1°,  170  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  58)  To  amend  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1883. 
—(Mr.  Foster.) 

1°,  170;  2°  m.,  620;  deb.  adjd.,  622  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  59)  To  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Waterloo  and 
Lake  Erie  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  281 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  20.) 

Bill  (No.  60)  To  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Church  of  Canada.—(Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°*,  180;  2°*,  246;  in  Com.,  693;  3°*,  791  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic,,  c.  32.) 

Bill  (No.  61)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Richelieu  Navigation  Company,  and  the  Richelieu  and 
Ontario  Navigation  Company.— (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  188;  2°*,  246  (vol.  i) ;  Notice  of  an  Amt.,  1210;  in 
Com.,  1347  ;  3°,  1352  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  91.) 

Bill  (No.  62)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of 
Winnipeg.— (Mr.  Watson.) 

1°*,  210;  2°*,  281  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  3®*,  1007  (voh 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  To  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and 
Lake  of  the  Woods  Railway  and  Navigation  Company, 
—(Mr.  Watson.) 

1°*,  210;  2°*,  289  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  64)  Further  to  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1872. — - 
(Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  234  ;  2°  m.,  622 ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  629  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  65)  To  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
1878.”— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  66)  Further  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  Insol¬ 
vent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies,  Loan  Companies, 
Building  Societies  and  Trading  Corporations.  — (Mr. 
Edgar.) 

1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  67)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria.) 

1°,  246  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  68)  To  limit  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  as  respects  matters  of  a  purely  local 
nature^in  the  Province  of  Quebec.— (Mr,  Landry,  Mont - 
magny.) 

1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  69)  Respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario  Ship 
Canal  Company. — (Mr.  Tyrwhitt.) 

1°*,  269 ;  2°*,  428  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  ;  Sen. 
Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  27.) 
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Bill  (No.  70)  To  make  further  provision  respecting  the 
traffic  in  Intoxicating  Liquors.— (Mr.  Small.) 

1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  71)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law. — (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Hastings.) 

1®,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  72)  Respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany.— -(Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  213;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  To  incorporate  the  Alberta  and  Athabasca 
Railway  Company. —  (Mr.  Williams.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2®*,  405  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  791 ;  3°*,  816  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  88.) 

Bill  (No.  74)  Respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Royal.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2e*  405,  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  86.) 

Bill  (No.  75)  To  incorporate  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Employes  Relief  Association.— (Mr.  Gault.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2°*,  490  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  23.) 

Bill  (No.  76)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  London 
Life  Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex.) 

1°*,313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  1723  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  94.) 

Bill  (No.  77)  To  incorporate  the  Hamilton,  Guelph  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Rilvert.) 

1°*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3?*,  1007  (vol.  j 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  22.) 

Bill  (No.  78)  To  incorporate  the  Truro  Bank. — (Mr. 
Tupper.) 

1°*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  79)  To  incorporate  the  Rush  Lake  and  Saskatche¬ 
wan  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2°*,  490  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  90.) 

Bill  (No.  80)  To  incorporate  the  Fort  Macleod  Ranch 
Telegraph  Company. — (Mr.  Ives.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  428  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1723  (ii) ; 
Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  2357  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  92.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  Respecting  the  Canada  Co-operative  Supply 
Association  (Limited). — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2®*,  428  ;  in  Com .  and  3®*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  31.) 

Bill  (No.  82)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. —  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°  m.,  428 ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  428 
(vol.  i) . 

Bill  (No.  83)  To  incorporate  the  Kootenay  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  British  Columbia. — (Mr.  Small.)  e 

1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  545  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  84)  For  the  relief  of  Amanda  Esther  Davis.— (C) 
from  the  Senate.— (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  226  ;  M.  to  fix  day  for  2Q  agreed  to  (Y.  86, 
N.  61)  226;  2°  on  a  div.,  567  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693. 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  37.) 


Bill  (No.  85)  Respecting  Factories.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i) ;  2°  m.,  873;  deb.  adjd.,  886;  M.  to 
resume  adjd.  dob.,  940 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to 
substitute  B.  (No.  94)  Canada  Temperance  Act,  940; 
Amt.  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  86)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Sale  of 
Railway  Passenger  Tickets. — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  362  (vol.  i). 

BrLL  (No.  87)  To  amend  the  Act  40  Victoria,  Chapter  36, 
intituled :  “  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  employment, 
without  the  walls  of  Common  Gaols,  of  Prisoners 
sentenced  to  imprisonment  therein.” — (Mr.  Sutherland , 
Oxford.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1658  (vol.  ii), 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  81.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Townshend.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  89)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Patent  Act  of 
1872.”— (Mr.  Hay.) 
lc*  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No,  90)  To  amend  “  The  Fisheries  Act.” — (Mr. 
Mulock.) 

1°,  426  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  91)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. —  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 
1°*,  428;  2°,  567  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  89.) 

Bill  (No.  92)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Jamieson.) 

1°,  418;  Ques.  and  M.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713  (vol.  i)  ;  2° 
m.,  949 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951 ;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109) 
954;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in  Com., 
954 ;  3°  m.,  1045 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  to  recom., 
1045  ;  in  Com.,  1046  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to  recom., 
1047 ;  in  Com.,  1047 ;  on  M.  to  cone.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1047 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050;  on  M.  for 
3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  to  recom.,  1050 ;  in  Com., 
1050  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  recom.,  1051 ;  agreed  to 
(Y.  68,  N.  64)  1054;  Amt,  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to 
recom.,  1059  ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  to  recom.,  neg.,  1062;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Gigault)  to  recom.,  neg.,  1062 ;  3°,  1063  (vol.  ii)  ; 

M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to  consdr.  Sen.  Amts., 
2600;  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2644;  (Amt)  2645; 
neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  84)  2647;  (Amt.)  2643;  neg.  (Y.  54, 

N.  108)  2651;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  90)  2552; 
Amts.,  2653-2657 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small)  2660 ;  neg.  (Y. 
78,  N.  86)  2670  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria)  2674  ; 
neg.,  2675  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No  93)  To  establish  a  Court  of  Claims  for  Canada. 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin . ) 

1°,  449  (vol.  i)  ;  prop.  Res.,  777  (vol.  ii)  ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2439  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  94)  To  incorporate  the  Western  Ontario  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McCollum.) 

1°*,  534;  2°*,  616  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3°^,  1288  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  87.) 
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Bill  (No.  95)  Respecting  Explosive  Substances. — (K)  from 
the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  545  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  893  ;  in  Com.,  1167  ;  3°,  1335  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  o.  7.) 

Bill  (No.  96)  Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation . — (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald.) 

Not  introduced.  See  B.  130. 

Bill  (No.  97)  For  the  relief  of  Fairy  Emily  Jane  Terry. — 
(E)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  605;  2°  on  a  div.,  672  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  36.) 

Bill  (No.  98)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  Controverted 
Elections. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  99)  To  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
1878.”— (Mr.  Bourheau.) 

1®,  605  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  101)  To  amend  the  Law  respecting  Bridges, 
Booms  and  othor  works,  constructed  over  or  in 
navigable  waters  under  the  authority  of  Provincial 
Acts. —  (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i);  2°  m.,  893 ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  894  ;  3°*, 
895  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bill  (No.  102)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Secretary  of  State. — (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  629  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  894 ;  3°*,  895  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

Bill  (No.  103)  Respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. — (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  629  (vol.  i)  ;  Order  for  28  postponed,  1095 ;  2°  m., 
1133;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137  ;  neg.  (Y. 
59,  N.  104)  and  deb.  adjd.,  1166  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  1167  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1171  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204  ; 
deb.  adjd.,  1204;  deb.  rsmd.,  1226  ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y. 
Ill,  N.  63)  1277  ;  M.  for  Com.,  1336 ;  in  Com.,  1385, 
1388,  1444,  1475,  1568,  1608,  1646,  1680,  1712,  1745, 
1782,  1824,  1856,  1895, 1915,  1956,  1983,  2052,  2065, 
2086,  2104,  2139,  2172,  2210,  2241,  2274,  2301,  2321, 
2345, 2360, 2393  (vol.  iii),  2757, 3052, 3062  ;  on  consdn. 
of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96) 
3053  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3053  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  3056 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ;  Amt.  to 
Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058 ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060  ; 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061  ; 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061 ; 
Amt.  to  Amt*  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95) 
3062;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17) 
3062;  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063  ; 
Amt*  (Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Trow)  3063;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  Amt, 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Somerville,  Brant)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065 ;  Amts. 
(Messrs.  McCraney  and  lnnes)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3065;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Cameron  [ Middlesex ]  and  Lange¬ 
lier)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Lister 
and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067  ;  Amts. 


(Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fairbank)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3068;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Paterson  [firanf]  and  Gillmor) 
neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069 ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Holton  and 
Fisher)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mills)  3  m.  h.,  3071 ;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072  ; 
3°  of  B.,  3072  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  40.) 

Bill  (No.  104)  To  amend  the  sections  of  Acts  therein 
mentioned  relating  to  the  constitution  of  tho  Treasury 
Board. — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

1°,  630  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1670  (vol.  ii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  47.) 

Bill  (No.  105)  Respecting  the  Bank  of  British  Columbia. 
—  (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  63 1;  2°  894  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2396  (vol. 
iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  83.) 

Bill  (No.  106)  For  the  relief  of  Alice  Elvira  Evans. —  (G) 
from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Edgar.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  672;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  39.) 

Bill  (No.  107)  For  the  relief  of  George  Louis  Emil  Hatz- 
feld.— (D )  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  672  ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

Bill  (No.  108)  To  amend  the  Act  to  encourage  the  con¬ 
struction  of  Dry  Docks,  by  granting  assistance  on  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  to  Companies  constructing  them.— (Sir 
Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  693  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  894 ;  3°*,  895  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic,,  c.  5.) 

Bill  (No.  109)  Respecting  Real  Property  in  tho  North- 
West  Territories.— (A)  from  the  Senate.— f Sir  Hector 
Langevin.) 

1Q*  742  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  110)  To  incorporate  tho  Rock  Lake  and  Souris 
and  Brandon  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  McDougald, 
Pictou.) 

V*,  742  (vol.  i)  ;  2°*,  873  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  Ill)  To  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act, 
1879,  and  amendments  thereto. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°,  742  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  112)  Further  to  amend  “The  Canada  Temper 
anco  Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Gigault.) 

1°,  743  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  113)  Respecting  Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of 
Account  kept  by  Officers  of  tho  Crown. — (M)  from  the 
Senate.—  (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°*,  964  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  2397  ;  wthdn.,  2398 ;  2°,  2465  ;  in 
Com.,  2466  ;  3°*,  2497  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  48.) 

Bill  (No.  114)  To  comprise  in  one  Act  a  limitation  of  tho 
Share  and  Loan  Capital  of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society. — (J )  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°*,  783  ;  2°*,  816  ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  1352  (vol.  ii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  30.) 

Bill  (No.  115)  To  amend  an  Act  to  incorporate  tho  Sisters 
of  Charity  of  the  North-West  Territories, — (i )  from  the 
Senate).— (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  832  ;  2°*,  873 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol.  iii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  35.) 
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Bill  (No.  116)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Indemnity 
to  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. — (Mr. 
Farrow .) 

1°,  813  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  1 17)  Respecting  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Wind¬ 
sor. — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.') 

1°*,  832 ;  2°,  1671 ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  ref.  to  Com.  on 
Banking  and  Commerce,  1677  (vol.  ii) ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  2396  (vol.  iii),  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  84.) 

Bill  (No.  118)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Weights  and  Measures. — (Mr.  Gostigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  832  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B ,  837  ;  2°  and  in 
Com.,  1672  ;  3°*,  1680  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Bill  (No.  119)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Inspection  of  Gas  and  Gas  Meters. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  in  Com.  and  1°  of  B.,  837  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  2419 ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2439  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  69.) 

Bill  (No.  120)  To  give  effect  to  an  Agreement  made  by 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  for  the  Sale  and  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road. — (Sir  Hector 
Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  451  (vol.  i) ;  cono.  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  892  (vol. 
ii)  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  121)  To  amend  the  Act  45  Vic.,  chap.  41,  respect¬ 
ing  the  Sale  of  Railway  Passenger  Tickets. — (Mr.  Pat¬ 
terson,  Essex.) 

ld*  927  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  122)  Respecting  Agricultural  Fertilizers. —  (Mr. 
Ferguson,  Welland.) 

Res.  prop.,  936 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  939 ;  M.  to  transfer  to 
Govt.  Orders,  1320  (vol.  ii) ;  2°,  2476;  in  Com,, 
2 178 ;  3°*,  2497  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  68.) 

Bill  (No.  123)  Further  to  amend  an  Act  intituled :  “An  Act 
respecting  offences  against  the  person.” — (S)  from  the 
Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2767;  3°  m.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  72)  2767 ;  3°*,  2768 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  82.) 

Bill  (No.  124)  To  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Ghapleau.) 

1°,  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  wthdn.,  3023  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  125)  For  the  Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors. — 
(Mr.  Beaty.) 

Res.  prop.,  1040  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  126)  To  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of 
Canada  at  the  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  to  be  held 
in  London  in  the  year  1886. — (Mr.  Fope.) 

Res.  prop.,  451  (vol.  i);  in  Com.,  892;  Res.  cone,  in  and 
1°*  of  B.,  1064  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2399 
(vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Bill  (No.  127)  Further  to  amend  “  An  Act  respecting  In¬ 
solvent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies,  Loan  Companies, 
Building  Societies  and  Trading  Corporations.™  (N )from 
the  Senate. — (Mr.  Edgar.) 

1°,  1094  (vol,  ii). 


Bill  (No.  128)  To  make  further  provision  respecting  sum¬ 
mary  proceedings  before  Justices  and  other  Magis¬ 
trates. — (L)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  1130  (vol.  ii) ;  Order  for  2°  transferred  to  Govt. 
Orders,  2420  vol.  iii ;  2°  m.,  2827 ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2829  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  129)  To  amend  an  Act  respecting  “  The  Central 
Prison  for  the  Province  of  Ontario.” — (P)  from  the 
Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1226  (vol.  ii);  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2402  (vol.  iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Bill  (No.  130)  Respecting  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada.— 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  1226  (vol.  ii)  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  and  B.  wthdn., 
2402  (vol.  iii), 

Bill  (No.  131)  “  For  the  better  Preservation  of  the  Peace 
in  the  vicinity  of  Public  Works,”  and  the  Acts  in 
amendment  thereof. — (O)  from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1278  (vol.  ii);  2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824;  3°*,  2851 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  80.) 

Bill  (No.  132)  To  amend  the  Act  43  Vic.,  chap.  29,  respect¬ 
ing  the  navigation  of  Canadian  Waters,  and  to  enable  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  suspend  from  time  to  time  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  the  said  Act.— (Mr.  McLelan.) 

Res.  prop,  and  in  Com.,  1278;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (vol.  ii); 
Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2899  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  133)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Steamboat  Inspec 
tion  Act,  1882.” — (Mr.  McLelan.) 

Res.  prop.,  1279;  in  Com.  and,  1°*  of  B.,  1280  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  2399 ;  3°*,  2421  (vol.  iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  75.) 

Bill  (No.  134)  Respecting  “The  Liquor  License  Act* 
1883.” — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  1281  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2400  ;  2°*,  2402  (vol.  iii)  ;  in 
Com  ,  2768,  2894;  3°  m  ,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2958  ; 
3°*,  2961  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Bill  (No.  135)  Further  to  amend  “  The  General  Inspection 
Act,  1874.”— (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  (Chief  Inspector)  prop.,  1306;  in  Com.,  1307  ;  cone, 
in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1320  (vol.  ii) ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2548 ;  3°,  2555  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  136)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada.— 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings.) 

1°,  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  137)  To  make  further  provision  respecting 
Pawnbrokers.— (R)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  138)  For  the  relief  of  George  Branford  Cox. — 
(H)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr,  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  1473  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  1566  ;  in  Com.  and  3°  on  a 
div.,  1723  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  85.) 

Bill  (No.  139)  To  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the  Library 
of  Parliament. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  1658 ;  in  Com.,  1666 ;  1°*  of  B.,  1670  (vol. 
ii)  ;  2°,  2402  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2759  ;  3°  m  ,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  5 1,  N*  65)  2763  ;  3°  on  same 
div.  reversed,  2763  (vol,  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  45.) 
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Bill  (No.  140)  Respecting  the  North-West  Mounted  Polico 
.Force. — (T)  from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1670  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2772  ;  3°  m.,  2832 ; 
3°,  2833  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  54.) 

Bill  (No.  141)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice, 
and  other  matters,  in  the  North-West  Territories. — (V) 
from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  2345 ;  Res.  prop.,  2531  (vol.  iii) ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2926 ; 
2°  of  B.,  2934  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr* 
Blake)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2961 ; 

M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  neg.  (Y.  37, 

N.  79)  2968;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3000;  deb. 
adjd.,  3002 ;  Order  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.,  3427 ;  Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Bill  (No.  142)  Respecting  Canned  Goods. — (U)  from  the 
Senate. —  (Mr.  Costigan.) 

I0*,  2345;  2°,  2439;  in  Com.,  2534  (vol.  iii),  2767;  3°*, 
2761  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Bill  (No.  143)  Respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Pood,  Drugs, 
and  Agricultural  Fertilizers.— (W)  from  the  Senate. — 
(Mr.  Bowell.) 

I0*,  2356  ;  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2467,  2541 ;  Res.  (remunera¬ 
tion  of  Analysts)  prop.,  2497;  in  Com.,  2541,  2542 
(vol.  iii),  2751  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60)  2751 ;  3°  of  B.,  2751  (vol. 
iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Bill  (No.  144)  To  authorize  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res,  prop.,  994  (vol.  ii);  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2402;  in 
Com.,  2415;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  2421;  1°* 
of  B.,  2430  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2770 ;  3®  m., 
2820;  3°  on  a  div.,  2822  (vol.iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  53.) 

Bill  (No.  145)  To  authorize  the  raising,  by  way  of  Loan,  of 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public  Service. — (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2391 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2461 ;  in  Com.,  2463; 
M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  2523 ;  1°*  of  B.,  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  2526  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  43.) 

Bill  (No.  146)  To  amend  “  The  Consolidated  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1883.”— (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2526 ;  in  Com., 
2528;  1«*  of  B.,  2529  ;  2°  m.,  2935;  2°*,  2536  (vol. 
iii);  in  Com.,  2968;  3°,  3002;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  3435  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  62.) 

Bill  (No.  147)  To  authorize  the  grant  of  certain  subsidies 
in  land  for  the  construction  of  the  Railways  therein 
mentioned. — (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  782  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2440  ;  in 
Com.,  2461,  2483,  2497  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2533  ; 
1°*  of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2770,  2854 ;  in 
Com.,  2855  ;  Order  for  3°  read,  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2890  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893  ;  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake) 
neg.  on  same  div.,  2894  ;  3°*,  2894  (vol.  iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Bill  (No.  1 18)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  Harbor  Master  at  the  Port  of  Halifax. — 
(Mr.  McLelan.) 


Res.  prop.,  2421  ;  in  Cora.,  2522  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°* 
of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2772 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Bill  (No.  149)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of 
$1,700,000  required  for  defraying  certain  Expenses  now 
being  incurred  in  connection  with  the  Troubles  in  the 
North-West  Territories. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  and  1°*,  2559 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2855  ;  3°*,  2894  (vol, 
iv).  (48-49  Vic  ,  c.  42.) 

Bill  (No.  150)  To  authorize  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum 
to  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  the  Harbor  of  Three 
Rivers. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2497  ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2555  (vul.  iii)  ;  1°*  of 
B.,  2751  ;  2°  m.,  2934  ;  in  Com.,  2935  ;  3°*,  2957 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic  ,  c.  76.) 

Bill  (No.  151)  Respecting  the  Ocean  Mail  Service. — (Mr, 
Carling.) 

Res.  prop.,  2440  ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2555  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to 
rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2751  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2754  ; 
1°  of  B.,  2757  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn., 
3375  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  152)  To  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act, 
1883. — (Mr.  Caron.) 

1°,  2853  ;  2°  m.,  3045  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3046  ;  3°*,  3075 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  72.) 

Bill  (No.  153)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Candian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
pletion  and  successful  operation  thereof. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

Res.  prop.,  2420  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2559  ;  Amt.  (Mr, 
Cameron,  Huron)  2643;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723  ; 
in  Com.,  2724;  M  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2858  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2858 ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2859  ;  in  Com.,  2859  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res, 
Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2o61  J 
Amt.  (Mr.  Vail)  2861 ;  in  Com.,  2862  ;  on  M.  to  cone* 
in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  2862 ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91) 
2863;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  2863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lavrier) 
2863;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills) 
2864;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89) 
2865  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  2865  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93) 
2868;  1°  of  B.,  2868  ;  2°  m.,  3024;  2°  and  in  Com., 
3031;  3°  m.,  3293;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  57.) 

Bill  (No.  154)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
Culling  and  Measurement  of  Timber  in  the  Provinces  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  2419  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2475  (vol.  iii)  ;  1° 
2°  and  in  Com.,  3043;  3°*,  3075  (vol.iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Bill  (No.  155)  For  increasing  the  yearly  subsidy  to  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  and  for  other  purposes  therein 
mentioned.— (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2420  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2775  ;  in  Com., 
2789,  2823;  further  Res.,  2889  ;  in  C^m.,  2924;  1°* 
of  B.,  2926  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3047 ;  3°,  3075  (vol,  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  50.) 
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Bill  (No.  156)  To  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada.— (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

Res.  (Chinese  interpreter)  prop.,  2421  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  3023 ;  prop.  Res.  (poll  tax,  &c.)  2497  ;  M. 
for  Com.  on  Res.,  3002  ;  in  Com.,  3023  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3323  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050  ;  3°,  3075  (vol.  iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Bill  (No.  157)  To  amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  Duties 
of  Customs  and  Excise. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

1°,  3250  j  2°*,  3434  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3435  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vie.,  c.  61.) 

Bill  (No.  158)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  further  subsi¬ 
dies  to  and  making  further  provision  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  efficient  operation  of  the  Railways  therein 
described  —  (Sir  Hector  Langevin .) 

Res.  prop.,  2531  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2971  ; 
in  Com.,  2974;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3250;  1°*  of  B., 
3293  ;  2°  m.,  3380  ;  in  Com.,  3380-3399  ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts  ,  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk )  3401 ;  neg.  (Y.  40, 
N.  83)  3403 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake )  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79) 
3404;  3°*,  3404  (vol  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  58.) 

Bill  (No.  159)  For  facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  River 
St.  Lawrence,  in  and  near  the  harbor  of  Quebec. —  (Mr. 
McLelan  ) 

1°*,  3293  ;  Order  for  2°  read.,  3436;  2Q  m.,  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  6  m.  h.,  neg.,  3470;  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

Bill  (No.  160)  Respecting  a  grant  of  land  to  the  Militia  on 
service  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. —  (Mr.  Caron.) 

Res.  prop,,  3321 ;  M.  for  Com.,  3376  ;  in  Com.,  3377;  1°* 
of  B.,3380;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  73.) 

Bill  (No.  161)  To  provido  for  the  salaries  and  superannua¬ 
tion  and  travelling  allowances  of  certain  Judges  of 
certain  Provincial  Courts. —  (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  3293 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3375 ;  in  Com.  and 
1°*  of  B  ,  3395 ;  2°*,  in  Cora,  aud  3°*,  3436  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Bill  (No.  162)  To  provide  a  Salary  for  an  additional  County 
Court  Judge  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.— (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  3395  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3435  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3436  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Bill  (No.  163)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of  the 
Public  Service,  for  the  years  ending  respectively  the 
30th  June,  1885,  and  the  30th  June,  1886  ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  to  the  Public  Service.— (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

I0*,  2°,  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

Bill  (No.  164)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  the  subsidies 
therein  mentioned  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  certain 
Railways. —  (Mr.  Pope.) 

Res.  prop.,  3457;  M.  for  Com.,  3470;  in  Com.,  3472; 
1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3473  (vol.  iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  59.) 


Bill  (No.  165)  To  continue  for  a  limited  time  the  Act 
therein  mentioned. — (Sir  Rector  Langevin.) 

1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3458  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic. 
c.  52.) 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO,  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Acts 
Amt.  B.  No.  16  (Mr.  Smyth).  I0*,  46  (i). 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Acts. 

Amt.  B.  No.  46  (Mr.  Gigault).  1°.  147  (i). 

Bill,  Mr.  S.  J.  R,,  and  Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Forbes)  14  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  N.S.,  Management  op  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Bingham,  Lieut.-Col.,  Deprivation  op  Command  :  M.  for 
Ret  *  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Black  Rod,  Gentleman  Usher  :  Messages  summoning  Com¬ 
mons  to  Senate,  1  (i),  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Bolduc,  Capt.  Ludqer,  Resignation  op  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  op  Marine  and 
Fisheries  :  M.  for  Rep.  of  Auditor-General,  &c.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  135;  Dispute  with  Mr.  Tilton:  M.  for 
Rot.,*  312  (i). 

Bonded  Machinery  in  use  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  3320 
(iv). 

Bonds  Govt.,  Disappearance  prom  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3371  (iv). 

Bonuses  Granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting: 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  Relief  of  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Wilson)  356  (i). 

Books  of  Account.  See“  Proof  op  Entries.’' 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1744  (iii). 

Borax:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
BOUNDARIES : 

Alaska,  and  B.  C. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. ,  &c.  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 
British  Colombia’s  Eastern  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Mills) 
533  (i). 

Ontario’s  Northerly  and  Westerly:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  210. 
— — —  Claims  to  Country  North  op  Height  op  Land  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills)  61  (i). 

— —  Imperial  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques  (Mr.  Mills)  51, 
115  (i),  2854,  2998,  3321;  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.; 
3437  (iv). 

... — ■  Northern,  Res.  op  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  1132  (ii). 

— — -  Proposals  to  Parlt.  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  567  (i). 

_ >  Western  Boundary,  Argument  before  P.  C. :  M.  for  copies 

(Mr.  Rykert)  430  (i). 

Bounty  on  Manufactures  of  Iron  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&o .*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough,  N.S. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2751  (iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
98  (i). 

Bourinot’s,  Mr.,  Work:  Scarcity  of  copies  in  Library 
(remarks)  40  (i). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  Services  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Som¬ 
erville,  Brant)  479  (i). 
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Branch  Lines,  C.P.R.,  Expenditure  on  :  M.  for  Stmnts.* 
(Mr.  Blake )  147 ;  Ques.,  694  (i), 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  Allowances  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Lister )  2029  (iii) . 

Brandon  to  Moose  Jaw,  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson) 
964  (ii). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  By.  Co.’s 
Incorp.  B.  No.  59  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant).  1°*,  170  ; 
2°*,  281 ;  in  Corn,  and  3°*,  567  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  20.) 
Bras  d’Or  Lakes,  Fish  oaught  and  Bounty  paid  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  McDougall,  Gape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pet.* 
(Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Bravery,  Distinctive,  Rewards  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
2359  (iii). 

Breakwaters.  See  “Marine  ”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Brewers  and  Distillers,  Compensation  to  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Kranz)  236 ;  Deb.  (Mr.  Wells)  236 ;  (Mr.  Orton)  238 ; 
(Mr.  Sproule)  241;  (Mr.  Fisher)  242;  on  Amt.:  (Mr. 
Foster)  243,  247 ;  (Mr.  Jamieson)  252 ;  (Mr.  Fairbank) 
253  (i> 

Bridges  and  Trestles  on  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
100  (i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  Act  Amt. 

B.  No.  101  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  1°,  605  (i) ;  2° 
m.,  893 ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  894 ;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bridge,  Fredericton .  See  “  St.  John  River  Bridge.” 
BRITISH  COLUMBIA  : 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (iv). 
Alaska  and  B.  C.  Boundary  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr. 
Gordon)  705  (i). 

Barrack  Huts,  Erection  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv), 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  479  (i). 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  “  General  Heading.” 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  29,  211  (i). 
Chinese  Immigration.  See  general  heading  and  B.  156. 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C.:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  1442  (ii). 

Deep-Water  Fisheries  off  Coast  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
3073  (iv). 

Discovery  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  479  (i). 
Eastern  Boundary,  Cor.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Mills)  533  (i). 
Esquimalt  Graving  Dock  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  743  (i)  ; 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv).  See  B.  7. 

Expenditure  for  Railwavs  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Fisheries  Inspector,  Appointment  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
694  (i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  189  (i). 
Indian  Reserve  Lands  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Manufacturing  Industries  Rep.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  594  (i). 
Metlakatla  Indian  Troubles  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Shake¬ 
speare)  304  (i). 

Penitentiary,  Suspension  of  Rules  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
823  (ii). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry:  Ques.  (Mr.  Homer)  146  (i). 
Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 
Public  Reserves  and  “fore-shore”  Rights:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Satuma  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  479  (i). 
Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gordon)  290  (i). 
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Ry.  Lands  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

“  Sir  Jambs  Douglas,”  Steamer  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  743 
(i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fcoa  Straits  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

U.S.  and  Victoria  Mail  Subsidy:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  (iv). 

[See  also  “Dominion  Lands,”  “Indians,”  &c.] 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amts.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.* 
(Mr .Bergin)  33  (i)  ;  Rets,  respecting  (remarks)J939  (ii). 
Brookville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com*,  3472 
(iv). 

Brokerage  and  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  478  (i) . 

Brosseau  &  Lisabelle,  Customs  Bboeers,  Frauds,  &o.,  by  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Buckram  ;  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 

BUDGET,  The  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  76,  149, 
211 ;  Remarks  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  211;  (Annual  Stmnt.) 
313.  [For  Deb.  see  “  Ways  and  Means.”] 

Building  Societies.  See  “  Insolvent  Banks.” 

Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Buoys  in  Yiotoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  :  Ques,  (Mr, 
Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  establishment  of  a  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Oigault)  76  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr, 
Robertson,  Hastings)  533  (i). 

Burgess,  A.  M.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Burglary,  &o.  See  Bs.  71  and  136. 

Business  of  the  House.  See  “  Govt.  Business.” 
Bye-Eleotions  since  1878:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Cabinet  Representation  for  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare)  235  (i). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Calgary  and  Rocky  Mountains,  Cost  of  C.  P.  R. between: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake )  145  (i). 

Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  of  C.  P.  R.  between  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  of  Construction  and 
Equipment  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M. :  Election  sustained  on  Judge’s  Rep. 

on  Controverted  Election,  1  (i). 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.,  Receipts  and  Ex¬ 
penditures  of  Liquidators,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  and  Antwerp  Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (iv). 

Canada  and  Germany  Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (iv). 

Canada  and  Jamaica  Confederation  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Burpee)  505  (i). 
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Canada  Atlantic  By.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Eos.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3458  (iv). 

Canada  Central  Ey.,  Bonuses  to  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
der  kin)  86  (i). 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association  B. 
No.  81  (Mr.  Curran).  1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  428 ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.31.) 

Canada  N.W.  Land  Co.,  Stock  Invested  in  by  C.P.R. :  M 
for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Canada  Shipping  Co.  and  I.C.E.  Freight  Bates  :  M.  for 
Bet.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara 
Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  9  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  40;  2°*,  57 ;  in 
Com.  245;  3°*,  281  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Canada  Southern  Ey.  Mail  Service  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr. 
Wigle)  120  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  65  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy).  1°,  235  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  67  (Mr. 

Baker,  Victoria) .  1°,  246  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  88  (Mr.  Towns- 
hend),  1°*,  362  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  92(Mr.  Jamieson). 
1°,  448;  Ques.  and  M.  to  fix  a  day  for  2°,  713  (i)  ;  2° 
m.,  949;  Amt:  (Mr.  Ives)  951 ;  n eg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109) 
954;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in  Com.,  954; 
3°  m.,  1045;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  to  recom.,  1045;  in 
Com.,  1046  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to  recom.,  1047  ;  in 
Com.,  1047 ;  on  M.  to  cone.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1047  ; 
neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Townshend)  to  recom.,  1050;  in  Com.,  1050;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Hickey)  to  recom.,  1051 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  68,  N.  64) 
1054 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  recom.,  1059 ; 
neg.  (Y.  39,  FT.  78)  1062  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
to  recom.,  neg.,  1062 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Qigault)  to  recom., 
neg.,  1062;  3°,  1063  (ii)  ;  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to 
consdr.  Sen.  Amts.,  2600;  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts., 
2644;  (Amt.)  2645;  neg.  (Y.  75,  H.  84)  2647;  (Amt.) 
2648;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651 ;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  75, 
N.  90)  2552;  Amts.,  2653-2657;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small) 
2660 ;  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86)  2670 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Victoria)  2674 ;  neg.,  2675  (iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  99  (Mr. 
Bourbeau).  1°,  605  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  112  (Mr. 

Gigault).  1°,  743  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878: 

Certificates  of  Liquor  sold  under  in  N.S. :  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr. 
Kirk)  147  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  granted  under  in  Halton  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  MtCraney )  67 ;  Prosecutions  under  and  Druggists’ 
Licenses:  Ques.,  1306  (ii),  3320  (iv). 

Memorials,  &o.,  Respecting  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Kranz)  448  (i). 
Petitions  Respecting  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster)  533  (i). 

Quebec  Act,  Working  of  under  :  M.  for  Oor.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  307  (i). 
Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  363  (i). 

Revenue  derived  from  Sale  of  Liquor:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Rykert)  313  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Case  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  45  (i). 
Votings  under  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fisher)  121  (i). 


Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  Appointment  op,  &o.  :  M.  for 
Papers  (Mr.  Bergeron)  923  (ii). 

[See  “  Fabre,  Mr.”] 

Canadian  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
563  (i). 

Canadian  Fisheries  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mu- 
lock)  55  (i). 

G.  P.  R.  Go’s.  Acts  Amt.  B  No.  153  (Mr.  Pope).  Ees. 
prop.,  2420  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2559  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron)  2643  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723 ;  in  Com., 
2724  ;  M.  to  rec.  Eep.  of  Com.,  2858  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron)  2858  ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2859; 
in  Com.,  2859  ;  on  M.to  cone,  in  Ees.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2861;  Amt.  (Mr.  Vail) 
2861;  in  Com,,  2862;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Casey )  2862;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91)  2863;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies)  2863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2863 ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  2864;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Watson)  2865  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  ;  1°  of 
B.,  2868  ;  2°  m.,  3024  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3031  ;  3°  m., 
3293  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294  (iv).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  57.) 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association 
Incorp.  B.  No  75  (Mr.  Gault).  1°*,  313 ;  2°*, 
490  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  23.) 
CANADIAN  PACIFIC  EY.  Loan  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  :  prop. 
Ees.,  2420  ;  M.  for  Com.  (Annual  Stmnt.)  2559  ;  Deb. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  2565  ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2586  ;  (Mr.  Ives) 
2622  ;  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  2630 ;  Amt.  2643  ;  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2676  ;  (Mr.  McCarthy)  2688 ;  (Mr.  Davies) 
2692  ;  (Mr.  Foster)  2702  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  2708;  (Mr. 
Ross)  2712  ;  (Mr.  Dawson)  2718;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
2720  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100) 
2723  ;  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2024  (iii). 
CANADIAN  PACIFIC  BAIL  WAY  : 

Advances  to  Co.  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  1305  (ii). 
Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Res.  :  Ques.  (Hr.  Blake)  1916  (iii). 
Allowances  to  Canadian  Manufacturers:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 
Amounts  due  to  Contractors  and  non-payment  by  Co.  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  533. 

Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  394  (i). 
Branch  Lines  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  694  (1). 

Brandon  to  Moose  Jaw:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

B.  C.  Sections,  Work  on:  M.  for  Rep.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  204  (i). 
Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  and  Equipment  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Casualties  on  Main  Line  and  Branches  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  226  (i). 

Change  in  Arrangements,  Cor.  between  Co.  and  Govt.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  695  (i),  1744,  1913,  2029  (iii). 

Completion  of  Line  west  of  Winnipeg,  Dates,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Connection  with  Ontario  System,  offers  to  construct  lines  :  M. 

for  copies*  (Mr.  Mulock)  532*  (i),  1444  (ii)  ;  Ques.,  569  (i). 
Connection  with  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  (iii). 

Construction  from  Winnipeg  to  615  miles  west,  Cost  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  226. 

Construction  near  Lytton,  B  C.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  225  (i). 
Construction  on  the  Fraser:  M  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  204  (i). 
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CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— Continued. 


CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— Continued. 


Construction,  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  of  sums 
paid  to  Co.  (Mr.  Casey )  123  (i). 

Contractors,  &o.,  non-payment  of  by  Co.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Charlton)  533  (i). 

Curves,  Grades  and  Tangents:  M.  for  Ret,,*  67;  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blalce)  632,  694,  744  (i),  888  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Debt,  Floating  and  Unsecured  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  219  (i), 
1677  (ii). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  816  (i). 
Earnings,  gross  and  net,  and  Expenses  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
61  (i). 

Eastern  Section,  Estimated  Cost  :  M3,  for  copies  of  Estimate  (Mr. 
Edgar)  299,  300,  302  (i). 

Eastern  Section,  Western  Division,  Estimates  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Edgar)  299  (i). 

Employes,  names  of,  Salary,  Fee,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Ret,*  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mullen)  56  (i). 

Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  75. 

Engineers’  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (iv). 

Expenditure,  Cost  of  Equipment,  Sums  Paid  for  Extension,  &o.*  : 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Expenditure  to  complete  Govt.  Construction  :  Ques.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Extension  to  Quebec,  Papers,  &o.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1677  (ii), 
2239  (iii). 

Forty-Mile  Belt  in  B.C. :  Memo,  read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
1983  (iii). 

Gaps  on,  North  of  Lake  Superior  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Bowell) 
838  (ii). 

Govt.  Mortgage,  Changes  in  relation  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
36  (i). 

Govt.  Sections  in  B.  0.,  Working  of,  by  Contractors  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  632  (i). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  667  (i). 
Immigration  to  Man.  and  N.W.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  and  Co. 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  147  (i). 

Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  Co.  on  Loans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
350  (i),  1677  (ii),  1955  (iii). 

Interest,  payment  of  by  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii). 
Laborers’  Wages,  payment  of,  on  Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  290  (i). 

Land  Area  in  48-Mile  Belt  accepted  by  Co.:  Stmnt.  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  782  (ii). 

Land  Grant  accepted  by  Co.,  Acres  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  568, 
744  (i)  ;  Slmnt.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  862. 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  :  Ms.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
92,  100  (i). 

Lands  rejected  by  Co.  outside  Ry.  Belt  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  927  (i). 
Legislation  Respecting:  Ques.  (Mr .Blake)  57  (i). 

Loan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  29  (i) ;  payment  of  Interest  on,  1131  (ii). 
Loan  $30,000,000,  Payment  on  Account  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Location  and  Lands  set  apart,  &c.:  M.  for  Maps*  (Mr.  Blake)  46 (i). 
Location  of  Line  in  B.  C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii). 

North  American  Contracting  Co.,  position  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

North  Shore  Line  Subsidy  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 
Plans  and  Profiles,  Amended  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of  time:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Homer)  146  (i). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Sebd  :  M.  for  plans,  &c.  (Mr. 

Blake)  295  (i). 

Postal  and  Transport  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744 (iii). 
Progress  Estimates:  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  236 ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
183  ;  lor  Feb.,  429  (i). 

Rails  for  Govt.  Section,  B.  O.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1914  (iii). 
Receipts  and  Expenditures  :  M.  for  Simnts.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 
Relief  of  Co.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  350  (i). 

Reserve  of  $960,000  for  extension  to  Quebec  ;  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.*  (Mr.  Laurier)  533  (i). 


Returns  respecting,  number  and  Cost  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  lletton) 
481  (i)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  782,  1665  (ii),  3371  (iv). 

Rolling  Stock  on  Western  Division,  Change  in  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  302  (i). 

Rolling  Stock,  payment  of  Duties  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 
Roundhouse  on  Private  Property  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030  (iii). 
Route,  Rolling  Stock,  Receipts  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 
Section  B.,  Award  of  $34,179. 17  Credits  in  Public  Aoots.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  114  (i). 

Section  B.,  Award  to  Contractors  :  M.  for  copy  of  Case  submitted 
to  Arbitrators  (Mr.  Casey)  131  (i). 

Section  B.,  Award  to  Contractors:  (Mr.  Casey)  Ques.,  78;  M.  for 
copy  of  Rep.  of  Judge  Clark,  132  (i). 

Section  B. ,  Arbitration, ^Evidence  taken  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  112; 
M.  for  copies,  206  (i). 

Section  B.,  Case  submitted  to  Arbitration:  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Casey)  206  (i). 

Section  B.,  Copy  of  Claim  put  in  by  Contractors  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Casey)  134  (i). 

Section  B.,  Engineers’  Report  on  re-measurement,  &c.  ;  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Casey)  121  (i). 

Section  B. ,  Opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding  character  of  Award  t 

Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  77  (i). 

Shareholders  and  Stock  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  503  (i). 
Short  Line  Route  to  Maritime  Provinces:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Landry ,  Montmagny)  33  (i). 

St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Laurier)  533  (i). 

Stock  sold  formerly  pledged  for  a  Loan  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr: 
Blake)  45  (i). 

Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (iv). 

Subsidy  to  the  North  Shore  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  41  (i). 

Sums  paid  or  advanced  to  Co.  as  Interest  or  Subsidy  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  1677  (ii). 

Tariff  Rates  for  Passengers,  &o.,  West  of  Winnipeg  :  M.  for 

Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (i). 

Terminus  on  Atlantic  Ocean,  Surveys  of  several  proposed  Lines  s 

M.  for  Reps,  of  Engineers  (Mr.  Lesage)  38  (i). 

Timber  Dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  479  (i)» 

Town  Sites,  Sales  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Train  Service  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Trestles  and  Bridges  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  100, 105  (i). 

Van  Horne,  Mr.,  Report  of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Blake)  208  (i). 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.  of  Survey  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Lesage)  294  (i). 
Western  Terminus,  plan  of  proposed  route  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

Winnipeg  t  >  Brandon,  &c.,  completion  of  main  line  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (i). 

Canadian  Voyageurs,  names,  &c.:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i). 

Canal  from  Graveniiurst  Bay  to  Biver  Severn  s  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

CANALS.  See  “  Supply,”  &c. 

Canned  Goods  B.  No.  142  (Mr.  Costigan ).  l0*,  2345 ; 
2°,  2439;  in  Com.,  2534  (iii),  2767 ;  3°*,  2767  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault )  57  (i). 
CAPE  BRETON: 

Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  M cDougall)  1443  (ii). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii);  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3418  (iv). 

Claims  under  Terms  of  Confederation  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  607  (i). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 
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CAPE  BRETON — Continued. 

Roachb,  M.,  and  Pilotage  Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3427  (iv). 
Tblegbaph  System  on  Island  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  78  (i). 
Vacancy  in  the  Representation  and  Ret.  of  Member,  I  (i). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain )  246  (i). 
Cape  Tormentine  Railway,  Connection  with  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Davies)  2997  (iv). 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  By.,  Payment  to  Contractors 
for  construction:  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  694  (i). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  45  (i). 

Carlton,  Evacuation  of,  Rep.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 
Carriers  by  Land  B.  No.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin),  l0*,  29; 
2°  m.,  102  (i). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  No.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy),  l0*, 
40  ;  2°  m.,  254,  282 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Curran)  6  m.  h.,  285  ; 
neg,  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  and  2°*,  289  (i). 

Caron,  Clovis,  Salary  and  Expenses  as  Fishery  Over¬ 
seer  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau)  290 ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,* 
532  (i). 

Carpet  Mats  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (ii). 
Ca8CUMpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 
Casualties  on  G.  T.  R.  and  C.  P.  R.  and  Branches  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  226 ;  on  I.  C.  R.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
100  (i). 

Caughnawaga  Indian  Agency  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  (Mr. 
Holton)  1443  (ii). 

Cavalry  Schools.  See  “  Militia.” 

Census  in  Manitoba  and  North-West  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Far¬ 
row)  149  (i). 

Census,  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  No.  21  (Mr.  Pope). 
18  of  B.  and  Res.  prop.,  46  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74  ; 
in  Com.  75  ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  125 ;  Res. 
agreed  to  and  2°  of  B.,  126  ;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdn.  m. 
and  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  torecom.,  212  ;  neg. 
on  a  div.,  212  ;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  recom., 
213  ;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  120)  215  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to 
recom.,  215  ;  neg.  onadiv.,  215  ;  3Q*,  215  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Central  Bank  of  N.B.  B.  No.  40  (Mr.  Temple). 
1Q*,  125;  2°*,  180  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  939  (ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Central  Ont.  Ry.  Co’s.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope) 
3458  ;  in  Com.,  3473  (iv). 

Central  Prison  of  Ont.  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  129  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald ’).  1°*,  1326  (ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and 
3°*  2402  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Certificates  of  Liquor  granted  in  Co.  of  Halton  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McCraney)  67  (i). 

Chains,  Iron  or  Steel  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849 
(ii). 

Change  of  Names  inN.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tassi)  2359  (iii). 
Qhapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  Outbreak  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of 
Postmaster,  &c.  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  2359  (iii). 


Chenevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of  by  Pub.  Works  Dept.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  429  (i). 

Cherrier,  Geo.  E ,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  dismis¬ 
sal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 

China  and  porcelain  ware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means 
847  (ii). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  29, 
211  ;  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau)  234  (i). 

Chinese  Commission,  rooms  rented  and  payment  of  Secre¬ 
tary:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  567  (i). 

Chinese  Commission  :  M.  for  copy  of  Commission,  Names 
of  Commissioners,  salary,  &c.  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i), 
Chinese  Immigration,  legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  505.  632  (i). 

Chinese  Immigration:  Deb.  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
3002;  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  3011;  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
3013;  (Mr.  Gordon)  3022;  (Mr.  Homer)  3022  (iv). 

Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  No.  124 
(Mr.  Chapleau).  1°,  1037  (ii)  ;  wthdn.,  3023  (iv). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  No.  156  (Mr. 

Chapleau).  Res.  (Chinese  Interpreter)  prop.,  2421  (iii)  ; 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  3023 ;  prop.  Res.  (Poll  Tax,  &o.)  2497 ; 

M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3002 ;  in  Com.,  3023  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3323;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050;  3°,  3075  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau). 
1°,  101 ;  Res.  prop.,  210  ;  Res.  (Letter  Carriers)  in  Com., 
270 ;  Res.  (C.  S.  Examiners,  &c.)  in  Com.,  273,  281 
(i)  ;  cone,  m.,  889 ;  cone,  in,  892 ;  2°  of  B.  m.,  1095  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  1097-1130,  1281 ;  3°  m.,  1282  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  nog.  (Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107) 
1293 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  recom.,  1294 ;  neg.  (Y.  58, 

N.  104)  1296  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom.,  1297 ;  neg. 
(Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lister)  to  recom., 
neg.  on  same  div.,  1303 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom., 
1303  ;  neg.  on  same  div.,  1304 ;  3°  on  a  div.,  1304  (ii)  ; 
M.  to  cone,  in  Senate  Amts.,  1823,  2396  (iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Civil  Service  Volunteers  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  3053  (iv). 

Cholera,  precautions  against  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  568  (i). 
Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers  Rep.: 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  28  (i). 
Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C.,  names,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Claims  of  Contractors  of  Sec.  B.  See  “  C.  P.  R.” 

Claims,  &c.,  of  Half-breeds  (Mr.  Blake).  ^“Half- 
breeds.” 

Claim  of  Staff  Commander  Bolton.  See  “  Bolton.” 
Claims  of  Man.  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  202  (i).  See  B.  155. 
Clark,  G.  M.  K.  (Judge)  Sums  paid  to  from  1879  to  ’84: 

M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  697  ;  Ques.,  235  (i). 
Clark,  Judge,  Rep.  re  Award  Sec.  B.  See  “  C.P.R.” 
Clarke’s  Crossing,  Arrival  of  Troops  at:  Telegrams 
read  (Mr,  Caron)  1206  (ii). 
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Clearing  Vessels  without  Harbor  Master’s  Certifi¬ 
cate:  Ques.  (Mr. Paint)  862  (ii). 

Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  :  Lists  of  Vacancies’ 
Writs  issued,  and  New  Members  returned,  1,  113  (i)> 
1192,  1385  (ii),  3012  (iv). 

Clerks  of  Works.  See  “  Public  Works.” 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats  :  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  2906  (iv). 
Cloyer  Point,  B.C.,  Telegraph  Cable  :  M.  for  Hot.*  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii); 

Coal  entered  Bx- warehouse,  Free,  or  for  Exportation  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr,  Weldon)  100  (i). 

Coal,  Spring  Hill  Mines  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Me  Mullen)  533(i). 
Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 

Charlton)  209  (i).  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Coal,  Purchase  of  for  Public  Buildings,  Quantity  and 
Value:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Kirk)  313  (i). 

Coal,  Tenders  to  Supply  Fog-whistles,  &c.,  in  Bay  of 
Fundy  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 
Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  protection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  1915  (iii). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to  for  services  :  M.  for  Ret., 
(Mr.  McMullen)  699  (i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  B.  No.  126  (Mr. 
Pope).  Res.  prop.,  451  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  892  ;  Res.  cone, 
in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1064  (ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2399 
(iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Colonization  Co.'s  Modification  of  Agreements  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  2241  (iii). 

Colored  Labels  for  Fruit  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  851  (ii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  No.  117  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley).  1°*,  832 ;  29,  1611 ;  Order  dschgd. 
and  B.  ref.  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  1611 
(ii)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2396  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  84.) 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2854  (iv). 

COMMITTEES : 

Bankruptcy  :  M.  for  Sp.  Com.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  47  ;  Mess. 

from  His  Ex.  referred  to  Com  ,  102  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Com.  to  supervise,  28  (i). 

Library  :  M.  for  Joint  Com.  of  both  Houses,  36  (i). 

Select  Standing:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2  ;  M.  for  Com.  to 
prepare  lists,  27  ;  Lists  presented,  30  ;  cone,  in,  32 ;  Remarks 
(Mr.  Blake )  67  (i). 

Commissioners  on  Chinese  Difficulty  in  B.  C. :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i).  See  “  Chinese.” 
Commissioner  to  England.  See  “High  Commissioner.” 
Commission,  I.  C.  R.  See  “  Robertson,  J.  D.” 

Commission  on  Half-Breed  Claims.  See  “Half-Breeds.” 
COMMONS.  See  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Communication  with  Imp.  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1144  (iii). 
Communication  with  P.  E.  I.  (Str.  Lansdowne)  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  921. 

Compensation  for  Losses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  (iv). 
COMPANIES : 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  :  M.  to  introd.  (Mr.  Townshend) 
349  (i). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  59. 
Calgary,  Edmonton  and  Athabasca  Landing  Ry.  Oo.  See  B.  73. 


COMPANIES — Continued. 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.’s  Liquidation  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  association.  See  B.  81. 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co,,  &o.  See  B.  9. 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  76. 
Colonization  Co.’s  Agreements,  Petitions,  &c.  ;  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Blake)  92  (i)  ;  Ques.,  1678  (ii),  2241  (iii). 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Association.  See  B.  55. 
Dominion  Drainage  Oo.  See  B.  28. 

Erie  and  Niagara  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  9. 

Fort  Macleod  Ranohe  Telegraph  Co.  See  B.  80. 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  Bridge  Oo.  See  B.  50. 

Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Junction  Ry.  Co.  &e  B.  38. 
Halifax  Steam  Nav.  Co.,  moneys  paid  to  ;  M,  for  copies  of  Reps  , 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  77. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society.  See  B.  114. 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.  See  B.  69. 

Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s  and  Building  Societies.  See  B.  66. 
International  Coal  Co.  See  B.  51. 

International  Ferries.  See  B.  17. 

Kootenay  Ry.  Co.  of  B.C.  See  B.  83. 

Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Oo.  See  B.  24. 

London  Life  Insurance  Co.  See  B.  76. 

Manitoba  Central  Rt.  Co.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  862  (ii). 

Manitoba  and  North-Western  Ry.  Oo.  of  Canada.  See  Bs.  74 
and  147. 

Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  72. 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  made  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Piatt)  124  (i). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and  Nav.  Oo. 
See  B.  63. 

Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Rt.  andStmbt.  Go* 
See  B.  147, 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Navigation  Co.  See  B.  61. 

River  St.  Clair  Ry.,  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Oo.  See  B.  8. 

Rook  Lake,  Souris  and  Brandon  Ry.  Oo.  See  B.  110. 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.  See  li.  43. 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.  See  B.  79. 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.  See  B.  52. 

South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  37. 

West  Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  Ste  B.  94. 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry,  Co.  See  Bs.  82  and  91 » 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  23. 

[Nee  Bs.  147,  158  and  164.] 

Conally,  Capt.  See  “  Dummy  Lighthouse.” 
CONCTJEEENCE.  See  “  Supply.” 

Consolidated  Five  per  cent.  Loan  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 

Consolidated  Fund,  Eeceipts  and  Expenditure  :  M.  for 
Bet.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 
Congregational  Missionary  Societies5  Confirm* 
ation  B.  No.  54  (Mr.  Abbott).  1°*  110;  2°*,  259; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  34.) 
Gonsolid.  Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146 
(Mr.  Costigan ).  Ees.  prop.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Eee., 
2526;  in  Com.,  2528;  1°*  of  B.,  2529;  2°  m.,  2935; 
2°*,  2536  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2968 ;  3°,  3002 ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Son.  Amts.,  3435  (iv).  (48-49  Vic,  c.  62.) 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley).  1°,  46  ;  2°,  126  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  2430  ; 
Order  for  3°,  2532 ;  deb.  adjd.,  2533  (iii)  ;  ref.  back  to 
Com.,  2168  ;  3°,  2110  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  49.) 

Consolid-  Militia  Act  Amt-  B.  No.  152  (Mr.  Caron). 
1°,  2853 ;  2°  m.,  3045 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3046 ;  3°*, 
3015  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c,  12.) 
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Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  30  (Mr. 

Wells).  1°,  101  (i). 

Consolid  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  35  (Mr* 

Bergeron).  1°*,  113  (i). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  Ill  (Mr. 

Mulock).  1°,  742,  (i). 

Consolid.  of  the  Statutes,  Bep.  of  Commissioners  :  pre¬ 
sented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  32  (i). 
Constitutionality  of  Can.  Temp.  Act.  See  “  Lughrin.” 
Contracts  for  Printing  since  1867 :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
( Rykert )  246  (i). 

Contingencies,  Deptl.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  916, 921,  923, 
925,  927  (ii). 

Controverted  Elections  Acts  Amt.  Bill  No.  98 

(Mr.  Mulock).  1°,  605  (i). 

Controverted  Elections.  See  “  Elections  ”  and  respective 
Districts  ;  also  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Copyright,  Law  of  :  prop.  Kes.  respecting  (Mr.  Edgar ) 
70S  (i). 

Correspondents  Dismissed  from  Camp.  See  “  Distur¬ 
bance  in  the  N.  W.” 

Cornwall  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 
CorTus  ChRisti,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
2301  (iii). 

Coste,  Louis  and  Eugene,  Employment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lister)  1131  (ii) 

Cotton  Bed-quilts:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Cotton  Yarns  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Holton)  3075 
(iv). 

County  Court  Judge,  Man.,  Salary  Provision  B. 

NO-  162  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Bes.  prop.,  3395  ; 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  3435  ;  1°*  of  B ,  3436  ;  2°*  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Court  of  Claims  for  Canada  B.  No.  93  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  1°,  449  (i)  ;  prop.  Bes.,  777  (ii)  ;  Order 
for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2439  (iii). 

Court  of  Ry.  Commissioners  B.  No- 12  (Mr.  McCar¬ 
thy).  1°,  40  (i), 

Cox,  Geo.  Branford,  Relief  B.  No.  138  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron).  1°  on  a  div.,  1473;  2°  on  a  div.,  1566; 
in  Com.  and  3°,  on  a  div.,  1723  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  85.) 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  B.  No.  57  (Mr.  Ouimet).  l®, 
170  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Assault  and  Battery)  B. 

No.  42  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°*,  125  ;  2°m.,  218 ;  deb.  adjd., 
219  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Burglary,  &c.)  B.  No.  71 

(Mr.  Robinson,  Hastings).  1°,  210  (i). 

Griminal  Law  Amt  (Burglary,  &c )  B.  No.  136 

(Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings).  1°,  1335  (ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Disorderly  Houses)  B.  No- 

56  (Mr.  Ouimet).  1°,  170  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Law  of  Evidence)  B.  No.  6 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron).  1°*,  29;  2°  m.,  176;  consdn. 


resmd.,  180 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  182 ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  87)  187  ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187 ;  in 
Com.,  496  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Amyot)  to  recom.,  neg.  (Y.  34, 
N.  76)  504;  3°*,  616  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Seduction,  &c.)  B.  No.  123 

(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  1037  (ii) ;  2°  and  in 
Com.,  2767 ;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  58,  N. 
72)  2767  ;  3°*,  2768  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  82.) 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Seduction,  &c.)  B.  No.  27 
(Mr.  Charlton).  1°,  76  ;  2°  m.,  619  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Summary  Convictions)  B. 

No.  41  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°,  125;  2°,  892  (ii). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Summary  Proceedings) 
B-  No.  128  (Mr.  Small).  1°*,  1130  (ii)  ;  Order  for 
2°  transferred  to  Govt.  Orders,  2420  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2827 ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  2829  (iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (unguarded  Holes  in  the 
Ice)  B,  No.  22  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton).  1°*,  57  ; 
2°,  131 ;  in  Com.,  150;  Order  dschgd.  and  ref.  to  Sel. 
Com.,  496  (i). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  of  in 
French  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Oigault)  246  (i) . 

Criminal  Libel.  “  See  Saunders  and  Wood.” 

Criminal  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (ii). 

Criticisms  of  Press  as  to  Cause  of  Disturbances  in  the 
North-West,  and  Slur  upon  French  Members  Com¬ 
manding  Battalions  :  Bemarks  (Mr,  Landry,  Mont- 
magny)  887  (ii) 

Crozier,  Sun.,  Bep.  of  re  Indian  Sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  B.  No.  47  (Mr. 

Charlton).  I0*,  147  (i). 

Cullers,  Supervisor  of.  See  “  Supervisor  of  Cullers.” 
Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B. 
No.  154  (Mr.  Costigan).  Bes.  prop.,  2419  ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2475  (iii) ;  1°,  2°  and  in  Com.,  3043 ; 
3°*,  3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Cumberland  :  Vacancy  in  the  Eepresentation,  Warrant 
issued  and  Beturn  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties  Acts  Amt.  B.  No. 

157  (Mr.  Bowell).  1°,  3250 ;  2°*,  3434 ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  3435  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c  61.) 

CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE  : 

Animal  Charcoal,  importations  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  533  (i). 
Appraiser  and  Inland  Rev.  Collector  at  Summerside  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  744  (i). 

Bonded  Machinery  in  Use  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullsn)  3320  (iv). 
Brouseau  &  Lisabelle,  Frauds  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 
Collections  in  Algoma  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i). 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties.  See  B.  157. 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  3073  (iv). 

Detectives  or  Police  in  N  S.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii). 
Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  139  (i). 

Duties,  collection  of  unauthorised  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  427  (i). 
Doties,  imposition  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 

Duty  on  Grain,  abolition  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Middlesex)  54  (i). 
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CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE— Continued. 

Excise  Doties  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3294;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 
Excise  Revenue  for  6  months,  1881-85  s  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  290  (i). 

Excise  Revenue  for  May,  1884  and  1885  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  2631  (iii). 

Export  Doty  on  Oak,  Pine,  &0. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Fines  exacted,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  58  (i). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  increased  Doties  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  148  (i). 
Floor,  Corn,  &o.,  imported:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex) 
56  (i). 

French  Canadian  Employes  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges) 
1914;  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

Imports  for  Consumption  t  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
30  (i). 

Mackenzie,  J.  L.,  Violation  of  Customs  Laws  !  M  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  School  Books  entered  under  value  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 

Montreal,  Seizures  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Port  Molgrave  as  a  sub-port  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Kirk)  2750  (iv). 
Prison  Manufactures,  importation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Platt)  2169  (iii). 
Rails,  importation  of  by  G.T.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1666  (ii). 
Rice,  increased  Duties  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  695  (i). 
Richibecto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Landry ,  Kent )  1442  (ii). 

Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &o.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Casey)  532  (ii). 

School  Books  consigned  by  Nelson  &  Son  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wallace)  1443  (ii). 

Seizures  at  N.S.  Ports  of  Entry  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Stairs) 
532  (i). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  Bond  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3371 ;  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Costigan)  3395  (iv). 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
632  (i). 

Toronto,  Seizure  of  School  Books  at  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
1443  (ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Memorials  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  138  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duties  in  N.S. :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Wines,  Spirits,  Alb,  &o.,  imported  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
313  (i). 

Winnipeg,  Seizures  at  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  293 
(i)  j  M.  for  Ret.,*  1443  (ii). 

[S«e  “Ways  and  Means.”] 

Cutlery  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  845  (ii). 

Damask  of  Cotton  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (ii); 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1130  (ii). 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther,  Relief  B.  No.  84  (Mr. 

White,  Cardwell).  1°  on  a  div.,  226;  M.  to  fix  day  for 
2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  226  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  567  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic,,  c.  37.) 

DEBATES,  Official  Eep  :  M.  (Mr.  Bowell)  for  Sel.  Com., 
28 ;  First  Rep.  presented  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  32 ;  M. 
to  cone,  in  Second  Rep.,  40;  Delay  in  distributing 
Daily  Issue  to  Newspapers,  595  ;  Delay  in  distributing 
French  Translation,  746  (ii)  ;  Ms.  to  cone,  in  Third 
Rep.,  2168  (iii),  3359  ;  Omissions  from,  3249,  3474  ;  M. 
to  cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.,  3458 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765, 
cone.,  3372  (iv). 

Debt  of  the  Dominion.  See  “  Capital  Account.” 


Debt  of  Canada,  Floating  and  Unfunded  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Debt,  floating  and  unsecured,  of  C.P.R. :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Charlton)  219  (i),  1677  (ii). 

Debt  of  North  American  Contracting  Co.  to  C.P.R.  ? 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145. 

De  Ciiene,  Capt.  A.  M.,  Enquiry  respecting  :  M.  fop 
copies  of  Complaint*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Deepening  of  Bras  St.  Nicholas:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets,, 
(Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Deep-Water  Fisheries  off  Coast  of  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  3073  (iv). 

Delaney,  Gowanlook  and  other  Prisoners,  Rescue  of  j 
Telegram  from  Gen.  Middleton  (read)  2357  (iii). 
Deptl.  Clerks,  delay  in  Payment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Deptl.  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914-927  (ii). 
Deposits,  Govt.  See  “  Banks  and  Banking.” 

Deputy  Speaker  :  M.  appointing  Malachy  Daly,  Esq.,  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  72  (i) ;  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3351,  3353  (iv).  See  B.  26. 

Desaulniers,  Mr.  A.  L. :  Certificate  of  Eleotion  and  Re¬ 
turn  of,  1  (i). 

Despatches,  Official,  respecting  Engagements  in  the 

N. W.,  2169,  2199  (iii). 

Despatches.  See  “  Middleton,  Genl.” 

Detectives,  Customs,  in  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii), 
Dewdney,  Lieut.-Gov.,  Communications  with  Govt.  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884 :  M.  for 
Ret*  (Mr.  Vail)  632  (i). 

Dingman,  M.  A.  See  “  Indians.” 

Disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts:  M.  for  copies  of 

O. C.,  &o.  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  on:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 

Disorderly  Houses,  B.  No.  56  (Mr.  Ouimet ).  1°*, 
170  (i). 

Dispute]  between  Mr.  Tilton  and  Staff  Commander 
Bolton  :  M.  for  Rep.  of  Auditor  Genl.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
135;  M.  for  Ret.,*  312  (i). 

Disputed  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  Imperial  Legislation: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  51,  115  (i) ;  2854,  2998,  3321 ;  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3437  (iv). 

Disputed  Ter.,  Indian  Title  to,  information  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  594  (i). 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W: 

AndrIi  Father,  Letter  from,  in  Jan.,  1883  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
3425  (iv). 

Arms,  description  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  814  (ii). 

Assistance  to  families  of  Militiamen  :  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  894  (ii). 

Assistance  to  Settlers  through  Rebellion  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross) 
2854  (iv). 

Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  Indignities  committed  by  Volun¬ 
teers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Desjardins)  2998  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal) 
3425  (iv). 

Batoche,  Engagement  at,  despatch  respecting  :  Read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1380  (ii). 
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DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W .—Continued. 

Battle  op  Batoche,  Telegram  from  Genl.  Middleton,  giving 
details  :  Bead  (Mr.  Caron)  1822  ;  second  despatch,  1836  (iii). 
Big  Bear,  Release  op  Prisoners  by  :  Tel.  read  (Mr.  Caron)  2760  (iv). 
Carriage  op  War  Supplies  by  American  Railways,  839  (ii). 
Ohapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  Outbreak  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Civil  Service  Volunteers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Edgar)  3043  (iv). 
Clarke’s  Crossing,  arrival  of  Troops  at  :  Telegrams  read  (Mr. 
Caron)  1206  (ii). 

Compensation  for  Losses:  Ques.  (Mr.  i?oss)332l  (iv). 
Correspondents,  Dismissal  of  from  Camp  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1608  (ii). 

Cost  of  Expedition  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1678  (ii). 

Crowfoot,  Communication  from  :  Read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
1038  (ii). 

Orozier,  Supt.,  Rep.  of,  re  Indian  Sympathy  with  Half-breeds: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake),  3425  (iv). 

Dfwdney,  Gov.  Communications  with  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Dumas,  Michel,  Appointment  of  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Dumont,  Gabriel  :  Extradition  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2368 ; 

Ferry  Lioense  Granted  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at:  Telegram  read  and  Despatch  of 
Troops,  790  (ii). 

Duck  Lake,  Rep.  of  Fight  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  1743  (iii). 
Expenses.  See  B.  149. 

Fort  Pitt,  Disaster  at  :  Confirmation  of  News  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  1281  :  Tel.,  1301  (ii). 

Free  Transport  of  Bodies  of  Volunteers  Killed:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2029  (iii). 

Frog  Lake,  Massacre  at  :  Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  994  (ii). 
Funeral  Expenses  of  Achille  Blais  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langlier)  2169  (iii). 
Gatling  Guns  for  use  of  Troops:  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings) 
813  (ii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  Communications  with  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  communication  from  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3321, 
3423  (iv). 

Half-breed  Commission  :  Letter  read  from  Mr.  Street  (Sir  John 
A,  Macdonald)  1607  ;  work  of  (remarks)  1566  (ii). 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  in  1884  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 
Imp.  Govt.,  Communication  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 
Indemnity  to  Members  in  the  field  :  Prop.  M.  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell) 
812  (ii). 

Indians  at  Ft.  Qu’Appelle,  Loyalty  of  :jTelegram  read  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  1320  (ii). 

Indians  at  Touchwood  :  Telegram  read  (Mr.  Caron)  1666  (ii). 
Insurgents,  Disposition  of,  by  Genl.  Middldton  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Isbester,  James,  appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Leduo,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communications  with  Govern¬ 
ment  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Luxuries  for  the  Volunteers,  forwarding  of  :  Remarks,  968  (ii). 
Memorials,  &o.,  respecting  Grievances,  Answers  to  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting  Insurgents  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2169  (iii).  See  “Middleton”  for  Despatches, 
Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1666  (ii). 
Mounted  Police  Officers,  Reps,  from  of  Engagements  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

North-West  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Official  Despatches  respecting  Engagements,  2169  (iii),  2999  (iv), 
Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  Reps,  of  Messrs. 

Russell  and  Aldous  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers  and  Squatters 
Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 


DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W.—  Continued. 

Organization  of  Companies  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1474; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816  (ii). 

Otter's,  Col.,  March  to  Battleford:  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron) 
1386  (ii). 

Ocimet's,  Col.,  Absence  from  Duty  s  Remarks  (Mr,  Caron) 
1167,  1206  (ii). 

Pillage  of  Houses  of  Half-breeds  bi  Volunteers:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  2169  (iii). 

Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Caron)  966 ;  Remarks,  968  (ii). 
Petitions  and  Res.,  &o.,  Half-breeds  and  Settlers  Claims:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  Despatch  from  Genl.  Middleton 
Announcing  Capture  :  Read  (Mr.  Caron)  2139  (iii). 
Poundmaker,  Skirmish  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1646 ;  Telegram 
from  Herchmer  :  Read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  1649  (ii). 
Prisoners,  Surrender  of,  by  Poundmaker  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2065  (iii). 

Prisoners  held  for  Trial  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3443  (iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half-Breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Raid  on  Houses  at  Battleford  :  Remarks  (Sir  Jo  Aw  A.  Macdonald) 
889  (ii). 

Relief  of  Destitute  Families  (remarks)  3321. 

Religious  Rites  Refused  Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake) 
2998  (iv). 

Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delanet,  Gowanlock  and  other  Prisoners  :  Tele¬ 
gram  from  Genl.  Middleton  read  (Mr.  Caron)  2367  (iii). 
Rewards  for  Bravery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  2369  (iii). 

Riel,  Capture  of,  Telegram  from  General  Middleton  :  Read  (Mr. 
Caron)  1896  (vol.  iii). 

Riel’s  Proposal  to  accept  money  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 
Riel,  Trial  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358  (iii). 

River  Lot  claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s  letter  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 
St.  Louis  de  Langbvin,  Pet.  from  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Schmidt,  answer  to  Letter  of  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  3124  (iv). 
Scott’s,  Col.,  Battalion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1064  (ii). 

Stoney  Indian  rising  :  Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  863  (ii). 
Surveys  of  River  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  ;  mode  of  (Ques.)  3424  (iv). 

TAOHis,  Archbishop,  communication  from  re  Hale-breeds  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Trial  oe  Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3440  (iv). 

Troops,  Movements  of,  838,  872,  887;  Telegram  from  Col. 
Amyot,  1328  (ii). 

VkGBEviLLE,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Devillb  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 
Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2029, 
2170  (iii) ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3370  (iv). 

Vote  op  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volunteers:  (Mr. 

Caron)  3469  ;  Res.,  3463  (iv). 

Want  op  Confidence  Res.  See  “Ways  and  Means.” 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  of,  by  American  Railways  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  836  (ii). 

Williams,  Col.,  Death  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron)  and  Tel.  read 
from  Genl.  Middleton,  3073  (iv). 

[5«e  “  Half-breeds,”  “Dominion  Lands,”  &c.) 

DIVISIONS: 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  :  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg. 
(Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills) 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3000  ; 
neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan)  :  on  M. 
to  cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.  of  W.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  mg.  (Y. 
42,  N.  60)  2751  (iv). 
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Animals,  Infectious,  &o  ,  Diseases  Affecting  B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  : 
on  M.  for  3°,  Amts,  to  recom.  (Mr.  Sutherland ,  Oxford)  1321  ; 
agreed  to  (Y.  131,  V.  16)  1324;  (Mr.  Mulock)  1324;  neg.  (Y. 
64,  N.  90)  1327;  (Mr.  Catudil)  1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ; 
(Mr.  Casey)  1328;  neg.  (Y.  54,  W.  94)  1332;  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
1332;  neg.  (Y.  60,  N.  88)  1334;  (Mr.  Davies)  neg.  (Y.  60,  N. 
81)  1334  (ii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  Compensation  to  :  Prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Kranz)  236;  Amt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  agreed  to  ( Y.  105,  N.  74)  253  (i). 
Canada  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  :  on  M.  for  2°, 
Amt.  (Mr.  lues)  951  ;  neg.[(Y.  17,  N.  109)  954  ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y. 
108,  N,  15)  954  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1047 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amts,  to 
recom.  (Mr.  Hickey)  1061 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  68,  N.  64)  1054  ;  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  1059 ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  (ii) ;  on 
consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr  .Jamieson)  2645;  neg.  (Y.  75, 
N.  84)  2647  ;  Amt.,  2648  ;  neg. [(Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651 ;  Amt.  neg. 
(Y.  75,  N.  90)  2552 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small)  2660  ;  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  865 
2670  (iv). 

0.  P.  R.  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)',  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  2643;  neg.  f(Y.  51,  N.  100) 
2723  ;  on  M.  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com,  on  Res.,  Amts.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  91)  2861  (Mr.  Casey)  2862  ;  neg  (Y.  65) 
N.  91)  2863;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2863;  neg.  Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864;  (Mr. 
Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865;  (Mr.  Watson)  2865, 
neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  ;  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294  (iv). 
O.  P.  R.  Trestles  and  Bridges  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  100  ; 

Amt.  (Mr.  McLelan)  agreed  to  (Y.  101,  N.  54)  112  (i). 

Census  of  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope)  :  on  consdn.  of  B  , 
Amt.  to  rocom.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  213 ;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N. 
120)  215  (i). 

Chairman  of  Committee’s  Ruling  :  Appeal  (Mr.  Edgar)  from  deci¬ 
sion  to  House  ;  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  76,  N.  46)  1613  (ii);  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1924  (iii). 
Citil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau) :  on  M.  for  3°, 
Amt.  3  m.h.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1282  ;  neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  ; 
Amts,  to  recom.  (Mr.  Casey)  1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293 ; 
(Mr  Blake)  1294;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  104)  1296;  (Mr.  Davies) 
3297;  neg  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Mulock) 
1303;  neg.  on  same  div.  (ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Law  of  Evidence)  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)’,  on  M.  for  2°,  Amt.  6  m.  h.  (Mr.  Tupper)  182;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  87)  187 ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  to  recom.  (Mr.  Amyoi)  ■ 
neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  76)  504  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Offences  against  the  Person)  B.  123  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald) :  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  rais¬ 
ing  age  of  consent  in  girls,  neg.  (Y.  68,  N.  72)  2767  (iv). 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther,  Relief  B.  84  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  :  M. 

to  fix  day  for  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  226  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Reps.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  cone,  in 
Third  Rep.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Tasst)  3665  ;  neg.  (Y.  18,  N.  127)  3369  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  3361;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  82)  3369; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  91)  3370  (iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt,  advances  to  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
censuring  Govt.,  363  ;  neg.  (Y.  69,  N.  118)  394  (i). 

Factories  Regulation,  &o.,  of  Labor  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin ) :  on  M. 
to  rsme.  adjd.  deb.,  Amt.  to  substitute  B.  92  (Can.  Temp.  Act) 
940 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (ii). 

Franchise,  Electoral,  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  Amt  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104) 
1166  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1171  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204  ;  2° 
agieed  to  (Y.  Ill,  N.  63)  1277  ;  on  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  86)  3053  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3053  ; 
Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  3056  ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ; 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  neg.  (Y.  48,  N.  96)  3060  ;  (Mr.  Watson) 
neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96) 
3061  ;  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17)  3062  ;  Amts.  (Mr.  Langelier ) 
neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063;  (Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89) 
3063  ;  (Mr.  Trow)  3063  ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Arm¬ 
strong)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Somerville ,  Brant)  neg. 
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(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065 ;  (Messrs.  McCraney  and  Innes)  neg.  (Y.  38, 
N.  87)  3066  ;  (Messrs.  Cameron  [ Middlesex ]  and  Langelier)  neg, 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  ;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067 ;  (Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fairbank)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  (Messrs.  Paterson  [Brant]  and  Oillmor ) 
neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ;  (Messrs.  Holton  and  Fisher)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  3  m.  b.  (Mr.  Mills) 
3071  ;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Grievances  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  756 ;  (Y.  57,  N.  122)  771  (i)  ;  Res.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
censuring  Govt.,  3110  ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  105)  3213  (iv) 

Hatzfeld,  Geo.  Louis  Emil,  Divorce  B,  107  (Mr.  Kilvert )  ;  2® 
agreed  to  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  on  Order  for 
3o,  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake)  2890  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893  ;  further 
Amts.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  on  same  div.,  2894  (iv). 

Library  of  Parliament  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763  ;  3°  on  same 
div.  reversed,  2763  (iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew )  2°  m.,  266  j 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (i). 

Public  Expenditure  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in  Amt.  to 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  ;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (iv). 

Representation  of  the  N.  W.  T.  in  Parlt.  :  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404;  neg  (Y.  35,  N.  77) 
3408  (iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  :  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier ) 
189;  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  agreed  to  (Y.  104,  X.  49)  200  (i). 

Speaker,  Deputy,  appointment  B.  26  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  :  on 
Prop.  Res.,  Amt.  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  (Mr.  Blake)  70 ;  neg  (Y, 
59,  N.  121)  72  (i). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  :  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.  of  W.,  Amts.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401  ;  neg. 
(Y.  40,  N.  83)  3403 :  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79)  3404) 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3057  ;  Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  3266  ; 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  101)  3292  ;  (Mr .Lesage)  3292 ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N. 
101)  3292 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  J35.  N.  101)  2292, 
(iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limitation  B.  3  (Mr. 
Landry,  Montmagny):  2°  m.,  151;  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (i). 

Washington  Treaty  and  Reciprocity  s  Res.  (Mr.  Danes)  in  Amt- 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  995 ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  98)  1023  (ii). 

DIVORCE : 

Court,  Creation  of  a:  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  77  (i). 

Cox,  George  Branford.  See  B.  No.  142. 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther.  See  B.  No.  84. 

Evans,  Alice  Elvira.  See  B.  No.  106. 

Evidence  in  Cases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Jackson)  428  (i). 

Hatzfeld,  George  Louis  Emil.  See  B.  No.  107. 

Terry,  Fairy  Emily  Jane.  See  B.  No.  97. 

Dodge,  Brentiion,  of  Kentville,  N.S.,  dismissal  of  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Dominion  and  Provincial  Franchises,  Despatch  from 

Mr.  Fielding:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 

<(  Dominion  Annual  Register,”  payments  on  account  of  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  McCraney)  1443  (ii). 

Dominion  Buildings  in  Charlottetown,  construction  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii). 

Dominion  Day,  Sitting  of  tiie  House  on:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake)  2773  (iv). 

Dominion  Drainage  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  28  (Mr. 

Maggart).  1°*,  88;  2°*  113  (i) ;  M.  for  Com.,  1007; 

deb.  adjd.,  1008;  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (ii);  in  Com.  and 

3°*,  3053  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  95.) 

Dominion  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (ii). 
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Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Eire  Insurance  Asso¬ 
ciation  B.  No.  55  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170  i 
2°*,  246  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*  1210  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  93.) 

DOMINION  LANDS: 

Agencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture  and  Mineral  Lands  and  Town 
Sites  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Bsll  &  Kavanagh  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  0.  C.  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
209  (i). 

Dumont’s  Lot  on  the  Saskatchewan  :  Ques.fMr.  Blake)  2029 (iii). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Rep.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Frauds,  &c.,  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1916,  2170  (iii). 

Frauds  and  Irregularities  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1916, 
2170  (iii). 

Grazing  Land  Leases  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  479  (i). 

Indian  Lands  acquired  by  Govt,  in  Ont.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  Vigbr  Agency  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  1443  (ii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold,  in  Co.  of  Peel  :  M.  l’or  List  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Tp.  of  Toronto  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  Fleming) 
147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Trafalgar  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  McCraney) 
'  533  (i). 

Indian  Reserves  in  B.C.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i)  ; 
Purchase  of  by  Govt. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,*  1443  (ii). 

Islands  in  the  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 
(Mr.  Blake)  92.  See  B.  147. 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt,  B.O.,  and  Homestead  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Hesson) 
289  (i). 

Land  Sales,  Receipts  on  account  of  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  2854  (iv). 

Land  Sales,  &o.,  South  of  24-Mile  Belt  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  2530  (iii). 

Lands  Sold  or  Leased  for  Timber,  Logs,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  40  (i). 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lake  Superior  :  M.  for  O.O. , 
&c.  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  M.  for 
O.C.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  147  (i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
964  (ii). 

Plans  amd  Survevs  of  St.  Laurent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys  :  Ques.  (Mr  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Prince  Albert,  Claims  of  Settlers:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1667  (ii), 
2358  (iv). 

Qu’Appelle  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
816  (ii). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.C.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443. 

Revenue  for  Seven  Months,  1884-85  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  290  (i). 

Richelieu  County,  Dom.  Properties  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Massue) 
147  (i). 

River  Lot  Claims,  N.W.T. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Sales  for  1884-85  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3072  (iv). 

Settlers’  or  Squatters’  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  57  (i). 

Squatters  in  Qp’ Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Surveys  and  Plans,  Battleford  and  Edmonton  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2357  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Examination  of  Returns  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (iv). 


DOMINION  LANDS — Continued. 

St.  Albert  River  Lots,  Surveys:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Laurent,  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Timber  Dues  in  B.C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2240. 

Timber  Licenses  or  Berths  in  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
210  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits:  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  30,  121 
(i),  863  (ii). 

[See  also  “  Half-brefds  ”  and  “  Indians.”] 

Dominion  License  Act,  working  of  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  307  (i). 

Dominion  Notes,  Issue  and  Redemption  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (ii). 

Dominion  Rifle  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2913  (iv). 
Doninion  Properties  in  County  of  Richelieu  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Massue)  147. 

DOMINION  STEAMERS,  See  “  Marine,”  “  Supply,”  &o. 
Dominion  Subsidies  to  the  Provs.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 

(Mr.  Aymot)  303  (i).  See  “  Subsidies.” 

Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3392  (iv). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 

Drawback  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Weldon)  100  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs,  and  Scows,  Building  of:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  53  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs,  Barges,  &c.,  on  Red  River  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (iv). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenders  for  construction  of  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 
Druggists’ Licenses  under  Can.  Temp.  Act:  Ques.  (Mr. 
McCraney)  1306  (ii). 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement  of  Construction, 

B.  No.  108  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  1°,  693  (i) ;  2° 
and  in  Com.,  894;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49  'Vic.,  c.  5). 
See  B.  7. 

Drugs.  See “  Adulteration.” 

Duck:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 

Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  Rep.  of  :  Telegrams  read 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  790;  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  1567 
(ii) ;  (Mr.  Trow)  1743  (iii). 

Dumas,  Michel,  Appointment  of  as  Farm  Instructor  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  293  (i). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2358  (iii). 
Dumont,  Gabriel,  Ferry  License  Granted  to  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  of  by 
Govt  :  M.  for  copies  of  Papers,  &c.  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brani)  147  (i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  Sale  and  Transfer 
B.  Mo.  120  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  451  (i)  ; 
cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B  ,  892  (ii)  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B. 
wthdn,  2396  (iii). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  erection  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain, 
Wentworth)  290  (i). 
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Duties,  Collection  of  Unauthorized  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake )  421  (i). 

Duties,  Imposition  of,  in  Old  Prov.  of  Canada:  M.  for 
Ret.:i  ^Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 

Duties  of  Customs  and  Excise.  See  “  Customs.” 

Duty  on  Grain,  Abolition  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 

Duties  on  Fisii  exported  to  the  U.S. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Davies)  831  (i). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Duties  Collected  on  Wheat,  Flour,  &c.,  in  N.S. :  M. 
for  Ret*  (Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow) 
57  (i). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses,  C.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  8  L6  (ii) . 

Earthenware  and  Stoneware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (ii) . 

Earnings,  C.P.R.,  Main  Line  and  Leased  Lines  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  713  (i)  ;  M.  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin)  888  (ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry., Earnings  and  Working  Expenses  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  148;  M.  for  Stmnt.*, 
313  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3384  (iv). 

Eastern  Section  C.P.R.,  Quantities,  &c.,  Engineers’ 
Estimates  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Blake)  299,  302  (i). 
Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D. :  Certificate  and  Election  and  Return  of,  1. 
Education  of  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Kirk.)  1443  (ii). 
Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Land  Co.’s  Agent  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii)  ;  Tp.  Surveys,  2171  (iii) .. 
Egypt.  See  “  Yoyagettrs.” 

Election  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (iv). 

Election  of  Members  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  14  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron).  1°,  41  (i). 

ELECTIONS,  CONTROVERTED  : 

Lennox:  Judge’s  Rep.  and  Certificate,  1. 

Levis  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  593  (i). 

Northumberland  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  693  (i). 

Soulanges  :  Judgment  of  SuDreme  Court,  1. 

West  Middlesex  :  Judge’s  Rep.  and  Judgment,  1. 

Elections  since  General  Election,  1878  :  Date  of  certifi¬ 
cates,  date  of  receipt,  issue  of  Speaker’s  warrants, 
receipt,  &c.,  M.  for  Stmnt  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Electoral  Franchise.  See  “Franchise.” 

Elgin  County  Judge,  Case  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr,  Wilson) 
93  (i) . 

Elgin  Station,  L’Islet,  Erection  of.  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
148  (i). 

Elgin.  See  “  Refund  of  Bonuses.” 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt,  aid  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  148  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Claims,  &c.,*  448  (i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners.  See  “  Prison  Labor.” 

Employment  of  Women  and  Children  in  Fac¬ 
tories  B.  No.  2  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  29 ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd,  362  (i).  See  B.  85. 


Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion:  Ques.  (Mr.  Boss) 
2854  (iv). 

Erie  and  Niagara  Ry.  Co.  See  “Canada  Southern.” 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  Length  of  :  Qes.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  743 ;  Substitution  of  Granite  for  Sand¬ 
stone  :  Ques.,  743  (i).  See  B.  7. 

Essex  Centre  to  Kingsville  Harbor  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  8458  (iv). 

ESTIMATES,  The,  for  1885-86,  presented :  (Mr.  Bowell) 
289  (i) ;  Suppl.,  3359  ;  Further  Suppl.,  3423  ;  Suppl.  for 
1884  85,  2820  (iv). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
350  (i). 

Evans,  Alice  Elvira  Relief  B.  No.  108  (Mr.  Edgar). 
1°  on  a  div.,  672  ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  adiv.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  39). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances:  Res.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  censuring  Govt.,  295,  deb.  rsmd.,  363 ; 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  367,  .391 ;  (Mr.  Holton)  368  ;  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  369  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  370  ;  (Mr.  Ives)  372  ;  (Mr. 
Blake)  373  ;  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  380;  (Mr.  Davies) 
384;  (Mr.  Macmaster)  387;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Mc¬ 
Mullen)  390  ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  392 ;  (Sir  John 
A,  Macdonald)  ;  393  (i). 

Exchange  Bank  of  Canada,  Govt.  Claim  Against  :  Quee. 
(Mr.  Holton)  89  (i). 

Excise  Duties  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3294;  cone., 
3470  (iv). 

Excise.  See  “  Customs.” 

Exhibitions.  See  “  Antwerp,”  “  Colonial  ”  and  “  Dom¬ 
inion.” 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  6 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  176  ;  (Mr.  Tupper)  180  ;  on  Amt. 
6  m.  b.  (Mr.  Woodworth)  182  ;  (Mr.  Lister)  184 ;  (Mre 
Beaty)  185  ;  (Mr.  Fleming)  186  (i).  See  B.  6. 

Evidence  in  Divorce  Cases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Jackson)  428  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  Canals,  &c.,  in  B.  C.,  N.  W.  T.  and 
other  Provinces  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

Expenditure  on  Account  of  C.  P.  R. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr, 
Blake)  145  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  145  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Branch  Lines  of  C.  P.  R,,  &c.,  Cost  op 
Equipment,  &c.  :  M.  forStmnts*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Expenditure  on  MainLine  between  Callander  and  Port 
Arthur  and  Selkirk  and  Kamloops:  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Expenditure  to  Complete  Government  construction  on 
C.  P.  R. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Extension  of  C.  P.  R.  to  Canadian  Ports  on  Atlantic, 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Lesage) 
294  (i). 

Extension  of  C.  P.  R.  to  Quebec,  Papers,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret,  (Mr.  Blake)  1677  (ii).  B.  2239  (iii). 

Expense  B.  See  “  N.  W.  T.” 

Expenses  of  Election  under  Can,  Temp.  Act;  in  Com. of 
Sup.,  3388  (iv). 
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Expenses  op  Members  op  the  Govt.,  &c.,  in  England  or 
elsewhere  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant), 
124  (i). 

Expiring  Laws  continuation  B.  Mo.  165  (Sir 
Hector  Lang evin),  1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3458  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  52). 

Explosive  Substances  B.  No.  95  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald).  I0*,  545  (i);  2°,  893;  in  Com.,  1167;  3°, 
1335  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  7). 

Export  duty  on  Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 

Extract  op  Fluid  Beef  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (ii). 

Extradition  Arrangement,  Cor.  Between  Govt,  of  Can. 
and  Ambassador  at  Washington  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Extradition  op  Dumont:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358  (iv). 
Extradition,  Demands  for,  and  Proceedings  taken  :  M, 
for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Extra-Mural  Employment.  See  “  Prison  Labor.” 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Agent  in  Paris,  Rep.  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
290  (i)  ;  Salary  and  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3245  (iv). 

Factories  B.  No.  85  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  362  (i)  ;  2°  m., 
873 ;  deb.  adjd.,  886  ;  M.  to  rsme.  adjd.  deb.,  940 ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jamieson)  to  substitute  B.  (No.  94)  Can;  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  Amt.  agreed  to  (Y*  86,  N.  62)  948  (ii).  See 
B.  2. 

Factory  Commission  Rep.  (Mr.  Blake) :  Remarks,  455, 
478  (i). 

Factory  Labor  Regulation  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B. 
85  (Mr.  Bergin)  873;  (Mr.  Sproule)  881 ;  (Mr.  Mills) 
882 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to  substitute  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  (Messrs,  Bergin  and  Ives)  940  ;  (Mv.Cameron, 
Victoria)  941;  (Mr.  Scriver)  943;  (Mr.  Foster)  944; 
(Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  946 ;  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  946 ; 
(Mr.  Fisher)  947 ;  (Mr.  McNeill)  948  (ii). 

Factory  Labor,  Regulation  of,  B.  No.  2  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
gin).  1°*,  29;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  362  (i).  See  B.  85. 
Factory  Operatives,  Number  Employed  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Capital  Stock,  B.  No. 
10  (Mr.  Small).  1°*,  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
428  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Federation  op  the  Empire,  Proposals  for:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  51  (i). 

Fees  from  Settlers  in  the  N.  W.  T. :  Ques.  (Me.  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Ferries,  International,  B.  No.  17  (Mr,  Patterson, 
Essex).  1°*,  46;  2°  m.,  254;  2°*,  256  (i). 
Fertilizers.  See  “  Agricultural  Fertilizers.” 

Finance  and  Treasury  Board  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901, 
915  (ii). 

Finance  Minister,  Health  op:  Ques.  (Mr.  McG-reevy) 
2497  (iii). 

Finances  of  the  Country,  Conduct  op  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake  and  others)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3442  (iv). 


Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Financial  Inspector  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (ii). 

Fines,  Customs,  Exacted  and  Disposition  op  same,  &o.  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  90  (Mr.  Mulock)  1*, 

426  (i). 

Fisheries,  Department  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (ii). 

FISHERIES: 

Arrangements  with  the  U.S.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell)  2980  (iv). 
Bounties,  Claims  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  98  (i). 
Bounty  Distribution  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv) 

Bounty  paid  in  Guysborough  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2751  (iv). 
Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  McDougall)  1443  (ii). 

Canadian  Fisheries,  O.C.,  &o.,  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Mulock)  56  (i). 

Caron,  C.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau) 
290;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Commission,  Increased  Remuneration  to  Counsel  :  in  Com,  of 
Sup.,  3391  ;  cone.,  3396  (iv). 

Deep-water  Fisheries  off  Coast  of  B.G.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  3073  (iii). 

Extension  of  Act  to  the  N.W.  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Hesaon)  51  (i). 
Fish-breeding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (iv). 

Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes, Bounty  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 

McDougall  Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Fisheries  Exhibit  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fish  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  869  (ii). 

Fishing  Licenses  in  Lake  Erie  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii), 
Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John:  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2997  (iv). 
Fish  Ladders  in  La  Have  River,  N.S.:  Ques  (Mr  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 
Fish  Weirs  in  Co.  of  Charlotte,  Licenses  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  Americans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  3321  (iv). 
Gauvreau,  J.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blon¬ 
deau)  290 ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  U,,  Rep.  of  Enquiry  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau) 
532  (i). 

Halifax  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Counsel  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup,,  3390-3392  ;  cone.,  3396  (iv). 

Inland  Fisheries  of  Ont.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Inspector  for  B.C.,  Appointment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
694  (i). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries  :  M.  for  Ret.,*  1444  (ii)  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock) 
3073  (iv). 

Leases  and  Licenses  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  533  (i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 
Millard,  Collection  of  Fines  from  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1211  (ii). 
Negotiations  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Vail)  3074  (iv). 

Protection  after  July:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  2359  (iii). 

Protection  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Hesaon)  700  (i). 
Protection  Steamers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448 
(i)  ;  Ques.,  2359  (iii). 

Rogers’  Fisn  Ladder,  Purchase  or  use  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
3073  (iv). 

Rogers, W.  H.,  Breach  of  Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 
Starr,  J.  E.,  Removal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

[. See  also  “  Washington  Treaty.”] 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Vail )  219;  deb.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  220 ; 
(Mr.  Blake  and  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  221 ;  (Messrs. 
Cartwright,  Weldon  and  Davies )  222 ;  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  223;  (Mr,  Mitchell)  224;  (Mr.  Mills)  225. 
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Five  per  cent.  Consolid.  Loans  :  M.  for  Ret,  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright')  484  (i). 

Flannel  Shirts  for  the  Militia,  Contract  for  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Rinfret)  1306  (ii). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  Increase  of  Duty  on:  Quos.  (*4r. 
Forbes )  148  (i). 

Flour,  Corn  and  Cornmeal  Imported  and  Extorted  :  M. 

for  Eet.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  56  (i). 

Fog  Horn  on  Dummy  Lighthouse  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Jack- 
son)  293  (i). 

Fog  Horns  and  Letter-box  Fronts,  Tenders  for  :  M.  for 
copies  of  advertisements,  &c.*  (Mr,  Langelier)  313  (i). 
Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  the  St.  John  River  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1443  (ii). 

Foot  Grease  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Forestry  Commissioners,  Appointment  :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  187  (i). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Rep.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Fort  Francis  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  80  (Mr.  Ives).  1®*,  349 ;  2°*,  428  (i) ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  1723  (ii)  ;  Sen,  Amts.  cone,  in,  2357  (iii) . 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  92.) 

Fort  William,  Ont.,  Indian  Reserve,  Road  on  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve, Timber  Licenses:  M. for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (iii). 

Forty  Mile  Belt  in  B.C. :  Memo,  read  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  1983  (iii). 

France  and  Canada,  Commercial  Relations  between  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  Subventions  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2938  (iv). 

France  and  Quebec,  Fortnightly  Line,  Steamship  Sub¬ 
ventions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936,  29  42,  3041  (iv). 
France,  Commercial  Relations.  See  “  High  Commissioner.” 
Franchise  B.  Petitions.  See  “  Petitions.” 

Franchise,  Electoral  B.  No.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald).  1°,  629  (i);  Order  for  2°  postponed,  1095  ;  2°  m., 
1133;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137;  neg.  (Y. 
59,  N.  104)  and  deb.  adjd.,  1166  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  1167  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  1171;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204;  deb 
adjd.,  1204;  deb.  rsmd.,  1226 ;  2°  agreed  to  (I.  Ill,  N. 
63)  1277  ;  M.  for  Com.,  1336 ;  in  Com.,  1385,  1388, 
1444,  1475,  1568,  1608,  1646,  1680,  1712,  1745  (ii), 
1782,  1824,  1856,  1895,  1915,  1956,  1983,  2052,  2065, 
2086,  2104,  2139,  2172,  2210,  2241,  2274,  2301,  2321, 
2345, 2360, 2393  (iii),  2757, 3052, 3062  ;  on  consdn.  of  B., 
Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  3053;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre) 
3056 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ;  Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3058  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060 ;  (Mr.  Watson) 
neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46, 
N.  96)  3061 ;  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17)  3062; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063 ;  Amtsi 


(Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063;  (Mr.  Trow) 
3063  ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Armstrong)  neg. 
(Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Somerville ,  Brant)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065;  Amts.  (Messrs.  McCraney  and 
lnnes)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065;  Amts.  (Messrs* 
Cameron  [Middlesex]  and  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.38,  N.  87) 
3066  ;  Amis.  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fair • 
bank)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Pater¬ 
son  [Brant]  and  Gillmor)  neg,  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ; 
Amts.  (Messrs.  Ilolton  and  Fisher)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3  m.  h.,  3071 ; 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072 ;  3°  of  B.,  3072  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  40.) 

FRANCHISE,  ELECTORAL  B.,  Debate: 

ABBOTT ,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1416  (ii) ;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2345,  2350  (iii);  “general  provisions,”  1448  (ii),  2352, 
2355;  “  appeal,”  2363  (iii). 

ALLEN,  Mr.  :  in  Com  ,  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1493  (ii);  “qualifica¬ 
tions,”  Ac  ,  1853;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2166  (iii). 
ARMSTRONG,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1272-1274;  in  Com.,  (woman 
suffrage)  1469;  “  tenant  ”  (Amt.)  1481  ;  “person”  (Indian) 
1492,  1506,  1542;  “ actual  value,”  1598;  “qualifications,  Ac.,’’ 
1643  (ii),  1880-1882;  (manhood  suffrage)  1970;  (Amt.)  2001  ; 
“  registiatioc,”  2247,  2318;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2433  (iii)  ;  on 
M  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt  )  3064  (iv). 

AUGER,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1238-1241  ;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,” 
1452,  1456,1458;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1482;  “person”  (Indian) 
1543;  “  actual  value,”  1597,  1606  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1987,  1995,  2068;  “registration,”  2293  (iii). 

BAIN,  Mr.  ( Wentworth) :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1535; 
“qualifications,  Ac.,”  1709-1712  (ii),  1776-1779;  (manhood 
suffrage)  1952-1954;  (Amt.)  1993,  2052,  2082  (iii),  2758  (iv)  ; 
“registration,”  2252,  2280,  2289;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356 
(iii). 

BAKER,  Mr.  {Victoria):  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1587  (ii). 
BEATY,  Mr.,  junr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1874-1880 (iii). 
BERG1N,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (remarks)  2203;  “qualifications,”  Ac., 
2085  (iii). 

BLAKE,  Mr. :  on  1°,  629  (i)  ;  on  Order  for  2°  being  called  (re¬ 
marks)  1095;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1177-1192; 
in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1448,  1450,  1452,  1456,  1457;  "per¬ 
son”  (Indian)  1487,  1565;  “farm,”  1591  (ii)  ;  on  disqualifying 
revising  barrister,  2086;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2104-2111,  2161,  2163;  “registration,”  2173,  2177,  2180,  2231, 
2312;  “revision  of  lists,”  2346;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  2395; 
“appeal,”  2395  (iii);  “preamble,”  2769;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059  (iv). 

BOW  ELL,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “actual  value,”  1596-1607;  “occu¬ 
pant,”  1483;  “  tenant,”  1478-1480  (d)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1995,2061;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2348;  “appeal,”  2361;  “gen¬ 
eral  provisions,”  2344  (iii). 

BURNS ,  Mr.  :  in  Oem.,  “qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1809  (iii). 
BURPEE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1522  (ii)  ;  “quali¬ 
fications,  Ac.,”  1810,  1987,  1991,  2001,  (manhood  suffrage) 
1959,  2004,  2058,  (Amt.)  2060,  2073,  2079;  “who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  (Amt.)  2120;  “registration,”  2251  (iii);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058;  on  M.  for  consdn  of  B.  (Amt.) 
3063  (iv). 

CAMERON,  Mr.  ( Middlesex ):  on  M.  for  Com.,  1373-1379  (ii)  ;  in 
Com.,  (woman  suffrage)  1440;  “person”  (Indian)  1493; 
“  qualifications,  Ac.,”  1699-1707,  1890,  1895-1900,  1994,  (Amt.) 
1999,  2002,  (manhood  suffrage)  1973,  2061,  (Amt.)  2071,  2073, 
2077,2084,  2085,  2395;  “registration,”  2193-2197,  2263;  “who 
shall  not  vote,”  2102,  (Indians)  2149-2152,  (Amt.)  2274,  (Amt.) 
2285,  2289,  2291  ;  “appeal,”  2395  (iii);  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3066  (iv). 
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FRANCHISE,  ELECTORAL,  B. — Continued. 

CAMERON,  Mr.  {Victoria);  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1393; 
“tenant,”  1477;  “registration,”  2180,  2230,  2233  (iii). 

CAMERON,  Mr.  {Inverness) :  in  Oom.  (woman  suffrage)  (cor¬ 
rection  re  Indians)  1419;  “qualifications,  Sic."  1629-1632, 
1836  (ii),  2395  ;  “  registration,”  2278,  2283  (iii). 

CAMERON,  Mr.  {Huron) :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M 
for  2°,  1138-1143;  in  Oom.  (woman  suffrage)  1394,  1438; 
“owner,”  1472  ;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1475,  1478;  “occupant,” 
1483;  “person”  (Indian)  1502,  1527,  1580;  “farm,”  1591, 
1592;  “farmers’  sons”  (Amt.)  1594;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1692-1699  (ii),  1924-1931,  2074;  “registration,”  2216-2220, 
(Amt.)  2227,  2241,  2274-22  77,  2281-2284,  (Amt.)  2286,  2300, 
2302-2305,  2313,  2317,  2319;  “revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2326- 
2329,  2332,  2345-2348;  “general  provisions,”  2314,  2345,  2351- 
2354;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356,  2389;  “appeal,”  2360- 
2366;  “offences,”  2390  (iii). 

CARTWRIGHT,  Sir  Richard:  on  M.  for  2°,  1134;  (Amt.) 
1137,  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104)  1166;  on  M.  for  Com.  (remarks) 
1385;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1469;  “tenant,”  1479; 
“person”  (Indian)  1673  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1817, 
1915-1918,  1988,  1992,  1995,  2068,  2071,  2073,  2079,  2082,  (Amt.) 
2085;  “registration,”  2220-2223,  2232,  2279,  2281,  2285,2288, 
2297,  2299,  2300;  “revision  of  lists,”  2326,  2338,  2340,  2349; 
“  general  provisions,”  2344,  2365;  “officers  and  duties”  (In¬ 
dians)  2382  (ii). 

CASEY,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1263-1266;  in  Com.  (woman  suf- 
fage)  1401-1408,  1459;  “usufructuary,”  1452,1458;  “owner,” 
1470;  “tenant,”  1477;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1496,  1528-1530, 
1578,  (Chinese)  1582,  1590;  “farm,”  1692;  “actual  value,” 
1596,  1604;  “qualifications,  &c  ,”  1739-1743  (ii),  1828  ;  (In¬ 
dians)  1837,  (Amt.)  1845  ;  (manhood  suffrage)  1956-1959, 
1988,  2052,  2061;  (Amts.)  2064,  2070,  2079,  2080,  2394;  on 
disqualifying  barristers,  2086;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2086, 
2093;  “registration,”  2254-2258,  2270,  2272,  2282,  2283,  (Amt.) 
2288,  2290,  2308-2310;  “revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2323,  2325, 
2333,  2343;  “general  provisions,”  2344,  2347,  2350;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2383-2385  (iii). 

CASGRAIN,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1384;  (woman  suffrage) 
1395;  “usufructuary,”  1447;  “person”  (Indian)  1516,  1519, 
1533,  (Chinese)  1588;  “farm,”  1591;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1690-1692  (ii),  (Amt.)  1791  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2099  (iii). 

ClIAP LE AT] ,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  117 1— 
1177;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1590  (ii). 

CHARLTON ,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1158-1160;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1390,  1439;  “person” 
(Indian)  1503,  1523,  (Chinese)  1587 ;  “  qualifications,  &c.,” 
1608,  (Amt.)  1623  (ii),  1770-1773,  (Indians)  1860,  1864-1871, 
(manhood  suffrage)  1947-1952;  “registration,”  2279,  2282, 
2286,  2287,  (Amt.)  2288,  2289,  2306-2308,  (Amt.)  2317;  “re¬ 
vision  of  lists,”  2340,  2350;  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
(Amt.)  2344;  “appeal,”  2363;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indi¬ 
ans)  2377 ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053 
(iv), 

COCKBURN,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1258;  in  Com.  (woman  suf- 
rage)  1438  (ii). 

COOK,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1590  (ii)  ;  “registra¬ 
tion,”  2213-2216  (iii). 

COSTIGAN,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1990;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2343  (iii). 

COURSOL,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1248 ;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage) 
1389  (ii). 

CURRAN,  Mr. :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1408;  “qualifications, 
Sic.,7  7  1623-1626  (ii). 

DAVIES,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1153-1153;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1418,  1458 ;  “tenant,” 
1476,  1478;  “occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1576, 
(Chinese)  1583;  “farm,”  1592;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594; 
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“qualifications,  &c.,”  1638-1643  (ii),  1824-1828,  1939-1945  ; 
(manhood  suffrage)  1987,  1991,  1992,  1996,  2054,  2058,  2066- 
2069,  2071,  (Amt.)  2072-2074,  2077;  “who  shall  not  vote,” 
2090,  2096,  (Indians)  2157-2160,  (Amt.)  2160;  “registration,” 
2210,  (Amt.)  2211,  2229,  2230,  (Amt.)  2234,  2269,  2271-2273, 
2280,  (Amt.)  2281,  2286,  2287,  2289,  2291,  (Amt.)  2292,  2301, 
2313,  2316,  (Amt.)  2318  ;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2326,  2329,  2331, 
2347;  “general  provisions,”  2353;  “appeal,”  2361;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2378,  2389  (iii). 

DAWSON,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1160;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1408;  “owner,”  1473; 
“person  ”  (Indian)  1486,  1491,  1492,  1521,  1569,  (explanation) 
1503  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1775,  (manhood  suffrage) 
1979,  (Indians)  2006-2008,  2012,  2078;  “who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2122,  2149  ;  “registration,”  2248-2268,  2298  ;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2369,  2387  (iii)  ;  “  preamble,”  2758  (iv). 

DE  ST.  GEORGES ,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1533  (ii). 

DESJARDINS,  Mr.  ;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1451,  1455  (ii). 

DUPONT,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1234  (ii). 

EDGAR,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1197-1200;  in 
Com.,  (woman  suffrage)  1399 ;  “owner,”  1473;  “occupant,” 
1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1553,  (Chinese)  1582,  1584  (ii) ; 
“farm,”  2393;  “qualifications,  &c.  ”  (manhood  suffrage) 
1968-1970,  1993,  2001,  (Amt.)  2003,  (Indian)  2012,  2053,  2066, 
2080,  2394;  “registration,”  2282,  2289,  2305,  2312,  2316-2319; 
“  revision  of  lists,”  2330,  2331,  2334,  2337  (iii) ;  on  M.  to 
refer  back  to  Com  ,  3052  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for 
3°,  3057  (iv). 

FAIRBANK,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1226  ;  (woman  suffrage)  1416 ; 
“person”  (Indian)  1519,1531;  “actual  value,”  1605;  (ii) ; 
“qualifications,  Sic."  1779,  1784  ;  (manhood  suffrage)  1971- 
1973,  1993,  1997,  2082;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2152  i 
“revision  of  lists,”  2338,  2342,  2348  (iii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3068  (iv). 

FARROW,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “tenant,”  1482  (ii). 

FISHER,  Mr.:  cn  M.  for  2°,  1264-1258;  “usufructuary,”  1455; 
“tenant,”  1479,  1482;  “person”  (Indian)  1504,  1538; 
“actual  value,”  1595,  1599,  1602,  1604,  (Amt.)  1595;  “quali¬ 
fications,  &c.,”  1647-1654  (ii),  1804,  1994,  1996,  2080,  (manhood 
suffrage)  1967;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2098,  (Indians)  2116- 
2119;  “registration,”  2211,  2294  (iii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3070,  (iv). 

FLEMING,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2®, 
1146-1149;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1410;  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1457;  “owner,”  1473;  “tenant”  (Amt)  1476,  1477, 
1479;  "person”  (Indian)  1545  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  kc." 
1994,  (Amt.)  1997,  2062,  2080;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2164;  “registration,”  2197-2199,  2298;  “revision  of  lists,” 
2341  (iii). 

FOSTER,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2s, 
1156-1158;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1558  (ii)  ;  “qualifi¬ 
cations,  &c.,”  1819,  1822,  2001,  2055,  2057;  “who  shall  not 
vote,”  2089,  2098  (iii). 

GAULT,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1582;  “qualifica¬ 
tions,  &c  1638  (ii). 

GIG  AULT,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1245-1248  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Sic.," 
1789  (iii). 

GILLMOR ,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1226,  1269;  “person”  (Indians) 
1534,  (Chinese)  1585;  “qualifications,”  1707-1709  (ii),  1807, 
1984,  1990,  1997,  2054,  2060,  2072,  2074 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2114-2116  ;  “  registration,”  2258  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059;  on  consdn,  of  B.  (Amt.)  3069  (iv). 

GIROUARD,  Mr,:  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1446;  “tenant,” 
1480  (ii). 

IIAGKETT,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c,”  1654-1657  (ii); 
“who  shall  not  vote,”  2095  (iii);  on  Amt.  (Mr,  Jenkins)  to 
M.  for  3S  3054-3056  (iv). 
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HESSON ',  Mr.:  in  Com.,  ‘‘farmers’  sons,”  1595;  actual  value,” 
1599,  1605  (ii),  (explanation)  1752  ;  “  qualifications,  A c  ,”  1987, 
2059,  2081,  2082,  2084,  2085  ;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2133;  “registration,”  2246,  2283,  2295,  2305  (iii). 

RICKEY i  Mr.  :  “actual  value,”  1600  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1887-1890,  1989;  “revision  of  lists,”  2330;  “registration” 
(Amt.)  2279  (iii). 

HOLTON ,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.(Amt.)  3070  (iv). 

HOMER,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1682  (ii). 

INNES ,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1736-1739  (ii) ; 
“registration”  (Amt)  2279  (iii);  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

IRVINE,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “person”  (Indian)  1544  (ii) ;  “qualifica¬ 
tions,  kc.,  ”  1814-1817;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2097  (iii). 

IVES,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  ‘!  qualifications,  Ac.,  ”  1986-1988  (iii). 

JACKSON,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1342  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1638  ; 
“qualifications,  kc."  1712-1715  (ii). 

JENKINS,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1344  (ii) ;  in  Com.  (manhood 
suffrage)  1981  (iii);  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053 (iv). 

KINO,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1261-1263;  in  Com.,  “person  ”  (Indian) 
1524  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1806  ;  “who  shall  not  vote  ’ 
(Indian)  2164;  “registration”  2266,  2285,  (Amt.)  2285  (iii). 

KIRK,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2Q,  1259-1261  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1834,  2067,  2072,  2078;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166 
(iii). 

LANDERKIN,  Mr.  :  on  M  for  Com.,  1353-1360  ;  “tenant,  ”  1482  ; 
“person”  (Indian)  1520,  1539;  “actual  value,”  1602  (ii); 
"qualifications,  kc."  (Indians)  1845-1849,  1985,  1997,  (Amt.) 
2000,  2021,2074;  “registration  of  voters,”  2267,  2301  ;  “offi¬ 
cers  and  duties  ’  ’  (Indians)  2385. 

LANDRY,  Mr.  ( Kent )  :  in  Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1449 ;  “  person” 
(Indians)  1554 ;  (Chinese)  1584, 1588  (ii);  “ qualifications, kc.,” 
1812,  2057  “who  shail  not  vote,  ”  2100  ;  “registration,  ”  2230, 
2232,  2260  (iii);  on  (Amt.)  (Mr.  Weldon)  to  M.  for  3°,  3068  (iv). 

LANDRY,  Mr.,  ( Montmagny )  :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac”  1635, 
1637  (ii). 

LANGEL1ER,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com ,  1364-1373 ;  in  Com., 
(woman  suffrage)  1388;  “usufructuary,”  1444,  1446,  1448, 
1451,  1452,  1454,  1455,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  (Amt.)  1476, 
1480;  “qualifications,”  1632-1638  (ii),  1903-1908,  1984,1996, 
2064,  2067,  2070,  2394;  “registration,”  2185-2190,  (Amt.)  2228; 
"revision  of  li#ts,”  2331,  2333,  2342;  “appeal,”  2365;“ officers 
and  duties,”  2388  ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3062;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amts.) 
3063,  3066  (iv). 

LANGEV1N ,  Sir  Hector;  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
to  M.  for  2°,  1137;  in  Com.,  “  qualifications,  Ac.,”  2085; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2299  (iii). 

LAURIER,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1167,  (Amt.)  1171;  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1415,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1454,  1455,  1456; 
“tenant,”  1480;  “actual  value,”  1596,  1604;  “parish,”  1593; 
“qualifications,  Ac.,”  1626-1629  (ii),  1984  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3C57 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  to  M.  for 
consdn.  of  B.,  3070  (iv). 

LISTER,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1150-1153;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1344-1347,  1352;  “qualifications, 
&c.,”  1732-1736  (ii),  1860-1864, (Indians)  2009-2012,  2066,  2070, 
2075;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  (Indians)  2153-  2165; 
“registration,”  2264,  2283,  2286,  2316;  “  revision  of  lists,” 
2324,  2338,  2343;  general  provisions,”  2341;  appeal,”  2364; 
“officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2371  (ii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3066  (iv). 

MACDONALD,  Sir  John  A.:  2°  m.,  1133;  in  Com.,  1385; 
(woman  suffrage),  1388,  1458;  “owner,”  1444,  1445,  1449, 
1452,1453,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  1481;  “occupant,”  1483; 
“person”  (Indians)  1484,  1486,  1487,  1489,  1563,  1574  (ii), 
2023  (iii);  (Chinese)  1582,  1658  ;  “farm,”  1591;  “parish,” 
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1593;  “farmers’  sons,”  1591;  “actual  value,”  1596,  1600  (ii)  . 
“qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1937,  1983-1988,  1992-2003,  2053,  206o’ 
2062,  2064,  2065,  2079,  2080,  2394  (iii),  2757-2759  (iv)  ;  “  dis¬ 
qualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086 ;“  who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  2104,  (Amt.)  2139;  “registration,”  2172,  2177-2180, 
2228,2231,2241,2244,  2269,2273,  2279-2294,  2300,  2310-2319; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2326-2335,  2339-2346;  “general 
provisions,”  2314,  2351,  2353-2356;  “appeal,”  2360-2365,  2395; 
“officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2370,  2373,  2388,  2389; 
“offences,”  2390;  “farm,”  2393  (iii);  “preamble,”  2758;  M.  to 
refer  back  to  Com.,  3051;  in  Com.,  3052;  on  Amt.  (Mr,, 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3056  (iv). 

MACKINTOSH,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1241-1245  (ii). 

MACMASTER ,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “revision  of  lists,”  2324,  2343; 

“  general  provisions,”  2352  ;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2380-2382,  2386  (iii). 

McCALLUM,  Mr. :  in  Com,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1871,  1994- 
1996;  “registration,”  2258,  2272,  2283,  2284;  “officers  and 
duties  ”  (Indians)  2373,  2383  (iii). 

McCRANEY,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1410;  “person” 
(Indian)  1541  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1773-1775  (iii);  on 
M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3066  (iv). 

McINTYRE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1790  (iii);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3056;  neg  (Y.  50,  N. 
95)  3058  (iv). 

McMULLEN,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1200-1204 ; 
in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1395;  “tenant,”  1476,  1477, 
1479;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1685-1690  (ii),  1853,  1856,  1860, 
(manhood  suffrage)  1961-1964,  1932,  1995,  2000,  (Amt.)  2052, 
2059,  2063,  2067,  2070,  2075,  2080,  2082;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2100,  (Indians)  2135-2137;  “registration,”  2190-2193;  “re¬ 
vision  of  lists,”  2396;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2386  ; 
“farm,”  2393  (iii). 

McNEILL,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1412  (ii) ;  “quali¬ 
fications,  Ac.”  2073  (iii). 

MILLS,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M  for  2°,  1161- 
1166;  in  Com.,  1388,  (woman  suffrage)  1391,  1458;  “usu¬ 
fructuary,”  1449,  1453,  1454,  1455 ;“  owner,”  1472;  “tenant,” 
1477;  “occupant,”  1483;  “ farm,”  1591  (ii),  2393  (iii) ;  “per¬ 
son  ”  (Indians)  1484,  (Amt.)  1485,  1507,  1568,  (Chinese)  1583, 
1589;  “city,”  1593;  “farmers’ sons,”  1594;  “ actual  value,” 
1599,  1605  (ii);  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1747,  1761,  (Indians) 
1849,  1910-1913,  1934-1937 ;  (manhood  suffrage)  1964-1967, 
(Indians)  1976,  1988,  1991-2003,  2004-2006,  2063,  2056,  2060, 
2063,  2065-2069,  2072,  2075,  2078-2083,  2085,  2394  (iii),  2758 
(iv) ;  “  disqualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086;  “who  shall 
not  vote”  (Amt.)  2087,  (Indians)  2149,2160;  “registration,” 
2181-2185,  2229,  2233,  (Amt.)  2227,  2243,  2266,  2270,  2273,  2280, 
(Amt.)  2282,  2285,  2287,  2288,  2293,  2300,  2315,  2316,  2318; 
“  revision  of  lists,”  2322,  2326,  2332,  2336,  2340-2343,  2345- 
2349;  “general  provisions,”  2353,  2354;  “officers  and  duties,” 
2356,  (Indians)  2373-2376,  2387,  2388,  2389;  “offences,”  2390  ; 
“appeal,”  2361,  2364,  2366,  2396;  “preamble,”  2759  (iii);  on 
M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3051 ;  in  Com.,  3052,  3062  ;  on  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  3052  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3054  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059;  on  M.  for  consdn,  of  B.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Holton) 
3070;  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  3071  (iv). 

MITCHELL,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1145,  (explanation)  1149 ;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indians)  1577, 
(Chinese)  1582  (ii);  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1807,  (Amt.)  1938; 
(manhood  suffrage)  1959,  1980,  (Amt.)  1987,  1991,  2069,  2072 
(iii). 

MULOCK,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1379,  1384,  (woman  suffrage) 
1421,  1426-1430;  “owner,”  1473;  “tenant,”  1482;  “occu¬ 
pant,”  1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1520,  1538:  “  actual  value,” 
1607;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1715-1723  (u)  .832,  1887  ;  (man¬ 
hood  suffrage)  1978,  (Amt.)  1985,  1992,  2000,  2053,  (Amt) 
2054,  2059,  2064,  2070,  (Amt.)  2072,  2073,  2076;  “who  shall 
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not  vote”  (Indians)  2137;  “registration,”  2223-2227,  2248, 
2272,  2286,  2287,  2291,  2300,  2302,  2317;  “revision  of  lists,” 
2322,  2327,  2329,  2331,  2335,  2340,  2349;  “general  provisions,” 
2354;  “appeal,”  2360,2363  ;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2372  (iii) ;  “preamble,”  2758;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  3061 ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3062  ;  in 
Com.,  3052  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3052  (iv). 

PAINT ,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1991,  2072,  2077, 
2078;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166  (iii). 

PLATT,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1336-1341,  (woman  suffrage) 
1439;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1525;  “actual  value,”  1606  (ii)  ; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1784-1789  ;  (manhood  suffrage  and 
Indians)  1977;  “revision  of  lists,”  2343;  “who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  2127-2129  (iii). 

P ATERSON,  Mr.  {Brant)  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1360-1364  ;  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1489,  1493,  1571,  1574  (ii);  “qualifications, 
&c.,”  1793-1798,  1800-1804,  1931,'  (manhood  suffrage)  1981, 
2004,  (Indian)  2013-2019,  2056,  2059,  2074,  2079,  2084;  “who 
shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2123-2127,  2162;  “registration,” 
2259-2263,  2199-2205,  2269,  2273,  2279,  2283,  2285,  2291,  2298, 
2300,  2315,  2318;  “revision  of  lists,”  2337;  “officers  and 
duties,”  2356,  (Indian)  2367-2369,  2376,  2387;  “appeal,” 
2367 ;  “offences,  2391  (iii);  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3052; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3068;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts., 
3071  (iv). 

PATTERSON ,  Mr.  {Essex)  :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1986 
(iii). 

RINFRET,  Mr.;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1506,  1538;  “qua¬ 
lifications,  &c.,”  1680-1683  (ii). 

ROYAL,  Mr.  :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1330  (ii). 

RYKERT,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1450;  “tenant,”  1477 

(ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1761-1770,  2002,  2058;  “revision 
Of  list,”  2342  (iii). 

SHAKESPEARE,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1391;  “per¬ 
son”  (Chinese)  1583,  1591  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians 
and  Chinese)  1974  (iii). 

SOMERVILLE,  Mr.  {Brant):  on  M.  for  2°,  1269-1272;  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1441;  “person”  (Indian)  1549  (ii) ; 
“who  shall  net  vote”  (Indians)  2129-2133;  “registration,” 
2276,  2291,  2296  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3066  (iv). 

SPROULE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1492,  1551; 
“actual  value,”  1593:  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians)  1850, 
2012,  2073;  “registration,”  2248;  “appeal,”  2361,  2366; 
“officers  and  duties,”  2388,  2389  ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii). 

STAIRS,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  (iv). 

TASCI1EREAD,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1236;  in  Com.,  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1447  (ii). 

TASSE,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2093,  2097  (iii). 

TAYLOR,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  2061  (iii). 

TEMPLE,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  qualifications,  <fec.,”  2054,  2058,  2084; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2341  (iii). 

TROW ,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)’  1460  ;  “farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  “  actual  value,”  1596  (ii)  ;  “  qualifications,  &c.,”  1908, 
2056,  2073,  2076 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2133,  (Amt.) 
2163;  “registration,”  2240,  2280;  “revision  of  lists,”  2343 

(iii) ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3063  (iv). 

TOWNSHEND,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1249-1254;  in  Com.  (Amt.) 

(woman  suffrage)  1388;  agreed  to,  1442  (vol.  ii). 

TOPPER,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1643,  1832, 
2250  (iii). 

VAIL,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1274-1277;  in  Com.,  “farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  “actual  value,”  1606  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Amt.) 
1829-1832,  1990,  1994,  1999-2002,  2084,  2085,  2394  ;  “  who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2165;  “registration,”  2190,  2249,  2278, 
(Amt.)  2280,  2288,  2294,  2316  (iii). 

WALLACE,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1341;  in  Com.,  “  tenant,” 
1477,  1478;  “person”  (Indian)  1491;  “actual  value,”  1602, 
1604  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  2002,  2066,  2083  (iii). 


FRANCHISE,  ELECTORAL,  B.— Continued. 

WAl’SON,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1274 ;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage) 
1468;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1492,  1522,  1542;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“actual  value,”  1606  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians) 
1853,  (Amts.)  1933,  1990,  1992,  2008,  (Indian)  2058 ;  “  registra¬ 
tion,”  2268,  2295  ;  “revision  of  lists,”  2344  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3061  (iv). 

WELDON,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2®, 
1149;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1452;  “owner,”  1472  ; 
“tenant,”  1478;  “person”  (Indian)  1493,  (Chinese)  “farm,” 
1592;  “parish,”  1593  ;  “farmers’  sons,”  1595;  “actual 
value”  (Amt.)  1696,  1600;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1727-1731 

(ii) ,  (Amt.)  1805;  “registration,”  2253,  2277,  (Amts.)  2278, 
2282,  2283,  2286,  2288,  2289,  2291,'  2297,  2310,  2316;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2323,  2328,  2339,  2341,  2343,  2349  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3058;  on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.) 
3068  (iv). 

WHITE,  Mr.  {Cardwell)  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1192— 
1197  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  (manhood  suffrage)  1945, 
1996,  (Indian)  2019;  “  registration,”  2245,  2283  (iii). 

WHITE,  Mr.  {Hastings):  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1492  (ii); 
“qualifications,  &c.”  (manhood  suffrage  and  Indians)  1983, 
2008,  2067 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  2092,  (Indians)  2165— 
2157  (iii). 

WHITE,  Mr. {Renfrew):  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1996  (iii). 
WILSON,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1417;  “occupant,” 
1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1515,  1536;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1723-1727  (ii),  1901,  (manhood  suffrage)  1960,  1986,  1989,  2060, 
2068,  2073,  2077  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2120-2122  ; 
“registration,”  2205-2207,  2265,  2287;  “appeal,”  2362,  2367 

(iii) . 

WOOD,  Mr.  ( Westmoreland) :  in  Com  ,  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1731  (i). 

WOODWORTH,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1228-1234;  in  Com.,  “person” 
(Chinese)  1584  (ii). 

WRIOHT,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1143  (ii). 

YEO,  Mr. :  in  Com  ,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1647  (ii). 

[For  Qces.  cf  Obdeb,  &c.,  &c.,  See  “ Order,”  “Privilege,”  and 
“  Procedure.”] 

Friser,  D.  M.,  and  Dept,  of  Agriculture,  Ccr.  between  : 

M,  for  copies*  (Mr.  Robertson  Shelburne)  533  (i) . 
Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  By.  Bridge  Co.’s 
incorp-  B.  No.  50  (Mr.  Temple).  I0*,  1T0;  2°*, 
289  (i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  873 ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in, 
1386  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  26.) 

Free  Fishing  allowed  American  Fishermen  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Vail)  3321  (iv). 

Freeman,  J.  N.,  and  Sawdust  Law  in  N.3. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 

Free  Transport  of  Bodies  of  Volunteers  killed  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

French  Canadians  in  Customs  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Be  St. 

Georges)  1914  ;  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

French  Canadians,  Repatriation  of,  Scheme  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  533  (i) . 

Fuel  for  Settlers  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c. 
(Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Funeral  Expenses  of  Achille  Blais  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  2169  (iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B. 
No.  119  (Mr.  Costigan).  Res.  prop.,  in  Com.  and  1° 
of  B.,  837  (ii)  ;  2°,  2419  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2439  (iii). 
(48-49  Vic.}  c.  69.) 
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Gas  Coke  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (ii). 
Gatineau  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. (Ml-.  Pope )  3458  (iv). 
Gatlino  Guns  for  use  of  Troops  in  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Robertson,  Hastings )  813  (ii). 

Gaudet,  Mr.  A.:  Certificate  of  Eloction  and  Return  of,  1. 
Gauvreau,  Jules,  Salary  and  Expenses  as  Fishery 
Overseer:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau)  290;  M,  for  copies  of 
Rep.,*  532  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr. 
Costigan).  Res.  (Chief  Inspector)  prop.,  1300  ;  in  Com., 
1307  ;  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1320  (ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2548 ;  3°,  2555  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Geneva  Gin  and  Brandy:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224,  3229  (iv). 

Geological  Survey:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 
Geological  Survey  of  the  Dom.,  Management  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Hall )  114  (i). 

Glamis  Post  Office,  Enquiry  respecting  :  Quo?.  (Mr. 
Blake )  1131  (ii). 

Glucose  Syrup:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (ii). 
Gold  Rf,serve,  Govt.:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  351 ;  Stmnt.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  361  (i). 
Goods  Imported  for  Consumption:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartaright )  30  (i). 

Goodwin,  George :  See  “Trent  Valley  Canal.” 

Gosselin,  Eugene,  Record  in  the  matter  of  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Amyot )  703,  704  (i). 

Govt.  Agents  in  the  N.W.T.,  Fees  from  Settlers  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake )  2170  (iii). 

Govt.  Bonds,  Disappearance  of,  from  Vaults  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake )  3371  (iv). 

Govt.  Business:  Remarks,  211,  595  (i),  1744  (ii),  2996, 
3293,  3427,  3444  (vi). 

Govt.  Deposits  in  Banks:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  29  (i). 

Govt.  Employes  along  line  of  C.P.R. :  M.  for  names,  &c.* 
(Mr.  McMullen )  56  (i). 

Govt.  Employes  in  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
1442  (ii). 

Govt.  Loans:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Govt.  Measures,  Precedence  :  on  Thursdays  after  Ques, 
by  Members,  451 ;  on  Wednesdays  after  Routino,  965  ; 
on  Mondays  after  Ques.  by  Members,  1336  ;  Ms.  to  take 
in  Saturdays,  1824  (iii),  3246,  3459  (iv). 

Govt.  Mortgage  on  C.P.R.,  Changes  in  relation  to  :  Quep. 
(Mr.  Blake)  36  (i). 

Govt.  Notes  in  circulation:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465 

(iii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  Communications  with  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Govt,  of  the  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup..  3243  (iv). 

Govt.  Properties  in  Co.  of  Richelieu:  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  Massue)  147  (i). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising:  Remarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033-3039  (iv). 
Govt.  Rys.,  Return  Tickets  on  :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
706  (i). 

15 


Govt.  Rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Vanasse)  2238  (iii). 

Govt.  Sections  of  C.  P.  R.  in  B.  C.,  Working  of,  by  Con¬ 
tractors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  632  (i). 

Govt.  Steamers.  See  “Marine”  and  “Supply.” 

Govt.  Yards  in  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Oault)  57  (i). 
GOVERNOR  GENERAL : 

Commons,  Summoning  of,  to  Senate,  2  (i),  3475  (iv). 

Speech  from  Throne  on  Opening  of  Parlt.,  2  ;  Reply  to  Address, 
113(1). 

Speech  from  Throne  Proroguing  Parlt.,  3475  (iv). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary,  Letter  from,  re  Royal  Assent  to 
Bills,  1514  (ii)  ;  from  Deputy,  re  Prorogation,  3473  (iv). 
Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (ii). 
Grades  and  Curves  on  C.P.R.  as  far  as  constructed, 

EXCLUSIVE  OF  LlNE  FROM  FOOT  OF  ROCKY  Mt.3.  TO 

Kamloops  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Grades  and  Curves  on  Line  from  foot  of  Rooky  Mts., 
&o. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  and  Plan*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 
Grades,  Curves  and  Tangents  on  C.P.R.:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake)  632,  694,  744  (i),  888  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  Communications  with  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3423  (iv). 

Grant,  Alpin,  Position  of,  under  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  429  (i). 

Grant,  G.  (Militia  Dept.)  Superannuation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  2531  (iii). 

Grant  of  $  1 ,700,000  for  N.W.  Expenses:  in  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Moans,  2532,  2559  (iii). 

Grand  Piles  to  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv)* 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY : 

Accidents  and  Casualties  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  226  (i). 
Double  Track  between  Montreal  and  Toronto,  Assurance,  &c., 
given  t  j  Govt.:  M.  forcopy,  &c.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  143  (i). 
Importation  of  Rails  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1566  (ii). 

Mail  Service,  Toronto  and  Ottawa  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Middlesex)  816  (ii). 

Return,  Imperfect,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson:  Remarks  (Mr. 

Mitchell)  860,  862  ;  Ques.  1278  (ii). 

Returns  required  under  Act  of  1879,  &c.,  Miles  of  Main  Line,  &c.  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  229  (i). 

Returns,  Enquiries  for:  (Mr.  Mitchell)  566,  662  (i),  860,  964, 
1278  (ii),  2393  (iii),  3000,  3395  (iv). 

Stockholders  List,  Ret.  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  28, 
101,  350  ;  Remarks,  113  (i),  2210  (iii). 

- M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  234. 

— —  Answer  of  Mr.  Hickson:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  927  (ii). 

-  Action  of  Mr.  Hickson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1094  (ii). 

- Enforcement  of  Order  of  House  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell) 

3426  (iv). 

Graduates  of  Royal  Mil,  Col.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  313  (i). 

Grain,  &c  ,  Abolition  of  Duty  on  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 

Grants  of  Dominion  Lands.  See  “  Land  Grants,”  &c. 
Gravenhurst  Bay  and  River  Severn  Canal  :  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  56,  202  (i). 

Graving  Dock,  Esquimalt,  B.C.  See  “  Advances  to  Pro¬ 
vinces.” 

Grazing  Land  Leases,  Geographical  Position,  &c.  :  M.for 
Ret.*  (Mr,  Charlton)  209  (i). 
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Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ey.  :  M.  for 
Eet.  (Mr.  Paint )  78  (i). 

Great  Village  IEver  Improvements,  Colchester,  N.  S. : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  in  detail*(Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne')  67  (i). 
Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Junction 
By.  Co.’s  B.  No.  38  (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland).  1°*, 
125 ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  18.) 

Gregory,  J.  U.,  Rep.  op  Enquiry  made  by,  re  Fisheries  :  M. 

for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Grenville,  South,  Election  :  Ret.  of  Member,  3072  (iv). 
Grey.  See  “  Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses.” 

Guay,  Mr.:  Returned  as  Member  elect  for  Levis,  1385  (ii). 
Guerin,  Lister,  Rep.  of  Survey  of  Improvements  on  the 
Ottawa  River:  Ques.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 
Guns  used  in  the  fight  with  Poundmaker:  Quos.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Guillet,  Mr.  :  unseated  on  judgment  of  Supremo  Court, 
593  (i);  Returned  and  took  seat  1192  (ii). 
HALF-BREEDS: 

Claims  of  French  at  St.  Laorent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2353  (iii). 
Claims  of  unenumerated  (Man.)  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743,  3423  (iv). 
Claims  recognized  and  rejected  by  Commission  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  (iii). 

Claims,  &c.,  in  N.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

Commission:  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  1566  ;  sittings  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  ;  claims  recognized  and  rejected  by  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Dumas,  M.,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Dumont,  G.,  and  Ferry  License  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Grievances,  Duty  of  Govt.  :  M.  for  adjmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030 
(iii)  ;  Memorials,  Answers  to:  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv)  See 
“  Ways  and  Means.” 

Indian  Sympathy  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Isbester,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Minors  (Man.)  Claims  preferred  and  rejected  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  ;  temporarily  absent :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743  ;  unenumer¬ 
ated,  1743  (iii),  3126,  3428  (iv). 

North-West  Council,  Res.  re  claims  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Petitions,  &c.,  on  Half-breeds  and  Settlers'  Claims  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Plots  on  the  Saskatchewan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 
Qu’Appelle,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 
Reserves  and  Homesteads  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Resume  of  Events  since  1878  :  Res.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means  (Mr.  Blake)  3075  (iv). 

Schmidt,  L.,  Answer  to  letter  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv)  ; 

Employment  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915  (iii). 

Scrip  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567,  1914  (iii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  and  undisturbed  occupation  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  (ii). 

[See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N,W.”J 

Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Moneys  paid  by  Govt. 

to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Eeps.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Halton.  See  “  Can.  Temp.  Act,”  “  Indians,  &c.” 
Hamilton,  Guelpli  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  77  (Mr.  Kilvert).  1°*,  313  :  2°*,  405  (i)  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (ii) .  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  22.) 
Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  B.  No. 
114  (Mr.  Kilvert).  1°*,  783;  2°*,  816  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°,  1352  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  30.) 


Harbors  in  Guysborough  County,  Ke-survey  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  51  (i). 

Harbor  Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers,  Ad¬ 
vance  to,  authorization  B.  No.  150  (Mr. 
Bowell).  Eos.  prop.,  2497;  Ees.  in  Com.,  2555  (iii); 
1°*  of  B.,  2751;  2°  m.,  2934;  in  Com.,  2935;  3°*, 
2957  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  76.) 

Harbor  Master,  Halifax,  Appointment  of,  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  148  (Mr.  McLelan).  Eos.  prop.,  2421 ; 
in  Com.,  2522;  Ees.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (iii)  ; 
2°*  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2772  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Harbors.  See  “Marine”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Hardware  and  Supplies  furnished  Dept.  Marine  and 
Fisheries  at  Halifax  ;  M.  for  Eet.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
533  (i)  ;  Ques.,  1914  (iii). 

Hardware  and  Ey.  Supplies,  Purchase  of  by  Dept,  of 
Eys.  and  Canals:  M.  for  Eet.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  1442  (ii)  ; 
Ques ,  1915  (iii). 

Hatzfeld,  Geo.  L.  E.,  Relief  B.  No.  107  (Mr. 
Kilvert).  1°  on  a  div.,  672;  2a  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i) ; 
in  Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic  ,  c.  38.) 

Hay  Duties.  See  “  Duties.” 

Health  Officers.  See  “Instructions.” 

Health  Statistics:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2766  (iv). 

Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  90  (i). 

Heney,  John,  Govt.  Property  occupied  by:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Holton)  3 126  (iv). 

HIGH  COMMISSIONED: 

Amounts  paid  on  account  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  210  (i). 
Commercial  Relations  between  France  and  Canada:  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 

Cor.  re  Antwerp  International  Exhibition:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  and  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
01  (i). 

In  Com.  of  Scp.  :  3386  (iv). 

Instructions  to,  eespec ting  Immigration  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackintosh) 
290  (i). 

Office  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Payments,  Claims,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Rep.  and  Despatches  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 
Salary  and  Position  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Holland,  Geo.  and  Andrew,  Services  as  Eeporters  and 
Short- hand  Writers:  M.  for  Stmnt.*(Mr.AM^er)147  (i). 
Homesteads  within  the  Ey.  Belt:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  479, 
567  (i). 

Hoop  Iron:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 
Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  to  N.  W.  in  18S4 :  Quos.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Horses  for  Troots  in  N.  W.,  Purchase  of:  Quos.  (Mr. 
Trow)  1306  (ii). 

House  Furnishing  Hardware:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Moans,  848  (ii). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS: 

Accommodation  for  Members  :  Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
49  (i). 

Annual  Register,  Morgan’s  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Black  Rod  :  Mess,  from  Gov.  Genl.,  2  (i),  1516  (ii),  2475  (iii). 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS — Continued. 

Commissioners,  Rep.  re  Staff  :  presented  (Mr.  Speaker )  2497 :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fisher )  2750;  increased  expenditure  under:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3449  ;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 

Committees,  Extra  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv) . 
Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Com.  to  supervise,  28  (i).  See 
general  heading. 

Election  Expenses,  Returning  Officers,  Montreal:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3151  (iv). 

Franchise,  Electoral.  See  “Franchise.” 

Grenville,  South,  Election  :  Ret.  of  Member  elect,  3072  (iv). 
Hache,  Jacques,  Gratuity  to  :  in  Com  of  Sup  ,  3450  (iv). 
Increased  Indemnity  to  Members  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3470  (iv). 
Indemnity  to  Members  absent  through  Sickness  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow) 
3473  (iv).  See  B.  116. 

Indemnity  to  Members  on  Active  Service  :  prop.  M.  (Mr.  White , 
Cardwell)  812  (ii). 

Internal  Economy  Commission:  Mess.  from.  His  Ex.,  40  (i). 

Lennox  Election:  Judge’s  Rep.  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  1  (i). 

Lfivis  Election  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr.  Speaker) 
593  (i). 

Library:  M  for  Joint  Com.,  36  ;  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  :  scarcity  of 
copies,  40  ;  Office  of  Librarian  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i). 
Members’  Indemnity  Act  Amt.  See  B.  116. 

Members  Introduced,  1,  133  (i),  1192,  1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

New  Members,  Return  of,  1,  1192,  1385  (ii),  2072  (iv). 
Northumberland  Election  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  road  (Mr. 

Speaker)  693  (i). 

Official  Rep.  See  “Debates.” 

Opening:  Communication  from  Gov.  Gen.  by  Black  Rod,  1; 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  2  (i). 

Printing  Com.’s  Second  Rep.  :  M.  to  cone,  in  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  149  (i)  ;  Seventh  Rep.,  1822  (iii)  ;  Ninth  Rep.,  3293; 
Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (iv). 

Printing,  Paper  and  Bookbinding:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii),  2798 
(iv). 

Prorogation:  Communication  from  Deputy  of  Gov.  Genl.'s  Sec., 
3473  ;  Speech  from  the  Throne,  3475  (iv). 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  1516  (ii),  2475  (iv). 

Salaries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (ii). 

Select  Standing  Ooms,  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  2  ;  M.  for 
Com.  to  prepare  Lists,  27;  Lists  presented,  30;  cone,  in,  32; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Senate,  Commons  Summoned  to  by  Mess  ,  1  (i),  3475  (iv). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Extra  Expenses:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv). 
Sittings  of  the  House:  Irregularity  in  meeting:  Remarks,  2996 
(iv) ;  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1744  (iii) ;  M.  for  two  sittings 
each  day,  3459  (iv). 

Soulanges  Election:  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1  (i). 

Speaker,  Deputy,  Salary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Staff,  Commission  on  Reorganisation  :  Rep.  presented  (Mr. 
Speaker)  2497  (iii)  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Fisher )  2750 ;  increased 
expenditure  under:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3449;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 
Stationery,  &c  ,  used:  Ques.  (Air.  Casgrain)  290  (i). 

Vacancies,  Notification  of  (Mr.  Speaker)  1  (i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber.  :  Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
2676  (iv). 

West  Middlesex  Election  :  Judge’s  certificate  and  Rep.  read  (Mr. 
Sfeaker)  1  (i). 

Writs  of  Election  :  Warrants  issued  for,  1,  529  (i). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  furnished  to:  Qaes. 

(Mr.  Vail)  *783  (ii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Slip.,  3245  (iv). 
Huguies,  D.  J.  Ciiaroes  aoainst:  Ques.  (Mr.  Wilson)  77; 

M.  for  copies  of  Papors  and  Cor.,  98  (i). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  No.  69  (Mr. 
Tyrwhitt).  1°*,  269  ;  2°*,  428  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1007 ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  27.) 


!  Huron  and  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  of  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (iv). 

Ice,  Unguarded  Openings,  &c.  See  B.  22. 
IMMIGRATION : 

Allan  Line,  Payments  for  Assisted  Passages  :  Ques-  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  567  (i)  ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Buildings  at  Levis:  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 

Chinese,  Rep.  of  Commissioners  :  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau). 

Man.  and  N.  W.,  Cor.  Between  C.P.R.  Co.  and  Govt.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Office  at  Quebec,  Employes:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landry,  Monl- 
magny). 

Pauper  Immigrants,  Turkish  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3475  (iv). 
Printing  and  Advertising:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
202  0). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Scheme  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (i). 

Settlers  in  B.  C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  189  (i). 

■ - -  Dom.  during  1884:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

-  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

— —  Mar.  Provs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  148  (i). 

- - —  N.  W. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 

Immigrant  Patients  in  Quarantine:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3358  (iv). 

Imitation  Precious  Stones  :  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Means, 
846  (ii). 

Imperial  Govt.,  Communication  with,  re  Disturbance  in 
the  1ST.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  Between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  51  (i). 

Importation  of  Prison  Manufactures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Platt) 
2169  (iii). 

Imports  and  Exports,  distinguishing  Products  of  Can¬ 
ada  :  M,  for  Rep.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  30  (i) . 
Imports  for  Consumption:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Improved  Rifled  Ordnance:  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Indian  .Affairs,  Dept  of.,  Rep.:  presented  (Sir  John  A. 

Macdonald)  28  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (ii),  3410  (iv). 
Increased  Duty  on  Flour:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
744  (i). 

Indiantown  and  Boystown  Ey.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Pog>e)  3453  (iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members  Act.  Amt.  B.  No.  116 

(Mr.  Farrow).  1°,  813  (ii). 

Indemnity  to  Members.  See  “  House  of  Commons.” 
INDIANS : 

Advancement  Act  of  1884,  Application  of:  Quea.  (Mr.  Cockburn) 
77  (i). 

B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can.  and  B.  C . :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Mills)  863  (ii). 

Cherrier,  G.  E.,  Agent  at  Caughnawaga  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
ton)  1443  (ii). 

Education  of,  in  Man.  and  N.  W.T.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  ( Mr. Kirk)  1443  (ii). 
Fort  William  Reserve  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii) . 
In  Com.  of  Sup.  ^“Supply.” 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922  (iii). 
Lands  in  Tp.  of  Toronto:  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  Fleming)  147  (i). 
Lands  inViger  Agency:  M.for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  De  St. Georges)  1443  (ii). 
Lebel,  A-,  Agent  acting  without  Sureties:  Ques.  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  1211  (ii). 
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INDIANS — Continued. 

Manitoba  Agency,  Management,  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Charlton)  61  (i). 

Metlakatla,  Troubles  at  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
304  (i). 

Reserve  Lands  in  B.  0.,  Purchase  of,  by  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Reserves  and  Homesteads  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Reserve,  Victoria  Arm,  B.C.:  Que3.  (Mr.  Blake)  1211  (ii). 

Rising  of  the  Stonies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  863  (ii). 

Schools  in  B.  C  ,  Establishment  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  1413  (ii). 

Schools  in  Man.  and  N.  W.T. :  Qu>s.  (Mr.  Kirk)  568  (i). 
Superintendents,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  88  (i). 

Supplies  in  the  N.W.,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Rets  *  (Mr.  Paterson,  Branti 
532  (i). 

Sympathy  with  Half-breeds  in  N.  W.T.  :  Ques.  (  Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Title  to  Disputed  Territory:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  594  (i). 
Trafalgar,  Lands  unsold  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i). 
{See  “Dom.  Lands,”  “Disturance  In  the  N.W.,”  &c. 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High  River  : 

cone.,  2922. 

Industries  of  Canada,  Commission  respecting  :  M.  for 
copy  of  Com.,  O.  C.,  Cor.,  &c.,  and  also  Rep.,  &c.  (Mr. 
Blake )  56  (i). 

Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases-  See  “Animals.” 
Inland  Fisheries  of  the  Dom.,  Queen  vs.  Robinson  : 
M.  for  copy  of  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  229  (i). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of:  Rep.  presented  (Mr.  Costigan) 
28  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  916  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Summerside,  P.E.I. : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Yea)  350  (i). 

Inland  Revenue.  See  “Consolidated.” 

Insolvency  and  Bankruptcy  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
for  Sol.  Com.,  47 ;  Moss,  from  His  Ex.,  101 ;  M.  to  ref. 
Pets,  to  Sel.  Com  ,  125  (i). 

Insolvency  B.  Ho.  32  (Mr.  Billy).  1°,  101  (i). 
Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s, 
&C.,  B.  HO.  66  (Mr.  Edgar).  1°,  235  (i). 
Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s, 
&C.,  B.  Ho.  127  (Mr.  Edgar).  1°,  1094  (ii). 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Distribution  of  Assets  B. 
Ho.  4  (Mr.  Curran).  1°,  29;  2°*,  619  (i)  ;  M.  to  transfer 
to  Govt.  Orders,  1280 ;  agreed  to,  1281  (ii)  ;  Order 
dselrgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  3375  (iii) . 

Insolvents,  Discharge  of  past,  B.  Ho.  34  (Mr. 

Beaty).  1°*,  113  (i). 

Insolvents’  Estates  Equitable  Distribution  B. 

Ho.  33  (Mr.  Beaty).  1°*,  113  (i). 

Inspection  Act.  See  “  General.” 

Inspection  of  Banks,  Legislation  respecting:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Casgrain)  51  (i)  ;  prop.  Res.,  81  (i). 

Inspection  of  Factories,  Res.  respecting,  on  Order 
for  Com.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergin)  606  (i). 

Inspectors  of  Public  Works,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 

Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works,  Persons  employed  as: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 


Instructions  to  Genl.  Middleton  respecting  Insurgents  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Instructions  to  Health  Officers  in  N.B.,  and  Quaran¬ 
tine  Reos.  :  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443  (ii). 
INSURANCE: 

Canada  Agricultural  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Amyol)  303  (i). 
Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877.  See  B.  20. 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Firs.  See  B.  55. 

Insolvent  Co’s.  See  Bs.  66  and  127. 

London  Life  Insurace  Co.  See  B.  76. 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.  See  B.  43. 

Superintendence  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957;  coac.  2958  (iv). 
Insurrection.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.”  &c. 
INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY  : 

Casualties  to  Trains  from  Collisions,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Burpee,  Sunbury )  100  (i). 

Coal  carried  from  Spring  Hill  Mines*  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
533  (i). 

Commission  respecting  Claims  against  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.* 
(Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

Commission,  Secretary  to,  Appointment  :  M.  for  copy  of  O.  C.* 
(Mr.  Rykerl)  187  (i). 

Construction  to  Indiantown  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  744  (i),  816  (ii). 
Cost  of  Equipment  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  816  (ii). 

Cost  of  Working  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  202  (i). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3073  (iv). 
Equipment,  Valuation  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Free  Passes  and  Reduced  Fare  Tickets  :  Ms.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
234 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  505  (i). 

Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Davies) 
.  1442  (ii). 

Freight  Rate  Arrangements  between  Can.  Shipping  Co.  and  the 
Beaver  Line  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of,  for  Horses  killed:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Pullman  Cars,  Cor.  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Weldon). 
Receipts  and  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  1744  (iii). 
Receipts  and  Expenses:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1744,  1914 
(iii). 

Revenue  and  Working  Expenses:  M.  for  Stmnt  *  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sun - 
bury)  101  (i). 

Robertson,  J.  D.,  Claim  of,  re  expropriation  of  Factory,  &c.  :  M. 

for  Papers,  &c.*  (Mr.  Mills)  1443  (ii). 

Rolling  Stock,  Purchase,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
101  (i). 

Ry.  Crossing  on  Mill  St.  :  Memorials,  &o.  :*  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1442  (ii). 

Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2238  (iii). 
Simard,  M,  J.,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  G.  Lavoie  for  Land 
Damages  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 

Wire  Fences,  Contracts  made  by  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Wel¬ 
don)  532  (i). 

Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  C.P.R  Co.  on  Loans  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  350  (i),  1677  (ii),  1955  (iii). 

Interior  Deptl.  Hep.  :  Appeal  to  Mombors  to  spoak  loudor 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  49  (i). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdon¬ 
ald)  28  (i);  iu  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  968  (ii),  2764,  3408; 
cor  e.,  3433  (iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Receipts  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
54  (i). 

Interior,  alleged  Frauds  and  Irregularities  in  Dept.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915,  2170  (iii). 
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Interior,  Minister  of,  Absence  of:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake ) 
1131  (ii). 

Internal  Economy  Commission  :  Moss,  from  His  Ex.,  40  (i). 

International  Coal  Co.’s  B.  No.  51  (Mr.  Desjardins). 
1°*,  170;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  29.) 

International  Exhibition.  See  “Antwerp.” 
International  Ferries  B.  No.  17  (Mr.  Patterson , 
Essex).  1°*,  46  ;  2°  m.,  254  ;  2°*,  256  (i). 
Intoxicating  Liquors,  Traffic  in,  B.  No.  70  (Mr. 
Small).  1°,  270  (i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors.  See  “Can.  Temp.  Act,”  and 
“Liquor  License  Act.” 

Iron,  Bounties  on  Manufactures  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Isbe8Ter,  J.,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Quos. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Islands  in  River  St.  Laavrence,  Lf.ase  of,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Wood ,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

Issue  and  Redemption  of  Dom,  Notes:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (ii). 

Jackson.  See  “  Half-breeds.” 

Jenkins,  Mr.  :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return  of,  1  (i). 
Joint  Commission,  Surveys  between  B.C.  and  Alaska  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Jones,  L.  K.,  Appointment  as  Sec.  to  I.C.  R.  Commission  : 

M.  for  copies  of  O.C.  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Jones,  W.  H.  (Sec.  of  State’s  I)ept.)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  Cable  across,  Cost  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria )  1443  (ii). 

Judge  Clark,  Rep.  of,  re  Claims  Section  B. :  Quos.  (Mr. 

Casey)  78 ;  M.  for  copy,  132  (i). 

Judge  Hughes,  Official  conduct  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Wilson) 
77  ;  M.  for  Ret.,  98  (i). 

Judge  Meredith,  Resignation  of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Laurier)  43  (i). 

Judges  in  N.  B.,  Appointment  for  Year’s  Circuit  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Davies)  563  (i). 

Judoes  of  Provincial  Courts.  See  B.  161. 

Judicial  Reform  in  the  N.  W.  T.,  Petitions,  &c. :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii). 

Judiciary  of  Man.  See  B.  162. 

Judiciary  of  Quebec.  See  “  Superior  Court.” 

Judgments  rendered  by  Supreme  Court  :  M.  for  copies, 
&c.  (Mr.  Landry,  Monimayny)  533  (i). 

Justice,  Administration  of  :  in  Cora,  of  Sup.,  985  (ii). 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  j&ee  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  Summary  Proceedings  before  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake  1211  (ii).  See  B.  128. 

Jute  Cloth:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  806  (ii). 
Justice,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898,  914  (ii). 
Kavanagh,  J.  C.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Keewatin  District  :  Expenses  of  Govt.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (iv). 

Kentville,  N.S.,  Dismissal  of  Collector  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Moffatt)  1442  (ii). 


Kimber,  R.  E.  See  “  Black  Rod.” 

Kingston  Harbor  Prevenive  Officers’  Claims  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Kingston  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (ii). 
Kingston.  See  “  Market  Battery  and  “  Tete  du  Pont.” 
Kits  served  out  to  the  Militia  :  Quos,  (Mr.  Blake) 
1568  (ii). 

Kootenay  Ry.  Co.,  B.  C.,  incorp.  B.  No.  83  (Mr. 

Small).  1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  545  (i). 

La  Banqne  du  Peuple  B.  No.  53  (Mr.  Girouard). 
1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  8.) 

Laborers’  Wages,  Payment  of,  onC.P.R.  :  Ques.  ( Kv. Chari ■ 
ton)  290  (i). 

Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  Riv.  Ry.  Co.’s  B. 
No.  24  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex).  1°*,  67;  2°*,  113  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-19  Vic.,  c.  21.) 
Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  Dams:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1130  (ii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Permits  granted  :  M.  for  Rot.* 
(Mr.  Mulock)  1444  (ii)  ;  legislation  respecting  (Ques.) 
3073  (iv). 

Lake  TSmiscamingue,  Messrs.  Perley  &  Guerin’s  Reps.  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew).  1040  (ii). 

Land  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Land  area  in  the  48-mile  Belt  accepted  by  C.P.R.  Co. : 
Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,)  782  ;  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin)  862  (ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 
Land  Claims  in  N.W.T.,  Duties  of  Mr.  Russell  :  Quos. 

(Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Land  Company  Agent.  See  “  Edmonton.” 

Land  Grant  accepted  by  C.P.R.  Co.,  Number  of  acres  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  568,  744  (i). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  C.P.R.,  present 
position  of:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Railways  in 
Man.  and  N.  W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake) 
92  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  No.  147 

(Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  782  (ii);  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res  ,  2440  ;  in  Com.,  2461,  2483,  2497  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2533  ;  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2770, 
2854  ;  in  Com  ,  2855;  Order  for  3°  road,  Amts.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2890;  nog.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893;  Amts.  (Mr. 
Blake)  neg.  on  same  div.,  2894;  3°*,  2894  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
1039  (ii). 

Land  Reserves  of  B.C. :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
703  (i). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.,  south  of  24-Mile 
Belt:  Quos.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2530  (iii). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt  in  B.C.  and  Homestead  Act  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Hesson)  289  (i). 
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Lands  North  and  West  of  Lake  Superior  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Mills )  66  (i). 

Lands.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Lands  rejected  by  C.P.R.  Co.  in  Ry.  Belt:  Stmnt.  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  965  ;  outside  Ry.  Bolt,  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  927  (ii). 

“  Lansdowne,”  Steamer,  Engines  and  Boiler:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Vail)  189  (i)  ;  Communication  with  P.E.I.  : 
Quos.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  927  (ii). 

Langelier,  Mr.  F. :  Cortificato  of  Election  and  Re¬ 
turn  of,  1  (i). 

Laurie,  Maj.  Genl.,  Mission  op,  to  the  N.W. :  Quos.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2997  (iv). 

Lavis’s  Patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  2029  (iii). 

Lavoie,  Geo,  See  “  I.C.R.” 

Law  of  Evidence.  See  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Law  Reports,  Ont.  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Leduc,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  Communications  with 
Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office,  Establishment  of:  Quos.  (Mr. 
Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent  acting  without  Sureties  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Be  St.  Georges)  1211  (ii). 

Lennox  Controverted  Election  :  Judges  Rop.,  warrant 
issued  and  return  of  Member,  1. 

Letter  Carriers.  See  “  Civil  Service  ”  B.  31. 

Letter  Postage  Reduction:  Quos.  (Mr.  Hesson)  33;  M. 

lor  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  of  :  M.  for  copios  of  Cor.,  &c., 
(Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Levels,  Grades,  Tangents,  &c.,  from  summit  of  Rockies 
to  Moody:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  888  (ii). 

Levis  Controverted  Election  :  Judgment  of  Supremo 
Court,  593  (i);  Return  of  Member  elect,  1385  (ii). 
Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt.  B.  139  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  1658 ;  iu  Com,  1666;  1°* 
of  B.,  1670  (ii)  ;  2°,  2402  (iii)  ;  iu  Com.,  2759  ;  3°  m., 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763;  3°  on 
samo  div.  reversed,  2763  (iv).  ( 18-49  Vic.,  c.  45.) 
Library  of  Parliament  :  M.  for  Joint  Com.,  36  ;  Mr. 
Bourinot’s  Work  :  scarcity  of  copios,  40 ;  Office  of 
Librarian:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i) ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2796  (iv). 

License  Act,  1833,  Decision  of  Supreme  Court  re  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

License  Act,  Dom.,  Commissioners  under:  M.  for  Rot. 
(Mr.  Bergen)  307  (i). 

License  Act,  Quebec,  Working  of:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  307  (i). 

License  Commissioners  in  Essex:  Quos.  (Mr.  Lister)  606  (i). 
License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  under  Act  of  1883 :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  46  (i). 

License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883 :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Gunn)  1568  (ii). 

Licenses,  Lake  Erie,  Fishing,  Names  of  persons  granted  : 
M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 


Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber,  &c.,  Applications  for 
and  not  granted  :  M.  for  Rots  *  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
Licenses.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  N.B. :  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 
Lieut.-Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office:  Quos.  (Mr,  Cas- 
grain)  479  (i). 

Life  boats  and  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,  2947  (iv). 

Life  saving  Apparatus  in  C.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 
Life  saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lighthouses,  &c.  See  “  Marine”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
3250  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Alarms,  Construction  of:  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 

Lighthouse  at  Quaco,  Memorials  or  Cor  :  M.  for  eopies* 
(Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Lightship  at  Lower  Traverse,  Wood  Supplies:  M.  for 
Rot.  (Mr.  Cdsgrain)  30  (i). 

Lindsay,  D.,  Deputy  Collector  of  Inland  Revenue, 
Superannuation  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2531  (iii). 
Lingan  Mines,  C.B.,  aiding  Civil  Power  at:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3452  (iv). 

“Lion,”  Seizure  of  Schooner,  in  N.S.:  M.  for  copies  of 
Rop.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  in  Co.  of  Halton  :  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr. 
McCraney)  67  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Application  for  and  Licenses 
granted,  &c. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  46  (i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  No.  58  (Mr. 

Foster).  1°,  170;  2°  m.,  620;  deb.  adjd.,  622  (i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  No.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald).  1°,  1281  (ii)  ;  2°  m.,2400 ;  2°*,  2402  (iii)  ; 
in  Com.,  2768,  2894;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2958; 
3°*,  2961  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Boards  of  Commissioners 
under:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  77  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1833,  Constitutionality  of:  Quos. 

(Mr.  Blake)  429  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Regulations  directing  License 
Fund  under:  Ques.  (Mr.  Auger)  76  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Putting  in  force  of  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (iv). 

Liquor.  See  “  Can.  Temp.  Act,”  &c. 

Liquors,  Revenue  derived  from  Importation,  &c.:  M. 

for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Rykert)  313  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Supreme  Court  Judgment  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  29  (i). 

Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S.,  Automatic  Buoys:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

|  Liverpool  or  London,  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax 
Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  ot  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 
LOANS : 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
45  (i). 

Advances  to  Provinces.  See  B.  7. 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  113,  743  (i). 
Contracted  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1744,  1914 
(iii). 
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LOANS — Continued. 

O.P.  R. :  $30,000,000,  Payments  on  account  of:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1130;  payment  of  interest  on :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
1131  (ii).  See  B.  153. 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement.  See  B.  108. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock.  Sec  B.  7, 

Five  per  cent.  Consolid.,  Retirement  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C  ,  &c. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 

Five  per  cent.  Loan  Sinking  Fund  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
2465  (iii). 

Govt.  Loans  :  Qnes.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Harbor  Master  of  Halifax.  See  B.  48. 

Loan,  Recent,  Prospectus,  Advertisements,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i) . 

Local  Govts.:  Applications  for  Advances:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  45  (i). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  743  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  1305  (ii). 

Public  Service.  See  B.  145. 

Quebec,  Advances  on  account  of  Subsidy  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
235  (i). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  350  (i),  2530  (iii). 
Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners.  See  B.  150. 

.£4,000,000  recently  effected  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2998  (iv). 

Loans  for  the  Public  Service  authorisation  B. 
Mo.  145  (Mr.  Bowell).  Bes.  prop  ,  2391 ;  M.  for  Cora, 
on  Ees.,  2461;  in  Com ,  2463 ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of 
Com.,  2523;  1°*  of  B.,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2526  (iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  43.) 

Lobster  Traps  and  Sea  Lots  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Blake )  6 1  (i). 
Local  Govts,  in  N.  W.  T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 

Location,  &c.,  C.P.B.,  Land  set  apart,  granted,  &c.  :  M. 
for  Map  (Mr.  Blake)  46  (i). 

Location  op  C.  P.B.  in  B.  C.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii). 
London  Life  Insurance  Co.’s  Amt.  B.  Mo.  76  (Mr. 

Macmillan,  Middlesex).  1°*,  313 ;  2°*,  405  (i) ;  in 
Com.  and  3°,  1723  (ii)  (48-49  Vic.,  e.  91.) 

Longley,  G.  C.,  Collector  op  Inland  Bev.,  Superannua¬ 
tion  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Long  Sault  and  Lake  TIsmiscamingue  By.  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Ees.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458. 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 
Longueuil  and  Dims  By.,  Survey  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
429  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance.  See  “Sunday  Excursions.” 
Losses  and  Expenses  through  troubles  in  the  N.W.T. : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 

Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Supply  op  Wood  to  :  M. 

for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Lugiirin,  Charles  H.,  and  Sec.  op  State,  Cor.  between, 
re  Canada  Temp.  Act:  M.  for  Bet*  (Mr.  Burpee) 
1443  (ii). 

Lutheran  Church.  See  “Synod.” 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter:  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3456  (iv). 
Lytton,  B.C.,  Work  on  C.P.B.,  near:  M.  for  information 
(Mr.  Blake). 

Maduxnakik  Biver  Obstructions:  M. for  Bet.  (Mr.  Irvine) 
443  (i). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  op  Halifax,  Entry  op  School  Books 
at  undervaluation  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443 

(ii). 


Mail  Bags,  Furnishing  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  964  (ii). 
Mail  Bobberies  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Mail  Service.  See  “  Post  Office.” 

Mail  Subsidies.  See  “  Supply.” 

Mail  Trains  on  G.T.B.,  Brockville,  Arrival  and 
departure:  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  816 
(ii). 

Manila  Hats  ;  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  817  (ii). 
MANITOBA: 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary, &c. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2029  (iii). 
Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  general  beading. 

Census:  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  149  (i).  See  B.  21. 

Claims  for  a  Subsidy:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  188  (i). 

Claims  Settlement.  See  B.  155. 

County  Court  Judges  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  3395  (iv). 
Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
293  (i)  ;  M.  for  Ret.,*  1443  (ii). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt.  Aid  to:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron) 
148  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Claims,  &c.,*  448  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Indian  Agency,  Management  of  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  of  Commis¬ 
sion  (Mr.  Charlton)  61 ;  missing  Ret.  produced  (Mr.  Speaker) 
67  (i). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3315  (iv). 

Mail  Robberies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Man,  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  147. 

Man.  Central  Ry.  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  862  (i). 

Man.  South-Western  Colonization  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  147. 
Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (i),  3351  (iv). 

Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2171  (iii). 

Session  of  Legislature,  1884 :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  862  (ii). 

Settlers  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredges,  &c.,  on  Red  River  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Watson)  964  (ii). 

[See  also  “  Dominion  Lands,”  “Half-breeds,”  “Indians,”  &c.j 

Manitoba  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  of 
Canada  B.  No.  74  {Mr.  Royal).  1°*,  313;  2°*, 
405  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 

c.  86.) 

Manitoba  Claims  Settlement:  Deb.  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Ees.  (Mr.  Bowell)  2775;  (Mr.  Watson)  2776;  (Mr. 
Ross)  2777 ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2778  ;  (Sir  John  A.  Mac • 
donald)  2780;  (Mr.  Mulock)  2783;  (Mr.  While,  Card- 
well)  2783;  (Mr.  Mills)  2784;  (Mr.  White,  Hastings) 
2786  ;  (Messrs.  Trow  and  Woodworth)  2787  ;  (Mr. 
Fairbank)  2789  (iv).  See  B.  155. 

Manitoba,  Subsidy  to,  increased,  B.  No.  155  (Mr. 
Bowell).  Bee.  prop.,  2420  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2775  ; 
in  Com.,  2789,  2823 ;  further  Bos.,  2889 ;  in  Com., 
2924;  1°*  of  B.,  2926;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3047;  3°, 
3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  50.) 

Manufactured  Exports,  Drawbacks  on  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 

Manufacturing  Industries  Bep.  :  Information  respecting 
B.  C.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  594. 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Deptl.  Bep.  :  presented  (Mr. 

McLelan)  113  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906,  922  (ii). 
MABINE: 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  Claim  of  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
148  (i). 

Automatic  Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  479 
(i),  1914  (iii). 
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Bayfield  Breakwater,  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  77  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  Management  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Camp- 
hell,  Victoria')  1443  (ii). 

Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Wharfage  collections  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  478  (i). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  479  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings:  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton)  1533  (ii). 

Cape  Race  Light  ;  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 

Cascumpeo  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 

Coffin's  Island  Lighthouse,  Protection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1915  (iii). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Vail)  532  (i). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
479  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  ;  remarks 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin)  56  (i). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
293  (i). 

Fog-Whistles  in  Bay  of  Fundy,  Tenders  for  Coal  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne  )  533  (i). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  67  (i). 

Hospitals  :  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  783  ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3215  (iv). 

“  Lansdowne,”  i  Steamer,  Engine  and  Boiler  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail) 
189  (i)  ;  Communication  with  P.  E.  I. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
927  (ii). 

Life-boats  and  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (iv). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  :  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950-2952, 
3250  (iv). 

“  Lion,”  Schoonbr,  Seizure  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.*  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Wood  supplies:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Masters  and  Mates’  Examination  :  ia  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

McIsaac’s  Pond  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness)  36  ;  Engineers’  Reps.  :  M.  for  copies,  60  (i). 

Metaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884:  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Narrows,  St.  Lawrence,  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brock- 
ville)  112  (i). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters.  See  B.  132. 

“  Neptune,”  Steamer,  Supplies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Accts,  (Mr.  Vail) 
229  (i). 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor  Breakwaters  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  147  (i). 

Obstructions  in  Navigable  Waters  :  ia  Com.  of  Sup,,  2950  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Tenders  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  66  (i). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816 (ii). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
297  (i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell,  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr 
Wilson)  62  (i). 

“  Queen  of  the  Isles,”  Steamer,  Employment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
McMullen)  1131  (ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
1039  (ii). 

River  St.  Lawrence  Navigation.  See  B.  159. 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Satuma  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 


MARINE— Continued. 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  Rivsr  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1039  (ii). 
Shipping,  Registration:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
831  (ii). 

Somerville  Breakwater,  Repairs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  57  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  See  B.  133. 

Stores  purchased  in  Halifax;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533  (i)  ; 
Ques.,  1914  (iii). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Tug-Barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Watson)  964  (ii). 

Water  and  River  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  295)  (iv). 

Weller’s  Bay  “  Range  Lights  ”  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
White  Point  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  62  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  52  (i) 
Wrecks  and  Casualties  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction  B.  No. 
11  (Mr.  Alien).  1°*,  40;  2°  m.,  127  ;  2a*,  131 ;  Order 
for  Com.  read,  215  ;  ia  Com  ,  49G  ;  3°*,  G16  (i). 
Market  Battery,  Kingston,  Lease  of  property  :  M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Flatt)  210  (i). 

Martin,  John,  Continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Pets.*  (Mr.  Curran)  201  (i). 

MaskinongIs,  Vacancy  in  the  Eepresentation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Ket.  of  momber,  1  (i). 

Masters  and  Mates,  Examination  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids,  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 
Medals  for  Volunteers  wiio  served  in  the  N.W.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McNeill)  2274  (iii). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Maoleod  Staoe  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Meeting  of  the  House,  Irregular  time  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake)  2996  (iv). 

Megantic:  Return  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Members,  Accommodation  for:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  49  (i). 

Members’  Indemnity,  Payment  to  those  absent  througu 
sickness  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3473  (iv). 

Members  Introduced,  1, 133  (i),  1192,  1385  (ii),  3150  (iv). 
Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  grievances,  Answers  to  : 
Ques.  (Mi-.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  Resignation  of:  M,  for  copy 
(Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i). 

MESSAGES  PROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY : 

Address,  Ans.  to,  113  (i). 

Claims  of  Manitoba,  202  (i). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.,  234  (i). 

Estimates,  The,  289  (i)  ;  Suppl.  for  1884-85,  2820  ;  Suppl.  for  1885- 
86,  3359  ;  Further  Suppl.  for  1835-S6,  3423  (iv). 

Bankruptcy  Pets.,  Res.,  &o.,  101  (i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  40  (i). 

Albany,  Duke  of,  Death  of,  Thanks  of  Queen,  32  (i). 

Grant  of  $700,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  1064  (ii). 

Grant  of  $1,000,000  for  Expenditure  in  N.W.,  2234  (iii). 
Middleton,  Genl.,  Vote  to,  3470  (iv). 

Parliament  :  Opening,  1  ;  Prorogation,  3475. 

Washington  Treaty,  Cor.  and  Papers,  3232  (iv). 

Metaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  : 
M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 
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Metla.ka.tl a.  Indian  Troubles  :  M.  for  Cor,  (Mr,  Shakes¬ 
peare)  304  (i). 

Meteorological  Observatories:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv.) 
Middleton,  Genl,,  Despatciies  prom  :  1822,  1835,  1895, 
2139,  2357  (iii),  2750,  3073  (iv)  ;  Instructions  to:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii),  2169  (iii)  ;  Thanks  of  Parlt.,  3457  ; 
Voteof  $20,000,  3470  (iv). 

MILITIA  : 

A,  B  and  O  Batteries  :  in  Corn,  of  Sup.,  2914  (iv). 

Active  Members,  Number  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Mulock)  533  (i). 
Ammunition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Arms,  Description  of:  Ques.  (Mr,  Gault )  814. 

Argylb  Highlanders,  Payment  of  arrears  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  883  ;  M.  for  Ret.,*  1444  (ii). 

Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barrack  Huts,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Batteries,  Transfer  of  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  235  (i). 
Bergin,  Surgeon-Genl.,  Services  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1914  (iii). 
Blais,  Achille,  Funeral  Expenses:  Ques.  (Mr .  Langelier)  2169  (iii). 
Boots  for  the  Toronto  Corps:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (ii). 
Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &o.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 
Canadian  Contingent  for  the  Soudan:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  668  (i). 
Clothing  and  Great  Coats:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Dom.  Artillery  Association:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Dom.  Rifle  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (iv). 

Equipment  of  the  90th  Batt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  2854  (iv). 
Expedition  to  the  N.W. ,  Cost  of:  Qne3.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1678  (ii)- 
Flannel  Shirts,  Contract  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  1306  (ii). 
Gatling  Guni  for  use  of  Troops:  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings) 
813  (ii). 

Grant,  G.,  Superannuation:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2531  (iii). 
Guns  in  action  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 
Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  to  the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Improved  Rifled  Ordnance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Kits  served  out  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1568  (ii). 

Laurie,  Major  Genl.,  Mission  to  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
2997  (ii). 

Lavis’  patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents;  Ques.  (Mr.  Lmgelier) 
2029  (iii). 

Martin,  J.,  Pension  to  Widow  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pet.*  (Mr. 
Curran)  201  (i). 

Medals  for  Volunteers:  Que3.  (Mr.  McNeill)  2274  (iii). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Despatches  from,  1822,  1835,  1895,  2139, 
2357  (iii),  2750,  3073  (iv). 

Middleton,  Genl,  Instructions:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii)i 
2169  (iii). 

Military  College  Graduates,  Number,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  313  (i). 

Military  College  Graduates  in  the  Militia  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
1040  (ii). 

Military  Branch,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889,  2893,  2903  (iv). 
Military  College  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  ;  cone.,  2932  (iv). 
Military  Magazine  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon)  603  (i). 
Military  Organizations  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
862,  1474  (ii). 

Military  Properties,  Care  of:  in  Com.  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Military  Storehouse,  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1039  (ii). 
Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1566  (ii). 
Mounted  Infantry,  Winnipeg:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 

Officers  and  Men,  Pay,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex) 
313  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut  -Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  of 
Major-Genl.  (Mr.  Casey)  45  (i). 

Otter’s,  Col  ,  march  to  Battleford  :  Remarks,  1386  (ii). 

Ouimet’s,  Col  ,  absence  from  Duty:  Remarks,  1167,  1205  (ii). 
Pensions  to  Militiamen  of  1812:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
101  (i). 

Pensions:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  246  (ii). 
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Protestant  Volunteers  in  66th  Battalion  ;  Remarks,  2998  ;  Tel., 
3094  (iv). 

Rebellion.  See  general  heading  “Disturbance.” 

Rewards  for  Bravery:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  2359. 

School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec:  M.  tor  Papers  (Ur.  Langelier) 
88  (i). 

Scott’s,  Col.,  Batt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1064  (ii). 

Troops  at  Clarke’s  Crossing  :  Telegram,  1205  (ii). 

Troops,  Movements  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  S38,  872;  Tel.,  1 328 (ii). 
Veterans  of  War  1812  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

- — — ■  Extension  of  Pensions  to  Widows  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson, 

Hastings)  36  (i). 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 
Volunteers  of  Mil.  Dist.  No.  9  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

— - Treatment  of  Half-breeds  by  :  Remarks,  2169  (iii). 

- —  Killed,  Transport  of  Bodies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

— — —  in  the  N.W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquor:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster ) 
1131  (ii). 

- Corps  in  the  N.W.  in  1879:  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816 ; 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

— - of  1837-38,  recognition  of  Services:  Res.  (Mr.  Hickey) 

37  (i). 

— — - - Recognition  of  Services  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Small)  1566  (ii). 

Vote  of  Thanks,  Gen.  Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3159 ;  Res.) 
3163  (iv). 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  by  American  Rys.  :  Remarks,  839  (ii). 
Waterproof  Blankets,  Purchase  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171 
(iii). 

Williams,  Col  ,  Death  of:  Remarks  and  Telegram,  3073  (iv). 

[See  also  general  heading  “  Disturbance.”] 

Militia  Acts.  See  “  Consolidated.” 

Militia  and  Defence,  Annual  Rep.  :  presontod  (Mr. 
Caron )  40  (i). 

Militia,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  808,  914  (ii),  2913  (iv). 

Militia,  Recognition  of  Services  in  tlie  N.  W,  B. 
180  (Mr.  Caron).  Ros.  prop.,  3321  ;  M.  for  Com., 
3378  ;  in  Cora.,  3377  ;  1°*  of  B.,  3380  ;  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  73  ) 

Millard,  Mr.,  Fines  imposed,  Collection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes )  1211  (ii). 

Mill  St.,  St.  John,  Rt.  Crossing  on,  Memorial  and  Cor.  : 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Weldon )  1442  (ii). 

Mineral  Waters  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
Mining  and  Timber  Lands,  north  of  Lakes  Superior  and 
Huron,  Ownership  of  :  M.  for  O.C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mills ) 
66  (i). 

Minister  of  Rys.,  Office  of:  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i). 
Minister  of  Int.,  Absence  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  964  (ii). 
Miramioiii  River,  Fish  caught  in  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mit- 
chell)  295  (i). 

Mission  of  Hon.  Mr.  Royal:  Attention  of  Govt,  called  to 
newspaper  paragraph  (Mr.  Blake)  889  (ii). 

Mission  of  Major  Genl.  Laurie  to  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2  97  (iv). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 
Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  743  (i). 

Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  ; 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Montreal  and  Sorel  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3457  (iv). 

Montreal  Garrison  Artillery,  See  “  Militia,” 


CXX11 


INDEX 


Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  :  Qfucs.  (Mr. 
Amyot )  567  (i). 

Moody,  John,  Employment  op  :  Qiios.  (Mr.  Lister )  148  (i). 
Moody.  See  “  Port  Moody.” 

“  Moravian.”  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  Payments  to  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  McCraney') 
1443  (li).  See  “  Dominion  Annual  Register.” 
Morgan,  J.  H.,  Servioes  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  77 ;  Appointment  :  M.  for  O.  C.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant )  147  (i). 

Mouldings  and  Picture  Frames  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  846  (ii). 

Morton  Dairying  and  Farming  Co.  See  “  Squatters.” 
Mounted  Infantry.  See  “  Militia.” 

Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  Mo.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald ),  Res.  prop.,  994  (ii)  ;  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  2402;  in  Com.,  2415  ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of 
Com.,  2421;  1°*  of  B.,  2430  (iii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2770  ;  3°  m.,  2820  ;  3°  on  a  div.,  2822  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  53.) 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson )  351  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake ) 
2359  (iii). 

Mounted  Police,  Compensation  for  Injuries:  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant )  505  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Force  B.  Mo.  140  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald ).  I0*,  1G70  (ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2772; 

3°  m.,  2832  ;  3°,  2833  (iv),  (18-19  Vic.,  c.  54.) 

Mounted  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392,  3421  (iv). 
Mounted  Police,  Increase  of  Force  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
2169  (ii). 

Mounted  Police  Ofeicers,  Reps,  from,  re  Engagements  : 
Ques.  (Mi*.  Blake )  3435  (iv). 

Mounted  Police  Recruits:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake )  1566 

(ii). 

Murray  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303,  3307  (iv). 

Murray  Canal  Route,  Cor.  and  Pets.:  M.  for  Rot.* 
(Mr.  Cockburn )  1442  (ii). 

Musk:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 

Muskoica  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  System  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth )  289  (i). 

McCarthy,  C.  (Public  Works  Dept.)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen )  2530  (iii). 

McDougall,  Mr.  H.  F. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return 
of,  1  (i). 

McTsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  as  a  Harbor  of  Refugej 
(Ques.)  36 ;  Engineers’  Reps,  respecting  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness')  60  (i).  • 

McLeod,  N.,  (Tndian  Affairs)  Superannuation  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Mcmanus,  Gratuity  to  Widow  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350; 
cone.,  3374  (iv). 

Napanee,  Construction  of  Public  Buildings  at  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

Napanee,  Tamworthand  Quebec  Ry,  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458. 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wood, 
Brockville)  112  (i); 


“  National  Policy”  Pamphlet  :  M.  for  copy*  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  124  (i). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  Act  Amt.  B. 
No.  133  (Mr.  McLelan).  Res.  prop,  and  in  Com., 
1278 ;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (ii) :  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B. 
wthdn.,  2899  (iv).  See  B.  159. 

Nelson  &  Son’s  School  Books.  See  “  Customs.” 

“  Newfield.”  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor,  N.S.,  Breakwaters, 
Engineers’  Reps.  :  M.  for  copies,  &c.*  (Mr.  Kirk) 
147  (i). 

New  Members,  Ret.  of  (announcement)  1,  113  (i),  1192, 
1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

New  Militia  Pensions  :  cone.,  2765  (iv). 

NEW  BRUNSWICK  : 

Carlton  Branch  Ry.,  Purchase  op  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3415  (iv). 
Dodge,  Brenton,  Dismissal  op  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat )  1442  (ii). 
Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (ii). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &C.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse )  964  (ii). 
Fish  Inspector  in  City  op  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon )  2997  (iv). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 
Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry, 
Kent )  1443  (ii). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Judges,  Appointment  for  year’s  Circuit  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 

568  (i). 

Lieut. -Governor  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 

Military  Properties  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon)  606  (i)' 
Mill  St.,  St.  John,  Ry.  Crossing,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Temple) 
533  (i). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
246  (i). 

Riciiibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 
St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 

569  (i). 

St.  John  City  and  County,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3427  (iv). 

St.  Stephen’s  Post  Office,  Receipts,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1100  (ii). 

St.  Stephen’s  Public  Buildings,  Construction:  Ques.  (Mr.  Oillmor) 
1148  (ii). 

Supreme  Court,  Causes  Entered  :  M.  for  number  (Mr.  Foster)  294 

(i). 

Woodstock  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Irvine)  606  (i). 
Neptune,”  See  “  Hudson  Bay.” 

New  Brunswick  and  P.E.I.  By.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Bos. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

Newfoundland  and  the  Dom.,  Trade  relations  between  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3042  (iv). 

Nicolet:  Beturn  of  Member  to  represent,  1. 

North  American  Contracting  Co.,  position  of  debt  of 
$600,000  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr,  Blake)  145  (i) . 
Northerly  and  Westerly  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Moneys  paid,  &c.  :  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Lister) 
210  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  By.  and  the  C.P.B.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  57  (i) . 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  By.  Lease  :  M.  for  copy 

(Mr.  Mulock)  56  (i). 
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Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  Cor,  between  Dom.  and 
Local  Govt,  of  N.B.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Temple ) 
533  (i). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Roe. 

(Mr.  Pope )  3457  (iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements  :  M,  for  copy 
of  Reps.,  &c.  (Mr.  McCollum')  615,  695  (i). 

North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Purchase  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laurier )  189  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Use  of  by  C.P.R. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1915  (iii). 

Northumberland  Controverted  Election  :  Judgment  of' 
Supreme  Court,  593  (i)  ;  Return  of  Member,  1192  (ii). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Co.  See  B.  147. 
North-West  Central  Ry.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3380  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 
N.W.T.  Expenses  B.  Mo.  149  (Ml*.  Bowell).  Res., 2532, 
1°*  of  B.,  2559  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2855  ;  3°*,  2894  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  42.) 

NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES': 

Administration  of  Justice.  See  B,  141. 

Bell  and  Kavan»gh  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  0.  0.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson )  351  (i). 
Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Census  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  149  (i).  See  B.  21. 

Change  of  Names  of  Localities  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tasse)  2359  (iii). 
Expend. tore  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt  *  (Mr.  Vanasse)  931  (ii). 
Fees  from  Settlers  by  Govt.  Agents  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 
Fisheries  Act  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Hesson)  51  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i). 
Fort  Macleod  Barracks:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranch  Tel.  Co.  See  B.  80. 

Fuel  for  Settlers  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Govt.  Officials,  Names,  &c.:  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 
Grandin,  Bishop,  Communications  from  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake) 
3423  (iv.) 

Half-breed  Grievances  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt  to  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  761  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  122)  771  (i);  Speech, 
2030  ;  Resum6  of  Events  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
on  Ways  and  Means,  3075  ;  deb.  (Sir  John  A: Macdonald)  3110  ; 
(Mr.  Laurier)  3119  ;  (Mr.  Girouard)  3128  ;  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  3154,  3163 ;  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  3175  ;  (Mr.  Mills)  3190; 
(Mr.  Royal)  3199. 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  in  1884  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Immigrant  .Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Immigrants  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i), 

Indians.  See  general  heading. 

Indian  Supplies,  Tenders  for  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
532  (i). 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &c.  :  eonc.,  2922  (iv). 

Judicial  Reform,  Petitions,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  See  B.  147. 

Lands.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Lauiue,  Major  Genl.,  Mission  to  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2997  (iv). 
Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 
Mail  Robberies:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Watson) 
351  (i). 

Military  Organizations  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr,  Trow)  862  (ii). 


NO  RTH-WEST  TERRITORIES— Continued. 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  M.  fo 
O.C.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  147  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  351  (i). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries:  iu  Corn,  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 

Officials,  Communications  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Real  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  See  B.  109. 

Rebellion.  See  general  heading  “  Disturbance.” 

Representation  in  Parlt.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Camerow 
Huron )  292  (i) ;  Res.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404. 

Royal,  Hon.  Mr.,  Visit  to  N.W.  :  attention  cf  Govt,  called  to  (Mr. 
Blake)  889  (ii.) 

Russell,  Mr,,  Duties  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iv). 

Saskatchewan  River  Improvements:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McOallum) 
615,  695  (i). 

Saunders  and  Wood,  Trial  for  Libel  :  M.  for.  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Settlers  during  Calendar  Year  1884:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  113  (i). 

Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Tp.  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  West  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  231  (i). 

St.  Clair  Ranch  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2240  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Explorations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  2029  (iii). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  ob’  Qu’Appelle.  See  B.  39. 

Volunteer  Corps,  Organization  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816  ; 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

Vote  for  Relief  of  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr  Watson)  1744  (iii). 
[&ealso  “Disturbance,”  “Dominion  Lands,”  11  Half-Breeds,  &c.” 

NOVA  SCO  riA  : 

Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  Mail  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
568  (i). 

Automatic  Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  479 
(i),  1914  (iii). 

Bayfield  Harbor  Breakwater,  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac ) 
77  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  Management  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections:  Ques. (Mr.  Forbes) 
478  (i). 

Claims  for  a  Subsidy  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  189  (i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  Protection  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1915 
(iii). 

Cumberland,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Customs  Detectives  or  Police  in  N.S.  :Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Vail)  532  (i). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  Earnings,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Lnverness)  148  ;  M.  for  Stmnt.,*  313  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300, 
3384  (iv). 

Expenditure  for  Rys  ,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

Fishermen,  Payment  of  Bounty,  in  Guysborough  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2751  (ivj. 

Fish  Ladders  in  La  Have  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  67  (i). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  Re-survey  :  Ques  (Mr.  Kirk)  51  (t). 

“Lion,”  Schooner,  Seizure  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.*  (Mr.  Robert 
son,  Shelburne)  633  (i). 

McIsaac’s  Pond  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness)  36  ;  Engineers’  Reps.:  M.  for  copies,  SO  (i). 

Metaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for 
Ret*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  Projected  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Tenders:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robertson  i 
Shelburne)  66  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborough,  &c.,  Gommunioation  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  a^  a  Sub-port  :  M.  for  papers  (Mr,  Kirk)  445  (i). 
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NOVA  SCOTIA — Continued. 

Rys.,  Consolidation  and  Completion  :  Ques.  (Ur. Stairs)  2530  (iv). 
Sawdust  Law,  Breach  op  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147;  Ques., 
1039,  12H  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1039 

(ii). 

Somerville  Breakwater  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  57  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Removal  op  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr- 
Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  :  Ms.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533 
(i),  1442  ;  Ques.,  1914,  1915  (iii). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mchaac) 
147  (i). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2750  (iv). 
Water  Lots,  Applications  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper)  429  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 
Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  0-0  ,  Agreements,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Kinney)  533  (i). 

Oaths  of  Office.  See  “  Administration.” 

Obstructions  in  Navigable  Waters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2950  (iv). 

Oaic,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs,  Export  Duty  :  Md  for  Rot.* 
(Mr.  Edgar)  1142  (ii). 

Obstructions  in  Rivers,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S. : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Iroine )  443  ;  wthcln.,  445  (i). 

Ocean  and  River  Service.  See  “Marine  ”  and  “  Supply.” 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  Cost,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt., 
(Mr.  Blake )  204  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Renewal  of  Contract  B. 
No.  151  (Mr.  Carling).  Res.  prop.,  2440  ;  Res.  in 
Com.,  2555  (iii)  ;  M.  torec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2751  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2754 ;  1°  of  B.,  2757  ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  3375  (iv). 

O’Connor,  Hon.  John,  Sums  paid  to,  re  Ont.  Boundary  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Lister)  210  (i). 

Offences  Against  the  Person.  See  “Criminal 
Law.” 

Official  Arbitrators,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Belleau)  88  (i). 

Official  Assignees  Under  Bankrupt  Act,  1869:  M.  for 
Rot.  of  Estates,  &c  *  (Mr.  Mitchell)  303,  533  (i). 
Official  Despatches  respecting  Engagements  in  N.W. : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  2999  (iv)  ;  Ques.,  2169  (iii). 
Officials,  Govt.,  in  the  N.W.,  Names,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 

Official  Reporters  of  Debates,  Employment  of,  during 
Recess:  Ques.  (Mr.  Auger)  76  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.  Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copy  of 
Rep.  of  Maj.-Genl.  (Mr.  Casey )  45  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  and  Suspension 
of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Wilson)  101 ;  (i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  Ry.  Co’s.  Bonds  :  M.  for  copy  of  Pro- 
speotus,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i) ;  Stockholders:  M. 
for  Stmnt.,*  1443  (ii) . 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  Ho.  72  (Mr.  Bergin). 
1°*,  213;  2°*,  405  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3^*,  1007  (ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

ONTARIO  : 

Boundaries.  See  general  heading. 

Chablinch,  Postmaster  at  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 


ONTARIO— Continued. 

Cornwall  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young's  Point  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
293  (i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road,  Sale  op:  M.  for  Papers,  &c.  (Mr. 
Bain ,  Wentworth)  147  ;  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
451  (i).  See  B.  120. 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  Erection  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain ,  Went¬ 
worth)  290  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &o.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

Fort  Francis  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Glamhis  Post  Office,  Enquiry  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1131  (ii). 

Grenville,  Sooth,  Retcrn  of  Member,  3072  (iv). 

ETeney,  J.,  Govt.  Property  oocopied  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Holton)  3423 
(iv). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  9 8; 
Ques,  77  (i). 

Indian  Titles  acquired  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Kingston  Benitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (i),  3350  (iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries  :  M.  for  Ret  *  (Mr.  Mulock)  1444  (ii) ;  Ques., 
3073  (iv). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  1039  (ii). 

Lennox  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Certificate,  &c.,  1  (i). 

Life-3aving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  142  (i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 

Maitland,  Postmaster  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Malock)  1743  (iii). 

Maritime  Court,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction.  See  B.  11, 

Middlesex,  West,  Controverted  Election,  Jodge’s  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Militia  Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  ol  Sup  ,  3412  (iv). 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lake  Superior:  M.  for  O.O., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Murray  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (iv). 

Murray  Canal  Route  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii). 

Mcskoka  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  System  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain , 
Wentworth)  289  (i). 

Napanee  Poblic  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

Northumberland  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.,  593  (i)  ; 
Ret.  of  Member,  1192  (ii). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Casey) 
45  ;  (Mr.  Wilson)  101  (i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  Ry.  Co.’s  Bonds  :  M.  for  copy  of  Prospectus 
(Ur.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  Stockholders:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Ontario,  West,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Ottawa,  Allowance  to  Assistant  Postmaster:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3393;  cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Oanal:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1211 
(ii). 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Explorations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White,  Ren- 
irew)  131  (i),  1040  (ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv) . 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reps,  made  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Platt )  124  (i). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
297  (i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwbll,  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Wilson)  62  (i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Municipalities,  Memorials,  &c. :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr,  Cook)  569  (i). 

Ridbau  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312,  3418  (iv). 

Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &o.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Casey)  532  (i). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
86  (i). 

Rys.  in  Oo.  of  Grey,  Refund  of  Bonuses  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lander¬ 
kin)  58  (i). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Oor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
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Shiloh  and  Fergus  Mail  Service:  Queg.  (Mr.  Innes)  1211  (ii). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson )  79  (i). 

Trent  River  Navigation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (iv). 

Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  :  Que3.  (Mr. 
Mills)  114, 115  ;  M.  for  Ret.,  115;  M.  for  copies,*  124,  210  (i). 

Welland  and  Williamsburg  Canals:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301,  3418 
fiv). 

Weller’s  Bay  “  Range  Lights  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Plait)  210  (i). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Sums  paid:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  51  (i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  Sums  paid:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
147  (i). 

Wood  Supply  to  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain, 
Wentwortli)  1387  (ii). 

Operatives  in  Factories:  M.  for  Kots.,  Stmnts.  (Sir  Rich¬ 
ard  Cartwright )  37  (i). 

Order  Paper,  Omission  from,  of  a  Question  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Charlton )  2*774;  explanation,  2854  (iv). 

ORDER,  PRIVILEGE  and  PROCEDURE : 

ORDER : 

Administration  op  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141:  Interruption  by 
Members  not  in  Order  (Mr.  Speaker)  3430  (iv) 

Census  op  the  N.W.,  &o.,  B.  21  :  Member  called  to  Order  for 
imputing  motives  (Mr.  Speaker)  213  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  31.  On  Amt.  to  3°  :  full  discussion  of 
principles  of  B.  objected  to  by  Mr,  Bowell  ;  Ruling  (Mr  Deputy 
Speaker)  competent  for  members  to  enter  largely  into  discus¬ 
sion  of  B  ,  but  should  confine  their  remarks  to  Resolution  in 
Amt.,  1300  (ii). 

Disturbance  in  t.ie  N.W.  Remarks  (Mr.  Girouard)  on  newspaper 
paragraph  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  Ques.  of  Piivi’ege  should 
conclude  with  a  motion,  and  member  cannot  correct  a  speaker 
until  conclusion  of  speech,  3161  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  103.  Calling  across  floor  not  in  Order  (Mr.  Chair = 
man)  1432  (ii),  1733. 

- Irrelevancy  of  deb.,  1431,  1494,  1509,  1619,  1793,  2242,  1733 

1800,  1923,  1964,  2146  (iii). 

— - Member  called  to  Order  for  drawing  a  comparison  :  Ruled 

in  Order  (Mr.  Chairman)  1867  (iii). 

— - - Member  called  to  Order  for  reading  extracts  :  Ruling  (Mr. 

Chairman)  readingextracts  continuously  an  abuse  ot  Privilege, 
1461,  1465,  1467,  1496  (ii)  ;  Remarks  (.Mr.  Orton)  3161  (iv). 

- Members  wearying  House  with  repetiiions  :  Authorities 

quoted  (Mr.  Chairman)  1804  (iii). 

- Objection  (Mr.  Davies)  to  member  imputing  statements, 

1974  ;  (Mr.  Foster)  1825  (iii). 

- Objection  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  Member  calling 

“  Order  ”  from  bis  seat  :  Ruled  (Mr.  Chairman)  in  Order  ;  but 
if  a  Member  wants  to  raise  a  point  of  Order  be  must  rise  and 
state  it,  1975  (iii). 

- On  discussion  of  financial  condition  of  the  country  :  objec¬ 
tion  (Mr.  McCallum)  1919;  Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  an  elabora¬ 
tion  of  financial  condition  cf  the  country  not  in  Order,  1922; 
appeal  from  decision  of  Chair  to  House  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron) 
1923;  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1924  (iii). 

- On  enfranchisement  of  Indians  :  objection  (Mr.  Dawson) 

taken  to  discussing  proprietory  rights  of  Indians  :  Ruling  (Mr. 
Chairman)  objection  sustained,  2144  (iii). 

— - On  Member  keeping  floor  and  not  speaking,  and  disorderly 

interruptions :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  others) 
1969  (iii). 

- On  M.  to  adju. :  Member  called  to  order  for  irrelevancy  of 

remarks,  1609 :  Ruled  out  of  Order  (Mr.  Chairman)  1510 ; 
appeal  from  decision  of  Chair  to  House  (Mr.  Edgar)  1510  ; 
authorities  quoted,  1510,  1511 ;  ruling  sustained  (Y.  76,  N.  46) 
1513  (ii). 

- Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  dob  must  be  confined  to  clause 

before  Com.,  1800  (iii). 
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Franchise  B.  103.  Unparliamentary  language,  withdrawal  re¬ 
quested  (Mr.  Chairman)  1424  ;  (Mr.  Casey)  1436, 1436,  1466,  1680 
(ii),  1825  (iii) 

Franchise  B.  Petitions  :  Genuineness  of  Signatures  questioned  by 
Mr.  Woodworth,  and  i;May”  quoted,  2024;  Remarks  (Mr. 
Speaker)  as  to  duties  of  Clerk  and  officers,  2027  (iii). 

Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B.  44  :  Full 
discussion  of  B.  not  in  Order  on  an  Amt.  (Mr.  Deputy  Speaker) 
1330  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
on  article  in  Toronto  Mail  re  frosts  in  Manitoba,  2459  ;  dis¬ 
cussion  on  C.  P.  R.  Contract  declared  not  in  Order  (Mr. 
Speaker)  2460  (iv). 

Manitoba  Claims  Settlement:  on  Res  ,  Member  called  to  Order 
(Mr.  Speaker)  for  referring  to  what  took  place  in  Com.,  2783; 
reference  to  what  took  place  in  Com.  of  W.  not  in  Order, 
2786  (iv). 

Toronto  “News,”  Article  on  French  Aggression  :  Objection  taken 
by  Mr.  Charlton  to  an  bon.  Member  naming  another  by  some 
other  name  than  his  own  or  constituency  ;  objection  sustained 
by  Mr.  Speaker  and  expression  withdrawn,  1680  (ii). 

Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  B.  160  :  On  alteration  of 
Res.  without  consent  of  the  Crown  ;  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker) 
3380  (iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses  :  Ruling 
(Mr.  Speaker)  allusion  to  previous  deb.  not  in  Order,  2899  (iv). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Bowell  to  Member 
entering  into  full  discussion  of  sugar  duties,  simply  on  a 
change  ;  Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  852  (ii). 

PRIVILEGE  : 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Govt.  :  Personal  explanation  (Mr.  Blake) 
3445  (iv). 

Canada  Temp.  Act  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Orton)  on  article  in  News 
Record ,  re  vote,  3,000  ;  explanation  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  3073  (iv.) 

C.P.R.  between  Emerson  and  Winnipeg  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lister)  on 
Stmnt.  of  Minister  of  Marine,  693  (i). 

— - —  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell)  re  charge  of  being  the  defender  of 
the  Co.,  2460  (iv) 

- - Resolutions:  Publication  in  Newspapers  before  Presen¬ 
tation  to  House  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1712  (ii). 

Correspondence  in  Port  Arthur  “  Herald  ”  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Daivson)  and  repudiation  (Mr.  Macmaster)  3162  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep  :  Interpolation  of  remarks  in  Speech  ; 
remarks  and  repudiation  (Mr.  Blake)  2541  ;  correction  (Mr. 
Macmaster)  2619  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.  :  Article  in  the  Electeur  ;  personal  expla¬ 
nation  (Mr.  Caron)  967  (ii). 

— - Denial  of  Stmnt.  in  Montreal  Post  (Mr,  Girouard)  3161  (iv). 

- - Remarks  (Mr.  Cook)  on  newspaper  paragraph  re  Col. 

Amyot’s  Battalion,  1336  (ii). 

- Repudiation  of  charge  contained  in  article  in  Hamilton 

Spectator  (Mr.  Blake)  813  (ii). 

Dominion  and  Ontario  Politics:  Personal  explanation  (Mr.  Blake) 
1837  (iii). 

Franchise  B.  Petitions  and  the  Clergy  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Sproule) 
re  paragraph  in  Canada  Presbyterian  and  Meaford  Monitor 
2772  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  Petitions,  Genuineness  of  Signatures  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Edgar)  on  article  in  Ottawa  Citizen ,  1955,  2103  ;  (Mr.  Allen) 
2209  (iii). 

Franchise  B.  :  Report  of  speech  in  Globe  newspaper :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Wallace)  1824  (iii). 

French  Aggression  :  Article  in  Toronto  News ,  Remarks  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  1678  (ii). 

Government  Printing,  &c.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  on 
paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  3162,  3213  ;  personal  allusions 
(Mr.  Mackintosh)  3247  (iv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  and  conduct  of  Mr.  Hickson  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
McMullen)  on  paragraph  in  Montreal  Herald,  1131  (ii). 
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PRIVILEGE — Continued. 

Half-breed  Grievances  in  the  N.W.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Blake)  re 
J.  E.  Brown’s  correspondence,  3246  (iv). 

Hydraulic  Power  on  Cornwall  Canal  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Gault) 
of  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper,  49  (i). 

Interpolation  of  words  in  a  Despatch  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills) 
3247  (iv). 

Laborers  on  O.P.R.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Dawson)  of  paragraph  in 
Globe  newspaper,  247  (i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds,  &o.,  Return:  Personal 
explanation  (Mr.  Mitchell)  94  (i). 

Messages  from  His  Ex.,  Members  rising  and  uncovering  on 
delivery  :  Contradiction  of  Sfcmnt.  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(Messrs.  Royal  and  Girouard)  170  (i). 

Nova  Scotia  Volunteers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  on  paragraph 
in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  1094  (i). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  White, 
Hastings)  re  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press ,  3162  (iv). 

Timber  Limits  in  the  N.W. :  Denial  (Mr.  Sproule)  of  Statements 
published  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  566  (i). 

Timber  Regulations  in  B.  0. ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Ferguson ,  Welland) 
on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  2240  (iii). 

Veracity  questioned  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Curran)  725  (i). 

Water  Power  on  Williamsburg  Canal  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Benson) 
of  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper,  48  (i). 

Ways  and  Means:  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  re  working¬ 
men  of  Montreal,  521  (i). 

PROCEDURE  : 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92:  On  Amt.  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell)  to  M. 
for  2°  :  objection  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  that  a  motion  in  amend¬ 
ment  to  2°  should  be  made  as  a  substantive  motion  :  Ruling 
(Mr.  Deputy  Speaker)  Amt.  in  Order,  as  it  contradicts  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  B.,  and  “  May  ”  quoted  in  support  of  same,  952  (ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act:  On  M.  to  place  B.  Second  Order  on  Pub.  Bills 
and  Orders  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  Order  of  proceedings  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  Rules  ;  items  standing  on  Order  Paper  taken  up 
according  to  precedence;  Order  cannot  be  changed  without 
notice,  714  (i). 

Can  Temp.  Act:  On  Mr.  Hickey’s  Amt.  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  relevancy  of  Amt.  questioned  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker) 
that  Amt.  is  consequential  to  or  relevant  upon  the  Amt.  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  and  Speaker  Brand  quoted,  2556  (iv). 

Divisions  in  Committee,  Objection  to  Chairman’s  Ruling  : 
Practice  stated  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  1470  (ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  :  On  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.  legalising 
sale  ;  object  of  Rule  stated  to  be  that  full  time  should  be 
given  for  consideration  of  all  Bills,  Motions  or  Resolutions 
which  may  result  in  a  charge  on  the  Treasury,  &c.  (Mr. 
Speaker)  451  (i). 

Factories,  Regulation  of  Labor  B.  85  :  On  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.  for  2°  ;  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Bergin  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jamieson)  substituting  Can.  Temp.  Act,  944  ;  Ruling  (Mr. 
Speaker)  that  the  House  may  proceed  to  other  Orders  of  the 
Day  in  discussing  an  Order,  or  a  particular  Order  may  be 
superseded  by  the  House  agreeing  to  an  Amt.  and  “  May  ” 
quoted  to  sustain  same,  944  (ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors’  Assets  B.  4  :  On  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt, 
Orders  :  Votes  and  Proceeding  quoted  (Mr.  Speaker)  1281  (ii). 

Inspection  of  Factories  Res  :  Suggestion  (Mr.  Speaker)  that  same 
stand  first  on  Pub,  Bills  and  Orders,  607  (i). 

Mililia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152:  On  Res.  increasing  number  of 
men  :  Exception  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  as  to  whether  B.  ought 
not  to  have  been  initiated  by  preliminary  Res.,  3045  ;  Ruling 
(Mr.  Speaker)  not  necessary  that  Amt.'  should  be  founded  on  a 
Res,,  and  Journals  of  1883  quoted,  3046  (iv). 

Petitions,  Presentation  :  Signatures  signed  by  proxy  :  Reception 
objected  to  by  Mr.  Woodworth  and  “  May  ”  quoted,  2024 . 
Remarks  (Mr.  Speaker)  and  practice  stated,  2027,  2029;  Names 
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obtained  bj  fraud  :  discussion  to  take  place  on  M.  to  read 
and  receive  same  (Mr.  Speaker)  2274 ;  Petition  having  no 
signatures  not  in  Order  and  cannot  be  received  (Mr.  Speaker) 
2319  (iii). 

Petitions,  Reading  and  Receiving  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Edgar  : 

Cushing’s  practice  quoted  in  support  of  same,  2319,  2320  (iii). 
Petitions,  Reading  :  Irregular  for  Member  to  read  a  Petition  on 
presentation,  but  if  required  it  may  bo  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  :  Rule  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  1891,  and  authorities  quoted’ 
1893  (iii). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  in  Order 
to  move  the  Previous  Question,  &c.,  1045  (ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  should  conclude  with 
a  motion,  3161  (iv). 

fc'coTT  Act  Petitions  and  Forged  Signatures  :  On  M.  (Mr. 
Foster)  to  erase  name  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  no  practice  to 
warrant  such  a  motion  ;  English  practice  stated,  2320  (iv). 
Speaker,  Deputy,  Appointment  of  Malachy  Daly,  Esq:  On  Res. 
objection  on  consent  of  Crown  not  having  been  signified  (Mr. 
Blake)  and  B.N.  A.  Act  quoted,  73  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  68  :  On  M.  to  intro¬ 
duce  :  Right  to  introduce  questioned,  because  Bill  of  same 
nature  is  before  the  House  (Mr.  Casgrain),  and  remarks  (Mr. 
Speaker)  240  ;  Ruled  (Mr.  Speaker)  in  Order  to  introduce  Bill, 
270  (i). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  to  Res.  before 
Com.,  a  Res.  on  same  subject  having  been  already  passed 
upon  :  Ruled  (Mr.  Chairman)  in  Order,  and  authorities  quoted 
to  sustain  same,  3295  (iv). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  B.  82  :  On  m.  for  2°  :  sugges¬ 
tion  (Mr.  Speaker)  that  Order  be  discharged,  428  (i). 

Ossler,  Mr.  Justice:  Rep.  on  West  Middlesex  Contro¬ 
verted  Election,  1  (i). 

Otter’s,  Col.,  March  to  Battleford  :  Remarks,  1386  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Ry.  connection  with:  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Lander- 
kin )  86  (i). 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration:  Ques.  (Mr. 

White,  Renfrew )  131  (i). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  :  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew ) 
1211;  Deb.,  (Mr.  Bryson )  1215;  (Mr.  Cockburn )  1217; 
(Mr.  Dawson )  1218  ;  (Messrs.  Cameron  [  Victoria ]  and 
Tassi)  1219  ;  (Mr.  Hilliard )  1224  ;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin 
and  Messrs,  Blake  and  White,  Renfrew )  1225  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Ry.  and  Bridge 
Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com. 
3472  (iv). 

Ouimet’s,  Col.,  absence  from  Duty  :  Remarks  (Mr,  Cos- 
grain)  1167,  1205  (ii). 

Outbreak.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  N.S.,  projected  Line  :  M. 
for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  3414  (iv). 

Pacific  Ry.  .See  “  Canadian  Pacific.” 

Papers  in  respect  of  the  N.  W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2358  (iii), 

Parliament,  5th,  Third  Session,  1885,  48  Victoria: 
Opening,  1;  Speech  from  the  Throne,  2  (i);  Bills 
assented  to,  1516  (ii),  3475;  Prorogation,  3475  (iv). 
See  u  House  of  Commons.” 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Construction  of  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Tenders  (Mr,  Robertson,  Shelburne)  66  (i). 
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Partridge,  Prairie  Fowls,  &c.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  858  (ii). 

Passenger,  Freight  and  Mixed  Trains,  C.  P.E.,  Kunning 
of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt-  B.  No.  25  (Mr.  White,  Ren¬ 
frew).  1°,  67  ;  2°  m.,  266  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  JST.  70)  269  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  No.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy) , 
1°,  234;  2°  m.,  622  ;  Order  for  2°  dscbgd.,  629  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  No.  69  (Mr.  Hay).  1°*, 
362  (i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  964  (ii). 

Patents  of  Invention  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  29  (Mr. 
Smyth).  1°*,  88  (i). 

Pauper  Turkish  Immigrants  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3475  (iv). 
Pawnbrokers3  further  Provision  B.  No.  137  (Mr. 
Small).  1°*  1474  (ii). 

Payne  and  Applegartii,  Murder  of,  by  Indians  in  N.W., 
859  (ii). 

Peachy,  J,  W.,  Superannuation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret) 
1743  (iii). 

Penitentiaries,  Eep.  :  presented  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  28 

(i). 

Penitentiary  Eules,  Suspension  :  M.  for  Eot.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare)  823  (ii). 

Penitentiaries.  See  “  Supply.” 

Pension,  Continuation  of,  to  widow  of  John  Martin  :  M. 
for  Eet.  (Mr.  Curran)  201  (i). 

Pension  Fund  of  Bank  of  Montreal  B.  No.  49 
(Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com. 
and  3°*  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Pensions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

Petitions,  Franchise  B.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
reception,  1856  ;  on  genuineness  of  Signatures  (Mr. 
Woodworth  and  others)  2023  ;  (Mr.  McNeill)  2 17 1 ; 
(Mr.  Allen)  2209  ;  (Mr.  Rykert)  2274 ;  (Mr.  Edgar) 

2319  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  2392  (iii),  2772  (iv)  ;  (Mr.  Me 
Neill)  2495  (iii). 

Petitions,  Scott  Act  :  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  erase  name, 

2320  (iii). 

Petitions,  on  Presentation  of  :  Remarks,  1891  (iii). 
Petitions,  Resolutions,  &c.,  on  Bankruptcy  :  presented 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  101  (i). 

Petitions,  Resolutions,  &c.,  on  Half-breeds’  and  Settlers’ 
Claims:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Pickles  and  Sauces  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  843  (ii). 
Picture  Frames,  &c.:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  846  (ii). 
Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.  E.  I.,  Expenditure  on  Mainten¬ 
ance,  &c. :  M.  for  Eet.*  (Mr.  Davies)  533  (i). 

Piers.  See  “  Marine.” 

Pillage  of  Houses  and  Half  breeds  by  Yoluntee&s: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  2169  (iii),  2990  (iv). 

Pitch  Pine  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (ii). 

Plans  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Receipt 
of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Plate  Glass  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (ii). 


Plante,  J.  B.,  of  St.  Charles,  Claim  of  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Points  aux  Trembles,  Construction  of  Wharf  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr,  De  St.  Georges)  234  (i). 
Polariscopic  Test  for  Sugar  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  479  (i). 
Popoise  Fishing,  Rep.  of  J.  IT.  Gregory  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  By. 
Wav.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  63  (Mr.  Watson).  1°*, 
210;  2°*,  289  (i). 

Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  Construction  of  C.  P.  R* 
between,  Sums  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnts.  (Mr.  Casey) 
123  (i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  made  to  Govt.,  &o.  : 
M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Platt)  124  ;  Repairs  to  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fleming)  188  (i). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona  Ferry,  Extension  of  time  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Homer)  146  (i) . 

Port  Moody,  B.C.,  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Reps.,  Plans,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  295  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay  C.B.,  Steamship  Subven¬ 
tion  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborougii,  Canso  and  Arichat, 
Communication  between:  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 
Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  Sub-port  :  M.  for  Papers,  &c. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  445  (i). 

Port  Roavan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge,  Construction  of  : 

M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Jackson)  297  (i). 

Port  Stanley  and  Burwell  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  62  (i). 

Port  Williams  Fishery  :M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr .Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Post  Office  and  Finance  Debts. ,  computing  Interest:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  927  (ii). 

POST  OFFICE  : 

Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr,  Mclsaac) 
568  (i). 

Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  Allowance  to  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3393  ;  cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2029  (iii). 
Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson) 
351  (i). 

Charlinch,  Postmaster  at  :  M.  for  Papers,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
703  (i). 

Deptl.  Rep.:  presented  (Mr.  Carling)  76  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902 
(ii)  ;  cone.,  2764  (iy). 

Deposits  in  P.O.  Savings  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2359,  2465, 
2559  (iii). 

Depositors  in  P.O.  Savings  Banks:  Ms.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  533  ;  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (i), 

Glammis  Post  Office  Enquiry:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1131  (ii). 
Letter  Postage  reduction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Besson)  33  ;  Mr.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Mail  Trains  between  Brockville  and  Toronto  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Middlesex)  816  (ii). 

Mail  Bags,  Furnishing  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  964  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wigle) 
120  (i) 

Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr, 
Blake)  91  (i). 
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POST  OFFICE — Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies.  See  “  Supply.” 

Maitland,  Postmaster  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  1743  (Iii). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Mail  Service:  Quea.  (Mr. 
Watson )  351  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  cost,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  204  (i).  See  B.  151. 

Post  Office  at  Montmagny  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 
Postal  Privileges,  Extension  to  Local  Govts.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  289  (i). 

Postal  and  Transport  Service  on  O.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1744  (iii). 

Postal  Revenue  at  Victoria,  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Savings  Banes  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs)  148  (i). 
Shiloh  and  Fergus  Mail  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Innes)  1211  (ii). 
Small  Savings,  Encouragement  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
218  (i). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Mail  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  (iv). 
Poundmaker.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  246  (i). 

Presqu’Isle  and  Weller’s  Bay  Harbors  :  M.  for  Rot.* 
(Mr.  Cockburn )  1442  (ii). 

Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements  ;  Reps,  of 
Messrs.  Russel  and  Aldous  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon. Co.’s  Land,  Settlers’ or  Squatters’ 
Improvements:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Prince  Leopold.  See  “  Albany,  Duke  of.” 

PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND: 

Cape  Tobmentine  Harbor:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Ry.  connection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  2997  (iv). 
Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ry.,  Payment  of  Laborers  and  Contrac¬ 
tors:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.  (Mr.  llackelt)  142  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Feo)  691  (i). 

Cascumpeo  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Feo )  479  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings:  Ques  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii) ; 
(Mr.  Burpee)  2359  (iii). 

Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Feo)  350  (i). 
Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings  on  P.  E.I.  Ry  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Davies)  1442  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Summerside  :  Ques,  (Mr.  Feo)  350  (i). 
“  Landsdownb,”  Steamer,  Communication  with  Island:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  927  (ii). 

Piers  and  Wharves,  Expenditure,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Davies) 
533  (i). 

Queen's  Co.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald ,  King’s) 
1039  (ii). 

Refund  to  Merchants  and  others,  Commissioner’s  Rep.  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 

Sea  Lots,  Deptl.  Instructions  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Blake)  61  (i). 

Wharyes  on  P.E.I,  Grant  for  construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 
351  (i). 

Winter  Crossing:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 

62  (i). 

Pringle,  H.  H.,  of  Cobourg,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  743  (i). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com,  of  Sup.,  3033  (iv). 


Printing  and  Advertising,  Immigration  :  M.  to  rofor 
charges  to  Public  Accounts  Com.  (Sir  Bichard  Cart¬ 
wright)  202  (i). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  28  (i). 

Printing  and  Publishing  Co.'s,  Sums  paid  to  and  Services 
rendered  :  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Printing  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 

Printing  Dominion  Notes:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (ii). 

Printing  done  outside  of  Contract  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
White,  Renfrew)  860  (ii). 

Printing  of  Parlt.  :  M,  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  cone,  in 
Second  Rep.,  149  (i) ;  Seventh  Rep.,  1882  (iii)  ;  Ninth 
Rep.,  3293  ;  Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (iv). 

Printing,  Public,  changes  in  Contract  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Prisoners.  See  “Disturbance  in  N.W.” 

Prison  Labor  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  87  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford).  1°*, 
362  (i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1658  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  81.) 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  Legislation  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  51  (i ). 

Private  Bills,  Reception  of  :  Ms.  to  extend  time  (Mr. 
Kranz)  88  ;  (Mr.  Abbott)  505,  782  (i)  ;  (Sir  Hector 
Longevin)  1094  (ii). 

Private  Bills,  Petitions  for  :  M.  to  extend  time  for 
receiving  (Mr.  Beaty)  40  (i). 

Privy  Council  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899,  914  (ii). 

Progress  Estimates.  See  “C.P.R.” 

Prohibition.  See  “  Spirituous  Liquors.” 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.  W.T.,  Relaxation  of 
provisions  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Foster)  101  (').  See 
“  Can.  Temp.  Act.” 

Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Account  B.  No. 
113  (Mr.  Chapleau).  1°*,  964  (ii)  ;  2°,  2397;  wthdn., 
2398  ;  2°,  2465  ;  in  Com.,  2466  ;  3°*  2497  (iii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  48.) 

Prorogation,  Letter  from  Acting  Gov.  Gen.’s  Sec,,  3473; 
Moss,  from  His  Ex.,  3475  (iv). 

Prosecutions  under  Can.  Temp.  Act:  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Craney)  1306  (ii),  3320  (iv). 

Prosser,  Mr.,  Fishery  Warden,  Lake  Erie  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr,  Lister)  954  (ii). 

Provinces,  Advances  to.  See  B.  7. 

Provincial  Acts,  Disallowance  of  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Provincial  Courts  Judges,  Salaries,  & c.,  B.  No. 
101  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  3293  ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  3375  ;  in  Com  and  1°*  of  B.,  3395  ;  2°*, 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  3436  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation  of  Cor.,  &c.  :  cone., 
3434  (iv). 

Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
188  (i). 

Provincial  Subsidies.  See  “  Subsidies.” 
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Produce,  Exports  op  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright ) 
606  (i). 

Prussiate  op  Potash:  in  Com. on  Ways  aud  Means  846  (ii). 
Pruvn,  Mr.  M.  W. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Eetnrn  of,  1. 
Public  Accounts  :  presented  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  28  ;  M. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  to  refer  to  Public  Accounts 
Com.,  76  (i). 

Public  Buildings.  See  “  Public  Works.” 

Public  Debt  op  Canada:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  29,  76  (i), 
927  (ii),  2465  (iv). 

Public  Expenditure:  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  2869;  (Mr.  McLelan )  2878; 
(Mr.  Charlton)  2883;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (iv). 
Public  Reserves  in  B.C.  and  “  Eore-Siiore  ”  Rights  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr,  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Public  Service,  Rooms,  &c.,  rented  for,  in  Ottawa  :  M, 
for  Rot.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant )  533  (i). 

Public  Works  Deptl.  Rep.  :  prosentod  (Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin)  28  (i). 

Public  Works,  preservation  of  Peace  in  vicinity, 

Acts  Amt.  B.  Mo.  131  (S  ir  John  A,  Macdonald). 
I0*,  1278  (ii)  ;  2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824;  3°*,  2854 
(iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c,  80.) 

PUBLIC  WORKS: 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (iv). 
Barrack  Huts  in  B.  C.  :  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 

Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod:  in  Com.  of  Snp.,  3387  (iv). 

Bayfield  Harbor  Breakwater:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mchaac)  77  (i). 
Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916-2919,  3385,  3452  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 

Cascompec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii)  ; 
(Mr.  Burpee)  2359  (iii). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 
Coal,  Purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  313  (i). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  (i). 
Dredging:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  ;  cone.,  2923  (iv). 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement  of  construction.  See  B.  103. 

Dcndas  Public  Buildings  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  290  (i). 
Esquimailt  GravingDock:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria )  743  (i)  ;  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv).  See  B.  7. 

Fog-Horns  and  Letter-box  Fronts,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  313  (i). 

GoVt.  Yards  in  Montreal  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  57  (i). 

Harbors  and  Rivers:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920-2923,  3385,  3386,  3409, 
3419,  3420,  3433  (iv). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  Re-sup.vey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  51  (i). 
Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
90  (i). 

High  Commissioner:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3386  (iv). 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levis  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 
Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  139  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 

Inspectors,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 
Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids,  &c.,  Inprovehents  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Me 
Galium)  615,  695  (i). 

Ottawa,  Additional  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)\1l\ (ii). 
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PUBLIC  WORKS — Continued. 

Ottawa  River  Surveys  and  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  131  (i),  1040  (ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fleming)  188  (i). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 
Roads  and  Bridges  :  in  Oom.  of  Sup.,  3420. 

Sable  Island  Telegraphic  Communication  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Daly)  67  (i). 
Salmon  Point  Breakwater:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
Somerville  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  67  (i). 
Storehouses  in  Quebec,  Lease  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1039  (ii). 
St.  Stephen’s  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1 148  (ii). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilton)  79  (i). 
Telegraph  and  Signal  Service,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
743  (i);  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraphic  Communication  west  of  Winnipeg  :  Remarks,  839  (ii). 
Telegraphs:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3307,  3386,  3420  (iv). 
Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Inverness) 
78  (i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners.  See  B.  150. 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mchaac) 
147  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Watson) 
964  (ii). 

Ventilation  of  House  of  Commons  :  Remarks,  2676  (iv). 

Water  Lots,  Applications  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tapper)  429  (i). 
Water  Lots  on  Rivers,  Govt.  Rights:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  2238 
(iii). 

Wharves  on  P.  E.  I.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  351  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 
Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr,  Irvine)  606  (i). 
Wood  Supply:  Que3.  (Mr.  McCraney)  429  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Bain,  Went¬ 
worth)  1387  (ii). 

[See  different  Provinces;  also  “  Marine.”] 

Pullman  Palace  Car  Co.  See  “  I.C.K.” 

Pumice  and  Pumice  Stone  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
810  (ii). 

Purcell  &  Kyan,  Payment  to,  for  Supplies  furnished 
Lord  Lorne  and  Party:  in  Com.  of  Sap,,  3152  (iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half-breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsii  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad 
and  Stmbt.  Co.  See  B.  147. 

Qu’Appelle  Talley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  816  (ii). 

Qtjaco  Lighthouse,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  :  M.  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Taschereau)  2169  (iii). 
Quarantine.  See  “Instructions”  and  “Supply.” 

Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

QUEBEC: 

Beauce:  Vacancy  in  the  representation,  1  (i). 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont - 
magny)  29  (i). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets.*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  312  (i). 

Brousseau  &  Lisabelle,  Frauds  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 
Gape  St.  Ignace  Station:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 

Caron  And  Gauvreau,  Fishery  Overseers,  Salary,  &o.  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Blondeau)  290  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Oatholij  Population  of  Province  :  Que3.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
363  (i). 

Chbvkieb,  G.  E.,  Dismissal  of:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 
Chief  Justice  Meredith,  Resignation  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Laurier ) 
43  (i). 
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QXJ  E  BEC —  Continued. 

Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Langelier )  1387  (ii). 
DbChbne,  Capt.,  Complaints  against:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Cas- 
grairi)  30  (i). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont- 
magny )  533  (i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’Islet  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  148  (i). 

Etohbmin  River  Line  Survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lesage)  350  (i). 
Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c. :  M.  for  Stmut.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Gosselin,  E.,  Record  in  the  matter  of  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Amyot) 
703  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  N.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau ) 
532  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Immigration  Office,  Employes  :  M.  for  Stmut.*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont- 
magny)  30  (i). 

Lachine  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

LIivis,  Immigrant  Buildings  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau )  89  (i). 

Lfsvis,  Issue  of  Writ  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  633  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.'s  Oath  of  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  479  (i). 
Longueuil  and  Lisvis  Ry.  Survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  429  (i). 
Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse  Wood  Supplies:  M.  for  Ret,*  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  30  (i). 

MaskinongJi:  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Medicine  Hat,  Immigrant  Buildings:  Ques,  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Megantic:  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

Montmagny  Village  Post  Office:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 
Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  567  (i). 
Nioolet  :  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Subsidy  to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Lauricr) 
41 ;  Purchase  of :  Ques.,  189  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr,  Amyot)  147  (i). 

Pointe  aux  Tremdljs  Wharf:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  231  (i). 

Rebellion  in  the  N.W.  See  general  heading  “  Disturbance.” 
Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorials,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bechard) 
606  (i). 

School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  :  M.  for  Papers,  (Mr.  Langelier)  88  (i). 
School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  743  (i). 
Short  Line  Ry.  See  general  heading;  also  “  Subsidies.” 

Simard,  J.,  Rep.  of  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Langelier)  1413  (ii). 
Soulanges  Controverted  Election  :  Judge’s  Rep.  1 ;  Ret.  of 
Member,  113  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchemin  Station  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay)  1567  (ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  iu  Com  of  Sup.,  986  (i),  3350 
(iv). 

Superior  Court,  Chief  Justice  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  429  (i). 
Superior  Court  Judges.  See  B.  161. 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Accounts  due:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  De  St 
Georges)  14(3  (ii). 

Three  Rivers,  Harbor  Commissioners  of.  See  B.  150. 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 

«  Queen  of  the  Isles,”  Steamer,  Employment  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen )  1131  (ii). 

Queen’s  Birthday,  Adjmt.  for  ;  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ) 
2030  (iii). 

Queen’s  County,  P.E.  L,  Vacancy  in  the  Representa¬ 
tion:  Warrant  issued  and  return  of  Momber,  1  (i). 
Queen  vs.  Robinson.  See  “  Inland  Fisheries.” 
Quercitron  or  Oak  Bark:  in  Com,  on  Ways  and  Means, 
810  (ii). 

Rails  for  Govt.  Section  in  B.C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1914 
(iii). 

Ry.  Accidents.  See  “  Casualties.” 

Ry.  Act-  See  “  Consolidated,” 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Deptl.  Rep.  :  presented  (Mr.  Pope) 
76  (i) ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (ii)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills) 
on  M,  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3436  (iv). 


Ry.  Bonuses.  See  “  Refund.” 

Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island  :  Ques.  (Mr .Cordon)  290  (i). 
Ry.  Commissioners.  See  “  Court.” 

Ry.  Commissioners  and  Dominion  Arbitrators  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  114  (i). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  granted  to  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerhin)  86  (i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Sea  board  :  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
189  (i). 

Rys.,  Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  County  Council  of  Grey  : 

M.  for  copy  of  Memorial  (Mr.  Landerhin)  58  (i). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Claims  of  Canada  upon  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Rys.  outside  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  Aid  to:  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

RAILWAYS.  See  respective  headings. 

Ry.  Supplies,  Purchase  of,  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Rot. 

Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1915  (iii). 

Ry.  Tickets.  See  “  Sale.” 

Range  Lights,  See  11  Weller’s  Bay,” 

Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3420  (iv). 

Heal  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  109  (Sir  Hector 
L^ngevin).  1°*,  742  (i). 

Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.” 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  :  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1677  (ii). 

Receipts  of  Department  of  Interior:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  54  (i). 

RECIPROCITY  with  Foreign  Countries:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  78;  with  Jamaica:  Ques.  (Mr.  Burpee)  429 
(i) ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2854  (iv)  ;  with  Mexico:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant )  632  (i)  ;  with  the  IJ  S. :  Deb,  on 
Res.  (Mr.  Davies)  in  Amt  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  995;  (Mr. 
Racket!)  1001;  (Mr.  Yeo)  1004;  (Mr.  Burpee)  1004, 
1008;  (Mr.  Woodworth)  1010;  (Mr.  Kirk)  1011;  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Inverness)  1015;  (Mr.  Weldon)  1016;  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  1019;  (Mr.  Fisher)  1021;  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 
1387 ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444  (ii) ;  Ques. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  3163  (iv).  See  “  Treaties.” 
Rubber,  Re-covered  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 
Red  Liquor:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor,  P.E. I.,  Breakwater  at  :  Quesi  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  1039  (ii). 

Refund  of  Bank  Imposts  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396  (iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Co.  Council  of  Grey,  Mem- 
orials,  &c. :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Landerhin)  58  ;  Co.  of 
Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson)  356  (i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Memorials,  &c.  (Mr.  Cook)  569  ;  Deb.  (Messrs. 
McCallum  and  Mills)  570  ;  Messrs.  O’Brien  and  Fleming) 
571;  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  573;  (Mr.  Casey)  576 
(Messrs,  Wallace  and  McMullen)  578;  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew )  581,588;  (Mr.  Sproide)  583;  (Mr.  Lister) 
585 ;  (Messrs.  Dawson  and  Desjardins)  587 ;  (Mr. 
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Armstrong')  588;  (Mr.  Wilson)  589;  (Mr.  Allen)  590; 
(Mr.  Fairbank)  591 ;  (Messrs.  Trow  and  Cook)  592  ; 
(Mr.  Pope)  593  (i). 

Eefund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  and  Fishermen  in  P.E.I., 
Commissioners’  Rep.:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Davies)  831 
(ii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3455  ;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 

Relief  of  Distressed  in  N.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  ; 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 

Removal  of  Prisoners  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 
Rental  of  Offices  for  use  of  Govt,  in  Ottawa  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  533  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Cor.,  Reps.,  O.C.,  &c., 
relating  to  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
REPORTS  PRESENTED: 

Auditor  General  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley')  28  (i), 

Chinese  Commission  (by  Mess,  from  His  Ex.)  234  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  28  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  (Mr.  Gostigan)  28  (i). 

Interior  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  28  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  McLelan)  113  (i). 

Militia  and  Defence  (Mr.  Caron)  40  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  18  (i). 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Carling)  76  (i). 

Public  Accounts  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  (i). 

Public  Works  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  28  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals  (Mr.  Pope)  76  (i). 

Secretary  of  State  (  Mr.  Chapleau)  127  (i). 

Statutes,  Consolidation,  Commissioners’  Rep.  (S:r  John  A  Mac¬ 
donald)  32  (l). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  (Mr.  Howell )  28  (I). 
Representation  of  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i)  ;  Res.  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404  \  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  77)  3408  (iv). 
Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parliament 
B.  No.  45  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron).  lc*,  147;  2°  m., 
362,  490;  debt,  adjd.,  495  (i). 

Returns,  Enquiries  for  :  133,  211,  289,  363,  417,  455,490, 
501,534,566,662,  7L5,  716  (i),  732,  895,  966,  1038, 

1063,  1132,  1167,  1206(h),  1608, 1913,  2392  (iii),  2854, 
2936,  3000,3395  (iv). 

Returns,  Incomplete  :  Remarks,  67,  101,  534  (i),  860, 

1064,  1209,  1278  (ii). 

Returns,  C.P.R.,  Ordered  by  House  since  Date  of  Con¬ 
tract  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Hesson)  481  (i). 

Returns,  Preparation  op  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
706  (i). 

RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c.,  Motions  for  : 

A,  BandC  Batteries,  Officers,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron, Middlesex)  313  (i). 
Abolition  of  Duty  on  Grain,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 
Active  Militia, Number  and  Annual  Drill,  &c.*  (Mr.Mulock)  533  (i). 
Advances  to  Government  by  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 
Advances  to  Local  Governments  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 
Advertisements  for  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Aid  to  Rys.  outside  Man  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

Alaska  and  B.C.  Boundary  Line  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Algoma,  Customs  Collections  in  (Mr,  Dawson)  39  (i), 

Allan  Steamship  Co.,  Claim  of  Govt,  against*  (Mr.  Forbes)  312  (i). 
See  “  Assisted  Passages.” 

Animal  Charcoal  Imported  and  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Stairs) 
633  (i). 

“  Annual  Register.”  See  “Dominion.” 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued. 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Argyle  Highlanders,  Payment  of  Arrears  due*  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Assisted  Passages,  &c.,  Sums  paid  Allan  Line*  (Mr. Blake)  1443  (ii). 
‘‘A  Trip  to  the  Dom.  of  Can.”  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Robertson, Shelburne) 
533  (i). 

Auditor  General  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  re  Rental  of 
Rivers  and  Streams*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Australian  Colonies,  Trade  with  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36  (i). 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  As9ignees*(Mr. Mitchell)  303,  633  (i). 
Bay  of  Fundy Fog- whistles,  Coal  Supply,  Tenders*  (Mr. Robertson, 
Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Beaver  Line  of  Steamers,  Intercol.  Ry.  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Blake) 
144  (i), 

Bell  &  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  of  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 
Bill,  8  J.R.,  and  Breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Bingham,  Lt.  Col.,  deprivation  of  Command  while  on  Duty*  (Mr. 
Campbell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Bird  Island  Light,  N.  S.,  Management  of*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 
Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  Dept,  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  in 
account  with  (Mr.  McMullen)  135  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  vs.  Mr.  Tilton*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i)« 
Bonuses  Granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &c*  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 
Bonuses,  Ry.,  Refund  to  County  Council  of  Grey  (Mr.  Lander- 
kin)  58  (i). 

Bonusf.s  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Refund  (Mr.  Wilson)  356,  616  (i);  (Mr, 
Cook)  569. 

Boundaries.  See  general  heading. 

Bounties  to  Fishermen,  Sums  paid  under  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i). 
Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury)  98  (i). 

Bounties  to  Manufacturers  of  Iron  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  Clerk,  Ry.  Dept.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
479  (i). 

Bras  d’  Or  Lakes,  Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught*  (Mr.  McDougall, 
Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of*  (Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amt.*  (Mr.  Bergin)  33  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings,  &c.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

Bye-Elections  since  1878  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  and  Jamaica,  Confederation  (Mr.  Burpee)  505  (i). 

Canada  Central  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 
Canada  Shipping  Co.  and  Intercol.  Ry.  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Blake) 
144  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Mail  Service  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 

Canada  Temp.  Act,  Constitutionality  of.  See  “  Lugrin,  O.  H.” 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting*  (Mr.  Kranz) 
448  (i). 

Canada  Temperance- Act,  1878,  Voting  on  (Mr.  Fisher)  121  (i). 
Canadian  Agent  at  Paris  (Mr.  Bergeron)  928  (ii). 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  See  general  heading. 

Canadian  Voyageurs,  Names,  &c.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i). 
Cape  Traverse  Branch,  P.E.I,  Ry.,  Payment  of  laborers  (Mr 
Hackett)  142  (i). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  45  (i). 
Caron,  Clovis,  Fishery  Overseer,  Rep.  of,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blondeau) 

532  (i). 

Caughnawaga  Indian  Agency  Investigation*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  313  (i). 
Cavalry,  School  of,  at  Quebec*  (Mr.  Landerkin)  88  (i). 
Certifoatbs  to  Sell  Liquor  granted  in  County  of  Halton*  (Mr. 

McCraney)  67  ;  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Charcoal,  Animal,  imported  and  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Stairs ) 

533  (i). 
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KETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &o.-  Continued. 

Charlinoh  Post  Office  Changes  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i), 

CnERRiER,  G.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  Dismissal  of* 
(Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 

Chinese  Commission,  Date  of  Appointment,  &c.*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
66  (i). 

Chcrch  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  N.S.  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.O.*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 
Claims  of  Canada  to  Ry.  Lands  in  B.C.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Clark,  G.  M.  K.,  Sums  paid  to  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  697  (i). 
Clerks  of  Works  or  Inspectors  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 
Coal,  Carriage  by  I.C.R.  from  Spring  Hill  Mines*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
633  (i). 

Coal  entered  Ex-warebouse,  Ac.  (Mr.  Burpee)  100  (i) . 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases*  (Mr.  Charlton)  £09  (i). 

Coal,  Porchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa*  (Mr.  Kirk) 
313  (i). 

Coal  Supply  to  Fog-whistles,  &c.,  Tenders*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  633  (i). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  Employment  of  (Mr.  McMullen)  699  (i). 
Colonization  Companies  and  modified  Agreements  (Mr  Blake)  92  (i). 
Compton,  Mr.,  Evidence  taken  re  J.  D.  Robertsons’s  claim*  (Mr. 
Mills)  1443  (ii). 

Consolidated  Five  per  Cent.  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 
Consolidated  Fund,  Receipts  and  Expenditure*  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Contracts  for  Printing  since  1867*  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Cullers,  Supervisor  of,  Amounts  due*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1443 
(ii). 

Customs  Collections  in  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i). 

Customs  Laws,  Violation  of  by  John  Leander  McKerzie*  (Mr. 
Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Customs  Seizure  of  School-books  at  Toronto*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443 
(ii). 

Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  1443  (ii). 
Customs  Seizures  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  532  (i). 

Customs  Seizures  made  at  different  Ports*  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

De  Chene,  Capt.  A.  M.,  Enquiry  respecting*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 
Deposits,  Government,  in  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  29  (i). 
Digby  Pier,  Wha'fage  Collections  at  *  (Mr.  Vail)  632  (i). 
Disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Dodge,  B.,  Dismissal  from  office  of  Collector*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Dominion  “  Annual  Register,”  Payments  on  account  of*  (Mr.  Mc- 
Craney)  1443  (ii). 

Dominion  Lands.  See  general  heading. 

Dominion  License  Commissioners  (Mr.  Bergeron)  307  (i). 

Dominion  Subsidies  to  Provinces  (Mr.  Amyol)  303  (i). 

“  Dom.  of  Can.,  a  Trip  to  the,”  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  633  (i). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  (Mr.  Paterson, Brant)  139  (i). 
Drawbacks  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)  100  (i). 
Dredges,  Tug3  and  Scows  Built  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  (i). 

Dredging  on  Red  River*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenderers  and  Securities*  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  633  (i). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog  Horn  (Mr.  Jackson)  293  (’). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  of*  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Duties  imposed  under  OldProv.  of  Can  ,&c.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (il). 
Duties  on  Hay  exported  to  the  U.S.  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Duties  on  Fish  exported  to  the  (J.3.  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 

Duties  on  Wheat  and  Flour,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  632  (i). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  Earnings*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  313.  (i). 
Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Land  Co.’s  Agent*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Education  of  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  1443  (ii). 

Elections,  Bye,  since  1878*  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Elgin,  County  Judge,  Case  of  (Mr.  Wilson)  98  (i). 


JRETU.RNS,  STATEMENTS,  &o .—Continued. 

Emerson,  Claim  of  Town  on  Govt.*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  448  (i). 
Exhibition  at  Antwerp  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3)5  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  45  (i). 
Expenditure  on  Pub.  Works  in  the  different  Provs.*  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Expenses  of  Govt.  Officials  in  England*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
124  (i). 

Export  Duty^on  Oak,  Pine,  &c.,  Receipts*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Exports  and  Imports,  distinguishing  Products  of  Canada  from 
other  countries*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Extradition,  Demands  for,  &c.*(Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Extradition*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Appointment  as  Canadian  Agent  at  Paris  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  928  (ii). 

Factory  Operatives,  number  employed  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
37  (i). 

Fish  Caught  in  Bras  d'Or  Lakes,  Bounty  paid*  (Mr.  McDougall, 
Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Fish, Export  of,  fromP.E.I.,  Refund  ofDuties(Mr.  Aziu'tf«)831(ii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 

Fish  Weirs  in  Co.  of  Charlotte,  Licenses,  &c.*  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
1444  (ii). 

Fisheries  of  Ont.  ,  Inland  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Fisheries,  Canadian  (Mr.  Mulock)  55  (i). 

Fishery  Bounties,  Sums  paid  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i) 

Fishery  Protection  in  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i) 

Fishery  Overseers  in  N.S.  and  breach  of  Sawdust‘Law*(Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

FisniNG  Leases,  &c.,  in  non-tidal  Waters  in  N.  B.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  533 

(i) . 

Fishing  Licenses  granted  for  Lake  Erie*  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 
Fishing  Vessels,  Bounty  to  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury)  98  (i). 

Five  per  cent.  Consolidated  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 
Flag  Treaty  between  TJ.  S.  and  Spain  (Mr.  Vail)  219. 

Flour  and  Wheat  Duties,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 

532  (i). 

Flour,  Corn  and  Cornmeal,  Imports  and  Exports  from  Provinces* 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  56  (i). 

Fog-Horn  on  Dummy  Lighthouse  (Mr.  Jackson)  293  (i). 

Fog-Horns  and  Lelter-Box  Fronts*  (Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  St.  John  River*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent) 
1443  (ii). 

Forestry  Commissioner,  Appointment  of  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  147  5 
(Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  Rep.  of  Commissioner  (Mr.  Cockburn )  202 
(0- 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Road  on*  (Mr.  Blake )  533  (i), 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Timber  Licenses*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442 

(ii) . 

France  and  Canada,  Commercial  Relations  (Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 
Fraser,  D.  M.  and  Hugh,  payments  to*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne) 

533  (i). 

Freeman,  J.  N.,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

French  Canadians,  Repatriation  of,  Scheme  of  Immigration*  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (i). 

Fuel  of  North-West  Settlers  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Gauvreau,  J.,  FisheryOverseer,  Rep.  of*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  632  (i). 
Gold  Reserve,  Govt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  351  (i). 

Goods  Imported  for  Consumption  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 
Goodwin,  Geo.,  Contract,  Trent  Valley  Canal  (Mr.  Blake)  823  (i). 
Gosselin,  Eugene,  vs.  The  Queen,  Record  of  (Mr.  Amyot)  703  (i). 
Government  Deposits  in  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  29  (i). 
Government  Expenses  of  Visits  to  England*  (Mr.  Somerville, 
Brant)  124  (i). 

Government  Officials  in  the  N  W.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 
Government  Employes  in  B  O.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 
Government  Rys.,  Return  Tickets  on  (Mr.  Weldon)  706  (i). 
Graduates  of  Royal  Military  College*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
313  (i). 
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EETUENS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued, 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Grain,  &c  ,  Abolition'of  Duty  on  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 
Great  American  and  Eoropean  Sh  irt  Line  Rt.  (Mr.  Paint)  78  (i). 
Great  Village  River,  N.  S  ,  Improvements*  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Shel¬ 
burne)  67  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  IT.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 
Grey,  County  op,  Rys.  in,  Refund  of  Bonuses  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
58  (i). 

Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Moneys  paid  to  by  Govt.*  (Mr. 
Blake)  210  (i). 

Halton,  County  of,  Liquor  Certificates  granted*  (Mr.  McCraney) 
67;  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Harbors  of  Refuge,  Ports  Bur  well  and  Stanley  (Mr.  Wilson)  62  (i). 
Hardware  and  Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes) 

1442  (ii). 

Hardware  Supplies  purchased  by  Marine  Dept,  at  Halifax*  (Mr. 
Forbes)  533  (i). 

Health  Officers  in  N.  B.,  Instructions  to*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443  (ii). 
Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

High  Commissioner.  See  general  heading. 

Holland,  G.  &  A.,  Payments  to  for  Short-hand  work*  (Mr.  Auger) 
147  (i). 

Hudson  Bay  Steamer  Neptune ,  Supplies  for  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 
Hughes,  D.  J.  (County  Judge  of  Elgin)  Case  of  (Mr.  Wilson)  98  (i). 
Immigrants  into  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Immigration  Office,  Quebec,  Employes*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Montmagny) 
30  (i). 

Immigration,  Scheme  for,  mentioned  by  Sir  Hector  Latsgevin  in 
a  speech  at  Montreal*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports,  distinguishing  products  of  Canada  from 
other  Countries*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports  of  Wheat,  Flour,  &c.  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
138  (i). 

Imports  for  Consumption  (Sir  Richard  Cartioright)  30  (i). 

Imports  of  Sugar  at  Halilax  from  Jamaica*  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 
Improvements  of  Navigation  in  the  North  Saskatchewan  (Mr.  Me 
Callum)  615,  695  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.  (Mr.  Mills)  863  (ii). 

Indian  Agency,  Man.  (Mr.  Charlton)  6L  (i) 

Indian  Harbor,  N.  S.,  Rep.  of  Engineer*  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  0) 

Indian  Lands  in  Township  of  Toronto  unsold  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 

147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  the  Yiger  Agency*  (Mr.  Be  St.  Georges) 

1443  (ii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Tp.  of  Trafalgar*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i) 
Indian  Reserve,  Fort  William,  Road  on*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i), 

Indian  Reserve  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Purchase  of*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  B.  G.,  Establi.-hment*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Indians  of  Fort  William  Reserve*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii ). 

Indian  Supplies  for  the  N.  W.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant )  532  (i). 
Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  304  (i). 
Industrial  Schools  for  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and 
N.  W.T.*  tMr.  Kirk)  1443  (ii). 

Industries  of  Canada,  Commission  respecting*  (Mr.  Blake)  56.  (i). 
Inland  Fisheries  of  Ont.  (Mr.  O'Brien)  229  (i). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Interior  Dept.,  Receipts,  &c.,  (Mr.  Blake)  55  (i). 

International  Exhibition  at  Antwerp  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 
Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 
Iron,  Bounties  to  Manufacturers*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Islands  Leased  in  River  St.  Lawrence*  (Mr.  Wood ,  Broclwille) 
147  (i). 

Jones,  L.  K.,  Appointment  of,  as  Secretary  to  Intercolonial  Ry. 

Commission*  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Juan  de  Fuoa  Straits,  Tel.  Cable  across,  Cost*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Kavanagh  &  Bell,  Land  Claims  by  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  479  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued. 

Kentville,  N.  S.,  Dismissal  of  Collector*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Kingston  Harbor  Preventive  Officers  Claims*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent) 
1442  (ii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Applications  and  Permits  granted*  (Mr. 
Mulock)  1444  (ii) 

Land  Reserves  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Lands  North  and  West  of  Lake  Superior  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Leases  or  Licenses  to  Fish  in  noa-tidal  Waters  of  N.B.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
533  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  on  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

License  Act  and  decision  of  Supreme  Court*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
License  Act,  Dom  ,  Commissioners  under  (Mr.  Bcrgin)  307  (i). 
License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  under  A.ct  of  1883*  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  46  (i). 

Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber  (Mr.  Charlton)  30  (i). 
Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lingan,  Cape  Breton,  Services  of  Argyle  Highlanders*  (Mr.  Camp » 
bell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

“Lion”  Schooner,  Seizure  of,  at  Barrington,  N.S.  (Mr.  Robertson, 
Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  in  County  of  Halton  granted  under  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878*  (Mr.  McCraney)  67  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Factum,  Arguments  and  Short-hand 
Writers’  Notes  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  45  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Licenses  granted  under*  (Mr.  Landerkin ) 
46  (i). 

Liquors,  Revenue  derived  from  Importation  and  Manufacture*  (Mr. 
Rykert)  313  (i). 

Loan,  Five  per  Cent.  Consolidated  (Sir  Richard  Cartioright)  484 

(i) 

Loan  issued  in  London  (1884)  Amounts  subscribed  and  Advertise* 
ments  for  same  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Local  Govts.,  Advances  to  (Mr .Blake)  45  (i). 

Local  Govts,  in  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 

Lower  Traverse  Lightship,  Supplying  of  Wood  to*  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
30  (i). 

Lugrin,  C.  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor.  re  Can.  Temp.  Act*  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1443  (ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &.  W, ,  Entry  by  of  School  Books  at  undervaluation* 
(Mr  Rykert )  1443  (ii). 

McIsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  Improvements  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  60  (i). 

McKenzie,  J.  L.,.  Violation  of  Customs  Laws*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  the  Canada  Southern  Ry.  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 
Manufactured  Exports,  Drawbacks  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  and  Quaco  Lighthouse  Site*  (Mr.  Weldon ) 
1442  (ii). 

Marine  Stores,  Purchase  of,  at  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533  (i). 
Marine.  See  general  heading. 

Market  Battery,  Kingston,  Lease  of*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Martin,  John,  Widow  of,  continuation  of  Pension  to  (Mr.  Curran) 
201  (i). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  Resignation  of  (Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i). 
Metaghan  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 
Metlakatla  Indian  Troubles  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  304  (i). 

Militiamen,  Names  and  Places  of  Residence*  (Mr.  Bourassa)  101  (i). 
Militia  Reserve,  Enrolments  in  Military  Dis.  No.  9*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Militia.  See  general  heading. 

Millard,  John,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Laws  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Mill  St.  Ry.  Crossing,  St.  John*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Miramichi  River,  Fish  taken  in  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  Payments  to  (Mr.  McCraney)  120  (i). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Forestry  Commissioner*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant ) 
147 ;  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  ;  Report  of  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 
Mounted  Police,  Amounts  paid  for  Injuries*  (Mr.  Somerville, Brant) 
565  (i). 
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Murray  Canal,  Moneys  paid  for  Valuation*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 
Murray  Canal,  Selection  of  Route,  &c.*  (Mr.  Cockburn )  1442  (ii). 
National  Policy  Pamphlet'  (Mr.  Oharlton)  124  (i). 

Nelson  &  Son’s,  Consignments  of  School  Books*  (Mr.  Wallace, 
York)  1413  (ii). 

“Neptune,”  Steamer,  Supplies  for  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

New  Harbor,  Rep.  of  Engineer  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co.,  Lease  of*  (Mr. 
Mulock)  56  (i). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  N.B.*  (Mr.  Temple)  533  (i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Navigation,  Improvements  (Mr. 
McCallum)  615,  695  (i). 

North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs,  Export  Duty*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Obstructions  in  Rivers  in  N.B.  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service  (Mr.  Blake)  201  (i). 

O’Connor,  Hon.  John,  Sums  paid  to,  in  connection  with  Ontario 
Boundary*  (Mr.  Lister)  210  (i). 

Official  Assignees  under  Bankrupt  Act*  (Mr.  Mitchell)  533  (i). 
Officials  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.-Col.,  Charges  against  (Mr.  Casey)  45 ;  (Mr. 
Wilson)  101  (i). 

Ont.  and  Que.  Ry.,  Original  Stockholders*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Ontario  Boundaries.  See  genral  heading. 

Operatives  in  Factories,  Number  employed  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  37  (i). 

Ottawa,  Premises  leased  or  rented  for  the  Public  Service*  (Mr. 
Somerville ,  Brant)  503  (i). 

Ottawa,  Ry.  communication  with  (Mr.  Landerkin)  83,  89  (i). 
Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.  ,  N.S  (Mr.  Blake)  115  (i). 
Parrsboro’  Breakwater  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  63  (i). 
Payments,  Claims,  &c  ,  to  High  Commissioner  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 
Penitentiary  Rules,  Suspension  of,  in  B.  C.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  823 
(ii). 

Pension,  Continuation  of,  to  widow  of  John  Martin  (Mr.  Curran) 
201  (i). 

Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.E.I.,  Construction  and  Maintenance*  (Mr. 
Davies)  533  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i), 

Pointe  aux  Trembles  Wharf*  (Mr.  Da  St.  Georges)  231  (i). 

Porpoise  Fishery  of  St.  Anne  la  Pocatifire*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 
Port  Credit  Harbor  Company*  (Mr.  Platt)  124  (i). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed  (Mr.  Blake)  295  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  Sub-port  (Mr.  Kirk)  445  (i) 

Port  Rowan  Harbor  of  Refuge  (Mr.  Jackson)  297  (i). 

Port  Rowan  Life-saying  Station  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Port  Stanley  and  Port  Burwell  Harbors  of  Refuge  (Mr.  Wilson)  j 
62  (i). 

Port  Williams,  N.S.,  Fishery  Overseer*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Postage  on  Letters,  Reduction  of  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Postal  Revenue  at  Vic.,  B.C.,  for  eight  months*  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  1442  (ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  small  Savings  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

- Receipts  at  Stephen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

— - Savings  Banks  Depositors*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  '• 

533  (i). 

- -  Savings  Banks  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (ii). 

Presqu’Isle  and  Weller’s  Bay  Harbors*  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii).  \ 

Printing  and  Publishing  Co.’s,  Sum3  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  ! 

(0-  j 

Printing  Contracts  since  1867*  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.W.T.*  (Mr.  Foster)  101  (i). 
Prohibitory  Liquor  Law,  Petitions  praying  for*  (Mr.  Foster)  533  ! 
(0- 

Prosser,  Mr.,  Fishery  Warden,  Lake  Erie*  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii), 
Protection  to  the  Fisheries  in  the  N  W.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i).  j 
Provincial  Acts,  Disallowance  of  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Public  Buildings  at  St.  Thomas  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

— - Cost  of  heating  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

Public  Reserves  of  B.O.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  ka.- Continued. 

Public  Works  in  different  Provs.,  Expenditure  on  (Mr.  Vanasse ) 
961  (ii). 

Public  Works.  See  general  heading. 

Quaco  Lighthouse  Site,  Purchase,  &c.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 
Qu’Appellk  Valley,  Squatters  in  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Quarantine  Regulations  issued  to  Ports  in  N.B.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443 
(ii). 

Quebec  Drill  Shed,  Tenderers  and  Securities*  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont¬ 
magny)  533  (ii). 

“  Range  Lights  ”  at  Weller’s  Bay*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Receipts,  &c.,  of  Interior  Department  (Mr.  Blake)  55  (i). 
Reciprocal  Trade  Relations  with  the  U.  S.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444 
(ii). 

Refund  of  Duties  to  P.  E  I.  Fishermen  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 
Refund  of  Hay  Duties  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Rental  or  lease  of  Rooms,  &c.,  in  Ottawa  for  the  Public  Service* 
(Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  503  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Scheme  of  Immigration*  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (ii). 

Representation  of  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 
Reserves,  Public,  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 
Resignation  of  Capt.  Bolduc  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 
Resignation  of  Chief  Justice  Meredith  (Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i) 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.  (Mr.  Weldon)  706  (i). 

Revenue  from  Imported  and  Manufactured  Liquors*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
313  (i). 

Richelieu  County,  Dom  Lands  in*  (Mr.  Massue)  147  (i). 
Richibucto  Harbor,  Customs  business*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 
Ridqetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry*  (Mr.  Casey)  532  (ii). 

Rifle  Associations,  Number,  Annual  Grantand  Names  of  Members* 
(Mr.  Bergin)  46  (i). 

Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Robbing  Mails  in  Man.  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Robertson,  J.  D.,  Claim  re  Intercol.  Ry.*  (Mr.  Mills)  1443  (ii). 
Rogers’  Fish-ladder  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Shelburne)  870  (ii). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  and  Sawdust  Law  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 
Roots,  Weight  and  Measurement  of*  (Mr.  McDonald,  King's)  20 (i). 
Royal  Military  Col.  Graduates*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  313  (i). 
Ry.  Bonuses  in  Ont.,  Refund  (Mr.  Wilson)  356,  616  ;  (Mr.  Cook) 
669  ;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Fleming)  1413  (ii). 

Ry.  Communication  with  Ottawa  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 

Ry.  Companies  of  Canada*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  312  (i). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.C  ,  Claims  of  Can.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Rys-,  Aid  to,  outside  Man.  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

Ry.  Subsidies  in  N.  S.  and  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McDougall)  140  (i). 
Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes)  1442  (ii). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  Military  Properties  (Mr.  Weldon)  606  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Islands  leased  in*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
147  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 

St.  Roch  des  Aulnets,  Enquisy  respecting  Capt.  A.  M.  DeOhbne* 
(Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

St.  Stephens,  N.  B.,  Post  Office  Receipts*  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
100  (i). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

Salmon  Point  (Ont.)  Breakwater  at*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Savings  Banks,  Depositors*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  533  (i). 
Savings  Banks,  Post  Office  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (ii). 

Saunders  &  Wood,  Criminal  Libel  against*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii)- 
Sawdust  Law,  Breach  of,  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 

School  Books,  Consignment  by  Nelson  &  Sons*  (Mr.  Wallace, 
York)  1443  (ii). 

School  Books,  Seizure  of,  at  Toronto*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec*  (Mr.  Landerkin)  88  (i). 

Sea  Lots  of  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Blake)  62  (i). 

Section  B.  See  “Canadian  Pacific  Ry.” 

Seizure  of  Schooner  Lion*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  633  (i). 
Seizures  at  different  Ports*  (Mr.  Blake)  66  (i). 

Seizures,  Customs,  at  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  293  (i); 
1443  (ii). 
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RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c  —Continued. 

Seizures,  Customs,  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  532.  (i) 

Sellon,  Mr.,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
14 7  (i). 

Settlers,  Fuel  for,  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Shipbuilding  Materials,  Drawbacks  on  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
100  (i). 

Shorthand  Writing,  payment  to  G.  and  A.  Holland*  (Mr.  Auger) 
147  (i). 

Short  Line  Route  to  Maritime  Provinces  (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont- 
magny)  33  (i). 

Simard,  M.  J.,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  G.  Lavoie*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  1443  (ii). 

“Sir  Hector,”  Tug,  Depth  of  water  drawn*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 
“Sir  James  Douglas,”  Repairs,  &c.,  to  Steamer  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Small  Savings  and  P.O.  Savings  Banks  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 
Squatters  in  the  Qu'Appelle  Valley  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 
Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  231  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Removal  of,  as  Fishery  Overseer*  (Mr  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Soundings,  &c.,  Burlington  Bay  Canal*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

Subsidies,  Dominion,  to  Provinces  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Subsidies  to  Railways  and  Payments*  (Mr.  Blake)  66  (i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McDougall) 

140  (i). 

Subsidy  to  the  North  Shore  Line  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

Sugars  Imported  at  Hal’fax  from  Jamaica*  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 
Superannuation  Fund*  (Mr.  Blake)  56;  (Mr.  McMullen)  55  (i). 
Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Amounts  due*  (Mr.  De  St.  George)  1443  (ii). 
Supreme  Court,  Contested  Cases,  &c.*  (Mr.  Curran)  210  (i). 
Supreme  Court  Decision  re  License  Act*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
Supreme  Court  Judgments  and  Queen’s  Bench,  Quebec*  (Mr. 

Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 

Supreme  Court  of  New  Brunswick  (Mr.  Foster)  294  (i). 

Tariff  under  Old  Prov.  of  Can.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 
Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  Coit*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Temp.  Act,  1878,  Petitions,  Number  presenter*  (Mr.  Foster)  533  (i). 
Tenders  for  Coal  Supply  to  Fog-whistles,  &c.*  (Mr.  Robertson, 

Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Tenders  for  Indian  Supplies  for  the  N.  W.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
532  (i). 

TIjte  du  Pont  Barracks,  Lease  of*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Tilton,  Mr.,  vs.  Staff  Commander  Bolton*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Timber  Lands  sold  or  leased  in  Ont.*  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  40  (i). 
Timber  Licenses,  Fort  William  Reserve*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii). 
Timber  Licenses  granted  in  disputed  Territory  and  applications 
not  granted*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  in  B.  C.,  Applications  for*  (Mr.  Charlton)  210  (i). 
Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  in  N.W.  (Mr.  Charlton)  121  (i). 
Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  (Mr.  Charlton)  30  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  in  new  Territory  of  Ont.*  (Mr. 
Mills)  124  (i). 

Timber  Permits  to  cut  in  disputed  Territory*  (Mr.  Mills)  210  (i). 
Tolls  on  certain  Railway  Companies  (Mr.  Mulock)  54  (i). 
Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure  for  Repairs*  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Trade  with  the  Australian  Colonies  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36. 
Trafalgar,  Township,  Indian  Lands  in*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i). 
Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (Mr.  Vail)  219  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Goodwin’s  Contract  (Mr,  Blake)  823  (ii). 
Trent  Valley  Canal  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Trent  Yallby  Canal,  Rent,  &e.,  of  building  occupied  by  Engineer* 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  56  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Reps,  to  Council,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 
Tug-barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 
U.S.  and  Can.,  Reciprocal  Trade  Relations*  (Ur. Charlton)  1444  (ii). 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.  of  Survey  (Mr.  Lesage)  294  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued. 

Victoria,  B.C.,  Postal  Revenue  for  eight  months*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Viger  Indian  Agency,  Lands  sold*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1443  (ii). 
Volunteer  Companies  Disbanded  in  Mil.  Dist.  No.  9*  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38  (Mr.  Hickey)  37  (i). 

Voyageurs  to  Egypt,  Names,  &c*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i). 
Weight  and  Measurement  of  Roots  (Mr.  McDonald,  King' s)  201  (i). 
Weirs  in  the  Co.  of  Charlotte*  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  Ont. ,  “Range  Lights  ”*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 

532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Imports  and  Exports  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
138  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Vail) 

533  (i). 

White  Haven  Boat  Canal,  Rep.  of  Engineer*  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 
Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Moneys  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  Pleadings  and  Verdicts*  (Mr.  Kinney)  532  (i). 
Winnipeg,  Customs  Seizures  at*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  1443  (ii). 
Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.  I.  (Mr.  McDonald,  King’s)  62  (i). 

Wire  Fences,  I.  C.  R ,  Contracts  made  by  Govt.*  (Mr.  Weldon ) 
532  (i). 

Wood,  A.  F.,  Moneys  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Wood,  Supplying  of,  to  Lower  Traverse  Lightship*  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
30  (i). 

Rice,  Increased  Duty  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  695  (i). 
Kielielieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  JB.  61  (Mr. 
Desjardins).  1®*,  188  ;  2°*,  246  (i)  ;  Notice  of  an  Amt., 
1210  ;  in  Com.,  1347  ;  3°,  1352  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  91.) 
Richelieu  Co.  Lands.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 
Richelieu  Biver  Floods,  Memorial  from  Riparian 
Owners  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bechard)  606  (i). 

Bichibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M. 

for  Bet.*  (Mr .Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Bichibucto  Harbor.  See  “  Customs.” 

Bideau  Canal,  Increase  of  Water  Supply  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup ,  3313  (iv). 

Bidgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Casey)  532  (i). 

Biel,  Capture  of,  Tel.  from  Genl.  Middleton,  1895  (iii). 
Biel,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Casey) 
743  (i). 

Biel’s  Proposal  to  accept  Money  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Biel,  Treatment  of  in  Prison  :  Bomarks  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2357  (iii). 

Biel,  Trial  of  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Lister)  2358  (iii). 

Bifle  Associations,  Headquarters,  Annual  Grant,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Bergin)  46  (i). 

“  Rjmousici”  Steamer,  Subsidy  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 
Bites  of  Religion  refused  Prisoners  in  the  N.W.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  2998  (iv). 

River  Lots,  N.W.,  Settlement  of  Claims,  Mr.  Pearoe’s 
Letter  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv.) 
Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of,  Sums  received  by  Dept, 
of  Fisheries:  M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i)  ; 
Ques.,  2359  (iii). 

BivikRE  du  Loup  Branch.  Sale  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
1039  (ii). 
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River  St.  Clair  By.  See  “  St.  Clair.” 

Eoache,  Matthew,  and  Pilotage  Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake )  3427  (iv). 

Robertson,  John  D.,  Compensation  to,  for  Premises  and 
Land  taken  for  I.C.R.  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Mills) 
1443  (ii). 

Robinson  and  Queen.  See  “  Inland  Fisheries.” 

Rock  Lake,  Brandon  and  Sonris  R y.  Co.’s  in- 
COrp.  B.  Wo.  100  (Mr.  McDougald,  Pictou).  I0*, 
742  (i)  ;  2°*  873  (ii). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  Fishery  Inspector  for  N.S.,  Breach  of 
Sawdust  Law:  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 
Rogers’  Fish  Ladders,  Purchase  and  use  of  :  Qaes.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  3073  (iv). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Reps.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  870  (ii). 

Rolling  Stock  on  Eastern  Section,  O.P.R. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  302  (i). 

Rolling  Stock  on  C.P.R.,  Payment  of  Duties  on,  by  Co.  : 
Qaes.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Ro3s,  N.  N.,  of  Quebec,  Name  and  Salary  of  Successor 
to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  862  (ii). 

Roundhouse  and  Buildings  in  Man.  on  private  property  : 

Qaes.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030,  2171  (iii) . 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  15)6  (ii),  3  475  (iv). 

Boyal  Canadian  Insurance  Co ’s  B.  Wo.  43  (Mr. 
Curran).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  188  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
791  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Royal  Military  College.  See  “  Militia.” 

Kush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  By.  and  Wav.  Co.’s 
incorp.  B.  Wo.  79  (Mr.  Tapper).  1°*,  313 ;  2°*, 
490  (i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c. 

90.) 

Russell,  A.  (Dept,  of  Interior)  Superannuation  of  : 

Qaes.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  ;  Russell,  L.,  2531  (iii). 
Sable  Island,  Telegraphic  communication  with  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Daly)  57  (i). 

St.  Anne  la  Pocatiere  Porpoise  Fishery.  See  “  Por¬ 
poise.” 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  Payment  of  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  632  (i). 

St.  Clair  Ranche  Co.,  Rent  paid,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2240  (iii). 

St.  Clair  Kiv.  By.  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.’s  B. 
Wo.  8  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  40  ;  2°*,  57  ;  in  Com.  and 
3s*,  245  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  25.) 

St.  George’s  Day,  Adjt.  for  :  M.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  1305 
(ii). 

St.  John  and  Portland,  Mill  St.  Ry.  Crossing.  See 

“  I.  C.  R.” 

St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry,  Extension  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  569  (i). 

Sr.  John,  N.B.,  City  and  County,  Issue  of  Writ  for  Elec¬ 
tion:  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3427  (iv). 

St.  John,  N.  B.,  Military  Properties:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  606  (i). 


St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Canals.  See  “Supply,”  &c. 

St.  Lawrence  River  Mav.  B.  Wo.  159  (Mr.  McLelan). 
1°*,  3293 ;  Order  for  2°  read,  3436 ;  2°  m.,  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  6  m.  h.,  neg.,  3470;  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

St.  Lawrence  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Lander  kin) 
86  (i). 

St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Petition  from  Settlers  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv), 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Islands  leased  in  :  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  533  (i). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day:  M.  for  adjmt.  (Mr.  Curran)  593  (i). 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  :  M.  for  adjmt.  (Sir  Hector  Lange¬ 
vin)  2889  (iv), 

St.  Rocii  des  Aulnets,  Enquiry  re  Oa pt.  De  Chene  :  M. 

for  copy  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchemin,  Station  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay) 
1567  (ii). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.  B,,  Post  Office,  Receipts,  &o.  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Burpee)  100  (i). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Construction  of: 
Qaes.  (Mr.  Gilhnor )  148  (i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  Amount  expended  on: 

M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sap., 
986  (ii). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville ,  Brant) 
3073  (iv). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets  Act  Amt.  B.  Wo. 

86  (Mr.  McCarthy).  1°,  362  (i). 

Sale  of  By.  Passenger  Tickets.  Acts  Amt.  B.  Wo. 

121  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex).  1°*,  927  (ii). 

Sales  and  Receipts  on  account  of  Dominion  Lands  : 
Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2854;  Sales  for  1884-85, 
2997  (iv). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor,  Regulations,  &o. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater,  Construction  of:  M.  for  Cor,, 
&c.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i), 

Salt  Cake  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Saskatchewan  River  Improvements.  See  “N.W.T.” 
Satuma  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  479  (i). 

Sanlt  St.  Marie  Bridge  Co.’s  B.  Wo.  52  (Mr.  Dawson). 
1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Saunders  and  Wood,  Trial  of,  for  Criminal  Libel  in  N. 

W.T. :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  in  tiie  Mar  Provs.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Stairs)  148  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  Depositors  in  :  M.  for  Rot. 
(Mr.  Fairbank)  819,  823  (ii). 
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Sayings  Banks,  Post  Office,  Deposits  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton ) 
2359,  2465,  2559  (iii); 

Savings  Banks  (Post  Office  or  otherwise)  Depositors  in  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  533  (i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  2239 
(iii). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District, 
Employment  of  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  1915  (iii)  ; 
Answer  to  Letter  of,  3424  (iv). 

School  Books,  Consignment  of  by  Nelson  &  Sons  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Wallace,  York )  1443  (ii).  See  “Customs.” 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of  papers, 
&c.  (Mr.  Langelier )  88  (i). 

School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot ) 
143  (i). 

Scott  Act  Pets.  :  M.  to  Erase  name  (Mr.  Foster )  2320  (iii). 
Scott  Act,  Prosecutions  under  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper ) 
41  (i). 

Sea  Lots  of  P.E.I.,  Deptl.  Instructions,  &c.:  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  Acts  Amt-  B.  No. 

102  (Mr.  Chapleau).  1°,  629  (i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
891 ;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

Sec.  of  State’s  Report:  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau)  127  (i). 
Section  B.  See  11 C.  P.  R.” 

Seduction,  &c.,  Punishment  B.  No.  27  (Mr. 

Charlton).  I0*,  76  ;  2°,  619  (i).  See  B.  123. 

Seizures.  See  “  Customs.” 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept,  at  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Extra  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2196, 3448  (iv). 
Settlement  of  Settlers’  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &c.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  Half-breed  Minors  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743  (iii).  See  “  Half  Breeds.” 
Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart, 
wright)  113  (i). 

Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  Calendar  Year  1884:  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar,  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  148  (i). 
Shareholders.  See  “  C.  P.  R.”  and  “  G.  T.  R.” 

Sheet  Iron  Hollowware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (ii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  Riv.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1039  (ii). 

Shipbuilding  Materials,  Drawback  on  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Burpee)  100  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  Deb.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier)  189 ;  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin  and  Mr.  Langelier)  193 ;  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  195 ;  (Messrs.  Casgrain  and  Blake)  198 ;  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  199  ;  (Mr.  Mills)  200  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  2531 ;  M. 
for  Com.,  2971 ;  in  Com.,  2975  ;  Deb.  on  2nd  Res.  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  and  Messrs.  Dodd,  Vail  and  Blake) 
2977;  (Messrs.  Gillmor  and  Landry)  2978;  (Mr.  Hall) 
2979;  (Mr.  Langelier)  2982;  (Mr.  Colby)  2982,  2987; 


(Mr.  Burpee)  2986 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2987 ;  (Mr.  Blake) 
2988;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  2989,  3250;  (Mr.  Stairs) 
2990 ;  (Mr.  Lesage)  2992 ;  (Mr.  Desaulniers,  Maskin- 
ong&)  2995 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ros.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3250 ; 
Amt.,  3257 ;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  3257 ;  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
gelier)  3259;  Amt.  to  Amt.,  3-65  ;  (Mr.  Shanty)  3266; 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3266 ;  (Mr.  Girouard)  3267 ;  (Mr.  Tas- 
chereau)  3268;  (Mr.  Wood,  Westmoreland)  3269;  (Mr. 
Temple)  3271;  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  3273;  (Messrs. 
Hall  and  Foster)  3274;  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  3276  ;  (Mr. 
Colby)  3277 ;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  3281 ;  (Mr.  BossS)  3282 ; 
(Mr.  Fisher)  3284;  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3287 ;  Amt.  to  Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  107)  3289  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
3289 ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292 ;  Amt.  neg.  (Y.  35, 
N.  101)  3292  (iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  instructions 
given,  Reports,  &c.,  of  Engineers  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont¬ 
magny)  33  (i) ;  Survey  from  St.  Charles  :  Ques,  350 ; 
Second  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  :  Ques.,  1744  (iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps,  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
38  (i)  ;  Report  of  Mr.  Wicksteed  :  Ques.,  1744  (iii). 
Short  Line  Ry.,  Plans  and  Reps.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
567  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  the  Mar.  Provs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2239  (iii). 

Silver  and  German  Silver  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
808  (ii). 

Simard,  Joseph,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  George 
Lavoie  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 
Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake) 
57  (i). 

Sinking  Fund,  Five  per  Cent.  Loan  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  2465  (iii). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer,  Repairs  to,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Sisters  of  Charity  of  the  N.W.  incorp.  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  115  (Mr.  Desjardins).  I0*,  832 ;  2°*, 
873  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  35.) 
Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1646  (ii). 
Small  Savings.  See  “  Post  Office.” 

Smith,  Yernon.  See  “  Short  Line  Ry.” 

Somerville,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Repair  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  57  (i). 

Soulanges  Election,  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  1  (i). 
Soundings  taken  in  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Rep.  of 
Supt.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

South  Grenville  Election  :  Return  of  Mr.  Shanly, 
3072  (iv). 

South  Saskatchewan  Ry.  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 

37  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  179 ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  672  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Speaker,  Deputy,  and  Chairman  of  Committees 
B.  No.  26  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  67  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  refer  to  Sel.  Com.,  70  ;  nog.  (Y. 
59,  N.  121)  72  ;  1°*  of  B.,  74  ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  175; 
M.  for  3°  agreed  to  on  a  div.  and  3°*,  212  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  1.) 
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Speeches  from  the  Throne  :  Opening  of  Parlt.,  2  (i) ; 
Prorogation,  3476  (iv). 

Spirits  and  Tobacco  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3212 
(iv). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  Bond  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3371 ; 

Stmnt.  (Mr.  Costigan)  3395  (iv). 

Spirituous  Liquors  Prohibition  B.  No.  125  (Mr. 

Beaty).  Res.  prop.,  1040  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1063  (ii). 

Spring  Hill  Mines.  See  “  Coal.” 

Squatters  or  Occupants,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  231  (i). 

Squatters,  Qu’Appelle  Yalley,  Arbitration  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr,  Lister)  205  (i). 

Staff  of  the  House,  Res.  and  Schedules  adopted  by 
Commissioners,  2491  (iii). 

Stamp  Duty,  Commutation  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 
Standing  Committees,  Non  meeting  of,  for  Organization  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  57,  67  (i). 

Standing  Com.  on  Colonization  and  Immigration  :  M.  to 
add  Messrs.  Baker,  Yic.,  and  Jackson,  to  Com.  (Sir  Jo  An 
A.  Macdonald)  299  (i). 

Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  Canals  and  Telegraph 
Lines:  M.  to  add  name  of  Mr.  Bain  (Sir  Sector 
Langevin)  125  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer  of  Port  Williams,  N.S., 
Removal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  290  (i). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
TassS)  2531  (iii),  2854  (iv). 

Statutes,  Distribution  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  568  (i). 
Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation  B.  No.  96 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Not  introduced.  See  B.  130. 
Statutes  of  Canada,  Revised,  B.  No.  130  (Sir  John 
A.  Mcadonald).  1°,  1226  (ii)  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd. 
and  B.  wthdn.,  2402  (iii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  No. 

133  (Mr.  McLelan).  Res.  prop.,  1279 ;  in  Com.  and 
1°*  of  B.,  1280  (ii);  2°  and  in  Com.,  2399;  3°*,  2421 
(iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  75.) 

Steam  Communication  with  France:  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot) 
567  (i). 

STEAMSHIP  SUBYENTIONS : 

Oampbellton  and  Gasp£  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Canada  and  Antwerp  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2912  ;  cone.,  2598  (iv). 
Canada  and  Germany  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (iv). 

France  and  Quebec  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936,  3041  (iv). 

Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup..  2942  (iv). 

N.B.  and  P.E.I.  to  Great  Britain  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
P.E.I.  and  Great  Britain:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  ;  cone.,  2958  (iv). 

Steel  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  805  (ii). 

Stipendiary  Magistrate  in  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3448  (iv). 

Stoney  Indian  Rising,  Furtipr  information  asked,  863 ; 
Stmnt,  (Sir  Rector  Langevin)  886  (ii). 


Subsidies,  Further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  L. 
Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  2531  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 
2971 ;  in  Com.,  2974;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3250  ;  1°*  of 
B.,  3293 ;  2°  m.,  3380 ;  in  Com.,  3380 ;  on  M.  to 
cono.  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401;  neg.  (Y.  40, 
N.  83)  3403;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79) 
3404;  3°*,  3404;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3057  ;  Amts,  to 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  3266 ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  101)  3292  ; 
(Mr.  Lesage)  3292;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  101)  3292  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  58.) 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  No.  164  (Mr.  Pope).  Res.  prop., 
3457;  M.  for  Com.,  3470  ;  in  Com.,  3472  ;  1°*,  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3473  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  59.) 
Subsidies  to  Rys.  See  “  Land  Grants.” 

SUBSIDIES : 

Canadian  Pacific  Rr. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii)  ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup  3296. 

Further,  to  Rts.  See  B.  168. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  See  B.  147. 

Manitoba  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Bowell )  2889.  (iv). 

New  Brunswick  and  P. E  l.  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Pope)  3457 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

North  Shore  Ry.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

N.S.  increased  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  189,  567  (i). 

Provincial:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Quebec,  Advances  to,  on  Account  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  235  (i). 
Rys.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  and  others,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
3442  (iv).  See  Bs.  147,  158  and  164. 

Rimouski,  Steamer  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 

Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  McDougall) 
140  (i). 

Ry.  Co.’s,  Names  of  Officers,  Ac.:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Middlesex)  312  (i). 

Sugars,  Importation  of,  at  Halifax,  from  Jamaica  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 

Sugar:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3219  (iv). 

Sugar:  Polariscopic  Test  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  479  (i). 
Summary  Convictions.  See  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Sums  Paid  or  Advanced  to  C.  P.  R  as  Interest  or  Sub¬ 
sidy:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii). 

Sunday  Excursions  Prohibition  B.  No.  19  (Mr. 

Charlton).  1°*,  46  ;  2°  m.,  256 ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (i). 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  Chief  Justice  of  the  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Casgrain)  429  (i). 

Superior  Court  of  Quebec  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  3293  (iv). 

Superannuation  Fund,  Number  on  List,  &o.:  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Amounts  due  to  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  He  St.  Georges)  1443  (ii). 

Supplies  for  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Str.  “  Neptune  ”  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Accts.,  &c.  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Supply  B.  No.  163  (Mr.  Bowell).  1°*  2°,  3°*  3170 
(iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

SUPPLY: 

[Only  subjects  which  caused  remark  or  discussion  noted 
under  this  head.] 

Amts,  to  Ms.  for  Com. :  Washington  Treaty  and 
Reciprocity  (Mr.  Davies)  995;  Public  Expenditure 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2868 ;  Representation  of 
the  N.  W.  Territories  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  3404. 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  Estimates  for  1885-86, 
289  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  Suppl.  Esti¬ 
mates  for  1884-85,  2820 ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  trans¬ 
mitting  Suppl.  Estimates  for  1885-86,  3359;  Mess, 
from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  further  Suppl.  Estimates 
for  1885-86,  3415. 

Res.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley )  for  Com.,  27 ;  in  Com.,  895, 
968,  1023,  1304,  2795,  2830,  2889, 2903,  2936, 3041, 
3232,3295,3339,  3383,  3408. 

Committee  : 

Administration  of  Justice : 

General  Yote,  985. 

N.  W.  T.  (re  Trials  in  connection  with  Rebellion) 
3411 ;  cone.,  3433 ;  (Fourth  Stipendiary  Magis¬ 
trate)  3448. 

Adulteration  of  Food.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics: 

Archives,  Care  of,  1023. 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  1032 ;  cone., 
2766. 

Agricultural,  Industrial,  and  other  Statistics  in 
Man.  and  N.  W.  T.,  1035. 

Criminal  Statistics,  Preparation  of,  1026. 

Dominion  Exhibition,  1026. 

Health  Statistics  :  cone.,  2766. 

Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  3452. 

Mortuary  Statistics,  2027. 

Canals.  See  “  Railways  and  Canals.” 

Charges  of  Management  : 

Assistant  Receivers  General’s  Offices,  Montreal,  St. 
John,  Winnipeg,  895, 

Brokerage,  Commission,  &c.,  on  Loans,  1874  to 
1879,  inclusive,  896. 

Brokerage,  Commission,  &c.,  on  Loan  of  1884,  896. 
Co  nty  Savings  Banks,  N.B.,  N.S.,  and  B.C.,  896. 
Country  Savings  Banks :  printing,  &c.,  897. 
Dominion  Notes :  issue  and  redemption,  897. 
Dominion  Notes,  printing,  &c.,  897. 

Financial  Inspector,  895. 

Financial  Commissioner  in  England,  896  ;  cone., 
2763. 

Civil  Government : 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  904;  contingencies,  921. 
Auditor  General’s  Office,  901. 

Civil  Service  Board  of  Examiners,  973. 
Contingencies,  Departmental : 

High  Commissioner,  925. 

Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  927, 

Travelling  Expenses,  923. 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  901 ;  contingencies,  916. 
Finance,  Dept,  of,  and  Treasury  Board,  891 ;  suppl., 
3411;  contingencies,  915. 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  910. 

Governor  General’s  Secretary’s  Office,  832,  898. 
Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  901 ;  suppl.  (increase  and 
arrears  of  salaries)  3410,3411. 


SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committe® — Continued. 

Civil  Government — Continued. 

Inland  Rovenuo,  Dept,  of,  901  ;  contingencies,  916. 
Interior,  Dept,  of,  968,  contingencies,  915;  suppl. 
(Geological  Survey  Branch)  3408 ;  cone.,  2764, 
3433  (iv). 

Justice,  Dept,  of,  898. 

Penitentiaries  Branch,  914. 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  906  ;  contingencies,  922  ;  suppl. 
3411. 

Militia  and  Defence,  Dept,  of,  898 ;  contingencies, 
914. 

Postmaster-General’s  Dept.,  902;  suppl.,  3411; 
cone.,  2764. 

Privy  Council  Office,  899  ;  contingencies,  914. 
Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  911;  suppl.,  3448  ;  con¬ 
tingencies,  921. 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dept  of,  973 ;  contingencies, 
923. 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  900  ;  suppl.,  3350, 
3411. 

Stationery  Office:  contingencies,  914. 

Collection  of  Revenues : 

Adulteration  of  Food,  3242. 

Culling  Timber,  3241. 

Customs,  3232 ;  suppl.  (Extra  for  miscellaneous 
Sorvices),  3393. 

Excise,  3241. 

Inspection  of  Staples,  3241. 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398 ;  suppl.,  3421. 

Post  Office,  3308 ;  suppl.  (Assistant  Postmaster, 
Ottawa)  3393 ;  cone.,  3397. 

Public  Works — Repairs  and  Working  Expenses : 
Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.,  3308. 

Harbors  and  Slides,  Repairs,  3307. 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  generally,  3307. 
Telegraph  Lines,  P.E.I.,  and  Mainland,  3307. 
Railways — Repairs  and  Working  Expenses : 
Eastern  Extension  Railway,  3300. 

Intercolonial,  3299. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  3301. 

Windsor  Branch  Railway,  3301. 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  3241. 

Kinneo,  Daniel  (inorease  of  Salary)  3457. 

Culling  Timber.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Customs.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Dominion  Lands — Capital : 

Surveys,  Examination  of  Survey  Returns,  &c.,  3344. 
Dominion  Lands — Income : 

Agencies,  3346. 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  3344. 

Dominion  Police : 

General  Yote,  985;  suppl.,  3350. 

Dominion  Steamers.  See  “  Ocean  and  River  Service.” 
Excise.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUPPLY— Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Fisheries : 

Canadian  Fisheries  Exhibit,  2956. 

Fishing  Bounty,  expenses  in  connection  with  dis¬ 
tribution,  2956 ;  supph,  3387. 

Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels,  maintenance  and 
repairs,  2955 ;  cone.,  2958. 

Geological  Survey  : 

General  Vote,  3346  ;  suppl.,  3408;  cone.,  3433. 
Government  Steamers .  See  “  Ocean  and  River  Service.” 
Immigration : 

General  Vote,  2809,  2830= 

Indians : 

Assistance  to  Institutions,  3392. 

Grant  to  supplement  Indian  Fund,  3242. 

— - British  Columbia  generally,  3313. 

— ■ — —  Manitoba  and  N.  W.  T.,  3314,3339  ;  suppl., 
3393  ;  cone.,  3373. 

- -  New  Brunswick,  3243. 

— — —  Nova  Scotia  generally,  3243. 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High  River  : 
cone.,  2922. 

Oka  Indians,  Removal  of,  3457. 

Inspection  of  Staples.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Insurance,  Superintendence  of : 

Expenses  in  connection  with  service,  2957  ;  cone., 
2958. 

Justice,  Administration  of,  985. 

Legislation  ; 

House  of  Commons : 

Contingencies,  2796. 

Debates,  publishing  of,  991 ;  cone.,  2765,  3371. 
Expenses  of  Committees,  Extra  Sessional  Clerks, 
&c.,  2795. 

Hache,  Jacques,  Gratuity  to,  3450. 

Internal  Economy,  Commissioners’  Report,  in¬ 
creased  expenditure  under,  3449;  cone.,  3470. 
Printing,  paper  and  bookbinding,  992,  2798, 
Salaries,  &c.,  991. 

Miscellaneous : 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  3351. 

Election  expenses,  Returning  Officers,  Montreal, 
3451. 

Library — Salaries,  &c.,  2796. 

Morgan’s  “  Annual  Register,”  3351. 

Sessional  Indemnity,  Increased,  3450. 

Senate : 

Extra  Expenses,  including  Debates  and  Short¬ 
hand  Writers,  3448. 

Salaries  and  Contingent  Expenses,  990 ;  cone., 
2765. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  : 

Agencies,  rents  and  contingencies,  2951. 

Cape  Race  Light,  2952. 

Fog-Whistles,  Buoys  and  Beacons,  maintenance 
and  repairs,  2951. 


SUPPLY™  Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service — Continued. 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Alarms,  2952. 

Lighthouse  Keepers,  Salaries,  &c.,  2950. 

Liquor  License  Act.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  : 

Campbellton  and  Gaspe,  2942. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  2942  ;  cone.,  2958. 

Canada  and  Germany,  2945. 

France  and  Quebec,  2936,  3041. 

Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.  B.,  or 
Halifax,  N.S.,  2942. 

N.B.  and  P.E.I.  to  Great  Britain  and  continental 
ports,  3457. 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B.,  2942. 

Prince  Edward  Island  and  Great  Britain,  2942. 
United  States  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  2936;  cone.,  2958. 
Marine  Hospitals  : 

General  Vote,  2957. 

Militia  : 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  Pay  and  maintenance,  2914. 
Ammunition,  2903. 

Barrack  Huts,  B.C.,  3412. 

Barracks  at  London,  3412. 

Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  transport,  &c.,  2903. 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools,  Pay  and  mainten¬ 
ance,  2915. 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  2906. 

Contingencies,  2913, 

Dominion  Artillery  Association,  2913. 

Dominion  Rifle  Association,  2913. 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  2910. 

Drill  Sheds  and  Rifle  Ranges,  2915. 

Middleton,  General,  Grant  to,  3470. 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  Salaries,  2889, 
2903. 

Military  Properties,  Care  and  maintenance,  2916. 
Mounted  Infantry  at  Winnipeg,  3411. 

New  Militia  Pensions,^  cone.,  2765. 

Ordnance,  Improved  Rifled,  2915. 

Pay  and  transport,  &e.,  of  Force  aiding  civil 
power  at  Lingan  Mines,  C.B.,  3452. 

Public  Armories,  Care  of  Arms,  &c.,  2910. 

Royal  Military  College,  2913  ;  cone.,  2922. 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  Pensions,  cone.,  2765. 
Miscellaneous : 

American  Institute  of  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to 
N.S.,  3456. 

Bank  Imposts,  Refund  of,  3387 ;  cone.,  3396. 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Expenses  of  Elections 
under,  3387. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses,  &c.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396. 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Report,  Printing,  &c., 
3421. 

Commercial  Agencies, |3245. 
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SUP  PJjY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Miscellaneous— CcmtxxxvxQdi. 

District  of  Keewatin,  Expenses  of  Govt.,  3244. 

Doutre,  J.,  Settlement  of  Claim  against  Govt,  re 
Fishery  Commission,  3392. 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies  of  office,  4244. 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  Settlement  of  Legal 
Claims,  3388,  3392 ;  cone.,  3396. 

“  Histoire  Genealogique  dea  Families  Fran  Raises,” 
3455. 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition  Expenses,  3245. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Putting  in  force  Act  respect¬ 
ing,  3244. 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  3456, 

Middleton,  General,  Grant  to,  3470. 

Model  Farm,  Establishment  of,  3453. 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Erection  of,  3244;  suppl. 
3387. 

North-West  Council,  Salaries  of  Members  for  1881 
and  1883,  3392  ;  cone.,  3397. 

North-West  Disturbance,  Expenses  and  losses, 
arising  out  of,  3454. 

North-West  Territories,  Expenses  of  Govt.,  &o;, 
3243. 

Printing  Commission,  Expenses,  3392. 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation,  &c.,  corres¬ 
pondence,  petitions,  reports  and  O.C.’s  respect¬ 
ing,  3421 ;  cone.,  3434. 

Purcell  &  Kyan,  claim  for  transportation  of  sup¬ 
plies,  &c.,  furnished  Marquis  of  Lome,  3452. 

Hand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary,  3420. 

Kefund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  in  P.E.I.,  3455 ; 
cone.,  3470. 

Returns,  Preparation  of,  Payment  of  Extra  Clerks, 
3245 ;  suppl.,  3388. 

Surveys,  Lakes  Superior  and  Huron,  3244. 

North-  West  Mounted  Police : 

Equipment,  pay  and  maintenance  of  additional 
men,  3421 

General  Vote,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392. 

Ocean  and  River  Service : 

Canadian  Eegistration  of  Shipping,  2950. 

Government  Steamers,  maintenance,  &c.,  2945 ; 
cone.,  3396. 

Life-boats,  Stations  and  Life-preservers,  &c.,  2946, 

Obstruction  in  Navigable  Waters,  Eemoval  of  2950. 

Water  and  Kiver  Police,  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
2950. 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  investigation  of,  &c.,  2950. 

Penitentiaries : 

British  Columbia,  990. 

Dorchester,  989. 

Kingston,  985  ;  suppl.  (McManus’  gratuity)  3350  ; 
cone.,  3374. 

Manitoba,  989 ;  suppl.  (Sutherland,  services)  3350, 

Removal  of  Prisoners,  3411, 


S  D  PPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Penitentiaries— Continued. 

St.  Vinoent  de  Paul,  986;  suppl.  (Baillairge,  ser¬ 
vices)  3350. 

Pensions ; 

New  Militia,  cone.,  2765. 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  992  ;  cone.,  2765. 

Post  Office.  See  “Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Public  Works * — Capital : 

Public  Buildings : 

Additional  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa,  2916. 
Public  Works : 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor,  2917. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  2916. 

Port  Arthur  and  Kaministiquia  Rivor,  2916. 
Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund: 

Harbors  and  Rivers : 

Manitoba  (River  Saskatchewan)  3420. 

Nova  Scotia,  3419. 

Ontario,  3386. 

Quebec  (River  Yamaska)  3419. 

Miscellaneous : 

,JijJ 

House  and  Furniture  for  High  Commissioner, 
balance,  3386. 

Roads  and  Bridges  (iron  bridge  across  Rideau 
River)  3420. 

Public  Buildings : 

Armories,  Montreal,  3385;  suppl.,  3419. 

British  Columbia,  3386. 

Examining  Warehouse,  Toronto,  3385. 
Newcastle,  N.B.,  Post  Office,  3385, 

Telegraphs : 

Amherst  Island  and  Mainland,  3420. 

Sub-marine  Cable  between  B.C.  and  Washington 
Territory,  3386. 

Public  Works — Income : 

Dredging,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923. 

Harbors  and  Rivers : 

Manitoba,  2921. 

Maritime  Provinces — Repairs  and  Improvements 
generally,  2920;  cone.,  2922. 

New  Brunswick,  2920. 

Ontario,  2920. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  2919. 

Public  Buildings : 

Manitoba,  2919. 

New  Brunswick,  2918. 

North-West  Territories,  2919. 

N.  W.  T.  (Prince  Albert  Court  House  and  Gaol) 
3452. 

Ontario,  2918. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  2918. 

Quebec,  2918. 

Repairs,  Furniture,  Heating,  &c.,  2919. 
Telegraphs,  2922. 

*For  Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  see  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Quarantine : 

General  Yote,  2853. 

Immigrant  Patients,  Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface 
Hospitals,  3358. 

Sheep  Scab  in  Quebec,  extirpating  disease,  3358  ; 
suppl.,  3411. 

Railways*  and  Canals — Capital  ; 

Canals  : 

Cornwall,  3301. 

Fort  Francis,  Hugh  Sutherland’s  Claim,  3385. 
Lachine,  3301. 

Murray  3303. 

St.  Peter’s,  3312. 

Trent  Eiver  Nav.  and  Looks,  3311. 

Welland,  3301,3311. 

Williamsburg,  3301. 

Eailways  : 

Canadian  Pacific  Eailway — 

Inspecting  Engineers’  Expenses,  3417. 

Pembina  Branch  (Award  of  Arbitrators)  3417. 
Section  B.,  3383. 

Subsidy,  3295  : 

Carleton  Branch  Eailway  : 

To  purchase,  with  harbor  frontage,  town  lots, 
&c.,  3415. 

Eastern  Extension  Eailway  : 

Steamer  Norwegian,  Eepairs,  3384. 

Intercolonial  Eailway  : 

Air  Brakes  to  100  engines,  3299. 

Miscellaneous  Works,  3296  ;  suppl.,  3383  ;  cono., 
3395. 

Sleeping  Cars,  Purchase  of,  341 7. 

Short  Line  Eailway,  N.S.  : 

Settling  unpaid  Claims,  &c.,  3413. 

Railways  and  Canals — Income  : 

Canals : 

Grenville  (J.  Simard,  for  services)  3418. 
Miscellaneous  (Eepairs  to  Eoad  Dyke,  Lake  St. 
Francis)  3418. 

Eideau,  3312;  (Land  Damages,  Township  of 
Pittsburg)  3418. 

Welland  (Land  and  Damages,  Grand  Eiver,  &c.) 
3418;  cone.,  3433. 

Eailways : 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  3313. 

Surveys  of  Cape  Breton  and  other  Eailways,  3418. 
Scientific  Institutions : 

Meteorological  Observations,  instruments  &c.,  2956. 
Steamship  Subventions.  See  “  Mail  Subsidies.” 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas.  See  “  Collection  of 
Eevenues.” 

Concurrence  : 

Administration  of  Justice  in  tbe  N.W.T.  (Trials  in 
connection  with  Eebellion)  3433. 

*For  Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  tee  1  ‘  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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Concurrence — Continued. 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  Expenses,  27 66. 
Assistant  Postmaster,  Ottawa,  Allowance  to,  3397. 
Bank  Imposts,  Eefund  of,  3396. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  Steam  communication,  2958, 
Charges  of  Management,  2763. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses,  3396. 

Rebates,  House  of  Commons,  2765,  3371. 

Dominion  Steamers,  3396. 

Dredging,  2923. 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels,  2953. 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  Legal  Claims,  3396. 
Harbors  and  Eivers,  Maritime  Provinces,  Eepairs,  &c., 
2922. 

Health  Statistics,  Expenses  in  connection  with,  2766. 
Indian  Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High 
Eiver,  2922. 

Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the  N.W.T. ,  3373. 

Insurance,  Superintendence  of,  2958. 

Intercolonial  Eailway  (Capital)  3395. 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  2764. 

Internal  Economy  Commissioners’  Eeport,  Increased 
Expenditure  under,  3470. 

Liquor  License  Act,  Commissioners,  Inspectors,  &c., 
3398. 

McManus,  C.,  Gratuity  to  Widow  of,  3374. 

Mining  Geologists,  3433. 

North-West  Council,  Salaries  of  Members,  &c.,  3396. 
Pensions,  New  Militia,  2765. 

Postmaster  General’s  Office,  2764. 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation,  &c.,  of  Documents 
respecting,  3434. 

Eefund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  in  P.E.I.,  3470. 

Eoyal  Military  College  of  Canada,  2922. 

Senate,  Salaries  and  Contingencies,  2765. 

U.S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Steam  communication,  2958. 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  Pensions,  2765. 

Welland  Canal  (Land  Damages,  &c.)  3433. 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limita¬ 
tion  B.  No.  3  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny).  1°,  28 ; 
Order  for  2°  read,  102 ;  2°  m.,  151 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ouimet ) 
165 ;  neg.,  167 ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (i).  See 
B.  68. 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limita¬ 
tion  B.  No.  68  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny ).  1°,  270 
(i).  See  B.  3* 

Supreme  Court,  Contested  Cases  before,  and  Judgments  : 

M.  for  Eet.  (Mr.  Curran)  210  (i). 

Supreme  Court  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny )  151,  167  ;  (Mr.  Tupper)  156 ;  (Messrs. 
Girouard,  Beaty  and  Blake )  157 ;  (Mr.  Macmaster )  160; 
(Mr.  Curran )  161 ;  (Mr.  Davies )  162 ;  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald )  163;  (Mr.  Ouimet)  164;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Foster)  165;  (Mr.  Amyot)  166;  (Mr.  Laurier)  167; 
(Messrs.  Royal  and  Belleau)  168;  (Mr.  Coursol)  169  (i). 
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Supreme  Court  :  Judgments  on  Controverted  Elections, 
1,  593  (i). 

Supreme  Court,  Judgments  rendered  since  Establish¬ 
ment  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Montmagny ) 
533  (i). 

Supreme  Court  op  N.B.,  Causes  entered  for  Argument: 

M.  for  Number,  &c.  (Mr.  Foster )  294  (i). 

Surveys  and  Examinations  op  Survey  Eets.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup ,  3344  (iv). 

Surveys  and  Plans  op  Battleford  and  Edmonton  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake )  2357  (iii). 

Surveys  op  River  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake )  3424 ;  Mode  of :  Ques.,  3424  (iv). 

Sutherland,  Dr,  Payment  to:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Small  Savings,  Encouragement  op  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake )  90  (i). 

Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Lister )  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24,  West  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  231  (i). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle  incorp.  B. 
No.  39  (Mr.  Mulock).  1°*,  125;  2°*,  180;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Synod  of  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can¬ 
ada  incorp.  B.  No.  60  (Mr.  McCarthy ).  I0*,  180; 
2°*,  246 ;  in  Com.,  693  (i)  ;  3°*,  791  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  32.) 

Traoadie  Breakwater,  N.S.,  Expenditure  on:  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  147  (i). 

TachI:,  Archbishop,  Communication  prom,  re  Half-breeds  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake')  3425  (iv). 

Tagging  Metal  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Tangents  and  Curves  on  C.P.R.,  Number  and  aggregate 
length  :  Ques. :  (Mr.  Blake)  744  (i).  See  “  C  P.R.” 
Tariff,  Notice  op  Changes:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  714  (i). 
Tariff,  The.  See  Ways  and  Means.” 

Tar,  Pine  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (ii). 
Taschereau,  Mr.  T.  L. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return 
of,  1  (i). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  743  (i). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  cost  op  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 
Telegraphic  communication  west  op  Winnipeg  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Blake)  839  (ii). 

Telegraphs:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 

Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton,  Extension  op  :  Ques. 

(Mi.  Cameron,  Inverness)  78  (i). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Government  by  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  350  (i),  2530  (iii). 

Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  Gratuity  to:  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  632  (i). 

Terry,  Fairy  Emily  Jane,  Relief  of,  B.  No.  97 

(Mr.  Taylor ).  1°  on  a  div.,  605  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  672  (i)  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  36.) 


TIste  du  Pont  Barracks,  Lease  op  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c,  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Thanks  op  Queen  for  condolence  on  death  op  Duke  op 
Albany  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  32  (i). 

Thanks  op  Parlt.  to  Volunteers.  See  “  Vote.” 

Three  Rivers.  See  “  Harbor  Commissioners.” 

Thunder  Bay  Colonisation  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com.,  3473  (iv). 

Tilton,  Mr.,  and  Staff  Commander  Bolton,  Dispute 
between:  M.for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  C.P.R.  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
479  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  granted  on  Lands  outside 
op  disputed  Territory  :  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
209  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Charlton)  121  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  issued  since  Jan.,  1882,  in  N.W.T.,  &o. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  863  (ii). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Berths  in  B.C.,  Total  applications, 

DATE,  NAMES  AND  ADDRESSES,  &C.,  &0.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 

(Mr.  Charlton)  210  (i). 

Timber  on  Indian  Lands,  Non-printing  op  Rets.,  as 
ordered  by  House  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 
Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  114,  115  ;  M.  for  Ret.,  115;  M.  for 
copies,  &c.,*  124,  210  (i). 

Tissue  Paper  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (ii). 
Tolls  on  certain  Railway  Companies:  M.  for  Stmnt., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mulock)  54  (i). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  :  Ques.(Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  1744  (iii). 

Towels  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Townshend,  Mr.  C.  J. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Ret.  of,  1. 
C.  P.  R.  Town  sites,  Sales  op,  Transaction  on  joint 
account  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Rets:  presented  (Mr.  Bowell) 
28  (i). 

Trade  relations  between  Canada  and  the  U.  S. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Davies)  1387  (ii) ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
3163  (iv). 

Trade  relations  with  Australian  Colonies  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr Mitchell)  36  ;  with  Foreign  Countries  :  Ques.  (  M  r. 
Burpee)  78 ;  with  Jamaica,  429 ;  with  Mexico  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  632  (i). 

Trading  Corporations.  See  “  Insolvent  Banks.” 
Transfer  op  Batteries  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
235  (i). 

Translation  op  Hansard  and  \  otes  and  Proceedings  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Casgrain)  594  (i)< 

Transportation  Charges  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224  (iv). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  Act  Amt  B. 

No.  104  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley).  1°,  630  (i)  ;  2°,  in  Com* 
and  3°*,  1670  (ii).  (48-49  Vic .  c.  47.) 


cxliv 


INDEX 


TREATIES : 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Vail )  219  (i). 

Negotiations  by  Sir  Ambrose  Shea:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1387  (ii). 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2854  (iv). 
Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  2559,  2773,  2890;  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr. 
Davies)  2897 ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Vail)  3074 ;  Cor.  and  Papers : 
presented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3232 ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
3249;  Transport  Regulations:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3249;  Deb. 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Vir.  Weldon)  3322  ;  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  3330 ;  (Mr.  Mills)  3333  ;  (Messrs.  McLelan  and  Mitchell) 
3336  ;  (Mr.  Vail)  3338  (iv). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Plans  and  Estimates  of  Cost,  &o.  : 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i)  ;  Con¬ 
tracts:  M.  for  copies,  823  (ii). 

Trent  River  Nav.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup*,  3311  (iv). 

Trestles  and  Bridges,  C.P.R.,  Number  of  :  M.  for  Strunk 
(Mr.  Edgar)  100  (i). 

Troops,  Transport  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Dawson)  887  (ii). 
Troubles  at  Prince  Albert  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  693  (i). 
Truro  Bank  incorp.  B.  No.  78  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°*, 
313  ;  2°*,  405  (i). 

Trutch,  J.  W.,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
der  kin)  744  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredge  and  Machinery  on  Red  River  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Turkish  Pauper  Immigrants  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Trow)  3475 
(iv). 

Umbrella  or  Pabasol  Ribs,  &o.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (ii). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Mail  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2936  (iv). 

Vacancies  in  the  Representation,  1,  593  (i). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
2750  (iv). 

Vegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  Widows  of,  Extension  of  Pensions  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings)  36  (i). 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 
Victoria  Rifles.  See  “  Militia.” 

Violation  of  Customs  Law  in  N.S.,  by  John  Leander 
Mackenzie  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Volunteer  Corps  organized  in  the  N.W.  in  1879 : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474 
(ii). 

Volunteers  disbanded  in  Military  District  No.  9  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 
Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  and  Intoxicating  Liquors  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1131  (ii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  Recognition  of  Services  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Small)  1566  (ii) ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii) ; 
prop.  Res.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3321  ;  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  3370.  See  B.  160. 

Volunteers  of  1837-38:  Res.  recognising  services  (Mr. 
Hickey)  37  (i). 

Volunteers  on  Active  Service,  Increase  of  pay  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 


Vote  for  relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  1744  (iii). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  the  N.W.  Troubles  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2234  (iii). 

Vote  of  Thanks  of  Parlt.  to  Genl.  Middleton  and 
Volunteers  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Caron)  3459  ;  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  3463  ;  (Mr.  Tassi)  3465  ;  (Mr.  Wright) 
3466 ;  (Mr.  Woodworth)  3467 ;  (Mr.  Macmillan)  3468  (iv). 
Vote  to  Genl.  Middleton  :  notice  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
3457  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3470  (iv). 

VOYAGEURS  TO  EGYPT,  NUMBER,  NAMES,  RESIDENCE,  &0.,  OF 

Officers  and  Men  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  210  (i). 

Warrants  issued  for  new  Elections,  1,  593  (i). 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  of,  by  American  Rys.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  838  (ii). 

Washington  Treaty.  See  “Treaties.” 

Water  and  River  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 
Water  Lots  in  N.S.,  Application  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper) 
429  (i). 

Water  Lots  on  Rivers,  Govt.  Rights  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Van- 
asse)  2238  (iii). 

Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  Purchase  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lister)  188  (i). 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  :  Res.  for  Com.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
27 ;  on  M.  for  Com.,  the  Budget  Speech,  313  ;  reply  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  333  ;  Deb.  adjd.,  348  ;  resmd.  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  394 ;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  412  ;  (Mr. 
Tupper)  455  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  463  ;  (Mr.  McLelan)  505  ; 
(Mr.  Mills)  512;  (Mr.  Curran)  521;  (Mr.  Rinfret)  527  ; 
(Mr.  Foster)  535;  (Mr.  Davies)  545;  (Mr.  Woodworth) 
555;  (Mr.  King)  561 ;  (Mr.  Burns)  595;  (Mr.  Casey) 
599,  633;  (Mr.  Stairs)  641;  (Mr.  Cillmor)  648;  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  656 ;  (Mr.  Jackson)  662;  (Mr.  Vail) 
666 ;  (Mr.  Allison)  676 ;  (Mr.  Tassi)  6 77  ;  (Mr.  Hackett) 
687;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  715;  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
719;  (Mr.  McMullen)  722;  (Mr .Dickinson)  729;  (Mr. 
Sproule)  733  ;  (Mr.  Bichard)  739  ;  (Mr  Hesson)  747  ; 
Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  756 ; 
neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  129),  and  in  Com.,  771  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
783,  791,  840  (ii)  ;  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.  W.  ( Resumi  of  Events)  3075 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N. 
105)  3213 ;  in  Com.,  3214, 3294;  Res.  cone,  in,  3322  (iv). 
Weight  and  Measurement  of  Roots  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.*  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's)  201  (i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  118  (Mr. 
Costigan).  Ree.  prop.,  832  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B. 
837 ;  2®  and  in  Com.,  1672 ;  3°*,  1680  (ii).  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Weirs  in  the  County  of  Charlotte,  N.  B.,  Licenses,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  “  Range  Lights  ”  at  :  M.  for  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr. 
Platt)  210  (i). 

Western  Ont.  Pacific  By.  Co.’s  B.  No.  94  (Mr. 
McCallum).  I0*,  534  ;  2°*,  616  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1288  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  87.) 
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Western  Terminus  C.P.R.,  Route  or  Routes  prom  Port 
Moody  to  English  Bay  :  M.  for  Plan,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
145  (i). 

West  Middlesex  Controverted  Election  :  Judge’s  Rep.,  1. 
West  Ontario  Election  :  Return  of  Member  to  repre¬ 
sent,  1  (i). 

Wharfage  Collections.  See  “  Marine.” 

Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  in  Nav.  Waters  B. 
No.  10  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°,  46 ;  2°  m.,  215 ;  2°*  and 
ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  2 >8  (i). 

Wharves  on  P.E.I.,  Grant  for  Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Davies )  351  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duty  collected  on, 
in  N.  S. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Alteration  of  :  Ques.  ( Mr. 
Bergeron)  148  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Duties  on,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  138  (i) 

Whiskey:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225  (iv). 

White  Point,  N.  S.,  Breakwater,  Repair  of:  Ques  (Mr. 
Forbes)  52  (i). 

White  Shellac  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Wilkinson,  J,  A.,  Sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  51  (i). 

Itt 


Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  O.C.,  Agreements,  &o.,  respecting  : 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Kinney)  533  (i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp* 
B.  Mo.  82  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria ).  I0*,  349;  2° 

m.,  428 ;  Order  dschgd  and  B.  wthdn,  428  (i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 

B.  Mo.  91  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria).  1°*,  428;  2°, 
567  (i)  ;  in  Co  n.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  89.) 
Winter  Crossing  from  P.  E.  I. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  62  (i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  Sums  paid  to,  and  services  ren¬ 
dered  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.’s  Acts 
Amt.  B.  No.  23  (Mr.  Williams).  1°*,  67;  2°*,  113; 
iu  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  16.) 
Woodstock,  N.  B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Irvine)  606  (i). 

Wood  Supplies  for  Govt  Buildings,  Ottawa  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

McCraney)  429  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  i387  (ii). 
Woollen  Fabrics  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  800,  840 
(ii). 

Woollen  Rags  :  in  Com.  of  Ways  and  Means,  783  ;  legisla¬ 
tion  respecting :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Writ  for  L£vxs  County  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  633 ;  Remarks 
661  (i). 
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